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1.

INTRODUCTION

Cultural Heritage Management may be considered a relatively simple process involving the
following steps:
•

the location, identification and documentation of cultural heritage places;

•

the assessment of the value or significance of the resources, to the community or sections of the
community;

•

the appropriate use of cultural heritage places with choices ranging from active protection,
conservation and interpretation to disposal.

The majority of cultural heritage evidence occurs as places (or sites) and any associated structures
(eg buildings) or site objects (artefacts). Early photographs, maps, archival documents, museum
collections and oral histories also comprise items of cultural heritage.
In Queensland, the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003 at Section 8 defines Aboriginal cultural
heritage as:
(a) a significant Aboriginal area in Queensland; or
(b) a significant Aboriginal object; or
(c) evidence, of archaeological or historic significance, of Aboriginal occupation of an area of Queensland.

The significance of an Aboriginal area or object is defined (Section 9 and 10) as an area or object of
particular significance to Aboriginal people because of Aboriginal tradition and the history,
including the contemporary history, of any Aboriginal party for an area.
Importantly, the area around a place or object may also be considered part of that place or object
(Section 11 and 12). It is also not necessary for the area to contain markings or physical evidence to
be of significance.
Historical archaeological sites include those places or objects involving the activities of nonAboriginal people. In Queensland such sites are protected under provisions of the Queensland
Heritage Act 1992.
Protection for Australia’s natural and cultural heritage is also provided for by legislation at the
Commonwealth level (eg Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999,
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Heritage Protection Act 1984, Protection of Movable Cultural
Heritage Act 1986 and Historic Shipwrecks Act 1976).
Although not legislation or government policy the Burra Charter provides ethical guidelines for the
conservation of Australia’s cultural heritage and is widely used by practitioners in developing
cultural heritage studies. The document produced by the Australian Heritage Commission (2002)
Ask First. A Guide to Respecting Indigenous Heritage Places and Values is also widely used.
These guidelines inform this document.
From the moment of their formation, sites and objects are subject to processes which modify and
may eventually destroy them. Such processes involve both natural decay and a range of human
impacts. A central aim of cultural heritage management is therefore to find ways to manage these
impacts. A range of political, cultural and economic values overlap with the process of cultural
heritage management and the task itself of developing appropriate outcomes for all parties is thus
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never as simple as it might first appear. Cultural heritage identification and management must
therefore involve an ongoing discussion between all those with an interest in that heritage.
This report is an update of Rowland (1992). In parts it repeats sections of that report. In places
references have been removed and readers should refer to Rowland (1992) for more detail.
Appendices have been added which include reference to published and unpublished papers and
reports produced since 1992.

The author and part of the group involved in the December 2006 survey.
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2.

THE KEPPEL ISLANDS

2.0

INTRODUCTION

The Keppel Islands first became known to Europeans on Sunday May 27th 1770 when Captain
James Cook named Keppel Bay and the surrounding islands and observed people on the islands.
Captain Philip King in December 1847 was the first to have direct contact with the Woppaburra and
Captain Owen Stanley made contact at Leeke’s Creek but little is learnt about the people.
Initial European contact was infrequent and it might therefore be inferred that impacts on the
Keppel Islanders may have been minimal. Contact may have been either friendly or cautious and
competition for land or resources may not have arisen. The 1850’s however marked a turning-point
in European activity on the mainland and this was gradually to have significant repercussions for
the Woppaburra.
Overland movement of Europeans into the Fitzroy River region began in 1853 when William and
Charles Archer marked out Gracemere Station south-west of the present site of Rockhampton. It
was not until August 1855 however that they returned with sheep and established a station. Growth
in the area was initially slow with Rockhampton in 1857 consisting of only two buildings. Outlying
stations began to be established from 1853 onwards. In July 1858 gold was discovered 56km from
Rockhampton and a boom followed that by late 1858 had brought 16,000 men and women on to the
Canoona field, although by 1859 most had gone. To the northward Bowen and Townsville were
settled in the early sixties and from this time on, a steamer ran regularly from Rockhampton to these
northern ports and back again. These developments brought the Aboriginal people of the Fitzroy
River Region into rapid contact with Europeans. To what extent these developments impacted on
the Keppel Islanders is largely unknown. They may to some extent have been protected due to their
island location and may themselves have used the situation to avoid conflict. Although it is unclear
what period of time he was referring to a Keppel Islander by the name of ‘Jim’ was to recall that
they ‘had to keep someone on watch all the time’ and use to hide ‘on the weather side of the islands
until the white men left’ (Smithwick 1979:29). Any protection offered by their island location
however was soon lost. On the mainland Yeppoon was established in 1865 and Emu Park in 1867.
From 1867 onwards Andrew Ross and his sons, established stations at Balnagawon, Cawarral,
Taranganbah and Raspberry Creek; properties that occupied a long stretch of the coastline and
extended inland from 20 to 25km.
The first record of a visit to the Keppel Islands from the mainland occurred in 1865 by a group from
the mainland that consisted of:
... Mr R. Ross, Mr R. Spence, Dr Callaghan, Lieutenant Compigne of the native police, two black trackers and
four aborigines, named Jack, Dundally, Tom and Paddle-nosed Peter. The party were all armed ... No-one had
ever been to the Island (North Keppel) before ... the party landed at the southern end. No blacks were seen
anywhere, and the party began to stroll about the island. At length, they reached the northern end. In peering
about among the rocks, a little cave was discovered, in which were huddled a number of naked black gins.
Away out on the rocks were seen some black fellows, who had evidently gone out on the rocks to avoid the
approaching whites. When the gins saw they were discovered they raised an alarm, and bolted out of the cave,
running off towards the sea (Bird 1904:140-141).

One of the women was injured when she fell from the rocks and one of the men swam to her aid
and:
... the troopers wanted to shoot them both, but of course, they were not permitted to do so. The pluck in the
incident was in the blackfellow coming back to what he must have thought was almost certain death, for the
troopers usually fired at the wild blacks on sight (Bird 1904:141).
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However it appears that both Bird and his informant (Dr Callaghan) may have been providing a
diplomatic account of these events since R. McClelland was to note:
I was over on North Keppel Island some five years ago, and the blacks showed me a line of bones over a
hundred yards long and told me they belonged to a tribe of blacks who were shot by a boarding party of whites
many years before ... [and] an old black named ‘Jamie’ told me all about the brutality of the shooting. He
mentioned about an old gin who was trying to escape carrying a cripple on her back, and how both were
mercilessly shot down (Rockhampton Bulletin 27: Jan 1883).

Walter Roth (1898:9) also noted that on North Keppel there was:
... still to be seen the actual camping ground where at least 7 or 8 males were shot down one night in cold blood,
the father of one of the surviving gins (who described to me the scene that took place) being butchered while his
little girl was clinging round his neck.

In August 1866, Robert Ross obtained a lease over Great Keppel and J.H. Young a lease over North
Keppel and in April 1867 Ross visited Great Keppel Island with a view to establishing a cattle
station. He noted:
A diminutive race of blacks inhabit the Island. They subsist chiefly on fish and roots. They are quite wild and
their yabbering is altogether unintelligible to the blacks of the mainland (Rockhampton Bulletin 9th April 1867).

A short time later the paper reported:
There are on the Island about 60 blacks who live amongst the rocks and in small caves. There is no game and
they subsist entirely on fish, roots and grass. Their bodies are covered with a sort of downy hair and their headwool is of a reddish brown. The males are fine, large fat shiny fellows whose mode of living seems to agree
with them, while the gins and children are poor and miserable both in stature and appearance. They do not
understand the language of the mainland and have neither canoes or weapons in their possession (Rockhampton
Bulletin 18th April 1867).

Photo presumably taken by Walter Roth in 1898, and therefore a re-enactment. The caption to this photo is: “left to
Right-top row: Lilly, Kitty, Oyster, Jimmie, Annie, Albert, Fanny. 2 nd row: Kanomie, Mogga, Judy. Unfortunately this
caption does not reflect the arrangement of people in the photograph. Mogga and Albert were little boys at the time,
James a grown-up man, Oyster Maggie an old woman, Kanomie a teenage girl, Judy in her late thirties, Annie in her
early thirties, Kitty around twenty, Lillie, James and Oyster Maggie died before 1902. Courtesy John Oxley Library.

Contact with the Keppel Islands developed on a more systematic basis from the early 1870’s
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onwards though the nature and impact of these contacts is not well documented and it is not until
1883 that a retrospective view of what happened on the islands after initial contact is obtained.
A Mr W.T. Wyndham claimed to have been the first white man to reside permanently on the
Keppel Islands. Wyndham informed Roth (1898:10) that there were 54 Aborigines on Great
Keppel, one group in the north and one in the south who spoke different dialects (Wyndham
1889:41-42).
Robert Ross, at this time had 3,000-4,000 sheep on the island (Rockhampton Morning Bulletin 2nd
November 1883) and on the 27th October 1883, the Queensland Figaro reported that a ‘well known
Rockhampton man had kidnapped seven Aboriginals from Keppel Island’ because they were
interfering with his sheep. The paper alleged they were taken to Yeppoon while the women and
children were left behind on the island. It was also claimed that those brought across were without
weapons to hunt and that the Yeppoon Aboriginal people were hostile to them. Wyndham appears
to have left the island at this point providing the Figaro with its story.
In response to the Figaro story, the lessee of Keppel Island, Robert Lyons of Rockhampton replied
that 30 Keppel Islanders had been landed on the mainland while only two were left behind on the
island:
... They frequently requested to be taken to the mainland, and on the previous departure of the cutter they
actually rushed on board to get away from the island, but they were refused a passage. The next trip, seven men,
eleven women, and twelve children were removed at their request from the island, and were supplied with food
and rations on landing by Mr Ross, of Taranga, where they were kept for a few days, and on the 19th September
they were removed, of their own desire, to the north of Water Park Creek, where there is a reserve for blacks,
and where they can obtain a good supply of fish. Messrs Lyons and Ross left them on the 20th October with a
guide named Charles Barwell, a native of the creek, who speaks the same language, and who showed them the
land they had to occupy. They went away supplied with fishing lines and food, although they did not actually
want either, there being plenty of fish, kangaroo, and opossums. On Keppel Island they could not catch fish
except in calm weather, and there were no kangaroos, opossums and wallabies there. Only two gins were left on
the island. The wife of Pepo, a native of the mainland, was acting as a shepherd, and the gins wished to stay
there. The blacks on the mainland are not hostile to the Keppel Island blacks, but they speak the same language
and are of the same tribe (Queensland Figaro 10th November 1883).

The editor of the Figaro found the various figures and events ‘inexplicable’ and sought further
clarification. This was subsequently forthcoming though it did not greatly clarify events.
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A group of Woppaburra near the Lucas Homestead. Probably taken by Walter Roth in 1898. The teenage girl in the
centre is Konomie, immediately behind her is Fred (Mogga), and behind him Yoolowa.

Konomie Richards died in Acacia Ridge in 1973. Konomie’s daughter Ethel Richards passed away
in 2006.
George Mosman, who had accompanied the boat which brought the Islanders across, insisted that
no coercion had been used and added:
... they brought nets for fishing and were presented by Mr Ross with several good fishing lines etc (Queensland
Figaro 17th November 1883).

On November 24th 1883, ‘a Yeppoon correspondent of the Bulletin’ offered the following
information on the alleged events:
... Some years ago these blacks by some means got onto South Keppel Island from the mainland, and have been
living there ever since. However, they had now reduced the sheep put on the island by more than 100 head so
that the owners of the sheep asked them to go on the cutter under the pretext of “catch ‘em plenty fish”. They
were landed at Water Park Point about 10 miles south of Cape Manifold but being discontented they returned to
Yeppoon (Queensland Figaro).

On December 4th 1883, the Rockhampton Bulletin reported:
... we are told by a gentleman, recently returned from Yeppoon that the Aboriginals brought over from Keppel
Island some time ago by Mr Robert Ross, are dying off very rapidly. On Thursday last, his wife was strolling
the beach in the direction of Ross Creek and with the intention of finding a shady place to picnic, went up the
creek a little. To her surprise at the edge of the scrub she came on the body of a black fellow and a little further
on, the carcass of a gin. She passed on to the blacks camp and there lay two piccaninnies. The four who were
found dead, were seen about the beginning of the week, camping where the piccaninnies were found. What our
informant says, one of the residents of Yeppoon, avers three gins and one black fellow of the Keppel Island lot
died the previous week on account of their being unable to eat the food given them. We state these facts without
note or comment and leave the public to form their own conclusion (Rockhampton Bulletin).
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The Queensland Figaro (8th December 1883), noted that five of the Keppel Islanders brought to the
mainland had died and reported a claim that one of the men had swum back to the island from Emu
Park. The newspaper was sceptical of the latter claim expressing the desire to know if it had in fact
been accomplished. On December 22 1883, the Queensland Figaro reported on the findings of ‘a
searching investigation’ by the Daily News Argus on the ‘cause of the recent and present great
mortality amongst the blacks taken from Keppel Island to Yeppoon’ and concluded the major cause
to be ‘coast disease - a severe cold and a continuous discharge of mucous matter from the nose’. It
further claimed that the numerous deaths could in no way be attributed to insufficient or strange
food and that prior to the recent epidemic were due to opium and grog.
The events of 1883 however could not be so easily dismissed. Roth, later on the basis of
information supplied by Wyndham and from his own first-hand observations noted:
… other males were deported and decoyed, by false promises of food etc; to the mainland, some of them
(among them ‘Yoolowa’) succeeded in swimming back the distance of between 6 & 7 miles, while others were
shark eaten. But this is not all, for three weeks after the last occurrence, both whites and mainland blacks came
over, hunted up as many women and children as they could find, and took them away too. Human lives were
sacrificed for sheep (Roth 1898:9).

Following the events of 1883 Ross employed the remaining Keppel Islanders on Great Keppel
Island, where they were forced to live a parasitic existence around the homestead in clearly
unpleasant circumstances. A Brisbane banker A.E. Hardaker who visited the islands in 1886 noted
that on North Keppel ‘Peter’ was in charge along with one Aboriginal man and 9 or 10 women as
assistants. On South Keppel a German storekeeper was in charge with one Aboriginal man and five
or six women who wore ‘a rough sack with holes cut for the arms’. Hardaker and his party had a
meal with the shepherd and:
… after satisfying our wants in this respect, the egg-shells and scraps of bread were thrown to the blacks, who
eagerly crunched up and swallowed the egg-shells and crusts of bread like so many animals (Hardaker nd).

Robert Ross died in 1893 and the Ross family withdrew from sheep farming in 1897 when Colin
Ross transferred all Keppel Island holdings to his stock keeper James Lucas. Lucas removed the
remaining North Keppel Islanders to South Keppel where they lived and worked near the
homestead and his treatment of the Keppel Islanders appears to have been no more sympathetic
than that of Robert Ross. Oliver (Ollie) Morris the son of James Morris a fisherman of Emu Park
once visited the Island during school holidays and:
… there I saw the native men and women harnessed to the plough and an ex-bullock driver wielding a stock
whip to induce them to greater effort. When I told my father of it, he could not believe it, but later went over
with two witnesses and they had the practice exposed (cited in Ganter 1985:28; see also Morris 1989:32).

Ollie Morris’ nephew Alan Morris (1989:31) recalled that when the Keppel Islanders refused to
work they were chained in a tidal cave to teach them a lesson. Evidence that this did occur may be
seen in the form of a piece of rusting iron in a coastal shelter at Little Peninsula (see below).
Life for the Keppel Islanders during these years was obviously harsh but even those who were
sympathetic towards them had a negative impact on their cultural survival. During the 1890’s R.
McClelland, a cordial manufacturer of Rockhampton use to:
… collect food from the different firms of Rockhampton, clothes from the residents of Rockhampton and
engage J. Morris’s boat from Friday night till sunday night for about 19 years, he ran sports for them and gave
prizes, swimming and diving they were professional at that sport, on Saturdays, Sunday was a Manniquin Parade
... He collected fruit, pipes, tobacco, pocket-knives, tomahawks, biscuits, lollies, brooches and beads ... (Morris
nd, History of the Island Blacks. Letter held by the Rockhampton and District Historical Society).
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McClelland dressed the women in ball or carnival dresses but he did think that:
… the least the present generation can do is to make some amends for the sins of the past and proclaim a fishing
reserve on North Keppel Island (R. McClelland Rockhampton Bulletin 27th January 1903).

Meanwhile professional and recreational fishing excursions to the islands continued to exact a toll
on the Keppel Islanders, particularly the women (Smithwick 1979).
Reports of events that took place on the Keppel Islands from 1867 onwards are usually
retrospective views and frequently conflicting. Nevertheless, some general points can be made.
The Queensland Figaro notes there was hostility between the Woppaburra and mainland
Aborigines who did not speak the same language. Wyndham’s (1889:41-42) discussion on this
matter is equivocal but does suggest some differences, while Lyons claims no differences. It is
apparent that many people were removed from the islands (mainly males) during this period, and
some tried to swim back to the islands, while others died from starvation or were poisoned on the
mainland.
There are many stories concerning the fate of the Woppaburra and Aboriginals around Yeppoon and
Emu Park. One account claims a number of them were driven into the sea near Securus and that the
survivors swam to Corroboree Island. Older residents of Yeppoon and Emu Park tell stories of
Aborigines being shot and poisoned both on the islands and the mainland. It has also been claimed
that Japanese fishing fleets kidnapped Keppel Island women when they visited the island during the
mid-1800’s to repair their boats at Leeke’s Beach. These accounts are consistent on a number of
accounts but a number of contradictions also occur particularly in regard to the number of
Woppaburra and the extent of their differences from mainland peoples; issues which are further
discussed below.
A more systematic attempt to determine what happened to the Woppaburra during this period has
been made by Voss (1953) who notes that the reason Robert Ross had the Keppel Island Aborigines
shipped across to Taranganba was to provide cheap labour for a proposed coffee and sugar
plantation. A number of the Keppel Islanders fled with some supplies and were followed by Ross
and Native Troopers to Voss Point where some were shot, while others dived off the point and
swam to South Keppel. This event was apparently remembered by local Aboriginals who use to
avoid the Point. All but two of the men who attempted to swim to the islands were apparently
drowned or taken by sharks. Voss notes that old legends put the number of Keppel Islanders
involved in this event as 60. However later accounts indicate the number was 36 and only one man
by the name of Lowoo is alleged to have been successful in swimming back to South Keppel. Voss
tried to locate official contemporary references to these incidents, but could find none in either
Government records or newspaper files. Further research by myself and access to a then
Department of Community Services and Ethnic Affairs file [henceforth DCS file] however has
allowed me to expand on the evidence presented by Voss.
In 1897 Archibald Meston was appointed Special Commissioner of Police to review Queensland’s
policy towards Aborigines. His report proposed the abolition of the Native Police, the segregation
of Aboriginal people on self-supporting reserves and the control of Aboriginal/European contacts;
recommendations that were then embodied in the 1897 Aboriginal Protection Act. The Native
Police were disbanded and two Protectors of Aborigines appointed, Walter Roth as Chief and
Northern Protector and Archibald Meston as Southern Protector. The relationship between Roth
and Meston was never amicable and this is demonstrated by events on the Keppel Islands between
1897 and 1902, where the lives of the remaining Keppel Islanders now became caught up in the
crossfire of policy differences between Roth and Meston.
The question of what had happened to the Keppel Islanders was raised in the Queensland
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Parliament in 1897 by a Mr Callan who stated:
… A case occurred seventeen or eighteen years ago which was a disgrace to the colony. Two gentlemen took
up the Keppel Islands and stocked them with sheep. The blacks there, who were a different race from those on
the coast, got some mutton at the head station and took to killing the sheep. The result was that they were
enticed to a boat and taken to the mainland where the great majority died.

A Mr Dawson asked if they had all been poisoned but Mr Callan indicated he could not comment
on that but did note however that:
… one man was said to have swum back to the island, a distance of 14 or 15 miles (Queensland Parliamentary
Debates 1897 Vol 78:1020).

The fate of the Woppaburra was again raised in Parliament in 1902. In that year a Mr Dunsford
noted there had been a number of complaints against the Northern Protector (Dr Roth) and few
against the southern Protector (Mr Meston) and he was inclined to think that:
… Dr Roth, in pursuit of his ethnological researches, sometimes did things that were very unwise, bearing in
mind his administrative capacity, and which, perhaps, brought him into conflict with the aboriginals themselves.
Some years ago there were seventy or eighty aboriginals residing on Keppel Island, and the settler who lived
there got a permit to employ them. In 1898 Dr Roth visited the island, and whether he got them himself or
whether the individual who employed the aboriginals got them for him he did not know, but at all events Dr Roth
procured some blackfellows skulls and some bones. He was given to understand that hurt the feelings of the
aboriginals, who objected to the desecration of their graves.

Dunsford indicated that Roth had ‘vouched’ for the lessee of Keppel but:
… he supposed the protector did not have a proper opportunity of seeing the condition of the aboriginals. In the
four following years one-half of those aboriginals died through being permitted to remain under the protection of
the individual. Fortunately the Southern Protector came along, and seeing the wretched condition of these
people, he removed two women from the island and Dr Roth complained of their removal. Later on the Southern
Protector removed the remainder of the aboriginals, but in the meantime six women and one man had died
through a disease brought about through their civilisation.

The Home Secretary asked Mr Dunsford if the Aboriginals had been improperly removed to which
Dunsford replied that they had and that they would soon all have been dead if they had not been.
Dunsford then explained that:
… Dr Roth visited Keppel Island in 1898, it being then within his jurisdiction. Permits had been granted. Dr
Roth and Mrs Roth stayed on the island at the time and saw the aboriginals, and actually took a photograph of
them, and from that photograph it was questionable that the aboriginals were very well cared for. But what
occurred four years ago and what existed the other day were very different things, and the difference was to be
accounted for by certain changes in the establishment of that settlement. He could not excuse the man for the
state in which aboriginals were found by Mr Meston, for there was no doubt that they were diseased to a very
great extent, for which a white man was questionably responsible. He had seen those blacks since they had been
removed to Durundur, and he could say that for the most part they were now in a very excellent condition and
very happy. Dr Roth, in writing about what he had seen there 4 years previously, was simply doing his duty,
because probably the man was at that time a very excellent employer.

A Mr J. Hamilton in reply to Dunsford was not so conciliatory noting that:
… Mr Meston said he was not surprised at Dr Roth making a special effort on behalf of a man to whom he was
indebted for many favours, and he also said it was untrue that he had ever asked Dr Roth for some Keppel Island
women as wives for Fraser Island men; he also added that if Dr Roth dealt less in photographing naked
aboriginals he would be held in greater respect by them, as both men and women resented it in a decided manner
(Queensland Parliamentary Debates 1902 Vol 90:987-988).

Walter Roth in fact paid two visits to the Keppel Islands in 1898 and compiled a detailed
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ethnography of the Keppel Islanders. On one of his visits Roth was accompanied by his wife who
stayed with Lucas, his wife and family. Roth found on the island:
… less than 19 Aboriginals. Of these, there are 16 full blooded adults, 2 half-caste children, and a full-blood 6month old (October 89) picaninny girl: … among the adults, only three are males, the overwhelming
preponderance of women being easily explicable when the character of some, especially one, of the previous
European visitors to the island is borne in mind.

Roth was undoubtedly referring to local fishermen and also Robert Ross but was satisfied with the
present condition of the Keppel Islanders in that they ‘thrived well’ and he therefore saw no need
for official intervention.
Meston however became aware of the condition of the Keppel Islanders from the police and Emu
Park residents when acting as Special Commissioner of Police and he was intent on moving them to
Fraser Island.
Meston’s interest in the Keppel Islanders, together with local concern was sufficient in 1900 for
Inspector A. Meldrum to inform the Home Office that he would be sending Acting Sergeant Casey
to the Keppel Islands as soon as possible to report on the number and condition of the Woppaburra
and to determine ‘if they are kindly treated by Mr Lucas’.
Casey’s report indicates that he visited South Keppel on the 4th February 1900. He provided
personal details of the Woppaburra (Fig 2.1) and noted that:
… with the exception of Oyster Maggie who is partly isolated from the other Aboriginals owing to her advanced
state of venereal disease the condition generally of the Aboriginals appears good and on being questioned
individually they all speak in the highest praise of the kindly treatment received from Master (Mr Lucas).
Fig 2.1 Report by Acting Sergeant Casey on the Number of Keppel Islanders (7th February 1900) – DCS file)
Aboriginal Male
Adults

Aboriginal
Female Adults

Uloro
Paddy

Old woman
Mary Ann
Nellie
Annie
Lillie
Oyster Maggie
Kitty
Judy

Pure-blooded
female children
and ages
May (2yr 9mths)

Pure-blooded
male children

Half-caste male
children and ages

Nil

Abbot (12yrs)
Fred (8yrs)

Half-Caste
female children
and ages
Canoma (12yrs)
Lulo (8 yrs)
Jessie-Anne
(8yrs)
Rosie

On the 15th February 1900 however Meston wrote to the Home Secretary pointing out that the
Aboriginal women on Keppel Island had no men residing with them and had become victims of
unscrupulous whites from whom they were contracting diseases and breeding half-caste children.
He therefore sought approval to remove them from Keppel Island to Fraser Island. The Home
Secretary however in an annotation to Meston’s letter instructed him to carry out further
investigations on the island before taking any further action.
Meston subsequently wrote to the Home Secretary on the 27th March 1900 indicating he had
removed two women, one with a half-caste child aged about 6 months old and another with a halfcaste girl about 7 years, from the Keppel’s to Fraser Island. He reported that on his arrival there
had been 8 women, 2 men, 1 full-blood child and several half-caste girls on the island and that the 2
men were a father and son, aged 56 and 22 years. He indicated that this group lived at the
homestead of Mr Lucas who had rented both North and South Keppel for the last 8 years and who
ran 3,000 sheep. He noted that the Islanders did all the work on the station and were kindly treated
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because they provided cheap labour. He further indicated that Mr Lucas and his daughter departed
the island on occasions leaving the Islanders unprotected and available to boating parties from the
mainland; a situation which he noted had resulted in the spread of venereal disease among the
women and the presence of a high incidence of half-caste children. In response to Meston’s report,
the Under Secretary noted on the letter that the Keppel Islanders should all be removed.
For reasons unknown however no further action was taken until Meston again reported to the Home
Secretary on the poor condition of the Keppel Islanders and again sought permission to remove
them. Meston reported that from an original population of about 200 the Keppel Islanders had been
reduced to two men, seven women and three children. He claimed they had been worked like
slaves by Lucas and following indignant complaints from private citizens he had removed five
single women. Meston indicated he had advised Lucas by letter of his intention to remove people
from the island but alleged that Lucas frightened them off and left the island with his son. Meston
now sought permission to remove all the Keppel Islanders suggesting this would end what ‘has long
been a public scandal’.
On the day that Meston wrote his report, Lucas telegrammed the Home Secretary’s office
questioning Meston’s intentions to remove the Keppel Islanders and asked the Home Secretary to
contact Roth who he indicated could vouch for his treatment of the Islanders. Roth responded in
Lucas’ favour on the 24th July 1902 indicating that he had known Lucas for 6 years, and had paid
him 3 visits (during 1897), and that along with Mrs Roth had spent about a week with him, his wife
and family.
Roth informed the Home Secretary that Lucas came to the island in 1893 following the departure of
Wyndham who had settled there in 1884 at which time there were 54 Keppel Islanders. Roth
indicated that neither Lucas nor Wyndham (who acting for Ross ‘but refusing to share in his
cruelties to the islanders, left his service’) could be blamed for the condition of the Islanders. Roth
enclosed some photos taken in 1897 and 1898, given to him by a Mr Cowie to prove how well fed
and clothed the Islanders had been and attributed their present condition to the introduction of
venereal disease by fishermen, despite Lucas’ attempts to prevent it. He requested that the
remaining Islanders not be removed from the island. Meston responded to Roth’s report on 26th
August 1902 suggesting that Roth had been misled by Lucas and made an ‘emphatic denial of all
Roth’s claims on behalf of Lucas’.
The fate of the Keppel Islanders had thus become a dispute between the policies and personalities of
Roth and Meston and the Under-Secretary of the Home Office had clearly become aware of this
when he noted they had both gone ‘further than was needed’.
On the 27th August 1902 Meston telegrammed the Home Secretary indicating that all remaining
Keppel Island Aborigines were now camped at Emu Park awaiting blankets and rations. On the 11th
September 1902 he sent a full report on the removal of the Keppel Islanders to the Home Secretary
providing individual details (Fig 2.2)
Fig 2.2 Meston’s report on Keppel Islanders removed from the islands in 1902
Paddy
Ulowa
Annar-mannam
Kitty
Mary Ann
Nelly
Judy
Annie
Sally

Woo-oon-yan full blood 21 years
Weerabilling (father of Paddy) 65 years
(mother of Paddy) 65 years
Ooroong-ooran full blood 24 years
Yamal-Minyan full blood 25
Ooroong-ooran no 2 28 years
Gae-Kiyat No 2 28 years
Oi-Cooran No 2 30 years
No 2 27 years
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Conomie
Rowley
Albert
Fred

Boombilwan half-caste girl 17 years
Bonee manamm half-caste girl 10 years
Mumkwarron half-caste boy 14 years
Oyka binnie half-caste boy 8 years
Half-caste girl 9 years
Half-caste boy 21/2 years
Half-caste girl 4 months
Three of the women with venereal disease were sent to the Lock Hospital, Rockhampton and the remaining individuals
to Durrundur and Fraser Island.

Meston concluded that ‘considering the whole history and treatment of these Keppel Aboriginals by
Lucas and his family I can remember nothing more cruel or disgraceful in the annals of
Queensland’. He also gave the impression that the Keppel Islanders were happy to leave the island.
However other recollections suggest otherwise:
… The next day [they were] put on the train. Archy Meston the Aboriginal Protector, told them [as] the train
was leaving to say goodbye to their home. They waved and cried and screamed never to see their home land
again (Smithwick nd).

Meston also stated that there had been considerable public outcry at the events that had occurred on
the Keppel’s from 1865 to 1902 and that there was a good deal of sympathy for the Keppel
Islanders. This is reflected in a letter from R. McClelland when he suggested:
… I think the least the present generation can do is to make some amends for the sins of the past and proclaim a
fishing reserve on North Keppel Island for the use of the surviving Keppel Islanders (McClelland 27th January
1903. Letter held by Rockhampton and District Historical Society).

The idea for a reserve on Keppel Island almost became a reality. In January the Home Secretary,
J.F.G. Foxton and Meston inspected Port Clinton and the Keppel Islands to choose a site for a
reserve in the Central Division. Foxton favoured Great Keppel but several delegations in the area
objected on the grounds that it was a picnic ground for visitors from Emu Park on the coast. With
some foresight they predicted that:
… in the future the number who availed themselves of the facilities supplied by South Keppel Island would be
much larger than it was at present or had at any previous time (Rockhampton Bulletin 23rd January 1903).

Sadly, however by 1902 all remaining Woppaburra had been removed from the islands and their
descendants were not to return to the islands again until 1984.

Keppel Island Natives – Queen’s Jubilee 1897.
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In 1978 prior to undertaking my first survey on the Keppel Islands I made a number of attempts to
locate descendants of the Woppaburra. However these were all unsuccessful. After the initial
surveys and some news media coverage of the site surveys however I was contacted by Francis
Barney of Pialba whose grandfather (Fred Ross) was born on Keppel Island. Shortly thereafter I
was contacted by Mrs Ethel Richards of Brisbane (now deceased-2006) with whom I maintained
contact on a regular basis during the early part of this work. Subsequent contact was also made
with Glenice Croft, Bess Catley, Angela Leitch and Lyn van Issum. The historical documents given
to Auntie Ethel and others, along with the emerging results of the archaeological work provided an
impetus to generate contact between other Woppaburra descendants and in June 1984 and 40
Woppaburra held the first reunion on Great Keppel Island. From 1984 Bob Muir and Chris Doherty
have taken a leading role in Woppaburra cultural heritage management and I have worked closely
with them since that time.
The history of use of Great Keppel Island after 1902 has been discussed in detail by Ganter (1985)
and the following discussion draws heavily on her work with respect to European aspects of
potential heritage significance on the islands.
After the removal of the Keppel Islanders in 1902 the islands continued to be used by fishermen,
oystermen and boating parties from the mainland. A number of grazing leases were also issued but
no stock depastured.
In 1918 Michael Cyril O’Neill obtained a grazing lease covering almost the entire island and in
1922 moved on to the island with 1,500 merino sheep. He died in April 1923 and his wife Lizzie
remarried a Yeppoon fisherman Ralph Leeke in October 1924, and although the marriage did not
last long she remained on the island for twenty-three years, living at the homestead built by her
husband. This is the homestead that still stands on the island and which has become the main focus
of the islands ‘heritage’.
During the war American sailors were stationed on the island and used Long Beach as an
emergency landing strip. Little evidence of the American presence is apparent although a local
fisherman, Ken Brighton, who tried to fell an old tree in front of his house on Fisherman's Beach,
found a trunk full of American coca-cola bottles.
North Keppel Island was declared a National Park in 1938 and the surrounding islands in the Group
were declared in 1940 (Fig 2.3). It was assumed that Great Keppel would also be reserved after
expiry of the Leeke’s grazing lease. However the grazing lease is still held today and has been
effectively tied in with the tourist enterprises on the island.
Fig 2.3 Land Tenure Status of the Keppel Islands
Island
Corroboree
Great Keppel
Halfway
Humpy
Miall
Middle
North Keppel
Sloping

Area (ha)
20.23
1454.0
8.094
64.75
40.67
64.75
580.00
8.094

National Parks Gazettal
15/06/40

Coverage
Whole

15/06/40
15/06/40
15/06/40
15/06/40
10/12/38
15/06/40

Whole
Whole
Whole
Whole
Whole
Whole

The grazing lease was purchased by the Great Keppel Island Tourist Company from Lizzie Leeke in
March 1945 with an intention to conduct extensive wool growing and a tourist trade. This
Page 16 of 111

endeavour however never really succeeded and Constantine Morris and his son Alan Morris bought
the lease in 1958 and established the first tourist resort - Silver Sands. The Director of Tourist
Publicity inspected this resort in July 1958 and found the facilities primitive, catering only for local
holiday makers who were prepared to rough it. Lack of local and state government policy on
tourism and tourist related issues and many other factors meant that only small-scale improvements
were made to the resort.
In the early 1970’s with the development of interstate and international tourism and tourism policy,
ownership passed into interstate and corporate hands ultimately leading to the large-scale
developments seen on the island today.
Growth in visitor numbers to Great Keppel Island was established after 1975 when TAA acquired
all shares in the companies holding the resort and grazing leases and promoted the island as a
destination for young people with its ‘get wrecked on Great Keppel Island’ campaign. This
campaign gave little or no focus to the island’s heritage values.
However after 1982 TAA’s promotion campaigns gave more emphasis to the island’s values as a
place for family holidays and business conventions. In line with this there has been some attempt to
promote heritage values. The Leeke’s Homestead has been renovated and is registered on the
Register of the Queensland Estate developed under the Queensland Heritage Act 1992 (see
Appendix A).
A brochure which formed part of the information folder handed to resort guests romanticised life at
the Leeke homestead and a sheet entitled ‘Get Wrecked on a Little History’ is of similar standard.
Ganter (1985:78) concluded that the presentation of the history of the island included a ‘selection of
facts, figures and names. It is a history without structure or conflict, without action or consequence
- a history without a past’.
In 1986 Parkview (Keppel) Pty Ltd provided financial support for the publication of a pamphlet
developed by myself and Ingereth MacFarlane (Island Living on the Keppel’s - A 4,000 year long
tradition) which provided a brief but frank account of the Aboriginal history of the islands. It also
made a strong case for preservation of sites on the island. However the extent of the distribution of
this pamphlet and its impact on tourists and residents of the islands are unknown. It would valuable
to produce a new version of this brochure with input from Woppaburra Dreaming. If this were to
occur some procedures should be established for assessing the distribution of the brochure and its
impacts on tourists.
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3.

DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

3.0

SOURCES OF INFORMATION

Aborigines of the Rockhampton District and Keppel Islands are described in a detailed report
written by Walter Roth in 1898 to the Commissioner of Police, Brisbane, entitled The Aborigines of
the Rockhampton and Surrounding Coast Districts. The contents of this report were subsequently
included in modified form throughout Roth’s 18 North Queensland Ethnography Bulletins.
Roth was Northern Protector of Aborigines in Queensland from 1898 to 1905 and compiled many
of his reports from first hand observations. During May to October 1897 for example he was in the
Rockhampton district and made two trips to South Keppel Island. Roth also obtained information
from a number of informants and referred to publications by Lumholtz (1889) and Thozet (1866).
Prior to Roth’s descriptions of the Rockhampton area, other records are few and in comparison
contain limited detail (e.g. Flowers (nd), Lumholtz 1889, Robertson 1928, Thozet 1866, Wyndham
1890).
Useful recent additions to the Aboriginal history of the Fitzroy River region include the work of
Abbay (1980), McDonald (1981) and Richardson (1982).
Museum collections supplement the literature sources, of which the major one is the Roth collection
housed at the Australian Museum, Sydney. The collection includes over 2,000 items covering a full
range of Aboriginal material culture and includes a number of items from the Fitzroy River area
(Pope and Moore 1967). The items collected by Roth from the Keppel Islands held in the
Australian Museum Collection are listed in Appendix B. Also included are items in the Queensland
Museum, Brisbane. Skeletal material in the Roth collection in Sydney, in the National Museum,
Melbourne; and in the Queensland Museum, Brisbane is detailed in Appendix C.
Roth’s reports, publications and museum collections are used as a primary source of information
throughout this report. Roth was a first hand observer, but also sought information from Aboriginal
informants and Europeans who had resided in the area for long periods. It is not difficult to concur
that ‘painstaking detail’ (Herskovits 1934:268) and ‘meticulous care’ (Barrie Reynolds pers comm.)
mark the scientific work of Roth.
3.1

THE FITZROY RIVER REGION AND THE KEPPEL ISLANDS

Five main tribal areas are defined by Roth (1898:12) for the area from Keppel Bay north to
Broadsound and inland to the Dawson and MacKenzie Rivers (Fig 3.1). Roth (1898:7) also
provides sub-divisions of these tribes and their meanings (Table 3.1 and Fig 3.1).
Table 3.1 Main Tribal Groups and Subdivisions for the Fitzroy River region from Roth
(1898:78)
Main Tribe
Kooinmur-burra

Reference to Fig
1
2
3
4
5
6

Component
communities/sub
divisions
ka-too-burra
wun-doo-burra
wol-lo-in-burra
war-roo-burra
moo-in-burra
pun-kan-burra
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tribal

Interpretation
names

of

end, finish
mountain
iguana’s tail
damper of zamia nut
ashes
gap in a range

their

Wingebul

Taroombul

Warrabul

Tarrum-burra
Yettimaralla
Oorambul

7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

war-gin-burra
run-doo-burra
tar-roo-burra
koo-ke-burra
boo-cha-burra
warra-burra
kan-koo-burra
bur-ri-burra

16
17
18
19
20
21

wop-pa-burra
ka-roon-burra
be-chal-burra
be-poo-burra
wol-le-a burra
bun-ba-ra-burra

?Roonbara
?Roorkarara

Wakka
Koreng-Koreng
Numbers relate to figure

Fig 3.1 From Roth 1898
Page 19 of 111

clean sand
Townsend
fig with flies inside
green-headed ant
honey-suckle
wild guava
sickness, retching
flame caused by fat from
cooking
island
flesh
a small grub
big river
open country

Typically, there is some variation in terminology and suggested distribution of tribes in the broader
area but these are not discussed here as the focus is on the Keppel Islanders (Rowland 1992)
The names of the various islands in the Keppel group were recorded by Roth (1898:76) as shown in
Table 3.2.
Table 3.2 Names of the Keppel Islands as recorded by Roth (1898:76)
Big Keppel
North Keppel
Middle Island
Myall Island
Humpy Island
Barren Island
Corrobboree
Outer Rock
Man and Wife

wop-pa
ka-no-mi
ba-la-ba
ma-ma-lon-bi
bur-ye bur-ye
a-rum-mi
te-ru-mul
o-nun
ban-kaboola-ra

In the word lists attached to his manuscript Roth notes that the Wa-pa-bara (from the Keppel’s) use
to come across to Yeppoon and after visiting the survivors of the Raki-Wurra tribe at Yeppoon he
also claims that they use to visit and be visited by the Keppel Islanders (Roth 1898:5).
On the Keppel Islands Roth observed a special kind of game played by females. They would set up
what they called a hut, a small cavern or grotto about 8 to 19 inches (20-48cm) high. On their knees
in front of it, the women would then throw various small pebbles into it, collecting these and
repeating the process. Neither Roth nor Wyndham could comprehend the words or rationale behind
the game (Roth 1902(4):13).
Roth (1898:10-11) was informed (by Wyndham) that in 1884 there were 54 individuals on South
Keppel Island who were divided into two tribes, one on the south extremity, the other on the
northern end of the island. When he visited the island in October 1897 he counted 19 individuals
including 16 full blood adults, 2 half caste children and a full blood 6 month old girl. At the time of
Roth’s visit the impact of European contact was obvious and Roth explained the presence of only
three adult males and the predominance of women as:
… being easily explicable when the character of some, especially one, of the previous European visitors to the
Island is borne in mind (Roth 1898:9) [‘especially one’ has been deleted in the published account].

Roth noted that two of the three men (Jacky and Yoolowa) were ‘aged’ and that Yoolowa had a
young son Paddy, who had a daughter May. Also on the island at the time of Roth’s visit were
three or four North Keppel Island Aborigines brought across by Mr Lucas. They were all camped
about 50 yards [45m] from the Lucas homestead where they subsisted on goat’s milk, goats flesh
and sweet potatoes. Roth noted these people were in excellent physical health and attributed this to
the fact that alcohol and opium were not present, and that only Yoolowa smoked tobacco (Roth
1898:11).
3.1.2

Population

On both South Keppel Island and the mainland people were poisoned by lacing flour with arsenic
(see Section 2).
The population of the Keppel Islands was recorded in some detail though there are still problems in
arriving at reliable figures. Although a number of explorers sighted people on the Keppel’s from
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1770 through to the 1860’s no account was made of their numbers. The earliest account reports
there were 60 people on South Keppel (Rockhampton Bulletin 18th April 1867) and Roth (informant
Wyndham) reported that in 1883 or 1884 there were 54 people on the island (Roth 1898:10).
Shortly after this about 36 people, mainly men, were taken from the Island to Yeppoon
(Rockhampton Bulletin 2nd September 1902). On 7th February 1900 when Meston visited the island
2 Aboriginal adult males, 8 Aboriginal adult females, 1 Aboriginal child and 6 half caste children
were the only survivors. These figures all refer to South Keppel Island only, yet people were also
on North Keppel as Roth saw:
… the actual camping ground where at least 7 or 8 males were shot down one night in cold blood (Roth
1898:10).

Other estimates of the population of both North and South Keppel have been made which are much
higher than the above figures. Meston, for example, claims that North Keppel’s population was
stationary at about 200 and South Keppel’s at about 200 to 300 (Morning Bulletin, Rockhampton,
Saturday 28th April 1923). These figures have been repeated elsewhere (Morning Bulletin,
Saturday, 6th July 1968) but no rationale can be found for them, nor do they appear realistic.
Meston did have grounds for overestimating the population of the islands in order to discredit Roth.
A figure of around 60 individuals divided into two groups on South Keppel does seem realistic both
in terms of the island’s area and based on general models of hunter-gatherer social organisation. On
a similar basis a guesstimate of the population of North Keppel would be around 25-30 people, so
that a maximum population for both islands might have been in the vicinity of 75 to 100.
3.1.3

Burials

Roth recorded tree-butt graves on North and South Keppel Islands, but his descriptions are most
detailed in relationship to three coastal rockshelters. On North Keppel, in a shelter about 4½ feet
(1.3m) wide and 3 feet (0.9m) from front to back he found the closely packed remains of at least 8
adults and 2 children. The children had been wrapped in bark and placed in dilly-bags while the
bones of each adult, with the exception of the crania and lower jaws, were wrapped in fishing net.
Another rockshelter on North Keppel contained the bones of at least seven adults and Roth also
found a dilly-bag containing the remains of a child wrapped in bark and hung in a tree (Roth
1898:45). On South Keppel, around the point from Little Peninsula, Roth recorded another burial
shelter.
Roth also makes note of a local story that the Keppel Islanders use to leave their dead on a small
island in the area after swimming across. However neither Roth (1898:46, 1907(4):398) nor Howitt
(1904:471) could verify that this was true and in general the most common practice appears to have
been burial in shelters on both islands.
Burial practices on the Keppel’s may have been associated with what Roth calls ‘dolls’ (Fig 3.2).
These were cone-shaped objects made from a grass-tree butt and varied in length (up to 15 inches or
38cm) and thickness and were coloured with red ochre. Roth suggests they were charms for
begetting strong children and describes the women nursing them in their arms and he notes that
Wyndham saw them being used in a similar manner on his arrival on the island. Roth found several
mixed up with the burials in one of the shelters on North Keppel Island (Roth 1898:37-38,
1902(4):13).
3.2

MATERIAL CULTURE

3.2.1 Introduction
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Roth’s unpublished manuscript (1898), his North Queensland Ethnography Bulletins and the Roth
Collection in the Australian Museum, Sydney form the basis of the following discussion of
Woppaburra material culture with additional data provided by Flowers (nd), Jardine (1936),
Lumholtz (1898), Robertson (1928), Thozet (1866) and Wyndham (1890).
3.2.2

Canoes and Swimming Logs

The Woppaburra did not have canoes when Roth visited them in 1897 at which time they appear to
have used only swimming logs. However, Roth did note that the Keppel Islanders use to travel
from island to island either by swimming logs or in canoes but suggests the canoes ‘were
subsequently destroyed by a later leaser of Big Keppel’, a comment which has been crossed out in
the unpublished manuscript (Roth 1898:13), and is not found in any of the ethnographic bulletins.
These logs were generally made of pandanus and were from 14 to 16ft (4.2-4.8m) in length and 6
inches (15cm) in diameter. The logs were propelled by the hands (Fig 3.3) and not ‘ridden on’ as
they were in other areas of Australia where people lay astride of them to cross rivers (Roth
1908:558). Wyndham remembered Keppel Islanders paddling from island to island on these logs,
carrying their belongings with them on the timber (Roth 1898:13), and they were apparently even
used on occasions to cross to the mainland (Roth 1908:558, 1910(14):4).
With respect to their canoes Roth (1898:47, 1910(14):6) relied for his information on a model of a
one piece bark canoe given to him by Mr Cowie. They were described as 7 or 8 feet (2.1-2.4m) in
length and a couple wide (0.6m), made of a single sheet of iron or stringy bark. The extremities
were cut off at an angle, and tied up with ti-tree bark and vine strips. The sides were kept in
position by transverse sticks and cross-strings attached to free edges (Fig 3.4) (Roth 1898:48;
Jardine 1936). Roth also noted that Wyndham had informed him that he had seen trees on Keppel
Island where bark had been stripped for the manufacture of such canoes (Roth 1898:48).
In contrast to the Keppel’s a 3 piece bark canoe was in use at the mouth of the Fitzroy River prior to
Roth’s visit in 1894 and they are also reported as being in use at Torilla in 1881 (Lumholtz
1889:316). The local Tarumbul Aboriginals made Roth a model of such a canoe (Fig 3.5) and a full
sized paddle with a hollowed out blade in 1894 (Roth 1898:47, 1910(14):10). The canoes were
generally made of iron bark and occasionally blue-gum, and were 8 to 10 feet (2.4-3.0m) in length.
The pieces were sewn together with vine-strips and the seams were filled with ti-tree bark, which
swelled and thus caulked the canoe in water. Cross pieces or spreaders were inserted but no ribs
(Roth 1898:47, 1908:161-162; Jardine 1936).
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3.2.3

Fishhooks and Stone-Drills

Roth described fishhooks from the Keppel Islands but noted their apparent absence on the adjacent
mainland (Roth 1898:24). Nevertheless fishhooks of bone, wood, shell and composite bone and
wood hooks were apparently in use on the mainland to the north of the Keppel Islands around
Marlborough and St Lawrence (Richardson 1982:26).
The Keppel Island fishhooks were made from a flat piece of turtle or coconut shell of crescentic
form, about an inch (2.5cm) across with the points close together. They were produced by cutting a
piece of shell into a circular shape through which a central hole was drilled with a stone drill. This
formed a crescentic shape and the points were then ground (Roth 1898:24, 1904(7):33; Jardine
1936). A fibre woven line was then attached to this by means of a connecting-string of another kind
of fibre, the free end of which tied the bait, usually a small crab, onto the hook (Fig 3.6) (Roth
1898:24). Pieces of fishhook representing the first and last stages of the process of manufacture
described by Roth were found in excavations at Mazie Bay and are discussed in Section 5.
The piercing of coconut and turtle shell in the manufacture of fishhooks and of shell in making
forehead circlets, was undertaken using a distinctive type of stone drill (Fig 3.7) which according to
Roth was present only on the Keppel’s. These drills were made of a piece of white quartz, wedged
into the split extremity of a piece of grass-tree flower-stalk about 2ft (60cm) long and bound with
fibre. The quartz was roughly ground to obtain a point. The drill was held vertically and twirled
backwards and forwards between the flats of the hands. Wyndham observed the drill in use on
South Keppel in the early eighties. Another of Roth’s informants, A. Lilley, claimed to have seen
them on Boyne Island at Port Curtis (Roth 1898:52, 1904(7):24). McCarthy (1957:92-94) reports
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that these drills were used in a number of areas of coastal Queensland, where the drill tip varied
from shell at Mappoon, to tooth at Princess Charlotte Bay and quartz on the Keppel’s.

3.2.4

Harpoons

Harpoons were employed throughout the Fitzroy River region for capturing fish, turtle and dugong.
These harpoons comprised a dart, a shaft and a connecting rope (Fig 3.8). The dart was normally 6
or 7 inches (15.2-17.7cm) long with either one or two sharp wooden pegs fixed near the tip with
twine and a cementing substance. The base of these darts was wound round with fibre. The shafts
were generally 10 to 11ft (3.0-3.3m) long into which a hole was drilled and the dart tightly jammed.
A rope was firmly tied to the dart, wound 2 or 3 times around the shaft and then hitched onto the
extreme butt. The remaining length was looped into a number of coils and held in the thrower’s
hand. When an animal was struck, the impact forced the dart from the shaft which was then hauled
in by the attached rope (Roth 1898:24-25, 1901(3):23; Jardine 1936; Flowers 1956:1259; Lumholtz
1889:317-18).
These harpoons had either a single or double barb (Fig 3.9) on the Keppel’s and adjoining coastline
as far north as Whitsunday Passage, but were single elsewhere (Roth 1904(7):31-32). South of the
Keppel Islands the detachable harpoon was apparently unknown (McCarthy 1955:286).
According to Wyndham, the Keppel Islanders collected small bluecrabs from the beaches as bait
and located themselves near large crevices in sea cliffs where they threw the bait into the water.
When fish came to the bait they would dive in and catch fish, turtles or spear dugong with harpoons.
If a very large fish was speared, the fisherman could be towed out to sea (Wyndham 1890:115; Roth
1898:25, 1901(3):23-24). This is confirmed by Mr Hardaker of Rockhampton who visited North
Keppel Island 8 or 9 years after it had been leased by Robert Ross. He observed that the women
gathered crabs which they:
... pounded up into small pieces, mixed with dough and made into hundreds of small pellets. They then choose
a point of rocks running some distance out and going out as far as they can, scatter the pellets in handfuls into the
sea ... baited lines are thrown in, and fish of all sorts and sizes are easily caught. (Newspaper cuttings Vol 52,

Page 24 of 111

Mitchell Library - no date. A Trip to the Keppel Bay Islands Mr A.E. Hardaker, Rockhampton, 10th November
Bankers Magazine).

Hardaker also observed men fishing in a similar fashion but with the use of harpoons. According to
McCarthy (1955:286) they also caught turtles by simply attaching a knotted rope to a flipper.
Harpoons were used to hunt dugong from canoes in Shoalwater Bay and at Port Clinton where
marine grass was abundant. According to Jardine, usually the youngest individual in the school was
harpooned and wooden plugs were driven into the nostrils to secure the animal (Jardine 1936;
Flowers 1956:1259). It may be assumed that prior to the destruction of their canoes the Keppel
Islanders also fished with harpoons from these canoes.
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3.2.5

Nets and Fishing

Fishing nets were used at Rockhampton and on the Keppel’s, and along the coast from Port Curtis
to Broadsound. The nets varied in size and mesh. In general, they were attached to a light
framework of a more or less heart-shaped appearance, formed by two thin switches bound together
at their extremities and tied cross-wise, the junction of the free ends being held in the hand (Fig
3.10). These switches were generally made of kurrajong or bottle-tree vine. The fibre used for
making nets was commonly wattle bark but in general harpoon strings and fish-nets were made
from a variety of materials including kangaroo hair twine, kangaroo tail, snake neck and emu leg
tendon. String was made from a variety of leaves and bark including Steroulia rupestris Benth
(Roth 1898:23-24, 1901(1):7-10).
The mesh for fishing nets and dilly bags were woven in three types - fishing net, simple loop or
hour glass (Roth 1898:51), while on the Keppel Islands the ‘netting stitch’ variety was used for fish
nets Roth 1910(1):14).
Two nets were often employed simultaneously, and were used in both deep and surface water.
Fishing was often done in groups, with some individuals acting as ‘beaters’ (Roth 1898:23-24).
Lumholtz (1898:330) noted that Aborigines of the Lower Fitzroy River caught mullet with these
hand-held nets in winter.
3.2.6

Bags and Baskets

Dilly bags were manufactured throughout the Fitzroy River region from grass or twine. The grass
varieties were woven in the shape of a stiffened more or less ovate wide-mouthed receptacle and
supported by means of a handle i.e. a string passed through two intervening spaces at opposite sides
of the mouth. These dilly-bags varied from a few inches to over a foot in height. Twine made bags
were square-shaped usually of a comparatively uniform small size and soft consistency (Roth
1898:51). Bags and baskets played an important role in the gathering and preparation of food and
Roth (1901(1):27) details their functions as articles of transport and as strainers or colanders.
3.2.7

Boomerangs

Both the return and non-return boomerang were in general use throughout the Fitzroy River Region.
Boomerangs were made from brigalow, rosewood and wattle and in this area had a very marked
bend or knee close to the handle end, with the upper convex surface showing a fine stone-chisel
fluting (Roth 1898:58-59, 1910(13):202; Jardine 1936). Boomerangs from this area are well
represented in Museum collections that probably reflect a bias in European collecting habits
(Richardson 1982:26). Roth (1898:58-59) indicates that boomerangs were not known on the
Keppel Islands and none have been collected from the islands (see Museum collections Appendix B
and C).
3.2.8

Spears and Spearthrowers

Throughout the Fitzroy Region simple acicular spears were common and made from brigalow,
ironbark, casuarina, ti-tree or wattle (Jardine 1936). They were usually 7 to 8½ feet (2.1-2.5m)
long, with the butt ending in a sharp abrupt point to allow the weapon to be stuck in the ground
when not in use. Spears with two barbs were known and at Glenroy a thick girdle took the place of
the barb (Roth 1910(13):196-197; Lumholtz 1898:361). Usually straight spears occasionally had
knobs cut which acted as barbs. Fishing spears were common and usually had a number of prongs
(Jardine 1936). Roth (1898:59) also describes three spears obtained in the area 18 to 20 years prior
to Roth’s visit by Mr Cowie. These were about 8 feet 6 inches (2.6m) long and had the barbs cut
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out of the wood en bloc Roth 1898:59). The woomera or spear thrower was unknown in this area
(Roth 1909(13):190; Jardine 1936).
3.2.9

Shields

A variety of shields were recorded in use in the Fitzroy Region. They were generally made from
corkwood, were oval in shape with a flat to convex surface and had incised handles (Roth 1898:60,
Fig 46-51 p61, 1909(13):205; Jardine 1936). Characteristic engravings were placed on shields by
each of the Aboriginal groups of the Central Queensland coast. According to Roth shields were not
known on the Keppel Islands (Roth 1898:63). However, Hardaker (nd) surmised that clubs and
shields may have been amongst their possessions.
3.2.10 Nullas and Clubs
Six or seven varieties of nullas were made in the Fitzroy region from brigalow, wattle and
occasionally rosewood. They were used for fighting and hunting and some varieties were decorated
(Roth 1898:54-57, Fig 28-40 p55). All varieties were met with throughout the area except at
Gladstone and Miriam Vale, where only three varieties were recorded and on the Keppel’s where
only one, made of mangrove was recorded (Roth 1898:57, 1909(13):207-209).
3.2.11 Swords
A two-handed sword is described and illustrated by Roth (1904(7):209) and Lumholtz (1898:360)
as being used in the Fitzroy River region. Roth collected one from Glenroy Station and the other
from Glenprairee Station and these are now in the Australian Museum in Sydney. Lumholtz
specimens were from Coomooboolarra Station, west of Rockhampton. They were generally made
from Eucalypt exserata and according to Roth (1898:58, 1904(7):209) they ‘used to be employed in
an area extending from Yaamba towards Broadsound’. They are not mentioned in reference to the
Keppel Islands and are not in any collections from the islands (see Appendix B and C).
3.2.12 Fire-sticks
The Fitzroy River region Aboriginals and the Woppaburra made fire by twirling one stick onto
another horizontal stick into which a notch had been cut (Fig 3.11). On the Keppel’s both pieces
were made from grass-tree pedicle. Firesticks of this type collected from Keppel Island in 1897 are
now in the Australian Museum. According to Wyndham the Keppel Islanders use to carry
smouldering grass-tree sticks around with them, thus saving the trouble of making fresh fires (Roth
1898:49, 1904(7):10).
3.2.13 Bark Strippers
Two bark strippers were collected by Roth on Keppel Island in 1897. These are 2ft (60cm) long,
pointed at both ends, and made from mangrove and were used to prise bark off trees for use as
blankets, canoes, water carriers and bark shelters (Fig 3.12) and Wyndham (1889) records having
seen trees on the Keppel Islands where bark had been removed for the manufacture of canoes.
3.2.14 Oyster Pick
Roth donated an oyster opener from the Keppel Islands to the Australian Museum. This is a short
wooden stick pointed at both ends.
3.2.15 Digging Sticks
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On the Keppel Islands a short mangrove stick, pointed and charred at both ends was used for
digging up yams (Roth 1898:50). No reference is made to such items on the mainland.
3.2.16 Message Sticks
Message sticks were used throughout the Fitzroy River region as a sign of good faith (Roth
1898:39), or for calling initiation ceremonies (Howitt 1904:709-10) and varied greatly in size and
shape. No reference is made to their use on the Keppel Islands and none are present in museum or
private collections from the island (see Appendix B and C).
3.2.17 Stone Tools
Stone Axes
Roth collected or observed three types of stone axes in use in the Rockhampton area. The first
which he regarded as the oldest form did not have handle-grooves, was more or less oblong and
sharpened at one edge. A second type, was sharpened on all edges while a third type was sharpened
at both extremities (Brisbane Museum No 160).
Mr Wyndham reports that he observed the Keppel Islanders using stones (apparently unmodified)
as axes (Roth 1898:52). Elsewhere these are referred to as ‘celts’ but they were never mounted
(Roth 1904(7):20). Roth also refers to a ‘tomahawk’ found on South Keppel in 1886 measuring 4 x
2 1/3 inches (10.1 x 5cm) made of a lighter shade of stone than he had seen elsewhere (Roth
1898:53).
Knives
Roth did not observe stone knives in use at Rockhampton though he did record an iron one with a
handle (Roth 1898:52-53). An unusual hafted knife was collected from the area by Illidge in 1916.
This ‘lancet’ or flake is hafted perpendicular to the flat handle that then fits into a protective case
and was said to be used for scarification (Richardson 1982:25).
Pounders and Grindstones
Grindstones or pounders were used throughout the Fitzroy River region for preparing vegetable
foods (Roth 1904(7); Thozet 1866). According to Roth (1904(7):23) they were cached rather than
being carried from camp to camp. Roth uses the terms pounders and grindstones but provides no
definitions of these but they do appear to have varied in size or shape depending on whether they
were identified as pounders or grinders. Three ‘pounders’ collected by Roth from the Keppel
Islands are in the Queensland Museum and he describes them as follows:
SG3 Rolled stone of diorite. Shows strong signs of pounding at the smaller end, and slight evidence at the larger
end.
SG4 Natural somewhat water-worn prism of basalt. Has been used as a mealing stone or rubber on two faces
and less on one end.
SG5 A rolled stone of diorite. Very slight evidence of pounding. I found this used in its longitudinal axis for
opening oysters.

Scrapers
In this category Roth includes a range of items including: spoke-shaves, gravers, adzes, gauges,
chisels, scrapers and knives, made in stone, shell and tooth. Chisels and spoke-shaves are referred
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to by Roth though they were not in use at the time of his visit though he did collect specimens from
the area. One type of scraper used in the Fitzroy region to produce the distinctive fluting on
wooden artefacts was a chisel or graver. These comprise quartz and chert flakes hafted with grass
tree gum or bees wax into the tip of a short wooden shaft of brigalow or rosewood (Roth 1898:50).
Richardson (1982:25) found 12 examples of these hafted chisels from the area in the three
Museums she investigated (i.e. Queensland Museum; Anthropology Museum, University of
Queensland and the Australian Museum).
Despite a few references to the contrary Roth suggests that the Keppel Islanders new nothing about
stone knives or axes and instead used:
… any sharp-edged conveniently seized piece of rock with the assistance of such natural devices, and a bivalve
known as ba-ba, a species of Donax, for subsequent smoothing down, before the final polishing with their teeth
(Roth 1898:52).

Chisel (lower example from Keppel Island compared with those from Cape York and New Guinea).

3.2.18 Clothing and Ornamentation
Possum skin rugs and mats were made and used in the Fitzroy River region (Roth 1898:40,
1910(15):39; Curr 1887:Vol 3:14; Jardine 1936; Flowers 1956:1259) and women wore fringed
girdles of opossum yarn (Jardine 1936; Roth 1898:40-41). On the Keppel’s men and women use to
cover the pubic area with a strip of ti-tree or a tussock or two of spear-grass tied with fibre around
the waist (Roth 1898:40). At Rockhampton red-ochre was used for body painting and along with
white paint was used for decorating weapons (Roth 1898:39). On the Keppel Islands the trunk and
limbs were painted in red in vertical bands of alternate red and white stripes (Roth 1898:39,
1910(15):51). Cicatrices were common throughout the region and were apparently imposed on first
initiation. Both males and females had a few long transverse cuts across the lower chest and trunk
as far down as the umbilicus, with similar ones behind and longitudinal scars down each shoulder.
These scars were often supplemented by bands of small parallel longitudinal cuts on the arms and
numerous small irregular ones on the chest, while the outer sides of the thighs were also scarred
(Roth 1898:39, 1910(15):49).
The Keppel Islanders strung together ovate pieces of nautilus-shell or bits of the red toad-stool
(Polystictus cinnabarinus) and fixed them over the forehead or used them as necklaces (Roth
1898:49). Roth did not record their presence on the mainland but they may have been similar to the
‘bands for the forehead’ recorded by Lumholtz (1889:331) on the coast near Rockhampton. On the
Keppel’s an instrument for cutting hair was made by splitting a cuttle shell vertically down its
centre (Roth 1898:14, 1910(15):22).
Throughout the Fitzroy region the nasal septum was pierced, at Rockhampton the little finger of
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women was amputated and on the Keppel’s one of the front teeth was knocked out (Roth 1898:35
and 41, 1910(15):30).
On the Keppel Islands white pigment - Kaolin pipe clay, hydrous silicate of alumina and a yellow
limonite, hydrous oxide of iron was used (Roth 1904(7):14) for a range of decorative purposes.

Shell necklace from Keppel Island in the Australian Museum

3.2.19 Huts and Shelters
The commonest type of hut or shelter constructed throughout the Fitzroy River region was a
scaffold, usually in the form of a tripod, and loosely covered with sheets of bark (Roth 1898,
1910(16):62). On the Keppel’s the scaffolding was made of arched sticks, twisted and intertwined
and covered with grass and bark. Earth was then thrown up around the circumference (Roth
1898:48; 1909). The remains of such a structure were found at Wreck Beach, South Keppel Island
and it is discussed in detail in Section 5.
3.3

TRADE

Inter-tribal barter was apparently highly developed in the Fitzroy River region especially in the
form of fine-grained volcanic rocks for axes and knives. Stone from Hedlow Creek Valley, in
particular was being widely distributed (Jardine 1936). Roth does not provide any details of the
involvement of Keppel Islanders in local trading patterns.
3.4

RESOURCE EXPLOITATION

Plants used in the Fitzroy River region (Thozet 1866; Roth 1901(3)) provide evidence relating to a
number of aspects of material culture.
Roth provides a detailed list of plants used in the Rockhampton area (Roth 1898:18). This is similar
to Thozet’s (1866) list to which it appears Roth relied on to a considerable degree.
For the Keppel Islands, Roth lists a number of plants as being exploited (Roth 1898:17,
1901(3):13). In Table 3.3 I have attempted to match these with the uses indicated by Thozet (1866).
Table 3.3:
Species Name
Barrington sp.

Plant Foods Exploited on the Keppel Islands (Roth 1898:17)
Common Name
Broad-leaved apple tree
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Description
A small tree in open forest, alluvial
soil. Flowers white and pink. Fruit
like a middle sized apple. Eaten
without preparation (Thozet 1866:10)

Ficus aspera R.Br

Rough-leaved fig tree

Wild plum

Wild cherry

White Currant

Pandanus

Scrub Honeysuckle
Screw-Pine Nut

Xanthorrhoea sp.

Grass tree

Hyboxis hygrometrica

Tuberous rhizome of Amargllid

Noomaie Rockhampton tribe, Balemo
Cleveland tribe. Very common in
scrubs and plains. Fruit black when
ripe.
Eaten without preparation
(Thozet 1866:11)
Roth does not give species name but
assumed to be Thozet’s (1866:9)
Owenia cerasifera, F. Muell Sweet
plum Rancooran. A beautiful scrub
tree with erect trunk and pinnate
glossy leaves.
Eatable part
(Sarcocarp) red.
Roth does not give species name but
assumed to be Thozet’s (1866:11)
Excarpus latifolius R. Br. Native
Cherry; Oringin. A small scrub tree.
Bark almost black, scaly. Leaves
thick, dark green. Fruit, red when
ripe.
Roth does not give species name but
assumed to be Thozet’s (1866:9)
Grewia polygama Roxb.
Plain
currant Karoom Rockhampton tribe.
Cleveland Bay tribe, Ouraie. A small
shrub, found amongst grass. Large,
alternate ovate serrated leaves.
Berries brown and smooth, 2 or 4 in
axillary peduncle
Kaor the eatable part is the side of the
seeds adhering to the rachis (Thozet
1866:11)
Kono over ridges and mountain sides
(Small part of the extremities of the
young shoots, and the white tender
base of leaves eatable (Thozet
1866:8)

A detailed environmental survey of the Keppel Islands (Creighton 1984) has been undertaken to
complement the archaeological investigations and further potential plant foods are discussed in
detail in Section 5.
3.5

LANGUAGE

Roth noted that the Keppel Islanders were of mixed tribal origins and that their language was
related to coastal groups parallel with Rockhampton and northwards. He was informed by
Wyndham that the tribe on the south of south Keppel spoke a Tarumbul dialect while those on the
north spoke a Broadsound one (Roth 1898:11). Elsewhere he notes that the Woppaburra had a
rapidity of utterance that led the Rockhampton and Yeppoon Aboriginals to refer to the Woppaburra
as “all same crow”. He also noted that the collection of words from the Keppel Islands is a very
mixed one (Roth 1898:11, 1910(18):88-90). A list of words recorded by Roth for the Keppel Islands
is reproduced in Table 3.4. Other words mainly relating to items of material culture are listed in
Table 3.5.
Table 3.4:
Words Recorded by Roth for the Keppel Islands
Sub-tribe: Wa-pa-ba-ra (of the Tarumbal tribe). Chief Camp: Keppel Island 1897
Used to come across to the mainland, Yeppoon, etc.
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English
head
eye
tongue
chin
neck
abdomen
dorsum, back
testicles
forearm
thigh
ankle
bone
snake
frog

Keppel Island
a-ri
mil
tal-li
an-nu
wom-ba
bal-lu
ba-to
ru-li
wambal
ta-ta
ba-kul
ral-lu
wambu-lu
da-ron

crow
pelican

wa-ran
bo-lan

fig
creek, river
star
night
stone tomahawk

o-ru, ap-pa
kon-barra
an-bil
o-ria
ba-tyur=also any
small piece of
hard rock ba-ri=
pounding stone
o-ka
wa-pa
ya-nga
in-kil
or-ra

canoe
one
big-mob
adult woman
little

Table 3.5:

English
hair of scalp
nose
tooth
cheek
shoulder
umbilicus
buttocks
vulva
elbow
knee
foot
blood
iguana
small
brown
hawk
white cockatoo
laughing jackass

Keppel Island
kom
wu-ru
ri-ra
mo-ko
ir-kal
tin-il
ba-to
pi-nong
o-kal
wak-ka
tin-na
o-mal
ma-run
ma-ra

English
fore-head
lip
beard
ear
breast
flank
penis
arm
hand
leg
nail
whiteman
lizard
large eagle hawk

Keppel Island
yal-li
man-ru
an-nu
pin-na
mom
ra-ran
tung-kal
mu-ngan
nal-li
ba-kul
ya-kil
ta-bun
toto
wa-gun

ri-dai
a-wu-ba-ri

whistler duck
spider

o-na-nga-ri
a-ra

mosquito
water
sun
spear
dilly-bag

ming-ir
al-li
ar-ri
an-nai
pa-pi

hill, mountain
moon
fire
fighting stick
hut

wan-du
ba-pam
we
do-ba
du-ra

oar
two
white
good
net

be-ran
bu-la-ri
ta-ku-li
bal-ki
nol-lu

corrobborree
three
adult man
bad

o-yi
ya-nya
at-ta
ol-loi

Keppel Island words contained within Roth (1898) manuscript

English
split cuttle-shell
harpoon rope
oysters
rock for removing oysters
stick for removing oysters
fish hook
line attached to fishhook
crab bait
harpoon dart
harpoon shaft
connecting rope
turtle

Keppel Island
ra-ran
ya-rool
wa-koo
bot-yoor
na-wool
i-ya
ung-koon
rung-ur
bang-a-ri
ye-nel-li
ya-rool
tang-go-i

English
‘dolls’
stone game
nautilus shell
red toad-stool
pounding stones
yam stick
chisel
quartz drill
the quartz
the fibre
grasstree pedicle
donax shell scraper

Keppel Island
kum-nia
woo-roo
yel-lum? Pg40
wa-ra wa -ra
ba-re
tum-ba
yel-lum? Pg43
boo-ram
ran
ral-la
ba-ba

Nils Holmer (1983:456-478) of the University of Lund, Sweden recorded the Woppaburra dialect of
the Tarumbal language from Kanomie Richards prior to her death aged 90, in 1973 and her son, Mr
Cyril Richards and daughter the late Miss Ethel E. Richards. Holmer (1983:456) noted that the
language recorded ‘does not show any immediate relationship ... in this survey’. He records ganumi
as the name for North Keppel, wambal guran (‘long arm’) as the name for South Keppel and notes
that muga muga (whale) was the tribal totem of the Keppel Islanders. Terrill (2002) has undertaken
a comprehensive analysis of the Dhraumbal language and confirmed differences between mainland
languages and the islands though the differences are not great.
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3.6

PHYSICAL ANTHROPOLOGY

Although not explicitly stated by Roth he did collect from the Keppel Islands both skeletal remains
and associated grave goods (see Section 2 and Appendix C). Roth made little or no comment on the
physical appearance of the Keppel Islanders, but the skeletal remains he collected have since
become the focus of considerable study.
The Keppel Island skeletal remains were first studied in detail by Klaatsch (1908). He considered
them of significant scientific value since they all represented full-blooded Aborigines and in some
cases the past histories of the individuals were known Klaatsch (1908:54). To Klaatsch the skulls
presented a number of features which prompted him to define a Keppel Island type. One distinction
was a flattened palate:
… I was surprised to find a remarkably flat palate in the Keppel Island skulls; were we to suppose that such a
skull or fragment of it were to be found fossilised, and suspected of belonging to an older geological period, it is
quite possible that certain observers would claim for that type, a lower stage of language than for other
Australian skulls, in which the concavity is relatively large. Considering these features of the Keppel Islands
skulls are found in conjunction with other primitive characters, the upward direction and large size of the
horizontal plate of the palate bone, as well as certain other peculiarities in the mandibles ... we may look upon
the flattened hard palate as an ancestral condition; at the same time we must remember that there are no signs of
any great physiological differences between the aboriginals of different districts dependent upon their articulate
language (Klaatsch 1908:90).

Despite his final remarks however Klaatsch was sufficiently impressed with the differences in the
Keppel skulls to communicate with Roth on the matter, and in a footnote he adds:
... As a matter of fact, judging from the vocabularies, and routes of trade and barter, the Keppel Islanders spoke
a language identical with that of the Fitzroy River and mainland - Dr Roth (Klaatsch 1908:90).

Klaatsch also noted the presence of auditory exostoses in a number of the skulls (Klaatsch
1908:105) and concluded that while the Keppel skulls do not have:
… the Neanderthal type ... they have such a combination of primitive characters that we are justified in
considering the question whether these people are not perhaps the remnant of an older and more primitive variety
than other Australians ... [though he did not] ... care to term such a group of individuals a race (Klaatsch
1908:148).

Klaatsch proposed that isolation in various areas may account for the differences that he noted and
as a case in point, he refers to the Tasmanian type, where:
… Similar conditions [to those that gave rise to the Tasmanian type] have very likely existed in some other
parts, not only in the islands, but also in the interior of Australia, the communications between different districts
having been for a long time little developed (Klaatsch 1908:150) ... [and] ... it is very possible that many of the
tribes in the interior and on certain of the smaller islands have remained in a very primitive condition for
countless ages past (Klaatsch 1908:161).

While it is difficult to assess the value of Klaatsch’s observations and measurements in any detail it
is possible to raise some doubts concerning his theoretical objectives. While Klaatsch was probably
not inherently racist (Pardoe and Donlon 1991:12), historically he did belong to a period when
Aboriginals were seen to represent the earliest stages of mankind and Klaatsch himself was
convinced that Aborigines were modern representatives of Neanderthal man (Chase 1970).
The Keppel Island skeletal remains were subsequently the focus of a number of studies (Hrdlicka
1928; Larnach and Macintosh 1970, 1972 and 1973; Macintosh and Larnach 1972, 1976).
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Hrdlicka (1928) included a number of skull measurements from the Keppel Islands in his paper but
made no general observations concerning them. Larnach and Macintosh (1970:5) on the other hand
dealt with a number of non-metrical morphological characteristics on the Keppel skulls and
described them in detail, noting the most significant characteristics to be the high incidence of
auditory exostoses.
In general Macintosh and Larnach (1970:31) found auditory exostoses present in 4.5% (female
1.1% , male 6.8%) of Queensland and 9.5% (female 5.4%, male 12.8%) of New South Wales
coastal crania studied. Significantly however, auditory exostoses had a markedly restricted
distribution - the New South Wales examples (with one exception) all came from the Sydney
metropolitan area; and in Queensland (with one exception from Brampton Island) all were from
North and South Keppel Island. Other known cases of auditory exostoses were also localised. For
example, its presence was reported in 27.9% of 476 crania from the Murray Valley (Roche 1964),
in 6 of the skulls from Roonka (Prokopec 1979) and in 11 out of 28 skulls from Barman, Victoria
(Fenner 1938:294). Larnach and Macintosh (1970:32), Fenner (1938), Prokopec (1979), Roche
(1964) and Hrdlicka (1935:57) therefore all gave some support to the notion of a hereditary
influence in the presence of auditory exostoses. Nevertheless as Roche (1964:89) and Hrdlicka
(1935) noted the etiology of aural exostoses had at that point not yet been established with any
certainty. A more recent wide-ranging review (Kennedy 1986:412) concluded that there is a
causative relationship between diving for cold water resources and moderate to high population
frequencies of auditory exostoses. The Keppel Island data is referred to specifically (Kennedy
1986:409) however it is not entirely convincing. Kennedy found the highest concentration of
auditory exostoses at 30-450 N and S whereas the Keppel Islands are at 230 south. Kennedy
(1986:402) also notes that while a critical temperature for the formation of auditory exostoses has
not been established he suggests that significant physiological changes occur at water temperatures
of between 59-66.20F [15-19 C]. Sea temperatures around the Keppel’s range between 20-290 C
(see http://www.reeffutures.org).
After comparing the non-metrical characteristics of New South Wales and Queensland skulls,
Larnach and Macintosh concluded that there:
… is no basis whatever for belief that any radically different racial groups, other than an intrusive Papuan
element and possibly a Macassan influence occur in Queensland. The Queensland Aborigines, in the main are
closely allied to New South Wales coastal aborigines ... local selection, including random genetic drift, could
account for the differences that are seen (Larnach and Macintosh 1970:34).

Nevertheless, the Keppel Island skulls were distinctive enough to prompt Macintosh and Larnach
(1972) to write a separate paper on them. In this paper the Keppel skulls are described as unusually
smooth and rounded, especially on the frontal bones of the male. Notable variation occurred in a
number of measurements but in all cases it was noted that these all fell within the general Australian
Aboriginal range (Macintosh and Larnach 1972:9-10). Nevertheless, other characteristics were
regarded as unique since none of them were found on the mainland skulls studied (Macintosh and
Larnach 1978:71-75). Therefore while the Keppel skulls fell within the Australian Aboriginal range
they nevertheless represented to Macintosh and Larnach (1972:12) the:
… most striking instance we have seen of micro-evolution within the Australian Aborigines.

In offering an explanation for these differences Macintosh and Larnach (1972:12-13) note that since
the Keppel Islands are only about 10 miles [16km] off the Queensland coast, and were probably
inhabited for many generations, it would not be surprising if such a small population showed
evidence of ‘the effects of random processes’. These views are again stressed when Larnach and
Macintosh (1972:5) note that the Keppel skulls:

Page 34 of 111

... provide a striking example of micro evolution in Australia. The Keppel Islands are subject to cyclones;
contact in their primitive craft with the mainland may well have involved considerable maritime loss of life;
random biological processes in a small population may so have been accelerated (Larnach and Macintosh
1972:5).

Later it is noted that there is:
… no reason whatever for suspecting any New Guinea influence as a cause for the peculiarities of Keppel Island
crania (Larnach 1978:75).

Some support for the differences suggested in the skulls from the Keppel Islands is found in
descriptions of the Woppaburra themselves. For example, Medew (1976:124) notes that the
inhabitants of Great Keppel were described ‘as small people with fine features and yellowish skin’
and the earliest accounts of the Woppaburra describes them as a ‘diminutive race’ (Rockhampton
Bulletin 9th April 1867), with ‘reddish brown’ hair (Rockhampton Bulletin 18th April 1867).
Macintosh and Larnach (1972:4) noted at the time of their study that the Keppel crania in the Roth
collection at the Australian Museum were the only ones known to exist from the island. This is not
the case however as can be seen in Appendix C and I have for some time (Rowland 1980) called for
a fuller analysis of the available material. These remains have now been considered by van Holst
Pellenkaan (1982, 1990), Donlon (1985), Webb (1984) and Pardoe (1984) but only Pardoe and
Donlon (1991) have discussed them in detail.
In her study of clinal variation along the eastern sea-board of Australia van Holst Pellekaan (1982,
1990) found using a Principal Components Analysis using mandibular measurements that the
Keppel Islanders tended to cluster apart from the mainland. Other studies of clinal variation
(Donlon 1985; Pardoe 1986) and palaeopathology (Webb 1984) included the Keppel Islands but did
not treat them as a separate group. Pardoe (1984:190-191) did note that although groups like the
Keppel Islanders were part of a north-south cline they nevertheless stood out as groups who were
very different from their neighbours.
The more recent detailed preliminary analysis of the Keppel Island remains by Pardoe and Donlon
(1991) provides the most detailed analysis ever undertaken of this material and provides a number
of significant results:
⋅

all individuals with auditory exostoses are from North Keppel Island;

⋅
auditory exostoses is present only in Keppel men - 44.4% (4/9) and absent in women - 0%
(0/8);
⋅
the difference between the Keppel Island and mainland populations (in the presence of
auditory exostoses) is not as marked as initially suggested by Larnach and Macintosh (1972) (i.e.
mainland males 26.7% (4/15), females 0% (0.8);
⋅
the occurrence of Cribra orbitalia is higher in men than women (64% vs 34% mainland, and
56% vs 50% Keppels), while it is highest for Keppel children at 80%;
⋅

80% of Keppel women are affected by enamel hypoplasia compared with 30% of men.

Two further observations are of significance and of direct relevance to the general direction of
discussion in this report:
⋅
the principal components analysis undertaken demonstrates that the South Keppel Islanders,
and to a much lesser degree the North Keppel Islanders separate as discrete clusters of individuals;
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⋅
as many as 14 (10 Keppel individuals) of the skulls studied are not of Aboriginal parentage
but either Asian or European.
With respect to the first observation Pardoe and Donlon (1991:30-31) note that the:
South Keppel Islanders may have been buried on the island as members of a lineage and the action of
burying lineage ancestors there would reaffirm traditional ownership of the island and its resources.

This also gives support to my view that the Keppel Islanders were unique and had limited contact
with mainland peoples.
With respect to the second observation Pardoe and Donlon (1991:16) note my (Rowland 1980)
contention of a Melanesian influence in the Keppel Islanders but also suggest a Macassan contact
cannot be discounted. In particular they cite the following from Lion (1855:5):
Black trepang (batie) is found in great quantities on the N.W. coast of New Holland and the Elliot Islands. In
earlier times about 50 to 60 praus, manned by 1,000 crew, and belonging to the Sulton of Boni, went annually to
the coast and the Elliots and Northumberland Islands. They brought back their catch, after extensive ‘on the
spot’ processing, to Timor-Koepang, where it was sold to Chinese and then returned to the Celebes.
The other prous, from Macassar and other Celebes parts, totalling 120 to 140, left for the coasts of New Holland,
usually in January and returning to Macassar in May where the catch was transshipped to China. This fleet
fished preferably on the northwest coast Broadsound and Shoalwater Bays.

However, as Macknight (1976:36, 152) has clearly demonstrated Lion’s claims are based on a
misreading of extracts from Mathew Flinders (Rowland 2002:67).
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4.

SIGNIFICANCE OF THE DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE

Given the relatively small size of the Keppel Islands there is a surprising wealth of documentary
evidence concerning the Woppaburra, their lifestyles and material culture and this evidence is of
vital importance to the Woppaburra descendants.
As have been argued on previous occasions (Rowland 1980, 1982, 1992, 2002) it is possible to
suggest that the Keppel Islanders were ‘somewhat’ culturally, physically and linguistically distinct
from people on the adjacent mainland. It is not possible to define these differences with any
precision or in respect to individual items, however looking generally across the range of evidence
presented it does seem reasonable to draw such a conclusion. The evidence for this is not discussed
in detail here but can be found in Rowland (1992, 2002) in particular and in other published
accounts (see Appendix D and E).
In sum, despite the relatively small size of the Keppel Islands they have been particularly well
described by early explorers and observers and in particular by Walter Roth.
From a scientific point of view the islands are of great significance. Despite a number of as yet
unresolved paradoxes the Woppaburra can be said to have been somewhat physically, culturally and
linguistically distinct. There are a number of possible reasons for this.
Firstly, there is the possibility of outside contact with Melanesians or Macassans. The extent of this
contact, how and when it occurred are however still unclear.
Secondly, there is the possibility that many differences can be attributed to isolation of the Keppel
Islanders on the Islands. However the extent or degree of this isolation and its duration remains
unclear.
Thirdly, there is the possibility that most of the differences can be attributed to adaptation by the
Woppaburra to an island ecosystem. However the timing and development of these adaptations is
still not fully understood.
Given the above issues it is therefore vitally important that as much of the archaeological remains
that have survived on the island are retained intact so that in time these issues can be resolved.
Already evidence from the Keppel Islands has raised questions regarding some commonly held
views based on documentary and archaeological evidence from elsewhere in Australia. For
example, evidence from the Keppel Islands has demonstrated that a much smaller population was
able to live in semi-isolation on an island than was previously considered possible in the Australian
context. It is apparent that this was achieved by specialised marine adaptations made by the
Woppaburra. This marine adaptation may not be unique to the Keppel Islands, but was first, and is
best documented here. Similar marine adaptations may have been made to many of the islands in
the Great Barrier Reef Province but the Keppel Islands may represent the southern extremity of this
adaptation and also the southern extremity of overlying cultural influences from outside Australia.
The integrity of the archaeological sites on these islands therefore remains of vital importance if
these issues are to be resolved.
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5.

THE ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE

5.0

INTRODUCTION

Fieldwork on the Keppel Islands has been carried out at various times from 1978 to 2006. On some
occasions a few days were spent on the Islands, while on others a few weeks. As of March 1978 the
then Archaeology Branch of the Department of Aboriginal and Islanders Advancement (DAIA) had
no record of sites on the Keppel Islands. However Jardine (1925a) had made reference to a site on
North Keppel, while Roth’s (1898) detailed description of the Keppel Islanders implied that more
sites would be present.
The timing and results of various phases of fieldwork are summarised in Table 5.1.
Table 5.1:

Surveys and Excavations on the Keppel Islands

Time
12-19 May 1978

29 July-3 August 1978

21-23 August 1978
November 1978
13 June-6 July 1979

9-22 November 1979
15 June-14 July 1980

24-30 August 1980
10-20 November 1980

11 June-15 July 1981

Work Undertaken
South Keppel Island - survey of coastal areas - sites
located at Svendsens Beach, Monkey Beach, Monkey
Point, Wreck Beach, Big Sandhills Beach. Information
obtained from local residents: Carl Svendsen, Ken
Brighton, Noel Lorraway and Grahame Sherry
Rockhampton - attempt to contact Aboriginal people from
the islands and contact people with local knowledge.
Contact made with Jim Archer, Jean and Alf Pill, Tommy
Smithwick, Connie Morris, Alan and Lynn Morris, Lorna
McDonald, Lionel Dellandels and Joe Bower (Tapes and
notes on file)
Australian Museum - examined Roth collection from
Keppel Islands
North Keppel - survey - sites recorded at Mazie Bay and
Stockyards Beach. Investigated Jardine collection in
Rockhampton
North Keppel Mazie Bay - excavation of A Trenches
Walls Beach - survey and augering
Stockyards Beach - survey and augering
Considine Beach - survey
Corroboree Island - brief survey
South Keppel - completion of survey. Sites located at Big
Peninsula, Wreck Beach and Red Beach. Assessment and
planning for June/July excavations
Rosslyn Bay - site recorded on mainland.
South Keppel - excavations and collections at Big
Sandhills, Big Peninsula Quarry, Wreck Beach, Wreck
Beach Ex I, Wreck Beach Ex II, Behind Big Peninsula,
Red Beach and Clam Bay
Stockyard Point (mainland) - brief survey and excavation
South Keppel - excavations at Monkey Beach and
Monkey Point. Surveys at Long Beach, Leeks Creek and
Putney Beach. Also surveyed Halfway Island, Humpy
Island, Middle Island, Miall Island
North Keppel Mazie Bay - excavation of B Trenches.
Survey of Pumpkin Island and Sloping Island.
Canoe crossing with Central Queensland Corporation for
Aboriginal Activities.
Survey map of Mazie Bay undertaken by Frank Booth and
Kevin McDougall
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1984
13 Feb to 16 Feb 1989
1991
1992
1993

Dec 2 1995
Dec 2006

Environmental survey of Islands in Keppel group by Colin
Creighton
Survey of proposed development areas (see Hall and
Barker, nd). May McBride visited sites at Svendsens
Beach.
Further survey of proposed development area (Hall 1991)
Production of Development Control Plan for Livingstone
Shire Council
Monkey Point and Svendsen’s Beach investigated with
respect to implementing walkways and interpretive
materials as recommended by 1992 reports and
investigations. These subsequently implemented by Bob
Muir.
Return and reburial of human remains from University of
Queensland and Victorian Museum. Also visit to Monkey
Point.
Investigation of a number of areas on South Keppel Island
with Woppaburra people with respect to Shared
Responsibility agreement and pending handover of parcels
of land under the Aboriginal Land Act.

No sampling strategy was employed in the initial surveys in 1978 or in subsequent surveys on the
islands. The islands are small and given the short time available for the initial survey on South
Keppel Island it was decided to walk the circumference of the island and investigate beach areas,
exposed dune systems and other potential areas. This initial survey therefore established the pattern
for subsequent surveys. In retrospect although no systematic surveys of either island was
undertaken well over 80% of the islands have now been surveyed. It is likely that most sites on
these islands will now have been recorded. Other areas not surveyed are unlikely, due to
topographic and locational factors, to contain sites, though this does not exclude rare sites being
found or new sites being exposed by erosion. The smaller islands in the group were not
systematically surveyed as access to them was generally available only for an hour or two.
However again most sites on these islands have probably been located if not recorded in detail.
Throughout the periods of excavation and survey on the islands, and in particular during the
analysis of material from the excavations a major impediment to a full analysis of results was a lack
of environmental information relating to the islands. Therefore a baseline environmental survey of
the islands was proposed and this was funded by the Australian Heritage Commission. The survey
was undertaken in June/July and the report by Colin Creighton completed late in 1984. In the
remainder of this section information from the environmental survey and the archaeological surveys
are combined to present a description of the archaeological sites located and the various land
systems and land units in which they are found. For environmental information the discussions rely
to a large extent on the report by Creighton (1984), and this report should be consulted for further
details.
5.1

CORROBOREE ISLAND (20 HECTARES)

Corroboree Island was visited by an archaeological team in June 1979 for a brief period, and was
visited and described by Creighton (1984) who classified it as a single land unit complex of
Xanthorrhoea heathlands and low closed woodlands similar to Middle Island, Miall Island and
portions of Humpy Island.
A small beach area is developed on the south-western corner of the island but sand availability has
not been sufficient to allow development of dunal landforms. A small basin exists on the western
sector of the island and intermittent and irregular water-courses exist but no standing water or long
creeks have been observed.
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On one of the low ridges of this basin (JF:A66, about GR 832 493) an exposure of stone artefactual
material was located. This comprised beach pebbles and boulders which had been broken and
flaked. Also present was the broken half of a small oblong pebble with pitting on one end. Within
the same area as the artefacts were small deposits of compacted cemented sand, which were
interpreted as the remains of fireplaces. No faunal remains were associated with these deposits and
the surrounding area had been eroded to bed rock. Other stone material was scattered in the general
vicinity but accurate mapping could not be undertaken in the time available and no samples were
collected. Elsewhere (JF:A67, about GR 833 491) on the island, a small point and flake were
collected from the surface. The small sample of material collected included flakes, flaked pieces,
battered pebbles and choppers of quartz, sandstone and to a lesser extent chert.
Corroboree Island was visited and exploited by the Woppaburra. However the nature and extent of
these visits is unknown. It is probable that visits were seasonal only, due to the limited supply of
freshwater and the small size of the island, which would imply a limited resource base.
Two plant species - Livistona decipiens (Cabbage Tree Palm) and Pittosporum venulosum are
present within the small basin of the island. Since these species are not present in other land units
of this type they may therefore be an artefact of Aboriginal visits to the islands since they are both
known utilised food species.
Ospreys (Pandion haliaetus) were observed nesting on the northern side of the island and several
pheasant coucals (Centropus phasianius) were also seen which may have provided a seasonal or
short-term attraction to the island by small groups.
5.2

CONICAL ISLAND (7 HECTARES)

This island was not visited by an archaeological team but was visited and described by Creighton
(1984). He divided the island into two distinct land units, a foredune area limited to the southern tip
of the island, and Xanthorrhoea heathland comprising the majority of the island. Only one dunal
ridge with typical foredune vegetation was apparent extending 2m above HWS. No standing water
or large creeks are recorded on the island.
The island may have been visited by Aboriginal groups but its small size, limited resources and lack
of freshwater would have limited the extent of these visitations.
5.3

PUMPKIN ISLAND (8 HECTARES)

Pumpkin Island was visited briefly by an archaeological team in July 1981 and visited and
described by Creighton (1984). The island is principally bedrock but with beaches in some
sheltered locations which have a slight foredune overlying the bedrock.
Three land units were defined for the island - Xanthorrhoea heathland, a complex of heathlands and
low closed woodlands and grasslands. Beach areas form a separate but single complex.
Beaches are found on the northern, eastern and western fringes of Pumpkin Island and at most
comprise a single foredune. The unit forms a particular niche and contains a number of potential
food resources.
On an exposed rocky headland on the north-east point of the island, a low density scatter of flaked
stone, Crassostrea amasa and a range of other shellfish species were noted but not recorded in
detail (JF:A68, GR 852 449).
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The Grassland unit which dominates the eastern side of the island forms the ‘seat of a saddle’ with
gradual slopes (generally less than 10 degrees) to the headlands. The unit is composed of yellow
podzolics and wind-blown sand and the nature of the landform suggests it would have provided a
suitable Aboriginal campsite. Roger Mason, the lessee of the island in fact indicated there was a
considerable deposit of Crassostrea amasa and stones about 18 inches (i.e. 45cm) beneath the
surface at this locality. This was not investigated further (JF:A69, GR 848 447).
This island may have been visited for a period of some duration if the site described above is as
substantial as implied by Roger Mason. However lack of freshwater and the small size of the island
would have limited the length of occupation to some degree.

5.4

SLOPING ISLAND (8 HECTARES)

An archaeological team visited this island briefly in July 1981. It was not visited by Creighton
(1984) but was described on the basis of observations from a boat and from aerial photographs. The
island is dominated by Xanthorrhoea heathland similar to that found on North Keppel Island and
Pumpkin Island. The island comprises a single ridge orientated east-west. Slopes of the ridge vary
up to 15 degrees and coastal margins are generally cliffed. No formations on the island would be
likely to retain water for long periods.
One small overhang was located that contained Crassostrea amasa, chitons, turbans and other
shellfish species at a very low density (JF:A70, GR 848 439).
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Site JF:A70 indicates that Sloping Island was visited by Aboriginal groups but a lack of freshwater
and the generally rugged nature of the island would have militated against its long term use.
5.5
MIALL ISLAND (40 HECTARES)
Miall Island was visited briefly by an archaeological team in November 1980 and was visited and
described by Creighton in 1984. The island is fringed by coral reef on the western and southern
coasts, some of which is intertidal. The remainder of the coastline is cliffed with a discontinuous
rock platform. Creighton (1984) classified the island into two discrete areas - a foredune system
and Xanthorrhoea heathlands and low closed woodland. The foredune landform forms an
extremely small unit above the beach area on the north-western corner of the island. No long term
water sources are available on the island.
Surface evidence indicated that the foredune landform was extensively wave washed though
immediately behind the beach was a scatter of C. amasa and one broken sandstone beach pebble
(JF:A71, GR 846 378).
The lack of freshwater on this island suggests visits to and use of the island would have been brief.
Unlike other islands in the group however Miall has never been subject to grazing by introduced
species such as goats or sheep, therefore preservation of both sites and plant foods may be greater
and the island therefore worthy of more detailed study.
5.6

MIDDLE ISLAND (65 HECTARES)

Middle Island was visited briefly in November 1980 by an archaeological team and was visited and
described by Creighton (1984). The island is fringed by coral reef on its south-eastern and western
sides with large sections of the reef on the western side being intertidal. Creighton divided the
island into two discrete areas: a foredune land system and a Xanthorrhoea heathland/low closed
woodland unit. Foredune landforms are developed above the main beach areas of Middle Island,
particularly at the two beaches on the eastern coast. These landforms abut the bedrock and are
restricted in size and configuration by this bedrock. An incipient foredune is elevated some 2
metres above MHWS and foredune areas 4 metres above this, often with a steep scarp separating
the two landforms. No long-term reserves of water are apparent anywhere on the island.
All beach areas were surveyed in some detail. No midden material was found on those beach areas
directly facing South Keppel Island (south-east). However on the more easterly facing beach C.
amasa and quartz was found scattered on the foredune system. Probing with a trowel indicated
material to a depth of 5-10cm. One large sandstone flake with cortex was collected. C. amasa and
stone artefactual material were also scattered over a ridge several metres above the beach (JF:A65,
GR 875 361).
Lack of freshwater would have limited the length of occupation on this island. However, the
closeness of this island to South Keppel Island may have enabled its exploitation on a more regular
basis and this may explain the slightly greater density of material on the island when compared with
some of the other smaller islands in the Keppel Group.
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5.7

HALFWAY ISLAND (8 HECTARES)

Halfway Island was visited in November 1980 by an archaeological team and the island has been
visited and described by Creighton (1984). Halfway Island is located about 1 kilometre off the
southern coast of South Keppel Island, and Humpy Island is less than one kilometre further south,
with scattered below tide-level coral reefs and channels separating the two islands. Halfway Island
has been mapped into two discrete units: a foredune unit and a Xanthorrhoea heathland unit.
Foredune landforms and associated beach areas occupy the north-west corner of the island, while
the remainder of the coastline is cliffed with an intertidal rock shelf of varied extent and
configuration. No reserves of drinking water are apparent anywhere on the island.
Surface material on the foredune in the north-west corner of the island indicates it is washed over
on occasions by the sea. Crab holes had brought to the surface a few fragments of C. amasa.
However these may represent natural beach deposits. A number of recent European fireplaces were
dotted over the beach and were associated with a range of European rubbish. Two small overhangs
were located on the southern coast of the island and one contained a few C. amasa shell fragments,
while the other contained the remains of what appeared to be a fireplace. This was unusual as the
shelter was only 50cm high and 30cm deep. The function of this site cannot be explained (JF:A64,
GR 924 327).
Habitation on this island would have been limited by lack of freshwater and limited resources. The
island however was visited and may have been a transit point between South Keppel Island and
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Humpy Island.
5.8

HUMPY ISLAND (65 HECTARES)

Humpy Island was visited briefly by an archaeological team in November 1980 and was visited and
described by Creighton (1984). Humpy Island was classified into 4 land units: a foredune
landform, a hinedune landform, a creek and associated alluvial landform unit and a Xanthorrhoea
heathland/low closed woodland unit.
The foredune unit extends from the northern-western end of the island to the creek entrance. The
hinedune unit is found landward of the foredune along the length of the creek, abutting the bedrock.
Orientation of the dunes varies, indicating a mixed aeolian/marine origin. The dunes are generally
less than 4 metres in elevation above the swales with a landward swale extending back to the
adjacent unit. The largest ‘dune’ is also a midden and may at least in part be a cultural landform.
The creek and alluvial landforms form a discontinuous depression of lower relief in the upper
sectors. The lower sectors include alluvial terraces and creek land forms and are supratidal. The
unconsolidated sediments retain water for extended periods and it is likely that sub-surface water
reserves may be virtually permanent.
Midden material is evident as discontinuous scatters throughout the hinedunes on the island.
Surface scatters include stone, coral and quartz fragments and shellfish C. amasa, Asaphis
deflorata, Turbo cinereus, Balanus sp and Dicanthais orbita. Midden concentrations occur on a
roughly circular mound at the back of a National Parks toilet block and along the hinedune system
in the vicinity of the creek system. One isolated probe revealed no material below a depth of 5cm.
The areas of concentration on the ridge are sheltered from south-east winds and there appears to be
little wind blown sand in the vicinity. The midden material in general appears to be embedded in a
brown sandy soil with little sand covering (JF:A63, GR 922 309).
According to the Australian Pilot (1962:Vol IV:90) Humpy Island was named from the number of
‘humpies’ or native huts seen on it. It has not been possible however to locate the original reference
to verify this observation.
Of the smaller islands in the Keppel Group this is the only one likely to have a near-permanent
source of freshwater. It also has an extensive flat area sheltered from the south-east which would
have been suitable for occupation. The quantity of midden material in this area is considerably
more than on all the other small islands in the group suggesting that this may have been a seasonal
camp utilised on a semi-permanent basis.
Of all the smaller islands in the Keppel Group, Humpy Island has the greatest potential for further
archaeological research.
5.9

SUMMARY

All of the smaller islands in the Keppel Group (Conical, Corroboree, Pumpkin, Sloping, Miall,
Middle, Halfway, Humpy) are too small to have supported permanent populations (sizes range from
7 hectares to 65 hectares). All of these islands with the exception of Humpy, have limited
freshwater supplies and this would have probably been the most important factor militating against
permanent occupation. Nevertheless, all islands show some evidence of occupation and the
evidence seems to be more abundant the closer the islands are to the main islands of North and
South Keppel. These smaller islands may have been exploited briefly when water supplies and
resource abundance coincided, or when in transit between the islands, or as temporary look-out
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areas. A number of sites on the smaller islands are located away from dunal systems, on ridges with
some elevation. This raises the possibility that they were used as look-out points for shoals of fish,
dugong or turtle. Of all the smaller islands investigated only Humpy stands out as being
significantly different. It has an area suitable for sheltered habitation, and has near-permanent
freshwater resources. It would require a fuller investigation to determine if the site located on the
island is as extensive and stratified as some of the sites on North and South Keppel Island.
5.10

NORTH KEPPEL ISLAND (627 HECTARES)

North Keppel was first visited by a small archaeological team in November 1978 when sites at
Mazie Bay and Stockyard Beach were recorded and transects of inland parts of the island were
made. In June/July 1979 large scale excavations were undertaken at Mazie Bay (A series trenches)
and intensive investigations were undertaken at Walls Beach, Stockyard Beach and Considine Bay.
In June/July 1981 a further series of intensive excavations were undertaken at Mazie Bay (B series)
and the site was mapped in detail (Fig 5.1). Creighton visited the island in 1984. He defined
thirteen distinct land units - 9 of which are included in the Shoalwater Formation Land System and
the remainder in the Coastal Sands Land System. Several of the land units incorporate multiple
occurrences with each occurrence having its own particular suite of spatial characteristics.
Structurally the foredune landforms are classified as mixed grasslands/herblands, while the
hinedune landforms support a low open woodland.
The North Bald Hills Grassland covers the south-eastern sector of the island and is well drained by
a system of creeks and drinking water could be obtained from water holes and/or associated subsurface reserves throughout all but abnormally dry seasons. Subsurface water would also be
available in this unit. The entire unit is grassland except for occasional clumps of L. decipiens,
Pandanus sp and larger clumps of Acacia leptostachya. Brown quail (Coturnix ypsilophorus) and
Pheasant coucals (Centropus phasianinus) were common in this unit and several sand goannas were
also seen. A number of random traverses throughout this area did not locate any archaeological
sites.
The Bald Hills Grassland Unit covers the south-eastern sector of the island. The area is moderately
dissected by a series of creeks and it is expected that at least some sub-surface water would be
available in the lower reaches of the creek during all but extreme dry periods. No archaeological
deposits were found in this area.
An area of Xanthorrhoea dominated heathlands separates these two main grassland units.
Throughout most of the unit the coastal fringe is cliffed with a sheer scarp to the intertidal rock
platform. The unit displays a mix of Xanthorrhoea heathlands and low open/closed shrubland with
a grassy understorey. The area would have been unsuitable for occupation and no archaeological
remains have been found in the area.
The North End Complex of predominantly low closed woodland covers the ridges and side-slopes
fringing Considine Creek wetland to the north, east and south-east. The two main areas of the unit
are separated by Spring Creek Gully and associated landforms. All areas are moderately dissected
with smaller creeks well incised within bedrock bases and banks. Several larger creeks such as
those that eventually drain to the southern areas of Considine wetland include small alluvial
landforms - stream bars and flats. Spring Gully itself represents the most likely location of
permanent water on the island.
Woodlands also occupy the ridges and side-slopes comprising Monkey Point, associated headlands
and on the ridge system backdrop to Mazie Bay. The unit is moderately dissected with creeks
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exiting along the beach areas of Mazie Bay. Water (standing and subsurface) is expected to be
available in all but extreme conditions in these creeks. The unit is dominated by low closed
woodland and occasional Xanthorrhoea heathland. No sites were recorded in this unit by the
archaeological teams however Creighton observed a shelter/occupation site well up the creek of the
second small beach at the northern end of Mazie Bay. A scatter of shells including oyster
(Crassostrea amasa) and sunshells (Asaphis deflorata) was present around the entrance to this
shelter and the cave floor contained a scatter of rock artefacts embedded in a soil matrix.
Considine Creek Open Forest covers the side slopes and valley floors adjacent to the Mazie Bay
ridge. Free-draining creeks of the unit may retain water for extended periods and landforms suggest
that the flatter downstream areas may be subject to flooding. The area supports an open eucalypt
dominated forest being more sheltered than other areas of the island. No archaeological sites were
noted in this unit.
Eagle Rock Complex comprises coarsely dissected low rises of bedrock. No creeks are sufficiently
developed to include alluvial areas with associated sub-surface storage. Small water courses drain
either to the beaches or to adjacent land units. Vegetation is a complex of grassland, Xanthorrhoea
heathland, and low closed woodland. No archaeological sites were noted in this unit.
Moke Point Woodland separates Considine Beach from Stockyard Beach. The area is a low closed
woodland presently in a stage of regrowth. Several nests of peaceful Doves (Geopelia striata) were
noted in this area. No archaeological sites have been located in this unit.
Spring Gully/Considine Open Forest comprises the low elevation, low relief flats of the creek
systems of the island of which there are three occurrences: Mazie Bay hinterland; Considine Creek
hinterland (western extension) and Considine Creek hinterland (eastern extension). Areas are
marked by flats of alluvial and marine origin which are dissected by a series of creeks which are
incised up to 1 metre into the surface. The creek may hold water in pools, and in the associated
unconsolidated sediments. Vegetation comprises open forest with a shrub storey and grass
understorey. No archaeological sites were recorded in this unit.
Freshwater palm-dominated seasonal wetlands occur at Spring Gully Creek, Considine Creek
(eastern extension), Considine Creek (western extension) and Mazie Bay. Landforms include
depressions and drainage channels with incised creeks. The area is subject to high level flows and
prolonged inundation during the wet season and pools in creeks retain water for prolonged periods.
The unit is dominated by a Livistona decipiens open forest. No archaeological sites were recorded
in this unit.
5.10.1 Stockyards Beach (North End Beach)
At Stockyards Beach Holocene sands overlie the Shoalwater Formation. An incipient foredune and
a foredune are developed and protected and defined by the associated rocky headlands. A small
creek runs to the beach on the northern end of the unit. A small alluvial creek flat has developed
behind the dunes. An incipient foredune is present only at the northern end of the beach. The
foredune is generally less than 1.5m above HWM. The creek area of the unit is supratidal and a
series of pools of brackish to saline water is present which may have acted as fish traps. Fish
(unidentified mullet sp) have been observed in this area along with swamp pheasants, quail and
sand goannas.
Scattered midden material was first noted at Stockyards Beach in November 1978 (JF:A62, GR 839
482). In June/July 1979 the site was augered. Auger holes revealed shell fragments and quartz
flakes and chips to a depth of 10cm with a concentration at 5-10cm depth. C. amasa comprised the
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predominate shellfish species. In June/July 1981 the site was surveyed by Frank Booth and Kevin
McDougall (Fig 5.2) and it was intended that an excavation would be undertaken but lack of time
prevented this.

5.10.2 Considine Bay Beach
At Considine Beach Holocene Sands are well developed as a series of low dunes which are
transected by the wetland area of Considine Creek in the north. The foredune is some 1.5 metres
higher than the next landward dune which gradually slopes off into the intertidal wetland (some 2 to
2.5 metres below this dune). Landward of the wetland at least two low rises are discernible in the
unit. Further early Holocene landforms are present landward of this area. An incipient foredune of
limited extent is present seaward of the foredune area.
The landward occurrence of this unit exhibits a mix of grassland/open woodland. The seaward
areas of this beach include herbs and grasses and apart from occasional groves of C. equisetifolia
along the foredune and clumps of L decipiens, tree species are largely absent.
Midden scatters were noted in various areas of this Bay in November 1978 (JF:A61, GR 837 474).
In both June/July 1979 and June/July 1981 our base camp was established at the southern end of
Considine Beach. In 1979 a transect along the dune was carried out and a number of stone artefacts
were collected which included large flakes and battered pebbles. A systematic survey and augering
of the area was planned but time was not available to carry this out.
The Considine Creek Wetland area at the northern end of Considine Beach is subject to varying
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degrees of tidal influence as a function of the configuration of the entrance beach berm. Based on
the vegetation structure and composition of the area it is suggested that tidal ventilation while
intermittent, occurs on a majority of high tides. The unit also provides for the drainage of
freshwater from a large proportion of the island with the catchment area being the largest on North
Keppel. Mangroves are generally present as scattered individuals or occasionally in small groves
rather than as a dense woodland in this area. Brierly Walls indicated that flying foxes had in the
past been abundant at Considine Creek. The area would be worthy of further investigation.

5.10.3 Walls Beach (Stockyard Spit Beach)
This area can be sub-divided into two occurrences: a small foredune area just north of Eagle Rock
and a larger area which includes portions of the North Keppel Resort. The main occurrence is
marked by a 1.5m scarp from the foredune to the incipient foredune and a 1m scarp to the beach,
demonstrating the characteristics of an erosive phase. Landward of the foredune two well-defined
ridges run north-south. Behind this the dune forms are ill-defined ‘transgressive dune complex’.
This is likely to be the result of the mode of formation, with accretion and erosion forces acting
from both the north and the north-west. A small above tide-level water course exists from the
north-east corner of the unit.
This beach was briefly inspected in November 1978 and no occupation material was noted. In
June/July 1979 a systematic search of the ground surface was undertaken and a number of auger
holes were sunk. These revealed recent beach sands with beach shell and coral appearing at about
50cm depth in most localities.
No cultural remains were detected despite an intensive search. This is perhaps surprising in view of
the relatively flat and sheltered nature of this area and the easy access to a number of resource
zones. However geomorphological processes may have been responsible for the removal of such
material in this locality.
5.10.4 Mazie Bay
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The main beach area of Mazie Bay is composed of three separate dune ridges. The landward ridge
is about 4m higher than the associated wetland unit with the frontal dunes of slightly lower
elevation but still at least 1 metre above the swale areas. A slight scarp (1.0m) marks the transition
to the incipient dune which grades into the beach area.
Vegetation is mainly grassland, which has probably been maintained due to the effects of fire and
grazing, with an occasional palm L decipiens.
Two smaller beaches composed of Holocene sand are also present in Mazie Bay. They comprise a
foredune area and incipient foredune and are generally less than 20m wide. Small wetland areas lie
between the foredune and the bedrock and small creeks bisect the foredune units.
The area of wetland at Mazie Bay is more limited in extent than that at Considine Creek. The creek
into the wetland drains a small catchment and filling of the wetlands appears to be intermittent and
the wetland being limited in extent, does not provide the abundance of food resources observed in
Considine Creek wetland. However both areas may have been richer in resources in the past.
Brierly Walls (85 years of age in 1979) who had been on the island since 1928 mentioned that when
he arrived the wetlands at Mazie Bay were always full of water and that quail, pheasant and blue
tongue lizards had always been abundant in the area.
On the other hand, the lessee of Mazie Bay, Mr Neill informed us that he did not think dunal areas
of Mazie Bay had changed much in 30 years, and that cyclones had only washed material onto the
beach 20-30 yards (18-27m). Tidal ranges in Mazie Bay are marked and Mr Neill recalled seeing
Mazie Bay almost empty of water and the islands practically joined except for a small channel.
The site at Mazie Bay was first recorded in November 1978 (JF:A60, GR 841 459). Subsequently
extensive excavations were carried out there in June/July 1979 and June/July 1981. The site was
surveyed and mapped in detail in 1981 (Fig 5.1).
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The site at Mazie Bay appears to have been previously observed by Jardine (1925a:85) when
discussing what he calls ‘wave built’ terraces on North Keppel noted:
… Such a terrace occurs on the south-west of the island, marked by a clump of coconut trees. Here, waveerosion is rapidly removing the terrace (about 200 yards broad) [183m]: she oaks are being undermined and
fallen trees are strewn along the beach. The terraces are 20ft [6m] above high water level. Further east, a terrace
has been covered by wind-driven sand, which forms dunes 30-40ft high [6-12m]. On the crests of these ridges,
Aboriginal flakes and hammerstones may be readily picked out.

This would appear to be a description of the site at Mazie Bay, though the height of the dunes
appears to be exaggerated.
Mazie Bay is distinguished by a characteristic Holocene beach ridge (elevation 4m) and two smaller
seaward ridges of lower elevation (1m). Scattered over the entire length of the major ridge are
exposures of shell and stone in varying densities. The most extensive deposits are on the lee side of
the ridge but there are also scatters on the windward side. The lower ridges also exhibit scatters of
midden material though at a considerably lower density.
The site has been described elsewhere (Rowland 1980, 1981, 1982, 1983, 1985, 1996, 1999, 2002)
and only a summary is provided here. In June 1979 a non-systematic collection of stone material
was made from the surface of the dune which included large flakes, anvils and hammerstones. A
grid system of 5 x 2m squares separated by 1m baulks was then laid out from the top of the ridge in
the direction of the swamp, from a datum point on top of the ridge. Surface impressions of the site
suggested deposits would be thin, however this proved inaccurate and only 1 of the original squares
(A5) could be excavated to basal deposits in the time available. In June/July 1981 Mazie Bay was
again excavated. A line of squares (B Series) was again excavated from the top of the ridge
downslope in the direction of the swamp. In the end a total 8 (2 x 1m) trenches were excavated
along with the 1m baulks joining B2 and B3, and B3 and B4 revealing a total of 23 metres of
section down the length of the ridge. An auger hole was also dug in the second smaller seaward
ridge revealing oyster shell to a depth of 45cm but time was not available to undertake excavations
in this area.
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Summary
The site at Mazie Bay is the most archaeologically significant site on the Keppel Islands. There are
a number of occupation deposits dating from ca 4200 BP to MODERN, spread along the major
dune system. The site is currently the oldest and most continuously occupied coastal site within the
Great Barrier Reef Province. There is a hiatus in both ridge formation and the nature of the
occupation deposits at ca 3,500 BP. The pre-3,500 BP deposits contain a predominance of Pinctada
sugillata relative to Crassostrea amasa, a range of large but as yet unidentified fish species, and a
predominance of fine-grained stone. The post-3,500 deposits show a greater reliance on
Crassostrea at the expense of Pinctada, the dependence on a greater range of smaller fish, the
presence of a fishhook dated ca 1,000 BP, and the use of more ‘island’ stone relative to fine-grained
materials. There are also differences between the individual occupation layers themselves. For
example, there is a 500% increase in the number of chiton plates in the upper 10cm of most squares.
Mazie Bay therefore contains material that may assist in resolving questions concerning
environmental change, socio-technological change, the extent of island/mainland contact and the
extent and nature of external contacts. It therefore offers the potential to contribute to a number of
issues of current debate within Australian archaeology and Holocene environmental change.
5.10.5 North Keppel - Other Sites Investigated
A number of local informants had reported the presence of shelters containing occupation material
on North Keppel Island. One area commonly mentioned was the ‘Archway’ near Goat Point
(Brierly Walls, Tim Walls). Tim Walls described the cave near the ‘Archway’ as being 20-30ft (69m) deep and difficult to get into. This area was investigated on three separate occasions but
nothing was located. Tim Walls also mentioned a number of ‘dolls’ found in shelters at Eagle Rock
and a burnt out log canoe buried at Walls Beach.
In 1979 John Thompson of the local Coastguard showed us the locality of a burial shelter where
bones had been exposed after a storm. The bones were found in a rocky overhang (1m x 1.3m) in
May 1977 at Second Beach, Mazie Bay. Thompson contacted the police who dug out the material
which included ‘ash, shell, several shoulder bones and long bone but no jaws’. These were
apparently sent to the Anatomy Department of the University of Queensland.
In June/July 1979 the eastern half of the island including the inland hill country was searched by 8
people fanning out over the area. No archaeological sites were located. The entire eastern coastal
fringe was also investigated. The area however is exposed to wind and marine erosion and no sites
were found. A number of water sources were noted in the short creeks that run down to the coast
and these were associated with pandanus trees so that these areas may have been exploited. The
valley that leads down from the east coast through the centre of the island was also investigated but
no evidence of occupation was located.
A possible fish trap at Mazie Bay was pointed out to us by Roger Harrison of the ABC
Rockhampton. This was inspected but some doubts were raised concerning it and discussions with
Tim Walls revealed that he had built it several years before to provide shelter for his boat.
Mr Plumb of North Rockhampton who was brought up in the care of an Aboriginal woman by the
name of ‘Black Ethel’ of Keppel Sands was able to provide some information on the Keppels. In
1979 when he was interviewed he was 46 years old and would therefore have been 8 or 9 at the time
of his association with ‘Black Ethel’. He recalled ‘Black Ethel’ describing the Keppel Islanders as
different i.e. ‘the other people’. She said there had been two groups on the island of which one died
out and another group then came. According to her the first group died out in the early 1700’s and
the second group by the 1860’s. She also suggested that mainlanders rarely went to the islands but
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the islanders use to come across to the mainland. The Keppel Islanders also use to smoke some
‘stuff’ they brought across from the islands. They used to smoke it in pumice stone after powdering
it. They traded this ‘stuff’ with the mainlanders and in return got bees wax and gum. The
mainlanders could tell when the islanders were coming across because dugong grass would be
washed ashore. They used floating logs and thick mangrove stems tied together with vines for
water transport. They also used turtle shells and put their gear in these. These people could have
been from further north since they had shorter cropped hair.
Mr Plumb also knew of a Bob Vallis who had collected Aboriginal remains from the islands. He
suggested that when Bob Vallis died 25 years ago (from 1979) the collection was passed on to
Close Vallis who donated it to the Brisbane Museum. A fisherman we spoke to at Rosslyn Bay also
knew of the collection but suggested it was now in the Rockhampton Museum in Bolsover Street.
This collection has not been located.
5.11

SOUTH KEPPEL ISLAND (1,454 HECTARES)

5.11.1 Introduction
Thirty-six land units were identified on South Keppel Island (Creighton 1984). They are somewhat
similar to those of North Keppel but the land units on South Keppel are marked by an increased
diversity of attributes including variation in landform characteristics, increased number of plant
species, complexity of plant community structure and increased variation in hydrological properties.
There are also land units on South Keppel that are absent from North Keppel such as the
Pleistocene coastal landforms of Long, Wreck and Red Beaches. Such an increase in diversity may
be expected since theories of island biogeography predict that diversity increases with increased
areal extent. There are however also exceptions - the Cabbage Tree Palm (L. decipiens) is absent
from South Keppel, as are the grassland areas like Bald Hills on North Keppel.
5.11.2 Xanthorrhoea Heathlands and Low Closed Woodlands
Xanthorrhoea heathlands and low closed woodlands dominate the southern and south-eastern area
of South Keppel Island extending along the coast from Long Beach to Wreck Beach. An inland
extension from Wreck Beach through to Butterfish Bay on the northern coast of the island is
contiguous with the main coastal occurrence of the unit. Outliers of the unit are found at Big
Peninsula, Little Peninsula and Monkey Point.
Landforms of this unit are characteristically headlands, ridges and side-slopes, moderately to
coarsely dissected with slopes generally less than 200. Creeks are generally incised into the
landform and of a gradient that does not allow for the development of alluvial flats. Stream flow
persistence is usually low. Creeks originating in this unit may however display a degree of flow
persistence in their lower reaches i.e. Wreck Beach Creek, Long Beach Creek and Red Beach
Creek.
Vegetation structure and composition varies as a function of soil depth, degree of exposure to southeast winds, location with respect to creeks and the presence/absence of sand mantling. Grass
disturbance from goats has also occurred.
5.11.2.1

Archaeology - Big Peninsular Quarry

In November 1979 a stone knapping area was recorded on a cliff above a small rocky beach at Big
Peninsular (JF:B03, GR 2911 74375). A small scale excavation was undertaken in the area in
June/July 1980. The site is marked by a scatter of artefacts and parent rock on the edge of a cliff
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below which there is a boulder beach. The site was characterised by a few centimetres of sand and
weathered parent rock throughout which could be identified an extensive scatter of artefacts.
Artefactual material included water rolled hammerstones and a number of flakes with water
rounded cortex.
Although this area was originally classified as a quarry site it is probably better described as a stone
working area. Presumably boulders from the beach below would have been brought up the cliff to
be worked before finished products were taken elsewhere. As only small quantities of scattered
oyster shells were located and given the sites location it is not likely to have been a primary
campsite.
One 2 metre square was excavated at the site to a depth of 10cm. The deposit contained a few
greywacke flakes and a few small chips of rhyolite. Quartz was also common, though mainly as
chips and fragments.
5.11.3 Eucalypt-dominated Open Woodland to Forest
This unit is found in 3 locations on the island. It has similar landform characteristics to the previous
unit, however being more sheltered from south-east winds vegetation structure and composition
differ. Ridges, side-slopes and several headlands comprise the unit. Maximum elevation is 130cm
with the majority of the unit below 100 metres and slopes up to a maximum of 200. Unconsolidated
sediments may be associated with major creeks. Creeks are incised to varying degrees with creek
bottoms varying from boulders to gravel sands as one proceeds downstream. The major creeks are
at least seasonal sources of drinking water and the creeks provide particular niches for a number of
plants.
Grazing by goats has not affected this unit as much as the previous unit but it has been exposed to
fires. The boles of the open forest eucalypt species of this unit are sufficiently large to have been
utilised for canoes. Possums are common in stumps, log hollows and in small shelters in the rocky
banks of creeks.
5.11.3.1

Archaeology

No archaeological sites have been found associated with this system.
5.11.4 Leeks Creek Melaleuca Dominated Seasonal Wetland (Freshwater)
This unit is found west of the lower reaches of the freshwater section of Leekes Creek and fringes
the supratidal limit of the saltpan area of Leekes Creek and extends landward from this
approximately 1km. Relief is generally flat and is not dissected by any major creeks though several
small creeks drain into the wetland area. The area retains water for extended periods during the wet
season.
5.11.4.1

Archaeology

The area contained no archaeological sites but would be a source of water and plant foods such as
the reed Phragmites australis and the Golden Mangrove Fern Acrostichum speciosum.
5.11.5 The Clam Bay Ridgelands
This unit forms a portion of the upper catchment of Leekes Creek extending upslope to the ridge
associated with Mt Wyndham. The area has been previously cleared and currently exhibits
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regrowth patterns. Fires have added to the complexity of this area. It supports a number of weed
species and the rubber vine Cryptostegia grandiflora is particularly common. Creighton (1984)
suggests that the unit was probably originally a low closed woodland with a bracken understorey.
5.11.5.1

Archaeology

Stone and shell scatters were noted by the archaeological team in 1980 and these were also noted by
Creighton (1984) but were not recorded in detail. This material was also noted by Hall and Barker
(nd:9) who indicated that visibility constraints made further archaeological characterisation of this
area impossible. In 1991 however Hall (1991:6-8) was able to characterise the area due to
improved visibility. He noted that stone artefacts and shellfish remains are found on the surface
over a large area (roughly 250m x 200m). The site also had a highly variable density (1
artefact/5m2 to 25/5m2). Probing with a steel rod suggested that material was also present to at least
50cm below the surface (Site E1).
5.11.6 Creek Associated Flats (Supporting Eucalypt-dominated Open Forest)
A number of areas of creek associated flats supporting low closed woodland were defined for South
Keppel. The Leekes Creek unit extends from the tidal limit of Leekes Creek upstream for a
distance of 1.5km and is generally less than 0.5km wide. With its extensive catchment area and
associated unconsolidated sediments water is virtually permanent. Eucalypt-dominated open forest
prevails in the flats while the creek itself provides a particular suite of plant species, many of which
are known Aboriginal food resources.
Creek flats associated with Svendsen’s Beach and Leekes tidal wetland have semi-permanent
streams. Sub-surface flow may continue for prolonged periods following rainfall. The associated
unconsolidated sediments provide a reservoir of drinking water for all but excessively dry periods.
The units are dominated by eucalypt open forest.
The Putney’s Creek intertidal wetland extends inland approximately 1.5km and is less than 0.3km at
its widest point. The area is marked by a semi-permanent watercourse and unconsolidated
sediments provide at least a semi-permanent aquifer. Well-drained areas support a eucalypt open
forest, sandy areas support low closed woodland. The area is disturbed by roads and a dump
associated with the tourist resort.
The Wreck Beach Creek alluvial flats include the alluvial landforms associated with Wreck Beach
Creek extending 1km inland from the creek mouth at the southern end of Wreck Beach. The creek
provides a semi-permanent watercourse and some unconsolidated sediments and rock pools in the
lower reaches may provide an almost permanent water source. The footslope areas of the unit are
exposed to south-east winds to some degree and eucalypts where present are generally less than 6
metres in height.
5.11.6.1

Archaeology

No archaeological sites were associated with these creek flats though a number of sites were closely
associated with them on associated dunal systems (see below).
5.11.7 Coastal Sands Land Systems
Coastal Sands Land Systems comprising foredunes of predominately siliceous sands are found at
the following locations on South Keppel: Putneys Beach, Leekes Beach, Little Svendsen’s Beach,
Svendsen’s Beach, Big Sandhills Beach, Wreck Beach, Little Wreck Beach and Long
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Beach/Monkey Beach. Associated with these are hinedune areas. The hinedunes of Putney Beach
and Long Beach display particular characteristics. Foredune landforms of predominately calcareous
sands are found at one location - Clam Bay.
Pleistocene-aged sands are present in embayments at Red Beach and landward of Holocene aged
deposits at Long Beach, Wreck Beach and Little Wreck Beach. Intertidal and supratidal wetlands
are associated with Leekes, Putney, Wreck, Svendsen’s and Little Svendsen’s Creek.
The coastal land units are most closely associated with human occupation and these areas are
therefore discussed in some detail.
5.11.7.1

Putneys Beach

This beach is marked by an incipient foredune and foredune with the foredune some 3m higher than
the incipient foredune. The unit is usually less than 50m in width. However long-term residents of
the island suggest that during the 1940’s the unit extended seaward some 100 metres. The Beach
has been disturbed by the present camping area and associated resort facilities.
Putney’s Beach was surveyed in May 1978. Some scatters of oyster shell and stone were noted but
material was extremely limited. Putney’s Beach was again searched in November 1980 when plant
growth was reduced following extensive burning. Again a few small isolated scatters of rock oyster
and quartz were located over an extensive area but no major deposits were noted. Subsequently,
Bob Muir has recorded a scarred tree at Putney Beach.

Mr Ken Brighton who has fished around the islands for 40 years and who has resided on South
Keppel for 12 years, suggested that Putney Beach and Fisherman’s Beach have been cut back by
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erosion more than 50ft (15m) in 40 years. This was confirmed by Mr Noel Laraway, also a resident
fisherman who had been on the island for 16-17 years and who stated that erosion on Fisherman’s
Beach had been considerable. On visiting Putney Beach over the years severe erosion has been
noted on all occasions. This was certainly the case on the most recent visit in December 2006.
Putney Beach is one of the most unstable areas on the island.
We were also informed by Lyn Morris that human bones were found at Fisherman’s Beach in 1964
or 1965. They were found by the manager of Silver Sands resort on the island during the
replacement of a concrete floor under a cabin. The remains included a skull, jawbone, arms, legs
and thigh bone and several teeth probably belonging to more than one individual.

Tree cleared and fenced (2007)

5.11.7.2

Leekes Beach

This beach extends from Leekes Creek entrance west and north-west along Leekes Beach. The unit
includes some discontinuous foredune landforms that abut the headland at the far western end of the
beach and hinedunes areas that have developed midway along the beach. Incipient foredunes,
foredunes and hinedunes are present with the foredune generally less than 2m above MHWS.
Coastal She-oak (Casuarina equisetifolia var. incana) dominates the foredune area while hinedune
areas where present support an open to closed woodland with ground cover a mixture of vines and
grasses. Small dunes adjacent to the headland areas include moist depression/seepage areas.
Leekes Beach was first surveyed in May 1978. Only scattered oyster and quartz fragments were
noted. Leekes Beach was again searched in November 1980 following extensive burning. Visibility
was greatly improved but surface remains were few with a concentration of surface scatters of rock
oysters only in the vicinity of Leekes Creek itself (Leekes Beach JF:B06, GR 906 361).
5.11.7.3

Little Svendsen's and Svendsen's Beaches
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Little Svendsens and Svendsens Beaches are similar in dunal landform. In both cases a creek that is
generally supratidal but may be intertidal exists at the eastern end of the beach. The beaches
include incipient foredunes, foredunes and hinedunes and creek associated landforms are also
present. The creeks support a variety of tidal wetland species including mangrove species of which
the most common are Avicennia eucalyptifolia (smooth-barked grey mangrove) and Excoecaria
agallocha (milky mangrove). Both of the creeks provide a natural ‘fish trap’ with whiting and
mullet noted in pools.
The Svendsen’s Beach areas were first surveyed in May 1978. Near Little Peninsular the low dune
revealed scatters of rock oyster and a variety of coarse-grained stones and quartz. The area
however also contained a considerable quantity of European rubbish and pumice suggesting the
area has been disturbed probably by wind and wave action from both sides of Little Peninsular
(Svendsens Beach JF:B07, GR 911 374).
Brian Morris of National Parks and Wildlife Service informed us that manacles had been left in one
of the rockshelters in this area that had been used by Robert Ross to chain up ‘difficult Aborigines’.
The remains of some very rusted metal were found embedded in the wall of a shelter in this area
that would tend to confirm this. This location is of considerable significance to the Woppaburra
descendants.
In 1993 it was noted that the site at Svendsen's Beach was considerably more exposed than it had
been on previous visits to the islands. Much of the damage could be attributed to cyclone Fran
which passed over the Keppel area in 1992. It was argued that tourists probably had limited impact
on this site as few people walk this far from the resort, although yachtsmen do come ashore at this
point. It was thought that most people would be concerned with crossing from Svendsen’s Beach at
Little Peninsula to the next beach at Butterfish Bay without in fact realising that the area was a site.
A number of board and chain walkways and signposting options were developed to manage the site
(see Rowland et al 1993). A modified version of these recommendations was implemented by Dr
Luke Godwin, then of the EPA, Rockhampton. In December 2006 when the survey team visited the
site it was apparent that the board and chain walkway was having the desired effect of directing foot
traffic in the area. The area had naturally revegetated (though this cannot be attributed entirely to
the walkway) compared with the 1993 visit and there was no damage to signs which had been
placed at the site.
5.11.7.4

Big Sandhills Beach

Big Sandhills Beach is above MHWS extending some 5 metres landward at which point a steep
scarp of some 15 metres height is reached, being the toe of a presently active transgressive dune.
An incipient foredune (slight) and foredune are also present. No creeks are associated with the unit.
Vegetation is similar to Leekes Beach and includes isolated she-oaks with ground cover of grasses,
herbs and vines.
Scattered stone and shell at the top of the transgressive dune were located in this Bay in May 1978.
The area was revisited in November 1979 when vegetation coverage had been reduced by fire. The
extent of the shellfish scatters in this area were further defined and firestones and
anvil/hammerstones were noted in a number of localities (Big Sandhills Beach JF:B04, GR 918
374).
In June/July 1980 four trenches (2 x 1m2) were excavated from the top of a vegetated section of the
transgressive dune to the present beach dune. Maximum depth of occupation deposits was 20cm.
Grindstones and anvils were relatively common on the surface of this site and apart from sandstone
and quartz rhyolite was also present. C. amasa dominates the shellfish remains and turtle and fish
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remains were also present. A. deflorata, T. cinereus, neritas were also present along with P. fulcata,
but in small quantities.
Continuing surface investigation in this area has indicated that material is scattered over all dune
systems in the area and it would be difficult to delineate discrete ‘sites’ or temporal sequences.
Older deposits could be exposed in this area.
It was from this area that a silcrete juan knife was collected and given to us by Carl Svendsen. It
was found in an exposed area of the transgressive dune and was associated with oyster shell and
other stone.

5.11.7.5

Wreck Beach

The Wreck Beach unit extends the length of Wreck Beach and landward about 0.5 kilometres. At
Big Peninsular it extends through to the foredune area of Big Sandhills Beach. Holocene sands in
this area frequently overlap Pleistocene sands in landward areas and this is particularly marked at
the southern end of the beach. The present beach dune displays a scarp of some 4 metres to HWMS
with no incipient foredune. This reflects the high energy environment of this embayment as it is
exposed to south-east wave and wind climate. Transgressive dunes are present and still active due
to natural erosion and the loss of stabilising vegetation caused by goats. The area is dominated by
she-oaks and these are also present in the areas extending through to Big Sandhills Beach.
Midden material at this beach was initially recorded in May 1979. It was further inspected in
November 1979 and excavations were undertaken in 1980.
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Midden material is exposed in a number of localities at the southern end of Wreck Beach. On the
southern side of the creek material is in deflated Pleistocene sands. The exposures are marked by
the predominance of rock oysters C. amasa. Similar deposits but covered to a depth of 1m were
also exposed in the bank on the opposite side of the creek (Wreck Beach JF:B08, GR 925 364).
Wreck Beach is protected from major wind and wave action at its southern end and a creek exits at
this point. However goats have removed vegetation around the creek and this may have resulted in
the archaeological deposits being exposed. It is possible that occupational deposits extend the
length of the beach but as one proceeds from the sheltered end of the beach overlying deposits of
wind blown sand are substantial. Occupation deposits in these areas may have been progressively
covered by sand whereas at the southern end goats congregating around the creek and subsequent
vegetation removal has exposed these deposits.
Four 2m2 squares were excavated at the southern end of Wreck Beach near a cluster of she-oaks
adjacent to the largest blow-out on the northern side of the creek. A single deposit at a depth of 1530cm was located. C. amasa dominated the shellfish component of the site. Neritas were also
common and P. fulcata was also present but in very small quantities, stone included flakes, flaked
pieces, anvil stones and two small flake scrapers.
Adjacent to the excavations were exposures where a woakwine point was located and also a number
of shells (Adaphis deflorata) that showed evidence of chipping along the edges suggesting they had
been used as scrapers.
The deposits at Wreck Beach are generally thin but extensive.

Midden exposure at Wreck Beach

5.11.7.6

Little Wreck Beach

This unit occupies the landward margin of the beach just south of Wreck Beach. Holocene aged
sands overlap Pleistocene sand in the landward areas. A single dune ridge with a steep scarp to
HWMS characterises the unit. A small creek exits at the southern end of the main occurrence. The
creek is above tidal influence. Vegetative species are similar to Wreck Beach. A similar smaller
beach (Wreck Beach Ex II) is present further around in the Bay. There is also a small cove with a
small quantity of sand and other flotsam and jetsam associated with a freshwater creek at Wreck
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Beach Ex III but no archaeological remains are associated with this.
Shells and artefacts were scattered over the entire surface of the Holocene and Pleistocene sand
dunes in this area with only a few patches of apparently in situ materials (Wreck Beach Ex I
JF:A97, GR 929 357). Two test trenches were excavated in this area.
Depth of deposits was limited to 25cm. C. amasa dominate the shellfish remains and sandstone
predominates the stone remains although some chert is also present.
Towards the eastern end of this beach there is a small sandy knoll which is divided from the western
end of the beach by a dry creek bed. Sand has been blown off this knoll leaving a scattered and
much eroded midden, with only small sections remaining in situ. There are also the remains of a
fireplace on this knoll.
On one section of the knoll three stones were noted in the section of an overlying sandy mound.
These were initially thought to represent the remains of a fireplace but two more stones were
uncovered and it was apparent that the stones were aligned in a circle larger than a fireplace.
Overlying sand was systematically removed and ultimately a stone semi-circle was revealed. It is
argued that these stones represent the remains of a hut structure (see Figs 5.2, 5.3, 5.4).
At Wreck Beach 2 the beach is only 200-300 metres across and contains a similar pattern of
Holocene/Pleistocene sands as the main Wreck Beach. Stone and shell were exposed on both sides
of a dry creek at the southern end of the beach (Wreck Beach Ex II, JF:B01, GR 931 355). Only 2
pieces of fine-grained stone were noted, the majority being parent rock and quartz with some beach
boulders used as hammerstones. Rock oyster predominated along with other rocky shore species
and a few sandy shore species. A small face (approximately 50cm) was trowelled into the exposure
and oyster shell was collected for dating. The deposit appeared to be lying on and embedded in a
dark/brown sandy soil.
A number of exposures of stone artefacts and limited quantities of shell are exposed throughout the
area joining Wreck Beach to Butterfish Bay or Big Sandhills Beach (Behind Big Peninsula, JF:A99,
GR 923 375). Deposits in this area have been covered and uncovered on a number of occasions and
the shell material eroded away. A general impression was that there was less ‘crude’ stone and
more fine-grained artefacts in this locality and a 6m area was gridded out and collected. Analysis of
this material indicates a heavy emphasis on knapping and includes a large number of chert and
rhyolite artefacts, other fine-grained sedimentary rocks and milky quartz.
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Figure 5.2 Hut structure at Wreck Beach Extension 1
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Figure 5.3 Hut structure at Wreck Beach Extension 1

Figure 5.4 Hut structure
5.11.7.7

Long Beach - Monkey Beach

This unit extends from Monkey Beach to Monkey Point Headland then east the length of Long
Beach. A creek traverses the unit at the northern end of Long Beach. An incipient foredune is
present the length of Long Beach, but is not as evident along Monkey Beach. Monkey Beach with a
westerly orientation and fringing coral reef is not subject to the same present-day coastal processes
that are apparent at Long Beach. Behind the incipient foredune an established foredune extends the
length of the unit which has been altered by aeolian processes with small blowouts evident the
length of Long Beach.
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The Long Beach-Monkey Point-Monkey Beach area was first surveyed in May 1978. Long Beach
was searched in detail in November 1980. Surface scatters of oyster fragments and quartz
fragments were found associated with the creek system but these were thin and discontinuous.
Material in this area may have been extensively covered by recent sands. Grahame Sherry the
entertainments Manager at the South Keppel resort referred to a Bora ring on Long Beach. He had
not seen it himself but it had been mentioned to him. No ring was found during the archaeological
surveys.
At Monkey Point deposits are substantial (Monkey Point JF:A98, GR 894 332). Shell, stone and
glass are scattered across the Peninsula connecting the Point to the island. Much of the glass
appears to be recent and a walking track crosses the peninsula from Monkey Beach to Long Beach.
Due to the exposure of this area to winds from both the south-west and north-east material here
could have been exposed and re-covered on a number of occasions. A test square was excavated
here in November 1980. The maximum depth of the deposit was 40cm. C. amasa was the
dominant shellfish exploited. Other species included T. cinereus, A. deflorata and M. labio. P.
fulcata was present in only small quantities. Sandstone flakes and quantities of quartz and quartzite
were also present.
A test pit was also excavated at Monkey Beach in November 1980 (not yet registered). This
contained only a scatter of oyster and stone to a depth of 5cm. This site contained flakes and flaked
pieces predominantly of quartz. C. amasa dominate the deposits with T. cinereus, A. deflorata and
M. labio also present.
In July 1980 a European clay pipe inscribed `Burns L.....' and some flaked bottle glass were also
collected from the site at Monkey Point, suggesting that this site was used at the time of European
contact.
In 1992 it was recommended that the site at Monkey Point be developed for public visitation. It
was recommended that the site should be signposted and monitored on a regular basis. It was also
recommended that if tourist operators on the island were to include Monkey Point in an island
walking trail then they should monitor the number of visitors and any damage occurring to the site
(Rowland 1992:vi). Following discussion with Bob Muir and Luke Godwin, then of Central
Region, EPA, it was recommended that the site at Monkey Point be investigated further with
respect to the implementation of walkways, interpretive materials and other management issues.
These investigations were undertaken in 1993 (Rowland et al 1993). It was recommended that
since the site at Monkey Point was close to the resort and the most visited on the island it should be
developed for its educational/ interpretive values. It was recommended that a board and chain
walkway should be developed from Monkey Point to Long Beach together with a more formal
walkway through the centre of the site. A viewing platform and signposting should also be
developed and revegetation needed to be undertaken in a number of areas. It was also
recommended that prior to any management structures being implemented at Monkey Point a
systematic survey and auguring of the site should be completed. This should be undertaken to a
high degree of precision and include the establishment of photographic datum for future recording.
These recommendations together with modifications were subsequently undertaken by Dr Luke
Godwin (then EPA Rockhampton). It should be noted however that no detailed report of the
implementation of the recommendations is available and the long term monitoring processes have
not so far been put in place.
In December 1995 I was able to briefly visit the site at Monkey Beach to inspect the walkway and
signs. It was apparent that the walkway had been effective in preventing damage to the areas of the
site over which people use to walk. Much of the finely crushed shell is covered by sand. However
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the problem of wind erosion on the site has not been resolved and some selected planting or
positioning of matting needs to be put in place to control further erosion. One section of the site
was also noted as being effected by heavy localised rain (Rowland 1995). Monkey Beach was
inspected again in December 2006 and it is apparent that the walkway continues to be effective in
controlling people’s activities. Revegetation has occurred in a number of places on the site. The
signs are in good condition and have not been defaced.
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Midden exposure at Monkey Point (2006)

5.11.7.8

Clam Bay

Clam Bay contrasts with the previous beaches in being composed predominately of calcareous
sands. A calcareous foredune landform occupies the area 3m above MHWS and is bounded by
bedrock. Several small creeks exit on to this land unit. The area has been heavily disturbed by
goats. In overall beach morphology Clam Bay is similar to Mazie Bay on North Keppel though a
poorer version of it being smaller, less accessible and further from freshwater.
Shell and stone is eroding from the exposed dune face at this site (Clam Bay JF:B02, GR 928 346).
Three auger holes and a 50cm2 test pit were dug at the site to determine its extent. No material was
located in the auger holes placed 4, 8 and 18m in from the eroding dune face. However substantial
quantities of material were collected from the dune face in the 50cm2 test pit. The site contained a
number of flakes, flaked pieces and an extensive range of shellfish species consistent with its
position adjacent to a coralline platform i.e. while C. amasa predominated other species include
cowry shells Cypraea sp, hairy mussel Trichomys hirsuta, and scallops Chlamys sp.
5.11.7.9

Putney's Beach Hinedune Landforms

This unit occupies the landward areas of Fisherman’s Beach and Putney’s Beach. The area
comprises a series of ridges and swales, with the flat-topped ridge areas dominating and
representing phases of accretion during the Holocene. The area is marked by open/closed woodland
with a shrub storey and grassy understorey. Portions of the area have been disturbed by the
camping ground and resort facilities.
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A number of shield and canoe trees were noted by Creighton (1984). These were not observed by
the archaeological teams. However Bob Muir has recorded a very distinctive canoe tree in this area.
5.11.7.10

Leekes Creek Tidal Wetland

This unit comprises an intertidal mangrove woodland and an intertidal to supratidal salt pan with
associated salt marsh and fringing mangrove communities. The entire area is below HWMS.
Microrelief varies up to 1 metre.
Pools in the main channels hold water during low tides and therefore concentrate resident fish. The
mangrove woodland is subject to tidal inundation every tide cycle while the salt pan is subject to
varying degrees of inundation depending on the extent of the entrance berm and microrelief of the
unit.
A midden was located on the fringe of this unit in the landward area of the Leekes Beach Dune
complex (Creighton 1984). Carl Svendsen also mentioned another possible site in one of the small
valleys leading up from Leekes Creek. In this area he had noted scattered oyster shells adjacent to
oleander and pandanus trees in an area of other vegetation types. The area had previously been
surveyed by an archaeological team but the area mentioned by Carl Svendsen had not been noted.
The area within the vicinity of the Homestead in particular was heavily grassed and no occupational
material was located.
5.11.7.11

Putney's Creek Intertidal/Supratidal Wetland

This unit occupies the lower sector of Putney’s Creek extending inland less than 0.5km. The area is
below HWMS and microrelief varies up to 1 metre. The area is subject to varying degrees of
inundation dependent on such factors as tide height, configuration of entrance berm and microrelief
of the unit itself. The unit supports a mosaic wetland vegetation and salt pan. No archaeological
sites were recorded in this unit.
5.11.7.12

Wreck Beach Creek Supratidal Wetland

This unit occupies the lower sector of Wreck Beach Creek, extending inland less than 0.4km. The
unit is below HWMS and pools up to 1.5 metres deep retain brackish water for extended periods.
The creek displays characteristics of at best intermittent tidal inundation. No archaeological sites
were recorded in this unit.
5.11.7.13 Long Beach Creek Area
This unit forms a small hinedune area on the eastern end of Long Beach. Stream persistence in the
creek is at best semi-permanent. All sectors of the creek are above normal tidal influence and
debris indicates that under storm surge conditions the lower portions of the creek may be subject to
marine influences. The area is low closed woodland. No archaeological sites were located in this
unit.
5.11.7.14

Red Beach Pleistocene Landforms

This is a distinctive land unit. Extending from HWM it is unaffected by bedrock configuration.
Recent erosion has reduced the extent of the landform. A thick mantle of Holocene sand, while still
evident, has been virtually eroded away by fluvial and aeolian processes.
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The main ridge of the Pleistocene dunes is parallel to present HWM and elevated some 6 metres.
Frontal areas of this dune have been eroded and behind the dune blowout/transgressive shaped
dunes are present. A creek exiting on the beach at the northern end of this beach drains adjacent
areas of Shoalwater Formation. Pools of water are present in the lower sections of the creek and it
is expected that these are at least semi-permanent. Vegetation has been largely destroyed by goats.
There is an extensive scatter of stone and shell atop the reddish Pleistocene sands at this beach
including flakes, hammerstones and firestones extending inland for several hundred metres (Red
Beach JF:B05, GR 938 346). Three areas could be distinguished on the basis of presumed length of
exposure. Firstly, nearest the northern end are extensive areas of exposed stone artefacts without
shellfish remains and with a total absence of vegetation. Secondly, there were areas of stone
artefacts and shell overlain with dried vegetation and broken branches. Finally there were areas that
appear to be in situ with shell and stone eroding from beneath wind blown trees. Various methods
were used to sample the three types of exposure including extensive surface collection and
excavation. C. amasa predominated the shellfish remains. Flakes, flake scrapers, core-scrapers and
battered pebbles are present at the site. The range and density of material suggests this was an
extensive campsite where substantial stone knapping was undertaken.
The southern end of this beach is less eroded and vegetation coverage is almost complete and it is
likely that some substantial in situ deposits are present in these areas. The area would repay closer
investigation. Local informants suggest that Red Beach contains the second most reliable source of
water on the island after Leekes Creek and this would explain the extensive occupation evidence in
this area.
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Red Beach Pleistocene High Dunes

Red Beach Artefacts on surface

5.11.7.15

Pleistocene High Dunes

Pleistocene High Dunes in the vicinity of the airstrip area extend landward from Long Beach
approximately 1km. The Beach Protection Authority (1979) suggests that the age of the sands is
late-Pleistocene, with the mode of formation correlating to events over the transition period between
the Pleistocene to the Holocene. The unit is dominated by two parallel dunes of approximate
maximum elevation 50 metres which are orientated in a south-east direction. No archaeological
sites were located in this unit. A more recent inspection of this area by Hall (1991) also failed to
locate sites.
5.12

SOUTH KEPPEL ISLAND - OTHER SITES

A number of other sites have been noted on South Keppel Island by others, or mentioned without
actually being sighted. Some sites appear to have become accepted as part of local ‘folklore’
without any clear evidence that they do in fact exist.
The more persistent and likely claim is for burials in the area where the current resort and kiosk are
located. Morris (1989:18) referred to this area as ‘a graveyard for tree burials’. Elsewhere he also
refers in detail to the removal of skeletal material from beneath the cement floor of Cabin No 1 of
the Silver Sands Resort, which proved to be those of one adult female and one infant female
Aboriginal. He also claims that the men who finally demolished the cabin reported a quantity of
bones and shells in the area (Morris 1989:79-80). Smithwick (1979:35) claims that the bones found
at Silver Sands and apparently called the ‘old camp’ by the Keppel Islanders, may have been the
remains of four or five women buried there in Lucas’ time. Andy Lucas was also buried there but
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his remains were later taken to Longreach.
When Mr H.A. Craig donated his collection of Keppel Islander remains to the Queensland Museum
he wrote ‘They are from Mr Cowies stocks which I purchased, and originally came from Keppel
Island, about the Yeppoon district, thirty miles from Rockhampton’ (Mr H.A. Craig to Director,
Queensland Museum 17/2/26). A catalogue card in the Museum referring to one skull (QE 2990)
and dated 13th April 1927 refers to it as ‘Found in St Paul’s Churchyard Keppel Islands, Qld coast’.
The origin of this information or if a ‘St Paul’s Churchyard existed on Keppel Island at this point
remains unknown.
Roth (1898) reports that most burials on the Keppels were tree-butt burials or shelter burials and
Morris (1989:18) claims that the headlands at Peninsular, Leekes Creek, Pudley through to Monkey
Point provided the most common locations for these. Many of these shelters or overhangs are of
limited height above sea-level and may have thus been washed out on occasions. Goats may have
also impacted on the contents of such shelters.
Roth (1898:48) notes that Wyndham informed him that he had seen trees on Keppel Island where
bark had been stripped for the manufacture of canoes. Creighton (1984:96 and Plate 1 pg 6)
reported several shield and canoe trees in the Putney’s Beach hinedune landform but these were not
recorded by archaeological teams. Bob Muir has recorded a canoe tree at Putney Beach hine dunes
and further inspection of this area would be worthwhile.
Creighton (1984:15) also reports that at the end of Long Beach (assumed to be the north-east end)
‘a “rock wall dam” was observed in one of the creeks draining off Mount Windham [sic]’. This has
not yet been inspected by an archaeological team.
Morris (1989:20) makes reference to a Bora ring at Long Beach and Grahame Sherry, then
Entertainments Manager at the Keppel Resort, mentioned this possible ring in 1980. It has not been
located.
5.13

RECENT SURVEYS

Two recent surveys of South Keppel Island have been undertaken by Hall and Barker (nd) and Hall
(1991).
The first of these surveys was undertaken on behalf of Sinclair Knight and Partners for Australian
Airlines in an area of approximately 200 hectares on the northern coast of the island where two
resort complexes, a marina, environmental park and airport were proposed (Hall and Barker nd Figs
3, 4 and 5).
Hall and Barker (nd:8) refer to a disturbed midden site (unnamed) near the eastern end of Leeke’s
Beach on the first sand ridge containing rock platform (C. amasa, neritas) and sandy/muddy bottom
(cockle and Pinctada sp) shellfish and stone artefacts. The midden extended east/west
approximately 10m and was 5m wide. The area had been exposed and disturbed by a track which
ran along the beach ridge.
Scatters of C. amasa and quartz fragments had been recorded throughout the Leeke’s Beach area in
1978 and 1980, particularly in the vicinity of Leeke’s Creek itself (JF:B06). The site recorded by
Hall and Barker may therefore be a more disturbed manifestation of material in this area.
Hall and Barker (nd:8) also refer to an extensive midden at the northern end of Svendsen’s Beach
(Site D1) which begins just inside Svendsen’s property boundary and extends south approximately
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100m along the first beach ridge. Shellfish include C. amasa, neritas and pearl shell with densities
ranging from 1/10m2 up to 20/m2. Small amounts of quartz were also found in association.
Part of this site complex encompassing the low dune between the headland was recorded in May
1979 (JF:B07). However the more limited vegetation coverage encountered by Hall and Barker has
enabled this site to be extended further along the beach.
Hall and Barker’s (nd:9) site D2 is a rockshelter on the southern side of a rocky outcrop at the
southern end of Svendsen’s Beach. It is described as approximately 2m high, 8m long and 2.5m
wide. In an area of approximately 2m2, it contained cultural deposit to a depth of at least 30cm.
Shellfish present included C. amasa, chiton, neritas, pearl shell and white cockle. Turtle bone was
also found. George McBean a local resident associated with the Keppel Islands for 40 years
informed Hall and Barker that this site was an Aboriginal burial cave containing many individuals
who were removed in the 1920’s.
Hall and Barker (nd:9) also re-recorded the site at Clam Bay (JF:B02) and made note of the site on
the Clam Bay Ridgelands first noted in 1980 and also noted by Creighton (1984).
A number of recommendations for further work were made by Hall and Barker (nd:9-13) with
respect to the sites recorded on the assumption that the proposed developments would proceed.
Although not discussed in their report Hall and Barker (nd:Fig 2) note the presence of a site at Mt
Wyndham Cove first located during their survey. The site had not been recorded by any of the
previous surveys on the island although the area had been inspected. This indicates that sites on the
island can be covered and uncovered over time by vegetation removal, coastal erosion and other
factors.
This site contained considerable quantities of ‘island stone’ including quartz of which there was
much evidence of knapping. Only a few fragments of fire-grained rhyolite were noted. The site is
very eroded but some in situ deposits could be present where shell fragments could be seen in an
eroding face of the deposit.
A second report was again initiated by Sinclair Knight acting for Australian Resorts on the basis
that the original development proposal had been modified and that some of the Keppel Island
descendants had claimed that the initial archaeological study had failed to identify all Aboriginal
sites within the proposed development area (Hall 1991:1). On this occasion Hall inspected a
number of sites with Mr and Mrs Richards of the Great Keppel Island and Capricorn Coast
Aboriginal Corporation.
The first putative site investigated by Hall was a possible fishtrap at the mouth of Leeke’s Creek.
No evidence of this could be located (Hall 1991:4).
Hall also inspected a rocky cliffed promontory at the southern end of Svendsen’s Beach. None of
the rocky over-hangs in this area contained any cultural material (apart from the previously
recorded site D2). Hall did note holes in the rock platform however which he suggested might be
holes to grind ochre for rock wall paintings (Hall 1991:4).
Hall (1991:5-6) also re-examined a site previously recorded at Big Sandhills Beach and the
exposures extending through to Wreck Beach (JF:B04 and JF:A99). As noted by Hall these
deposits are extensive and at times are covered or uncovered by the mobile dune system. The area
of exposures is in fact larger than indicated by Hall (1991:5, Fig 2). Due to improved ground
visibility Hall (1991:6-8) was also able to record the Clam Bay Ridgeland site in greater detail than
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had previously been possible. The site is described as 250m x 200m with a variable artefact density
of between 1 artefact/5m2 to 25/5m2. Material is estimated to be present to a depth of at least 50cm
in places.
Hall also located historical remains associated with the old Lucas’ property at Leeke’s Creek (Site
E3). The site comprises the stone floor remains of an outrider hut which was attached to the station
(Hall 1991:8, Fig 3). This is claimed to be a significant site to the Keppel Island descendants being
a stark reminder of the cruelties endured by the Keppel Islanders at the hands of Lucas.
Finally, on the basis of information provided by Mr and Mrs Richards, Hall (1991:8, Fig 3 and
Appendix 6) provides information on a possible burial site (Site E2) inland of Clam Bay.
December 2006
In December 2006 I visited South Keppel Island to inspect the areas to be transferred to the
Woppaburra Land Trust under the Aboriginal Land Act 1991 (see Fig 5.5). In the time available it
was not possible to inspect all the areas in detail. However the inspection allowed areas to be
revisited that had been initially visited at various times since 1978 so that some evaluation could be
made of changes within the areas.

Fig 5.5 Areas on South Keppel to be handed back to the Woppaburra Land Trust.
Lot 29 642m2 on the esplanade at Fisherman’s Beach. Ooroong-Oorann.
This is only a small area that has been disturbed over the years by activities associated with the
resort. A number of items of European rubbish were scattered over the area. No evidence of prePage 72 of 111

European activity is evident on the surface of this parcel of land. Nevertheless burials have
previously been found at the resort and care should be taken in clearing vegetation in this area. It is
possible that midden material may be found beneath the surface in this area.
Lot 51 ca 38 hectares Putney Beach/Leeke’s Beach. Boombilwan.
Severe erosion has occurred at Putney Beach over the years and this continues to be marked. The
extent of this erosion should be monitored on a regular basis. Bob Muir has located a scarred tree in
the Putney Creek Area and further such trees are possible in this area.
Midden remains have been found throughout the Leeke’s Creek area since 1978 and further
material was noted in the current survey. Any development in this area would have to take
cognisance of the fact that material is likely to be found throughout this area and buried and
stratified deposits may be located.
Lot 53 ca 75 hectares. Monkey Point/Monkey Beach. Goonaweenee.
This area has been intensively investigated on a number of occasions since 1978. Midden material
is clearly present at Monkey Point and is extensive throughout the Monkey Beach area. In 1993
management structures where put in place at Monkey Point. Any activities in this area would have
to take into consideration the high probability of locating further cultural remains. Both surface
scatters and buried deposit are likely to be found in this area. Any subsurface activities should
consider the high likelihood of impacting on buried cultural deposits.
Lot 52 ca 25 hectares Long Beach. Jessie Keppel.
This area has been inspected intensively a number of times since 1978. Very little evidence of
surface cultural remains has been located in the area. None were noted on the current inspection. It
is likely that midden material might be covered by the stable dunes in this area so that any
subsurface activities in this area should be undertaken with this in mind.
Lot 50 ca 31 hectares Svendsen’s Beach. Munqadom.
This area has been inspected on a number of occasions since 1978. Surface remains have been
found throughout the area on a number of occasions. Outside of the Lot at Little Peninsula
management structures were put in place in 1993. The area is highly sensitive as it appears that
cultural remains from the pre-and post- contact period can be found in this area.
Bob Muir has provided a report of the December 2006 field work in which he notes that one of the
valuable educational exercises was that each descendant was taught to record and access sites. The
other aspect of this trip was the shared experience of Woppaburra descendants and government and
non-government guests. This has the potential to develop ongoing long term relationships (Muir
2006).
Bob has produced a subsequent report that has implemented a number of recommendations
resulting from the December 2006 work (Muir 2007).
This report refers to the clearing of weeds and rubbish to erect a fence to show the boundaries of
Lot 29. This was in preparation for the placement of a stone monument and plaque to be placed in
front of Lot 29.
Another aspect of this work involved work around the scar tree at Putney. This involved clearing
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the undergrowth of any fire hazard and fencing along the track near the scar tree to protect and
preserve the scar. Repairs to the walkway where also undertaken at Monkey Point and inspection
and preplanning of proposed viewing platform and boardwalk at Svendsen’s Beach was also
undertaken.
5.14

CONCLUSION

There is a great diversity of sites on the Keppel Island Group. They range in size from isolated
finds to extensive exposed deposits like those at Red Beach and in depth from a few centimetres to
nearly 4m deep like those at Mazie Bay. The majority of sites and the largest sites are found in
coastal land systems making them the most archaeologically sensitive areas.
The scientific significance of each site located and recommendations with respect to their
management are discussed in Section 9.
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6.

ARCHAEOLOGICAL EVIDENCE - SIGNIFICANCE

6.0

INTRODUCTION

The presence of archaeological sites on every island in the Keppel Group and the range in size,
depth and complexity of these sites combines to make an integral archaeological landscape which
supports the documentary evidence for the intensive use of the islands by the Woppaburra. As with
the documentary evidence the sites are therefore of considerable significance to the Keppel Island
descendants and again this will be discussed more fully in Section 9.
In the following sections the archaeological significance of the sites is discussed.
6.1

CHRONOLOGY

Sea-levels along the Queensland coast were last at or close to present levels about 125,000 years
ago, then oscillated, reaching a low of ca -150m about 18-20,000 years ago. Melting ice sheets then
resulted in a transgression to present levels at ca 6,000 years ago. While many archaeologists
assume that the Pleistocene coastline of Queensland would have been occupied most evidence for
this is now destroyed. A date of greater than 8,000 years for a site on what is now Hook Island in
the Whitsunday Islands (Barker 2004) has however now confirmed that the Pleistocene coastline
was used. Prior to 6,000 years ago therefore islands such as the Keppels which would have been
mountain ranges or ridges, could also have been traversed by Aboriginal people. However no
evidence of this has been located.
Currently the earliest evidence within the Great Barrier Reef province for occupation of any of the
offshore islands, following their formation, comes from Mazie Bay on North Keppel Island
(Rowland 1981, 1983, 1999). At this site a small charcoal sample from an auger hole at a depth of
3.5m below the ground surface has been dated at 4,274 ± 94 BP (NZA 456), which is therefore
1,500-2,000 years later than the date accepted for island formation.
Surprisingly, all sites on South Keppel Island date within the last 1,000 years (Table 6.1).
Table 6.1:
Island

Site

North
Keppel

Mazie
Bay

Radiocarbon Dates from Archaeological Sites on the Keppel Islands
Excavation
Unit
A1

Material
C.
amasa

A5

Charcoal

North
Keppel

Mazie
Bay

B3/CS
B7/CS

C.
amasa

Depth
cm
5-10
15-20
55-60
125130
165170
180—
190
240250
350

60-65
95100
125-

Lab No
ANU
2448
ANU
2489
Beta
1243
Beta
1244
Beta
1245
Beta
1246
ANU
2393
NZA 456
SUA
2181
SUA
2182

Conventional
Age
670±50
1520±50

Environmentally
corrected Age
220±70
1071±70
3000±80
3740±90
3580±100
3740±90
3710±110

Calibrated
Age

Reference
Rowland
1981,
1983(c)

4274±94

2680±80
3350±80
3690±80
3600±70
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2680±80
3350±80
3690±80
3150±80

Rowland
1985 (c)

135
95100
South
Keppel

Wreck
Beach
Big
Sandhills
Beach
Red
Beach

WB(A)

C.
amasa

WB
Ex/A
BSB(A)
RBG Ex
RB SqEx1
CB/T.P
MP(A)
MonB

Clam
Bay
Monkey
Point
Monkey
Beach

0-15
20-25
20-25
0-5
10-15
35-40
35-40
5-10
35-40
0-5

SUA
2183
SUA
2184
Beta
4226
Beta4222
ANU
2495
Beta
4230
Beta
4231
Beta
4233
Beta
4234
Beta
4232
Beta
4229
Beta
4228

690±80

690±80

260±260

1130±60
500±80
310±70
250±70
950±80
1020±70
780±70
220±70
330±70

680±70
50±80
Modern
Modern
500±80
570±80
340±80
Modern
Modern

640±80

Rowland
1982(b),
1983(c)

410±210
300±150
540±100
580±110
350±200
270±220
410±120

The chronology from the Keppel Islands therefore raises a number of questions which are currently
the focus of debate in Australian archaeology.
The dates from the Keppel Islands might for example support Beaton’s (1985) views that the
Pleistocene coastline was not a focus of occupation and that the dates are real and reflect a time-lag
in the development of coastal economies. However, it is unlikely that people overlooked such
resources. It is also not necessarily the case as Beaton suggests that coastal resources themselves
would have taken some time to establish. Finally, it is probable that coastal erosion, cyclones and
minor sea-level rises may have destroyed many sites, particularly early ones (Rowland 1983, 1989,
1999).
Likewise, while Lourandos (1985, 1997) has made a strong case for ‘intensification’ - i.e. the
development of social complexity and the increasing use of marginal environments - to account for
the increase in the number of recent sites on the offshore islands (such as South Keppel) and
elsewhere, his arguments can be questioned on the same grounds as above (Rowland 1983, 1989,
1999).
Whatever the outcome of these ongoing debates it is clear that the sites on the Keppel Islands can
contribute substantially to their resolution.
The dates from the Keppel Islands also raise some internal problems. For example - why was North
Keppel Island occupied from 4,200 years ago, when South Keppel does not appear to have been
occupied until the last 1,000 years or less? What are the significance of the changes in exploitation
patterns at Mazie Bay after 3,500 years?
Answers to these questions may not only lead to an understanding of changes in Aboriginal culture
through time, but also a better scientific understanding of environmental changes at this period.
6.2

RESOURCE USE - DIET

Neither ethnohistoric sources, nor the archaeological record have so far been able to provide a
Page 76 of 111

comprehensive picture of the economic adaptations made by the Woppaburra. Ethnohistoric
sources tend to favour unique or male dominated activities, while archaeological studies reveal the
importance of shellfish, fish and mammals but remain largely silent on plant use. Also
unfortunately while the extensive excavations at Mazie Bay have provided a range of shell, bone
and other remains the sites on South Keppel which were more disturbed, less intensively excavated
and were of limited time depth, have provided less comparative data. Furthermore, not all analyses
are complete so only a partial picture can be presented.
6.2.1

Flora

The Keppel Islands comprise two major land systems - the Shoalwater Group and the Coastal Lands
Group. The Shoalwater Group comprises the major part of the islands and includes grasslands,
heathlands, low closed woodlands and open dry sclerophyll forest with the only major structural
group missing being rainforest. Coastal lands include intertidal mangrove closed woodlands and
supratidal marshes, heathlands and grasslands on foredune landforms and open/closed forests and
woodlands (Creighton 1984). Most major vegetative structural communities are therefore present
on the islands and these contain at least 197 species of plants representing 61 families, of which at
least 57 species are documented Aboriginal foods. Roth (1898) lists the broad-leaved apple tree,
the rough leaved fig, wild plum, wild cherry, white currant, scrub honey-suckle, pandanus and grass
tree as being used by the Keppel Islanders, but many others could have been used including some
potential staples (see Table 6.2).
Table 6.2:

Keppel Island Potential Vegetable Food Staples

Family
Dennistaedtiaceae

Species
Pteridium esculentum

Avicenniaceae

Avicennia eucalyptifola

Convolulaceae
Gyperaceae

Ipomoea pres-caprae
Gahnia aspera

Leguminosae
Malvaceae

Vigna-marina
Hibiscus tiliaceus

Orchidaceae

Dendrobium discolour

Palmae

Geodorum densiflorum
Livistonia decipiens

Pandanaceae

Pandanus sp

Portulacaceae

Portulaca australis

Rhizophoraceae

Phizophora stylosa

Use
Rhizome is eaten raw or
roasted
‘Fruit’ of both species
eaten after preparation. It
may be baked, rinsed, then
eaten as much and/or
starchy residue collected as
a kind of flour for ‘damper
Root roasted and eaten
Nuts pounded to produce
flour
Roots eaten
Young leaves, shoots and
flowers
eaten
without
preparation
Psudobulbs eaten with
preparation
Tubers eaten
New shoots of leaves eaten
(‘Cabbage’)
Nut kernel eaten without
preparation, entire fruit
baked, soaked in water,
pounded etc to obtain food.
Young parts of leaves may
be eaten.
Rootstock roasted and
eaten
Radicle may be eatenhusked, rinsed then eaten as
mush and/or starch residual
collected as a kind of flour
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Possible Level of Use
Seasonal (?) staple
Occasional staples

Staple
Staple
Staple
Staple
Part-staple
Part-staple
Staple-North Keppel
Staple

Part-staple
Staple-Great Keppel

Xanthorrhoeaceae

Lomandra longertiflora
Xanthorrhoea media

for damper
Leaf bases eaten raw,
flowers also eaten.
Young shoots and base
eaten raw or roasted.

Part-staple
Staple

See Creighton 1984 for a
full list of vegetable foods.

Archaeological excavations have to date revealed no evidence of plant use. However the presence
of grindstones and anvil and hammerstones may infer the grinding of seeds and pounding of roots
or nuts. More sophisticated microscopic use-wear analysis on stone artefacts from the islands may
provide more details in the future. Some of the sites on the island may also provide sediments that
could be analysed by froth flotation techniques to reveal plant remains.
6.2.2 Fauna
Terrestrial mammals and reptiles are present (bats, sand goanna, blue-tongued lizard, common tree
snake, carpet python) but limited in diversity and numbers. Wallabies and koalas may have been
present in the past (Creighton 1984:20). Koalas are thought to have been present but wiped out by
land clearing operations in the 1960’s. If they were present in the past it could be assumed they
formed part of the Woppaburra diet. A small population of macropods such as wallabies could also
have survived on the island after the sea-levels rose and may have contributed to the Woppaburra
diet. Human predation on a small population however would have brought about their rapid
extinction. For example, on Timana Island (off Dunk Island) Banfield (1977:51) records that
wallabies were wiped out by one large scale Aboriginal hunting party.
Unfortunately bone samples from the Keppels have so far been limited and undiagnostic and not all
analyses are complete so that these issues cannot be resolved. Further excavations or surface
collections may provide more details on the range of fauna exploited.
6.2.3 Avifauna
At least 41 species of birds have been recorded on the Keppel Islands, of which at least 29 are
known to nest there (Creighton 1984:141-143, Table A2-1). Some species would undoubtedly have
been exploited as food, some as a source of eggs and some may have provided feathers for
ceremonial purposes. Unfortunately again samples have so far been small, fragmented and
undiagnostic.
6.2.4

Marine Mammals

Marine mammals include Dugong; and the sea-grass (Halodule univervis) on which they feed is
present at Considine Beach (NK) and Putneys, Fishermans and Monkeys Beach (SK) though in
limited quantities. Due to the limited extent of the sea-grass beds Creighton (1984:130) suggests
that dugong would not have been more than an opportunist and seasonally irregular food supply for
the Woppaburra. However Hermes (1984:5) was informed that sea-grass had been more extensive
prior to the increase in pleasure craft and trawlers around the islands. Dugong bone has not yet
been recognised in the excavated samples or from surface collections.
Turtles nest on the island and include green turtle (Chelonia myas), loggerhead (Caretta caretta),
hawksbill (Eretmocheys imbricata) and leatherback (Dermachelys cariacea) (Creighton 1984:21).
Turtle bone is distributed throughout the excavated sequence at Mazie Bay and was apparent at a
number of the sites on both North and South Keppel.
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6.2.5

Fish

Fish are represented by over 1,000 species in reef waters generally, but those surrounding the
Keppel Islands are not specifically known (Carcasson 1977). However the number of fish species
available is likely to have been numerous. Sand Whiting (Sillago ciliata) have been identified as
the dominant species present in the upper layers at Mazie Bay along with Barramundi (Lates
calcarifer), snapper (Chrysophrys auratus), Slatey (Plectorhynchus pictus) and Red Emperor
(Lutjanus sebae). Also present was a Subridae either the Blue Tuskfish (Choerodon albigena) or
Black Spotted Tuskfish (Choerodon schoenleinii).
The fish remains in the lower layers of Mazie Bay (pre 3,500 BP) have unfortunately not yet been
identified but are different to those in the upper layers.
When these are identified some significant statements should be possible concerning changes in
fishing technology and strategies. In particular, the introduction or development of the crescentic
fishhook should be able to be identified with more precision.
Fish remains from sites on South Keppel Island are few and fragmented and have not yet been
identified. Nevertheless fish would undoubtedly have been a major component of the Woppaburra
diet with many distinct habitats - estuarine/tidal creeks, inshore and offshore zones - providing a
range of species. Rock pools would also have provided opportunistic catches. On the coralline
platforms of Clam Bay and Mazie Bay large schools of Blue-tailed Mullet (Valamugil seheli) have
been observed feeding on incoming tides in water less than 25cm deep where they could have been
easily netted or speared.
Fish must have been far more important in the Woppaburra diet than is so far demonstrated in the
archaeological record. It is therefore important that sites that exist on the islands are retained in situ
so that in the future excavations can resolve this issue. The development or introduction of
fishhooks in Australia is an important issue which could be resolved by further analysis of this
nature.

Fishhook and twine from the Keppel Islands in the Australian Museum
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6.2.6

Molluscs

Molluscs are represented by a full range of ecological zones - tidal creeks, inshore muddy to sandy
substrates, rock platforms, reef boulders, coral platforms, reefs - and the species are numerous and
abundant (Creighton 1984:144-148, Table A2-2).
Molluscs are the dominant component (apart from stone) of all sites on the Keppels. It must be
remembered however that they were probably not the dominant component of the diet, the
carbonate shells simply survive better than bone or plant remains.
The predominant shellfish in all sites is rock oyster (Crassostrea amasa). In the pre 3,500 BP
deposits at Mazie Bay the mud oyster Pinctada sugillata predominates over rock oysters. P.
sugillata is present in some sites on South Keppel Island but is less common. P. sugillata is today
not common on the Keppels (Creighton 1984:138) raising the question as to whether they were
over-exploited or whether environmental conditions have changed. This question is currently not
resolvable but could be investigated further by excavations of sites on both North and South
Keppel. Other dominant molluscs in the middens on both islands include the Neritidae (especially
N. undata, N. polita, N. costata, N. lineata), the faded sunset shell (Asaphis deflorata), Dicanthais
orbita, Mondonta labia, the Squat Turban (Turbo cinereus) and in the upper few centimetres of
most sites the chiton (Acanthoplura spinosa). Many other shellfish are also present in the middens,
though not all of these have so far been identified. Some may have found their way into the
middens other than as a food source. For example, the Barnacle Tetraclita purpurascens is
relatively common, but may have been attached to rock oysters or the lumps of ‘island’ stone on
which the rock oysters were brought to the site.
6.3

RESOURCE USE - TECHNOLOGY

6.3.1 Stone artefacts
Stone artefacts are abundant on all sites on the Keppel Islands. However the number of identifiable
stone tools are relatively few compared with mainland assemblages. There are three possible
reasons for this.
Firstly, much of the stone material may have been brought to the site for purposes other than the
manufacture of stone tools. For example, Roth (1901(3):8) notes that dugong turtle and large fish
were baked with the aid of heated stones and also that women played a game with stones (Roth
1902(4):13).
Morris (1989:34-35) also notes that the Keppel Islanders:
… use to keep oysters alive. After they cut clumps of oysters from the rocks, they carried them to rock pools
close to their camps. By this method they had a permanent supply of live rock oysters handy whenever they
wanted them. The clumps were thrown into the open campfires. The heat not only cooked the oysters but made
the removal of the oyster lids easy and separated the individual oyster for distribution. When the natives finished
with the empty shells they threw them in heaps near their campsite.

This process would account for some of the amorphous ‘island’ stone (mudstone, siltstone,
sandstone) found at the sites and is demonstrated in the presence of a number of pieces of stone
with oyster still attached (see Horsfall 1980:73 Plate 9 for example). Similar stone was used for
hearths and for anchoring bark around huts (Rowland 1980).
Secondly, fine-grained stone suitable for stone working on the island may have been limited.
Kirkegaard (et al 1970) indicate that North and South Keppel are comprised predominately of
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quartz, greywacke and mudstone which are not highly suited to stone tool manufacture. However
their survey was not comprehensive and archaeological surveys have noted two basalt flows on
Great Keppel Island between Big Sandhills Beach and Little Peninsula, while banded purple
rhyolite has been noted near Putney Beach. Support for the view that fine-grained stone may have
been limited comes from Roth (1898) who notes that stone ‘knives’ and tomahawks were unknown
on the Keppels and that instead, any sharp conveniently sized piece of rock was used for the
manufacture of wooden implements, which were finished off with shell scrapers. Nevertheless
artefacts of silcrete, chert and rhyolite have been recorded on the island and the origin of these may
be from local, small, as yet unlocated sources or alternatively may be imports from the mainland.
The few silcrete artefacts present would almost certainly have been imported from the mainland.
Finally, and at least partly as a corollary of the above, stone may have been relatively unimportant
to the Keppel Islanders. Many island cultures used shell and bone for the manufacture of artefacts
and used these materials as artefacts in their own right. For example, the Keppel Islanders used
shell as scrapers, turtle shell and coconut shell for fishhooks, cuttle fish for cutting hair, wooden
digging sticks, bark strippers and oyster openers, harpoons, darts and barbs, bark for huts,
containers and canoes and fibre for nets, baskets and fishing lines. Most of these could have been
manufactured with the aid of the quartz or quartzite available on the island, a material which is
difficult to work into a form that is easily identifiable by archaeologists as stone tools.
The stone artefacts present on sites on the Keppels therefore remain of major significance for a
number of reasons: i.e. to what extent was local stone used in the manufacture of stone tools?
What quantities of stone at the sites was used for stone tool manufacture and what was used for
other purposes? How much stone was imported to the island? Were finished artefacts traded
instead? To what extent were shell, wood and fibre used in place of stone? and so on. A detailed
geological survey of the islands and more detailed analysis of the stone collections from the various
sites will be required before these questions can be answered. Even at this stage however it appears
that the use of stone may have been limited and that alternatives may have been used, making the
Keppel Islands again a unique context in which to study a relatively isolated island or marine
adapted population.
6.3.2

Fishhooks

In 1980 Rowland (1980:13) I reported that a shell fishhook and disc had been located in the
excavated samples from Mazie Bay and surmised on the basis of stratigraphic evidence that these
could date to between 3,000-2,500 BP. Subsequently, radiocarbon dates were obtained from the
sequence at Mazie Bay which places the fishhook and disc within the last 1,000 years (Rowland
1981:68). Nevertheless it could be considered unlikely that the earliest fishhook in the site had
been located and further analysis of the types of fish caught may help to resolve this. It can be
noted that the fishhook from Mazie Bay is the only dated example from the Queensland coast and is
marginally earlier than those from the Sydney area.
As noted in Section 4.2.2.2 Massola (1956:15) has proposed that the type of hooks found on the
Keppel Islands may have been imported from Melanesia along with a suite of other items such as
canoes and harpoons.
There is increasing support for the view that fishhooks or more likely, the idea of fishhooks was
introduced from the north and the Keppel Islands may represent the southern extension for these
and a number of other traits (Walters 1988). The sites on the islands therefore remain of
considerable importance in testing these hypotheses.
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7.

DOCUMENTARY AND ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE

7.0

INTRODUCTION

There is no comparable group of islands on the Queensland coast, and few in Australia generally,
where the extent and range of documentary and archaeological evidence is so extensive (though see
Barker 2004 for the Whitsunday Islands). While this in itself is significant, a much broader picture of
the archaeological significance of the Keppel Islands is now presented. As alluded to in Section 1 the
assessment of archaeological significance is a complex issue and one which I will not elaborate on
further here. The Australian Heritage Commission Act 1975 provides eight criteria for assessing the
national significance of a place and these are the criteria used in this report (see Table 7.1). It must
also be noted however that places can have local and regional significance and these levels of
significance will also be addressed. It is also noted that the Aboriginal Heritage Act 2003 makes it the
responsibility of the Aboriginal party to identify what is significant cultural heritage (see below).
Nevertheless, the Australian Heritage Commission criteria provide a way of providing an overall
narrative of significance. In this Section an overall review of the significance of the documentary and
archaeological evidence is presented, while in Section 9 individual sites are addressed and
recommendations made.
Table 7.1:

Australian Heritage Commission Criteria for assessing national significance

Criterion A:
Its importance in the course, or
pattern, of Australia's natural or
cultural history

A.1

A2

importance in the evolution of Australian flora, fauna, landscapes
or climate
importance in maintaining existing processes or natural systems at
the regional or national scale
importance in exhibiting unusual richness or diversity of flora,
fauna, landscapes or cultural features

A3

Criterion B:
Its possession of uncommon, rare or
endangered aspects of Australia's
natural or cultural history

Criterion C:
Its potential to yield information
that will contribute to an
understanding of Australia's natural
or cultural history

Criterion D:
Its importance in demonstrating the
principal characteristics of:
(I)

A

class

of

Australia's

A4
B1

B2
C1

importance for association with events, developments of cultural
phases which have had a significant role in the human occupation
and evolution of the nation, State, region or community

importance for rare, endangered or uncommon flora, fauna,
communities, ecosystems, natural landscapes or phenomena, or as
wilderness
importance in demonstrating a distinctive way of life, custom,
process, land use, function or design no longer practised, in danger
of being lost, or of exceptional interest
importance for information contributing to a wider understanding
of Australian natural history, by virtue of its use as a research site,
teaching site, type locality, reference or benchmark site
importance for information contributing to a wider understanding
of the history of human occupation of Australia

C2
D1

importance in demonstrating the principal characteristics of the
range of landscapes, environments, ecosystems, the attributes of
which identify them as being characteristic of their class
importance in demonstrating the principle characteristics of the
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range of human activities in the Australian environment (including
way of life, custom, process, land use, function, design or
technique)

natural or cultural places; or
(II)
A class of Australia's
natural or cultural environments
Criterion E:
Its
importance
in
exhibiting
particular aesthetic characteristics
valued by a community or cultural
group
Criterion F:
Its importance in demonstrating a
high degree of creative or technical
achievement at a particular period
Criterion G:
Its strong or special associations
with a particular community or
cultural group for social, cultural or
spiritual reasons
Criterion H:
Its special association with the life or
works of a person, or group of
persons, of importance in Australia's
natural or cultural history

7.1

D2
E1

importance for a community for aesthetic characteristics held in
high esteem or otherwise valued by the community

F1

importance for technical, creative, design or artistic excellence,
innovation or achievement

G1

importance as a place highly valued by a community for reasons of
religious, spiritual, symbolic, cultural, educational or social
associations

H1

importance for close associations with individuals whose activities
have been significant within the history of the nation, State or
region

ABORIGINAL SIGNIFICANCE

As demonstrated in Section 2 there is a considerable volume of documentary evidence relating to the
Keppel Islanders and there is a clear link for example between Canomie Richards and the Keppel
Island descendants. The Keppel Islands and the archaeological sites on them are therefore of
considerable significance to these people (Criterion G of the Australian Heritage Commission). They
therefore have a legitimate right to be involved in any discussions on the conservation and
management of sites on the island.
In Queensland the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003 recognizes Aboriginal people as the
primary guardians, keepers and knowledge holders of their cultural heritage. The legislation
recognizes Aboriginal ownership of human remains wherever held. The legislation also recognizes
Aboriginal ownership of secret and sacred material currently held in State collections (such as the
Queensland Museum). Aboriginal ownership of cultural heritage removed from land under Cultural
Heritage Management Plans and other agreements are also recognized. Residual ownership
(custodianship) of any other cultural heritage resides in the State to ensure protection of heritage on
freehold land.
The legislation provides blanket protection for areas and objects of significance to Aboriginal
people in accordance with their tradition or history. Cultural heritage includes evidence of the
occupation of Queensland of cultural, historical or archaeological significance. For an area to be a
significant area it is not necessary for the area to contain markings or other physical evidence
indicating occupation.
All persons have a Duty of Care to take all reasonable and practical measures to avoid harming
cultural heritage and penalties enforce the duty of care. Duty of Care guidelines have been gazetted
to assist people in making land use decisions.
Aboriginal Parties have primary responsibility for identifying and assessing cultural heritage. An
Aboriginal Party is defined as a Registered Native Title Holder or Claimant, including where a
native title claim fails or where native title is extinguished (unless someone else becomes registered
as a native title party). In the absence of a native title party, it is the person recognized in
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accordance with tradition or law as having responsibility for the area or object. Alternatively, if the
Aboriginal parties agree they can seek State recognition as an Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Body to
act as a “post box” to identify the traditional owners in particular areas.
Registration of Aboriginal cultural heritage of significance is undertaken by completing a Cultural
Heritage Study approved under the Act. Assessment of traditional/historical significance of cultural
heritage is the responsibility of the Aboriginal Party. The results of the assessment are registered by
the State so long as they are consistent with anthropological, biogeographical, historical or
archaeological information. Registration involves a process not a re-assessment of significance
(which is the responsibility of the Aboriginal party). Objections to registration of a study are made
to the Land and Resources Tribunal. The Land and Resources Tribunal make a recommendation to
the Minister in respect to registration.
Cultural Heritage Management Plans are required for certain high level impact activities (e.g. where
an Environmental Impact Statement is required under legislation; where a material change in use is
proposed over registered cultural heritage; or where excavation or relocation of cultural heritage is
proposed). A Cultural Heritage Plan may be initiated voluntarily (e.g. for certainty that duty of care
is met). The Cultural Heritage Management Plan is a four-month process of notification and
negotiation to reach agreement about how the plan will make provision to avoid or minimize harm
to cultural heritage. Access to culturally appropriate mediation by the Indigenous Issues Referee at
the Land and Resources Tribunal is available for agreement on the content of Cultural Heritage
Management Plans. Objections to the content of Cultural Heritage Management Plans can be made
to the Land and Resources Tribunal. The Land and Resources Tribunal make a recommendation to
the Minister. The Minister’s decision is subject to judicial review.
Penalties include: Breach of the Duty of Care or damage to Aboriginal cultural heritage: Maximum
penalties for a Corporation of $750,000 and Individuals $75,000. Additionally Breach of a Stop
Order can invoke a $1.275M penalty. Damage to a registered site/object can result in up to two
years imprisonment. Additionally there are provisions for Orders to make good damage to cultural
heritage.
7.2

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SIGNIFICANCE

As demonstrated in Section 5 there is a great variety of archaeological site types on all the islands in
the Keppel group (Criterion A3 of the Australian Heritage Commission).
The sites on the Keppel Islands have been studied by archaeologists since 1978 and have revealed
results, which have contributed significantly to an understanding of Australian prehistory (Section 6).
The surveys and excavations however have also raised numerous questions that can only be resolved
by further analysis of sites on the islands.
The following discussion summarises the significance of the sites on the Keppel Islands in general,
indicating the appropriate Australian Heritage Commission criteria where applicable. Section 9
provides specific recommendations in respect to each site on the islands.
•

the size of the islands and their populations is considerably smaller than threshold levels suggested
for islands elsewhere in Australia.

•

the population density of these islands was higher than in southern areas of Australia.

•

the capabilities of available watercraft was greater than that suggested elsewhere in Australia.
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•

the Woppaburra appear to have developed specific adaptations to marine resources and an island
ecosystem which is demonstrated in the broad-based exploitation of island resources, the limited
range of stone tools and wide range of other marine based items such as fishhooks, nets and
harpoons.

•

the Woppaburra may have been influenced by Melanesian or Macassan contacts and in fact the
Keppel Islands may have been the southern limit of such contacts (see Section 6).

In respect to the above points sites on the Keppel Islands are particularly significant in terms of
(Criteria B2 and D2 of the Australian Heritage Commission) demonstrating the development of a
marine based economy adapted to a small island group. It is also significant that this adaptation may
in some way have been influenced by external contacts.
Sites on the Keppel Islands are also significant in contributing to several current debates in Australian
prehistory (C2 of the Australian Heritage Commission) including:
•

whether or not there was a ‘time-lag’ in the development of coastal economies.

•

whether the evidence from the Keppel Islands indicates a late Holocene intensification of social
relationships.

•

whether environmental fluctuations had an influence on populations within the Holocene or not.

•

the extent to which internal developments or outside influences affected developments within
Australian prehistory.

•

whether or not the chronology for the Keppels is real or a result of environmental selection
pressures.

Apart from these aspects which are of national significance there are also a range of local and regional
issues which are of significance including:
•

the extent to which the Keppel Island evidence may compare or contrast with that from other
island groups within the Great Barrier Reef Province.

•

the extent and types of contacts with mainland groups.

•
•

the local pattern of environmental changes and adaptations made to those changes.
the nature of resource use on the islands.

In 1978 when archaeological research commenced on the Keppel Islands evidence from offshore
islands elsewhere in Australia implied that the Keppel Group might have been occupied largely on a
seasonal basis as part of the estates of mainland groups, and substantially only within the last 2,000
years. In fact this has not proved to be the case and to the contrary the following significant results
have become apparent:
•

North Keppel Island was occupied shortly after sea-level stabilisation (Mazie Bay).

•

there was a hiatus in occupation at Mazie Bay ca 3,500 BP which has yet to be fully explained,
but environmental changes would seem to have been important.
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•

South Keppel Island does not appear to have been occupied until the last 800 years, but
environmental factors may have removed earlier evidence.

•

the islands appear to have been permanently occupied, at least within the last 800 years.
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8.

CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT POLICY

Given the extensive documentary and archaeological evidence that exists for the Keppel Islands, and
the direct links identified between the people removed from the Island in 1902 and the Keppel Island
descendants, it is proposed that all sites on the Keppel Islands should where possible, be preserved in
situ. Although the documentary evidence and archaeological excavations have provided many
answers about the prehistory of the Keppel Islands this material has also raised many more that should
be addressed in the future. Sites on the Keppel Islands are of significance at a national, local and
regional level (Sections 6 and 7).
Archaeological sites once lost cannot be replaced. Since many have already been lost due to natural
and human processes of erosion and development processes there is all the more reason to maintain
those that currently exist. Nevertheless, it is inevitable that natural processes of erosion will continue
to diminish the resource over time, and that there will also be demands placed on the resource by
archaeologists, tourists and developers. It is with these points in mind that a conservation/
management plan is set out in Section 9.
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9.

CONSERVATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

9.1

ABORIGINAL ISSUES

As demonstrated in Section 2 there is a considerable body of documentary evidence relating to the
Woppaburra; their social organisation, language, physical appearance, material culture and lifestyles.
There is also a direct link between those people removed from the island in 1902 and the Woppaburra
descendants. The Keppel Islands and the archaeological sites on them are therefore of considerable
significance to the Woppaburra descendants. They therefore have a legitimate right to be involved in
any discussions on the conservation and management of sites on the island. This is supported by
Queensland heritage legislation (i.e. Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003)
In recognition of the Woppaburra descendants demonstrated links with the islands broad issues that
need to be discussed include:
•

the renaming of some features (beaches, creeks, hills, etc) or islands according to their traditional
names.

•

the involvement of Woppaburra descendants in economic enterprises on the islands.

•

the involvement of the Woppaburra descendants in the management of sites on the islands.

•

the involvement of the Woppaburra descendants in respect to public education regarding sites on
the islands.

•

The involvement of the Woppaburra descendants in all issues relating to management of the
islands

9.2

ARCHAEOLOGICAL ISSUES

The sites described in this report are listed on the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Database established
under Part 5 Division 1 of the Aboriginal Cultural Heritage Act 2003 and all occupants and users of
the islands should be aware that they have a Duty of Care under Part 3 of the act not to harm cultural
heritage.
Duty of Care guidelines are available from Natural Resources and Water at
http://www.nrw.qld.gov.au/cultural_heritage/pdf/duty_of_care_guidelines.pdf

9.3

SMALL ISLANDS IN THE KEPPEL GROUP

Research undertaken on the Keppel Islands since 1978 did not require intensive surveys of small
islands within the Keppel Island group and for logistical reasons such surveys were not often possible.
In most cases less than an hour or two was spent on any of the islands. The islands have therefore not
been intensively surveyed and their role in the overall use of the islands by the Woppaburra cannot at
this point in time be fully assessed. Full recording and assessment of sites on these islands has yet to
be undertaken (see Section 5 for detailed site descriptions and this Section for map locations).
Corroboree Island
Two small sites were located on this island - an exposure of stone artefacts associated with the
remains of possible fireplaces (JF:A66, GR 832 493) and a point and flake found on the surface
(JF:A67, GR 833 491).
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Conical Island
This island was not visited by an archaeological team. One dunal ridge is evident from air photos that
could contain archaeological deposits.
Pumpkin Island
Two sites were located on this island - a low density scatter of flaked stone and shellfish remains on a
rocky headland on the north-east point of the island (JF:A68, GR 852 449) and a buried deposit (ca
45cm) on the eastern side of the island (JF:A69, GR 848 447).
Sloping Island
One small overhang containing a low density of shellfish remains was located (JF:A70, GR 848 439)
on this island.
Miall Island
One site containing shell and stone was located inland of the foredune landforms on the north-western
corner of the island (JF:A71, GR 846 378).
Middle Island
A site with shell and stone to a depth of 5-10cm was located on a foredune system on the eastern side
of the island (JF:A65, GR 875 361).
Halfway Island
Two small overhangs were located on the southern coast of the island containing shell and the
remains of a possible fireplace (JF:A64, GR 924 327).
Humpy Island
Discontinuous scatters of stone and shell were present throughout the hinedunes of this island and a
concentrated midden occurred at a roughly circular mound at the back of the National Parks toilet
block (JF:A63, GR 922 309).
9.4

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Sites have been located on all the small islands in the Keppel Group that were visited. The function
of these sites in the overall use of the Keppel Islands is unknown. It is probable (apart from Pumpkin
Island and Humpy Island) that the sites located do not represent major campsites. The islands are
small, have limited resources and are lacking in permanent sources of freshwater. They may therefore
represent short-term seasonal camps, transit camps between the major islands or lookout points. They
are therefore important in understanding the overall use of the islands.
Care should be taken not to disturb any of the sites recorded on these islands and the islands should be
surveyed and monitored in more detail as circumstances allow.
9.5

NORTH KEPPEL ISLAND

North Keppel Island is a National Park and therefore the recommendations made below are directed
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in particular to Queensland Parks and Wildlife Service.
Mazie Bay (JF:A60)
The site at Mazie Bay is the most archaeologically significant site in the Keppel Group. It is the
oldest and most continuously occupied open coastal site on the Keppel Islands and indeed on any of
the islands within the Barrier Reef Province. At a depth of 4m it is among a handful of comparable
sites in Australia. With a distinct hiatus in deposits at ca 3,500 BP the site has the potential to
contribute to our understanding of both archaeological and environmental change at that time. The
presence of fishhooks from ca 1,000 BP indicates further changes that have yet to be fully understood.
The site should not be disturbed in any way. The site is well vegetated and little disturbed. It should
be monitored on a regular basis and monitoring should occur immediately after cyclones, fires or
visitation by large groups of people. The site is not recommended for public visitation as there is very
little to see on the surface.
Stockyards Beach (JF:A62)
Although this site is relatively small and apparently shallow (ca 5-10cm) it is one of the few possible
sites on North Keppel Island that are available for comparison with Mazie Bay and with those sites on
South Keppel Island.
The site should not be disturbed and should be monitored on a regular basis and more often if human
or natural impacts increase.

B series trenches Mazie Bay. Top of the shell deposit is ca 3500 years old

Considine Bay Beach (JF:A61)
The relative significance of this site cannot be fully assessed as it has not been systematically
investigated. On the surface shell and stone artefacts are scattered over a wide area. Again it is one of
the few sites on the island able to provide comparisons with Mazie Bay and those sites on South
Keppel.
Any vegetation clearance or other activities by Queensland Parks Service should be monitored by the
Woppaburra representatives and an archaeologist.
Other Sites
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A number of other sites are purported to exist on North Keppel Island but these have not been located
(see Section 5.11.6). Nevertheless other sites are likely to exist.
Small scatters of stone artefacts and/or shellfish remains may be found in most locations and should
be reported to Woppaburra Dreaming. Small rock-shelters containing burials and larger shelters
containing stone artefacts and shell; canoe trees or trees from which bark has been removed for a
variety of purposes are sites that may also be located and should be reported to the Woppaburra
Dreaming.
9.6

SOUTH KEPPEL

South Keppel Island contains a number of sites all of which have the potential to contribute in some
way to a fuller understanding of the use of the islands by the Woppaburra.
Big Peninsula Quarry (JF:B03)
This site is small and generally not accessible. It appears to be a stone-working area which is a site
type that is rare on the island. Its location suggests it would be unsuitable for development as a tourist
attraction. The site should not be disturbed.
Leekes Beach (JF:B06)
Deposits at Leekes Beach are few and scattered and relative to other sites on the island this site
appears to be of less significance. However no systematic sampling of the area has been undertaken.
This site should be left undisturbed.
Svendsen’s Beach (JF:B07 and Site D1 [Hall and Barker])
The low dune between Butterfish Bay and Svendsen’s Beach contained scatters of rock oyster and
stone artefacts. The area appears to have been disturbed by wind and wave action from both sides of
Little Peninsula. The site is therefore of limited significance. However Hall and Barker refer to a
more extensive midden at the northern end of Svendsen’s Beach (Site D1) which begins just inside
the Svendsen’s property boundary and extends south approximately 100m. The area should not be
disturbed.
Big Sandhills Beach (JF:B06 and Site D4 [Hall])
This is an extensive site with occupation deposits to a depth of 20cm. The site appears to be
continuous with exposures that extend throughout an active dune field that extends from Big Sandhills
Beach through to Wreck Beach. This site should not be disturbed and no development should be
allowed in this area.
Wreck Beach (JF:B08)
This is an extensive site with occupation deposits to a depth of 15-30cm. Although deposits are
exposed only at the southern end of the beach adjacent to the creek it is probable that the deposits
extend northward along the beach but have been covered by recent sands. The site should not be
disturbed and no development should be allowed in this area.
Wreck Beach Ex I (JF:A97)
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This is an extensive site with deposits to a depth of 25cm. This site also included the remains of a hut
structure. The site is not easily accessible. The site should not be disturbed and no development
should be allowed in this area.
Wreck Beach Ex II (JF:B01)
This site is small but contained a high density of material. It is generally inaccessible and should not
be disturbed and no development should be allowed in this area.
Behind Big Peninsula (JF:A99 and Site D4 [Hall])
This is an extensive site running through the active dune field from Big Sandhills Beach to Wreck
Beach. The site contains a high percentage of fine-grained artefactual material. The site should not be
disturbed and no development should be allowed in this area.
Monkey Point (JF:A98)
This is a small site but with a high density of material to a depth of 40cm. It also contained evidence
of having been occupied at the time of European contact (clay pipe, bottle glass). The site should not
be disturbed and no development should be allowed in this area. A walkway and signposting has
been developed at the site and this should be monitored on a regular basis.
Monkey Beach (Unregistered)
This site was extensive but contained material to a depth of only 5cm. The site should not be
disturbed and development should not occur in the area.
Clam Bay (JF:B02)
This site is extensive and important in that it contains a different range of resources than other sites on
the island being adjacent to a coralline platform. The site should not be disturbed and no development
should be allowed in this area.
Red Beach (JF:B05)
This site is extensive and highly significant both in terms of its location and in the quantity of worked
stone it contains. The site is not easily accessible. The site should not be disturbed and ⋅no
development should be allowed in the area.
Other Sites
There are persistent claims that burials existed within the vicinity of the current resort. It is also likely
that other remains are to be found (stone artefacts, shells etc) in this area and the resort management
should be made aware of this. Any such findings should be reported to the Woppaburra Dreaming.
Site D2 (Hall and Barker)
This is a rockshelter on the southern side of a rocky outcrop at the southern end of Svendsen’s Beach.
It is reputed to have been a burial cave. The site should not be disturbed.
Clam Bay Ridgelands (Hall and Barker)
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This is a small site (250m x 200m) but contains material to a depth of 50cm. The site should not be
disturbed.
Mt Wyndham Cove
This site was not recorded until 1989 suggesting that it may only recently have been exposed. The
site should not be disturbed.
Site E3 (Hall)
Hall located historical remains associated with the old Lucas’ property at Leekes Creek comprising
the stone floor remains of an outrider hut. This site is of significance to the Keppel Island
descendants. The site should not be disturbed.
E2 Burial Site
Paul and Nellie Richards have claimed a burial site exists inland of Clam Bay in the vicinity of
Leekes Creek. No information is available in regard to this site and Paul and Nellie Richards would
need to be consulted with respect to its location and management.
Little Peninsula
A rusting metal stay exists in one of the shelters at Little Peninsula. Robert Ross used to chain up
‘difficult’ Keppel Islanders in these shelters. This site is of considerable significance to the
Woppaburra descendants and should not be disturbed in any way.
There are also persistent claims of a bora ring at Long Beach but this has not been located. Creighton
(1984) also claimed there were a number of ‘canoe’ trees in the Putney’s Beach and hinedune area but
with the exception of the scared tree reported by Bob Muir these have not been sighted. Artefact
scatters, middens, scarred trees, burial shelters and other sites may yet be located on the islands and
these should be reported to the Woppaburra Dreaming.
9.7

PUBLIC EDUCATION

The majority of sites in the eastern sector of the island are not easily accessible to tourists from the
Western sector of the island. However, visitation by people in small boats is likely. Given the
likelihood of limited visitation it is recommended that no signposting or public awareness of these
sites is made at this time. The site at Monkey Point which has been developed for public visitation
should be monitored on a regular basis.
Woppaburra Dreaming should liaise with tourist operators on the island, Queensland Parks Service,
the Great Barrier Reef Marine Park Authority and other interested parties on producing an updated
version of the pamphlet ‘Island Living on the Keppels. A 4,000 year long tradition’. Information
exists within this report and Creighton (1984) to provide comprehensive information for a number of
fact sheets and other interpretive matters.
9.8

MONITORING AND MANAGEMENT

Public visitation to sites on the eastern sector of the island is likely to be limited. Goats have and will
continue to have a substantial impact on the sites by removing vegetation. Substantial damage may
occur to sites following storms, cyclones and ‘greenhouse effect’ impacts. Goats should be removed
from the island. The condition of the sites should be reviewed on a regular basis to determine the
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impact of human visitation and natural erosion. This should be done on a more regular basis if
conditions require i.e. the passage of a cyclone across the island.
From 2007 with the handover of parcels of land to the Woppaburra descendants they will be in a
position to make more direct decisions about the cultural heritage on those parcels of land than they
have previously been in a position to do. In making decisions about those parcels of land they will
need to develop polices that are economically viable in the long term, environmentally sustainable,
consistent with both theirs and the wider community’s values and institutions and involve full
community involvement. It is a considerable challenge and we wish them well.
9.9

REVIEW

The first overview report on the Keppel Islands was written in 1992 and it was recommended that it
be reviewed ten years after that report. The current report is thus 5 years behind schedule. Again it is
recommended that the current report be reviewed and updated in 10 years time.

Bob Muir and the author on South Keppel Island December 2006
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APPENDIX A
Act 1992

Leeke Homestead Register of the Queensland Estate Queensland Heritage

Place ID

601216

Status

Permanent Entry

Address

Great (South) Keppel Island

Town/Suburb

GREAT KEPPEL ISLAND

LGA

LIVINGSTONE SHIRE COUNCIL

Theme

Developing primary production

Theme

Struggling with remoteness, hardship and failure

Theme

Living in the country and rural settlements

Significance
Leeke Homestead is important in demonstrating the evolution of Queensland’s history, being a representation of the
development of Great Keppel Island. The Homestead is a part of the story of attempts to establish viable pastoral
operations on the island through the violent displacement of the indigenous population. The Homestead is the only
remaining physical link between the 4000 years of Woppaburra occupation and the tourist development that now
dominates the island. Leeke Homestead illustrates the tenacity and determination of Lizzie Leeke in staying on the island
for so long, tolerating isolation and flouting social convention in order to live the independent life of her choosing.
Leeke Homestead demonstrates the principal characteristics of an isolated island residence. Built by the owner, at a time
when the transport of materials was difficult and skilled labour was unavailable, Leeke Homestead is distinctive as an
example of the kinds of dwellings erected under such circumstances in remote locations along the Queensland coast. Leeke
Homestead is of aesthetic significance, due to its setting among Hoop Pines and fig trees on a high point of the island. The
simple design and rudimentary construction techniques contribute to its aesthetic qualities and assist in the integration of
the house in the landscape.
History
Leeke Homestead, constructed c.1922-24 is a basic, timber and corrugated iron residence located on Great Keppel Island,
near Yeppoon. The house was the home of Lizzie Leeke (formerly O’Neill) who lived on the island from 1922 until 1945.
She originally moved to Great Keppel from Gladstone with her husband Michael O’Neill and they depastured sheep on the
island from 1918 when they purchased the pastoral lease on the island. The O’Neills were by no means pioneers of the
island, Great Keppel had been occupied by Europeans for over fifty years by the time they took up the lease. In these fifty
years, dramatic and tragic events had already occurred in order to enable white occupation of the islands.
Cook sailed into Keppel Bay in 1770 and named the bay and islands after his superior in England, Rear Admiral Augustus
Keppel. There were subsequent visits by other exploratory parties, however, white exploitation of Great Keppel Island
began in earnest in 1866. Prominent Central Queensland squatter, Robert Ross, obtained leases over both Great Keppel and
North Keppel Islands “from year to year and not exceeding five years” in partnership with C.E Beddome and Sir Arthur
Palmer (MLA for Port Curtis, 1866-78 and Minister for Lands 1866-69). Over the next year, Ross began to “prepare” the
island as a cattle property by driving 84 indigenous people into a cave and murdering them. In 1882, Ross acquired secure
tenure for Great Keppel Island through land dummying, and depastured 4000 sheep on the island.
W. T Wyndham became stockkeeper for Ross and declared himself the first European to live permanently on the island.
Despite his association with Ross, who was justifiably feared by the Aborigines, Wyndham was able to establish a good
relationship with the Keppel Islanders. He had previously worked for Dr Walter Roth, the Northern Protector of
Aborigines and had lived previously with Aboriginal people in New South Wales. Wyndham was a remarkable man who
went on to make his home at Boyne Island, near Gladstone. He spoke a number of Aboriginal languages and recorded
much valuable anthropological data in his diaries. On the island, Mount Wyndham and Wyndham Cove are named for
him, his grave on Boyne Island, near Gladstone, is entered in the Queensland Heritage Register [601811].
In September 1883, Ross came across to Great Keppel and kidnapped seven men and twenty three women and children by
luring them onto a boat with the promise of food. Wyndham resigned and told the story to the “Queensland Figaro” which
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ran the story titled, “Kidnapping Keppel Island Blacks.” A public battle of claims and counter-claims followed. Years later,
Dr W Roth, using Wyndham’s diaries and his own observations, stated that “human lives were sacrificed for sheep”.
Ross died in 1893 and his family nearly lost control of the islands until his brother Colin re-acquired the lease. James
Lucas came to the island with his family and took up as stockkeeper, soon acquiring a reputation for cruelty and
maltreatment of the remaining Keppel Islanders. By this time, the run had a two-roomed weatherboard house, a small
shearing shed and several small fenced sheepyards. This house is not the Leeke Homestead and was located closer to the
creek. The shearing shed, however, was subsequently used by Lizzie. By 1902, Meston, the Southern Protector of
Aborigines had removed the remaining Keppel Islanders to government reserves, including the one at Fraser Island.
Lucas, who had acquired the leases from the Ross family, forfeited them in 1903. For many years after the removal of the
Aborigines, the Keppel Islands attracted little interest. They were used mainly by boating parties and although several
leases were issued, no stock was depastured and nor did anyone live on the island before the 1920s. The grazing lease for
Great Keppel, covering almost the entire island was transferred to Michael O’Neill in 1918. O’Neill, who had several farm
properties near Gladstone, unsuccessfully sought a more secure tenure than occupation licence through the support of
George Carter MLA. O’Neill had depastured 1500 merino sheep upon taking up the lease and he and Lizzie moved to the
island to live permanently in 1922, however, O’Neill died soon after in early 1923. Lizzie stayed on and “remained as a
resolute and colourful character on the island for twenty-three years.”
In October 1924, she married Ralph Leeke, a young fisherman from Keppel Sands. Lizzie continued to run sheep on the
island and Ralph worked as a fisherman - they were considered an eccentric couple, not least because Lizzie was about 17
years older than Ralph. There is uncertainty about whether it was Leeke or O’Neill who built the homestead. Accounts
from the Leeke family claim that Ralph took a barge to his home in Keppel Sands, dismantled the house and shipped it
back to the island. He landed at the shearing shed and carried the material up the hill and re-built the house. The shearing
shed remained from previous lease-holders, however, a new site was chosen for the homestead. Other accounts claim that
O’ Neill built the homestead before he died.
Bill Leeke, Ralph’s nephew, spent many holidays on the island in the 1920s and 30s. He remembered the homestead thus:
I slept on the verandah of the Homestead on a stretcher bed. The bed had a spread made of possum skins lined with a cloth
material. It crackled a bit when you sat on it. Possums were declared a pest and the Government paid a shilling a skin. The
floor of the house was littered with possum skin rugs. The windows in the front of the house looking onto the verandah had
curtains and the doorways had hanging screens made from reeds that grew in the salt pan and along the creek. There was a
small parlour with lace cloths on occasional tables with pieces of coral and rare shells. The kitchen was at the back of the
house and that is where we ate. Although the house was built of corrugated iron it had a woman’s touch and always
seemed cool and homely to me.
In 1933 Ralph left Lizzie and the island and Lizzie was left by herself to run the stock. The mid 1930s saw the beginning
of a greater public use of the island, Fisherman’s Beach was regularly being used by people as a camping area for various
lengths of time. With the increase in the number of visitors to the island, stories of Lizzie and her life on the island became
more common. Comments were often made of the physical and mental toughness of the woman to be able to not only
survive on the island, but to also run the sheep successfully. Apart from shearing time when a shearer and wool classer
would come to the island, the only help she had was from her two dogs.
Lizzie sold the lease in 1945 and died on the mainland a few years later. The lease passed through several hands and it
appears that the homestead was never lived in permanently again as consequent lease holders built other houses on the
island. In 1971, the grazing lease and the homestead were sold to the resort management at the time. The resort
management retain tenure of the property. The shearing shed has been re-built and the homestead has been repaired and
partly furnished and interpreted as Lizzie’s home. Visits to the homestead are offered as an activity for guests at the resort.
Description
Leeke Homestead is located on Great Keppel Island, east of Yeppoon. The Homestead is on the northern side of the island
on a hillside overlooking tidal mangrove plains and Leeke’s Beach beyond. The homestead is accessible by 4wd vehicle or
walking. A simple timberlog fence defines the boundary around the homestead paddock. The house is sheltered by large
spreading fig trees with several large, weatherbeaten Hoop Pines and Date Palms scattered throughout the yard. A number
of recent, ancillary buildings are also located within this paddock.

The homestead is a simple square plan building with a pyramidal roof form without eaves. it is elevated on short timber
stumps. Both the walls and roof are clad with corrugated iron, with some sections of weatherboards including those lining
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a small verandah on the north-west side of the house. This verandah has cross-braced balustrades, effectively the only
external “decoration” on the house.
Internally, the house has six rooms. Floors throughout are wide boards of rough-sawn timber and walls and ceilings are
lined with painted plywood with coverstrips. The former kitchen is located on the eastern side of the building with a large
stove recess that used to accommodate a wood stove. The recess is clad externally with corrugated iron and has a
galvanised steel flue. A recent kitchen and bathroom has been fitted in a small room in the north-east corner off the
kitchen, that was previously a small bedroom (where Bill Leeke used to sleep as a boy). The largest interior space is the
living room which is now furnished with a few pieces of period furniture and has framed family pictures on the walls. A
small store room is located on the southern side of the living space, adjacent to the large bedroom. The largest bedroom is
L-shaped in plan and has vinyl floor sheeting. The only internal doors are to the store room and bedroom. Windows
throughout the house are double-hung, unpainted timber sashes.
The woolshed is constructed on the tidal plain. It has been recently re-built and has a concrete slab floor, structural timber
frame and galvanised steel cladding.
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APPENDIX B
MATERIAL CULTURAL ITEMS COLLECTED BY W. ROTH FROM
KEPPEL ISLANDS AND PURCHASED (MARCH 1905) BY THE AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM,
SYDNEY
E 13448

Reg no.

Item
Bark stripper (Bungga)

E 13449

Bark stripper

E 13496
E 13497
E 13534

Stone drill (Hafted)
Stone drill
Harpoon with dart and
tackle
Harpoon dart
Harpoon dart
Ligature of human hair
Firesticks
Doll (?)
Doll (?)
Doll (?)
Tortoise shell fishhook and
line
Coconut shell fishhook
Oyster opener
Split cuttle shell for cutting
hair
Forehead circlet

E 13537
E 13538
E 13694
E 13814
E 13815
E 13816
E 13878
E 13879
E 13905
E 13946
E 145542
E 14550
E 14932
E 14972
E 14991

Nautilus shell
circlet
Dilly basket
Fishing net
Fishing net

Description
For removing bark to make
canoes
For removing bark to make
canoes

Reference in Roth
Bulletin 7 Section 1

Bulletin 7, Fig 172(a)
Bulletin 7 Fig 172
Bulletin Fig 5.2

Bulletin Section 155
Bulletins 4 and 8 Plate 1
Bulletins 4 and 8 Plate 1
Bulletins 4 and 8 Plate 1
Bulletin 7 Fig 252
Bulletin 7 253

Formed of threaded pieces
of the fungus Polycarpus
cinnabarincus

forehead
Bulletin 3 Fig 13
(loop)

Material Culture items from the Keppel Islands in the Queensland Museum
Reg No
QE 2324
QE 2378
QE 2379
QE 2380
QE 2652
QE 3110
QE 3111
QE 9351
QE 9352
QE 2630

Item
Cylindro-conical
object
Stone implement
Stone implement
Stone implement
Cylindro-conical
object
Cylindro-conical
object
Cylindro-conical
object
“Yam Stick”
“Yam Stick”
Breastplate

SK

Locality

Donor
D.S. Drain

Date
06.09.23

KI
KI
KI
KI

W.E. Roth
W.E. Roth
W.E. Roth
E.M. Streeton

19.12.03
19.12.03
19.12.03
24.10.24

NK

R.E. Vallis

19.03.29

NK

R.E. Vallis

19.03.29

KI
KI
SK

W.E. Roth
W.E. Roth

09.03.03
09.03.03
14.05.24

Comments
Fibrous stem of
grass tree
Diorite
Diorite
Diorite
Grass tree stem

Pointed each tip
Pointed each tip
See below

The stone implements are described elsewhere in the Queensland Museum flies as:
1. SG3 Rolled stone of diorite. Shows strong signs of pounding at the smaller end and slight evidence at the
larger end. Keppel Island 1897.
2. SG4 Natural somewhat water-worn prism of basalt. Has been used as a mealing stone or rubber on two faces
and less on one end. Keppel Island 1897.
3. SG5 A rolled stone of diorite. Very slight evidence of pounding. I found this used in its longitudinal axis for
opening oysters. Keppel Island 1897.
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Note:
SK=South Keppel
NK=North Keppel
KI=Keppel Island (i.e. not identified to a specific island).
The breastplate measures 186 X 121 mm and has a human hair string rope which is 160mm in length. The rope is very
fragile and is no longer attached to the breastplate. The inscription is ‘ULOWA KING OF WAPPABURRA FOR
SAVING LIFE 10/01/96”. The plate is crescentic in shape, and is slightly convex in the vertical plane. There is a hole
in each apex. The left apex is engraved with a boat in a sea of water, whilst the right apex is engraved with two people
in a sea of water.
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APPENDIX C
SKELETAL MATERIAL FROM THE KEPPEL ISLANDS – W.E.
ROTH COLLECTION AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM, SYDNEY.
Roth No
13

Museum No
E15167

Item1
S

Location2
SK

Sex3
F

Age4
20-30

14
15
16
17
18

E15168
E15169
E151170
E15171
E15172

S
S
S
S
S

NK
NK
NK
NK
NK

M
F
M
M
Juvenile

30-40
30-40
30-40
20-30
6-7

19

E15173

S

NK

M

40-50

20

E15174

S

NK

M

40-50

21

E15175

S

NK

Juvenile

-

22
23
33

E15176
E15177
E15188

S
S
S

NK
NK
SK

Juvenile
M
F

12-15
20-30

34
35

E15188
E15189

S
S

SK
SK

F
M

20-30
30-40

36
87

E15190
E15241

S
S

SK
NK

M
Juvenile

40-50
6-7

Description
Skull from tree-butt grave
(tree burned)
Skull from Shelter Cave
Skull from Shelter Cave
Skull from Shelter Cave
Skull from Shelter. 1897
Skull from Shelter Cave.
1897
Skull from Shelter Cave.
1897.
Skull from Shelter Cave.
1897
Skulls of natives murdered
and left to rot, the remains
were
subsequently
collected and placed in a
cave from whence they
were obtained in 1897
ditto
ditto
Skull from tree-butt grave,
South Keppel Island, 1897.
ditto
Skull of native murdered
and left to rot on beach.
South Keppel Island 1897.
ditto
Skull
(Child)
disarticulated.
North
Keppel Island 1897.

Notes
1.
2.

S=Skull, M=Mandible
NK=North Keppel, SK=South Keppel, KI Keppel Island (i.e. not defined as North or South Keppel).
3. The skeletal remains are discussed in Klaatsch (1908), Hrdlicka (1928), Larnach and Macintosh (1972) and
Pardoe and Donlon (1991). Sex identification is according to Pardoe and Donlon (1991).
4. Age is according to Pardoe and Donlon (1991).

Additional notes:
Other artifacts relating directly to these remains include a dilly bag from North Keppel (AM E15241) and some human
hair from Keppel Island (AM E13694) (see Appendix ).
E15241 (and E15271) Dilly bag burial of juvenile. Such a burial is very rare, particularly as it also contains other
cultural items such as shell and bird bones. The shells were probably made of nautilus shell. Roth noted “on the
Keppel Islands the inhabitants strung together ovate pieces of nautilus shell … and fixed them over the forehead or used
them as a necklace” (Roth 1898:49). The bones wrapped in bark most probably belonged to a Southern Giant Petrel,
Macronectes giganteus (Walter Boles, Australian Museum pers. comm.). The central Queensland coast and Keppel
Islands is about the most northern limit of their distribution in Australia. It is unclear whether the bird bones are grave
goods representing either a meal or a totem or whether they formed part of the contents of someone’s dilly bag and were
unconnected with the burial. Roth (1898:27-28) mentions that in Queensland totem taboos applied to big-game food of
the type more rare and hardest to kill. Roth did not mention taboos on the Keppel’s (Pardoe and Donlon 1991:32).
SKELETAL MATERIAL FROM THE KEPPEL ISLANDS NATIONAL MUSEUM MELBOURNE
Museum
No

Item1

Location2

Sex3

Age4
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Donor

Description

X12920

S

NK

F

17-20

F.O.
Foster
(Rockhampton)
1904

A female skull, Qld Aborigine. A
female skull, unmarried, native of
North Keppel Island, Qld.
Supposed to have been killed by a
member of the Caww … ral (?)
tribe. Cranial Index: 69.4. (see
Hrdlicka 1928).

Notes:
S=Skull, M=Mandible
NK=North Keppel, SK=South Keppel, KI=Keppel Island (i.e. not defined as North or South Keppel).
The skeletal remains are discussed in Klaatsch (1908), Hrdlicka (1928), Larnach and Macintosh (1972).
identification is according to Hrdlicka (1928).
Age is according to Hrdlicka (1928).

Sex

SKELETAL MATERIAL FROM THE KEPPEL ISLANDS – H.A. CRAIG COLLECTION 1926/27 (SEE
ATTACHED CORRESPONDENCE)5 QUEENSLAND MUSEUM, BRISBANE.
Museum
No
PA 44
QE 2825

Item1

Loaction2

Sex3

Age4

Description

S

KI

M

-

PA 48
QE 2830
PA 66
QE 2824
PA 67
QE 2829

S

KI

Juvenile

-

S

KI

F

50-60

S

KI

F

20-30

PA 69
QE 2828

S

KI

F

20-30

PA 70
QE 2826

S

KI

F

30-40

PA 149
QE 2290
PA 150
QE 2381
PA 156
QE 2831
PA 427a
PA 427b
QE 2831

M

KI

M

30-40

M

KI

F

20-30

Cranium only. Max. 3 left molars, 3 right
molars, I premolar, part of 1 canine and 1
incisor.
Part of cranium only. Max. has teeth. Skull with
frontal moiety.
Cranium only. Max. -2 left premolar and 1 loose
molar. Corresp 26/80:104 127:129.
Max-2 left molars, 1 premolar, 1 broken molar, 1
premolar. Mandible – 1 right molar. 2 bullet
holes through skull.
Cranium only. Max 2 left molars, 2 right molars.
(QE 2827 sent to Roy Coll London with H.A.
Craig 3 crania from Springsure).
Cranium only. Skull cracked. Max – 3 left
molars, 1 premolar, 1 broken canine, 2 incisors
(1 broken), 3 right molars, 2 premolars.
1 left molar, 1 premolar, 3 right molars, 1
premolar.
3 left molars, 1 incisor, 3 right molars, 1 incisor.

M

KI

M

-

1 left molar, 1 right premolar.

M
M

KI
KI

M
M

50-60

-

Notes:
S=Skull, M=Mandible
NK=North Keppel, SK=South Keppel, KI= Keppel Island (i.e. not defined as North or South Keppel).
The skeletal remains are discussed in Klaatsch (1908), Hrdlicka (1928), Larnach and Macintosh (1972) and Pardoe and
Donlon (1991). Sex identification is according to Pardoe and Donlon (1991).
Age is according to Pardoe and Donlon (1991).
H.A. Craig requested the Director of the Queensland Museum (Mr Longman) to send a cranium (QM 2827) and
mandible (QM 2831) from the Keppel Island collection to Sir Arthur Keith of the Royal College of Surgeons, London,
England. These remains were sent. The mandible and cranium were from two different individuals. Other requests by
Mr Craig to Mr Longman to send remains to other individuals in Australia and overseas were not fulfilled (Pardoe and
Donlon 1991:7-8).
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APPENDIX D
PUBLICATIONS RELATING TO THE CULTURAL HERITAGE OF
THE KEPPEL ISLAND GROUP
A number of published and unpublished papers and reports have been produced on the Keppel Islands and
these are listed here. Four of the most recent published papers are in Appendix E.
UNPUBLISHED REPORTS

Rowland, M.J. 1980. Report on Archaeological Excavations on South Keppel Island: Sunday, June 15 to Monday, July 14,
1980 (ms with DAIA and Great Barrier Reef Marine Park).
Rowland, M.J. 1992. Conservation Plan for Cultural Heritage Sites on the Keppel Island Group, Central Queensland. A
Report to the Livingstone Shire Council and National Parks and Wildlife Service, Division of Conservation, Department of
Environment and Heritage.
Rowland, M.J., Bob Muir and Brian Muir 1993 Management plans for selected sites on Great Keppel Island and
Recommendations for further investigations. Report to the Central Region, DEH, Rockhampton.
Rowland M. J. 1995 Report on a Trip to the Keppel Island Group December 1995 (ms held with NRW).
MAJOR PUBLICATIONS

Rowland, M.J. 1980. The Keppel Islands - preliminary investigations, Australian Archaeology, 11(1-17).
Rowland, M.J. 1981. Radiocarbon dates for a shell fishhook and disc from Mazie Bay, North Keppel Island, Australian
Archaeology, 15(63-69).
Rowland, M.J. 1982. Keppel Island marine specialists: An adaptation to the Southern Barrier Reef Province. In S.
Bowdler (ed) Coastal Archaeology in Eastern Australia. Proceedings of the 1980 Valla Conference on Australian
Prehistory, pp 114-120, Dept of Prehistory, RSpacS, ANU, Canberra.
Rowland, M.J. 1982. Further radiocarbon dates from the Keppel Islands, Australian Archaeology, 15(43-48).
Rowland, M.J. 1983. A note on corrections to radiocarbon dates from the Keppel Islands, Australian Archaeology, 17(134135).
Rowland, M.J. 1983. Aborigines and environment in Holocene Australia: Changing paradigms, Australian Aboriginal
Studies, 2(62-77).
Rowland, M.J. 1985. Further radiocarbon dates from Mazie Bay, North Keppel Island, Australian Archaeology, 21:113-118.
Rowland, M.J. 1987. The distribution of Aboriginal watercraft on the east coast of Queensland: Implications for culture
contact, Australian Aboriginal Studies, 2:38-45.
Rowland, M.J. 1989. Population increase, intensification or a result of preservation? Explaining site distribution patterns on
the coast of Queensland, Australian Aboriginal Studies 2:32-42.
Rowland, M.J. 1992. Climate Change, sea-level rise and the archaeological record. Australian Archaeology 34:29-33.
Rowland, M.J. 1995 Indigenous water-craft use in Australia. The ‘Big Picture” and small experiments on the Queensland
coast. Bulletin of the Australian Institute for Maritime Archaeology 19 (1):5-18.
Ulm, S. Barker, A Border, B. Hall, J. Lilley, I McNiven I Neal R. Rowland M. 1995 Pre-European coastal settlement and use
of the sea: A view from Queensland. Australian Archaeology 41:24-26.
Rowland, M. J. 1996 Prehistoric archaeology of the Great Barrier Reef Province - Retrospect and prospect. In Veth P. and P.
Hiscock (eds) Archaeology of Northern Australia. Tempus Vol 4 pp191-211. Anthropology Museum University of
Queensland, St. Lucia.
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Rowland, M.J. 1996 Climate change and its impact on Australia’s cultural heritage. In L. Smith and A. Clarke (eds) Issues in
Management Archaeology Tempus Vol 5 pp128-135. Anthropology Museum, University of Queensland, St Lucia.
Rowland, M.J. 1999 Accelerated climate change and Australia’s cultural heritage. Australian Journal of Environmental
Management. 6 (2):109-118.
Rowland, M.J. 1999 The Keppel Islands - ‘a 3000 year’ event revisited. In J. Hall and I. McNiven (eds) Australian Coastal
Archaeology Research Papers in Archaeology and Natural History, No. 31:141-155 ANH Publications, Department of
Archaeology and Natural History, RSPAS, The Australian National University, Canberra.
Rowland, M.J. 1999 Holocene environmental variability: have its impacts been underestimated in Australian pre-History?
The Artefact Vol 22:11-48.
Rowland, M.J. 2002 ‘Crows’, Swimming logs and auditory exostoses: isolation on the Keppel Islands and broader
implications. In Ulm, S. Westcott, C. Reid, J. Ross, A. Lilley, I, Prangnell, J and K. Kirkwood (eds) Barriers, Borders,
Boundaries. Proceedings of the 2001 Australian Archaeological Association Annual Conference. Tempus 7:61-73.
Anthropology Museum, University of Queensland, St. Lucia.
Rowland, M.J. 2004 Myths and non-myths. Frontier ‘Massacres’ in Australian history-The Woppaburra of the Keppel
Islands. Journal of Australian Studies no 81: 1-16.
MINOR PUBLICATIONS

Rowland, M.J. 1979. The prehistory of the Keppel Islands, central Queensland, Anthropological Society of Queensland
Newsletter, No 108(3-5).
Rowland, M.J. 1983. The Keppel Islands. Special Edition, Torres Strait Islander and A.I.A. News.
Rowland, M.J. 1984. Aboriginal fishhooks – superior to the Europeans? Department of Community Services Newsletter, Nov,
p2.
Rowland, M.J. 1985. Aboriginal food resources of the Keppel Islands. Department of Community Services Newsletter, Jan,
p9.
Creighton, C. 1985. Keppel Islands Environmental Survey – A Baseline for Archaeological Reconstructions and Resource
Management.
MacFarlane, I. 1986. Pamphlets – (a) Protecting the Past: A Guide to Planners and Developers and (b) Island Living on the
Keppel’s – A 4,000 Year Long Tradition.
PAPERS PRESENTED AT CONFERENCES, LECTURES, ETC

Presented at Australian Archaeological Association Conference, Valla November, 1980 ‘Keppel Island Marine Specialists’.
Presented at ANZAAS, May 1981 ‘Keppel Island Marine Specialists – Adaptation to the Southern Great Barrier Reef
Province’ and Chairperson – Progress in Queensland Prehistory – Second Session North Queensland.
Presented a talk on Keppel Island Archaeological Research to Aboriginal Access Students, Rockhampton TAFE, June 1981.
Presented at ANZAAS, May, 1982 ‘A ‘3,000 Year Event’ on the Central Queensland Coast: Recognition and implications in
the Archaeological Record’.
Presented a paper Keppel Island Prehistory to Access Students, Rockhampton TAFE, June 1982.
Presented a talk on the Prehistory of the Keppel Islands, September 1982 to Access Students, Rockhampton TAFE.
Presented at 15th Pacific Science Congress Dunedin, New Zealand, February 1983 ‘Archaeology of the Keppel, Percy and
Whitsunday Groups’.
Presented a Relics Recognition Course to Forestry Personnel, Rockhampton, March 1983 and also spoke to Yeppoon State
High School students on Archaeology of the Keppel Islands.
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Preparation and production of a photographic display 5,000 years on the Barrier Reef – Archaeology of the Keppel, Percy and
Whitsunday Islands, 1983.
Presented lecture. Archaeology of Keppel, Whitsunday and Percy Islands, Brisbane Forest Park, July 1984.
Presented paper at the Marine Parks Management Conference, Yeppoon, 13-14 May 1992 – Keppel Islands and CRM.
Attended Australian Coastal Archaeology Symposium: Current Research and future directions. Maroochydore 24-26 Sept
1994. Presented paper entitled Keppel Islands- ‘A 3000 year event’ revisited.
Presented at the Australian Institute for Maritime Archaeology 13th Annual Conference, Queensland Museum 19th Oct 1994.
Australian Indigenous Watercraft: the ‘big’ picture and small experiments on the Queensland coast.
Presented to Wednesday Lunch Club (DEH). Talk entitled The Woppaburra of the Keppel Islands. Aspects of a Cultural
Heritage. Wed 29 Nov 1995.
Presented Talk at the Department of Environment EKKA stand on Indigenous Watercraft. 18 August 1997.
Presented discussion on Radio 4BC on the Keppel Islands. January 1998.
Attended Cultural Heritage Workshop organised by Woppaburra Aboriginal Corporation, North Keppel Island 18th September
1999.
Attended Australian Archaeological Association Annual Conference, Kondari Resort, Hervey Bay, Dec 6-8 2001. Presented
paper in the State of the Discipline session. Presented paper entitled “Crows”, Swimming Logs and Auditory Exostoses- a
reassessment of isolation on the Keppel Islands and broader implications. Presented a paper with Michael Westaway, Luisa
Miceli and Daniel Rayner Sea Change in the Keppel’s? Showed a film entitled Life between the Tides on the Keppel Islands.
Delivered Public Lecture entitled ‘ The Archaeology of the Keppel Islands’ for the opening of National Archaeology Week in
Rockhampton on the 11th May 2003.
Delivered a talk on archaeology in NZ, Fiji and on the Keppel’s to the staff of EPA as part of National Archaeology Week 13th
May 2003.
Presented to Queensland Connections 2004 people, places and collections. 8 Sept Myths and non-myths. Frontier Massacres in
Australian history- an example from the Keppel Islands.
Presented paper Prehistoric island use in the Great Barrier Reef Province, Queensland, Australia at Global Perspectives on the
Archaeology of Islands, University of Auckland, 8-11 December 2004.
Attended the Australian Archaeological association Annual Conference, Fremantle 2005 Sunday 27th to Wednesday 30th
November 2005. Presented paper entitled Islands/Isolation and Post Modern Distortions- Implications for Trade and Exchange.
Attended 2006 Australian Archaeological Conference Beechworth Victoria December 8-10th. Delivered paper entitled ‘We
have your coconuts, now F**k Off! – Islands and Isolation.
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