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Fire damaged double portrait (detail)
before and after treatment

Fig. 3 and Fig. 4
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and conference proceedings spanning from early 1970s until the early 1990s

Excepts fromICOM-CC triennials preprints




Lucio Fontana: "Concetto spaziale". 1967.

Cm. 106 x 118)

('Buchi' dans acrylique bleu sur toile.
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3.2.7
damage

non-beneficial alteration

Note 1 to entry: Although damage is non-benefi-
cial to the object, it may sometimes be considered
as broadening significance, e.g. traces of war on
an object.

Note 2 to entry: According to the context, the
French terms “dégradation” and “"déterioration”
can also be used to describe a complete worsening
of condition, possibly intentional.

H, J. Plendetleith, 1943

Preservation of Museum objects in War-Time

British Standards Institution

Main General Terms and Definitions

3.2.7
altération
dégradation
désordre
pathologie
détérioration
dommage
dégat

modification de I'état non bénéfique

94 NATURE

PRESERVATION OF MUSEUM
OBJECTS IN WAR-TIME"
By Dr. H. J. PLENDERLEITH

Research Laboratory, British Mus2um

HE care of the national treasures in museums
and galleries is a very great responsibility at
any time, but particularly so in war-time. Whatever
the nature and size of the collection, modern warfare
presents the curator with a two-fold problem,
involving, first of all, measures to circumvent the
immediate disaster of bombing and, secondly, measures
to prevent the gradual deterioration which is so
often the accompaniment of prolonged storage.
Early in the War of 191418, as the staffs of
museums became depleted, it seemed likely that

CAUSES OF DAMAGE TO MUSEUM OBJECTS
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museum specimens might suffer more from the lack
of expert attention than from high explosives, aerial
warfare being at this time in its infancy. But in the
summer of 1915 the first bombs fell in London.
Sir Frederick Kenyon!, who was then director of the
British Museum, has described the Herculean task
that had to be faced in evacuating a large proportion
of the collections to a new Post Office section of the
London underground tube railway system, which
had been hurriedly prepared to receive them and
where they were to remain for almost two years. It
seemed that little damage resulted from this double
removal, but nevertheless in 1919 the Trustees thought
it advisable to invite the Department of Scientific
and Industrial Research to make a scientific examina-
tion of the collections and give advice and assistance
in regard to the restoration and preservation of
objects. Dr. Alexander Scott undertook this investi-
gation on behalf of the Department ; a small tempor-
ary laboratory was equipped at the British Museum
and a considerable amount of introductory experi-

* Substance of Friday evening discourse at the Royal Institution
on May 21,

©1943 Nature Publishing Group

unvorteilhafte Verdnderung
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mental work carried out, the practical applications
of which were embodied in three reports?, which had
a wide circulation.

Dr. Scott’s method was to study the causes and
symptoms of instability and to work out methods of
treatment which ‘“‘could be regarded as safe if applied
with ordinary care and discretion”. There were to be
no secret processes. Help was to be freely afforded to
all who had the care of precious objects of antiquity
and works of art. It was thus possible to obtain a
wide experience in dealing with museum objects
and materials of all kinds and to obtain an insight
into the technical requirements of museums and
picture galleries. This was essential because stability
is, after all, a relative term and conservation only
begins to have practical significance when the condi-
tions under which things are to be conserved are
clearly defined.

The new outlook was welcomed almost universally
in the museum world at home and abroad, The
traditional distrust of science gradually disappeared
and with it many outworn conventions of technique
which had proved to be stumbling-blocks to progress.
There was active support in Great Britain from the
Museums Association®. The next few years were
marked by the extension of the laboratory idea
abroad, and the League of Nations* organized a
sories of conferences for the special study of problems
affecting the preservation of works of art and of
antiquities.  Individual workers made wvaluable
contributions, and specialized laboratories (notably
the Fogg Art Museumn Laboratory®, Cambridge,
Mass., and National Gallery Laboratory, London) did
much to enrich the common fund of technical know-
ledge which was ready to hand and had merely to be
mobilized and assorted in preparation for a second
world war.

Early in 1939, at the instance of the.Standing
Commission for Museums and Galleries, a committee
was convened representing the national museums,
picture galleries and libraries under the chairmanship
of the director of the British Museum, Sir John
Forsdyke. This committee considered at great
length many aspects of the preservation of museum
objects in war-time, and the findings were incogpor-
ated in a handbook entitled “A.R.P. in Museums,

. .8, This booklet was timely in its appearance
and of great service in helping curators all over the
country to mature plans for the protection of their
collections in advance of the approaching catastrophe
of the autumn.

It is no easy matter to make adequate preparations
for the safety of a collection of museum objects,
because there are so many divergencies of type.
There are endless variations of material, structure,
age and stability. Some objects are by nature
perishable ; others become so from a variety of
causes. Before it is possible to work out satisfactory
methods of protection, the relative frailty of objects
must be studied, the symptoms of decay recognized,
and some knowledge is also required of the varying
conditions under which deterioration is aggravated or
arrested-—precisely the line of research inaugurated
by Dr. Scott at the British Museum twenty years
previously.

The main causes of decay are fortunately few in
number and can be conveniently summarized (see
accompanying table). It may be stated on simplest
analysis that decay arises either from internal
causes (for example, the presence of crystalline salts
in the pores of stone) or from ecauses which are

Note 1a l'article: Bien que les altérations ne
soient pas bénéfiques au bien, elles peuvent
parfois étre considérées comme contribuant a
enrichir l'intérét patrimonial, par exemple : des
traces laissées par la guerre.

Note 2 a l'article: Selon le contexte, les termes
francais «dégradation» et «détérioration»
peuvent également étre utilisés pour décrire une
aggravation compléte de l'état, qui peut étre
intentionnelle.

Anmerkung 1 zum Begriff: Obwohl ein ,Schaden”
fir das Objekt nicht forderlich ist, kann er
manchmal als Erweiterung der Bedeutung ange-
sehen werden, z. B. Kriegsspuren an einem Objekt.

Anmerkung 2 zum Begriff: Abhdngig vom Zusam-
menhang kénnen die franzosischen Begriffe ,dé-
gradation" und ,déterioration" auch fir die Be-
schreibung einer kompletten — gegebenenfalls
beabsichtigten — Verschlechterung des Erhal-
tungszustands verwendet werden.

WWI storage in the Holborn Post Office railway tunnels.

Courtesy of © The Trustees of the British Museum

{



3.2.8
deterioration

cance and/or stability
process itself.

tion.
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3.5.10

repair

actions applied to an object or part of it to re-
cover its functionality and/or its appearance

Note 1 to entry: Repair is a conservation action
only if it respects significance and is based on evi-
dence.

3.5.11

emergency response
decisions and actions taken in the context of an
emergency, planned or not

3.6 Planning and documentation terms

3.6.1
collection management

unintentional alteration that reduces signifi- modification non intentionnelle de I'état qui  unbeabsichtigte Veridnderung, die Bedeu-

Note 1 to entry: This term can also refer to the Note1la larticle: Ce terme peut également se  Anmerkung 1 zum Begriff: Dieser Begriff kann

Note 2 to entry: Degradation is gradual deteriora- Note2a l'article: La dégradation est une  Anmerkung 2 zum Begriff: Abbau ist gradueller

3.2.8 3.2.8
détérioration Abbau
dégradation Verfall
décomposition Zerfall
délabrement

réduit I'intérét patrimonial et/ou la stabilité  tung und/oder Stabilitit mindert

rapporter au processus lui-méme. sich auch auf den Vorgang selbst beziehen.

détérioration graduelle. Verfall.

Omani jewellery British Museum collection,
A Qur’an case necklace (hirz) with coral and glass bottle stopper Tea bowl, Raku-type clay with Black Raku glaze; gold lacquer repairs.
amulets. Courtesy of © The Trustees of the British Museum Courtesy of the Freer Gallery of Art, Smithsonian Institution.

3.5.10 33
réparation Re
actions entreprises sur un bien ou une partie Mz
de celui-ci afin de lui restituer sa da
fonctionnalité et/ou son aspect Er

Note 1a l'article: La réparation est une action de  An
conservation-restauration uniquement si elle dal
respecte l'intérét patrimonial et si elle est fondée  tan
sur des preuves. un

3.5.11 33

mesures d'urgence No
d é Ci S io ns et mesures p r l ses d ans l e contexte E n e :;Jst:s;l;:.clmmnnts with regard to the claim and the criteria against which the claim will be
d y Ll ne Ll rge n C e, pl dan i fi é eo u non Ra . 6.6  After a decision has been made, the Trustees’ minutes will record how the decision

was reached. The claimants will be informed of the decision in writing and at the same time
the decision will be published on the Museum’s Website.

iss than 100 years old) the
ink with the human remains
public benefit to the world
Mlection; or 6.7  If a decision is taken to transfer the human remains claimed, the Deputy Director
will begin discussions with the claimants as to when and how the transfer will take place.

€]

0 years old) the significance of
mportance of the human remains

e zur anung un demonstrated by the community making the claim outweighs the public benefit to
. the world community of retaining the human remains in the Collection.
Dokumentation

ASSURANCE

3.6 Termes relatifs a la programmation 3.6
et a la documentation

This Policy shall be published on the Museum’s Website.

The Deputy Director will report to the Trustees annually on the implementation

1
5.17 The Trustees’ consideration of claims will be open and transparent. The claim nzd efficacy of this Policy.

process will be consultative and negotiations will be conducted in a manner designed to be
as equitable as possible.

o pNoN N

REVIEW

6. PROCEDURE FOR MAKING A CLAIM UNDER SECTION 47 HUMAN TISSUE ACT 2004 - .

This Policy will be reviewed from time to time and at least once every five years. In the
event that significant changes to the Policy are made, every reasonable effort will be made
to notify stakeholders, including the Museums, Libraries and Archives Council.

3.6.1 3.6.1
gestion de collection Sammlungsmanagement
Sammlungsverwaltung

6.1  Requests for the transfer of human remains in the Collection should be submitted in
writing to the Deputy Director at the British Museum. The request should set out claim
clearly and gives as much information and supporting evidence as possible about the This Policy was approved by the Trustees of the British Museum on 6 October 2006 and will be
!f)um;:n rlem:\ms claimed, the individual or community submitting the claim and the reasons reviewed no later than 2011.

or the claim.




strategies, processes and procedures relating
to a collection's development, information,
access and care

stratégies, processus et procédures en
relation avec le développement, la
documentation, l'accés et l'entretien d'une
collection

Note 1 to entry: This includes acquisition/dis-
posal, accessioning, cataloguing, documentation,
security, collection care, etc.

Note1la l'article: Cela comprend
'acquisition/cession, I'enregistrement, le
catalogage, la documentation, la slreté, le suivi
de la collection, etc.

Note 2 to entry: It is assumed that institutions
normally have strategies and policies in order to
implement collection management.

Note2a l'article: Il est supposé que les
institutions ont normalement des stratégies et des
politiques établies afin de mettre en ceuvre la
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Torres Strait Islander claim for the return of two diving skulls
The remains ( 201 l —201 2)

The 8ritish Museum’s
include the two skulls which are subject to the claim:

0c,89+.96, decorated human skull of JffJilllfrom the island of Nagir, collected by Alfred Cort that claim.
Haddon {British marine biologist, anthropologist) in 1888

0c,89+.97, decorated human skull from the island of Mer, collected by Haddon in 1889

ion of Human remains from the Torres Strait

The procedure and criteria have been used by th
the claim to deaccession two Tasmanian crem

And the following objects.

0Oc,89+.182, dugong charm with fibulae, from the island of Moa, collected by Haddon in 1888
Jc,+.2489, full length crocodile mask with human jawbones inside, from the island of Mabuiag,
collected by missionary Rev Samuel Macfariane in the 1870s

Proposed process
The propesed process

5 to outline the claim and its context. The letter and the submitted
tees are asked to confirm that they are content with the actions

, that we prepare a dossier of refevant information for their

ter meeting (2012), and that as part of that dossier we commission
ees are oiso asked to specify any further information they would
1 from the claimants concerning their views of mortuary ritual in
on their geneaiogical iinks to the people of that time. Finally,
representatives’ request to meet.

claims (Tasmania, New Zealand) considered by the Trustees.

Following discussion ar:
human component, t!

und the distinction made between human remains, and objects with a
legation concluded they would not ciaim the latter two remains.

importance of the remains.

The two skulls were collected during A.C. Haddon'’s first field research visit to the Torres Strait
Islands in 1888-9. At this time Hadden was Professor of Zoology at the Royal College of Science,
Dublin. His experiences in the Torres Strait Islands increased his interest in ethnography, and he
later led the Cambridge Anthropological Expedition to the Islands (1898). The first skull is identified
by Haddon as {gilll§a young man who had died at the end of 1887. Haddon purchased this skull in
August 1888 while on the island of Nagir. This type of skull is known as a pado kuik, and was used
for divination.

eived a claim for the deaccession and repatriation from the

stral remains (human skulls), from the Torres Strait Repatriation

e Minister's Office of the Australian Government. The Torres Strait
ralia and Papua New Guinea. Seventeen islands in the Torres Strait
nineteen separate communities, The islands are administered by

> from the islands of Nagir and Mer.

teeth

a decision about this clatm
rich the Trustees will consider a claim, as detailed in the British

s (2006) {i.e. that the Trustees will normally only consider a claim

r of human remains , when it is made through the relevant national
ection 5.12.1).

respond. As such, itis

tral remains from overseas institutions, Torres Strait Island peoples
tive Title Bodies Corpor: and the Torres Strait Repatriation
uced a report based on community consultation carried out in

e Nagir and Mer communities support the return of the two skulls
. In the context of this claim, the communities are represented by
ko Stephen, and Co-chair Mr Lui Ned David. The claim is endorsed
' the Office for the Arts within the Department of the Prime
tralian High Commission in London

The second skull is one of five purchased by Haddon on Mer in 1889. Haddon describes ‘one or two’
of these skulls being decorated for him. This type of skull was known as a lamar marik. The skull
which is now in the Museum was used to demonstrate for Haddon the exact method of divination as
carried out on Mer (see Appendix Two for Haddon's accounts of collecting the skulls registered as
0c,89+.96 and 97).

explains that in exchanging huma

wellbeing and cultural identity of island communities.

Other information

Preparing and decorating skulls after death was the task of close relatives of the deceased. The
skulls were then presented back to the immediate kin at a funeral ceremony which took place a few
months following death. Skulls were presented in specially made baskets, and were then kept in the
family home or a clan repository. They were periodically accessed for the purposes of divination

s from the TSRWG in September 2010 and in May 2011 to discuss
urther background). The Museum’s policy, the role of the
nd timescale were outlined at both meetings

and we continue to add to the collection.

The two skulls have been physically examined by the Museum’s physical anthrepologist, Dr Daniel
Antoine, using non-invasive methods. He suggests that both skulls are likely to be of young, adult
males, but many of the morphological features are ambiguous, thus age and gender remain
uncertain (see Appendix Three).

the delegation were also visiting the Natural History Museum,
triation of the remains of a baby took place) and the Museum of

C ridge. The NHM Trustees have now agreed to repatriate 138
trait Islands (March 2011},

Island material.

Natasha McKinney, 16.6.2011

The British Museum Board

Minutes of the meeting held on 30 June 2011
at the British Museum

Torres Strait human remains claim

Lissant Bolton presented the background to a claim received through the Australian
Prime Minister's Office from the Torres Strait Repatriation Working Group for the
de-accession and repatriation from the Museum'’s collection of two ancestral remains
(skulls).

22.  The Trustees approved the preparation of a dossier of information for submission to the
Board at a later date to inform the decision on repatriation. The Board decided not to
agree to a request to meet representatives of the claimant at this stage.

2ssion human remains that are a registered part of the collection only
under the terms of the Human Tissue Act 2004. The British Museum Policy on Human Remains
(2006) details how the Trustees will consider any claim and the criteria that they will use in assessing

Trustees on two previous occasions to consider
n ash bundles (repatriated 2006} and Maori
human remains from New Zealand {nine of sixteen items claimed were returned in 2008).

r the consideration of this claim will follow that used with the two previous

Firstly, two independent reports need to be commissioned, to establish the cultural and scientific

We would like to suggest approaching the following experts to compile these reports:

Professor Richard Davis, of the University of Western Australia, an anthropologi
out fieldwork in the Torres Strait Islands and has a particular interest in ritual and sorcery
Professor Simon Hilison of University College London, a bioarchaeologist who specialises in skulls and

The reports and the dossier of information will be sent to the Torres Strait representatives and the
Australian Government via the Australian High Commission to provide an opportunity for them to
comment and respond. This information will then be presented to the Trustees for them to come to

Some time may be needed for the completion of the independent reports, and for the claimants to
likely that the claim will be discussed by the Trustees until 2012

At the May 2011 meeting, the representatives asked if they could present directly to the Museum’s
Trustees during the pericd in which the claim will be considered. They also provided a DVD titled
‘The Long Journey Home’, which they would like to form part of the dossier. In the film, Ned David
remains with collectors in the nineteenth century, Torres Strait
Islands people did not envisage that the remains would leave the islands and never return. Elders
from the main islands state the importance of the remains being repatriated to the spiritual

The museum has a collection of 778 objects from the Torres Strait Islands. Of these 277 are
associated with Alfred Cort Haddon. The earliest items were acquired by the Museum in the 1830s,

In 2009, the Museum signed a Memorandum of Understanding with the National Mu
Australia. This agreement supports a five-year research programme on Australian and Torres Strait
Island material culture. A major loan is planned to support a jointly curated exhibition in Canberrain
2012/3, to be followed by an exhibition here in 2014. These exhibitions will include Torres Strait

Strategien, Arbeitsabliufe und Verfahren, die
sich auf Bestandsaufbau, Erschliefung, Zu-
ganglichkeit und Pflege einer Sammlung be-
ziehen

Anmerkung 1 zum Begriff: Dies beinhaltet Erwer-
bung/Abgabe, Akzessionierung, Katalogisierung,
Dokumentation, Sicherheit, Sammlungspflege
usw.

Anmerkung 2 zum Begriff: Es wird davon
ausgegangen, dass Institutionen normalerweise
uber Strategien und Richtlinien fir Sammlungs-

Appendix One

Background to the claim
in 2001 a delegation from the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission visited Britain to
tion carried out with the DCMS Working Group on Human Remains (the
which were published in 2003 as the Palmer Report). A meeting between Prime Ministers
Tony Blair and John Howard in 2000, in which they had agreed to a ‘coordinated and long-term
approach’ to facilitating repatriation of human remains to Australia, contributed to the
establishment of the DCMS Working Group. The 2001 delegation took the cpportunity to visit
relevant British institutions, including the British Museum, to state the importance of repatriating
Indigenous Australian and Torres Strait Island human remains, for the reconciliation between the
people and institutions of Australia and Britain. A claim specifically listing the remains in our
collections was not made at that time.

In September 2010 we were visited by a delegation from the islands, accompanied by Australian
government officials

Mr Sereako Stephen: Chair of the Registered Native Title Body Corporate for Ugar Island,
Chair of the Torres Strait Repatriation Working Group. Mr Stephen has ancestral links to the
island of Mer.

Mr Ned David: Chair of the Registered Native Title Body Corporate for the Central Islands,
Co-chair of the Torres Strait Repatriation Working Group. Mr David has ancestral links to
Mer.

Councillor Donald Banu: Torres Strait Regional Authority, Member for Boigu Island,
representative for Boigu on the Torres Strait Repatriation Working Group

Mr Kapua Gutchen: Deputy Chairman of the Erub Island Council

who has carried

Ms Stacey Campton: Assistant Secretary, Indigenous Culture Branch, Department of
Environment, Water, Heritage and the Arts

Mr David Bloir: Assistant Director, International Repatriation Branch, Department of Families,
Housing, Community Services and Indigenous Affairs

Australian High Commission Executive Officers: Alessandra Pretto, Namali Mackay, Vivien
Allimonos

Each delegate spoke on the issue of repatriation, and it was made clear that the Torres Strait Island
communities had been consulted and supported repatriation efforts. We clarified that we would

need a submission specificaily for the remains in the British Museum’s collections, as the actions of
the Australian government officials during their 2001 visit did not constitute an existing, active claim

The meeting was also an opportunity to highlight the collaberative work currently taking place
around our Australian collections, and to emphasise that we are very pleased to establish and
maintain relationships around a variety of projects with communities in the Torres Strait Islands.

um of

Asecond meeting was requested at the British Museum for May this year. This meeting was
attended by Stacey Campton, Ned David and Sereako Stephen, and Alessandra Pretto. The purpose
of the meeting was to discuss the Torres Strait Islands human remains collections at the Museum,
and to clarify which items would be part of a planned repatriation claim. Having agreed that the two
skulls from Nagir and Mer would be requested, there was discussion around the details of these
remains, their identity and collecticn history.

-----Original Message----

From: Pretto, Alessandra [mailto:Alessandra.Pretto@dfat.gov.au]

Sent: 27 September 2011 16:43

To: Andrew Burnett

Cc: Ned David (ndavi148@eq.edu.au); Stacey Campton; Barbara Poliness
Subject: British Museum claim [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]

Importance: High

Dear Andrew,

Thank you for the information from the Board of Trustees' meeting on its consideration of the Torres Strait Islander
claim. Please find below the communities considered response in relation to the Board's request for additional
information.

Question (a): Information on late 19th century mortuary ritual may be best sought from other means, rather than
through this claimant process. Perhaps this issue, if of interest to the Board, could be investigated further by the two
independent researchers to be engaged.

Question (b): The Australian Government [or claimant groups] have never made a claim based on genealogical links
[but rather 'cultural community of origin'l. The Torres Strait Repatriation Working Group was given the mandate to
carry out the advocacy stage of the process and this was reaffirmed through a formal resolution at a recent meeting
held on Badu Island (24-26 June 2011). The i 1t officially ack ledges and endorses the Nagir and
Mer Island c ities as being the appropriate claimant groups to seek the return of these ancestral remains and
this was the essence of the letter the Australian Government submitted with the TSI claim to the British Museum.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond. We look forward to receiving additional information from the Board of
Trustees as it comes to hand.

Yours sincerely,

Alessandra

From:Cassie Brown [mailto:CBROWN@thebritishmuseum.ac.uk] On Behalf Of Andrew Burnett
Sent: Saturday, 2 July 2011 1:09 AM

To: Alessandra.Pretto@dfat.gov.au; Poliness, Barbara; ndavi148@eq.edu.au; Campton, Stacey
Subject: Claim for repatriation of two Torres Straits Islander Ancestral Remains

Claim for repatriation of two Torres Straits Islander Ancestral Remains

As we discussed to be the likely outcome of this initial conversation, they have not yet reached a decision.

6.2 The Deputy Director will be the single point of contact for claimants and other
interested parties throughout the process. All enquiries should be submitted to him/her.

6.3 The Deputy Director will formally acknowledge the claim in writing. The
acknowledgement will indicate how long it is likely to take to process the claim. The
Deputy Director will also explain who will be consulted, and on what matters®. The time
taken will in part depend on the quantity and quality of the information submitted with the
claim, and on the timing of Trustee meetings, which take place at intervals of
approximately three months.

6.4  Each claim will considered by the Trustees. At their first meeting the Trustees will
consider the information available. They may be able to make a decision based on that
information. Alternatively they may request further advice from independent advisers, or
further consultation with the claimants or other interested external parties (such as the
national government or the diplomatic representatives of the country in which the
claimants normally reside).

6.5 If the claim is not determined at the time of its initial consideration by the Trustees,
the dossier of the case will be made publicly available giving an opportunity for all with an
interest to comment. Any advice requested by the Trustees or comments made to them will
also be made available publicly. In particular, an open and ongoing dialogue will take place

9. As soon as this information is known

Discussion then turned to the process of submitting a claim. It was explained that the Museum’s
Trustees make the decision based on information provided to them by the claimants, curators, and
independent scholars commissioned to write reports on the cultural and scientific importance of the
remains. It was noted that the delegation may wish to make suggestions or comments in relation to
the person selected to write the report on the former.

Ned David explained that if the remains in question were repatriated, reburial was likely, and that in
any case the decision of the elders was paramount. However, he spoke enthusiastically about their
ongoing engagement with the Natural History Museum, and a proposed research partnership within
which the NHM may negotiate ongoing access to the remains at an appropriate repository in the
islands. Mr David suggested that the BM could follow suit, and that a visit from a 8M staff member
would be welcome.

Concern was expressed by the delegation that some information they may wish to provide as part of
making their case should remain private and not be published on the Museum’s wehsite in the
Human Remains pages, due to issues of cultural sensitivity. Assurances were made that due
attention would be given to these considerations before publishing material on the web.

Natasha McKinney, 16.6.11

| can report that at their meeting on 30 June the Trustees’ made an initial consideration of your claim for the return
of two skulls.

The Trustees would like to thank you for the professional and amicable way in which you have approached this

They have decided to commission two independent reports on the cultural and scientific significance of the skulls.
They have asked me to approach Professor Richard Davis of the University of Western Australia for the first, and
Professor Simon Hillson of University College, London for the second. | hope you feel content with these choices - if you
could let me know if you are not by July 11th.

They would be grateful if you would provide further information

a) Your understanding of late 19th century mortuary ritual as practised in Nagir and Mer as it relates to these remains;

b) The genealogical links between the individuals whose remains are the subject of your claim and the relevant Torres
Straitislanders on whose behalf you are making the claim.

2.2

The Torres Strait Islander Traditional
Owners Submission to the Board of
Trustees of the British Museum

Claim for the

Repatriation of two Torres Strait
Islander ancestral remains

31 May 2011

e D oicd, IR 1ic uncle, and [ (

el And said. ,Very good we make him same as man long time fashion,
Hiead but leave him body in ground.” So they buried him. “First day he stop in
[ next day, stuff him run down; next day, belly he go in; next day, dig him up.”
thus that the early stages of decomposition were described to me. When the
ion was to take place all the Mariget, or the relatives of the dead man whose
818 to perform the funeral ceremonies, went very quietly in a crouching manner
Ve, on arriving there they all suddenly and simultaneously stamped the ground,
i their hands once and said ‘Ah!' Then the mari departed from (Il corpse and
gall could be easily severed from the body. The earth was removed from the body
e man took hold of the cranium and another seized the jaw. The “brother-in-law”
96 Sisters’ husband) then washed the skull in the sea, when cleaned and “no stink,”
Ol strips of dark beeswax for eyebrows inserted pieces of pearl-shell for the
and moulded a nose out of wood and beeswax, which be painted red. Iso supplied,
flfadozen pieces of wood, those teeth which had fallen out of their sockets, lashed
8800 fo the cranium and attached ear-pendants made of calico and adorned with beads.
flér about three months a death-dance was held (“made him merkai)” during which
Bl Iptkamerkai danced with a Turkiam merkai on each side. After this dance had

Appendix Two "), his foster brother,

take

Provenance information
The following excerpts from published works by Alfred Cort Haddon record the actual collection of
the skulls on the islands of Nagir and Mer.

0Oc,89+.96, decorated human skull of {iill8from the island of Nagir, collected in 1888

The following excerpt is Haddon'’s description of the preparation of {llllskull, his funeral
ceremony, and the collection of the skull.

Haddon, A.C. (1893). The secular and ceremonial dances of Torres Straits. Leiden: E.J. Brill

Pages 154-6

Nacie (Mount Ernest),

The dead were either placed on a framework supported by posts, or buried. Food, a
coco-nut vessel full of water and possibly a bamboo tobacco pipe would be hung on to the
posts in the former case or placed upon the grave if buried. There was always a fire. o

“Raport on the Zoc
8 ‘Alert’ 1831-2". Bri

OLDFIELD THOMAS.

ors lie, and are surrounc
i Dr. R. W. COPPINGER.

gical Collections made in the Ocean during the Voya
Museum , Natural History. 1884. pp. £ pls 1, 2. Report on Me
ieso skulls are placed on the graves where the bodies of their
1 with idols, models of snakes, etc. which aro supposed to guard the
)

fThe following information was given to me by a native named WNENEER but whose
lish name was ‘Look here!

When the corpse was placed on the platform, kak, it was either wrapped up in a
or it was laid upon a mat and covered with leaves of the cocopalm. When decomposition
866 in the skull was removed and buried in “hard ground so that smell he go.” All
carched for food. The skull was made “flash” (i.e. decorated) and put into

been twice performed, a single dancer the mari appeared. He came alone and last of all,
He had loose pieces of wood attached to his legs (?) which clattered as he Jumped about.

At the same time a big feast was made, but in addition to the yams, sweet potatoes,
coco-nuts, bananas and so forth of the old fashioned feasts this one was augmen by

B8 Was often the case for old people; but if young people died the skull would be preserved “four bags of flour, one case of gin and one case of schnaps”. The decorated skull of

Be omento. was placed on a mat in the midst of the feasters. The father and brother prepared
On August 13th, 1888, a few days after my arrival in Torres Straits, I visited N ln(»d] n;-. {!le. ull‘)u'rf Mut:!'u/rl ulnwl put it in front of the skull; these latter in their turn

it was in this islands Dr. Coppixaer had obtained two decorated skulls?) on the occasion “h“l‘ 0”‘: !(h\f,\1 “(l l: :‘;ltwn («\m]..bm(hm m’ erm dcmmed_ and p]twcd it in n‘xnml;u'

e oviic in these iraters six.’years ‘provionsly.  Remem \;,\. 1.4;, Fal kuu]{ ‘\\;J[ n.l s 0 s]nlll. were placed along with the food. Then “all got

lamnec irunk @ night; voma slex aKe . €. D] - v (i
Bering this fact 1 thought I would also endeavour to get one. My inquiries, aided by a ;1(\ E l‘mm 1‘),_ night; if woman sleep wake him (i. e. her) up — no make row (i. e.
M . Jise, or quarrel).

gketoh, and emphasised by a promise of ample remuneration elicited the information that 2 T

B oo —I L e kb R R ~ Before tho feasting commonced, the skull was handed over to the father, and a

filow mm‘ ot H‘ R e e s e o night it was covered with a and the family slept around it in memory of old times.

Seith & basket containing a skull wrapped up in two very old and dirty red cotton hand After three nights the father kept the skull in its basket close by his pillow.

ull was sold to me by [, who was also a foster-brother to [NEN,

kerchiefs, for one tomahawk and three fathoms of calico-print. It is now in the Christy Collection

1 aferwards . discovared that the skall. was thaf. of. a, voupe. unmarried mayp .. SR of the British Museum.
UEScallod @R by the white men, who died about the end of 1887. His death was
Flbelieved to have been- caused by the magic of a maidelaig or sorcery man residing
pSomerset, Cape York, although the latter was about forty miles away.

0c,89+.97, decorated human skull from the island of Mer, collected in 1889

The following excerpt is Haddon's description of skull divination on the island of Mer. Note that the
skull shown in the sketch is stated by Haddon to be in the British Museum, and he refers to Plate
XXVIIlin this volume which shows a photograph of the skull.

Haddon, A.C. (1908). Reports of the Cambridge Anthropological Expedition to Torres Straits, Vol. 6,
Sociology, Magic and Religion of the Eastern Islanders. Cambridge : University Press.

Report on the Cultural Significance of Torres Strait Islander Ancestral Remains
Held By the British Museum

Dr Richard Davis
Anthropology and Sociology, University of Western Australia
12 December, 2011
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Torres Straits Islanders’ repatriation request

The Trustees are invited to consider further the request of the Torres Straits Islanders for the
transfer of two human skulls and decide whether or not they wish to accede to the request.

As with previous cases, there is no recommendation by the Executive for or against the request. This
is because Trustees have unique fiduciary responsibilities in relation to the collection

Previous Board meeting

At the Board meeting on Thursday 22 March 2012 consideration was given to the request by the
Torres Straits Islanders, endorsed by the government of Australia, for the return of two human skulls
originating in the Torres Straits Islanders. The briefing note for that discussion is appended
(Appendix A). The Board discussion was based on a careful consideration of the dossier of material
which had previously also been sent to the claimants and published on the web.

iation_to_torres_strait.aspx

At the meeting the Board decided it did not feel in a position to make a determination, and asked if
it might be possible to find any further information or advice on the likely history of the care of
human skulls in the Torres Strait Islands, such as the ones under discussion, beyond the initial
mortuary process and use, but no helpful information has been forthcoming.

Meeting with Trustees

A meeting of representatives of the Torres Straits Islanders and the Australian Government with
some Trustees was held on 8 October. A note of the meeting is attached (Appendix B).

Subsequent correspondence on
points arising from 2.6

27 September 2011
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Appendix A: Briefing note for Trustees’ meeting on 22 March 2012

The Trustees are asked to decide whether or not to repatriate two human skulls from the collection
to the Torres Straits Islanders (TSI).

The power to repatriate human tissue from the collection was given to the Trustees by section 47
Human Tissue Act 2004, and they have published their Human Remains Policy, having regard to
which they will consider claims.

It is suggested that the two main issues for the Trustees to determine relate to:

1. “Mortuary Disposal” (Policy: paragraphs 5.11; 5.13.1); and if applicable
2. “The Public Benefit Test” (Policy: paragraph 5.16).

In relation to Mortuary Disposal, the question is: should the changes that took place to the skulls be
considered as part of the mortuary process or do they amount to modifications into ‘objects’ that
were not part of the process for the laying to rest of human remains in the specific context of the
culture of the TSI? If, in the view of the Trustees, the skulls were modified into ‘objects’ unintended
for mortuary disposal, they would fall out with the policy and so not be eligible for repatriation.

If, on the other hand, the changes were part of the mortuary process, then the second question
arises: does the cultural significance of the human remains demonstrated by the TSI in making the
claim outweigh the public benefit to the world community of retaining the human remains in the
Museum'’s collection?

To aid the decision, the following documents are attached (the ‘dossier’):
1. The Museum’s Human Remains Policy;

2. The TSl claim, dated 31 May 2011, and the DVD subsequently supplied by them;
3. The Australian government’s endorsement of this claim;

7. They confirm that it is not likely that they will be in a position to make a decision quickly. It will probably take most
T:+44 (0)20 7887 5110 of the year to receive the independent reports and so they are unlikely to be able to make a decision before 2012 (the
F:+44 (0)20 7465 8212 first meeting of 2012 is in March). They appreciate that this may seem a long delay and ask you for your understanding.
+44.(0)7917 076 369
E: alessandra.pretto@dfat.gov.au 8. They confirmed that you will have the opportunity to see all of the material in which they will base their decision,
and to comment on it before the meeting.

Finally, we discussed the placing of material on the BM website. | can confirm that we will not intend to do so until
about a month before the decision-making meeting, and that | will consult with you before placing any material on the
website that will be available publicly.

Yours sincerely

Andrew Bumett

Deputy Director
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The Trustees may find it helpful to note the following points: Appendix B: Note of Meeting to discuss Torres Strait Human Remains Claim 08.10.12

the provenance and physical evidence makes it clear that the two skulls emanate from the Australian delegation: Stacey Campton, Assistant Secretary of the Indigenous Culture Branch for the

Torres Straits; Australian Government (SC), Ned David, representing the Torres Strait Island claimants (ND), Richard

the claim is endorsed by the relevant national government, in accordance with the Lane, previous Director of Science at NHM and independent adviser to delegation (RL), Alessandra

Museum’s policy (paragraph 5.12.1); Pretto, Executive Officer, Australian High Commission (AP)

a number of amicable and constructive meetings have been held with representatives of the . ) . X i

TS and the Australian government, including one on 24 November 2011 attended by Karen British Museum delegation: Liz Forgan, Deputy Chair of Board of Trustees (LF), Clive Gamble,

Armstrong. Trustee (CG), Antony Gormley, Trustee (AG), Bonnie Greer, Deputy Chair of Board of Trustees (BG),
Helena Kennedy, Trustee (HK), Jonathan Williams, Director of Collections (JW), Sam Stewart, notes

10 February 2012 (ss)

Notes

JW welcomed the delegation, and especially ND representing the Torres Strait Islani
claimants.

ND opened the meeting with a request to ensure that continued dialogue on this claim
would be open and frank so as to avoid making the process adversarial.

ND requested that advice the Board had sought from qualified academics in the field of
archaeology and anthropology, Prof Simon Hillson and Dr Richard Davis be shared with the
TSI claimants. JW gave copies of the reports to ND during the meeting and advised all
present that the reports had already been published on the BM website.

The group discussed the current claim for the repatriation of two Torres Strait Islander
ancestral remains. ND stated that all possible avenues for providing additional information
to the Trustees have been exhausted.

ND explained the process that would take place were the remains to be repatriated. There
would be a private ceremony followed by a public ceremony, after which the remains would
be taken back to Torres Strait.

The group explored the question of whether the remains have become artefacts through the
process of decoration and exactly what meaning the process of decoration holds for the

2.8.1

Dr Richard Davis's report

12 December 2011

282

Report on the Significance of
Torres Strait Islander Ancestral Remains
Cover Note

Report on the Significance of Torres Strait Islander Ancestral Remains
Professor Simon Hillson

University College London

3. Statement: Human remains from the Torres
Strait Islands

December 2012

The British Museum received a claim from the Torres Strat Islanders for the
retum of two modified skulls in the British Museum's collection. The procedure
and criteria for considering this claim, that starts from a presumption of
retention, have been used by the Trustees on two previous occasions to agree
the claim to transfer two Tasmanian cremation ash bundles in 2006 and some
Maori human remains from New Zealand in 2008. After taking independent
expert advice on the Torres Strait Islanders’ claim, and considering the claim
with great care over a number of meetings, the Trustees concluded that in this
instance the evidence was not sufficient for them to agree to the claim, since on
the balance of probabilities it was not clear to them that the process of the
mortuary disposal of the skulls had been interrupted.

The Torres Strait Islanders have been notified of the Board's decision.

The Museum has an important collection from the Torres Strait Islands. The
earliest items were acquired by the Museum in the 1830s and the Museum
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Briefing note for Trustees’

meeting on 22 March 2012

and note of the meeting to discuss
the Torres Strait human remains
claim on 8 October 2012

Further information

The claimants were invited to submit any further information they would like the Trustees to
consider, but have declined.

Andrew Burnett
Deputy Director
November 2012

The briefing note on the skulls provided for the Trustees’ meeting on 30 June 2011 by N
McKinney including two Bioarchaeological Reports by D Antoine (BM);

Note of TSI, Australian Government and British Museum meeting on 6 May 2011;

The relevant extract from the minutes of the Trustees’ initial consideration on 30 June 2011;
Subsequent correspondence on points arising from 6;

Two independent reports on the bioarchaeological and cultural significance of the skulls
commissioned from Professor Simon Hillson of University College London and Dr Richard
Davis of the University of Western Australia;

The relevant extract from the minutes of the Trustees’ meetings on 23 March 2006 and 17
April 2008, at which the two previous claims were determined;

. Note of TSI, Australian Government and British Museum meeting on 24 November 2011;
. The relevant extract of the minutes from the meeting of the Trustees of the Natural History

Museum on 22 February 2011, when they considered a similar claim from the Torres Straits
Islanders;

12. The comments on the dossier (1-11) which was sent to the Torres Straits Islanders.

The dossier has also been posted on the Museum’s website, but no comments have been received.

people of Torres Strait. The group also explored the question of whether the remains were
originally sold or traded and how this might affect the perception of them as artefacts.

The group discussed the importance of the knowledge and understanding available to a
universal audience through the cultural property/artefacts being part of the BM'’s collection.
The group discussed how the absence of the cultural property/artefacts from the Torres
Strait Islands impacts on the current community and whether or not a mortuary process had
been interrupted by the remains leaving the Torres Strait Islands.

The group discussed possible future cultural and scientific exchanges between the BM and
Torres Strait. RL explained the current relationship between the NHM and Torres Strait
Island communities.

HK assured the group that the repatriation claim will be given full consideration by the
Trustees. All Trustees reminded the Australian delegation the decision to return any
property held by the BM required a degree of public accountability to meet the judiciary
responsibility of maintaining the BMs collections for future generations.

SC made the comment that there needs to be a distinction between the BMs collections
containing human remains and cultural property and this terminology needs to be clearly
stated in all communications.

JW reminded the group that the Trustees would take a decision on the claim according to
the published criteria set out in the British Museum Policy on Human Remains at their next
Board meeting on 22 November 2012.

Statement: Human remains
from the Torres Strait Islands

December 2012

continues to add to the collection. In 2009, the Museum signed a Memorandum
of Understanding with the National Museum of Australia. This agreement
supports a five-year research programme on Australian and Torres Strait Island
material culture. A loan is planned to support a jointly curated exhibition at the
British Museum in 2015 and then Canberra in 2015/16. These exhibitions will
include Torres Strait Island material.




The Gayer-Anderson Cat, Radiograph
Courtesy of © The Trustees of the British Museum
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Space Syntax visitor movement tracing study, 2003-2004.
———  Courtesy of Space Syntax Limited.
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The diagram shows visitor flows through the ground floor of the Museum (pre WCEC),

showing access pinch points and areas of congestion.
Courtesy © The British Museum Trustees, 2014.
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