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| nt roducti on

What

I have been asked today to give a very brief overview of
i ndustrial archaeology (of the dirt digging kind) in an
ar chaeol ogy practice.

I’ m not sure of what people may need to know, or want to know
about this, but it occurred to ne that sone discussion about

‘under gr ound’ i ndustrial archaeology and ‘nornmal’ | argely
‘above ground’ i ndustri al archaeology and the differing
approaches and the skills set each demands, and the

simlarities with them would be a start.

It then occurred to nme that the occurrence of ‘underground dirt
di gging’ industrial archaeology projects in practice is mnuch
| ess than ‘normal’ industrial archaeology and that that may be

sonmet hing to explore.
"1l touch on both these today.
s Industrial Archaeol ogy and what does it need in practice

I ndustrial archaeology in NSWis generally understood to nean
the study of largely above ground ol d industrial places such as
factories, railway workshops and m ne surface workings.

It wusually includes survey and recording, assessment and
managenent recomendati ons, and can include sone identification
of |ikely ‘underground’ archaeol ogical remains of that industry
at that place.

It usually does not include the identification and assessnent
of previous unrelated industrial or otherwi se activities on the
site or archaeological relics (but can do).

While | cannot speak for all consultant practices, | believe |
woul d not be wrong in saying that the majority of industria
archaeol ogy undertaken in NSW falls into the ‘above ground

type.

| understand this nmorning, however that we are |ooking at those
i ndustrial sites of prior occupations which do not have any, or
very little above ground remains that tell the story of their
hi story, devel opnent, change and function

These sites are nmde wup of relics rather than extant
structures, machinery and workings and require different



approaches to their research, investigation, recording and
signi ficance assessnent.

The relics are often in disturbed contexts or only represent a
small surviving part of a once possibly extensive industria
site or conplex (for various deposit creation and surviva
reasons).

| mportantly, for an archaeol ogi cal practice, under gr ound
archaeol ogi cal investigation demands the mixed skills set of a
‘normal ’ i ndustri al ar chaeol ogi st and a dirt di ggi ng
archaeol ogi st to approach how the site should be investigated,
docunented and managed. The conbination of these skills is
i nval uabl e.

VWile they may be different types of industrial sites,
however, and different skills sets, and research approaches for
them both types of industrial sites can be characterised by an
overriding feature in conmon:

If they are inportant, they are largely inportant because of
they have surviving fabric (structures, machinery, works,
obj ects and archives and/or relics and archaeol ogi cal deposits)
that can enbody, interpret, illustrate, denonstrate or provide
ot herwi se unknown i nformati on about their ‘function’

In crude terns, and there are exceptions to this, if an industria
site of any kind does not have significant fabric that reflects or
illustrates what it did, nmade, extracted, or processed etc, then
it is unlikely to be of very nuch heritage value (they nay have
historical, social or |andscape or other values, however, but
these are usually secondary except in the case of mnes where
soci al significance can be prinary).

I nvestigating, recording and assessing them then, usually means
finding out what happened on the site, how that changed over tine,
and whether there is surviving fabric of that. This in turn,
usually means establishing a industrial or working assessnent
context largely based on thenmes and conparative analysis of
simlar sites as well as a local or place based historica
geogr aphi cal cont ext

Thi s poses enornmous probl ens because records of industrial places
are traditionally scratchy — partly because approvals to establish
industries was surprisingly not as regul ated as urban devel opnment
(there is a runour that BHP submitted its first DA for its
Wl | ongong site in the 1980s) and because processes and chattels,
and detailed industrial site plans are rarely kept in archives
(mnute books and financial information tend to be the primary
archi ves of industry).

Successive, often overseas ownership, can also dissipate records
and nmake research prohibitive



Al this adds up to the need in an archaeol ogi cal practice to nake
sure that projects about industrial sites appropriately resource
research and investigation into function based information unless
the site in known for other reasons. Tons of material about the
London based financiers isn’'t rmuch help, if gathering it has been
at the expense of pursuing plans, catal ogues and accounts of what
the site did.

Why don’t dirt digging industrial sites conme up often?

The historical geography of Australia’s population and econonic
growh is reflected in its disproportionately |arge coasta
cities and a few key regional centres, which have always, and
still do, contain the vast mmjority of its population and
econom c activity.

It is the nost highly urbanised country in the world and has
been since the 1890s.

The highly urbani sed nature of Australia is now being anplified
because of accelerated rural-urban drift and the tendency for
immgrants to concentrate in cities—the very sane cities that
were established as colonial, trading, industrial and mlitary
centres during the late eighteenth and nineteenth centuries,
and into the i mMmedi ate past century.

These cities and centres still contain nmany places that reflect
i mportant aspects Australia’s history but rarely are below
ground archaeological site investigated in cities and major
centres because it may be that nmany just haven't survived
(there are exceptions like sone sites Darling Harbour and

Pyr mont)

These sites haven't survived nuch for very sinmple reasons — the
hi stori cal geography of increasing urban popul ati on and service
provision, has resulted in an urban history of the successive
re-use of wunder-capitalised, often industrial 1land, close to
the (historic) city centres.

Many colonial or md nineteenth century industrial sites close
to the mmin urban centres were redeveloped in the late
ni neteenth century and again during the early twentieth century
so its is very unlikely that archaeological resources that
potentially <could reflect their previous industrial use,
spati al and functional arrangenents, has survived these
successi ve devel opnent epi sodes.

However, as the urban fringe expands and satellite cities and
suburbs grow as a result of tree or sea change investnent, or
decentralisation, or sinply nore conpetitive land and | abour



prices, sonme below ground industrial sites are popping up in
pl aces |ike Mttagong, Cof fs Harbour, the Hunter, Newcastle
and sone |locations in the Illawarra (Dapto).

This is because these places have not been subject to the
degree of successive |and uses that have characterised the city
and major regional centres, so remmins of previous industrial
activities, especially large industry, have survived.

They are however, wusually quite rare sites because they can
survive in remarkable condition and tell us a |lot about what
they did (which is rarely found el sewhere) and because | arge or
conplex high investnent based industry outside Sydney,
Newcastl e and Wollongong didn't actually occur nmuch, except
m ning or some primary industry processing (wool washes, silos
ad sone flour etc) mlling.

While this little historical aside does not relate directly to
archaeol ogical practice, it does indicate that industria

archaeol ogical practice may need to turn its focus to grow ng
regional centres and becone part of any opportunity for
strategically identifying where these sites may be so that they
can be appropriately nmanaged.

Lisa Newell

May 2006



