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To
defincd even when the surfac is ground flat and polished,

Dimensions of the Broughton tiki, are 50mm. x 25 mm. x 6 mm,
The shell mrteriel limits the size, but no doubt contributes to
the simplicity of form. Finely incised lines defining mouth
and & single finger are present, but weathering has erascd other
surfece details, The absence of a conventional suspension hole
at the head sugpgests that the tiki was worn inverted, srith sus-
pension cord passing between the legs. A bone tiki of unusual
style in the Vanganui Muscum has a suspension hole similarly
placed. The Broughton tiki has lost o small fragment from be-
tween the feet, but it is clec:* thoat when the specimen was in-
tact, this could have been thc method of suspension.

The most striking feature of the Broughton tiki is its
archoic style. 1In form it is more rclated to Merouesan stone
hei-tiki than to the conventicnal ncphrite forms of classic
Maori culture. The earlicst nephxite forms ewploy the upright
head and balanced stonce (see frontispicee to Dr. H,D. Skinner's
The Mnori Hei-tiki, Otago Muscum boo!let No.1, 1946), conseguent-
1y with refercnce to the Msruucsqn examples, and the wood sculp-.
ture of Tahiti, we may acsume that the vpright posture wos widely
used in the human images of early Maorie culture. It is not
possible to determinec the chronologlcal age of the Broughton
tiki,but it was either made ot o very corly period (2s the frog-
ncntury state of the ossociated burial suggests), or by a crafts-
man working at a comp: Iltholy iate period “idthin the traditions
cf a local Mcori culture marginal to rrens where locsl con-
ditions, and the sbsorption ol ncw iafluvences, wrought such far-
enching change in the artistic conventions.

The photogiaphs reproduccd on Plate 1. irer oprepared by Mr.
Fraui 0'Leary, Phetographer, Dominicn Museun,

¥IiLD RECORDING SCITUME by W. Manford.

Nour that the Association's scheme for site recording is
rore or less established, let's take a look at it's early history
so thet the eiforts of the original architccts can be properly
apprecicted.

In 1971 the Hittoricel Secvion of the dwikes Bayr Bianch of
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the Royal Socicty wes given a finencial grant -to be used for the
invest: allic: of a suiteble scheme vhereby sites related to

early Maori cccupation might be recorded in a simple but syste-
matic voy. Mr. J. Buchanan as convenor of a committee set up

- for this investigation brought out o detailed plan for the organ-
isation of o recording scheme. The nucleus of this scheme was a
form on which details of sites investiganted could be recorded
mcthodically; +the layout being based largely on that of the Fossil
Record Form used by Geological Survey but suitobly altered to tie
in with the descrintive needs of archaeological sites, as
suggested earlier by Mr, H. Wellman,

The scheme as it was initially designed went bricfly like
this, :
sssessssesssessethat there should be a number of local districts
covering Ner Zealand each with its ovm file con-
taining rccord forms describing site within these
districtss

sssssesssssesss that there should be e master file of duplicates
. in Wellington.

sessssssesss s thot sheets of the 1 inch to mile scries be used
as a basic for reccording; the rajor divisions of
the record files then being numbered sheets of
the map series, e.g. Filc N 134 would refer to
sheet 134 of the North Island (Nepier and Hastings).

R e e DR “Ehe kee‘,f‘ing of filcs be allocated to in-
dividuals or organis®tions.

essbaciessscsans 2N investigetor irould £ill in his forms and send
them to his local filckeeper.

cessssessssssse Coch site then reported would be given a serial
number which would be entercd on the form and clso
on the mop sheet. The site would then have a
reference number consisting of -the mep shect number
and the serial numbcr allotted to it. One copy
of the form would be filcd locally, a second scnt
to the master file and the third returned, with
the reference number, to the investigztor.
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These proposals were made originally with the idea of
establishing 2 local, Hawkes Bay, scheme, but it was suggested
that if they met with success the scheme be extended on a
countrywide scale and responsibility for its control be vested
in the hands of a body such as the Polynesian Society. Con-
sequently, when the scheme was circulated for criticism and
comment one of the questions asked was, "is such o scheme desir-
~nble and practicable on a national basis,"

It apparcntly was, for the next major step was in 1954 at
the inaugural mceting of the Archaeological Association when
Mr, Buchanan prcscented his scheme for the consideration of the
new group. #s a result of some discussion Messrs. Buchanan,
Barwick and Yaldwyn were asked to rcdraft the original record
form. This was done and in Scptember 1954, Mr, Yaldwyn and
Mr. Banvick submitted their suggestions - they made only a number
of small alterations to the details of the existing form but
considercd that the rccording should comprise two forms; one
to be used for a brief initial description of a site, the other
to cover further details found in the coursc of a more inten-
sive survey. These modifications werc presented with the
original to the Association at its confercnce in Tangenui in
May 1958, where the scheme for site recording was approved in
principle.

In July an extended Council meeting was held in Wellington
and a number of intcrested people from 2all over the country
were present by invitation; here, then, the recording scheme
was discussed thoroughly in the light of recommendations
passed at Wanganui. In October the Auckland University Archaeol-
ogical Socicty, eaquipped with the ncw site record form, spent a
day recording sites on South Koipara Head. The group's
findings were recported to a Council Meeting in November and
with some revision, were published as the Hondbook to Field
Recordinge.

The November Council meeting set up a subcommittece to con-
sider the administrative side of the recording scheme. This
committee suggested that National Historic Places Trust be
approached for a grant of money with which the lssocintion could
procure sufficient equipment to finally put the scheme into
oper tion. The Trust, through its Secretary, Mr. J. Pascoe,
proved most amcnable to these suggestions and produced, without
delay, firsily moncy to buy filing cabincts for the storage ouf
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filcs; and sccbnaly o duplicote set of published 1 inch to mile
sheets of New Zealond.

Tith the ncquisition of this equipment, the historical out-
line is wvirtunlly ot an cnd so lets now view the recording scheme
as it functions todaye.

Ne'wr Zealand has been divided into eleven districtse. The
boundary of cach district coincicdes with the shect edges of the 1
inch to mile map series, Although there was initially some
opposition to this arrangemcnt on the grounds thot it was too art-
ificial, the altcrnative gcographical boundaries proved quite un-
menagecble, so the origincl scheme was rcadopteds. 1In ench district
one person acts os a loenl filckeeper, Internolly the district
is divided also nlong the boundarics of the 1 inch to milc scrics
with one file allotted to each map sheet, the file number
corresponding to the mop sheet number, Eoch filckeeper has o set
of meps covering his district and ¢ cobinet in vhich to store files.
These maps and this file storage erc duplicated for 211 the
districts in a centrol repository at the Dominion Muscum in
Yellington. i

Let's suppose that in, soy, Toronaki district, an enthus-
iastic ficld workcr hes rcecorded some small pa, a village or perhops
some middcns, cccording to the instructions laid doom in the Hand-
book No. 1. He should then scnd his local filekceper a writtcn
copy of cach site recorded, who will then -

sasscssacsssescssensese@llott each site a number consisting of the
File (or msp sheet number) and = second
identifying serial numbcr,

e cessssiso s e n-.o---utype the rccord forms in tI'ipliC-?.te, Cddi.tlg -

1o the new serinl number.
2. the grid reference for the site on
the map.

cessan s seeeensane veveneaSing the grid reference plot the pesition
of the site on the relevant map sheet, adding
its serisl number olongside for identi:i-
cotion,

ssssssssssssssssassesasStore onec of the record forms in his oo filC;
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return a second to the reccerder; and send the third to
Wellington,

Any plans or photogrophs, thich are an invalusble adjunct
-to any written description, will be similarly numbcred and filed.

The local filckeepcr must ensure that the matcrial he
reccives is of a reasonable stomndnrd - to that end he can re-
ject materizl which is of indifferent quality or of doubtful
accuracy. He is rcsponsible for the safcguarding of his
records and yet he must ensure thaot they con be consulted when
needed by resenrchers, Hence largely the need for the central
file - where all the rccorded material from ~ll over the country
is contained in one cnbinet and thus rcadily cccessible for re-~
search work. In a matter of time there will doubtless be a
lot of very vrlucble informotion placed on permonent record, so
in on endeavour to prevent any nbuse of this moterial, potiently
gothergd by others, the following stipulations hnve been made,

sesseesssssassssselocnl filekecpers may gront permission to
consult their files to financinl members of
the Association ond other persons, c.g.
members of historical socictics, regioncl
councils of National Historic Places Trust
and so on, at their discretion. The central
file moy be consulted only when o signed re-—
¢ommendrtion from the loecal filekeeper
accomponies o form. signed by the researcher
on which he indientes the files he irishes to
study ond agrees to abide by the Associotion's
policy in their use.

Being o democrotic group, nevertheless, ony person denied
necess to any filc mny take recourse to Council -thercupon the
loenl filekeepcr vill have to soundly Jjustify his refusal.

It must be understood that Field Recording is =~ complete
nrchoeologicel cctivity in itself and is not to be rogarded
simply as 2 sidelinc to excavotion, The importancc of recording
sites now, before their destruction by agencics such as erosion,
ngriculture, private and public works progrommes, cannot be too
heavily stresscd. A 'site' hns been defined as "any specific
locnlity for which there is physicnl (ns opposed to traditional)
evidenec for its occunsition by the pro-Europcon peoples of New
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Zealand cven though the occupstion has been transient."

Much earlier on it was realised that a group numerically .
small and widcly scattered, as ours is, could not hope to record
all sites small or large, throughout the country. To this end,
then, we must try and foster the interest of pecple such as farmers,
surveyors, ranges - people who are likely to be familiar with less
accessible parts of the country.

The scheme has been designed with this in view, hence the use
of two types of rccord form: The site record form which is to be
used for noting in general tcrms onlythe existence, locaticn and
nature of o site; the site survey form which is to be used to des-
cribe the results of o more intensive investigation - but note,
investigation only.

Here I should like to record the Association's indebtedness
to Mr. J.D.H. Buchoanon for his efforts in promcting the scheme, to
Roger Green ond Jnck Golson who werc largely responsible for the
Handbook to Field Recording, nnd to National Historic Places.Trust -
who provided the¢ finnncial backing so necessary for the implementation
of this schcme,

MAORI SITES IN QUEEN CHARLOTTE SOUND by J.B. Palmer.

Qucen Charlotte Sound, or Totarnnui as it is called by the
Mzori, is o region thrt is of considerable interest to the field
erchaeologist based in Wellington. Similarities of coastline,
problems of cultivation - indced of land utilisation in general, and
climate mnke it = visible, moated extension of conditions met with
so of'ten around Wellington. It is noturnl then, that one should
look south to comnare and contrast ficld evidence left there with
thrt found on the northcrn shores of Cook Strrit, particularly when
trandition records movcments of the same pecoplcs across the twenty
mile wide water barricr.

The great need in ficld work in the Marlborough Sounds is some
sort of survey of types of site and their distribution over the rﬂgiong
so that o tentotive picturc of occupntion con emcrges From this
it will be possible to stuldy speeifie field monuments cuch as
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