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Abstract 

 

 

This study will focus on the representation of women in the collection of heritage in 

Western Australia. Specifically it will develop the argument that women are 

significantly underrepresented within the State‟s Register of Historic Places through 

practices of collection, cataloguing and sorting of heritage within the State. A related 

argument that the underrepresentation of women is compounded by a focus on „place‟ 

as defined by the Heritage Act (1990) will also be made. 

 

Examples of discussions about and the presentation of women‟s heritage in Australia 

will be examined in order to show the limited ways in which this has been previously 

addressed. The State‟s Register of Historic Places and sample Municipal Inventories 

will assessed for their effectiveness in presenting women‟s heritage. International 

examples of the presentations of women‟s heritage will also be discussed to show 

how other countries are approaching the identified issues. 

 

In order to capture women‟s heritage, this study argues a new approach to 

understanding heritage is needed. Recommendations and a „crowd‟ research event are 

proposed as ways of recognising the contributions women have made to the built 

environment of Western Australia.   
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Abbreviations 

 

 

 

AHC    Australian Heritage Council 

CWA    County Women‟s Association 

GLAM    Galleries, Libraries, Archives, Museums 

HCWA   Heritage Council of Western Australia 

ICOMOS   International Council of Monuments and Sites 

MI    Municipal Inventory  

Places Database  Register of Historic Places 
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Introduction 

 

Women‟s heritage is an important, although less studied, tangent to women‟s history. 

It is important because it contributes to the way we understand how a woman‟s place 

in our society has changed over time – and perhaps how much it hasn‟t. Actively 

including women‟s heritage through the presentation of the ways women lived their 

lives in the past can extend and contest stereotypical concepts of important sites of 

history. The key questions posed for this study were how and where women‟s heritage 

is represented in Western Australia and how issues raised by the first question can be 

addressed. Like heritage more generally, it could be defined in various ways, but this 

paper will define women‟s heritage as the practice of heritage that references and 

recognises the contributions of women. Often, women‟s history, gender history or 

feminist history seeks to redress the invisibility of women in studies of history, seek 

out and make visible women in history and develop understandings of the ways 

women were oppressed and marginalised in times past. This academic discipline is 

practised by those within the academy but rarely outside of it (as, say military history 

is). Women‟s heritage, however, is rarely practiced in Australia either within or 

without the academy.  

 

In Western Australia, heritage is formally recognised and managed through the 

Heritage Council of Western Australia (HCWA). Other groups such as the National 

Trust (WA) and local councils also work to recognise, preserve, protect and promote 

the State‟s heritage. This study focuses on the way HCWA uses its legislated power to 

conserve and “promote awareness and knowledge of our cultural heritage” (About the 

Heritage Council 2010). The Heritage Act (1990) and HCWA‟s processes and 

methodologies have led to an invisibility of women in the Register of Historic Places 

(subsequently referred to using HCWA‟s abbreviation of „Places Database‟) and a 

general misunderstanding of how women can and should be recognised in heritage. 

This can be seen in basic searches of the online database as well as within the reports 

HCWA commissions to identify and conserve heritage places. In particular this study 

finds that HCWA‟s themes used to sort, direct and promote heritage within the State 

actively work to hide the ways women used, understood and contributed to the places 

recognised by HCWA. This issue is more far reaching than originally outlined in the 

initial proposal. A limited view of four Municipal Inventories (MIs) was found to be 
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insufficient for properly demonstrating how invisible women‟s heritage really is and 

why the methodology used has perpetuated this. As the MIs are products of the 

system which works to exclude women in the first place, it was felt that they were not 

the appropriate method with which to examine this issue in depth.  

 

The issue of women‟s representation in heritage has been investigated previously and 

some momentum gathered to address the issues after two key papers were written 

about the underrepresentation of women in heritage in the 1990s by Morris and The 

Placing Women Search Conference was held in Tasmania in 1999. However, only a 

single report was produced by the Australian Heritage Council (AHC) in 2002 in 

response to just one of the thirteen recommendations made by the 1999 conference. 

This report, Women’s Employment and Professionalism in Australia, attempted to 

provide the heritage industry with a guide and methodology to improve the 

representation of women in registers and lists, but it ignored the major finding of 

Morris and other attendees at the conference; that heritage could not just „place‟ 

women. Just one further report in 2003 from NSW Parks was produced that attempted 

to address the issue of women‟s heritage. This work by Kijas sought to provide a 

historical study of women and outback landscapes in order to assist NSW Parks 

accurately include women in its interpretation of parks. 

 

Although few in number, there is, however, a common thread amongst these papers. 

All argue that „doing‟ women‟s heritage requires changes to the way heritage more 

generally is done. Women have been excluded from heritage, not as a deliberate act of 

oppression, but as a consequence of the methodology used, including most 

significantly the reliance on a themed-based approach to collecting and understanding 

heritage. The argument is that while sites important to women‟s heritage do appear on 

lists and registers they are not generally recognised for their significance to women. 

Following this, sites that are only of importance to women are often missing from lists 

and registers altogether. This has occurred for two key reasons; firstly because the 

practise of using themes to understand and define heritage does not methodologically 

allow for adequate representation of women, and secondly the collection of heritage 

relies on general, often decades old historical research that does not value and 

recognise women‟s history. Writing about outback history in NSW, Kijas says 

“outback and pastoral history writing that simply fails to mention the presence of 
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women is so entrenched that people…often forget to look for them.” (2003: 1) This 

statement could apply to any number of published histories that consultants rely on to 

gather evidence for the heritage significance of a place. 

 

At the risk of repeating previous writers on this issue, it is appropriate to exclaim 

amazement that this situation can be so pervading after more than 30 years of 

historical research into women‟s history. While we have access to some of the best 

writing and thinking about women‟s role in the past and how social structures have 

resulted in the oppression and devaluing of women‟s work and lives, the approach to 

heritage has not appeared to have taken this scholarship into account in any serious or 

sustained way. This study will examine Western Australia‟s collection and protection 

processes for heritage in order to argue that urgent changes need to be made. 

 

The findings of this study are a call for this issue to be seriously addressed. Like the 

papers that have looked at this issue before, this study recommends that the way 

forward is through a fundamental shift in the way heritage is collected and 

understood. In addition, a more general call to historians writing about place to 

properly understand and include women‟s contributions in their work and that those 

commissioning these histories – in particular municipal councils – make the study of 

women an essential part of the brief. Finally, a project to update and expand the 

information on HCWA‟s Places Database as well as open up the records available to 

historians and others regarding women‟s history is proposed. 

 

The study is divided into five chapters. Chapter One presents a literature review in 

order to examine the existing scholarship on the topic. This is a discussion of the 

reports, papers and conferences produced in Australia about women‟s heritage that 

have preceded this study. This chapter also outlines the ways in which Canada and the 

US recognise women‟s heritage in order to argue that it is possible to develop 

appropriate strategies in Australia. The second chapter is a discussion of the issues 

surrounding recognising women‟s heritage. This chapter aims to develop an 

understanding of the unique ways women‟s contributions to the past can be 

understood within heritage. Chapter Three, entitled „Finding Women in the Places 

Database‟ examines what can be understood about women‟s heritage in WA using the 

HCWA‟s online database. An argument is made that HCWA has the responsibility to 
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lead the changes required to the collection of heritage. Chapter Four examines how 

the 1990 Heritage Act and HCWA‟s processes have worked to obscure women‟s 

heritage. Chapter Five provides the details of a way to develop the documentation 

associated with the Places Database. Finally, the Conclusion presents 

recommendations for future changes that will work to better recognise women‟s part 

in the heritage of the State. 
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Chapter One: Literature Review - Ignoring the past 
 

 

In Australia, the lack of women‟s heritage has been noted through a few attempts to 

provide improved frameworks, indicative lists and inclusive museum exhibitions. 

Despite women‟s heritage being identified in Tasmania and by the AHC as requiring 

attention, the momentum created during the early 1990s did not result in any genuine 

improvement in the recognition or understanding of women‟s heritage, or in any 

substantial changes to the way heritage is collected and interpreted in order to make 

women‟s heritage visible. From Anderson‟s (1993) example of the “recently failed” 

women‟s history walking tour in Hobart which was not able to meet funding 

guidelines from the AHC (8) to the enduring stereotype of Australian women as long-

suffering mothers and wives who could perform miracles in harsh environments and 

times, women‟s heritage has not responded to the expansive and growing scholarship 

within the women‟s history fields.  

 

Academic Writing on Women’s Heritage 

In seeking out the thoughts and ideas of Australians thinking about women‟s heritage, 

just three papers which deal explicitly with women‟s heritage have been found (Lake: 

1991, Anderson: 1993 and Young: 2002), all written during and contributed to a 

period of developing momentum for the better recognition of women‟s heritage. Each 

of them set out examples and reasons for the lack of women‟s heritage in Australia. 

Although they repeat the argument that women do not appear in heritage sites or 

heritage listings and that a new way of doing heritage is needed, they use different 

examples and add to the small pool of information on this issue. A small number of 

other writers have thought about related issues such as women‟s presence in 

landscape but this increases the literature to a maximum of six. The dearth of writing 

and thought about this issue in Australia, particularly given the time that has passed 

since the first flurry of activity, is frankly astounding.  

 

Lake‟s work in 1991 on „Historical Homes‟ argues that although “[t]he home is 

central to our classified heritage”, the way we collect and present this heritage does 

not contribute to an understanding of the way women‟s heritage is a part of that home 

(46). She develops a short history of the way the physical organisation of a house has 
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changed over time and what information this can provide for the work (paid or 

unpaid) of women within its structure. She argues that a history of housework in 

particular is as complex as the history of other work and should be recognised as such, 

but her paper is a wider call from an eminent feminist historian for the public „doing‟ 

of history – heritage – to better recognise and remember the lives of women. 

 

Lake uses the example of Statements of Significance, written to neatly sum up the 

important reasons why a place should be protected and the backbone of a listing on 

the State Register to illustrate how women are marginalised in the collection of 

heritage. The Statement provides those who need to argue for the protection of a place 

with clear, succinct reasons for its preservation. Seen as the central, most crucial 

pieces of historic information, they also allow a way to begin to understand the 

importance of the place. Lake (1991) states that Statements of Significance are 

“basically architectural”, “testament to...[those] who designed...[and] commissioned 

[the building]” (46). HCWA uses Statements of Significance in their State Register 

and they are publicly available from their website. While a place such as the St 

Bridgid’s Convent (fmr) (Place number 1976) is included on both the State Register 

and the AHC‟s 2002 indicative list of sites important to women‟s employment and 

professionalism, its Statement of Significance does not mention women beyond the 

group of „Sisters of Mercy‟. Certainly the availability of paid work for women in 

teaching, the importance of education for girls or the way the school worked to 

uphold traditional roles for women are not mentioned. The Statement includes seven 

points; four reference streetscape, intactness and architecture, one the Sisters of 

Mercy and Catholic education, one the association of a (male) benefactor of the 

Sisters and finally a fairly generic statement that states “the place is important to the 

community, originally as a religious and educational institution, and presently for its 

historic and aesthetic value” (1996: 2). Similarly, the Statement of Significance for 

the Azelia Ley Homestead (Place number 533) mentions the woman for whom the 

place is named just once as an association, but does not indicate that it might be 

important for understanding how women in the early 1900s negotiated a socially 

acceptable separation from difficult marriages. It seems that Lake‟s call for the wider, 

more inclusive understanding of women‟s heritage within these documents has not 

been heard. 
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In her 1993 work, Anderson argues that “we still know almost nothing about the 

allocation and use of domestic space, about women‟s actual, as distinct from 

theoretical, domestic routines, or about material possessions in the past” (6). Her 

work, building on Lake‟s paper, demonstrates that the stereotype of women as stoic, 

virtuous and able to „make do‟ in harsh environments pervades the interpretation of 

historic sites across Australia. She gives the alarming example of Patrick Taylor 

Cottage in Albany, a house museum named after a man who only briefly resided in 

the property and who while there terrorised his wife and children. His wife Mary, who 

recorded her life with him in a diary, remained in the house for ten years after his 

death and yet is not even accorded recognition in the naming of the house. Anderson 

argues that this “mythic approach to the heritage family” creates a “totally misleading 

image of domestic experiences in the past” and is so pervasive that “it is reasonable to 

conclude that it is deeply embedded in our folklore” (10). This, she suggests, has 

implications for contemporary understandings of domestic life and conflict when few 

of the millions of visitors to museums “will encounter an alternative vision of the 

family, or of women‟s wider activities in the past” (11) This can still be seen at house 

museums across WA. Smirk‟s Heritage Site in Kwinana presents an unproblematic 

family home without attempting to question how Mrs Smirk (a woman who had lived 

with but not married at least two men) negotiated her illegitimate and later criminal 

son‟s escape to WWI, subsequent court martials and final discharge only to remain 

estranged from her for the rest of her life. 

 

In her 2002 work, Young also argues that there are “very few houses presenting much 

beyond conventional reference to women in kitchens, drawing rooms, bedrooms and 

nurseries” (1). Her paper aims to provide some suggested approaches for house 

museums to „re-insert‟ women into their stories. She argues that in attempting to 

answer some of the hard questions of history, house museums can “move beyond 

simple, conventional styles of house presentation to introduce more complex ideas of 

social and feminist history” (20). Young‟s arguments and suggestions echo those of 

Lake and Anderson. That she was writing some years later – in fact in the same year 

that the AHC report was released – suggests that change was slow. As I shall explain, 

what momentum was built during the time leading up to Young‟s paper and the AHC 

report has since lost traction completely. 
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The Placing Women Reports 

In 1997, Morris took on an eight-week project to examine the ways women could be 

more represented in the Tasmanian Heritage Register.  Her final paper; Placing 

Women: a methodology for the identification, assessment and interpretation of 

women’s heritage in Tasmania outlined the findings of her project. In her report, 

Morris questioned the ability to achieve successfully the report‟s stated aim of “to 

develop an identification and assessment methodology to assess places of significance 

in the history of women in Tasmania.” (11). She found that because the history of 

women generally was so invisible in secondary sources and that primary sources 

could also pose problems with women often identified by their husbands and fathers, 

it was unlikely that the issue was one of methodology. Rather, she states, the proposed 

approach was “missing both an overarching principle and an understanding of the 

reasons why women were so invisible on the Register.” (11). Morris came to the 

conclusion that any building or site in the state could have significance of some 

degree to women and that the question heritage assessment should be asking about 

women‟s heritage should more accurately reflect this reality. She suggested that any 

approach that attempts to address the representation of women in heritage registers 

should “contest, rather than be contained by, thematic boundaries.” (12). 

 

Morris developed two suggested methodologies or ways to think about women‟s 

heritage (see Appendix A and B). The first provides a formal theme structure that 

would be appropriate within the contemporary context of heritage collection. She 

argued that although themes were not generally suitable for the understanding of 

women‟s history, it was the current system and was unlikely to change. The themes 

are widely representative of the different facets of women‟s lives and allow a detailed 

list against which to test a heritage place. Morris‟ hesitancy in providing this list of 

themes is countered by her second methodology (Appendix B) which allows a much 

more fluid, less structured way to view places in relation to women. Rather than a list 

of themes it is a lens which can be laid over a place in order to reveal both the 

contained and contested ways women were associated with it. The list reminds a 

researcher of the ways we understand women‟s lives and prompts further 

investigation into areas not immediately obvious. 
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The final recommendations of Morris‟ 1997 report included running a conference 

with representatives from across Australia to discuss these findings and deliberate on 

how to successfully begin the work of including women in heritage registers. This 

was held in 1999 and involved several presentations as well as creating and discussing 

recommendations and ways to continue this work. The final report; Placing Women 

II: A national framework for ensuring the visibility of women in heritage, listed fifteen 

recommendations (see Appendix C) running from the mundane such as a Placing 

Women website to the heady suggestion “[t]hat, in order to increase understanding of 

the complexity, multiplicities and contested nature of history and place, the Australian 

Heritage Commission initiate negations with the Department of Education, Training 

and Youth affairs to review the current low status accorded academic publication in 

non-refereed journals, and acknowledge the community value of publishing academic 

research in broadly accessible publications”. These two reports are heavily relied 

upon by subsequent writers on women‟s history which demonstrates their value and 

uniqueness in the scholarship around this issue. 

 

The AHC Report 

The recommendations from the Placing Women Search Conference were presented to 

the Australian Heritage Commission which then developed the Women’s Employment 

and Professionalism in Australia: histories, themes, places report in 2002. This 

project and it‟s report were developed from “Recommendation 3: That the Australian 

Heritage Commission, in association with State and Territory heritage agencies, fund 

as a high priority contextual histories and model projects for women‟s heritage” from 

the Placing Women II report. Designed to be a starting point to “assist the completion, 

in later projects, of comprehensive field surveys; documentation and assessment of 

places identified; nominations of places to the Register of the National Estate and 

other registers; and the development and implementation of appropriate conservation, 

interpretation and promotional projects” (2002: 1), the report was researched and 

written by Dr Maria Nugent, Professor Paula Hamilton, Dr Paul Ashton and Dr 

Alison Bashford. The report‟s focus was on women‟s paid employment and 

professionalism and this is evident in the List of Indicative Places compiled. It did not 

aim to deal with women‟s unpaid labour or the work of Aboriginal women outside 

white society.  
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While this report is a very useful document – in particular the literature review of 

women‟s historiography – it appears that its lofty aims have not yet been met. While 

databases, such as the HCWA Places Database of Heritage Places Database, allows 

searches to be undertaken using the „Survey of Women‟s Employment AHC‟ search 

term, there has been little other follow-up to the report. Additionally, it remains the 

only document in Australian heritage that attempts to list places specifically 

associated with women. With 136 places, 13 of which are in WA, the report is 

significant although not comprehensive and narrowly focused on women‟s paid 

employment. 

 

Perhaps most problematically, the central question of „place‟ and the way current 

collection and recording of heritage serves to keep women‟s heritage invisible is 

sidestepped. The report states that “considerable debate” (4) about the role of place in 

women‟s heritage has occurred, but references only Margaret Anderson, who focuses 

on museum culture, and Morris‟ Placing Women II report in which key questions 

about how women‟s heritage and the concept of place are discussed but not ultimately 

answered (in fact, Morris‟ Placing Women I was much more expansive on this 

question). Both these references are more calls for debate, discussion and change than 

samples of a literature that demonstrate a current debate. In fact, what has occurred 

could more accurately be described as a whisper. In acknowledging the issues raised 

by women‟s heritage and „place‟, the report‟s authors argue their role is to begin the 

process of understanding women‟s employment and professionalism “within the 

current structure of the nation‟s heritage” (4). Unfortunately this is exactly the 

approach Morris had found untenable five years earlier. 

 

Morris‟ two suggested methodologies (see Appendices A and B) were ignored by the 

authors of the AHC report and their resulting indicative list, designed to be a model 

for heritage offices and departments around Australia, perpetuates the very issue 

Morris had identified, namely that being contained by thematic structures, rather than 

contesting them, would not adequately or successfully address women‟s place in 

heritage. Hence, the places identified for WA are either general (such as hospitals and 

parliaments) or individual (such as a particular individual‟s house). 
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The difficult issue of houses and dwellings, the staple of heritage registers 

everywhere, was also ignored by the AHC report‟s narrow focus. Those places 

considered the domain of women – the home – are routinely recognised for their 

heritage value without reference to the, as Lake (1991) writes “changing sexual, social 

and economic relations which produced them” (47). The AHC report, having 

sidestepped this by concentrating on paid workplaces, has provided no direction for 

heritage bodies to deal with this issue. 

 

Women’s Heritage in Canada and the US 

Contrary to the Women’s Employment and Professionalism in Australia: histories, 

themes, places report‟s references of the debate about women, place and heritage in 

Australia, there has been robust debate and subsequent programs in Canada and the 

United States to recognise, commemorate and consider women‟s place in heritage. It 

is worth examining their approaches in some detail as this provides something of a 

guided map for thinking about how to approach the issue in Australia, particularly 

given the limits of the AHC report. Both countries have been thinking and working on 

recognising women‟s heritage for decades at governmental and private organisational 

levels. Their successes and the lessons they‟ve learned are invaluable when thinking 

about women‟s heritage in Australia. 

 

Parks Canada identified that their commemoration approach to recognising heritage 

sites through plaques, acquisition and co-operative agreements was not adequately 

promoting women‟s heritage in 1981 when it launched a “formal, long-range, system-

wide plan designed to bring more balance into the commemoration program.” 

(McCollough: 340) This program, now a „strategic priority‟, has led to three major 

studies (Women and Health, Women and Power and Women and Work) which 

provide a “context for the Historic Sites and Monuments Board of Canada's review of 

potentially significant sites, persons and events.” (Commemoration of Women’s 

History). Two further studies will be completed focusing on Women and Education 

and Women and Technology. While Parks Canada has not significantly altered it 

processes to recognise the different ways in which women have participated in the use 

of significant sites, as Morris might suggest is necessary, they have sought to 

approach the issue in a holistic way. McCollough suggests that Parks Canada‟s 
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methodology of “applying a gender lens” and using representative sites for historical 

movements or developments go some way to addressing this issue. (342) 

 

In the United States a less formal process began in the 1980s with the creation of the 

Boston Women‟s Heritage Trail which led to the further development of at least 16 

different trails in the city, an active teacher education program to improve the 

teaching of women‟s contributions to history in schools and the establishment of trails 

in other cities. In 2006 for National Women‟s History Month the US National Parks 

Service contributed a collection of sites listed on its National Register of Historic 

Places that recognised the roles of women in history. This included featured 

properties, publications (including the travel itinerary Places Where Women Made 

History identifying 75 historic places in New York and Massachusetts “associated 

with the varied aspects women's history” (Travel Itineraries) and a teaching program. 

The National Parks Service had also previously published Interpreting Women's 

History in the National Park Service and a history of women‟s contribution to the 

National Parks Service itself. 

 

Conclusion 

While the scholarship of women‟s history has been robust in the US, Canada and 

Australia, it seems that of these three, Australia has failed to capitalise on this and 

hence has not developed or promoted women‟s heritage beyond that of the „pioneer 

woman‟ or the „female convict‟ (like Anne Summers‟ Damned Whores and God’s 

Police, perhaps). The reasons for this are beyond the scope of this study, but there is 

not a particularly large conceptual gap between this and other current situations such 

as the woefully low number of women holding board and executive roles in 

Australian businesses, women‟s representation in parliaments at all levels and the low 

status of women‟s sports. Miriam Dixson‟s seminal book The Real Matilda: women 

and identity in Australia - 1788 to the present was first published in 1976 and revised 

and republished four times, the last in 1999. She says in her introduction that: 

 

During the formative times of all States, except South Australia, women were 

widely treated with contempt, in its many variations and often with brutality. We 
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have never outgrown the former attitude, and our women are still deeply, if 

unconsciously, impoverished by this dominate cultural characteristic. (12) 

 

Of history she states that “women feature as pygmies in the culture of the present, and 

are almost obliterated from the annals of the past.” (12) That this was still worth 

saying as late as 1999 illustrates that although many things have changed for women 

in Australia since the mid-1970s, there is much that remains stubbornly the same. So, 

while it seems incredible that women‟s heritage remains unrecognised at the end of 

the first decade of a new millennium, it is also, apparently, unsurprising. 

 

All three papers and Morris‟ reports discussed above provide compelling arguments, a 

plethora of examples and a call that things change. Together they lead to enough of a 

recognition that women‟s heritage is not adequately represented to result in the AHC 

briefly focusing on women‟s heritage. Beyond this, however, they have failed to 

support a movement within the heritage industry to address the issues. There seemed 

to be little argument amongst heritage professionals spoken to in the course of this 

study that women are not adequately represented in the HCWA Places Database. Yet 

these professionals – the far majority of whom are women – continue to work within 

the defined constraints of the industry, perhaps ironically unwilling to jeopardise their 

positions by questioning the status quo. While there is no doubt that some have 

quietly inserted women into the documents within the Places Database, read against 

the records to unearth women‟s pasts and ensured at least women‟s names and details 

were included, I argue this is not enough. Rigorous scholarship and a willingness to 

start the conversation within the industry are needed. Lake, Anderson and Young have 

provided the academically tested theories. Morris has provided suggested 

methodologies. The next step is action. 
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Chapter Two: Finding Women in the Places Database 

 

The Register of Heritage Places, which is required to be developed and maintained by 

HCWA as part of the Heritage Act of WA (1990), is the key collection of some of the 

most important parts of Western Australia‟s European heritage. While WA‟s movable 

heritage is spread across numerous museums, libraries and other collecting places and 

remains uncatalogued in a central database, the Places Database is a comprehensive 

list of the places that surround us and provides access to information about the 

significance of those places for Western Australians. It is openly accessible to the 

public through the HCWA website and allows the download of supporting 

documentation relating to places listed on the State Register (but not to those sites 

included on the Places Database as part of a MI for which no documentation is 

provided). The Places Database is kept up-to-date and the standard of information it 

provides is professional and widely researched. 

 

‘Domestic activities’, ‘women’, ‘girls’ and ‘female’ 

A search of the HCWA Register of Historic Places clearly demonstrates that women, 

even in the well-researched buildings that populate the database, are clearly under-

represented. The recognition of their contributions to WA has been difficult for 

Historians and heritage professionals – those writing the documentation – to 

successfully include. Even allowing for the fact that the Places Database uses „place‟ 

as its central understanding of heritage and leaving aside the issues that will be raised 

in Chapter Three, women are both difficult to find and identifiably missing from the 

Places Database. 

 

Using the term „domestic activities‟ in the Historic Theme category a search on 15 

July 2010 returned 215 results, while a search using „residential‟ in Original General 

Use returned 6827 results. By these results we would need to assume that in more 

than 6600 residential places no domestic activities were undertaken (by women or 

men), or perhaps that the domestic activities had no heritage value. It seems obvious 

that neither of these statements could be true. 
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Graphical representation of the use of „domestic activities‟ Historic theme in the Places Database 

 

Other searches completed using „women‟, „girl‟ and „female‟ as search terms in the 

„Name Contains‟ search field (the only one that allows a general search term) returned 

a paltry sixteen entries, listed below (although if searching using „CWA‟ a further 67 

entries are returned). 

 

Chapel, St Hilda's Anglican School for Girls (11656) 

Girls Friendly Society/Townsend Lodge (11608) 

Old Girls School (fmr) (1881) 

Perth Girls School (fmr) (2173) 

Perth Girls' Orphanage (fmr) (2159) 

Aboriginal Women‟s refuge (13177) 

Catholic Women's League Building (8751) 

Country Women's Association (1663) 

Country Women‟s Association (7360) 

Country Women‟s Association (CWA) Hall (18888) 

King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women (2438) 

North West Women's Group (9735) 

Taxi Rank & Women's Rest Room (79)  

Women's Friendly Rest Rooms (fmr) (4557) 

Girl Guide Hall (3269) 

Paxwold Girl Guides Camp (10411) 

 

The way women in WA were organised in groups was seemingly limited to schools, 

refuges and conservative organisations. 

Residential Places with
Domestic Activities
theme chosen

Residential Places
without Domestic
Activities theme chosen

http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=0&place_seq=33034
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=1&place_seq=32976
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=2&place_seq=1881
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=3&place_seq=2173
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=4&place_seq=2159
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=0&place_seq=34682
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=1&place_seq=29893
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=2&place_seq=1663
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=3&place_seq=28410
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=4&place_seq=41709
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=5&place_seq=2438
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=6&place_seq=31062
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=7&place_seq=79
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=8&place_seq=25440
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=1&place_seq=3269
http://register.heritage.wa.gov.au/viewplace.html?offset=4&place_seq=31756
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Morris (1997) suggests that there is one type of building that usually ensures women 

are included in registers. She says that it is chiefly the institutions whose role it was to 

control women that are the most visible women‟s heritage. However, this is not 

necessarily the case for the HCWA Places Database. Morris lists “the Female 

Factories…the Girl‟s Industrial Schools” and other Tasmanian sites in which women 

were sent or incarcerated. The only site easily found on WA‟s Places Database is the 

Perth Girls‟ Orphanage. Does this mean that women were not widely controlled by 

the state or other organisations in WA? Perhaps these buildings no longer exist and 

therefore are not included? Without further research, it is difficult to know. Certainly 

one important site for women‟s control was Fremantle Prison (1014) but this does not 

appear on search results as being relevant to women because of the way the database 

works. 

 

Limitations of the database 

While these are fairly crude ways to measure the invisibility of women in the Places 

Database, they do reflect the inflexibility of the database and also serve to provide a 

context to the following arguments. The HCWA Places Database cannot be searched 

in any other ways that could yield results that might have something to say about 

women‟s contribution to history. The „Historic Themes‟ used by HCWA allow for 

places to be sorted using broad themes that appear to be „gender-less‟. However, on 

assessment of these themes it was found that, despite the overwhelming body of 

evidence indicating women‟s history is generally „hidden‟, the themes do not 

encourage the listing or recognition of women‟s use of sites beyond terms such as 

“workers (incl. Aboriginal, convict)” and “Community services and utilities”. 

“Domestic activities” is the only clearly „female‟ theme available. This means that 

even though sites such as baby health clinics, hospitals, schools, CWA halls, homes 

and any number of other sites important to women are probably present (although 

perhaps in a limited way) in the database, they are not able to be searched and 

recognised as having significance for women. It is therefore difficult to use the 

database, a key collection of the heritage of WA, short of inspecting every single 18, 

916 entries, to accurately measure the contribution women have made to WA‟s 

history.  
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While it is true that this resource is not the only one for seeking out information on 

women‟s history and heritage, it is also not actively encouraging the recording and 

recognition of this. It is not working to improve the ways the State understands and 

remembers women‟s contributions, in fact with its silence on this issue, it is 

suggesting that either there is no issue or that it is unimportant. Further, the work that 

has been done within individual entries that do demonstrate the heritage of women 

cannot be found. As will be demonstrated in the next chapter, lists of places important 

to women in Australia are limited to a generalised indicative list and a few websites. 

The power of a centrally controlled database of heritage sites is wasted when it is not 

widely and usefully searchable and able to yield results that improve our 

understanding of our pasts. Databases as robust and detailed as the Places Database 

are only available through HCWA and similar bodies in other States and it remains 

the responsibility of these bodies to provide a more nuanced access to their databases. 

 

Comparing other women’s heritage lists 

By examining two current examples of collections of women‟s heritage and history in 

WA, some ways in which the Places Database works to conceal women‟s contribution 

to the past can be identified. The Women’s Employment and Professionalism in 

Australia: histories, themes, places, as previously discussed, provides a list of 

indicative places that demonstrate the ways that women participated in employment 

and professionalism in Australia. As noted, this is a limited way to focus on sites of 

importance to women. For Western Australia, the report lists thirteen sites. They 

include two universities (University of Western Australia and Edith Cowan 

University), two hospitals (King Edward and Princess Margaret), three kindergartens, 

two houses of famous/important women (Katherine Susannah Pritchard and Bessie 

Rischbeith) and a memorial. Two further sites – the Westrail Midland Railway 

Workshops and Parliament Building are also included. Even in this limited list, there 

are discrepancies between this and the HCWA Places Database. Two sites on the 

AHC list do not appear on the Places Database at all: Little Citizens‟ Kindergarten 

and Kindergarten Union Pre-School (41 Marquis Street). So, although the HCWA 

Places Database is searchable using the „Survey of Women‟s Employment AHC‟ 

choice in the Advanced Search, results are incomplete because of these two missing 

sites. Only one site from the search result list using „women‟ as a search term above 

appears: King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women, as it has „women‟ in the title. 
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Additionally, for sites such as the Midland Railway Workshops, the two hospitals and 

the universities, an existing understanding of the way these sites were important to 

women is needed in order to access the information the Places Database provides on 

this. In this way, as previously stated, even the existence of women in the researched 

information is difficult to find because of the way the Places Database is structured.  

 

The second collection of information about women in WA is from the Historical 

Encyclopedia of Western Australia. This includes entries specifically regarding 

women such as: „Country Women‟s Association‟, „Female suffrage‟, „Feminist 

movements‟, „Gender‟, „Guides Western Australia‟, „Women‟s Christian Temperance 

Union‟, „Women and political representation‟, „Women on farms‟, „Ordination of 

women‟, „Women police‟, „Women, world wars‟, „Women‟s Electoral Lobby‟, 

„Women‟s health organisations‟, „Women‟s land army‟, „Women‟s refuges‟ and 

„Women‟s Service Guild‟. Within these entries, specific and generic buildings and 

places are mentioned. For example, the Sailor‟s Rest in Fremantle (1900), which does 

not appear on the Places Database and sites such as women‟s refuges, farms where the 

Women‟s Land Army worked, stations at which women police were placed, and sites 

relating to the twenty-nine Women‟s Christian Temperance Union established across 

the State are recognised as having an importance to women. The possibilities for 

understanding the ways that women contributed to sites connected to any of these 

topics are not immediately available by searching the Places Database. As previously 

noted, an existing knowledge of these topics and the sites related to them are needed 

before the Places Database is able to provide a contribution of information. 

 

Conclusion 

This study argues that while HCWA‟s role is chiefly to conserve the State‟s heritage, 

this cannot be done in isolation. By involving itself in the heritage of the State and 

establishing a Places Database, the State Government has taken on the authority to 

recognise and protect the places important to the State. It cannot divorce these aims 

from contemporary issues within history or step back from its role as collector of the 

important sites of WA and therefore the sites important to women. In 1976 Herbert J. 

Gans, American sociologist, stated that “when preservation becomes a public act, 

supported with public funds, it must attend to everyone‟s past.” (Hayden, 1995: 3) 
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The „gender-less‟ approach has clearly not provided this outcome and deliberate 

initiatives are needed to balance the current gender bias within the Places Database. 

 

HCWA has the mandate within WA to develop and expand the community‟s 

knowledge and interest in the State‟s history. Other bodies such as the National Trust 

(WA) contribute to this process by working outside of government control, but 

HCWA has the power to direct councils to create inventories with a stated aim being 

“to provide a cultural and historic record of the local district” (2007: 2). It is clear that 

one of HCWA‟s roles is to encourage councils to work on researching and developing 

understandings about their history. I argue that further direction and 

acknowledgement of the difficulties faced in this process are needed, such as wider 

themes or more scaffolded directions on the requirements for the Documentary 

Evidence section of the heritage report and Municipal Inventories. These and other 

recommendations are discussed in the Conclusion. 
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Chapter Three: Women’s Heritage? 

 

Heritage can mean any number of things, as many critics and key commentators such 

as Lowenthal (1985) and Bennett (1995) have pointed out, but place is a fairly 

common part of definitions suggested. The title of this study; A Woman’s Place and 

the corresponding full saying; „a woman‟s place is in the home‟ with all its 

connotations, was chosen to frame this research as it goes right to the heart of this 

discussion. The „putting‟ of women into a heritage place is perhaps the way women‟s 

heritage is thought of most (if, indeed it is thought of at all). This approach, however, 

has been argued against as being tokenistic, patriarchal, simplistic and unhelpful. 

Lake (1991), Anderson (1994) and Morris (1997) all agree that this approach cannot 

successfully recognise the lives of women. The idea of „place‟ is a much larger 

concept than this approach would suggest and when examining the question of 

women and heritage it is inescapably central and important. For HCWA, of course, 

the entire focus is on aligning, identifying and protecting that interaction between 

place and heritage. Where does this leave women‟s heritage? 

 

‘Placing’ women 

It is too easy to add to any description of a heritage dwelling that women were found 

in the home and that their activities there were cooking, sewing, cleaning, child 

rearing and many other things. The reason this is rarely done and probably the reason 

why so few dwelling places in HCWA‟s Places Database use the Historic Theme 

„domestic activities‟, is not that this is not true but perhaps that it is too true. It is so 

ordinary and mundane that it is assumed to be understood that a house (a listing in an 

MI for example) does not need to mention that aspect of the historic importance of the 

building because it is just too obvious. But if this is the case, women‟s work, both 

historically and contemporarily remains invisible – assumed to be uninteresting, 

unworthy of mention and useless for understanding people‟s lives. If this is the limit 

of „placing‟ women into heritage then it is limiting our ability to grasp the importance 

of the ways we can use heritage to understand our pasts. 

 

Women‟s contribution to history is more far reaching than that found in the home. 

While it might seem that most women in the past were only associated with the home, 

this is an extremely contestable assertion. It is clear that many, many women 
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undertook paid work (inside and outside „the home‟) and participated in voluntary 

capacities for many organisations. The 2002 AHC report provides, in this instance, a 

good indicative list of examples that could be cited, from houses of parliament to 

child care centres. 

   

Place is important for women in other ways too. For example in women‟s struggles to 

understand and stake their „place‟ in their contemporary societies they were reaching 

for a conceptual idea of place, rather than a physical one. Women‟s bodies were (are) 

sites of contest that also tell us about places important to women. The places women 

were banned from entering either formally or informally tell us about societal 

pressures placed on women. Defining „place‟ is as problematic as defining „heritage‟. 

 

Thus, it is important to understand that women‟s heritage is often not connected to 

place in a physical sense. The way women‟s social, family and cultural connections 

can and should be understood, collected and protected is needed. This is a difficult 

concept to fit into existing structures that identify, collect and protect heritage places 

and that defines a heritage place as a physical one. This focus immediately limits the 

kind of heritage that can be understood and precludes the layers of heritage that may 

not be clearly visible at the site or in its associated documentary evidence. Women are 

not the only group that find themselves locked out in this process. Original owners, 

squatters, workers, planners and others who have contributed to a place as well as 

those that use, change and destroy a place are also often left out. Themes, especially 

those used in Western Australia, do not encourage the digging required for this kind 

of information and the heritage documentation and subsequent interpretation is all the 

poorer for it. 

 

Hayden (1995) in her work The Power of Place: urban landscapes as public history 

suggests that French sociologist Henri Lefebvre‟s ideas about a “new kind of spatial 

imagination” (19) that can read intangible aspects of structures to address the 

impressions of women‟s (and others‟) lives on buildings. She considers that by 

examining the production of places the layers of gender (as well as socio-economic, 

race, nationality and other „hidden‟ histories) become more visible. While this is a 

useful way to begin thinking about histories of place, because women were often 

excluded from the process of production, something further is needed. 
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In her work for Tasmania Heritage, Morris examines why women are so invisible in 

the understanding of heritage in the State. Her report, Placing Women (1992) 

(discussed more generally in Chapter Two) suggests that it is the attempt to constrain 

heritage within thematic categories as well as a lack of research into women‟s history 

that conspire to keep women out of the documentation and interpretation of heritage. 

Morris presents two recommended methodologies to attempt to deal with this issue. 

The first, a thematic schema, recognises that the current structure of heritage is 

unlikely to be altered dramatically and provides some additional themes that should 

be considered. She cautions that a theme approach could “preclude the intellectual 

involvement of the heritage workers and offers as an alternative an unproblematic 

system that requires little more than box ticking.” (126) That „inserting‟ women‟s 

heritage is seen as the solution is a very real danger, as demonstrated by the AHC‟s 

Women’s Employment and Professionalism in Australia: histories, themes, places 

2002 report (further discussed in Chapter Two).  

 

As previously stated, instead of themes, Morris argues, in order to adequately 

represent women‟s role in the past, a methodology needs to have as its central tenant 

contest, rather than containment. She means that when looking at primary, secondary 

and material history, historians and heritage practitioners must actively work against 

the evidence provided to find the women within. Morris provides a list of places 

likely to find women‟s sites (Appendix B) or to understand how sites might have been 

important to women. This list, extensive and creative in its breadth, provides 

something like a lens though which to view existing documentation about sites.  

 

While the collection and documentation that accompanies a heritage place recognised 

by councils and HCWA are bound by themes and other bureaucracy, the research that 

the consultant Historian does to create the relevant „Documentary Evidence‟ portion 

of the required report is not. Why, then, are consultant Historians – usually trained to 

read evidence critically – not providing information about women‟s history in their 

work? Morris identified that women are fundamentally missing from the formal 

record in many ways that impact on their visibility for an Historian working to a 

budget and timeframe. This is true for both secondary and primary sources and will be 

discussed in more detail in Chapter Four. 
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A woman‟s place in society is not somewhere anyone can visit (although arguably it 

is where women live). It is certainly not able to be listed on a database or protected 

from development. By describing heritage as something tangible, something that can 

be listed and protected, the Act and HCWA are fundamentally undermining the ability 

to fully collect, comprehend and understand women‟s heritage. Moveable and 

intangible heritage cannot be ignored in attempts to understand the lives of women in 

the past; they should be used to flesh out the physical heritage as well as heritage 

more generally. Think, for instance about the intangible heritage that connects two 

built heritage places – a baby health centre and a shopping precinct, or a CWA hall 

and a Mechanics Institute. Or the importance of moveable items within places that tell 

us about how women (often excluded from the creation of the place itself) used these 

places. How are these links and connections to be expressed and protected in the 

heritage documentation we use today? 

 

Women’s intangible heritage 

Intangible heritage is described usually as stories, memories, process and ideas from 

the past. The UNESCO/ICH definition says in part that intangible heritage is the 

“practices, representations, expressions, knowledge, skills – as well as the 

instruments, objects, artefacts and cultural spaces associated therewith – that 

communities, groups and, in some cases, individuals recognize as part of their cultural 

heritage” (Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage). It is gaining an increasing 

foothold in the practice of heritage and history, particularly by organisations such as 

the National Trust (WA) who are currently working on a large project collecting the 

intangible heritage from the Burrup Peninsula together with relevant Traditional 

Custodians, ICOMOS Australia, the Australian Rock Art Research Association, the 

Conservation Council of Western Australia, the Australian Conservation Foundation 

and the Australian Association of Anthropologists and Archaeologists. 

 

This project links the idea of a place (both a physical and spiritual one) to the heritage 

of people. By collecting these stories, ideas, memories and traditions, the National 

Trust (WA) is both responding to the ways that Indigenous heritage is created and 

developing new ways of understanding heritage more generally. As an organisation 

traditionally concerned with buildings, the National Trust (WA)‟s involvement with 

this project which is working towards recognising different ways heritage can be 
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created, collected and understood shows that it is necessary for heritage more 

generally to continue to evolve and respond to contemporary knowledge about the 

past. 

 

HCWA provides no opportunity to collect intangible heritage associated with places 

beyond that which may be recorded as part of the Documentary Evidence. As the 

direction for the completion of this part of the heritage report states that “a history of 

the place from its establishment/construction up to the present day including its role 

and associations” (Conservation Plan Study Brief: 4), only allows for a history very 

much focused on the physical site in question and therefore intangible heritage that 

may be associated is often left out. It is suggested that consultants may investigate 

“potential oral sources of information” although approaches to issues associated with 

using imperfect oral memories within a document that has the potential to wield 

conservation and protection power are not discussed. Simply stating that „oral 

sources‟ could be used is not adequate to attempt to include intangible heritage.  

 

As Morris (1997) outlines, by including this type of remembering it becomes “less 

possible to forget that women play a major role in the community.” (29) So, while it is 

problematic because “boundaries blur” and “categories [are] challenged” (29), it is 

also precisely this process that lets in the less tangible, the women into the boundaries 

and categories. She cites the examples of “a cockatoo that used to visit, verbal 

expressions that had developed in the area and a bus service that used to exist” (29) as 

heritage that a community wanted recorded and remembered alongside buildings, in 

fact that a community saw as no different to the built heritage of an area. 

 

Women’s movable heritage 

Likewise, in her 1997 paper and the later Placing Women II Morris identified that the 

exclusion of movable heritage from the collection of heritage has significantly 

impacted on the appearance of women in the heritage record. She, like Lake (1991), 

points out that it is the inside of many sites where women‟s heritage is found; in the 

“arrangements and social relationships within a house were where a women left her 

mark.” (1997: 19)  
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Moveable heritage is not included in the Act and therefore does not appear in the 

HCWA Places Database in any way. In fact, the concept of moveable heritage does 

not appear in HCWA documentation or on the website at all. Conversely, in Victoria, 

heritage objects and collections can be listed on the State Register individually or as 

part of the building they are held in. They receive protection and are recognised as 

important to the State through this process. Not only is this important for the 

collections and objects in question, it also allows for a wider understanding of the 

cultural heritage of the State and for the clearer representation of women within the 

database. 

 

The recommendations from the 1999 conference in Tasmania included the request 

that moveable heritage be included in conservation plan policies. While HCWA does 

not direct consultants to include this aspect of conservation plans, many produced for 

museum buildings and other collecting places do include some recognition of the 

importance of the moveable heritage within the building. This, however, is usually 

related to the conservation and interpretation of the items, rather than any specific 

attempt to provide research relating to the inherent value of the objects concerned. At 

present the body that owns the object or collection has the sole responsibility to 

research, conserve, protect and interpret the object or collection. Victoria has moved 

beyond this, clearly arguing that while museums and other collecting places do and 

are looking after moveable heritage, they have a wider value to the State and the 

powers of the Heritage Act can be used to identify and protect significant items. 

 

Intangible and moveable heritage are important ways in which we can understand the 

past of groups such as women whose history can be invisible in the built environment.  

 

Contemporary presentations of women’s heritage in Australia 

Unlike women‟s heritage in Canada and the US discussed in the previous chapter, 

examples of women‟s heritage in action in Australia are developed in a less 

centralised way and with little to no formal links to government heritage 

organisations. Queensland‟s 150
th

 Anniversary celebrations included a website called 

Our Women, Our State: a pictorial history of women’s contributions to Queensland, 

1859-2009 on which visitors can search by decade for images and short biographies 

of women who feature in the history of Queensland. It is described by the Office of 
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Women (who presents the website) as a “brief overview only” and further 

contributions are requested to develop the resource further. While this site is a 

valuable resource of individual women‟s lives, it does work on the premise that only 

the remarkable, notable and famous are worth remembering. No formal identification 

of sites, tours or heritage of places associated with these and other women were 

found. Similarly, the National Foundation for Australian Women (NFAW) and the 

University of Melbourne have developed The Australian Women‟s Register. A 

searchable database of women, women‟s organisations, women‟s archives and 

publications, this site is also a very useful research tool for the study of women‟s 

history but does not translate into the development of women‟s heritage, beyond four 

online exhibitions available at the website. It is also arguably missing „women‟s sites‟ 

as a category. The register is organised by individuals and themes, where the themes 

are „Women‟s Occupations‟, „What do women‟s organisations do?‟, „Events‟, 

„Cultural Artefacts‟, „Women Born or Died in…‟. The power of this register is 

dramatically underutilised as it is perhaps not widely known by Historians and 

heritage professionals. Regardless of its limitations, it is a resource that may assist the 

research into women‟s heritage. 

 

The way women‟s heritage is presented in museums has occasionally appeared in 

papers and reports since the early 1990s. It remains, however, a problematic part of 

women‟s heritage. The National Pioneer Women‟s Hall of Fame in Alice Springs was 

established in 1993 by Molly Clark of Old Andado Station, Central Australia, initially 

at the station and later in the Old Alice Springs Gaol. It was opened in 1994 and in 

1997 the first professionally curated exhibition ““Ordinary Women/Extraordinary 

Lives: Women First in their Field" opened on International Women's Day, 8 March 

1997 with much acclaim and is still on display today” (History). The exhibition, a 

collection of photographs, is explained as follows: 

 

This exhibition attempts to focus on over a century of both white and indigenous 

Australian women breaking new ground in the professional arena, from those 

first permitted a tertiary education in the 1870's [sic] to the first female ordained 

priests of the 1990's [sic] who perhaps entered one of society's last male-

dominated strongholds. (Exhibitions) 
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Certainly the „pioneers‟ of their fields are arguably at home in the „Pioneer Women‟s 

Hall of Fame‟, even if one could be mistaken for assuming that a „pioneer‟ museum in 

Alice Springs would focus on the ubiquitous „outback woman‟.  

 

The apparent lack of revision of this exhibition suggests that this collection of 

women‟s „firsts‟ is now complete and that no further interpretation or information, 

beyond biography, could be gained from the collection. This static approach to 

women‟s heritage can be dangerously formulaic and conservative – certainly not 

recognising how being the first impacted on these women, nor demonstrating the 

difficulties in unearthing documents relating to their lives and achievements.  

 

Other exhibitions at the hall of fame are „Women at the heart‟, about the women of 

Alice Springs, and „Women‟s work‟, focusing on “domestic equipment and craftwork 

and other artifacts (sic) considered traditional "women's work"”. (Exhibitions) 

Perhaps slightly defensively, the website explains that although the hall of fame is 

located in a gaol, they are “two distinct entities and … in no way is one commenting 

on the other”. (National Pioneer Women’s Hall of Fame) This seems to be a lost 

opportunity to explore more of women‟s experiences and heritage and demonstrates 

that although this organisation does aim to present women‟s heritage, it is still doing 

so within rather than contesting the traditional understandings of women‟s lives. 

 

There are two other solely women‟s museums in Australia; The Pioneer Women‟s 

Memorial Folk Museum near Brisbane and the Pioneer Women‟s Hut at 

Tumbarumba, NSW. Both sites present the traditional view Anderson decries as 

“stereotypes of the „pattern daughter, perfect mother and ideal wife‟” (1993: 8) in her 

paper on women in museums. The Pioneer Women‟s Hut describes itself as: 

 

Cleverly themed, it reflects the ingenuity of women in finding solutions to the 

challenges of looking after a family in early rural Australia… one of the best and 

most unusual small museums in the country. (Pioneer Women’s Hut) 

 

Why it is good for a women‟s museum to be unusual is not explained, although it is 

stated that the focus on the ordinary makes it unique. Some of the museum‟s themes 

are “another pair of hands, earning cash income…Never Done, Time for Fancywork, 
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Coping with Flies”, others visible in the images on the site are „Mondays‟, „Waste 

Not, Want Not‟ and „Childhood‟ (Collection). Anderson suggests that there is: 

 

…seldom any more detailed analysis of these [domestic] work routines, or any 

speculation about the impact of large families on women‟s health. Nor is there 

ever any speculation about the way these women might have felt about their 

ceaseless labour, although there are ample diary sources to suggest that many 

were less than happy. (8) 

 

Her paper examines this pervasive role of women in museums across the country and 

how it has affected the collection and interpretation of women‟s history within 

heritage, including heritage sites and museums. It is very clear from the Pioneer 

Women‟s Hut‟s website that it sees its role as to uphold the stereotype Anderson 

traces to the construction of the Pioneer Women‟s memorials (often gardens) in 

capital cities – a “remarkably resilient” (8) stereotype – where the woman of a “large 

but cohesive family…cheerfully „makes do‟, improvising in the harshest of conditions 

to make life comfortable for those around her.” (8) Considering that Anderson was 

writing in 1993 and the information from the Pioneer Women‟s Hut‟s website is 

current, this stereotype is apparently thriving. 

 

Twenty-two sites identified as important to women‟s history in Australia feature on 

the Women‟s History Forum website. This collection, described as a “unique national 

resource identifying places of signficance (sic) to Australian women‟s history” 

(Australia Historic Places 2010), is an eclectic set of sites, most of which are not 

collected anywhere else. It works as an addendum to the AHC‟s report on women‟s 

work and professionalism but desperately needs to be expanded and subjected to 

rigorous research and assessment.  

 

Finally and more recently, there are signs that the imprints of women‟s lives on the 

physical environment are being developed. Melbourne Through Her Eyes is a 

brochure of nine sites on the City Circle tram route in Melbourne published by the 

Union of Australian Women. These nine sites are linked to the history of women‟s 

activism for equal rights. The brochure includes a very brief description of why each 

site is important. Lake identified The Calthorpes‟ House in Canberra as a “welcome 
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[sign] of change” (47) in 1991. The preserved 1927 building and interior, strives to 

present the home as the domain of Della Calthorpe and interpret the decisions, taste, 

domestic tasks and technology of her socioeconomic status and era. While it is an 

important example of women‟s heritage, it remains, as it was in 1991, a unique 

example. Additionally, as Young (1994) pointed out, it has suffered from 

“considerable antagonism...on the grounds that it isn‟t „historical enough‟” (168). 

Recently, a new interpretation by the National Trust (WA) of John Curtin‟s house in 

Cottesloe has deliberately located its heritage within the Curtin family. Branded as 

„The Curtin Family House‟, the story house, told by both Elsie and John Curtin, 

works to present and interpret the way the house worked as a family home, rather than 

an unrealistic homage to one (male) individual. 
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Chapter Four: Processes and methodologies 

 

As Morris (1997) identified in her work on Tasmanian heritage it is often the way 

evidence of heritage value is collected that works to keep women‟s contributions to a 

place concealed. HCWA‟s processes and methodologies, including directions to 

consultants, the use of themes and the Act are problematic when attempting to include 

women‟s heritage in the Places Database. In examining these issues it is clear that 

having to work within these boundaries do not allow, as Morris concluded, the acts of 

contest against places and documentation needed in order to include women‟s 

heritage. 

 

The Heritage Act 

The Heritage Act of WA (1990) directs HCWA to focus on built heritage and therefore 

the understanding of heritage has been developed from this standpoint. This is clear in 

HCWA documentation and regular use of the term „heritage place‟ (in which it means 

a physical site) and in its collection of built heritage for the Register of Heritage 

Places, associated publications and in its role as protector of built heritage. 

 

The Burra Charter (The Australian ICOMOS charter for places of cultural 

significance) is the document that provides a guiding framework for the Act‟s 

understandings of the significance of a place and for developing appropriate 

conservation and protection policies for that place. Even though the Burra Charter is 

not named in the Heritage Act of WA (1990) the concept of applying cultural heritage 

significance outlined in the Act clearly comes from the Burra Charter. The Burra 

Charter defines cultural significance as: 

 

…aesthetic, historic, scientific, social or spiritual value for the past, present or 

future generations. 

 

The Act defines cultural heritage significance as: 

 

…the relative value which that place has in terms of its aesthetic, historic, 

scientific, or social significance, for the present community and future 

generations  
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The four common terms from both definitions are used by HCWA to apply the Act to 

a place considered for inclusion on the State Register of Historic Places and to 

provide councils with guidance in deciding which places should be listed in a 

Municipal Inventory. The documentation required by HCWA includes a section of 

statements that demonstrate a site‟s significance against these criteria (aesthetic, 

historic, scientific and cultural). The Burra Charter is important to examine and 

understand in the context of this study because it provides the foundations for the 

decisions made in all further documentation, inclusion/exclusion and development of 

policies and management approaches for heritage places, including the Municipal 

Inventories. 

 

However, while the Heritage Act of WA (1990) has used the Burra Charter to develop 

its understanding of heritage, it has also ignored – perhaps by neglect, rather than 

malice – the way the Burra Charter deals with significance and what it defines as 

place.  

 

In the Charter, „Article 5 – Values‟, outlines more specifically the way the value of a 

place should be understood. It states that when considering the conservation of a place 

“all aspects of cultural…significance without unwarranted emphasis on any one value 

at the expense of others” should be considered (emphasis is my own). Similarly, in 

„Article 25 – Retaining associations and meanings‟, the Charter states that “significant 

associations between people and a place should be respected, retained and not 

obscured” (emphasis my own). I argue that in failing to recognise and acknowledge 

the contributions of women to the places listed in the Places Database, HCWA is 

contravening the Charter that underpins the Act that directs them to create the Places 

Database in the first place. 

 

The long title of the Act appears to understand „place‟ in different ways: 

 

An Act to provide for, and to encourage, the conservation of places which have 

significance to the cultural heritage in the State, to establish the Heritage Council 

of Western Australia, and for related purposes. 
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However, „place‟ in later defined in the Act as: “an area of land sufficiently identified 

by survey, description or otherwise as to be readily ascertainable”. While this 

definition could be contested, in the interests of this research paper, the definition is 

taken as read. Nevertheless, there are still opportunities for collecting heritage 

information that are being ignored. 

 

The Burra Charter defines place as: 

 

Place means site, area, land, landscape, building or other work, group of 

buildings or other works, and may include components, contents, spaces and 

views.  

 

The concept of place should be broadly interpreted. The elements described in 

Article 1.1 [above] may include memorials, trees, gardens, parks, places of 

historical events, urban areas, towns, industrial places, archaeological sites and 

spiritual and religious places.  

 

This definition is more expansive and allows for a wider interpretation of the meaning 

of place but is arguably still difficult for women‟s heritage. However, the Burra 

Charter does not consider that place is the only way heritage can be identified and 

conserved. It includes fabric, use, setting and associations as the layers that also 

contribute to the heritage of a place. In this way there is more allowance for the 

different ways society interacts and leaves impressions of the past upon the world. 

 

Directions to consultants 

HCWA asks for details about associations in its documentation however this is 

usually reserved for known individuals or families (as a unit) and sometimes large 

groups such as factory workers or students. There is no direction that extensive 

researching into the layers of people who were associated with a site should be 

developed. Similarly, use is often covered in the Documentary Evidence section of the 

heritage report however there is no direction to expansively research the layers of use 

a building may have had. Often this section of a heritage report is little more than an 

expanded chronology of the events of the site.  
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More problematically, as identified by Morris, asking for the appearance of, and not 

developing an understanding of the contest over, a site can limit the way that site 

worked to disadvantage, advantage, impact and change people‟s lives. Asking for 

associations and use conceptually exclude those who were themselves excluded from 

a place (such as the front bar of a hotel), felt the effects of the use of a place (such as 

government departments‟ policies concerning women) or suffered from the 

establishment of a place (such as the demolition of houses for infrastructure). 

 

HCWA instructs consultants and councils to consider carefully “historic values 

associated with migrants, indigenous Australians, women and workers in particular 

industries, eg fisheries, mining, market gardening, convenience stores/delis etc.” 

within its published Guide for Consultants. This is the only reminder to those 

developing these documents that they should be inclusive. Additionally, the use of 

Historic Themes are not directed and subsequently used ineffectively. A statistical 

examination of the much-ignored „domestic activities‟ theme, arguably the only 

identifiably „women‟s heritage‟ theme, shows clearly how invisible women‟s heritage 

is in the HCWA Places Database (which includes all MIs as well as heritage listed 

places), as well as how difficult it is to find women‟s heritage within the Places 

Database, as discussed in Chapter Two. 

 

Histories and themes 

Part of the requirements for a Municipal Inventory is a Thematic History using 

guidelines provided by HCWA and a matrix of themes corresponding to important 

time periods. These themes are Demographic Settlement and Mobility, Transport and 

Communications, Occupations, Social and Civic Activities and Outside Influences. 

Close analysis of four MIs (Vincent, Perth, Albany and Geraldton) revealed that 

Vincent and Albany used these themes, while Geraldton added People and Perth 

changed the themes to Demography: the peopling of Perth, Getting Around, 

Communicating, Working, Living Together, Town Planning, Enjoying the City and 

Suburbs. Of the four MIs, three approached the Thematic History as a framework that 

would historically underpin the inventory but not provide a “thorough, all-inclusive 

history” (Geraldton: np) or “a definitive history” (Albany: 9). While Perth sought to 

“raise issues and questions about the history of Perth, within the thematic framework, 

which may be related to heritage sites and places” (6). The authors of the Perth MI 
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also explain that heritage is “memory of values ascribed to particular places and sites” 

(7) and that they have attempted to include the ways people viewed, used and changed 

the city. This approach acknowledges the conflicts that exist between the history of 

people and places and goes some way to address this.  

 

Perth‟s reference list is also the widest, with important contemporary studies of 

history referenced, in particular colonial women and writing on women and work. The 

other three MIs‟ reference lists are limited to standard general histories written before 

2000, most before the 1990s and relevant primary sources. It is acknowledged that 

time and funding have impacted significantly on the writing of MIs and other HCWA 

required documents and reports. The full searching and use of primary records is a 

time-consuming process not often understood or supported by budgets. However, as 

Morris noted in 1997, the secondary sources, often used as shortcuts to locating 

important primary documents or identifying significant parts of a location‟s history, 

do not generally adequately present women‟s history. Most local histories in WA 

were written in the years just before and after the sesquicentenary of 1979 and have 

not been revised since.
1
 These secondary sources, relied upon by Historians, do not 

represent the changes in the study of history, particularly in relation to women‟s 

history (and, importantly, Indigenous history). These two situations – limited funding 

and poor secondary resource material – combine to produce inadequate histories. 

 

Primary sources are less problematic, although not without issues. As Morris (1997) 

suggests, often sources created in the climate of women‟s oppression did not 

adequately represent them in the first place. She cites examples of women listed under 

their husband‟s or father‟s names. Regardless of this, as powerfully searchable 

resources such as Trove develop and access to women scattered within primary 

sources opens up, this will go some way to understanding the roles women played in a 

particular area or time, while still being able to be researched in a reasonable amount 

of time. 

 

                                                 
1
 For examples of the most recent local history publication see Bassendean: 1976, Belmont: 1973, 

Cannington: 1975, Cockburn: 1978, Cottesloe: 1977; East Fremantle: 1979, Guildford: 1964, Kwinana: 

1979; Melville: 1975,  Midland: 1986,  Morely: 1977, Mount Lawley: 1979, Mundaring: 1983, 

Nedlands: 1960, Peppermint Grove: 1986, Rockingham: 1984, Scarborough: 1979, Serpentine: 1984, 

Subaico: 1985, Welshpool: 1962, Yanchep: 1958. 
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Each MI includes a statement explaining the way the Thematic History was 

approached. The importance of this aspect of the document was noted; Geraldton 

sates that in the “absence of a sound thematic Framework places could be 

undervalued or indeed overlooked” (np). Vincent goes further, saying: 

 

So often the many different facets of the past can be forgotten…By taking 

general timeframes and applying storylines throughout the particular time period, 

it is hoped that a wide and diverse range of places and structures can be 

nominated and documented for the MI and so ensure that future generations will 

be able to comprehend and appreciate more easily that which has gone before. 

(31) 

 

While conceptually these points are convincing – good heritage is underpinned by 

well-researched and diverse history – it is argued that no thematic framework will 

ever properly be able to present diversity, especially in relation to women, as 

women‟s heritage does not appear neatly within frameworks. Women‟s heritage is 

often found when contesting rather than being constrained by the frameworks used to 

understand heritage as examined in the previous chapter. In fact, even in the 

frameworks developed for the four MIs studied, women as individuals and groups are 

missing from almost every section even though groups of men are regularly 

referenced (such as pensioner guards, turf clubs, agricultural societies and working 

men‟s clubs). „Domestic activities‟ appear in every timeframe under Occupations but 

no mention of women‟s paid work is made. Furthermore, under the theme of Outside 

Influences, across all MIs (even Perth‟s which included these influences within the 

framework rather than as a separate theme) influences such as the feminist movement, 

equal pay, suffrage, outside the home childcare and many others that have changed 

women‟s lives are not mentioned. 

 

While the HCWA themes may have been devised to provide a „non-biased‟ approach 

to sorting and recording the places on the database, it is clear that the understanding of 

the ways in which patriarchal systems operate to continue to constrain women‟s 

contributions to society is either limited or considered incorrect by HCWA. In fact, 

the HCWA themes are significantly less useful for the deliberate and clear recognition 

of women than the AHC themes. The AHC themes (Tracing the evolution of the 
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Australian environment, Peopling Australia, Developing local, regional and national 

economies, Building settlements, towns and cities, Working, Educating, Governing, 

Developing Australia‟s cultural life and Marking the phases of life) include expansive 

lists of subthemes and encourage the inclusion of all groups of people, types of events 

and ways of life understood to exist in Australia. They include items that directly 

reference women such as 3.10.2: Encouraging women into employment, 5.3: Caring 

for workers‟ dependent children, and 9.1: Bringing babies into the world. As well as 

others that serve to prompt the broad inclusion of women such as 8.4: Eating and 

drinking, 6.5: Educating people in remote places and 2.4.4: Migrating through 

organised colonisation. In fact, these themes are open enough to think about gender in 

a different way; about how women‟s lives determined the development of cities and 

towns, instead of the usual inversed relationship. For example, 9.1 above includes the 

sub-theme 9.1.1: Providing maternity clinics and hospitals; a function that would be 

considered under the sub-theme Institutions for the main theme Social and Civic 

Activities in the HCWA themes. The ability to understand what something like a 

maternity ward would mean for people and how or why decisions are made to 

construct one is severely limited when it is categorised no further than „Institution‟.  

 

The ways of approaching the collection and documentation of heritage sites within the 

HCWA system are demonstrably unable to appropriately include women. As previous 

writers have noted, this situation calls for a fundamental change to the way heritage is 

approached. Specific recommendations that may assist in improving this situation are 

discussed in the following chapter and the Conclusion. 
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Chapter Five – a way forward 

 

Calls for heritage to be redefined in a way that will allow the more accurate 

representation of and access to women‟s heritage within databases such as HCWA 

and the future recognition and protection of sites important to women will be an 

ongoing battle. This chapter proposes a radical approach that could work to shift the 

understanding and use of documents (both primary and secondary) as well as improve 

HCWA‟s database structure to allow it to be more searchable for „hidden‟ heritage. 

As a side effect, women‟s history in WA in general could become more accessible 

and acknowledged generally. 

 

In June 2010, Liam Wyatt, an Historian and a „Wikipedian‟ – someone who spends 

time researching and updating articles on Wikipedia – completed a volunteer 

residency at the British Museum. He facilitated the use of „the crowd‟ – a Web 2.0 

term used to denote the power a large number of individuals working on a common 

issue, idea or project have to source and provide data – to revise, create and promote 

Wikipedia articles about items in the British Museum‟s collection. This essentially 

involved asking for Wikipedian volunteers to work with the museum‟s curators to 

improve information available on the British Museum‟s collection. Curators and 

Wikipedians were paired and worked together on articles, resulting in at least 103 new 

articles, at least 56 starts, subs and lists updated, five more articles added to the two 

existing articles that had achieved Featured Article status and four additional articles 

achieving Good Article status (see Appendix C for information relating to how these 

statuses are determined). In addition the „Hoxne Horde Challenge‟ was issued during 

which a group of online and in person Wikipedians worked with curators over a single 

week to transform the Hoxne Horde sub into one that could achieve Featured Article 

Candidacy. Collectively, those involved improved the quality of information 

(including accurate footnotes) and the presence of the British Museum on Wikipedia 

and therefore click throughs to their site. Wyatt argues that a project like this must be 

a collaborative one – that both Wikipedia and the GLAM (Gallery, Library, Archive, 

Museum) involved must be enriched and improved through the experience. 

 

This use of the crowd is also seen in Wikipedia more generally and business-based 

models, such as Four Square which asks users to identify physical locations in return 
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for social media connection and possible „rewards‟ (specials and discounts), thereby 

populating data on what exists in specific locations on earth. It is also used for 

projects – which could be loosely categorised as web art or poetry – such as the Chill 

Out Song by Ze Frank and collaborators. Here a woman asked Frank for a song to 

help her to remember to calm down during stressful times. He wrote the song then 

asked his audience to record themselves singing along to it, then combined all the 

voices into a choir to produce a particularly engaging response to the original request. 

Likewise, projects such as Historypin allows the crowd to locate (or „pin‟) historic 

photographs to locations on Google Earth or Mapping our ANZACS which encourages 

the crowd to add details of WWI Gallipoli enlistees to their place of enlistment. These 

examples demonstrate how powerful the crowd can be and that using this power is 

becoming increasingly normalised. 

 

Using this approach, this paper proposes that the crowd be used to begin work on 

uncovering women‟s history and heritage in the records that already exist in collecting 

places like the State Library of WA, the State Records Office, WA Museum and other 

smaller collections, such as the Royal WA Historical Society and the UWA Historical 

Society. While those thinking about this issue in the 1990s could suggest little more 

than encouraging individuals to enact changes to their practice, the power of Web 2.0 

allows more direct action. 

 

This solution will require a group of people for a short amount of time in order to 

make a huge difference to the way we can access and use records to understand 

women‟s pasts. These people could be volunteers, history students, professional and 

academic Historians, librarians, archivists and heritage professionals. It would require 

the organisation of teams to concentrate on specific areas or types of records, which 

could be based on the State Register or the existing primary and secondary records 

available. Ideally based at the State Library, the week-long project would aim to read 

against the evidence, contest the themes and crack open the records. Using Morris‟ 

second recommended approach (Appendix B) as a lens through which to view the 

records, a robust, tested methodology for future research into heritage sites or use of 

historical evidence could be created. 
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Additionally, volunteers and others interested in data manipulation could revise the 

HCWA database to make it more fully searchable and useable. 

 

Of course this project requires that key organisations (HCWA most notably) release 

of some control of their information as well as provide their clear support of the aims 

and participants of the project. It is hoped that this paper has successfully argued why 

this is necessary. 

 

Asking Historians and heritage professionals, public servants and students to work on 

making sure women are more represented in the heritage record may result in an ad 

hoc, small improvement. Having these groups work collectively and collaboratively 

on developing the kinds of records that will ensure this improvement is made, will 

change the way the historic record is used for heritage. 

 

It is my intention to make sure this project happens. 
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Conclusion 

 

Women‟s heritage, like women‟s lives, is complex. A structured, tick-box approach 

using themes and relying on histories suffering from inherent prejudices will not 

allow for the flexibility and complexity required. While writers have previously 

identified the issues raised in this paper, there has been little real action to move the 

debate forward. Hard questions and new ways of thinking about heritage in relation to 

women are needed.   

 

While this paper has found much to be critical about regarding women and heritage in 

WA, it is acknowledged that this is a difficult area of policy that has not been 

deliberately created by HCWA or the WA government. It is, however, a genuine issue 

that must be addressed if heritage is to have any legitimacy in the State in the future. 

Leadership and courage are required to make the changes I have argued are necessary.  

Specifically this paper provides the following five recommendations: 

 

Recommendation 1: that the missing entries from the AHC report be included on the 

Places Database; 

 

Recommendation 2: that the proposed crowd research event be run; 

 

Recommendation 3: that ways of including intangible and moveable heritage on the 

Places Database be explored by HCWA; 

 

Recommendation 4: that specific methodological guidelines be published and 

distributed to heritage professionals; 

 

Recommendation 5: that women‟s heritage is designated a priority for a specified 

period of time, ideally 2011-2020 and a women‟s heritage officer be appointed to 

deliver the above recommendations. 

 

Reports referenced in this paper that were written in the 1990s were delivered with 

hope that changes were just over the horizon. More than a decade later not much has 

changed. It is hoped that this paper will not suffer the same fate. 
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Appendix A 

 

From Morris, M. 1997. Placing Women: a methodology for the identification, assessment 

and interpretation of women’s heritage in Tasmania. 

 

Thematic schema 

 

Giving birth 

Childbirth in the home environment 

With support of kinswomen 

Supported by a good midwife 

Childbirth in a lying in home 

Childbirth in a maternity hospital 

Childbirth in a general hospital 

Birthing centre within hospital 

Ante and post natal care 

Surrogate motherhood 

Test tube babies 

Contraception / abortion 

Unwanted birthing / socially shunned birthing 

Infanticide 

 

Producing food 

Breastfeeding 

Weaning 

Hunting and gathering 

Growing food 

Vegetable and grain growing 

Keeping animals 

Mixed farming 

Preparing food 

For home consumption 

For local consumption 

For export 

Purchasing food 

 

Providing shelter 

Moving about 

Staying put 

Finding a place 

Migration 

Arranging households 

Living alone 

Sharing space 

Living in 

Employing servants 

Obtaining Materials 

Creating places 

Gardens 
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Houses 

Interiors 

Purchasing 

Renting 

Squatting 

Letting space 

Subletting 

Boarding and lodginghouse keeping 

Tenants 

Maintaining homes 

Making household items 

Managing resources  

Buying and using labour saving devices 

Refuges and house sits 

International homes 

Homelessness 

The home as an unsafe place 

 

Clothing 

Growing raw materials  

Wool 

Cotton 

Hemp 

Silk 

Weaving textiles / making yarns 

For home consumption 

For local consumption 

For export 

Making clothes 

For home consumption  

For local consumption 

For export 

Maintaining clothes 

Mending 

Laundering 

Purchasing / selling clothes 

New 

Second-hand 

Charity 

Importing from third world 

 

Keeping well 

Working towards a life sustaining environment 

Preserving the natural environment 

Living moderately?? 

Creating supportive environments for the aged and disabled 

Combating pollution 

Combating violence and intolerance 

Promoting community health 

Infant welfare management 
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Women‟s health management 

Promoting peri natal health 

Nutrition 

Physical exercise 

Mental and emotional well being 

Pampering the body 

Supporting those in need 

Caring for family and community members 

Developing personal skills 

Breaking cycles of poverty 

Establishing community support groups 

Forming charitable organisations 

Legislating for welfare 

Instutionalising Care 

Healing 

Using the plants around us 

Purchasing medications 

Nursing the sick 

At home 

Through medical centres 

Convalescent homes 

In hospitals 

Training as health workers 

 

Raising children 

Providing safe environments 

At home 

In the community 

Building supportive infrastructures 

Dealing with isolation 

Accommodating changing needs 

Meeting the needs of children at risk 

Baby farming 

Separating children from their parents 

 

Sharing knowledge and skills 

As women‟s business 

Through oral traditions 

Through discussion groups 

Formal education 

Teaching at home 

Governessing 

Kindergartens 

Schools 

Universities 

Training colleges 

Sport 

Adult learning 

Raising awareness 

Libraries 
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Museums 

Information centres 

Organisations for social control 

Exclusion of people from knowledge and practice 

 

Expressing the imagination 

Singing 

Dancing 

Acting 

Visual arts and crafts 

Writing 

 

Forming relationships 

Friendships 

Sexual partnerships 

Sexual and companionship services 

Kinships 

Interest groups 

Business partnerships 

Political parties 

Gangs 

 

Creating communities 

Coming together 

Breaking down isolation 

Lighthouse keeping 

Country women‟s association 

Making public places 

Honouring difference 

Agreeing on common needs 

Negotiating boundaries 

Creating new cultures 

Meeting  

Celebrating 

Cooperative production 

Building legislative and administrative structures 

Protecting communities 

Improving conditions 

Agitating for equal rights 

Controlling social behaviours 

Excluding people 

 

Keeping in touch 

Visiting 

Transport 

Telephoning 

By letter 

Through internet 

Through the media 

Providing links 
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Post office and telephone exchanges 

Maintaining cultural traditions 

 

Exchanging 

Bartering 

Local exchange trading systems 

Labour exchange 

Commodity exchange 

Hawing and peddling 

Store keeping 

Working from home 

Working for others 

Exploiting others 

Workplace harassment 

Agitation for workplace rights 

 

Dealing with death 

Improving life expectancy 

Infant mortality 

Hospice care 

Euthanasia 

Laying out the dead 

Commemoration 

Violent death 

War 

Munitions 

 

Nourishing the spirit 

Communing with nature 

Spirituality in daily life 

Forming religious communities 

Organised religion 

Religion as a social motivator 

Cults 
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Appendix B 

 

From Morris, M. 1997. Placing Women: a methodology for the identification, 

assessment and interpretation of women’s heritage in Tasmania. 

 

BLOOD OUT OF STONE – 

WOMEN AND THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT 

 

Living together / Living apart 

Houses, co-ops, lodging house, suburbs, flats, housing policy, living with children, 

supported housing, carer networks 

 

Behind Walls 

Behind closed doors, prisons, convicts, flats, private spheres, domestic violence, 

closeted lives, convents, schools, isolation… 

 

On Walls 

Graffiti, exhibitions, murals 

 

Underground 

Cemeteries, archaeological sites, subversion, waterways, transport 

 

Building Our Own – constructive women 

Doing your own, architects, builders, planners 

 

Women on the Edge of Time – utopian, past, present and future 

Utopias in history, in fiction, ideal settlements, heavenly places 

 

Mother Earth 

Unbuilding, towards a sustainable future, reconnecting with the land, healers, witches, 

recycling… 

 

A Space of her Own 

Cardboard boxes, kitchens, park benches, bed-sitters, shelters, bath-houses, tea rooms, 

hostels… 

 

Taking Care 

Friendships, networks, healing, aged care, childcare, massage, health centres, self-

defence, skill building, access, self help groups, learning… 

 

Her Master‟s House 

Tenants rights, domestic rights, domestic service, census, purse strings, ownership… 

 

Who‟s Land? 

Land rights, landlords, estate, police, local government, eco feminism… 

 

On the Streets 

Street theatre, busking, homelessness, prostitution, gangs, window shopping, markets, 

cafes, women‟s walks, mapping… 
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From A to B 

Getting about, public transport, networks, maps, access… 

 

Night Life 

Shift work, sleeping out, safety, entertainment, reclaiming the night… 

 

Working Girls 

From country to town, filling in time, factory, pin money, unpaid work, double shift, 

harassment, glass ceilings, work co-ops… 

 

Shopping 

Making ends meet, corner shop to supermarket, bartering, women‟s business, 

advertising, department stores, fashion, plastic money… 

 

The glamour and the Dazzle and the Gliz – and the squalor 

Inequality, poverty, temptation, debt, status, corruption, advertising, drugs 

 

Lost in the Crowd 

Isolation, dislocation 

 

The Wrong Side of the Track 

Racism, class, taboo, sexuality, madness 

 

Hunting, Gathering and Taking Away 

Eating, allotments, vegie gardens, fast food, MacDonalds as a global living 

indicator… 

 

Making up 

Women, cities and fiction, film, inventing women / women inventing, feminist 

detectives… 

 

Playing up 

Entertaining women, theatre, concerts… 

 

Being Foreign 

Differences and diversity, cultural baggage, trauma, language, food… 

 

Kids‟ Space 

Children mapping spaces, streetwise, schools, playgrounds… 
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Appendix C 

From Morris, M. 1999. Placing Women II: A national framework for ensuring the 

visibility of women in heritage. 

 

RECOMMENTATION 1  

That the Australian Heritage Commission, and State and Territory heritage agencies, 

nominate women‟s heritage as a priority initiative until such time as women are 

represented to a level that reflects their demographic position 

 

REECOMMENDATION 2 

That the Placing Women charter and recommendations be adopted by the Australian 

Heritage Commission and State/Territory heritage agencies, and integrated into all 

heritage policies and strategies, in particular the National Places heritage Strategy. 

 

RECOMMENTATION 3 

That the Australian heritage commission, in partnership with State and Territory 

heritage agencies, fund as a high priority contextual histories and model projects for 

women‟s heritage 

 

RECOMMENDATION 4  

That, in order to increase understanding of the complexity, multiplicities and 

contested nature of history and place, the Australian Heritage Commission initiate 

negations with the Department of Education, Training and Youth affairs to review the 

current low status accorded academic publication in non-refereed journals, and 

acknowledge the community value of publishing academic research [in] broadly 

accessible publications 

 

RECOMMENDATION 5 

That the Australian Heritage Commission provide funding for the development of a 

Placing Women Website 

 

RECOMMENDATION 6 

That all heritage agencies (Federal, State and non Government) review their lists, 

registers and databases to ensure that women‟s associations with place are included in 
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histories and statements of significance, and that those associations are indexed in 

way that is accessible to all 

 

RECOMMENDATION 7  

That all projects funded or sponsored by the Australian heritage Commission or State 

and Territory heritage agencies be required to demonstrate that women‟s experience 

has been considered and included 

 

RECOMMENDATION 8 

That Australia ICOMOS include a generic principle of equity in the reviewed Burra 

Charter. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 9  

That moveable heritage be identified, recorded and included in Conservation Plan 

management policies 

 

RECOMMENDATION 10 

That interpretation be recognised as an essential and integral part of the Conservation 

Plan and adequate provision made for its funding. 

 

REECOMMENATION 11 

That sets of Burra Charter Guidelines be developed for interpretation plans and 

moveable heritage. 
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Appendix D 

From http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Template:Grading_scheme  

WikiProject article quality grading scheme 

Class Criteria Reader's experience Editing suggestions 

 FA  

The article has attained featured 

article status. 

 

Professional, outstanding, 

and thorough; a definitive 

source for encyclopedic 

information. 

No further content additions 

should be necessary unless new 

information becomes available; 

further improvements to the 

prose quality are often possible. 

 A  

The article is well-organized and 

essentially complete, having been 

reviewed by impartial reviewers 

from a WikiProject, like military 

history, or elsewhere. Good article 

status is not a requirement for A-

Class. 

Very useful to readers. A 

fairly complete treatment of 

the subject. A non-expert in 

the subject matter would 

typically find nothing 

wanting. 

Expert knowledge may be needed 

to tweak the article, and style 

issues may need addressing. Peer 

review may help. 

 GA  
The article has attained good 

article status. 

Useful to nearly all readers, 

with no obvious problems; 

approaching (although not 

equalling) the quality of a 

professional encyclopedia. 

Some editing by subject and style 

experts is helpful; comparison 

with an existing featured 

article on a similar topic may 

highlight areas where content is 

weak or missing. 

 B  

The article is mostly complete and 

without major issues, but requires 

some further work to reach good 

article standards. 

Readers are not left wanting, 

although the content may 

not be complete enough to 

satisfy a serious student or 

researcher. 

A few aspects of content and 

style need to be addressed. 

Expert knowledge may be 

needed. The inclusion of 

supporting materials should also 

be considered if practical, and the 

article checked for general 

compliance with the Manual of 

Style and related style guidelines. 

 C  

The article is substantial, but is still 

missing important content or 

contains a lot of irrelevant 

material. The article should have 

some references to reliable sources, 

but may still have significant issues 

or require substantial cleanup. 

Useful to a casual reader, 

but would not provide a 

complete picture for even a 

moderately detailed study. 

Considerable editing is needed to 

close gaps in content and 

address cleanup issues. 

 Start  

An article that is developing, but 

which is quite incomplete and, 

most notably, lacks adequate 

reliable sources. 

Provides some meaningful 

content, but the majority of 

readers will need more. 

Provision of references to reliable 

sources should be prioritised; the 

article will also need substantial 

improvements in content and 

organisation. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:FA-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Featured_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Featured_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:A-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:WikiProject_Military_history/Review#A-Class_review
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:WikiProject_Military_history/Review#A-Class_review
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Peer_review
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Peer_review
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:GA-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Good_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Good_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Featured_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Featured_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:B-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Good_article_criteria
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Good_article_criteria
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Manual_of_Style
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Manual_of_Style
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:Wikipedia_style_guidelines
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:C-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Cleanup
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Cleanup
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:Start-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Reliable_sources
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Reliable_sources


56 

 

 Stub  
A very basic description of the 

topic. 

Provides very little 

meaningful content; may be 

little more than a dictionary 

definition. 

Any editing or additional 

material can be helpful. The 

provision of meaningful content 

should be a priority. 

 FL  
The article has attained featured 

list status. 

Professional standard; it 

comprehensively covers the 

defined scope, usually 

providing a complete set of 

items, and has annotations 

that provide useful and 

appropriate information 

about those items. 

No further content additions 

should be necessary unless new 

information becomes available. 

 List  

Meets the criteria of a stand-alone 

list, which is an article that 

contains primarily a list, usually 

consisting of links to articles in a 

particular subject area. 

There is no set format for a 

list, but its organization 

should be logical and useful 

to the reader. 

Lists should be lists of live links 

to Wikipedia articles, 

appropriately named and 

organized. 

 

  

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:Stub-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:FL-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Featured_lists
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Featured_lists
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Category:List-Class_articles
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Stand-alone_lists
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Wikipedia:Stand-alone_lists
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