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Week A General Topic/Activity Description  
Lesson1 • Digging up the Past – An Introduction to 

Ancient History  
Lesson 2 • Digging up the Past – An Introduction to 

Ancient History 
Lesson 3 • Digging up the Past – An Introduction to 

Ancient History 
 

Formative Activity:  

Complete the following questions as you work through the information.  

Please submit your work to me by email no later than Sunday 6/2/22 
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Activity 1.1 
1 For each of the following sources, identify it as ancient or modern, and name its source 

type. 

a.  

 

 
SOURCE 1.5 

 

b.  



 

 
SOURCE 1.6 

 

c.  

This is the display of the inquiry of Herodotus of Halicarnassus, so that things done 
by man not be forgotten in time, and that great and marvelous deeds, some 
displayed by the Hellenes, some by the barbarians, not lose their glory, including 
among others what was the cause of their waging war on each other. 

 

 

SOURCE 1.7 Herodotus, Histories, 1:1:0 

 



d.  

SOURCE 1.8 Terracotta Army 

 

 

Activity 1.2 
1 Complete the table below, providing brief description of each of the following 

archaeological excavation methods. 

 

Excavation method Description 

 
SOURCE 1.9 Keyhole excavations 

 



 
SOURCE 1.10 Step trench excavation 

 

 
SOURCE 1.11 Open area excavation 

 

 
SOURCE 1.12 Wheeler box-grid 

 

 
SOURCE 1.13 Kenyon Wheeler method 

 

 

2 Label each part of the dig site in Source 1.14. 



 

SOURCE 1.14 Dig site 

3 Why would there be a need for diverse roles in an archaeological team? 

 

4 Explain the importance of the role of museums in archaeology. 

 

5 What are some issues that may arise with the authentication of artefacts and sites? 

 

 

Activity 1.3 
2 For each of the following diagrams, label and define the dating method by using the key 

terms and definitions outlined in this chapter. 

 



a.  

 

SOURCE 1.16 

 

  



b.  

 
SOURCE 1.17 

 

 



 
SOURCE 1.18 

c.  

 

  



d.  

 
SOURCE 1.19 

 



e.  

SOURCE 1.20 

 

  



f.  

SOURCE 1.21 

 

 

Activity 1.4 
3 Select one of these significant people or archaeological discoveries: 

 
• Heinrich Schliemann 

• Louis Leakey 

• Tatiana Proskouriakoff 

• Manolis Andronikos 

• Sarah Parcak 

• General Augustus Henry Lane-Fox Pitt-Rivers 

• Sir William Matthew Flinders Petrie 

• Lewis Binford 

• Sir Mortimer Wheeler 

• discovery of Tutankhamun’s Tomb 

• discovery of Rosetta Stone 

• discovery of Pompeii 

• discovery of Dead Sea Scrolls 

• discovery of Terracotta Army 

• discovery of Tollund Man 

• discovery of Ötzi 

• discovery of Ur. 
 

2 Consider this key inquiry question: Why is the person or discovery significant to the field 

of archaeology? 



 

3 What questions (and sub-questions) would you need to develop to answer the key 

inquiry question? 

 

4 Find six sources (using the library or the internet) that demonstrate a balance of ancient 

and modern, literary and non-literary sources that are relevant to your questions. Ensure 

an appropriate reference, with a context statement, is included with each source. 

 

5 Investigate your chosen significant person or discovery to respond to the questions you 

have devised. 

 

6 What issues did you face in the investigation process? How did or could you overcome 

these? 

 

 

Activity 1.5 
4 Go to the UNESCO (United Nations Educational Scientific and Cultural Organization) 

website and choose one of the World Heritage List sites. 

 
5 Frame a key inquiry question that focuses on the issues of conservation and 

preservation of sites of world heritage significance. 

 

 

6 Using this inquiry question, create a case study for the site that includes: 

  description of the site 

a rationale for inclusion on World Heritage List 

b issues of conservation or preservation 

c map of site 

d cultural significance. 
 

 

 

 

 

http://cambridge.edu.au/redirect/8092


 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Objective 5: Evaluate 

7 Evaluate the cultural significance of the site to its people. 

 

8 Evaluate any archaeological issues surrounding the site. 

 

 

Activity 1.6 
9 For at least two of the above sources, complete a Source Analysis Table: a template is 

available in the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 3. As you continue with your studies, 

you will find this a very useful tool when analysing sources. 

 

10 Why might it be important to critically examine sources? 

 

 

Activity 1.7 
Refer to Source 1.28 and answer the following questions. 

Gold death-mask, known as the ‘mask of Agamemnon’. Mycenae, Grave Circle A, 
Grave V, 16th cent. BC. The mask depicts the imposing face of a bearded man. It is 
made of a gold sheet with repoussé details. Two holes near the ears indicate that the 
mask was held in place over the deceased’s face with twine. 



Excavated by Heinrich Schliemann (1876) who believed it belonged to 
Agamemnon. However, it was dated to an earlier time. The authenticity of the mask 
has been questioned several times given Schliemann’s reputation. 

SOURCE 1.28 Mycenaean Funerary Gold Mask, text from the website of the National Archaeological 
Museum, 2008–2014, Athens, Greece 

11 What issues arise for the authentication of the Mask of Agamemnon? 

 

12 Why do these issues exist? 

 

 

Activity 1.8 
Refer to Sources 1.29–1.32 to complete this activity. 

 
SOURCE 1.29 Items from the Troy II treasure (Priam’s Treasure) discovered by Heinrich Schliemann. 

The collection was divided in 1880, so this photo must have been taken prior to this. Could this really 

be Priam’s treasure? 

 

Gold was rare in Greece before the Persian wars, but was abundant in Asia Minor. 
Schliemann, however, has found treasures of gold ornaments not only at Hisarlik 
(which many think to be the site of the ancient Ilios) but also at Mycenae. 



SOURCE 1.30 Seymour, Thomas D, 1891, Commentary on Homer’s Iliad, Books I-III, Ginn and 

Company, 2.229 

 

and, as the excavator of Troy and Mycenae, he became the founder of a new 
scholarly discipline, modern archaeology, that is field-archaeology. 
As far as the identification of Hisarlik with Troy goes, we know now that he owes this 
entirely to Frank Calvert, an Englishman who served as American Consul in the 
Dardanelles and had purchased part of Hisarlik with the intention of excavating it. But 
at the end it was Schliemann who dug through the various levels and began the 
excavation on a scale which Calvert simply could not have managed. 
For him [Schliemann] Homer was poetry with a kernel of real history which he 
believed one could discover archaeologically. 
Schliemann’s intention to have an exact copy of his Trojan treasures made in Paris 
(this is attested by his letter to Beaurain in Paris) fit easily into such a context, but 
they are not proof that an object such as the so-called Mask of Agamemnon is a 
forgery buried by Schliemann at Mycenae. 
With the exposure of this fiction in Schliemann, the treasure itself fell under 
suspicion, Sophia had been inserted as an eyewitness for what she never saw. 
Comparison of the report of the find in the Trojan diary with the letter to his publisher 
Brockhaus and the published version of the excavations revealed that first only in 
Athens after the completion of the campaign did he write up the description of the 
whole treasure. Traill hastened to present Schliemann in the light of a forger. The 
excavator of Troy had possibly purchased new pieces or even had them made. The 
‘warfare’ against Schliemann had been carried so far that his scholarly reputation 
was now in jeopardy. 
Traill had accused Schliemann of unscrupulously planting together pieces from the 
1872 and 1878 excavations. This seemed to him to be a further example of 
Schliemann’s deceit. Easton put his finger again on this passage and could show that 
Schliemann had put together objects from different excavations in Troy without 
maintaining that he had excavated them at the same time. 
The authenticity of the Mask of Agamemnon is still in question. Stylistic 
considerations prove that the mask is not like the others found at Mycenae but are 
not sufficient to deny authenticity. Schliemann’s letter to his Parisian colleague 
Beaurain with the request to ask a discreet goldsmith to make exact copies of the 
Treasure of Priam is not an argument of sufficient cogency to question the 
authenticity of the mask. 

SOURCE 1.31 Schindler, W. 1992, An Archaeologist on the Schliemann Controversy, Illinois 
Classical Studies, 17(1) 

 



 
SOURCE 1.32 Priam’s Treasure, Neues Museum, Berlin 

Objective 3: Analyse 

13 Use the Source Analysis Table available in the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 3 to 

analyse each of these three sources. 

 

14 What issues arise with the archaeological discovery by Schliemann? 

 

Objective 4: Synthesise 

15 Write a hypothesis in response to the question: To what extent could Schliemann be 

considered a fake and forger? 

 

 

Objective 5: Evaluate 

16 How useful are these sources to determine if Schliemann was a fake? 

 

17 How reliable are these sources for making this determination? 

 

 

Objective 6: Create responses 

18 Refer to the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 6 for guidelines on writing a PEEEL 

paragraph. Write a PEEEL response that proves the hypothesis you wrote in question 3. 



 

 

Activity 1.9 
Refer to Sources 1.33 to 1.37 to complete this activity. 

The body’s position when it was found was more or less in line with a natural dying 
posture. But there were a few anomalies. For one there is the unnatural position of 
the left arm which is extended to the right and appears to have been pressed flat 
against the neck directly under the chin. Likewise the left outer ear is folded over … 
obliquely toward the front … [The] nose and upper lip are shifted upwards to the 
right … [which] suggests that after the Iceman’s death there must have been small 
dislocations of the body due to ice pressure and ice movement. 
… 

He lay down on his left side. Given an unhealed serial rib fracture on his right side, 
this is the least painful position. The head was resting on a boulder. Both arms were 
extended forward, their muscles relaxed. The feet were lying on top of the other. The 
left ear was folded forward. In this position the man probably froze to death within a 
few hours. There are no indications of distress 
… 

Wind action produces even deeper snow cover through drifts and cornices … 
such snow remains air-permeable for several years. It was during this phase that 
combined freeze-drying resulted in the body’s mummification … Snow takes about 
ten to twenty years to turn to ice. As soon as the ice above that spot reached a 
certain thickness the glacier began to flow downhill. This releases enormous 
forces … [but at] the bottom of the gully the ice movement is unlikely to have 
exceeded 30 to 50 centimetres … [so] compared to the position in which he died 
minor changes have taken place. As a result of ice pressure and a slight sliding 
movement of the ice mass in the lower part of the gully the body was rotated about 
90 degrees, from a position on its side to one on its stomach. This caused the soft 
tissue displacements in the face, which was then lying directly on the rock. The nose 
and upper lips were displaced towards the right and upwards. 

SOURCE 1.33 Spindler, K., 2013, The Man in the Ice, Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 31 January 2013 

 

Exactly 20 years ago, on Sept. 19, 1991, German hikers Erika and Helmut Simon 
spotted something brown while walking near a melting glacier in the Ötztal Alps in 
South Tyrol. 

As they got closer, they realized with horror that it wasn’t just some sort of rubbish: 
a human corpse was lying with the chest against a flat rock. 

Only the back of the head, the bare shoulders and part of the back emerged from 
the ice and meltwater. 

The hikers thought the body belonged to an unfortunate victim of a 
mountaineering accident a few years back. In fact, they discovered one of the world’s 
oldest and best preserved mummies. 

SOURCE 1.34 Lorenzi, R., ‘The Ice Mummy: Little-Known Facts’, seeker.com September 19, 2011 
 



 
SOURCE 1.35 Iceman site 

 

 
SOURCE 1.6 Messner and Kammerlander at the Iceman site 

 

Four days almost undid 5 000 years of preservation as rescuers manhandled an 
archaeological treasure. Assuming they had found an accident victim, climbers 
trampled the depression where the Iceman lay. Trying to free the body, a policeman 
summoned to the 10 530-foot site on the Austrian-Italian border tore into the left hip 
with a jackhammer. Finally a forensic team from Innsbruck, Austria, arrived. Workers 
digging with ski poles scattered the Iceman’s garments … Not until archaeologists 
viewed the body and belongings in a lab was the Iceman’s antiquity revealed. 

Source 1.37 David Roberts, ‘The Ice Man: Lone Voyager from the Copper Age’, National Geographic, 
June: 36–6, 1993 

Objective 3: Analyse 



19 What do these sources tell us about the condition of the Iceman and the issues 

surrounding his discovery? 

 

Objective 4: Synthesise 

20 Write a PEEEL response (see the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 6) to the 

hypothesis: Given the condition of the Iceman’s remains, it could be argued the 

preservation of the remains resulted in the ill-treatment of the site upon discovery. 

 

Objective 5: Evaluate 

21 How did the circumstances of the discovery of the Iceman affect the preservation of the 

site, artefacts and his remains? 

 

 

Activity 1.10 
Refer to Source 1.38 and answer the questions below. 

There is a tremendous reception for Schliemann here. Nonetheless, he is and 
remains a half-crazy and confused human being, who has no idea whatsoever of the 
meaning of his excavations. 

In spite of his passion for Homer, Schliemann is fundamentally a speculator and 
businessman. He can never get rid of that. 

SOURCE 1.38 Adolf Furtwangler, letter to his mother on 13 July 1881 

22 What issues arise with the use of this source as evidence for Schliemann’s ethics? 

 

23 Analyse the source using the source analysis table from the Historical Skills Toolkit – 

Objective 3. 

24 Using the example evaluation in the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 4 as a guide, 

complete the evaluation of the source. 

 

25 How could the use of these sources like this affect the way the Ancient World is 

understood? 

 

 

Activity 1.11 
Objective 1: Comprehend 



26 Investigate issues in the ethics of archaeology. Issues include: 

a. who owns the past 

 

b. repatriation 

 

c. custodianship 

 

d. cultural heritage management. 

 

27 What scientific techniques have been used to investigate the Iceman? 

 

Objective 5: Evaluate 

28 What ethical issues arise with the treatment of the Iceman’s remains? 

 

29 Explain how archaeological techniques have evolved over time and the significance of 

this on reconstructing the past. 

 

30 Explain the continuity that exists within the field of archaeology. 

 

 

Activity 1.12 
31 Outline the arguments for and against the reparation for damage caused by the Nazi 

looting. 

 

32 Outline the arguments for and against the return of the Nefertiti bust to Egypt. 

 

 

 

Activity 1.13 



33 From the sources, what can you interpret about life in Pompeii c. 79 CE? 

 

 

Activity 1.14 
As you become more experienced with research tasks, you will learn to adapt the following 

step-by-step approach to your own needs. 

Objective 1: Comprehend 

34 For each of the sources, complete the following table: 

 

SOURCE 1.48 Tanya Charles of the Mutthi Mutthi and Junette Mitchell of the Paakantji examine the 
footprints left by their ancestors more than 20 000 years ago – what significance do the footprints 
have for Aboriginal peoples today? 

 

… metres from the site of her cremation, erosion of the dunes by the wind revealed 
yet another human burial. This was Mungo Man, who had been buried lying on his 
side, his body ritually prepared with ochre. Analysis of his bones showed that Mungo 
Man was around 50 years old when he died, and that he suffered from osteoarthritis 
in his right elbow – probably the result of the constant use of a spear-thrower or 
woomera. The care with which Mungo Man had been buried and the fact that the 
ochre must have been brought from over 100 km away suggested to archaeologists 
that he may have been an important person in his tribe. It also suggested that his 
people believed in an afterlife, and that they may have travelled over substantial 
distances and engaged in trade with other tribes. 

SOURCE 1.49 Jim Bowler, 2010, ‘Heir of all the Ages: The Secrets of Lake Mungo’, Heritage 
Australia 
  



 
SOURCE 1.50 The remains of Mungo Man, discovered in 1974, estimated to be older than 40 000 
years – what does this suggest about Aboriginal culture? 

 

Mungo Man returned to ancestral home where he died 40 000 years ago 
Traditional owners say the return of the remains of the historic Mungo Man, who was 
removed by scientists from his resting place more than 40 years ago, will provide 
closure and is a step toward reconciliation. More than four decades ago 
anthropologists removed the ancient skeleton of an Aboriginal man – the discovery of 
which rewrote Australian history. Now he has been returned home to his 
descendants, travelling for days in a hearse from Canberra. 
Traditional owners hosted a welcome home ceremony attended by hundreds to 
celebrate the historic return of the 42 000-year-old remains of Mungo Man to his 
original resting place. 
‘Today is one of those catalytic moments that we need to enhance Australian society, 
and bring empathy into, understanding the Aboriginal culture,’ said Paakantyi man 
Michael Young, who is also a member of the Aboriginal Advisory Group for Mungo 
Man’s return. 
‘The delays and everything are now forgotten because today is the time to move on 
[so] I thank everybody who was involved in this momentous occasion.’ 
Ngiyampaa elder Aunty Joan Slade added: ‘[It is] so good to have him back after all 
those years he has been taken away, and we've been waiting all those years to get 
him back and I'm so glad he is back, to put him in his resting place.’ 
In the spirit of unity, all those gathered at the ceremony, Aboriginal and non-
Aboriginal, were invited to take part in a traditional dance to welcome home Mungo 
Man. 

SOURCE 1.51 Higgins, I., ‘Mungo Man returned to ancestral home where he died 40 000 years ago’, 
ABC News, 17 November 2017 

 



 
SOURCE 1.52 Lake Mungo from what would have been the shore 

Source What is the source? Is the source ancient or 
modern? 

Is the source literary or 
non-literary? 

1.48    

1.49    

1.50    

1.51    

1.52    

Objective 2: Devise 

35 Frame a key inquiry question which focuses on the issues of cultural significance, ethics  



 

36 Identify the sub-questions necessary to collect the type of information needed to answer 

the key inquiry question. 

 

Objective 3: Analyse 

37 Locate, identify and organise information relating to the questions, and ensure you use 

correct references. 

 

38 Use the Source Analysis Table available in the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 3 to 

analyse each of the sources listed above. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

39 What does this tell us about the nature and significance of cultural property? 

 

Objective 4: Synthesise 

40 Develop a hypothesis in response to the key inquiry question you posed in question 2. 

 

 

41 Develop three main arguments to support the hypothesis. 

 

42 Categorise information and evidence for these using the graphic organiser in the 

Historical Skills Tooklit – Objective 6: 

 

Objective 5: Evaluate 

43 Using the example evaluation in the Historical Skills Tooklit – Objective 4 as a guide, 

evaluate each of the sources used. 



 

 

44 What are the contested views on this issue? 

 

Objective 6: Create 

45 Write an essay in response to the key inquiry question you created earlier in this activity. 

Refer to the Historical Skills Toolkit – Objective 6 for guidelines on structuring an essay. 

 

 

 

 


