History Detective
It’s spring in Australia and what a wonderful
time we just had at the NSW and ACT Family
History Conference at Port Macquarie,
a four-hour drive north of Sydney. It’s
probably a good thing the function room
didn’t have a wall of windows overlooking
the water and boats because, with the
brilliant blue sky and warm air, we might
have found ourselves drawn outside to
relax in the sunshine. Congratulations
to our host society for a most enjoyable
weekend.
The conference organisers asked me to
speak about the NSW muster returns I had edited back in the 1980s and
1990s. As these volumes have been around for a long time, I was worried that
the researchers who had used them would know pretty much everything I
knew. And the others probably hadn’t used them because they didn’t have
any early colonial ancestry; therefore they would likely be bored by a talk
about records relating to early colonial times. So how could I construct a talk
relating to the musters that was useful for everyone?
I began by discussing the musters from the perspective of evidenceanalysis, of thinking about the source/information/evidence triad and
where the records and the information contained in the records fitted. I
knew that this would be useful for all researchers because the evidenceanalysis principles can be applied to an analysis of other records such as
census returns. I then talked about the importance of understanding the
government’s purpose in collecting the musters (remember: historical
records were not produced so that family historians could trace their
family history!). I also showed an example of how a failure to consider
the intended purpose for musters and a consequent misinterpretation of
the information contained in the musters led to a botched family history.
Finally, I talked about each of the musters themselves. In the aftermath,
I was interested to find that, not only had attendees found the principles
perspective useful, they had gained knowledge from my discussion of the
musters themselves. It shows that even when a record series has been
around for a long time, there is always something for researchers to learn.
This is my last newsletter for 2015. The next will come out on 1 February
2016 and will be produced every three months thereafter. This will allow
me a clear stretch to work on my next true-crime thriller, time I need as I
have a huge amount of research to do. For example, one US digitised newspaper collection alone has nearly 6000 articles mentioning my protagonist
and I have to read every one of them. And that’s before I examine the other
US newspaper websites, the UK websites, the Australian website Trove ...
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Publications: Guide to Convict Transportation Lists 1788-1812
In 2002 the Society of Australian Genealogists, in conjunction with the Library of Australian History (Malcolm
Sainty and Keith Johnson), published the CD-ROM Convicts to New South Wales: 1788-1812: Complete
Listings from the Transportation Registers. I was the editor of the database published on the CD-ROM. The
database includes details of each convict taken from the extant convict indents and other associated or
similar lists.
When I edited the database, I produced extremely detailed analyses of the lists themselves and of the
number of convicts included in each list. For various reasons, my analysis was not included on the CD-ROM.
Now Alan Phillips has made the information available in the form of two Unlock the Past publications:
Guide to Convict Transportation Lists: Part 1: 1788-1800 (RRP $14.00)
Guide to Convict Transportation Lists: Part 2: 1801-1812 (RRP $12.00)

These can be purchased via my website or through Unlock the Past (a link is provided to both websites in
the covering email).

The Preface to the Guides explains why they were produced:
The information contained in this publication was gathered at the time I edited the convict database
published in Convicts to New South Wales 1788-1812 (Society of Australian Genealogists, Sydney, 2002,
CD-ROM). My original goal in producing this database was to transcribe each entry from the main
series of Convict Indents held by State Records of NSW so as to generate a searchable database of
convict transportees for the first twenty-five years of transportation. I already knew that some lists were
incomplete, which meant that I would need to find other sources to make up the deficiencies. Eventually, I
decided to make the database a compilation rather than a simple transcription, incorporating information
from all the convict transportation lists I could access – with relevant annotations to that effect.
The differences between the various lists made it necessary to analyse the lists themselves, both in
terms of the big picture and for each individual transport so as to fully understand the differences and
to determine the significance of those differences. As I checked each list, I made exhaustive notes about
everything I discovered for each particular transport and for the convicts transported within.
For the convicts themselves, my conclusions were published in their own entries in the CD-ROM database.
Researchers can use the search facilities in the CD-ROM to pull up the details for an individual convict or
for all convicts transported on a particular ship.
My conclusions about both the records themselves and the convict lists surviving for each individual
transport comprise the body of both these publications.

The guides are intended to work in conjunction with the Convicts to NSW CD-ROM although they are
also a useful publication for researchers looking at the early convict transports either individually or from
a big-picture perspective. Many individuals, genealogical societies and libraries already hold a copy of the
CD-ROM. Unfortunately, the CD-ROM itself is no longer available for purchase.
The entries themselves, however, can be accessed via the Biographical Database of Australia. The BDA’s
website is: <http://www.bda-online.org.au>.
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History Hints: Old-timers’ recollections
When we’re tracing our family histories, we’re often
delighted to come across old-timers’ recollections
in local newspapers or journals, particularly
when these contain information provided by our
ancestor or a family connection. ‘Yippee!’ we
think. ‘Information from the horse’s mouth.’ And
many of us immediately absorb the information
into our family histories before subjecting it to the
evidentiary analysis that helps us determine how
accurate the information truly is.
In Part 1 of Help! Historical and Genealogical
Truth, I discuss the Source/
Information/Evidence system
of analysing our family history
research. Using the simpler
American system (rather than
the more layered system I have
devised), we first evaluate the
nature of the source. Is it from
an original source, a derivative
source or an authored work?
If the information comes from our own interviews
with an old-timer, then what we are looking at is
original information because it comes directly from
the mind of the interviewee. If it comes from a
contemporary newspaper article, then the source
is derivative and should perhaps be considered
an authored work depending upon how much the
journalist manipulated the information for the
purposes of the article. In the past decade, I’ve had
many interviews with journalists and rarely does the
end result accurately reflect what I said (generally
most information is correct but some is incorrect
to a greater or lesser degree). It is important to
recognise that the reliability of sources of family
information drops off as we move from original
sources through derivatives to authored works.
Next we come to the information itself. Is it primary
information (that is, from the horse’s mouth) or is it
secondary information (that is, hearsay information
from a second-hand or third-hand source) or is
it undetermined? In the case of an old-timer’s
recollection, it is primary information because it
is information provided by the person in question
relating to his or her own life.
Finally, we come to the evidence provided in
that old-timer’s recollection, that is, information
that’s of particular relevance for our family history
purposes. Is it direct evidence (that is, evidence that
in itself answers our genealogical question), indirect
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evidence (it needs a source of direct evidence or
multiple, independent sources of indirect evidence
to provide the necessary proof) or is it negative
evidence. An old-timer’s recollection is indirect
evidence. This is partly because of the delay
between the events being described and the time
the account is made. That delay can cause critical
distortions in the information being provided.
The genealogical pot of gold is generally an
original source providing primary information that
gives us direct evidence. For example, the baptism
date in an original church register is pot-of-gold
evidence because it gives us direct evidence of the
baptism from primary information provided by the
clergyman or parish clerk in an original source.
Are you starting to see the possible fallibilities of
information contained in an old-timer’s recollection
published in a newspaper?
For my latest work of narrative history, I am
sourcing most of my information from newspaper
accounts so it is essential that I critically evaluate
the information I find in order to determine its
likely accuracy. Sometimes the information can be
verified using other primary sources of information
(that is, original or derivative sources). For example,
if a pilot makes a record-breaking flight, we might
find the time and date of departure and arrival
documented in the pilot’s log book and can confirm
this information via airport records. But sometimes
all we have is a person’s own unverifiable account.
For instance, if a solo pilot in the 1920s experienced
adventures between departure and arrival, all we
have is the pilot’s own account.

Generally, we can conclude that the information
closest in date to the events in question is the most
likely to be accurate. This means that it is more likely
to be reliable than an old-timer’s recollection. Why?
Because our memories are fallible. We often think
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History Hints: Old-timer’s recollections (continued)
that our brain is like a video-tape recorder and that
it stores a complete tape of each event that occurs in
our life. This is not true. Our brain stores fragments
of information and recreates the memory when it
is called upon. And in the recreation process, other
factors are involved. A critical factor is ego. In recreating our memory we often (unintentionally)
tweak stories to make us look better.
In researching my latest book, I have found some
interesting contraditions. When my aviators set off
from England, they made a contract with the Sun
newspaper group (Britain and Australia) to provide
exclusive rights to their accounts of their journey.
They telegraphed these accounts when they arrived
in each port of call.
During one dramatic leg of their journey, when
they were flying into a stiff head-wind, the plane hit
an air pocket and dropped like a stone. According
to the account they telegraphed in the aftermath,
the plane plummeted to 700 feet above sea level.
However in the account Jessie provided in old age,
which was published in a book written in the 1960s,
the plane plummeted more sensationally to 40 feet
above sea level.
Of course, before I dismissed the old-timer account
as sensationalised, I had to consider the possiblity
that a typo had occurred in the contemporary
account. In the last issue of the History Detective
newsletter, I talked about the number of generations
that can occur between the original information
and the accounts published in newspapers. I also
included examples of the resulting errors.
In terms of this drama, I decided that it would
be handy to find another independent account.
Of course, this was easier said than done because
the exclusive contract meant that the pair were not
giving much information to reporters from other
newspapers.
Then I found a gold-mine: Jessie’s own account of
the flight published within a month of their arrival.
It too reported that the plane plummeted to 700
feet above sea-level rather than 40 feet. I had the
independent evidence I needed, even though both
accounts came from Jessie herself.
Sometimes, though, the immediate account may
be less accurate than the delayed account. I have
also encountered this problem during my research
for this book.
For example, during another dramatic flight Jessie
found herself in serious trouble. She was caught up
in a dreadful storm while making a two-hour flight,
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much of it over the sea. She should have sighted
land within an hour or so of taking off but four hours
into the flight she was still flying over the water.
Her plane was unstable so it was exhausting trying
to battle the gale-force winds and keep it upright.
She had no idea where she was but she knew that
if her compass wasn’t working and she had been
blown over the ocean she wouldn’t sight land for
thousands of miles. And she only had petrol for a
few hours more flying.
In the contemporary account, she said that she
thought about dropping the plane’s nose and diving
into the ocean and putting herself out of her agony.
In the old-timer’s account, she said that she did do
so but pulled out just before she hit the water.
Although one would usually consider the contemporary account to be the more accurate, here we
have a problem. At that time, suicide—that is, felo
de se or ‘murder of self’—was a felony. Moreover,
Jessie was undertaking this flight to help her break
into commercial aviation. To admit to attempting
to kill herself would not only be considered morally
reprehensible, it would be a career killer. So which
account is accurate?
When we are looking at old-timer accounts,
particularly when we are comparing them with
contemporary accounts, we need to ask ourselves
the question: ‘Cui bono?’ or ‘to whose benefit’
(there are a number of translations but this serves
the purpose). Essentially, we need to ask ourselves
which version of the story benefits the speaker at
the moment it is communicated. Knowing the social
and legal situation in the 1930s, we can surmise that
Jessie was unlikely to admit to attempting suicide in
the immediate aftermath; felo de se or ‘murder of
self’ was not only a felony, an admission of suicidal
thoughts while flying wouldn’t get a pilot get a job.
However, attitudes and the law had changed by the
1960s. Still, the question remains as to whether
the person she was, character-wise, would try to
kill herself under those circumstances. Was the
old-timer’s account an accurate reflection of what
happened or was it sensationalised (intentionally or
otherwise). I haven’t yet decided what my conclusion
will be.
In a family history, the author can get away with
including and evaluating both possibilities. This
doesn’t work with my style of writing narrative history
because I act out the events as they happened. I am
faced with an interesting conundrum.
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Rave Reviews: Josephine Tey’s “The Daughter of Time”
While on my recent European cruises, I had the pleasure of re-reading Josephine
Tey’s The Daughter of Time (1951). Those of you who know my personal story
will know that this book launched my genealogy career. It was on the school
syllabus when I was 15 and I found it intriguing.
The novel tells the story of a police inspector, Alan Grant, who is flat on his
back in hospital and is bored stiff. He’s always had an interest in faces—he would
ask himself if the bearer belonged ‘on the bench’ or ‘in the dock’. To ease his
boredom, a friend brings him a batch of pictures of historic figures, people who
have been associated with a crime or scandal. One picture is of King Richard III
who, according to the history books of the time, locked his nephews, the heirs to
the throne, in the Tower of London and later killed
them. Tey discovered that this was history written
by the Tudors who overthrew Richard III and that
the truth was a different matter entirely.
When I re-read the book, I was delighted by both the quality of the writing
and the narrative style. In my genealogy books and seminars, I refer to this
storytelling style as a ‘journey of discovery’. In family history writing, the
‘journey of discovery’ style employs the researcher as the narrator who
unfolds the story of his or her research discoveries. It’s a great style to use
when a research journey has lead to an extraordinary result.
In The Daughter of Time, the protagonist, Inspector Grant, could not do
the research himself so Tey creates a collaborator. This makes the research
discovery a conversation between Grant and his researcher rather than a
monologue. It’s a clever tool in its own right. In fact, those who are sick of
boring family histories and have a creative streak could adopt it for their own purposes. It could be, say,
a conversation between yourself, the researcher, and a family member—a child or old-timer. So don’t just
read the book for the sheer pleasure of reading it. Think about the style as a vehIcle for communicating your
own research discoveries.
The version I purchased on my Kobo included biographical information about the author. It turns out that
in 1990 the UK Crime Writers Association voted The Daughter of Time as the best crime story of all time. Accordingly, it should be on the ‘must read’ list for anyone interested in historical research or in great mystery
stories. And it is cheap. If you have a Kindle or other e-book reader, its costs only a couple of dollars. Or, of
course, you can purchase it from an online bookstore or borrow it from a library.

History Hints: Errors in derivative records: 2
As mentioned previously, midSeptember was the annual NSW &
ACT Family History Conference at
Port Macquarie and I was asked to
speak about the musters I edited
while working for the Australian
Biographical and Genealogical Record
(ABGR). When I was preparing this
talk, I was reminded of a certain type
of error found in derivative sources.
I decided that this would be a useful
subject for a newsletter article.
For those who don’t know what
a muster is, think about a sheep or
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cattle muster. In the first four decades
after white settlement in New South
Wales (1788), the colony was primarily
a penal settlement. The government
needed a means of documenting the
population to ensure that it could feed
everyone. Also, for control purposes,
it needed to be able to track individual
convicts. Musters, accordingly, were
similar to census returns however they
were collected differently and did not
require an Act of Parliament for their
implementation.
While working for the ABGR, I edited
5

History Hints: Errors in derivative records 2 (continued)
muster and associated returns for the years 1800-1802, 1805-1806, 1811, 1814,
1822 and 1823/4/5. Inevitably, I noticed errors in the ‘originals’ because—based on
the source/information/evidence triad discussed earlier in this newsletter—most
of these musters were not in fact original sources. They were colonially-produced
copies or, in our source/information/evidence terminology, derivatives. It turns out
that the production of these derivatives produced a number of errors that created
problems for unwitting family history researchers.
For example, the 1805-1806 volume included four returns: the General Muster for
1806, the Land & Stock Muster for 1806, the Female Muster for 1806, and the Norfolk
Island Muster for 1805. Until I edited the three 1806 musters, I had assumed that the
female muster was collected as a separated entity by the Rev. Samuel Marsden (who
labelled most female convicts as ‘concubines’ whether or not they were married).
However, when I edited the muster entries themselves, I found that the entries in the
female muster were in the same order as the female entries in the general muster.
The latter muster grouped males with surnames commencing with the letter ‘A’ in
one block then females with surnames commencing with ‘A’ in the next block, then
males with surnames commencing with ‘B’ and so on. That being the case, it would
be possible to cross-check the two sets of entries to make transcription easier if any
of the entries were difficult to read.
That’s when I discovered something interesting. Marsden had misaligned some of
the entries when he produced his transcription. It appears that he copied the entries in vertical columns
rather than in horizontal lines. In doing so, he accidentally listed some of the ship details against the wrong
person. How easy is it to do that?
For example, the table below includes a list of women. The second column includes their name as listed
in the General Muster. The third column lists their ship of arrival as is also shown in the General Muster. The
fourth column lists their ship of arrival as shown in Marsden’s Female Muster.
		
Details in General Muster			
Details in Female Muster
No.
Name
Ship of Arrival
Ship of Arrival
1.
Susannah Roberts
Atlas 1
Glatton
2.
Mary Redman
Glatton
Atlas 1
3.
Mary Rugg
Britannia
Glatton
4.
Lucy Rousseau
Glatton
Britannia
5.
Jane Rhynd
Sugar Cane
Glatton
6.
Mary Reardon
Earl Cornwallis
Sugar Cane
			
... and so on
As you can see, the ship of arrival (Atlas 1) of entry one (Susannah Roberts) in the General Muster is listed
as the ship of arrival of entry two (Mary Redman) in the Female Muster. The ship of arrival (Glatton) of entry
two (Mary Redman) in the General Muster is listed as the ship of arrival of entry three (Mary Rugg) in the
Female Muster and so on. So, a researcher looking for convict Susannah Roberts who arrived per the Atlas 1
would probably ignore the entry in the Female Muster for convict Susannah Roberts because she was listed
as having arrived per the Glatton.
Although my published transcription of these two musters was a derivative of a derivative—meaning that
it is, as a general rule, less reliable—and although I would inevitably have made my own errors in producing
the transcription, I was able to alert researchers to the problem, helping them to find their ancestors’
references.
While the example I have used relates to New South Wales records, this type of error can occur in any
transcription produced anywhere in the world. That is why it is essential that researchers attempt to examine
original sources where possible. If not, researchers must at least recognise that a derivative source may
contain errors that make individual entries difficult to locate or that send researchers off on the wrong track.
As a one-time professional transcriber myself, I remind you that we all make misteaks. (Ooops!)
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Words to the Wise: Stream of consciousness
Recently I have given a number of author talks for Black Widow and one of the questions people ask me is
how much is fact and how much is fiction. I explain that my books are fact but that they are brought to life
by my style of writing. I use some of the tools of fiction without resorting to fictionalising my stories.
One fiction tool I use is ‘stream of consciousness’. While I discuss this writing style in Writing Interesting
Family Histories, it is to helpful for writers to see further examples. In writing my latest
book, I am tackling its immensity by working on it as a series of event-based blocks (I
research an event, write a bit, research a bit more and so on until all the facts are documented and I am beginning to bring it to life). One of my strategies for bringing it to life
is ‘stream of consciousness’. Here is part of a section I am currently writing.
My Australian protagonist, Jessie (shown here), expressed concern about a flight she
was about to make. The left hand column records some of the information released
by the Associated Press agency. The right column communicates the first draft of my
‘stream of consciousness’ style (plus information from other sources).
Associated Press:
CJB first draft:
‘I don’t know why it is but something tells me I’m go- Jessie was troubled. Ever since her flight from
ing down,’ she said just before she took off. ‘I’ve had Florida, she’d had the premonition that her plane
the feeling ever since I crossed on the way over from would go down. It was a feeling she couldn’t shake.
Florida and somehow or other I can’t shake it off.’
In fact, so strong was the feeling that it was affecting
She called her plane an ‘unairworthy crate, one her ability to eat and sleep. She couldn’t reassure
which anybody but myself would refuse to fly,’ explain- herself that her plane was sound and had the
ing that it was a conditionally licenced ship which she necessary instruments to deal with difficult weather
had ‘rescued from a junk pile’ and reconditioned ...
or to alert searchers in the event of trouble. Frankly,
Many of those who came in contact with her during her plane was an un-airworthy crate that anybody
her week’s residence here remarked at her preoccupa- else would refuse to fly. She’d rescued it from a junk
tion and at her comments of not having been able to yard four months previously. At that time, it had a
eat or sleep properly. She admitted to some that she conditional licence so she had organised to have it
was ‘worried about the water hop’, but she refused to reconditioned. What particularly concerned her,
consider the idea of not making the return trip alone ... though, was that it had no radio and no turn-and‘Everyone gives me credit for being brave, and to bank dial and no instruments for blind flying. She
make a go of it. I never let them think otherwise,’ she couldn’t afford them. It did carry a collapsible rubber
confessed. ‘But really I am afraid ...’
raft in the event she had to ditch into the sea but she
‘I feel many times like giving it up because I know it’s doubted her ability to blow it up while attempting
eventually going to get me. But I can’t—people would to stay afloat. Still, she wouldn’t let the premonition
of death deter her. She didn’t want to seem like a
think me a coward ...’
coward ...
__________________________

What happened next? She took off and disappeared. It was world headline news.
So why did I communicate this information in the form of ‘stream of consciousness’ rather than the
dialogue reported in the newspaper accounts? The answer is that character drives behaviour (which is
important for all writers to remember). The above information reflects both her character and the emotional
and intellectual angst she was feeling. These feelings come from inside the brain. Therefore, communicating
this information as if she is thinking it (which she had to do before she said it, of course) generates a greater
sense of ‘immediacy’ than communicating it in the form of dialogue. In writing terms, ‘immediacy’ is defined
as ‘the quality of bringing one into direct and instant involvement with something, giving rise to a sense
of urgency or excitement’. As the information in the ‘CJB first draft’ seems to come directly from Jessie’s
thoughts, it generates immediacy and—by virtue of its contents—tension. When readers feel engaged and
tense they want to read on.
How can family historians use this style? You can use it if you have information that communicates your
ancestor’s thoughts or feelings— letters, diary entries and so on.
I will discuss ‘stream of consciousness’ writing in the writing sessions on the Unlock the Past Barrier Reef
cruise in March 2016. Bookings for the cruise are still open.
History Detective 3/7 Copyright Carol Baxter 2015

7

About the author
Carol Baxter is the awardwinning author of five works of
narrative non-fiction (otherwise
referred to as ‘true-crime
thrillers’), of which four were
published by Allen & Unwin: An
Irresistible Temptation (2006),
Breaking the Bank (2008),
Captain Thunderbolt and His
Lady (2011), and Black Widow:
the true story of Australia’s
first female serial killer (2015).
Carol’s fourth book, The Peculiar
Case of the Electric Constable,
was published by Britain’s
Oneworld in 2013, receiving
critical acclaim from the
mainstream media in Britain,
America, Canada and Australia.
Carol has also written
genealogical ‘how to’ books
called Writing INTERESTING
Family Histories, Help! Historical
and Genealogical Truth:
How do I separate fact from
fiction? and Help! Why can’t I
find my ancestor’s surname?
She has also published some
genealogical ‘cheat sheets’ and
has more publications in the
pipeline.
Carol is an adjunct lecturer at
the University of New England
(NSW), a Fellow of the Society of
Australian Genealogists, and has
edited many volumes of early
Australian records.

History Detective Shop
With so many publications now available, I decided that it would be
a good idea to have a page devoted to them in my newsletter (they
help pay the mortgage!). All of these items are accessible via my
website and postage details (where applicable) are also detailed on
the website.

www.carolbaxter.com

Item

RRP

Web

Help! Historical & Genealogical Truth
Help! Historical Truth “Cheat Sheet”
Two-item package

$22.00
$7.50
$29.50

$20.00
$6.00
$24.00

Help! How do I find my ancestor’s surname?
Help! Surnames “Cheat sheet”
Two-item package

$27.50
$7.50
$35.00

$25.50
$6.00
$29.90

Writing Interesting Family Histories
Two-item pack: WIFH & Help! Historical Truth

$22.00
$44.00

$20.00
$38.00

$26.00
$14.00
$12.00

$22.00
$13.00
$11.00

Genealogical ‘how to’ publications

Unlock the Past Publications
Guide to Convict Transportation Lists: Both
- Part 1: 1788-1800
- Part 2: 1801-1812

Online seminars

<http://www.thehistorydetective.org/surnames.html>
Surnames as sounds: consonants
$US 4.99
Distortions in surname beginnings
$US 4.99
‘Mc’ surnames
$US 4.99
Meaningfulness
Free

Historical ‘true crime’ thrillers
Black Widow
The Peculiar Case of the Electric Constable
Captain Thunderbolt and his Lady
Breaking the Bank
An Irresistible Temptation

$30.00
$30.00
$33.00
$35.00
$27.00

$27.00
$27.00
$30.00
$32.00
$25.00

The History Detective bids you good researching, writing, and reading.

© Carol Baxter 2015
www.carolbaxter.com
c_baxter@optusnet.com.au
My thanks to Stephen Kent Ehat for proof-reading this newsletter.
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