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Module I: The Public Meaning of Archeological Heritage
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This section presents an overview of the topics and information presented in Module I: The Public Meaning of Archeological Heritage, which is designed to be presented in a classroom seminar of lectures and discussion. The concept of heritage used here focuses on the relationship between the uses of the past, local cultural expression, and the natural environment. National parks were selected on the basis of their natural resources, cultural resources, historical associations, or some combination of these factors. Therefore, it is important to understand the relationships between our natural and cultural heritage in learning how best to interpret them.
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Goals

This module is designed to provide an overview of the current role of archaeological heritage in natural and cultural resource preservation, management, and development. It is intended to furnish broad and comparative perspectives on archeology and public interpretation and to consider multiple audiences for archaeological interpretation.

Content
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Faculty and participants will discuss the interpretation of archeological resources in global, national, and local-regional contexts and examine why and how public education has become an important part of cultural resource stewardship. Participants will hear how archeological interpretation can incorporate inclusive, multiple perspectives. The seminar also will provide an overview of the ethical and legal standards for heritage management, archeology, and public interpretation.

Lessons to Learn

The lectures and discussions in this seminar are intended to provide participants with a broad framework for developing archeological interpretation strategies by focusing on the following elements:
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· The concept of heritage

· Natural and cultural resources as heritage components

· Global, national, and local-regional heritage

· Compelling stories of archeological interpretation

· Inclusive, multiple perspectives

· Ethical standards and legal context
These lessons are intended to provide participants with a broad-based framework for completing the archeological interpretation training program.
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Heritage
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The recognition of heritage as a vital component of national, ethnic, and community identity that contributes to a “sense of place” has resulted in worldwide attention that has been growing for the past few decades. Archeology and the archeologically recovered past are integral elements of heritage. Therefore, it is important to effectively interpret the meanings of our archeological heritage to enhance cultural conversations about the past, its meanings in the present, and for the future.
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Heritage encompasses a broad array of resources:  community identity, ethnic and cultural traditions, environmental resources affected by both human and natural actions, historic architecture, and archeological ruins. The emerging field of heritage resource studies reflects the need for research devoted to understanding the cultural characteristics of heritage, its importance in contemporary society, and its uses.

· Whose past is to be represented?

· How are competing claims to the use of environmental resources to be resolved? 

· How are preservation, conservation, and development, often inherently conflicting efforts, to be balanced?

Answering these questions has led to a view of heritage that stresses the relationships between the uses of the past, local cultural expressions, and the natural environment. Investigation of these issues crosses many disciplines, including cultural anthropology, archeology, historic preservation, community development, environmental sciences, and others.

The Public Meaning of Heritage

Areas and sites designated as National Parks were selected on the basis of their national significance, however our national history is comprised of numerous compelling stories of individual people and isolated historic sites.  Many National Parks contain natural and cultural resources that are significant on the local and regional levels as well as the national level. While such sites contribute collectively to national history, their contribution can only truly be understood within their local and regional contexts.

Academic researchers, park planners, and interpreters often have different ideas about the relative importance of different components of a park’s natural and cultural resources in terms of their position in our national history. It is important to recognize that, for public interpretation, the public’s opinion of what constitutes heritage and the public’s belief in the importance of individual people, places, and events must be given great weight. Giving consideration to public opinion and beliefs does not mean aiming to the lowest common denominator, like some commercial enterprises do to attract the greatest number of people. Instead, public beliefs about the past are integral to the very definition of heritage.

History and Heritage

A distinction should be made between history—what happened in the past—and heritage—the meanings that history holds in today’s society.

· Archeology primarily deals with history, in that archeological research attempts to determine what, how, and why something happened in the past.

· Public interpretation, on the other hand, deals with heritage in helping the public make intellectual and emotional connections to the past.

Such connections — the revelation provided by interpretation — derive from the public’s ability to place historical information into a modern context.

Multiple Perspectives

The distinction between history and heritage, however, is often fluid. In the American Southwest, for example, some sites of Native American ancestry that are important as archeological resources also figure into the present-day lives of Native Americans. Many Native Americans incorporate ancient sites into contemporary cultural practices and believe that certain kinds of scientific investigation (particularly of ancestral grave remains) should not be conducted.

This issue can arise for archeological sites associated closely with other groups as well. Whereas the histories of underrepresented groups have largely been overshadowed by the dominant national themes of early European settlers and economic progress, in recent years historical and archeological research from different perspectives has broadened the resources for interpretation.

Efforts to interpret the archeological record must take into consideration the socio-cultural situation at the time the archeological excavations were conducted and should include multiple perspectives. For example, some exhibits may contain artifacts that were excavated in the early to mid- 20th century but may lack a recent context for making sense of them. Interpreting the national heritage solely through these materials could simply perpetuate biases that were inherent in the original excavations. A different approach could provide visitors with information on the history of archeology, how research topics were selected, and how further excavations might address topics that were not previously addressed.

Authenticity and Relevance
The distinction between history and heritage reflects the different roles and responsibilities archeologists and interpreters have to the visiting public.

· Archeologists have the responsibility to provide authenticity, in that material remains provide a direct link to past human behavior; and

· Interpreters have the responsibility to frame this authentic information in a manner that is relevant to the modern lives of visitors.

The public expects, and is entitled to, compelling stories about our nation’s history that are both authentic and relevant. Therefore, archeologists and interpreters must work together in order to fulfill both responsibilities.

National Heritage & National Parks
The various lands, historic sites, battlefields, and monuments in the National Park System were selected over a long period of time on the basis of their reflection of our national history and character. Undoubtedly, the history of our national parks reflects the history of our changing cultural views of our national past.

Yellowstone and Yosemite are significant not only as examples of stunning natural scenery but also as testimony to a particular time in our young nation’s history. The majesty of the rugged mountains was seen to rival the great cathedrals of Europe as national icons and contributed to a sense of national pride. Westward expansion also led to concern over the potential destruction of this grand scenery, resulting eventually in the creation of our national park system. Thus, these and other parks are important not only for their natural resources but also as significant aspects of our cultural heritage.

While no list could ever be considered exhaustive, several major types of resources comprise our national heritage. These include

· Natural and cultural resources

· Ethnographic resources 

· Built resources 

· Archeological resources 

· Landscape features, including designed landscapes, cultural landscapes, forest reserves, and wildlife

In addition to their national significance, many heritage resources also are important at the local or regional level.

Local and Regional Heritage

Local and regional significance does not supplant the national importance of our natural and cultural resources but, instead, helps explain more fully our nation’s history. The increasingly sophisticated and educated public is often wary of interpretation through broad brush strokes that gloss over details of historical events. Singular and personal details that describe important historical figures and sites in human terms can provide visitors with greater opportunities to make intellectual and emotional connections to the resource—that is, history that is relevant to their lives.

“First-Person” Heritage

“First person” accounts, such as those derived from oral histories, personal diaries, and other tangible lines of evidence, often provide ways for visitors to make intellectual and emotional connections to cultural resources. Such accounts speak of a person, place, or thing more directly and specifically than broad themes of national political and military history, two common themes in many efforts to interpret our national history. Archeology can often provide important “first person” lines of evidence, particularly in the form of artifacts, such as personal effects, that are unearthed during excavations at historic houses, battlefields, and other sites. Such items allow the public to make intellectual and emotional connections to the story being told about real individuals, not just historic events.

Ethical Standards and Legal Context
Both archeological research and public interpretation are accomplished disciplines that have developed specific ethical standards. Furthermore, public education is an explicit component of archeological activities conducted under federal law. Therefore, it is important to understand the ethical standards and legal context.

The National Park Service was established in 1916, but a number of national parks and monuments had been designated earlier. Yellowstone National Park was established in 1872 “as a public park or pleasuring ground for the benefit and enjoyment of the people.” In 1906, Congress passed the Antiquities Act, authorizing presidents to set aside “historic and prehistoric structures, and other objects of historic or scientific interest” in federal custody as national monuments.

When Congress created the National Park Service within the Department of the Interior 10 years later, it directed the Park Service

to conserve the scenery and the natural and historic objects and the wild life therein and to provide for the enjoyment of the same in such manner and by such means as will leave them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future generations. (National Park Service Organic Act of 1916, 16 U.S.C.I.)
A policy letter approved in 1918 elaborated on the bureau’s dual mission of conserving park resources and providing for their enjoyment. While reemphasizing the primacy of preservation, it reflected the conviction that more visitors must be attracted and accommodated if the parks were to flourish.

With the exception of Acadia, Maine, all of the early national parks were located in the American West. In addition to the grand natural scenery, a number of these parks contained ancient Native American ruins. Historic sites representing the early years of the American colonies and the United States were not yet included in the National Park Service, although the War Department had obtained lands to preserve some important Revolutionary and Civil War battlefields. In 1933, the National Park Service was given control of these and other historic sites in addition to national capital parks in Washington, DC, such as the Lincoln Memorial and the White House. The National Park Service then had become truly national and deeply involved in cultural resource as well as natural resource preservation.

Archeological research and public interpretation of cultural resources must be in compliance with federal laws and the professional and ethical standards of each relevant discipline while adhering to the Park Service mission. While meeting these standards sounds like a daunting and complex task, these three areas of legal and professional concern actually work well together.

Federal Laws

As a federal agency, the National Park Service must comply with the full suite of relevant federal environmental and historic preservation legislation in addition to its specific role as a natural and cultural resource preservation service. Complying with these laws and regulations generally does not conflict with the primary Park Service mission, but in specific instances, creative approaches are sometimes necessary to balance the various legal requirements.
Since the passage of the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended), most archeological activity in the United States is conducted prior to development projects that have some type of federal involvement (funding, permits, etc.). In National Parks, construction of a new visitor center, road improvements, or similar work normally requires archeological review.

In many cases, archeological investigations may not figure into the comprehensive research and interpretation agenda established for a specific park, yet the excavations result in new archeological discoveries that require some type of public educational effort. It is therefore important that archeologists and interpreters maintain a dialogue to ensure that appropriate educational programs and exhibits are developed.

Ethical Standards

Archeology and interpretation have developed as separate disciplines with their own professional standards and ethical guidelines. It is important for archeologists and interpreters to become familiar with and follow the standards developed for their respective disciplines. For the purposes of effective interpretation of archeological resources, it also is important for archeologists to become familiar with the standards of the interpretation field and for interpreters to familiarize themselves with the standards of the archeological profession

The National Park Service (or more accurately, the Secretary of the Interior) has developed its own standards for archeology and historic preservation.  Other useful places to learn about these standards are the professional associations related to each discipline.  Websites for these and other organizations can be found in the “Resources on the Web” section at the end of this manual.
Stewardship

While the mission of the National Park Service and federal environmental and historic preservation laws work together to protect our national and cultural resources, the nation is dependent upon its citizens, particularly the many visitors to our national parks, to embrace stewardship if those resources are to be fully protected. Therefore, it is important to consider the stewardship messages that can be promoted during any archeological or interpretive effort.

A visit to some National Parks may lead some to believe that our natural and cultural resources are so extensive that limited damage by individuals would not injure those resources. Furthermore, some visitors may believe that simple designation of an area as a national park affords those resources adequate protection, without comprehending the long-standing and on-going efforts that are required to preserve those resources.  In addition, many people do not comprehend the fragility of our natural and cultural resources. These commonly held, but inaccurate, notions increase the importance of incorporating a stewardship message in public interpretation efforts.
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“Through interpretive and educational programs, the National Park Service will instill in park visitors an understanding, appreciation, and enjoyment of the significance of parks and their resources.  Interpretive educational programs will encourage the development of a personal stewardship ethic, and broaden public support for preserving park resources.”


-National Park Service Management Policies, 2001





National Park Service employees work diligently to protect our national and cultural resources, but…




















Lincoln Memorial, Washington, DC

















Frederick Douglass








“There is further tension between national and local heritage.  National heritage leans toward more homogeneous versions of heritage.  Celebrations of local identity, on the other hand,…tend toward creating heterogeneous heritage.”


-Barbara Little, 2002








Construction activities can damage archeological sites





“Our goal is to offer a window into the historical richness of the National Park System and the opportunity it presents for understanding who we are, where we have been and how we as a society might approach the future.  This collection of special places also allows us to examine our past—the contested along with the comfortable, the complex along with the simple, the controversial along with the inspirational.”


-Dwight Pitcaithley, 2000











Antietam, Maryland





Grand Tetons, Wyoming

















4	The Public Meaning of Heritage


























“The people of the past are gone…but the artifacts that helped shape their lives are still here and stands as a direct, physical, tangible link between past and present.  This is the value of authenticity.”


-William D. Lipe, 2002








“Two major kinds of benefits derive from archaeology.  These are the commemorative or associated benefits of heritage and the knowledge benefits of history.”


-Francis P. McManamon, 2002







































































































































































































































































































































































“Through interpretive and educational programs, the National Park service will instill in park visitors an understanding, appreciation, and enjoyment of the significance of parks and their resources.





Interpretive educational programs will encourage the development of a personal stewardship ethic, and broaden public support for preservation of park resources.”





- National Park Service


Management Policies, 2001

















PART TWO


























Aerial view of Gettysburg, Pennsylvania, with encroaching development and a lookout tower (recently demolished)





“Sites are interpreted for me, much more now, but in spite of the didactic reliance on words (all the interpretive signs for me to digest scattered around the site), the experience of heritage is about encounter and images.  Not the objects and sites themselves so much as what they say of us, of national or local identity, what they symbolize and evoke.”


-Michael Shanks, 1992








Cape Hatteras Lighthouse, North Carolina
































… public involvement is a critical component of successful stewardship.
































PAGE  
19

