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1. From Dialogue to Polylogue: Exploring the Israeli and Palestinian Past in
the Present

MR RBIFI: ENBIRFERELG B

Ann E. Killebrew, Sandra A. Scham, Hanaa Abu-Ugsa, Walid Atrash, Ron Be’eri,
Rachel Hachlili, Hanan Halabi Abu Yusef, Orna Nagar-Hillman, Vered Raz-
Romeo, and Mina Weinstein-Evron

1. Abstract

This article discusses a project that dealt with the contentious past in Israel and
Palestine. Against a background of unceasing conflict, both the Arab and Jewish
participants discovered their mutual involvement with the different voices in the
communities in which they worked. Within the context of this common ground,
the participants explored areas of both agreement and disagreement. The
prevailing spirit of the project, however, was one of cooperation. Symbolic of this
spirit was the successful effort by project participants to save an ancient
settlement from destruction by the security wall being constructed through the
West Bank by Israel.
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2. Which Benjamin Franklin - Yours or Mine? Examining Responses To a
New Story from the Historical Archaeology Site of Franklin Court
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Patrice L. Jeppson

2. EEREVH: NEZFAW TR % H B AR AR 7 SRR

Abstract

Recent assessment of archaeology conducted at the site of Benjamin
Franklin’s Philadelphia mansion (excavated 1953-1975) reveals a new history
interpretation meaningful to U.S. communities living in the present. The story
of Franklin the slave holder and then abolitionist comes full circle when,
figuratively speaking, descendants of the African American community that
Franklin worked to free, excavate Franklin's history for the creation of a shrine
to national historical memory. New history relevant for Native Americans, the
Labour Movement, women, and gay and lesbian citizens is also found.
Responses to this new interpretation are examined in light of the broader
contexts shaping various community agendas. (Key Words: Pragmatism,
Contested Heritage, Public Engagement)

NARE

T AE T AR L AL BN 5, AR AN « & 22 bk 2k o R aat bk 1) 2%
WAV CRA A 1953 —1975) 457 Pl AR 1 4087 D S D RERL A o
AR 56 AT 22 s AREC I BU) SRS 8 O B S AMRAE R 5K 3 SR A2 1
BBCHE I A T2 v R R AR 7R B PR, AR 22 SO N NG A B R T X
B TIW RS B R TSRS 2 EEF R TAB3). LA
(Rl PE A AR S 2P ST SR . SRR ) S 2 PR S AN A iz B
I A AR ARG 5 Y o

KB ST Rk, AR

3. Privatising the Public Past: The Economics of Archaeological
Heritage Management
Daniel D Kreutzer
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Abstract

The pre-Hispanic sites of the Cafiada de la Virgen and Teotihuacan in Mexico
are at the centre of an on-going struggle between public archaeology, the state,
and private interests. Laws protecting Mexico’s cultural heritage are being
circumvented by privatisation policies that impose an economic value on
archaeological sites, arguing they should operate at a financial profit. The
obligations of national governments toward archaeological sites are being
undermined as sites are increasingly at risk from private development. The public
is disenfranchised when governments, acting as custodians of cultural patrimony,
put the past up for sale. As the conflicts over the Canfada de la Virgen and
Teotihuacan demonstrate, these issues go beyond the local to the global
community. Archaeologists, charged with protecting the past, must develop a
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strategy to counter this trend, based on a clearly articulated message that
conveys the urgency of the crisis threatening archaeological sites.

Today archaeological sites worldwide are increasingly at risk from national
governments. The economics of privatisation policies threaten to disenfranchise
the public from its own past. The past serves as symbolic capital for the public,
yet it is the government that benefits from the exchange of this symbolic capital
for economic capital. This paper illustrates two recent case studies from Mexico
where this exchange is occurring in related, albeit differing, ways. The study
then concludes with a charge to archaeologists to work more actively with the
public in protecting the past.

NARE

o8 Y RF 3 LA AR B SR P Sl Ak i R, KHILOR BT A 3E
WL BURFIFAE R & v 5 (RE b o LR B R 2% it A S 2 D 1
DA I Bl ot (A U028, AR T, SR AR S Is - RyIE 2SR o
ABURF DL 10 A B B SRR s “ DS I, A ARMIAERIRE T A
R PASE LA MR B a5 He R 50 AR (R I S ) il L0 S 1 3t R A
MR AR . BLORA DT SN CAR 2% 0 22 AU RS, DA 2 5t
(RO R A A Y SR TG LI Saa Tk, AT A T AN R

LA, WS S H s ATk B T BUF fE ML . DhAITE R 25F 5
SFORATHIRT T A AGAF S SRR AR o 7 SENTIAR L 2 AR B AT ik (14
GAL, BN LA i 5 25058748 by, IMTAR =0 A SCRL 2R sk iy
BRSNS AR SR AN SO BIRIEREITWTT,  BEMTHE HH 2% 22 T R D) 5 2%
WLAE, S22 IFRIE LAY ) SR T

FORUM

wiz

1. Three Concepts — Hospitality, Cosmopolitanism and Human Dignity.
Reconceptualising Heritage Futures

Beverley Butler

1.  EAMMS—FERZE, BRECGEMARE™, EFARBE™RREK

Beverley Butler

Abstract

Using images of the destruction of the Palestinian cultural heritage as my point of
departure, this paper seeks to critically reflect on WAC’s future by means of
reflecting upon the contemporary philosophical-operational concerns of cultural
heritage and of ‘one world archaeology’. My strategy is to ‘gift’ via three authors,
Virginia Woolf, Jacques Derrida and Edward Said, ‘three concepts’ - hospitality,
cosmopolitanism and human dignity - to this debate on WAC’s future. | argue that
these ‘concepts’ are not only fundamental for the re-conceptualisation of cultural
heritage but capable of a bringing into view core questions concerning WAC’s
institutional identity and possible future transformations. My conclusions reiterate
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that WAC’s ‘coming-of-age’ crystallises the need not only to commemorate
foundational aspirations and cumulative achievements but also to open up the
organisation’s future, critically and reflectively, to new constituencies and
concerns and to ‘alternative’ or ‘parallel’ archaeologies and heritages.
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2. A Three-Takes Tale: The Meaning of WAC for a Pluralistic
Archaeology

Cristobal Gnecco

2. “F=3R” MEE: WAC T FEZ B 2R X

Cristobal Gnecco

Abstract

This paper argues that the recent trajectory of archaeology can be conceived of
as a recording in three takes: the first one, the scientific project, betrayed the
modern origins of the discipline; the second devaluated history and, thus, the
disciplinary apparatuses responsible for its production; and the third, fully
reactionary, is a return to the source, the reachable realization of archaeological
production as plural, horizontal, and locally meaningful. The role of WAC is
highlighted in this account.
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3. One World Archaeology Today

Cornelius Holtorf,
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Cornelius Holtorf,

Abstract

Since its emergence in 1986, the World Archaeological Congress has been
championing a politically and ethically informed, global perspective on
archaeology that has come to be known under the label of “One World
Archaeology”. In this short essay | am arguing that One World Archaeology is
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archaeology in the age of globalisation. As such, One World Archaeology ought
to be nothing less than an ethically and politically motivated attempt at both
enhancing, through the means available to archaeologists, the global solidarity
among all human beings on this planet and reducing the striking inequalities that
exist between them. | am advocating that the two most important, guiding
principles for both One World Archaeology and the work of the World
Archaeological Congress should be solidarity and inclusiveness. This paper
contains a number of suggestions for what that may mean in practice.
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4. Archaeology and Integrity: The World Archaeological Congress as a
resourcee for Indigenous communities

Dorothy Lippert
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Dorothy Lippert

Abstract

The World Archaeological Congress can serve as a vital resource for Indigenous
people who wish to participate fully in the profession of archaeology. Native
American experiences with archaeology parallel those of other Indigenous
groups and the code of ethics of the WAC illustrates how seriously this
organization takes its commitment to working in cooperation with communities.
Several goals for the WAC to consider with regard to Indigenous peoples are
presented, including education, networking, professionalism and management of
cultural sites.
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