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13th EAC Heritage Management Symposium 2012, March 15th – 17th
Who Cares? Perspectives on Public Awareness, Participation and Protection in Europe’s Archaeology
Abstracts of keynote-speakers
1st Keynote lecture:

Keith Wijkander:
Plunder, destruction and mentalities in today’s society
Human thought, norms and values are in a state of constant change. With new values people act in new ways, and society evolves. When peoples’ living conditions and circumstances change this in turn affects the prevailing standards and values. For those of us working to protect and create an interest in archaeological heritage, it is important to understand how and in what directions these shifts are taking place in today's European societies. 
I shall dwell in part on some of the important sociological trends in recent decades and the amended standards and values that arise from these changes. Sometimes we are told that interest in history seems to increase or decrease. This may be correct, but above all, I consider that the nature of this interest in history changes in character and focus over time. I'll try to show how these displacements can tie in with the shifts in prevailing mentalities. 
Aarchaeological sites will always be exposed to various threats of destruction. Looting and illegal treasure hunt has paradoxically its ultimate origin in an interest in history. Without that interest there would be no market for illicit goods. The very success of heritage agencies in increasing awareness and understanding of archaeological heritage paradoxically also contributes to the demand for illicit goods.
But the archaeological sites are threatened not only by looting and the hunt for antiques that can be sold. An even greater threat is that the remains may be deemed not to represent any value at all and are destroyed in connection with land exploitation of different kinds.
The public’s acceptance of the value of affording legal protection to ancient remains is ultimately based on the perception of the remains as an important common heritage and common social property. Hence the need for an advocacy around the archaeological remains and sites so that people can relate to them and perceive that they convey an immediate and important story about history. 
We are used to get the stories of the prehistoric past from the archaeological science. Archaeological science and heritage conservation have long been seen as two branches of the same tree. But it is not clear that the current direction of science is consistent with the nature of the public interest and the cultural needs of contemporary life. Perhaps it is well-time and even urgent to take on the challenge of telling the story of the past I away that not just recognizing the knowledge of the disciplines of history and archaeology, but also about the nature of today’s social change. 
2nd Keynote lecture
Bald de Vries: 
Protection by legislation, conventions or preventive measures 
The world is in a state of flux, where that which seems to speak for itself is no longer so: all is up for grabs; all demands reconsideration. Old certainties have lost their validity and we have to get to grips with new uncertainties.

This state of anxiety also relates to how we trust institutions such as the state. We turn to the state for guidance and demand that it take action to preserve a sense of security. Criminal law, or penal law, is an instrument to which one easily turns to ‘achieve’ this sense of security. Indeed, criminal law is used as an instrument to effect change and manipulate behaviour repressively (rather than using it as a measure of last resort). The measures pertaining to fighting terrorist threats is illustrative but also other measures such as camera surveillance, area restrictions, stop-and-search actions in centres of leisure, etc. are illustrations of the instrumental repressive use of criminal law. But does it work? What do we gain? What do we lose? 

Considering the protection of archaeological heritage and its exploration I sense a similar demand: regulation through a variety of legal instruments to protect the heritage as well as to preserve, or so it seems the monopoly on heritage preservation. So the solution is easy: repressive action through criminalisation, effected by a proper organisational back-up of inspectors, police and administration. It will be sold well, politically, considering the goal: preservation of the physical past combined with the need to re-establish national identities throughout Europe.

In this lecture, I seek to ask some fundamental questions, about law and, as far as my knowledge goes, about archaeology. Taking the Valetta convention as a guide (as well as Dutch legal measures), I wish to explore:

1. The worth and function of preserving archaeological objects and the political, scientific, cultural and social significance of these objects;

2. The role of the state and the professional body of archaeologist in respect of the political, scientific, cultural and social significance;

3. Legal instruments to regulate archaeology, physical heritage and excavation, with a special emphasis on the role of criminal law; and alternative ways of thinking that could be explored to redefine the first aspect and to develop alternative instruments of regulation and control.
