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Summary of thesis contents

The present research is a study on the modern use and value of archaeological remains in
the north coast of Peru, particularly in the area related to the Poma Forest in the Lambayeque
Region. This area is particularly rich in archaeological remains, and efforts to engage local
population into the protection of these remains have been carried out by archaeologist. While
some of these initiatives have been more successful than others, the problematic around the
property of land in this area and the different use given to archaeological remains or the land
where they are located have made the interaction between archaeologists and other stakeholders
very complicated.

In order to study the relationship between archaeologists and different stakeholders, this
research aimed to identify and analyze the different perspectives towards archaeological remains
in this area using the approach of Public Archaeology. The results of this analysis were used to
critically discuss the role of archaeologists for society, as well as to present the problems around
the concepts of patrimonio (heritage) and its revalorization (puesta en valor) and social use (uso
social)

This research has been divided in five chapters. Chapter 1 presents the objectives,
significance, background, problematic, theoretical framework and methodology of this research.
In this chapter, a detailed explanation of the research objectives, as well as the background and
definition of Public Archaeology is introduced. The situation of projects aimed to the general
public are the result of specific social and economic contexts (mainly developed countries),
although developing countries may find it useful for making archaeological remains and their
research accessible to everyone. The three concepts mentioned above are discussed in detail
considering the situation of the recent history of Peru and its museums.

The methodology of the present research is also explained. Since most of the information
came from stakeholders in the area, the first step was to identify them and their relationships
between each other. Later, informal interviews were used in order to understand the concept they
may carry about the past and archaeological remains. Other sources were also used, like public
representations, especially in the form of art (either theatrical representations or pictures).

Chapter 2 will introduce the background of the area of study, paying special attention to the
social and economic characteristics that have shaped the relationship between archaeologists and
the general public in the area related to the Poma Forest, an area that has been converted into a
natural and cultural national reserve. Being an area of important economic resources, either
natural or made by human action, this area has called the attention of several individuals on
different periods of time.

Chapter 3 will consider the problematic arisen by the creation of the Poma Forest Reserve
(Santuario Histérico Bosque de Pomac), especially with outside communities that took
possession of part of the land belonging to it. In this chapter, an analysis of the relationship
between the different stakeholders and archaeological remains is carried out, giving an idea of
the diversity of perspectives about these remains playing at the same time. It is also introduced
the different values and use given by different stakeholders, and how their relationship towards
archaeologists was influenced by their presence.
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Chapter 4 is divided in two parts. The first part analyzes the initiatives taken by the Sican
National Museum (Museo Nacional Sican), the institution in charge of the archaeological
remains in this area. Including its exhibition, this museum has tried to engage local population
through several strategies in order to protect archaeological remains. The second part focuses on
one of these strategies: the educational project. In order to observe the relationships between
archaeologists and other stakeholders, this research carried out a small project aimed to refurbish
and reinforce this project with mixed results. Although it was possible to interact with other
stakeholders interested in archaeological remains, there are few possibilities to influence directly
those stakeholders with a project managed by an outsider.

The main observation from this methodology was that each stakeholder not only carries its
own perspective about these remains, but they also adapt the official archaeologists’ perspective
to their own needs. In this sense, although the official discourse might be appear on books or
museum exhibitions, the general public will develop their own way of appreciating and adopting
it independently of the academic position. Moreover, they would even challenge the official
perspective if it does not fulfill their expectations.

Finally, in Chapter 5, there is a discussion about the observations on this research and the
role of archaeologists. Since the present research analyzes the different perspectives towards
archaeological remains in this area, it was also possible to propose several ideas to improve the
relationship between archaeologists and local population, including different perspectives in the
official discourse. A result to be considered is that giving the possibility of extending the amount
of people involved in defining the concept of heritage may give better results when engaging
local population into archaeological remains preservation.

The results of this research also suggest that it is possible to apply a similar methodology in
other regions of Peru. By comparing different contexts and the data obtained from them, it is
possible to give a better definition about archaeological heritage in the future.
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