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The nexus between archeological ruins and the development of the urban areas, in 

many cases could be quite difficult. Since long time ago, cities and states have been 

searching for answers to the eternal and supposedly insoluble questions of how we 

can live in a historic city and what we should do with its heritage. Always have been 

existed two perceptions regarding the attitude towards archaeological ruins, according 

to which these relics must be remain either intact, cut off from the city and the social 

life or completely destroyed to allow new developments to proceed. Integration of the 

archaeological heritage and modern urban planning, fostered through dialogue among 

archaeologists, architects and planners would be the best way to solve this problem. 

The conservation of the archaeological heritage, as the only way to ensure the further 

existence of this unique and non-renewable resource, could be realized only through 

an appropriate management policy that takes into consideration all archaeological 

material values, being integrated with other objectives such as the realization of its 

economic and educational potential. 
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Introduction 

Archaeological remains should be seen as a finite and non-renewable resource, in 

many cases highly fragile and vulnerable to damage and destruction. Appropriate 

management is therefore essential to ensure that they survive in good condition. In 

particular, care must be taken to ensure that archaeological remains are not needlessly 

or thoughtlessly destroyed, because they can contain irreplaceable information about 

our past and the potential for an increase in future knowledge. As part of the cultural 

heritage, they are valuable both for their own sake and for their role in education. 

 

Materials and Methods 

They are part of the cultural heritage and are valid in themselves as well as their role 

in the education of generations. 

Since the nineteenth century, cities and states have been searching for answers to the 

eternal and supposedly insoluble questions of how to live in a historic city and what 

should be done with its heritage. 

Two solutions have commonly been proposed: 

a) sometimes the ruins have been sanctified, enclosed in “reserves”, cut off from 

town and social life, used at best for “walks”; 

b) sometimes the ruins have just been destroyed, commonly without any 

preliminary study. 

Attitudes to remains of the past have thus been, either to sterilise entire districts, or to 

eliminate the remains, however exceptional they might been. 

The results have been depressing. Proponents of preservation in some cases have been 

failed in preserving efficiently significant heritage items in certain city areas. 

Abstract 
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Defenders of the living city were right to worry, for the dead city did not always 

deserve the suffocating attentions it received. 

So naturally is established the question, whether it would not be better to eliminate the 

past and to say, like Marinetti in 1909, “We want to free Italy from its gangrenous 

plague of teachers, archaeologists, tour guides and antiquarians... Take up your picks 

and hammers! Destroy the very foundations of venerable cities”. 

This suggests that the dead city, cannot be saved but at least it could be create a 

decent and dynamic framework for today’s city. 

It would be necessary to find a middle way to solve this dilemma and of course there 

is such a middle way. Instead of preventing any contact between archaeological 

heritage and the real city, by isolating or destroying it, it is possible to study traces 

and remnants, to determine what is still ‘viable’ and to apply properly researched 

survival measures, artificial within museums, or organic within modern urbanization. 

Better still, if the remains are extensive, the future city plan can be based upon the 

urban past and its social fabric. This simple idea seems both reasonable and exciting, 

though it requires an urban planning consensus among politicians, managers, 

architects and archaeologists. 

Between Rome, Nimes and Paris, at the start of the nineteenth century, urban planners 

and archaeologists worked together to create urban structures around ruins and based 

upon ruins. Despite controversies, difficulties, and some failures, both sides achieved 

undeniably successful results, which justified their synergy. However, in the later 

nineteenth century, when European towns first started to expand, collaboration slowed 

down, and soon archaeologists and urban planners went their separate ways: 

archaeologists conserved and sterilized, while planners destroyed and built, with 

disastrous results. 

At a time in Europe when city centers are pretty well established, when the city does 

not need to be planned but to be replanned, rediscovering the ancient city is essential, 

not because the space is limited, but because in dealing with the present we always 

encounter the past. 

Archaeological heritage is central to this challenge, but visitors need only look around 

them to see that the heritage is challenged. 

It’s not known what to do, either about archaeological remains and even about 

historical heritage, but the answer has to be that yesterday’s city is the crucible of 

tomorrow’s town. 

One of the great challenges of the present and of the future is to reconcile this need to 

preserve the archaeological heritage with the growth and renewal of our cities. 

Traditionally, both sectors (archaeology and town planning) have acted 

independently, going so far as to turn their back on one another. 

The overall idea is that cultural assets should not lose their scientific relevance in the 

case of urban or infrastructural development, so a balance has to be found between 

archaeological or historic-cultural interest on the one hand, and socio-economic and 

spatial development on the other. 

Much can be achieved within the wider planning process when developers are 

prepared to enter into discussions with archaeologists and consider fully the needs of 

archaeology. 

The key to informed and reasonable planning decisions, is for consideration to be 

early, before formal planning applications are made, to the question whether 

archaeological remains exist on a site where development is planned and the 

implications for the development proposal. When important remains are known to 

exist or when archaeologists have good reason to believe that important remains exist, 



Online International Interdisciplinary Research Journal, {Bi-Monthly}, ISSN 2249-9598, Volume-V, Nov 2015 Special Issue 

 

 

w w w . o i i r j . o r g                      I S S N  2 2 4 9 - 9 5 9 8  

 
Page 28 

developers will be able to help by preparing sympathetic designs using, for example, 

foundations which avoid disturbing the remains altogether or minimise damage by 

raising ground levels under a proposed new structure, or by the careful sitting of 

landscaped or open areas. There are techniques available for sealing archaeological 

remains underneath buildings or landscaping, thus securing their preservation for the 

future even though they remain inaccessible for the time being. 

Archeological protected areas, must be managed and used carefully, as unique and 

non renewable resources. The values perceived in the archaeological heritage by 

various segments of society depend on the many different qualities and meanings that 

they ascribe to these sites. Value can be equated with usefulness if the place can be 

used for productive purposes, such as the education of citizens; or with significance, if 

the place signifies or symbolizes something larger and more important than merely 

the ruins of its architecture. The current benefit can be understood as the positive 

effects on the community, culture, national image, and so for that derive from the 

existence of the place. The potential can be understood as the possibility of further 

scientific information or other benefits that the place is perceived to be able to yield. 

Both benefit and potential constitute value.  A cultural heritage site can have many 

different values: aesthetic, historical, social, scientific, religious, economic, 

educational, and so on, but if a place is seen by the stakeholder as having scientific 

value, it might be useful or significant now or in the future for the archaeological 

community. This judgment might be made because the site holds important evidence 

for some newly understood feature of ancient culture and has not yet been excavated 

and thus not yet damaged. Articulation and recognition of a particular set of values for 

a site is only the first step necessary to ensure their protection. Any threats to those 

values must be understood, and a plan must be devised to anticipate and mitigate 

them. 

Since a site can provide lessons in history, cultural, art, architecture, social 

development, from such lessons could benefit the specialist archaeologists, the 

tourism officials, the general public, and even the developers. Meanwhile in previous 

eras, excavations were undertaken in a search for treasures to fill museums in distant 

lands, now, however, the purpose of most archaeological inquiry is to develop 

reasonable and well-supported answers to significant hypotheses. Archaeology as a 

discipline reading the full range of evidence from a site (objects, context, architecture, 

and so on), intends then to use the discoveries to further knowledge that can or must 

be used to interpret the site for the public, as a good interpretation enables visitors to 

understand archaeology and can convert them from puzzled tourists into advocates for 

archaeological research and conservation. Therefore the interpretation and 

presentation must be viewed and accepted as obligations to the visitor, not only as 

means of attracting more tourists. 

It’s well known that both natural and cultural sites have become important economic 

resources in many parts of the world, and their economic potential is almost always 

realized through tourism. So tourism is becoming in this way, the most important part 

of archeology, especially when media attention promotes the public interests and 

curiosity. But the degradation of both natural and cultural resources in the presence of 

large numbers of visitors is inevitable when the situation is not managed properly, and 

unfortunately there is a stronger awareness of the dangers that affect the natural 

habitat than of those that imperil archaeological sites. Lack of communication 

between the tourism industry and the cultural sector seems to be the cause of many 

imbalances. However, since there is an increased awareness of the need for the 

conservation of the archaeological sites, this awareness must be accompanied by 



Online International Interdisciplinary Research Journal, {Bi-Monthly}, ISSN 2249-9598, Volume-V, Nov 2015 Special Issue 

 

 

w w w . o i i r j . o r g                      I S S N  2 2 4 9 - 9 5 9 8  

 
Page 29 

research and study for the further understanding of the dynamics of managing of these 

irreplaceable resources. There are cases when archaeologists continue to excavate 

without providing for the conservation of their discoveries or for the presentation and 

interpretation of the site to the public; national authorities decide to promote a site 

without consulting with the local population; while the tourism operators include sites 

in their tours without considering the impact of the larger number of visitors. In some 

cases, it is built near the sites, and elimination of which waste waters, pollutes and 

harms the archaeological ruins. The list is long, and little seems to be learned from 

tragic examples. Actually, not all conflicts can be solved to everyone's satisfaction, 

but could be achieved good results, by a coherent planning process involving broad 

consultation of concerned groups. As is well known, in the field of management, there 

is no one right formula applicable to all situations. This is true also of the 

archaeological heritage, where there are many variances, from site to site and from 

country to country, regarding the values, administrative environment, threats to sites, 

condition of the remains, numbers of visitors, and available resources. These 

differences do not mean that there are no solutions but, emphasize that specific 

solutions must be found for each site. For cultural heritage professionals, however, 

there could be only one objective in the management of an archaeological site, and 

that would be to preserve its values. This determination of the values that take priority 

at a given site must be made in consultation with all stakeholders, and it must reflect a 

long-term view of the site and its use. Successful cultural management starts with a 

planning process that results in a management plan to guide all major policy decisions 

as well as day-to-day operations at a site. A management plan would not provide 

answers to every question that might emerge in the future. Rather, its usefulness lies 

in articulating policies for different areas of activities-such as excavation, 

conservation visitor management, interpretation, and maintenance that are in 

accordance with the significance of the site and with the values to be conserved. 

These policies would provide the framework for decisions that must be made, 

nowadays and in the future, in each of these areas. 

Since the significance of a place embraces all the diverse cultural and natural heritage 

values that people associate with it, understanding the significance of a place is 

fundamental to determining the best approach to its care and repair, or in making 

decisions about its future. It is the first stage in the conservation process, where the 

first step is to define the objective of a conservation project and the next is to identify 

the ‘values’ in the object, monument or site that is the cultural property in question, 

and to place these values in order of priority. In this way, the essential messages of the 

object will be respected and preserved. The values which could be classified under 

three main headings: ‘emotional’, ‘cultural’ and ‘use’, after being analysed and then 

synthesized make possible the identification of the ‘significance’ of the historic 

artefact. Some of these values deserve amplification. 

Cultural values including a wide range of values such as aesthetic, artistic, historical, 

documentary, archaeological, architectural, technological, scientific, landscape and 

urban, appreciated by specialists and scholars, and defined by specialists and scholars, 

couldn’t avoid the numerous debates about their relative order of importance in a 

specific case, which could be result vital on the successful execution of any proposed 

intervention. 

The urban setting of monuments is also vital to their appreciation, as such buildings 

were designed for their specific site, be it a street, a square or a market place. Modern 

alterations can have a negative effect, as instanced by the opening up of the wide 

avenue from the Tiber to the facade of Saint Peter’s in Rome. Analysis of the quality 
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of a town which includes the space approach, formal spaces, surprises and 

architectural volumetric pieces, treating even piecemeal renewal spaces in which each 

addition when carefully contrived, with an underlying unity given by local materials 

and traditional building technology, have produced an environmental with a human 

scale. 

Functional values are very important when considering rehabilitation or refurbishment 

of buildings, especially for modern structures. 

Social values which are largely covered by emotional values, are also related to the 

sense of belonging to a place and a group. Educational values are easily recognised by 

the study of history, especially economic and social history, as historic buildings 

provide much of the evidence. 

Political values are not so difficult to define, as historical buildings and archaeological 

sites can be used to establish the history of a nation in people’s minds. 

Recognition of the values of a cultural object or historic building, would serve as an 

assurance in order to ensure the success of interdisciplinary work, whose intention is 

understanding of the significance of the historic resource. 

 

Results 

The conservation of the historic buildings demands wise management of resources, 

sound judgement and aesthetic sensitivity and a clear sense of proportion. Perhaps, 

above all, it demands the desire and dedication to ensure the conservation of the 

cultural heritage by finding appropriate solutions that leads to the prolongation of the 

life of cultural property for its utilization now and in the future. 

Sensitivity to native concerns is an important component of conservation concept. The 

public is interested on visiting ancient places to learn more about the past, because 

museums, with actual artifacts on display, cannot convey the sense of place that 

visiting a site can, though presenting archaeological remains at the site or in a 

museum setting are also crucial elements of the modern archaeologist’s job. No 

picture or video presentation can replace the experience of being on a real 

archaeological site. All of this is particularly suitable for tourism, but it provides new 

challenges for archaeologists who wish to preserve and conserve evidence of past life 

from looters and amateur enthusiasts alike, who also must respect native sensibilities. 

It’s necessary to capitalize on the obvious types of existing public interest in 

archaeology by finding out just what it is about the field that appeals to so many 

people and by using this interests, could be better present the case for the conservation 

and support of archaeological research and educational activities. Why do people visit 

archaeological parks, monuments, excavations, and museums in such droves, and 

what do they like and dislike about what they see. 

Inspired solutions that reconcile the voices of the past with the needs of the present 

and our aspirations for the future need wisdom and creativity, goodwill and ingenuity. 

Professional’s task is encouraging conscious responsibility for the whole of 

humanity’s cultural property as a common cultural heritage. A condition of this is 

learning about it and growing to love it in the whole of its richness of material and 

non-material values, whether through perception through direct contact or virtual 

reality. 
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