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SUMMARY

In this report the resedd K |j dzSAhit Are pérceptions of residents BinnerbergconcerningRoman

heritage in relation to their multiple identities? A &4 | yYa8SNBER® ¢KS Roaid@SOGA GBS 27F G
exploratory knowledgaboutpeople living in a place known for its Rontaeritagerelating their multiple

identities.A more general objective of the study is to provide explorative information on methods and general

themes to research perceptions on heritage in communifide field study isnein which perceptionsf

heritagein a particular community are researched using a case sgyoicing a community that is normally

not heard, power structures are revealed. The value that is given to heritage by different parties is

deconstructed by confronting expert and public meaning making of heritage.

In the theoreticaframework ahistorical overview of the development of the concept of heritage is given. It
starts with the grand tour in Renaissance ajus via the development of museums and mass tourism to the
explanation of how heritage is used in the construction of identiflé®en, scales of heritage are discussed. For
national, European and world heritage, also the Roman heritage is highlighted. In addition to these scales of
heritage, personal and local heritage is also theorized.

The case study in this research is abihigtheritage and representations &fomantimes in the neighborhood

of Hunnerberg, Nijmegen, the Netherlands. This heritage is seen as partlohdsby the national

government. Th&komanlimes (Latin: border) was developed as a trade route through Eufidpere are two

different sample groups: the first consists of 20 residents of Hunnerberg, the other consists of 9 experts on

Roman heritage. The experts are interviewed using stractured interviews, while the residents of
Hunnerberg are interviewed y6id Wgl £ {Ay3 6AGKQ AYUSNBASSE yR 1jdzSada?z
conducted using a prdefined route.

wSadzZ Ga I NBE RSAONAOGSR F2tf2gAy3a GKS NRdAziS a asSid Ay (
interviews of experts are meegl in this chapter. Combining all of the information gives a diverse image of the
different parties that are interviewed.

Conclusions are that heritage is experienced in personal ways that overlap with experiences of the local,
national and transnationdieritage. Practices of Roman heritage are seen on governmental levels as well as on
lay levels and on individual basis. As such, heritage is created top down as well as bottom up. The
neighborhoodof the Hunnerbergommunity is powerful and therefore hassay in the creation of heritage.
This creation of heritage happens from the outside as weh dse mind of the public (and governmental
representative}. This is becaudRomanheritage is part of the upbringing, especially of those of the higher
classRomanheritage is claimed by government to cating values othe cradle of societyAs being cultural
capital it is used in the gaining of social capiEadperience with heritage relatdd multiple identities can be
seen in the reinforcement and undaining of heritage values on different levels. Representatiori®avhan
heritage are valued by respondenta.this thesis it is assumed, that this is becaofthe social statug gives

to the neighborhoodIn Hunnerberg the representations Bbmantimes are experienced by respondents.
Exploratoryinformation about methods is that the walking with method served \aslh meanto capture
emotional attachments of residents of the community of Hunnerberg.



1 INTRODUCTION

In heritage practices, governmeah and scientific worldviews are dominafiourism scholars are invited to
GRAA&AGdZND | yR ONRUDA flj diBA &ISETiEhARINGD (AN ERIR&KIR 2011, p. 942In this
study, what is taken for granted is challenged and social constructs around heritage are exdeimed al.
(2010, p. 88%pstate that the field must develop

conceptualizations of tourisms that encompass npldtiworldviews and cultural differences as well as
research praxis that recognizes and reflects the plurality of multipgitipas, practices and insights.

By voicing governments and scientists as well as communities facing Roman heritage, the coofplexity

different positions regarding heritage is respected. Furthermore, the community approach that is often applied

to developing countries now sheds light on a neighborhood in Western Europe with more highly educated

people. Also, this angle adds to the qaex worldwide discussion in tourism, heritage and community
NEASINOK® Ly GKA&a OFasS aitdzReéeszr GKS YSGiK2R 2F (GKS Wgl £
adds to knowledge to itpractice. Although being a very intuitive way of inté&ng A y 33 Wgl f { Ay 3 GA (K¢
have not been used that oftefiKusenbals, 2003.

Figure 1 Roman Empire 8280 AD, Buro Kloeg, 2009

The case study in this research is abihigt heritage andepresentations oRoman times in the neighborhood

of Hunnerberg, Nijmegen, the Netherlands. This heritage is seen as partlohésby the national

government TheRomanlimes (Latin: border) was developed as a trade rabteugh Europe (see figure 1)

that was buit around the first centuryOver time walls, ditches, forts, fortressesnd civilian settlements were

built close to that road to prevent attacks frooutsiders likeGermanic tribes living close to the borders. The

trail became the border of thRomanEmpire.Around 80180AC R dzNIRehB2K RSY | 3Sa QX GKS
was at its strongest. It stretched over 5,00@ from theAtlanticcoast of Northern Britain, through Europe, to

the Black SeéGinkel & Verhart, 2009In the Dutcheducationalcanon, limes iinkedto being the first

civilization populating th@resent Netherland¢éCommissieOntwikkelingNederlandseCanon, 2R062).



Currently there is a European proje@ | £ f SR WwgiNgloywith theYgSafioRimprovirthe visibility

and protection of the limedn the Netherlandss well efforts aretaken to show what is hidddmeneaththe

ground.One of the maingasorsto do so is because governmental organizations and entrepreneurs working

on heritage are striving for a UNESCO nominatigout the limes on the world heritagést
(StichtingRomeinseLimesNederland, 2DT&her parts of the limes are already listed, Iitadrian's Walin

Northern EnglandAntonine Walin Scotland and th&ermanic and Raetidtimes parts of theLimes

Germanicusn Germany. TheseparsT (G KS f AYS&a | NB Romand ¥ RAWESCOCNRZ v i A S NE
2015h. The lines underneath Dutch soil is called tloever Germanic limesrhelower Germanic limestarted

in Katwijk, went through Leiden, Utrecht and Arnhem following the lower Rhine branchekwédreGermanic
limesdeveloped around the year 47. In the year 69 Biwes and Canafats revolted against fRemars and

set many of the forts on fire. After this ridhe Romans rebuiltnany of theforts. An immense military base

ga aSh dzLd Ay GKS | NBlI 27 tenthicYBESWD ¢ KO0 eEyFiddny SR am O
this location,commanding officer Drusus undertook his field battles againstitaebariang. Around the year

122, a solid infrastructure was btijlconnecting 19 fortresses. In approximately/80the Romandomination in

the Netherlandsnded (Ginkel & Verhart, 2009

To explain about my positionalitygrew upright where the tenthlegion was settled, at the door of the
commanders buildingAs a child, | often played outsiderihg archeologicaéxcavationand alwaysvondered
what was so important beneath the streets that people wouldfdigyears. Later on | came @ontact with
someone working at the archeological section of the town museum and learned aboRbthanhistory of
Nijmegen. During my mast@ishad the oppontinity to do an internship about thRomanimes.l made a
booklet with all representations of Roman heritage on the Dutch lifNegtegaal, 20121 also attended
meetings with different national and provincial parties promoting the Roman limes.

1.1 PROBLEMTATEMENT

Aplace is only valuable becaustthe activities that give life to a place. Becaad®g part of (archeological)
heritage is the meaning people attach to it today, activities, experiences and stories of people relating to
archeological legaciewe an interestingfield of study. To know the value of heritagle voice of the public
has to be hearqSynnestvedt, 2070From the tourism field, a contribution &sked tathe investigating of the
(tourist) experience and more specifically, the emotional attachment of heritage tourist todiva heritage
(Poria, Butler, & Airey, 2004n many studiesmotivations to visit heritage sites concentrate on educational
reasons or recreational groundsloscardo, 199% Other motivations to visit heritage sites are pleasure of
viewing, education, information, relaxation, entertainmemnd exercis¢Davies & Prentice, 1999However in
their article.Poriaet al. describe that emotionaihvolvementwith the heritage experience is often overlooked.
People might visit their heritage because they feel connected to it, that they belong or that the heritage is
theirs(2004). Also Urry illustra Sa G KIF G d2dzNRaida yz2d 2yfteée @Aarld WIiKSAND
with it (2005

TheRomartic scholar Ruskisuggestshat heritage belongs to those who have built it and that it is part of the
patrimony we leave to future generations. This statement referthtoconservative notion that legacy has to

be preserved as a sacred obliga for future generationgLowenthal, 200 Values are given to heritage top

down and bottomup and are infused in politics and in lay activities around heritage. Those who have a voice in
the debatehave the power to decide which value is given to heritddgese who interpret and represent

heritage carhavepurposes in the construan of identities. Or as Graham ahlbward point out

The meaning of the past in the present that unites all heritéegeat the very contested core of who
S INB IyR 27F ¢K2 (GRabhah&Mbward, 2008, p. & (2 0S¢



The way Dutie and local governments promote Roman heritage seems a sacred obligation to preserve the past
(Lowenthal, 2008p w2 Yy KAAaG2NE aSSya WIA@SyQs | &aid2NEBR GKFG A
people and us people from Nijmegédfor example, a project supported by the European council called

EMMINA, operating in Austria, Bulgaria, and Germany to improve the visibility of the limes claims about

RSOSt 2SSyl 27F G(KS f A EfopearSidentiy il Bgfod@on Eurdpenn history S G K S

visible and accessible for visitors from all over ¢he2 NIERIMMEIA, 2012 On a national levekfforts are

taken to bind together organizations, spread knowledge conserve nationdomanheritage. Nationahnd

local32 ISNY YSyGa aLlSt |1 27T I (Leere,201R08jmndgn(claimsaoybe tAefoldéstciy Wt A Y S
of the Netherlands, referring to a Roman emperor that first founded the(8ityit, 2013. Litle to no

information & 2 dzii LJS2 L) SQa Oieyagsiavailably eetie? 201 Plefilagé is seen as being
WAYKSNAGSRQE (GKS @2A OSHapvdy, 20S Lzt A0 ySSRa (2 06S KSI

1.2 SCIENTIFI@BJECTINEE

Scientific objectives for this study are;

1 Thespecificobjective of thisstudy is to providexplorative knowledg@bout presentday people
living in a place known for its Roman heritage and how this heritage relatBsitanultiple identities.

1 A more general objective of this study is to provide explorative informatiometnods and general
themes to research perceptions on heritage in communities where heritage sites are located.

1.3 RESEARCRIUESTION

What are perceptions of residents HiuinnerbergconcerningRomanheritage in relation to their multiple
identities?

1. To what extent are inhabitants éfunnerberg emotionally involvedith Romanheritage in their
neighborhood?

What doresidentsexperience/practice in their daily lives Bbmanheritage?

How does this experience relate their multiple identities (natioal, local, European)?

How do inhabitants perceive representationsRdmanheritage around them?

How is this perception shaped by local/national/European/worldwide identity claims?

arwDn

1.4 CHARACTERISTGFSTHE STUDY

This fieldstudy isonein which perceptias in a particular community are research&tie mehod used is

mainly qualitative with a quantitative component. There are two sample groups: Residents and experts in the
field of Roman limes. The residents are interviewed in pairs by means of a wailtingterview and one
guestionnaire with semstructured questions and one questionnaire with fteuctured questions. These
methods are used to provide insight in the perceptions of residents of Hunnerberg regarding Roman heritage.
Walking with people aa research method involves engagement with pe@leorldviews ad canreveal

emotional attachments, activity patterns and lifesty(@iischer & Urry, 20Q09The experts are interviewed

using semstructured, mainly sedentary, interviews. The information drawn from this data is used to outline
identity claims fom different governmental layers.

The results of the study will be ah exploratorycharacter The information about the walking with interview

can be used in the development of this meth@ltcomes and analysis of the perceptions relating identity
clams may provide evaluations for certain parties (like the municipality Nijmegen), because their projects will
be reviewed. However, this study is not set up as an evaluation research.



1.5 STRUCTURE OF THHESIS

Going through this report, the reader igdh t SR G2 FTSSt a2y G2dz2NE® 2 KSy &0 NI A
one leaves home. The home of this report is the introduction; above | have described where | come from, my
positionality. As | grew up in the researched area, my views are that oigietinBut as | did an internship at
GKS LINRP2SO0G 2F ylrdAaz2ylt tAYSa aa20AlaGA2y L Y [I¢f
a2YS NBGASsa 27F 20 KSNinwalitedaN®k @view §eEtion?)K ke@oindreviewed Boll (i L
could set the path | want to walk with others.the methodssection, | show how | walked my route and how |
invited others to walk with me. The results section forms the actual tour | did with respondents combined with
the results connectetb literature. In the conclusion, the reader will find an answer to the research questions
and problem statement, as well as the findings of the tour. Also, recommendations are given, as well as a
practical application of the information gained during tio@ir.

a2
RAF

10



2 LITERATURE REVIEW

CKAA Aa (GKS LINI 2F GKS 22d2NySeé gKSNBE 3IdzZARS 062214
perceptions of heritage regarding their multiple identities is given here. In the first paragraph, a historical
overview ofthe conceptualization of heritage is presentedclarify how heritage has become a proce$s

meaning making, and identity buildinghis information is necessary to understand the current web of heritage
concepts and practices. In the second paragraphles of heritage are explained. Heritage is often used in the
creation of spatial identities. How this has happened in the past is shown in examples. Scales of heritage are
described. To understand how heritage is consciously used in the making ofsn@iasther territories) gives
insight in the power structures including and excluding certain groups of people.

2.1 A HISTORY OF HHFEAGE TOURISM

Heritage as a concept and as a practice for tourism has developed from the late middle ages until now. In
Renaissance, the first heritage travels took place. In modernity, heritage was viewed in an essentialist way and
as a good for commoditization. Mainly museums were the place of heritage objects. Heritage and its
authenticity were mostly viewed from an objéat point of view. During post modernity, different voices could

be heard and different kinds of authenticity became of importance. Tourism is practiced in a more existential
way (Wang, 199% In contemporary heritage practices, the different views and activities concerning heritage
interact and form the field of heritage tourism. Museums and other tourism agents create tourism experiences
and touriss recreate their meanings and experiences of herit@aham & Howard, 2008

In the following sukparagraphs, an overview is given from the cemional ways of heritage practices to how
heritage is practiced and identified today.

2.1.1 THE BEGINNINGG- HERITAGE TOURISM

Heritage tourism was first practiced by young men visiting ancient remnants of Greek and Romaiidimes.
treasureancient histoy, first it had to be recognized as something apart from everyday life. That revolutionary
conception had its origins Buropeduring Renaissanc®uring the Middle ges every explanation found

grounds in Christianity. The glory of antiquity (and natui@)nd its recognition by thérst humanist Petrarch.

He described his emotional involvement with the writings of classical antiquity. From ‘fheemﬂer onwards
antiquity became more a subject of study and arts. Findings from Pompeii and Herculgypirnghe 18
centurywere exotic curiosities revealing a fascinating p&fristian pilgrimage arose around théh]fentury
whenmentravelled for religious reason3he notion that traveling brings insight and wisdom became common
in the 16" century. Young people in the northern part of Europe went on a Grand tour to complete their
upbringing(Harvey, 2001

Heritage tourism is closely linked with museum visits. The concept of museums existed already in Greek times
in the form of a temple. In Mesopotamian times (around 530 BC) in the current Iratieetiom of a princess

was found, neatly organized with signs in three languages. This practice also occurred in the Roman Empire.
Relics of war and images of lions were portrayed in large residences of the rich. A millennium later, in
Renaissance timethje natural world became of interest again. Curiosity cabinets, private collections made out
of arts and special natural objects were curated and kept by aristocrats. In 1840, the circus was a first kind of
museum, with strange people and obje¢®elten, 2013

2.1.2 HERITAGE TOSRNIIN MODERNITY

11
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At the beginning of the i@century, around the French Revolution and Napoleonic wars, nationalism arose and
ancient monuments and symbols were used to build a collective identity. This led to an awareness of
preservation of ancient buildings and monuments (McCrone 1995 in Harvey, RQfay ths time, the upper

and middle classes could go to collections like the Louvre on certain days. They had to apply for it and go in
small groups. Later, museums became centers for scholarship for everybody. Ticket price and marketing still
select the visitos to museumgWelten, 2013

Notions of heritage as a legal concept developed in moitgraround thefinal quarter d the twentieth
century (McCrone 1995 in Harvey, 2001; Lowenthal, 200&)tage has itsoots in the restructuring of the
world economy during the changes in the pdsordist economic climatehat characterizes this poshodern
era began in the 1970s (McCrone 1995 in Harvey, 2001). In those tirbasization and industrialization
started to threaten both natural environments and the remnants of antiquftystmodernist Lowenthal
describes thatdelings of nostalgia grefer everythingthat was preindustrial(2005. Duringmodernity a
commercial definition of heritage dominated. Commaoditization of culture is driven by the defoand
packaging heritage consumptiarf for tourists Traditional values can be lost when heritage is prepared for
mass consumptiofirimothy, 201). Many scholars reactet the definitionof heritage as a commaodity. For
example Hewison, who criticized the szalledd K SNA G | 3 S A fidk tiestauméiiadbstry iNA dzS a
destroying an authentic version of the past and replacing it by simulacra of thagj®&8. An example of that
is the governing of Egyptian tombs in Gurna for heritage touristag¥s had to be destroyed inder to
remake and preserve theand an indigenous culture had to be revived to devalaEgyptian national
heritage(Mitchell, 2003.

During Renaissance, people looked at antiquity as a period in which society was highldpe@vBemnants of

the past were treasured. Because symbols from Greek and Roman times were so valuable, they would later be
used to glorify leaders and to build up nations. When many heritages aesteoyed during WWIQeople

tried to regulate and protet heritage by setting up institutions. Heritage was destroyed as a result of

bombings, but is was also consciously destroyed to build a new nation, the third Reich. Warsaw was supposed
to be the new capital where Hitler would hold residence. Plans wemenfiar the complete destruction of the

city and new architectural plans were drawn. Aside fitbi protection of heritagethese regulating

institutions were alsased to exploit historiscenes for tourism. In poshodernity these practices of

exploitation for consumption were questiong@Graham, Ashworth, & Tunigige, 2000.

2.1.3 HERITAGE TOSRIIN POST MODERNITY

Heritagein modernity wasnostly defined as an economic and commoditized gooith an essentialist way. In
post modernity, also a cultural meaning of heritage became impoitdatvey, 2001 In an essentialist view,
often practiced by historicists, the origindthe value of heritage is located in the past. Her#ie emphasis
lays on its historical functions, meanings and contéxtghoff, 2007.

A postmodern view on heritage is that Lowenthal. He says thaehtage is formed by meanings given to past

events in a certain time and space. Meanings relate to identities and are reproduced by social interactions.

I OO2NRAYy3If & KSNAGIIAS RSOSE 2 LJa repgders NSy dain Bavelsgecific 3 NP dzLJC
purposes in selectingnd giving meaning to, historic eveni®manheritagehas been througlhe selection

processof recognizing it as something apart from everyday life. By individuals and organizétisireasued

as something to pass on to future generatiomlhe question why it should be passed on is not being asked

anymore. Moreover,He effort taken to conserve and promote this past seems almost like a sacred obligation
(Lowenthal, 200% Sonot all the past is heritag@s theobserverk | @S wa St SOGSRQ S@Syida | a
as heritage, to define them as such, and by doing so give meanin(Puairieveld & Kolen, 2009vieanings

are marked by identityreproduced by social interaction like those in a variety of media and created through
consumption.
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Cultural heritge has to do with the transformation of values and identities through the ages. In this process

heritage becomes se#vident only when a group of people recognize it as such (Frijhoff, 2007). Hardy referred

to heritage as & @ £ dzS € 2 I RS gt¥say) thaf ieGiage abvays kelatés tolthe present

circumstances. For exampline swastika as a symbol was used in WWII to transmit Nazi values. However,

throughout history it had been used in many different ways. Nowadays it is still used in sggieiteiadonies in

India where the heritage symbol is laden with higher divine valdesdy, 1988 in Harvey, 2001 p.324).

Meanings will always change from culture to culture and period to period. Heritage is piasgeted,

fulfilling demands of the presenit isopen for constant revision and chanfféraham & Howard, 2008Since

all heritage is produced completely in the present (Duncan and Le3:329in Harvey, 2001), our relationship

with the past is understood in relation to our present temporal and spatial experience. Harvey uses the simple
RSTFAYAGAZ2Y 2F KSNAGFAS & 81 O2yGSYLIR2NI NBE hoNR RdzOG &Kl
KSNAGF3IS Aa adzo2SOGABS yR FAfGSNBR 6AGK NBFSNBYyOS i+
valueladen concept. It relates to processes of commoditization. Though, it is intrinsically reflective of a

relationship with the past, hoW @S NJ G KI G 6 LI &G Q (Waiveyl26048e®idodi W | YR RSFAYS

Writings about history are always an interpretation of the past. Therefore, objective history does not exist.
Wlthough this is an hardly ever doubted true in the academic world, thisgs/hardly recognized in practice,
especially in public affai@§owler, 1992, p. 3@ C dzNIi K S NJY haMiagecstiedses thél ishBivancy
procesgVecco, 201pfor individuals or groups (e.g. communities). Consequently, the notion that heritage
would alwaydein process is impliedyVecco, 201 That corresponds with the term HeritasatiotHarvey
introduced. He argues that, in time, heritage relates to the changes in technology, experieraesoépd
space(2007). Features from the past have to lwene known to be inherited by people. This happens through
representations of interpretations of the past that have been sele¢t@@dham & Howard, 2@). Heritage
could thus be described as an inheritance process provoked by selectesdeapations.

Heritage in postmodernity is viewed not only as a commoditization but also as a cultural good that carries a
meaning. Heritage has become seen as sometthat carries values and those values differ from time to time
and are placébound. In postmodernity also, heritage is seen as something that can be used in the process of
identity making of nations. In this sydmragraph, community archeology, existemtauthenticity and heritage,
identity and power are described as heritage concepts and practices in the postmodern era.

COMMUNITY ARCHEOLOGY

From the 1980s, indigenous voices were included in ethnographic research. In that time, critical theory in the
sciences arose. There were voices that claimed the fallacy of objectivity and subjectivity became introduced in
science. The observer and its diaecame recognized and different voices were heard. This inclusion of
indigenous voices led to new challenges in cooperation between various stakeholders. Public archeology and
community archeology developed, based on the right of knowledge about the iast for local

communities and their responsibilities of protecting heritgBacifico & Vogel, 2012Community archeology

can foster an interest with the public for archeology and opens a source of knowledge about local history by
investigating oral histor{Moser et al., 200R Oral history is a way of collecting histories by interviewing people
about their places or activities. This type of research offers personal, socially embedded narratives about the
landscape and counters the prevailing passti gathering techniques. Oral histories give insight into the
changing character of a landscape and reveal more recent hi§ilgy & Harvey, 2005

Moseret al. describe an example in which Egyptians in Quesir get the opportunity to gain back the heritage
that was managed by westeers for so long. Residents were actively engaged in knowledge and projects to
conserve and present a newly fouRibmanport. Managers of community archeology are fightagainstthe
way foreign multinational corporations, archeologists and tourist orzgtion have been ruling heritage in
Egypt for yeargMoser et al., 2002 Also community participation projects are conducted in parts of sub
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Saharan Africa. Those projects have been welcomed bpdhalation after many yearsf disenfranchisement
of the local people from their heritage that took place during colonial&mexample of Chirikure et al. of
community participations given here. It describes community participatioraasempowerment tool. For a
long time communities weredft out of the policy makingn regards tcheritage. In communityparticipation
locals are actiely involved and have the chanto have a voice in decisions. Participation in heritage can also
mean more involvement in local politics or trade of lochigals can gain from econonbenefits of heritage
exploitationand grow their businesseén example of community participation was that of CAMPRRE
project of wildlifemanagementnd fighting the negative effects of poachimgZimbabweHeritage managrs
had problems with defining communities becaudainclear ancestral links in the heritage areas caused by
land appropriation policies of colonial governments. The question for heritage managers was whether to
include those communities with ancestralids or those living close to the heritage §2610. Also an example
of empowerment of a spiritual group was reported when they had the opportunity to maintain the heritage
site where they had spiritual activities. This opportunity arose when the spiritual practices were seen as
intangible heritage by UNESCThe community gained strength and could organize itself in being able to
initiate activities at their holy placéMunyaradzi, 2008

Communities are constructed lmgemory, place, identity and culturakpressiorand the voices within do not

need to be consensual. The term community is often seencagestionable meansfanaintaining the status

quo, denyingts obvious links to many social relations of power. Often authorities speak on behalf of

communities, expressing their feelings towards heritage. In this way commuceétidgsecome constructed,

marginalized by traditinal heritage narratives. The heritage sector is dominated by those denying that

representatiors of heritage can have powerfeffects on groups under constructigWaterton & Smith, 2010

Included in this practice is the generalization of symbols in administrative codes of heritage gractice

a/ 2y aslfazbefiage®INP FSaaArz2ylta al oKIG LIS2LX SQa @YASsa 27
class cultural symbaig§Waterton & Smith, 2010, p. JAThe conclusion of the above is that:

¢ KS OdzRRf & y I (i daydheravith the €28s¥ tifad2ifeihéridage sector is engaged in doing
WI22RQ GKNRdAzZZAK AdGa Sy3lr3aSySyil oA bethoaemdady A A Sasx S
articulated (Waterton & Smith, 2010, p. )1

In heritage practicethe concept ocommunity is often sed to make heritage managers feel good about the
work they do. The rhefric of communities sounds nice bi¢ritage managers must be thinking:

We reserve the right to speak for them and interpret them, and sometimes, ultimately, we reject
them, especiall if they fail to conform to our nostalgic ideafg/aterton & Smith, 2010, p.)8

Many communitybased projects have arisen in the tourism and heritage sector, involving things that are done
Y Fedmidunities, rather than with the@Even worse, the types of projects that are mostly conducted in the
heritage sector are those who apply best to middlasses. Waterton and Smitlote that mapping community
perspectives should go together with dismantling authoritative roles. The undgrassumptions of heritage
should be tested and explored to find a way of heritage management that truly reflects the needs of those in
the present(Waterton, 2009.

EXISTENTIAL AUTHENTY

MacCannel introduced the concept of authenticity to sociological stydlesCannell, 1973 Authenticity is
relevant in the study of the other or the past. Many studied the conceptiarplications of authenticity. Urry
notes that the term of authenticity is only applicable in some occasions (when studying the other or the past).
Standing ways of viewing authenticity are objective authenticity and constructive (or symbolic) autlenticit
(Wang, 199% At first, mainly the objective, museulimked version was applied to tourism. This authenticity
was about traditional culture and igin, a sense of genuine, the real and unique. For a tourism experience this

14



sense is too simple and therefore the two separate issues are split: authentic experiences and toured objects

(like nature). An authentic experience is one in which the touredaibjare experienced as real. In staged

authenticity the experience (objective authenticity) cannot be authentic because the toured object is in fact
WFFEfAaSQd al O/ FyySt o6mdpTo0 06 NERdz3K{ -edehts, @nd GoHrfaRr (1959z0 K Sy (i A (
0KS WFNRYG YR o6F O] NBIA2yaAQ Ay (2dNRaYdP ¢KSe ff NBJ
modernity. Constructive authenticity is the notion that a toured object is the result of a social construct.

Tourists experience toured object inladion to their view points. The symbolic meaning of the toured objects

is interpreted in context. Where constructive authenticity is a concept of interpretetivism, existential

authenticity is from the postmodern, critical school. In existential authemgtitthe experiences of the tourist

are involved. Personal, intersubjective feelings activated by tourist activities are involved in the notion of
authenticity(Wang, 1999 The toured objects are not authentic but the experience of-natfinary tourist
FOGAGAGASED WOEAAGSY(lALIEtQ NBTSNBR (2 SEAAGSYGAFE adl df
Wl dzi KSy G A OKWangs 199022 F§2Rélated  Ghis notion of existential authenticity the idea of

Simulacra of the French postmodernist Baudrillard (19883lated. Simulcra explains different levels of the
NEfFdGA2y 6AGK (GKS (2dzZNBR 2062800 FyR GKS WNBIfQd | @S|
People live in a world of representations because there is no referential any more. Resglerrounded by

images of things and places that no longer exéstday& world is a simulation which admits no originais,

origins, no reateferent but the metaphysic of the co@4Baudrillard (1983) in Wang, 1999, p. 358n

existential experience has no concern for toured objects. It is about the stédteiry.

¢KS O2yGSYLRNINE (2dz2NRAad NPt urigniis thui régar8dd asiedimpleK A & F 2 NI
freer, more spontaneous, momuthentic, or less serious, less utilitarian, lifestyle wienhables people to keep

a distance from, orNJ Yy & OS y R (Wandy 1989, pi 39@\&rig introduced existential intepersonal

authenticity and intefpersonal authenticity. Part of the intjaersonal experiences are bodily experiences,

sensual and symbolic. In this intra personal experience the body is both a carrier of personal sdigitie

health, movement and beauty as the feeling subject of the sensual pleasure. Tourists are not searching for the
authenticity of the other, but of the authenticity of themselves. The ifiersonal authenticity is about

authenticity between touristsior example family ties are celebrated during holiflafang, 1999

Herbert writes about literary places attracting pilgrimages to these sitefidsetplacs,a mix of real and the
imagined is merging which gives the place a special meaning to the visitors. Even deep emotions relating to the
childhood of the visitors, of stories they have been told, occur when places where writers havy@i0&d For

the notion of heritage Urry writes that places lelvecome centers of spectacle and display and that heritage

can be nostalgic attractiofUrry, 1992. Foucault describes realities and ficticdhst are constructs of a

continuing discourse and therefore a distinction of reality and fiction is irreleffamtcault, 1978

Places acquire meanings from imaginative worlds, but these meanings and the emotions they

engender are real to the beholder. Stories excite interest, feelings andsémeit, and landscapes

Oy 6S NBfFGSR (2 GKSANI YINNIGABSED [ AGSNINE LX IO
and tourists may be less concerned with distinctions between fiction and reality than with what stirs

their imaginatons and rages their interests(Herbert, 2001, p318)

Whether a place is real or not is not the most important feature for tourists. Emotions are real; stories excite
feelings that invoke wolvement relating to place.olristic places can be createdthe minds of tourists. The
question of somethig being real or not brings us to the question of authenticity of the tourist experience.
Therefore, the notion of authenticity is integral to the heritage experigitterbert, 200). The quest for
authenticity isas a reflection of the desires of tourists and consumers for genuine and credible cultural
constructions.Tourists are in search for the representation of authenticity in diverse cultural and heritage
contexts(Zhu, 2012
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(tourists) ae not primarily looking for scientific historical evidence. They may even be only partly
interested in the historical reality as such. Visitors to historic sites are looking for an experience, a new
reality based on the tangible remains of thast. For them, this is the very es&e of the heritage
experience(Schouten 1995:21 in Herbg2007)

In heritage placeghe real and the imaginedre merging. Heritage managers reinvent the past by reconciling

past and present. To touristhe authenticity of the place is méhe most important featureput the emotions

GKFEG N8B SYSNHAY3I RdzNAYy3I GKS KSNAGEIS SELISNASYOSd ¢Kz
identities.

HERITAGE, IDENTITYDAPOWER

Heritage is seen as a social construction, identity too is part of the meaning nadikingtage Heritage

landscapes inhabit cultural meaning in relation to identity, belonging and sense of plasdinkage between

landscapes and communities is often overlooked explore why connections to heritage landscapes are

underplayed in leglation and public poligythe issues of ownership, power, knowledge aHd.Jdzo f A OQ KSN&R G |
need to be discussefvaterton, 2005. And becauseiewers attach meaning to what they see, and do not

necessarily receivihe intended message, reception has to be studied no less thetiugtion(Morgan, 2007.

Museumized heritage has been a product for the masculine, middle class, urban and Eurocentric consumer, as

they have long been the bringers of historic narratifle®verthal, 1996. Accordingly, how heritage is

perceived depends on class, gender and ethnicity of the perceiver.

According to Bourdie(1984), every cultural object is both produced as a material ergitg as a mental image

of perception. The process of the creation of the cultural objects, Bourdieu refers to as the cycle of

consecration. Consecration means: In which both cultubgas and the comprehension are created and

recreated by institutions and agents. Consecration circumscribes the significance of the producers amongst its

peers, competitors and clients, but moreowbe comprehension, value and meaning of objects. Caltneeds

are the product of upbringing and educatia@ascultural practices like museum visits and reading preference

areclosely linked to educational level. Economic, social and cultural capital can be derived from the

consumption of cultureCapital iderived from actions in the field. Fields are spheres of action where power is

produced (work, friends, schoolnderstandingtheeWF A St RaQ Ay 6KAOK G(KS t¢ OG2NE L
KA&d WKFoAGdzZAQ® | | 0AGdzA fedand dtr@QrihdRucyirdhich @gani2dzNR A Sdzx | ¢
practices and the perception of practRep ¢ KS KIF 6Alidza Aa F2NN¥SR Ay GKS FASEI
agents actSocial class, education, upbringing and past choices form part of this structure detahmin

behavior of an agent in the field. Social class is defined by the different positions in the field. Social class is

determined by capital. Bourdieu defined capital as: a power over a field where the actor has a position. He

described different formef capital: economic capital (who owns the means of production), social capital

(positions in the social hierarchy), cultural capital (knowledge, taste, education, skills) and symbolic capital

(entails the use of symbols to express the other capitals)nisgare distributed in the field according to the

volume of their capital and the composition of the capitdéritage can be seen as cultural capital, used in the

field to gain a better social status. According to Bourdieu, to exist is to exist saniadiigtion to others.

Power is thus within us, but our social circumstances play a significant role in determining our social status

(1985.

Additionally, as heritage is part of the value system of the receiver, it is interesting to look at the psychological
part of perception. Brception is in that sensethe experiencef a meaningful image the mind produces of
sensations (the taking of raw information by mediation of our senses). In all our perceptions, we empley pre
existing mental concepts, in order tmganize rawsensoriainformation into meaningful experiences. Mental
concepts are units of thought that form our knowledge; they are necessary elements to produce a sensation
into a perception. Knowledge is formed by mental concepts, but knowledge also creates mental concepts.
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Peception has two components: a sensational, rrmomceptual content (what we cannot remember after
briefly looking at something) and a conceptual, remnsational content (what we can remember after briefly
looking at something). Paying attention to someifpiturns sensations into conceptual contéharsen, 200)
The nonconceptual content of the perception is thus the inhabited part of the receiver, the result of
upbringing, education and nature.

The bllowingfigure (figure 2) summarizéke construction and consumption of a heritage object. First it is
represented by text, images or buildings, and received by consumers. Consumers read and interpret the
message, which causes an impact on the receiver, like formation of identity and camiuitding. Values

and priorities gained from the heritage place are (theoretically) given back to the producers. They can use the
information to shape future heritage constructio(tderbert, 200).

DAVID HERBERT
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Figure2 Constructionand consumption of heritage place$ierbert, 2001

Thefeedback stage is often overlooked, so information of receivers of megsafput heritage are not heard
(Poria et al., 2004
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representations of historgor other images and text) is determined by structures within and around us. Those
mental structures have been formed by the way we were raised and educated relating to our (class, gender,
ethnic etc.) identities. Consequently, not omWat we perceive is part of the agenda of powerful institutions
(like governments and corporations), but atsmw we perceive it.

2.1.4 HERITAGE TODAY

Today, we are facing a web of regulations, institutions, symbols, production and consumption and critique
towards the way heritage is managed: Heritage is a means of representation. It is used in cultural identity
making and in commoditization. Heritage is produced and consumed. On the production side wéised ¢
and economic meanings produced and exchan@adthe consumption side we sealtural and economic
meaning produced by consumptioRurthermore, heritage is regulated and cultural and economic meanings
are organized in conducts and practi¢€saham & Howard, 2008
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REPRESENTATONS ORIHAEGE IN THE MEDIA

Today we are confronted with different historical narratives in different forms of medsdoiital narratives

are stories that communicatgymbolic and practical meaning attached to history. Historical narratives connect
individuals to a collective using symbols, knowledge, and meaning. Studying how people tell and understand
stories, including stories of their history, gives insight aboatgtocess of how a group creates a social reality
(Liu & Laszl4, 200.7The validity of thénistoric narratives depends on the credibility, authenticity and
coherence, hanging on time, plot, characters, perspective, narrative intentions and evaluation. The form of
knowledge created by this mechanism is validated and raaietl in time and space as a partagfarticular

a2 OA S e(auss Lasad, 2047 Societies, representations of history are transferred through different
media. Obviously, history is taught in schools and universities. From educational institstescal

interpretations are exposed in mass media and othdrunes, which leads to the formation of a public

opinion. Professional and lay representations of history can be distinguished. Furthermore, two kinds of
professionals play a role the representations of histonhistorians and political scientists ohet one hand,

versus politicians and opinion leaders on the other. The first group aims to produce valid and academic
knowledge to provide a basis of collective wisdom as a basis to formulate scientifically justified policies.
Politicians and opinion leadeseek to persuade the public of the correctness of the policies they advocate. In
many case,those two groups work togethewhich leads to successful reconstructions of history. These
reconstructions become anchored in discourse and more tangible reptasons such amonuments,

textbooks, and public holidaykiu & Hilton, 200b

LY KA& AYFEdzSydaAalt | NI A QIof) aguesthak telinbldgh iGhérd mokalidiPe LJ2 £ A OA ¢
gives as an example that gateways to parks by bridges in new York were too low to pass through by bus. This

way, people from lower economical classes were discouraged to go to the park by consciously building

infrastructure in a cgain way. This practice is keeping up the classist society. In the sameosiajlyshared
representations ohistory condition nations and peoplésiu & Laszl6, 200.7Therefore, representations of

history could be seeas performativey  § SNA I f AGé® LYLX AOAG FyR SELX AOAG RS
in public space embedded in many instruments, objectsg@éaand spaces. In other worddS 2 LIt SQa 06 SKI DA ;
governed or disciplined by means of material configurations that enable and con@traimner, 198 Latour

subsequently argued that artifactseabearers of morality as they@constantly taking all kinds of moral
RSOAaA2ya F2N) LIS2LX S® hoaSOGa SYozRe ¢KFd KS OFffa Uz
who does what and when. Thus, for example, he shows that the moral decision of how fast onesdrfters i

delegated to a speed bump in the road with the script 'slow down before reaching me'. Anyone complaining

about deteriorating moral standards in our society, according to Latour, should use theiasyths objects

around us are choe&-block withmorality (1992. The philosopher Verbeek argues that the srautrality of

technology make it plausible to ascribe some morality tifacts. Because technologies substantially

contribute to the coming about of actions and of decisions about how tatlaeir role cannot be entirely

reduced to the intentions behind their design and (8erbeek, 2008

Often, representations of history are slwn as images. According to Baudrillard, with the empog®f

visualized and digitalized forms of simulations of the social, the real was disappearing. He describes the

concepts of simulacrum, a copy without a model. With this concept he describes imaggesety as hyper

reality, produced without relation with realitfBaudrillard 1992 in Stocchetti & Sumi&appéanen, 2007

.bdzyly asSSa AYF3ASA | a aiisSaasBaumak ¥im3is guppbriedby disual KS  Qf A lj
communication andmagination. With the termPf A Ij dzA RQ K S  audlityBf dekat®rships.rS&eialityNR O S & &
is, in his eyes, growing in the soil of uncertainty and insecurity of all social (Baasan, 200)/

Representations of historgre reaching us by different media. We are being confronted with them voluntarily
(like during leisure activities) and involuntarily (like at school). Those representations of history are
performative materiality because they inhabit morality and with thtaey are telling us how to behave.
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2.2 SCALES OF HERIEA

Shared histories are strong in binding together communities because a group membership is about sameness
and similar interpretations of history are creatable. Furthermore, people in a placeshseese of caring for

places and sense of belonging to it. Historic places provide us with narratives about where we come from
relating to the essence of our group identity. In this sectiosummary of readings regarding heriteayel

identities will beprovided(Waterton & Smith, 2010Repesentations of history in communities, perceptions

and experiences of heritage, and different communal forms like the nation &atepe and the neighborhood

are described in this paragraph.

A heritage experience is connected to emotions and the expeé@®f emotions is connected to identifgoth

heritage and identity are slippery and ambiguous but important and intertwined con¢&péham & Howat,

2008). Heritage can be viewed as knowledge, a cultural product or a political resource. The knowledge is always
negotiated in certain milieus of time and space. Identity too, is a product that links to senses of time and place

and is negotiablend nultiple. Shared interpretations are used to construct inclusiveness and exclusiveness

that shape communities. Identity is about sameness and is expressed and experienced in group membership.

¢CKAAa 3INRdAzL) YSYOSNEKALI Ay @2\ Side thakg®upWhis gfoBa¥dicgnde@d t@ F (1 K2 & ¢
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both heritage and identity link to place and territof@raham & Howard, 2008Representations of history help

us to define this group identitgnd moreoverit tells us how we relate to other grougsiu & Hilton, 200b

TKS ARSI 2F Wyl dAz2ylt KSNAGFISQ 6l a FdzyRFYSyidlt G2 4K
nineteenth century Europe. The nation state required nadibheritage to build on nationalarrative(Graham

et al., 2000. Heritage however isnot only involved with national identities. Heritage relates to global values
AYO0dzSR gAGK Wg2NIR KSNAGIFIASQ FYR 2y | avritftSNI alOlf§ ¢
, and personal identitie€Graham & Howard, 2008

In this paragraph, the different scales in which heritage is used for meaning making is described. The scales
described here are nationalEuropeanand world heritage. Also literature about personal and local heritage is
given. For the last category, no specific example of Roman times is given, as this is described in the case study
in this report. For every subparagraph, a heading is placed unklar tive Roman heritage for that scale is
described specifically.

2.2.1 HERITAGE ONNATIONAL LEVEL

In this subparagraph, heritage on a national level is described using relevant literature. First, a general
RSAONALIIAZ2Y Ad AADSYSNAYRINI dKSI K RAFAI PwRe SPEt S SEL
Roman heritage is used in other countries for the building of a national identity.

Cultural heritage promotes empathy, the ancestral specific gives personal allure and we are able to identify

with it. Nations trumpet their cultural heritage and try to gain its restitutfbowenthal, 200b Also Harvey
RSAONAROGSa aAldzr iA2ya oKSNB KSNRARGFIS A Drad@moBnalAy 2 NRSNJ
YSY2NE 1Ay (G2 I@0%INIe&e o6yriAzy adalasSaq

With the passage of time, the past experience of groups enters into social representations. Liu & Hilton argue

that representatiors of history have a significaimpact on the sense of identity of a group. Moreover, popular

history is often a colleste memory of conflictsvith other groups. These collective memories forminegcatied
charterslegitimize roles and mandate actio(isu & Hilton, 200b Ths charter is constitutional, a foundational

myth for a society. It is defining rights and obligations for a group and legitimizing its social and political

F NN} yISYSyGad ¢KS OKIFNISNI Aa SELX I AYAY3odefadthed N2 dzLIQ& L
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timeless essence of a group. Their shared experience and culture is transmitted across generations and to
newcomers such as immigrants through education and other migdlia& Hilton, 200p The process of

building a charter resulting in a national canon is an ongoing process. New historical events and figures can be
brought into representational play as the current political situation changes((lg& Paez, 1997; Schwartz,

1997).

According to many theorists, social identification is not just the process of activating an identity, but the
process of constructing an identity with a particular agenda (e.g. a charter) in mind. Evidently, onlyscharte
GKFG FNB AyTF2NXxIfteée | OOSLIISR o0& Lzt A0 2LIAYAZ2Y | &
current social and political arrangemerftsu& Hilton, 2009. In his bookmagined communitiesAnderson

(1983 desaibes how colonial states usedcharter in the form of census, maps and museums to control their
territory. By producingi cersus they imposed a classification of people based on how the colonialistegiew

0 NX
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divided the country by drawing invisible horizontal lines over tentry. With that the colonial power holders

did not follow existing lines but anticipated the diligence of power between colonial states. Museums
portrayed religious assets of the culture. Those holy relicghest holiness and became symbols of power
beingtaughtin schoolandreproduced in public places. Colonizasedthis totalizing classification system

putting anything under stat® control in a neat grid, explaining what belongs here and not there. This system
wasseenby an Indonesian poetsa glass housdn that glass housanybody and anything has a semaimber.

LY ! YyRSNBE2YQa 02213 GKA& AYIl 3S;astatd of CompididlvisiBlity & A G K
developed by new technologies as navigation, photography and the drivingrgafweapitalism. Imposing this
power using census, maps and museums has led to the formation of national states, like the example used in

.Sy
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maps and museums to demonstrate and perpetuate their power. Heritage as an object is in this way used as a
meaning maker for state values, like military power.

For people, the nationalistic feeling can seem innately gikrea.study about emotional journeys in Koréas

found thatthe nation is for many an extensiarf the family relation. The emotionaklonging is so real; there

is no question about the love for the nation like there is no question for thedbtee family(Park, 2010

However, mtional identity can be formed with a particular agenda in mind. Historical charters have power over
the individual. Because a historical charter is widely regarded as true, an individual agmoretit (Liu &

Hilton, 2009. Liu and Hiltor(2005 criticize the use of historical data by politiciamsstating ironically:

A great advantage of history for politicians is that most of the participants in it are dead, and while
immortal as symbols, can speak only through the tawaf present day interpreters(Liu & Hilton,
20095.

InMitchellQ & O K2DQ1a® W Egyptian torb tourism, power holders created a heritage fbe tourists
and the nationgthe particular agendagxcluding local peopl&he esult of these actions was that people
living close to the tombs were cut dfbm basic needs and had becordependenton tourist revenues
(Mitchell, 2002.

Historic charters can be very powerful in nation building. Heritage can be consciously used in the building of a
nation state to bind people together and to send implicit messages. This in itself is not problematic. However,
the idea that heritage can bewehicle for values that exclude certain people and can create common enemies

is very frightening. We were taught over and over again about the horrors during WWII. The Nazis collected
and interpreted tales from history to glorify themselves and make aert@inorities inferior. They used many
valueladen symbols that even today still carry those values. Heritage is used to build up a feeling of sameness
and to include and exclude certain groups. On the other hand local people create their own heritage by
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personal activities. National heritage can feel very intimate. Governments include personal activities
sometimes in their heritage practices creating nations.

ROMAN HERITAGE ONATIONAL LEVEL

Witcher is part of a program in the.K.that isset up with te nameW ¢ | £ Sa 2 F ThieypSovide Stidigsi A S ND @
O2@SNA Y3 | dn&dhdology Qi todrisnihie conclusion by the researchers of Durham University is

GKFG 1TFTRNAFYyQa ¢glftf KFra 0SSy dzaSR | a | tthesSvos2f F2NJ 9y -
Furthermore, it is concluded that the wall is used as an iconic monument to an ancestral empire and the
AYLISNRAFET FNRYUGABNBKEE | NAAIQAFNAT RER NBKI G | F RNAFyQa ¢

argumentof the ancient populatins of Scotland and their successful resistance to Rome/En(itamngley,
2012. ToliaKelly and Hingley are also actively involved in tales of the Frontier. They researchedpiiialic
presentations of Romans in the U.Klack and African residémon the fontier are seemingly discordant.
ToliaKelly renarrated the multicultural tales of the Roman watlentered on Emperor Septimius Seveths,
African EmperorSherecovereda set of narrativeghat were taken for granted from the ihgcenturyonwards
(ToliaKelly, 201} The auhor states that with heistudy and exhibition (an archeology of rasBeshows:

I LIRaGO2t 2y ALt AYUSNIINBGFGAZ2Y 2F Ilclltikedsdcigha 2t S
and thus challenges a seemingly benign white Imp&uwahannesqToliaKelly, 2Q1, p. 89

Reslt of the abstract ideas of communities and inelastic heritage praciEésatpeople within communities

become migecognizedand the misinterpretations of their identities become institutionalized. The heritage of

0KS WINBHAQRRYRTIKRBAWS 0. NAGAAKO KAAG2NE A& LINAR2NRGAI
gl ea 02dAZ R 0SS O2RSR I awakitdnl&Shit,200%WS iKYy A0Q 2NJ WFSYAYAYS

An example of how Roman heritage played a role in Serbian national identity is that of the Roman emperors.
Firstly, the Roman heritage was used to attract tourists, but at the same time it was a top down identity
construction. The national identity is defined by neighboring identities. Heritage has been a symbol for Europe
for a long time, constantly changed, transfoed and reconstructed. Meanings have been ascribed to Roman
heritage

particularly in thecontemporaryworld, theRomarnt S31 O0& Kl & WwadadAftf NBYFAYSR |
inspiration in terms of legal, institutional, and architectural models, andebacy ofts imperial

conquest continued to provide a standard of refereracel ambiton for modern European nations
GASGESNI Hnnp AYy Ydd YIYyROAS 9 aAKFI2f2@0A0X wnanmnI Ll

Yw2Yly SYLSNBNAR FTNRBY {SNbAlYy az2it KIFI@ZS NBOSAGSR O2ya.
of Roman remaing/ere spectacularly presented, reminding the people that Roman emperors were born on
Serbian soil. At first, the Roman emperors did not speak so much to the public in terms of national identity
because other (local) heritages were more important. An extreat@nalistic tendency was going on in the
Milosevic era. After 2000, the fall of Milosevic, Serbia opened up to a more democratic and Euntipdad

political climate. When the academic community adopted the Roman heritage, governmental institutions
redized the value of it for tourism. The specific history of the Roman emperors born in Serbia became an
economic source for tourism. The heritage confirmed that Serbia was part of Europe for over 1700 years. The
Roman heritage promotion as a supranationatitage and a pafcuropean heritage was supported by EU

means and seen as a European legacy by the European commission. Especially the promotion of emperor
Constantine the Great speaks to the imagination of many. He won the utmost popularity in hislémes

key in the development of the Byzantine Empire and played an important role shetredopment of

ChristianitY dzI Y y2 @A 0 9 )aThekefo fth2 Gtteriahceofithis mmperor signifies the power of
the east (of Eurpe) (Hocman, 2008 Those values were also important in modern Serbia. This emperor was
especially connected to the city of Nis, conveying the superiority over other cities in Serbia. It is in accordance
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to the state and the church. The narrative of Roman emperors is @&edd dzLJLJ2 NIi G KS ylF A2y Qa R
cultural identity of Serbia. Certain types of conceptualization of heritage and integrative symbolism can be

meanings and effects applied in a specific context. In this example, it can be seen that heritage can be

constiucted from a topdown position, but that the support of the public is essential in heritage construction.

The people of Nis adopted the heritage and used it in tourism developtivedtl Y I y2 @A 0 3 )aA Kl 2f 2 @

The Roman heritage is used in building an identity for Great Britain, consciously including and excluding certain
tribes. In the example of Roman emperarmsm Serbian soil, it is to see that the Roman heritage is used to
connect to a bigger whole. Of course, the Netherlands has a different identity and the Roman heritage will play
out different identity traits.

2.2.2 HERITAGE ON ENROPEAN LEVEL

In recent yars there seems to be a growing interest in symbols for Europe as a whole. The European council
has been working hard on European symbols like adlagmn, a currency and governmental buildings. The
NEOSy il y2YAyl (wofdhdaritageyistdich & theRbneasfrontier fortifications, is another

example of the search for symbols to represent Europe as a WwHolgever, a common destiny seems to be
lacking(Van Gorp & Renes, 200’ Nonetheless, from the debate about Turkey and a number of Balkan
countries becoming membsof the European Union, it can be implied that there is a European culleet.

to economic doubts and the discussion about the size of the country of Turkey, a difaefemalidentity was

an argument in the discussigan Gorp & Renes, 200 this subparagraph, it is explained which role Roman
heritage has on a European level.

The idea of Europe is not new. European consciousness arose in the sixteenth century, thfdhiene
Enlightenment or the Age ofdason. Before that, autocratic and religiauthorities ruled middlage Europe.
During theAge ofEnlightenment scientific methods as the act of ‘reason” was increasingly practiced to
discover truth, getting back tantique ways of finding truthAlso the idea of democracy revived after
Romarticism and developed during the enlightenment. Political values that are still alive nowadays like
consent, human rights and freedom of speech and the separation of church dadstaooted in the Age of
Reason. Definitions of Europe have been controversial ever since. Some speak about a political project while
others refer to a European identity related to cultural heritabittle agreement on geographical borders exists
and dfferent notions of Europe developed in time from the sixteenth century to modernity and during cold
war. A common part of the sense of Europe is that it is formed in time and space by manyfmicesy,

2007).

From an Enlightenment world view, heritajecame seen as something that coulddpprehended and
manipulated by the most powerfiiWaterton, 2009.

The most important aspect of prized archaeological artifacts is not that these constdtaeout that
GKSaS WAYyFtASYlIofS Ll2aaSaanizy aaredidpyed, i@icatedlzo | NB dzy R
exag@rated, modified, or diminishedWeiner 1992 in Waterton, 2005, p. 318

Such that:

The person or group that controls (and thus defines) the movement and meansuglofobjecs
inherits an authority and a power over othef(sahn 1996 Waterton, 2005, p. 318

Archaeologists, as advocates of the past, are able to validate their esoteric position by controlling over heritage
that represens the pas{Waterton, 20®).
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Europe presents itself as an urbanized, Christian continent with a long heffargNB a8 a Ay 3 A (& W9 dzNR LJ
standing common cultural habits such as Catholic charity, the Protestant ethic, or pasta and Beétmwen

2004). This old idea of Europe will not trigger the imaginatiod kyalty of minority ethnic groups with

loyalties split between host nation and imagined communities dispersed around the world and-in non

European histories at all? Am{2004) argues for a new idea of Europe based on Socratic Europe of freedom as

the product of dialogue and engagemeiithese values suggest that empathy/engagement with the stranger

O2dzt R 0S02YS G(KS SaaSyoOS 27F ¢gKIG AdG Aa G2 0S W9dNRLISI

In the Europe of today, residents have roots in countries from all over the world and that their identities are
increasingly diasparj transnational and translocéAmin, 2004. It would be arrogant to believe in the

superiority or universalism of the kind of thinking that underlies the Idea of Europe préibycerhite male

(Latour, 2002 in Amin, 20Q4Furthermore, in article O of the Maastricht Treaty (TiE)sated that any state

can apply to enter the European Union as a "European state’. This indicates that the Elwojoeas

constructed(Burgess, 2002 Still, there seems to benassence that legitimizes Europeanness, for example
LINE2SOiGa tA1S !t SEI y RtBe\ibificatiéhlofELiopk & yfihe renyfakiig KfEurghe aft& 2
WWII(Burgess, 2002 Amin argues for the reinvention of the Idea of Europe, a certain ethos, one of empathy

for the stranger and of becoming through interaction, supported by a framework of rights that draw upon

elements of European political philosophy, including the Enlightenment ideal of universal freedoms and the

French Revolution ideal of an equal anddanistic society2004). Accordngly, Zygmunt Bauman argues in his

book Europe, An Unfinished AdventireK I G 6 SAy 3 W9 dzNP Ldbvarg ddoick d@nd has rotigga OA 2 dzi >
to do with the geographical place people are livingirK I G Y 1 Sa 9dzNRBLIS dzyAljdzS A& GKSE
Fy | OGA@GAGE LISNF2NYSR oRaunfanz004/ 3)9TRe/disdbvery that alkvhings arég 2 NI R Q
humanmade, making of the worldan dbjOd 2 F WONR G A Ol t [BguinadzA2864, pl)¢TRe ONB | (i A ¢
outcome is that we, the Europearare the sole people thathavenofRe A RSy A ieyY WgS R2 y2i
FNEQ®d 9dzNRLISEHY Odz GdzZNBE Aa 2yS 2F ljdzSadAz2yAy3d GKS 2NRS
And such an aware, satbnscious and setfonstituting identity is indeed very different from national

terri 2 NRA | £ WO dz{Baudzatl 2004 R S yiiavAriyA SaNHB dzSa (Kl G ¢S aK2dzZ R NI G
9dzNB LIS yAaAYQSE 0SAy3 | WO?2 ysieddyoilr diitic igesl af EdrdgBaimag,y 2 F RA T 1
2004, p. 7. The European way of life is conducted in the constant presence of the others and ¢nerdjfand

the European way of life is a continuous negotiation that goes on despite the otherness and the difference

dividing those engaged in, and by, the negotiatiBauman, 2004. Theability of Europeasto live togetherisa
ALISOAFAO FaasSid 2F 9dzNRPLIS® t S2LX S Ay 9 dzNP LIGadaSer Ny I YR
1996 in Bauman, 2004, p).7

Neither histories nor heritage are defined on a European level. A list like a national charter or a likewith

most importantEuropearheritagedoes not exisfVan Gorp & Renes, 200However the landmark new

Constitution for Européstrying todefinS G KS ! yA2yQa O02YLISGSyO0Sa asSS{iAiy3a ¥F2
belonging(Amin, 2004. In 1972, the Europea@ommission defines the European identity as follows: Firstly

the Europeandentity consists of a common heritage, interests and special obligations within the community;
ASO2YRREY HIKASO Wl GdzNBEQ 2F 9dzNBLISIY dzyAFAOFGA2Y A& YSyi
FNB WFtNBFRe | OGAy3a (23S KEWdpdayComtdskionjil8r3accordidgtodl KS NB & i
Amin, defhing Europearheritage and tradition is based on four myths of orjgiamely: the rule oRoman

law, solidarity based on Christian charity and mutuality, liberal democracy rooted in the rights and, fourth,

freedoms of the individual commonality based @ason and other Enlightenment universal princig2304).

ROMAN HERITAGE ON RABROPEAN LEVEL

If the European union should describ&aropean heritage, what would it be? Having described discussions on
a Europearndentity, the content of theneritage is described here. In history, tHansa trade routdas led to
integration of many European cities. However this event has negative implications in the Baltic States. Recent

23



attempts of political and military unification where even more problematic. Both Napoleonic wars and the

Nazi thid Reich have a heavy negative load and therefore cannot act as symbols for European unification. Less
controversial is th&RomanEmpire. The imperialistic activities are long ago and therefore have become more
objectified, and theRomars still attract adnmation for their military and organizational skills. Furthermore

their architectural and towsbuilding activities are easihgcognizedecause of its great deal of

standardization. Th&omanEmpire is often referred to as Mediterranean heritage. Yegénss to gain

importance as a European symbol. The FrontiersRémanEmpire on the world heritage list has been

recently extended with parts of the German Limes and will be further extended with the Antonine Wall in
Scotland. Hadrians wall was alreadytpa the world heritage listogether withRomansites in Germany, Italy,
France(Van Gorp & Reneg007).

In the future, alRomanborder fortifications, from Scotland to the Black Sea, might become one
European World Heritage sit@/an Gorp & Renes, 2007, p. #11

It seems to be that the European commission agreis van Gorp and Renes. In the lead introducing the
OKF LJGSNI aKSNRAGEF IS O2y aINRILISA 2WE (AKYS (YRR SNELIZNTE dAYSNIAGS &
¢CKS 9dzNR LISy | yhe @rferslofyfnie Euioedimrmigsianéuse the following phrasing:

¢CKS 9dzNRLISIY !yAzyQa ¢g2N)] 2y O2yaSNdhafkanahsy R Sy Kl y
or a sfe of exceptional natural beauty are important not just for the people who live nearby, but for all
the people of EuropgEuropeanCommission, 2002, p)14

The values of reason, democracy, freedonspédech, and rights of the individual are often subject of debates

in de European media nowadays, like they were during the Age of Reason. Getting to a common Europe as such
reminds us of Enlightenment, like getting back to antiquity. Ancient historygadyrpromoted as European

heritage, although it is not written in a charter. This can be seen from documents written by the European

Council, but also form direct representations around us. In the European anthem, in the second sentence,

Europe is comparetb Elysium, the ancient Greek image of paradise. Even more obvious, looking at our Euro

bills, bridges from Roman times appear behind the numbers. Furthermore, the multicultural society, as the

Roman Empire was, is exemplified in the European chara@ei$l y Y W! yAGeé Ay RAGSNBRAGEQO®

The Maastricht featy of 1993 makes it possible to address cultural issues, protection of heritage and

promotion of culture on a Europeanlevely SEF YL S 2F | LINR2SOG 2y 9dzNRLISI| Y
ofcultureprogt Y¢ & 0GF NI SR AY mMopypd / AGASE INB F2NJ 2yS &@SIFNI O
EU meansAside from this, &uropean treaty controls the expaof cultural products and the removal of

heritage asset§Timothy, 201). Furthermore Limissie, as mentioned in the problem statemisrat,European

project to improve cooperations for rural soeg@onomic development started in 20@8d ended in 2015

These projects are often associated with heritage.Y A & & A S Ramanhi§&diy¥s cominigrEuropean

historywhichA & G KS ONJI Rt S 27F 2dzNJ O02YY2y 9 LimiSidatiedzNE YSYo SN a
Netherlandss a project of five rural local initias in the Netherlands led by Kromme Rijnstreek. Limissie is a
partofLeade®d W[ Al A a2y 9YUNB ! OGA2yad R e ESdn nitidtidd indnfdd RS f U ¢
by the EUthat aims for sustainable development of rural are@s a Dutch national level, the organization

WwA 21 &Y 2 ysdancSrigdwihyntdnuments. They term national monuments as real estate with cultural

and historical value, selected by the national government to be protected and conserved. This orgaaimtion

website functions under the authority of RGEg national service for culture and heritag®CE, @11). On a

local level, museums and municipalities often take the role of heritage conservers. Regionally, concerns about
heritage are taken by the provincial deputy coworkers. Furthermore, tourism offices like RBTKAN, foundations,
fAl1S YalNVSKIFBAIWHYSER | yR 3SyOASa tA1S GKz2asS 27F |t LY
work with heritage. In conservation those parties are hired by municipalities or provincial deputies to manage

heritage.
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Europe is divided to east and west. The ink of many immigrants in the 1990s from eastern European

O2dzy GNRSa (2 G(KS sSaid sl a OFLtftSR WiAYSaQod ! y2iKSNI SEI

divides communities.

Assume that the limes was no more than a line of referenc®@nas and noARomars, but that the
influence of the former could be felt many miles beyond this suppé¥@uanfrontier in imperial

times. Because the frontier undoubtedly existed (and here we have proof from archaeology), however
this does not mean that thRomars had no relations with the peoples situated on the other side of

the line of military fortifications. Said in another way, the limes not only was an efficacious system for
repelling possible incursions, but also a center of reference in which digilgmmammercial, cultural

and linguistic relationg at leastq converged on bth sides of the frontier lingBravo, 2005 in

Martinez, 2006, pp. 589)

TheRomanempire was the common denominator what framed the mindset dividing east and west. The
universal character dkomaninfluence has always been present in Europe. It makes the basis of western
civilization. In the first century AD, Tacitus referred to Germania, Britannia and-Bastiern Europe as the
periphery of the civilized worl(Hocman, 2008 The idea of how west Europeans see the east of Europe is well
defined by Pocock (2002) cited in Hocn{2@08, p. 109

¢KS 3IS23INI LKAOFE O2yOSLIi 2F da9dzNRBLISE KIF & Y2OSR

LISyAyadzZ I o6& OFfftAy3a AG + O2yGAySyidd {AYAfLFNIe&x
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L2AY(d 6KSNB SOSNREIOKAY3I I@NBY 2IFY 9aMPVISES NBIFS NGI (R K

political and religious culturethe highly distinctive civilizatianthat arose in the faswestern Latin
speaking provinces of the form&omanEmpire. This has become what we mean by Europe. The lands
to which the term Europa was originally appled hrace, Macedonia, lllyria, the more modern

Bulgaria, Albania and Serbighose which the Byzantine emperors considered their European
GGKSYSa¢ 2 hihdNBngnkls/oflSndarginally European, inhabited by urftewrring

tribes whose history is not ours and whoselplems are not of our business.

Limes is a political tool that is used to make distinctions between communities. Between East and West Europe
and between European and ndfuropean. There are differetevels of being European like there were

different levels of being Roman. Those in the peripheries struggle to get an entry ticket like refugees from
African countries trying to cross the Mediterranean sea. Those coming from Balkan countries try to make a
living in western European countries for low wages under bad conditions. Being European does not mean right
away that one can profit from the promised wellbeing of the continent. In Roman times, tribe members of
outside the empire also had to pay dutiesftwe becoming a Roman. A way to enter the Roman empire as a

legal citizen was for example to be a gladiator. Gladiators were in the beginning highly appreciated slaves but
could become free Romans after a period of good duty. As well as in the Roman amjpiréurope, outsiders

KIS G2 LIl aa az20Attx SO2y2YAO yR tS83rt 02NRSNE (2

Europe, could be seen as the Romans did it. They incorporated many different tribes to be part of a strong and
diverse empire.

2.2.3 WORLD HERITAGE

The idea of creating a world heritage was first formed after WWI. International involvement with heritage
began as an emergency response after the high Dam of the Nile flooded in 1950. The famous abu Simbel
temples stood under wateafter the dam broke. The international parties responded by leading a rescue
operation for the temples, placeing them stone by stone on a higher dry(PAHESCO, 201paAfter WWII, a
global cooperation in heritage resourceaperation developed. UNESCO, founded in 1945 during the
rebuilding of the world aftethe war. The missiowf this United Nations fouretl body was to promote peace
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G§KNRdzZZK aOASYyOSs Odz GdzNB yR SRdzOF GA2yd | FOGSNI GKS W/ 7
'y R Yy (dzNJI 1972kt M@rld hedt&y@lisths/presented, a product of the wd heritage

committee. The mission of this committee was to identify, protect and preserve world cultural and national

heritage. UNESCO strives to protect kbgacies of th@ast from dangers of the modern world. This

organization is counseled by ICOM@Scholarly advisory board that views heritage from different disciplines.

UNESCO defines tangible and intangible heritage. Intangible heritage are cultural assets like traditions, myths

and languagesTangible heritage are monumentgoups of buildingand siteUNESCO, 20164 his

subparagraph describes how heritage is created on a worldwide level.

UNESCO WHS (World Heritage Sites) are always nominated by national goversortaetse sits always

carry values of national interedtiowever the world heritagelist was iniiated to protect heritage sites that

speak to humanitylt grew to a brand and a seal of approval for tourism destinati@fscourse it is not a

brand in the traditional wayhut it still offers tourists a differentiation in choosing a destination for their tour.
Although manytouristsmay have little knowledge of the extraordinary histories of certain WHS, the UNESCO
WHS label iseen asan assurance of the historical and cultural imporeof heritagesites. This waythe

brand makes a competitive advantage for the tourism destination with the b@@gen & Silvanto, 2009The

WH Listcorists2 ¥ ycdn aAiSa Ay wmny O2dzyiNASaY cyd | NB Odz i dzNT
combining cultural and natural heritagBut to reach thewvorld heritage lises a heritage sitéhe site has to be
first on the tentative listwhich ists a total of 1466 site@JNESCO, 201paMost of these site are nominated/b

the governments of developing nations. For those with lesser means and aumstable climate of war and
peace it is harder to meet the protection standar@Ryan & Silvanto, 2009

ROMAN WORLD HERITAGE

World heritage listings are always done nationally. In case of the Frontiers of the Roman empire, a
transnational listing is required by the nation states and the monument is spread over several ukdrie
such, countries have to work together in order to make a liilgESCO 0459

tFNlIla 2F GKS fAYSa Ay GKS !'Y Ol FRNRAIyaQ gtftfo yR AY
listed on the UNESCO world heritage (ismanfrontiers, 2013UNESCO, 201phlheyare listed under

WCNRYUGASNE 2F (KS w2Yly @pféeraRSa® NRONSRY  HGNEBRCDY HzY B S aw :
2015h.

Monuments arearchitectural works, works of monumental sculpture and painting, elements or

structures of an archaeological nature, inscriptions, cave dwellings and combinatifeedures,

GKAOK IINB 2F 2dziadlyRAYy3 dzyAGSNEIf O (UNMESCEENRY (KS
2014

The Netherlands has proposed to place a part of the limes together with Germany: the lower Germanic limes,
on the world heritage list. It is now placed on the teonary list. To enter the world heritage lists, plans have to
be made for the protection and promotion of the heritage gfichtingRomeinseLimesNederland, 2p15

Another global organizain concerning heritage is the World Monumenirid WMF, founded in 1965. It is an
American, private board giving monetary and technical support to architectural heritage.

2.2.4 PERSONAL ANDGQAL HERITAGE

Heritage is in this chapter described on a national, European and world level. Cultural heritagsasrtte of
tourism in many destinations thinking about the masses of tourist visiting the Egyptian pyramids or
Stonehenge. Heritage however speaks to many tourists often in personalit@yggenealogy or family
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traditions connected to the broader heriga. How heritage can be experienced on personal and local levels, is
described here.

Figure3 Levels of heritage tourism experiences

The figure (figure 3) demonstrates four types of heritage experience: world, national, loga¢esahal

heritage tourism experience. There may be an overlap in the experience of heritage. One person can see some
heritage as national where the other sees it as world heritage. The mass tourism destination may provoke
wonderful experiences they do nabnnect to personal ties. For many tourists, visiting of national or world
heritage attractions gives a glimpse of human unity. Heritage attraction of more local fame attract tourists that
are stirred by emotions of a more personal chara¢iémothy, 1997. The destruction of many heritages

provokes a feeling of nostalgia for the past. The search for roots and identity lies in this nostalgia for the own
culture and family legacf.owenthal 1979 in Timothy, 19pPersonal heritage has received very little attention

in comparison to the other forms mentioned here. It is a form of heritage in which personal attachment and
emotional connection draw people to certain places. This also includes heritage linked tdsugrsgtecific to

which the tourist belongs, like family or religious, ethnic or career groups. Travel to military reunions or other
LX F OSa 2F Odzft GdzNI £ 2NJ NBf A3A2dza O2yySOGA2y Aa LISNER2Y!
house can b personal heritage. Of course, when the temple is besides personal heritage of national value for
example, these heritages can overi@imothy, 1997.

That heritage is consumed on a personal, emotidena! is also to see in the popularity of heritage practices by
20KSNAR GKFIYy!' WNPERBRABY I AF@GWidziA2y Il SELISOGIGA2yaz F
history-Y { SNR &Y 3ISYySIf23A4043 KSmdtdis; abng dietsdiFikng, Y01R £.JS f 2 LIS NI
12). These outsiders operate on a more intuitive leverithose working in museums and universities. The

effort of outsiders brings new possibilities for i@ tting visitors to museum&ilene, 2012

Heritage can thus , aside from being experienced on a national, European or world level, be experienced on a
more personal or local level. The case study in thisitheill focus on that further.
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3 METHODS

In this chapter, it is described how | will go on tour and whom | have invited. But first some introductory theory
is provided.

I NNBaO20 A £ A { A IBtgus lbdk Abhdw plac¥sre entangled with peogleo produce performances,

AYEGSER 2F 1 a FdzZiKSYGAO WWSydAdASaQQotkwelbrelodklag | £ 61 & &

at representations of heritage organized from governmental layers and how residents experience these
representations, what they do themselves with the Roman heritage and how governmental organizations pick
up these grassroots movementtudes of movement, potential movement, blocked movement and studies of

AYY20At AG@ LINRBGARS Ayl SNBEANSyIY i 2 S ascrethar Higfed withif 3 & Ly

modes of movement observation and recording techniq(isscher & Urry, 2009Examples of inquiries on
the mowe are shadowing, stalkgp walkalongs, ridealongs and participatory interventions. These kinds of
inquiries enable questions about the sensory experience, embodiment, and emplacement. Inquiries on the

[’:

Y2@S Oly 3IABS AYF2NNIGA2Y | 02dzi dnkve Gan FaddleRrfodmatlald 2 LI SQa

on what changes and what stays the same, and about the configuration azswhfiguration of assemblies of
objects, spaces, people, ideas and informa{Biischer & Urry, 2009To explore the emotional attachment,
relations and activities concerning heritage, governments, residemsother organizations, a case study is
chosen. Residents of Hunnerberg are taken as the main sample to investigate the research question. Also,
experts concerning Roman heritage (representations) in the neighborhood have been questioned to reveal
identity claims opposed on residents. The different viewpoints on Roman heritage in Hunnerberg provide an
entangled picture of heritage connections and heritage production.

My attention in choosing a case study was drawn to the neighborhood | grew up in. Howesigles my
personal interest for this place, Hunnerberg is a good place for the case study for several reauns.
neighborhood oHunnerbergpne of the most important archeologicatcheological site ofRomanheritagein
the Netherlandss located covered by houses and parfGinkel & Verhart, 20091In this neighborhood
information panelsabiannualfestival and replicas dRomantimesare shown Besides these representations

2F GKS YdzyAOALIH fAGE 2F bA2YSZEHSY flayzR (iKeS viF22YdkyyR | NIPAR{YS & v

neighborhoodand educational activities are executed by a foundation with enthusiastic about Roman
heritag€. By the municipality, this part of Nijmegen is targetedRasnanpart of the city(Smit, 2013 Also

Nijmegen is a center of attention according to the national Limes coordiifa¢@ne, 201 Thus, Hunnerberg

is an important archeological site for Roman remains and in Roman itiwes the place where a great

military center was at. Furthermore, several parties on different levels are involved in representing the Roman
heritage there. The role of residents representing heritage and experiencing heritage representations is
unknown(Heijden, 2013 Most residents in the neighborhood have higher incomes and highergdac My
assumption was at the start of the research that, heritage being a good for the higher and middle classes
(Waterton & Smith, 201)) should be interesting for residents of Hunnerberg. In what way residents connect to
the heritage and representations is described in the next chapter.

Seeing the methods as going on tour, | have a walk invited two groups of people to go with me on this journey.
One group are the residents of Hunnerberg, the other group are experts involved with Roman heritage
representations relevant to the neighborhooBixperts are interviewed using sestiuctured interviews. The
OK2aS8Sy YS(iK2R G2 | aOSNIlAY NEAARSYyiaQ O02yySOiArAz2ya
with a short questionnaireThe respondents are presented with mainly qualitativetimels to provide a

! www.kopsplateau.nl
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layered and diverse insight in meanings of heritage. The area in which the tour takes place is demarcated and a
light is shed on the way of analysis.

3.1 DEMARCATION OHH STUDIED AREA

The area under study is the neighborhood-hinneberg located in thedistrict of NijmegenrOost (eastern part

of the city), situated nearby the city centéthis area of the city is chosen for the case study because it is in

those parts of Nijmegen where military archeological sites are located. Nijmegéen referred to as the

most importantarcheological site S Ol dza S 2F (1 KS SE O @adkiholversh@ing229)2a Y2 L&A t f I
There are also Roman archeologictssin other parts of Nijmegen, but they have received less attention in

the past years. The municipality of Nijmegen targeted the eastern part of Nijmegen as a special area for Roman
heritage suitable for further (tourism) developmef@mit, 2012 Furthermore, in Hunnerberg many activities

regarding Roman heritage have been organized in recent years. One of these activities is the development of

routes. One of these routes is used as an entry to develop the research tool. It preliminarily demarcates the

area under study, including Roman sitesfaund important by the municipality.

THE ROUTE TIJDPADDANS DEVELOPMENT

C2NJ 6KAAa addzRezr GKS NRdziS W¢A2RLIRQ A& dzaSR F& I ol &’
information panels in the neighborhood localizing Roman aradwchlarcheological sitesThisbookletis

currently available at Museum Het Valkteofd in the Marienburg Chapel (city centefhe brochure of

@ A 2 Rebdtsd? Oat the museumshop. According to the lady at the desk it isisuften, however no sales

numbers were availablgrisit 25 October 2014). OO0O2 NRAyYy 3 (G2 G KS YdzaSdzy RANBOG 2 NJ
Tijdpad is not very well known by tourigBrouwer, 2013 In the past, people could use mp3 players from the

museum on the walk as an extra service, but this service did not work technically and is taken out of service

(Smit, 2013. A link to the museum is that the route goes through the city and the original objectsare

displayin the museun(Brouwer, 201} Other routes aralsoavailableonthe intS Ny SG f A1 S Wx Al h2ai
OYdzy AOALI f AGE Ay O22LINI A2y gAGK 2A2102YYAGSSO yR U
also availablashard copesat VVWijmegenL Kl @S OK2 &Sy (KS NRdziS W¢AZS2RLI RQ:
as well as iformation panels placed in the neighborhood. It was also the most recent product at the time of

the start of the research.rS N #z8 RtasB&sdifferenheighborhoods: Hunnerberg, Hengstdal and

Altrade. | have chosen to take the inhabitants of Hunnerberg as the main sample group because it is in this area

that most representations of Roman history are found. In addition, this @reaen as a community kiye

municipality. Representations pgsassed?dy in the route are described in the results sectidmap of

We¢ A 2RLI RQ hédd (furdSthehagiyomRood of Hunnerbeig demarcated imlue..
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Gelderland. The municipality outsourced the project to an organization specialized in the repteseaf

Roman heritage (Hazenberg archeology). They involved another company (TGV presentaties) with more or less

the same professional background. The first organization organized a meeting for residents. They also

organized meetings with the neighborbd committee of Nijmegei®ost (more about this committee is to be

read in paragraph 3.3.1 Hunnerberg arée)ecommittee wascritical about the placement of the information

panels. Alspa school did not want to place a parwgl their territory because thy thought the ground would

decrease in valueArcheological work takes many years and they thought it might trigger excavations in the

future® CNRBY G(G(KS ySAIKO2NK22R O02YYAGGSS L OFy O2yFANXY (K
(Hamers & Schraven, 201 3\Iso the municipality policy maké mit) speaks about the involvement of the

neighborhood committee. The chair of the committeent on tour withthe policy worker of the municipality

regarding archeology (SmiBhealsowent to a meeting of the committee to present the idea¥he committee

did not have avoice inthe contentof the information panelsSmit thinks that the ammittee would have liked

more involvemenin that. The nunicipality decidedn the content because thereheological service has

knowhow aboutthe excavatbns according to the policy worker of the municipality hers@iGVLINE A Sy (i F G A S&a Q
translated the information to a more readable version for a wigeblic(Smit, 2013. Another form of
NELINSaSyGrFriAazy INB WGAYS FILaSaqQed ¢AYS IFHdSa INB LATfTI
archeological sitem the neighborhood. The project of placing the time gates, was an apart project from the

information panelgvan Ginkel, 2013

The project of the routéV ¢ A 2RHLE RIQF NI 2F GKS 321 fa& RdzZNAYy3d WbAayYS3Sy
have been developesincethen. The goal of the route was to visualRemanheritage and improve the

experience. The eastern part of Nijmeg®as the target area for Romaamains,in the center the middle ages

are the focus and in the west, the Roman city that was found there. Subsidies for the projectb@antige
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province ofGelderland and the municipalitfhis includeshe replicas route with auwlio tour and time gates.
Those representations were set up for peoplahef neighborhood and people of Nijmegand hter maybe

for tourists. This consideration can be seen in théormation given in Dutch most of the time and sometimes
in EnglisiBrouwer, 2013 According to a member of the neighborhood committdes information in the
neighborhood is mainly meant fedestriansand cyclists in the neighborhodigiamers & Schraven, 2018lo

direct money from Europe was invested in the route. Cooperation on archeological levels exists with other

cities in Europe likXantena city in Germany where Roman heritage is rebuilt into an amusemen{Panik,

2013.

SCALES OF INFLUENCE

To reveal identity claims, it is important to demarcate the aredigher levels. Hunnerberg is a neighborhood

in the eastern part of the city of Nijmegen (Nijmeg®@nst). Nijmegen is a city in the eastern part of the

Netherlands and is part of the province of Gelderland. The Netherlands is a country in western Edirope. Al

these governmental levels have input in the lives of people living in Hunnerberg. In the next paragraph,
professionals concerning Roman heritagarking on those different levels are described.

3.2 ROMAN HERITAGERERTS

Experts were questioned maindgdentary at their offices. Those teeqple who are professionallyvnlved

with representations of Romalnistoryare interviewed abouspatial identity claims thatest upon the
neighborhood of Hunnerberdarties involved in setting identity claims anganized on different spatial
governmental and noigovernmental levelsThe list of professionals to be interviewed | have selected on

different levels of authority is given below (table 5). | recruited them personally by sending emails. | used the
contects | acquired during my internship. The internship is described in the introduction of this report.

Organization

Organization

Website

Scale on which

Contact person

name description organization
operates
Wijkcommite | Committee thatis www.wijkcomiteo | Local Chair:
e Oost concerred with the ost.nl/wordpress/ | (neighborhood) Director Hans
wellbeing issues of Schraven
the neighborhoods in
the eastern part of
Nijmegen
Stichting Committee that - Local Chair: Hans Hamers
Platform administrates the (neighborhood)
Hengstdal issues of the
neighborhood of
Hengstdal, Nijmegen
Stichting Foundation that has | www.Romeinen.n | Local/national Director/Chair/publi
RomeinenNU | the goal to promote | u cist: Paul van der
the Romanlegacy Heijden
Museum het | Museum for artand www.museumhet | Local (city) Director. Marijke
Valkhof archeology Nijmegen| valkhof.nl Brouwer
Municipality | Part of municipality | www2.nijmegen.n| Local (city) City archeologist:
Nijmegen Nijmegen concerad | l/wonen/oudste_s Mieke Smit
with archeology tad/Archeologie
Province of Part of governmental | - Local (province) Policy advisor
Gelderland administration archeology: Henk d¢

province of
Gelderlandconcerned
with archeology

Jong

31



RBT KAN Regional tourism www.rbtkan.nl Local (region) Coordinator culture

office for Arnhem and and historic

Nijmegen projects: Peter Kruk
National National collaboration www.romeinselim | National/European | Coordinator Tamar
limes between three es.nl Leene

association provinces in the
Netherlands (Utrecht,
Gelderland and Zuid
Holland) and the RCH
promoting theRoman
limes of the
Netherlands and
collaboition with
European partners

RCE State governmental | culturalheritageag| National/European | Account holder
cultural heritage ency.nl limes:Cees van
agency Rooijen

TGV Publicationson www.tgvpresentat| National Publicist/archeologi

presentaties | history ies.com sts: Evert van Ginke

Table5 Interviews with Roman heritage experts

On a local leveWijkcommitée OosHans Schraverstichting Romeinen NU with archeologist Rear der
Heijden, the director of Museum het Valkhof Marijke Brouwade part in creating &omanidentity for the
neighborhood. The city archeologist of Nijmegen Mieke Smit sets out policies Bbmanheritage for the
city.

On a regional level haveinterviewedthe head of heritaggolicy ofthe province of Gelderlanddenk de Jong

| also interviewed Peter Kruk BBT KANRBTKAN is a platform for marketiofgtouristic products, in the

region of Arnhem and Nijmegen. It is funded by governments antheercial parties. The project about
Romanhistory they work on is funded by regional subsidies, not by European subgitiesamarLeene of

the national limesassociatiorand Cees van Rooijen of thational cultural heritage agendyCEre part of the

list. Furthermore, tharcheologists Evert van ®&ielagreed on an interview. He hasitten many (educational)
materialsabout Romanheritage and is therefore also an interesting person to interview about identity claims.

Only Marijke Brouwer and Paudiv der Heijden | have interviewed diwalking through the neighborhood.
The others asked me to come to their offices.

Furthermore, organizations that have to do with Roman heritage in the Netherlands is the Roman limes
foundation. It is developed fronktS WYw2 Yl y fAYSa O2fttlF 02N GA2y Qo Li
interviews with the Roman heritage experts. In the board parties are presented that | have included in the
interviews like the director of Museum het Valkhof and the chair of Ronm&iie

Questions have asked to the persons mentioned above were:

1 What is the aim of placing representationsRidmantimes in the neighborhood (dflunnerberg?

1 What do you think residents feel about the representations in their neighborhood?

1 To what extat is the policy abouRomanheritage influencd by European/national/provincial
politics?

1 Do you have questions you would like to ask to residentsusfnerber@

3.3 RESIDENTS HUNBERG
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With residents of Hunnerberg | walked through the neighborhood o adout the Roman heritage. While
walking, we passed by the representations. We talked about the representations but also about other things
that occurred naturally. Thisisthe socalld: f { A y 3 4 AThikngethod Sikee itAeRinquiries on the

mowe is one in which the researcher observesbile bodies enhanced with digitally enhanced observations
(Evans &dnes, 201). During the interview, the researcher walks along with participants while they are having
encounters with other people, with places, and with events. Walking with people as a research method
involves engagement with peopa&orldviews and can reveal emotional attachments, activity patterns and
lifestyles(Buscher & Urry, 2009Studies vary from wandieig through landscapes talking with participants, to
highly structured tours that are set up to bring out responses to specific, predetermined ffaees & Jones,
2011). Interviewing while in motion will give a different bodily experience for the researcher as well as for the
participant This can result innammediacy as well as provoking a kinesthetic rhythm in the conversation
(Middleton, 2009 in Evans & Jones, 2p11

The method of walking interviewsupported by a questionnailie chosen to investigatthe research
questions.n this paragraphthe area, the sample of residents of ttherberg and the used methods are
described.

3.3.1THE HUNNERBERG AREA

The studied population are the inhabitants of the neighborhood of Hunnerberg. In this subparagraph, general
spatial information demographics of the area of Hunnerberg are described.

TheHunnerberg is an area located on top of a barrier remaining from Pleistocene times at the banks of the
riverWaal® ¢ KAA KAff FyR (GKS LI | doFavélyrstraregic Idcatibdt ity 2 LJa t € F G S
surprising that theRomars buit military camps on this place. Also remnants from |&feolithic, bronze and

Iron eras are found in the area of HunnerbeByt none of them are represented in images of text in the

neighborhoodIn Hunnerbergseveral national monumentsanbe found includingthe former main building of

Canisius college (not to be mixeg with the current secondary school building), Maria geboortekerk (Catholic

church), former Museum Kam (current archiee Romanheritage).More information about the Kam museum

follows inthe results section paragraph 4.1. Furthermor® other churches are located in the area (Sint

Stephanuskerk and Lutherse KefiRegionaalArchiefNijjmegen, 2012

Below some key aspect of the sociemographic situation of the area are described. Information is derived

from a twoyear monitor held by the municipality of NijmegéBemeenteNijmegen, 20)2Theareaof

Hunnerberg ha formed organically over the yeaessulting inthe shape it has todayrhe area consists of

mostly large 19th century buildings and some smaller rental houses, alongside with commercial premises. New
houses have been built qgeiNBE OSy Gf & 2y GKS wy2L1JaS LI I GSFdZQ YR 06SKAY
in the neighbohood. In the neighborhood there are 1.718 houses where 3.847 peoplellhe neighborhood

has a social climate according the monitor | consulted at the start of the res@@etheenteNijmegen, 20)2

The neighborhood has lots of quiet and green areas, according to many inhabitantsedle eose¢o various

natural parks (woods and meadows). People enjoy especially the panoramiowgethe meadows and the

rivero 1 dzy Y SNDSNH t I y2 NI YI 0 ThehBighbiokhSods ditsdvihed 2 The ttmitipalBdNE 60 2 4 Q @
stable and populanyith little tension amongst the inhabitants. For matlyis is the best part of Nijmegen to

livein. The little complaints are about neighbor annoyance, like the garbage students put in their gardens and

old bikes that are parked everywhere. Also litimsion exists of households to live isolated alongside each

other. A strong committee iNijmegenOostputs effort in the improvement of social cohesion. The committee

is richin knowledge and they are striving for conservation of the cultural heritagieemeighborhood
(GemeenteNijmegen,@.2).
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NEIGHBORHOOD COMMESB

Neighborhood committe®&ijmegenrOost chaired by Hans Schravemncerns about the neighborhoods of:
Hunnerberg, a part of Altrade and crosses the Berg en Dalseweg until Daalseweg. Other borders are
Trainusplein and Huygensweg. The committee consists of 14 people who make decisions democratically.
Furthermore there ae various commissions that care about specific areas in the neighborhdlosla group

that cares for the little forest in the neighborhood, a group for maintenance of Kops Plateau (where important
Roman remnants are at), historic group, group for anotigighborhood (Schildersbuurt), group caring for a
public gardenPlatform Hengstdak chaired by Hamers, it haarrently 3 membersn the board. The

organization is growing towards a same kind of foundatioNe@ighborhood committee Nijmege@ost. The
committees work together closely with the committee of Altragtamers & Schraven, 20113

3.3.2THE SAMPLE

Respondents are selected accordingdtie time they live ohavelived in the neighborhood and different parts

of the neighborhoodThis first criteria set up because of the experience fronteeds with representations of
Roman times. The longer a person have lived in the neigborhood the more experience with Roman heritage he
or she has. A list of activities like the introduction of replicas, information panelsxaayations can be found

in below (table 6). In the left column the percentage of residents in the sample can be seen that have lived in
the neighborhood for the given amount of years. In the middle column the year in wich the representation was
initiated is mentioned. In the right d@amn the activities regarding Roman heritage in Hunnerberg is shown.

Years of Year Activity regardingRomanheritage in Hunnerberg
residence
in the
sample
0-5 years of | 2013 Remnants of &omanharbor was found at the foot of the hill (municipality
residence archeology office Nijmegen)
20% 2013 Currently various smaller excavations in Nijme@sst (municipality
archeology office Nijmegen)
2012 Opening route around Aqueduct (Via Natura) "Van BroVtdtd | y €
2012 SecondrRomarnfestival, Kops Plateau (stichting Romeinenfestival)
2011 hlLISyAy3 NBLX AOF 2F SYLSNRBNBRQ O2fd
office Nijmegen)
2010 hlLISYyAy3 2F GKS NRdzi S W tled, RpchirgphVidéot
LJ- vy Silmegatef{Leon Wennekes)
2010 Opening Porta Romanum en visualizations (Heilijgers exploiter building),
2009 FirstRomarfestival, Kops Plateau (stichting Romeinen festival)
0-10 years | 2005 Nijmegen 2000 festivapublicity to celebrate 2000th anniversary of Nijmege|
of oldest city of the Netherlands (municipality archeology office Nijmegen)
residence
10%
O-15years | 19972001 |9 EOI @l GA2y & Ay WKSG NR2AS R2NLIQ:
of (Thijssen, municigiy archeology office Nijmegen)
residence | 1986¢ Excavations on Kops Plateau have been executed (Willems, Regional res
5% 1998 bureau ROB)
0-25 years | 1999 Closing of Provincial Museum G.J.M Kam, collection goes to Museum Het
of Valkhof.Building at Museum Kam street functions as depot and library and
residence depot since then.
20% and 1987- Excavations have been done behind Canisius College (Bogaers en Haale
30% 1997 Provincial Romanarcheology/ University of Nijmegen KUN)
0-30 years | 1987 Change of executer and name to: Provincial Museum G.J.M Kam
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of 1972- In this period excavations took placevery year Most research took only

residence | 1986 months. A great excavation was that near the Margriet Paviljoen (1983)

10% and one close by Matddei (19761977) (Bloemers Regional research burea
ROB)

65+ years | 1951, Research to castra between Huygensweg, Berg en Dalseweg,

10% 1957, 1967| Broerweg/Beekmansdalseweg has been undertaken (Brunsting, Regional
research bureau ROB/ Museum of antiquitiesiden).

none 1922 hTFAOALE 2LSyAy3a 27T &l Rdnanedmastsiol
YIEYS K2f RSNE o0dzAf G o6& haOl N[ SSdz
AUNBSGe FTFAGSNIRSFGIK 2F YIFY Ay GKS

Table6 Recent hisory of major activities around Roman heritage in Nijmeg&dost

To spread the sample spatially | invited respondents from different areas in the neighborhood. To reach
potential respondents | used snowballing. | sent possible respondents a personaionvitaimy walking
AYGSNBASsa oL aSyid Ay@AldlriaAaAzya G2 LIS2LXS-L 1y26 LISNE:
professional network, and people | know through the network | developed as an intern collecting Roman
heritage data. Possible respondentena askedo bring a neighbor or housemat€girst of all, | sent out

invitations to 18 possible respondents by sending a hard copy of an invitation to a family or couple. | received
responses from half of them by email. The others | called by phone to ask about their cooperation. The spread
of theresponses was equally shared over the neighborhood. A reason notdparate was a lower mobility

(3 people. In two cases the partners of the one with lower mobility also rejected to go with me on the walking
with interview. In 3 cases, the person brém@nother neighbor instead of his/her partner or family member.

In two cases | arranged the couple with mutual agreement. In another case the respondent brought a neighbor
that was not familiar to me.

According to the data from the questionnaires, tsemple contains 20 people, 8 male and 12 female
respondents. Agavise, respondents represent the categories ofé¥bmost with 62%. The age group-2%
contains 19% of the people. The youngest and the oldest category represent 9% and 10% respectively. The
average age was a bit lower than the age of the residents of the neighborhood. Gender was spread more or
less equally. Those characteristics are important because they have shown in earlier research that there are
differences in appreciation for heritagA.list of resident respondents is given here (table 7).

Respondent code | Gender Age category
1 | ResO6r woman 15-24 years
2 | Res08f woman 1524 years
3 | Res04f woman 25-34 years
4 | Res04l man 25-34 years
5 | Res08j man 25-34 years
6 | ResO5a woman 4564 years
7 | Res05g woman 45-64 years
8 | ResO6m man 4564 years
9 | Res07h woman 45-64 years
10 | ResO7p woman 45-64 years
11 | Res09e woman 4564 years
12 | Res09g man 45-64 years
13| Res10e woman 4564 years
14 | Res10m woman 4564 years
15| Res11C man 4564 years
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16 | Resllm woman 4564 years
17 | Res12E woman 4564 years
18 | Res12H man 4564 years
19 | Res03b man 65-80 years
20 | Res03g man 65-80 years

Table7 Residents respondents

The neighborhood is pretty homogenous in ethnicity and clagsg part of the respondents report having a

high income in which is typical for the neighborhood. Respondents are mostly highly educated, which is again
typical for people living in Hunnerberg. @wrepresentation of immigrants is present in Hunnerhéligjs also
accounts for the sampléGemeenteNijmegen, 2012

3.3.3DATA COLLECTION RENTHUNNERBERG

The instruments used are a questionnaire with qualitative and quantitative elements, including the method of
WY I LILIA ¥ BASNDEO GAdENBAR Ay SNIBA So Ay 3 Y &l KbadRvationalfinstr@rfents g | £ | A Y
like pictures and notes.

QUESTIONNAIRE

The questionnaire was set up to provide demographic information, to get a first idea about their geographical
identities and to see if respondents mention anything regarding Romanrhistothe questions. In this point

of the research | have not mentioned the Roman heritage being the matter of research. | only informed people
that the questions are about history in Hunnerberg.

The questions are categorized in three parts. The firsbEqtiestions is about the time and place participants
have lived in the neighborhood. Participants were asked to point their home location on a map and circle their
perceived neighborhood (mapping). They were also asked to write down their street admesidrhen people
were asked about their perceived geographical identities (Dutch, European, Nijmegen, Gelderland, and
neighborhood identity). Participants had the possibility to mark how much they feel a part of those
communitieson a 5point Likert scalérom 0-4. Participantsvere also asked about general historical events

that relate to these territorial scales. At the end of the questionnaire denagcswere enquired (age,

gender, income, education, household and ethnicity). The last part is théajiva part of the questionnaire.

The questionnaire can be found in appendix I.

W2 1 [ YL b DNTERWHEWQ

An advantage of using the walking with method is that while walking the participant provides generally richer
data about their environmental perceioh, spatial practices, biographies, social architecture and social realms.
Walking interviews produce a particularly spatial and locational discourse of place, which is structured
geographically rather than historically. Also, participants are less peavtaktry and give the answers they

think the researcher wants to hef@Kusenbach, 20Q3Limitations of the method are that questions need to be
framed by a place that can be walked. In this research, that mean&tratnplaces cannot be visited

because they are hidden under the grouittds pssible to walk the archeagicalsitescovered with soil.

Another limitation is that the act of walking may exclude certain types of participants and interviewing
techniques, due to physical or motivational obstadlegans & Jones, 20111

In this research a predefined routeasused, leaving aside the possibility for the participant to set a route. This
choice is made because data is needed about specific paths and objects in theracesermining routes
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might be expected to lessen the empowerment felt by interviewees chgasi@ir own route, which may in
turn detract from the informality of the encountgEvans & Jones, 20111

Kusenbach experienced that ggdongs with more than one participant can be very productive because the
discomfort of being followed and inquired by an ethnographer is less when people are together with friends or
family membergKusenbach, 20Q3During the data gathering, | also experienced this more oritdissate
atmosplere was more likely to occur amongst people (closely) connected to each. étheut the relationship
between respondentskespondents oppose, supplement and ask each other question. Many of them were
enthusiastic about the walk and some even thanked me.

METHOD AND ETHICADNSIDERATIONS

Thetotal methodconsists of five parts. In part oneespondenswere informedabout the procedurend asked
to fill out a questionnairethe following parts were conducted while walkir@eforethe start of the interview
participantsare informed that they will contribute to a research on the neighborhood and its history. No
specific questions abolRomantimeswere asked before the first point in the route wheredRoman

visualization is at (former Museum Kam). Tdpened the possibility that people mention or do not mention
Romanheritagein relation to the neighborhoodpontaneously. Information from the questionnaire and the
walk to the starting poin{former museum Kangan therefore be crucial. In part thregarticipantswere asked
aboutRomanhistory (in the neighborhood) while walkinig. part four, concluding questions were askdurt

five is the closing of the interviewn all stages of the interview respondents were supported to ask questions
(Boeije, 2010

PART 1: INTRODUCTION

Respondents were invitedto my m&NXDa K2dzaS ' yR AYyiNRBRdzOSR G2 (KS NXas$s
are asked to fill out the questionnaire and thereafter do a walking interview of about 1,5 hours. In the

guestionnaire the option is given to leave an email address for the outcontbe sfudy. Respondents are

asked for their approval of recording the interview. Respondents are told that the information filled out and

recorded will only serve for the research and will be destroyed afterwatthispoint | have stayed in the

same r@m as the participants and answered questions. | have turned on my recorder while participants were

filling out the questionnaire.

At the start of the walk respondents were generally informed about the route. They are asked to talk, be silent,
walk or stopwhenever they feel like it. The research is about their experience with the neighborhood and thus
anything they experience is of value. They were informed that | will guide the specific route and that | will ask
questions during the walk, butthat they afiee to talk about anything they think of while walking.

PART 2THE WALKR O THE STARTING PRIN

| have walked with the participanfomY & Y 2 i K S MIfbémerfaseézin&Kan(referred to as starting

point of walk). At former Museum Kam | have infornthd participants that the research focuses on Roman
heritage. They are still free to share their experiences. Questions that | have asked during this 10 minute walk
are:

1 How would you describe Nijmegédost to a person nofm here? (qualities of the ighborhood)
1 Do you like living in Nijmege@ost, if so why? Or why not? (Positive sense of place)
1 What problems in Nijmegefost do you encounter? (Negative sense of place)

These questions are inspired by work of CagtizD6. They intend to archive perceptions of a city image and
the relationof the residents with the cultural heritage.
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PART 3: THE WALK BNSG REPRESENTATIORROMANHISTORY

During this part of the walk,wpstions about representations &omantimesare askedThese questions
return at every point where representations aeacountered Also more general questions abdRomars in
the neighborhood can be asked while stopping at representational objects.

Questions about places of representation

How do you feel about representatioptaced outin the area?

What are youmemories about this place?

How important is this place for you?

How would you feel about more promotion of Roman heritage in this neighborhood?
How do you feel about the amount of money spent on the representation of Roman time?

= =4 =4 -8 A

Questions about experienseand practices in daily life:

How often do you pass by?

Have you ever stopped to look at the information?

Have you ever walked the route in total?

Besides these representations, how is the Roman history present in your dalily life (if at all)?
Is the presace of Roman representations something positive or negative?

= =4 =4 4 -

Questions abouRoman history in general:

1 Which images come to mind when thinking of Roman times?
1 What do you know about Roman history?
1 Are you familiar with the term limes?

PART 4: FINAL PARF THE WALK

I have walked back with respondents from the last representational point to the end of the route. On this walk,
L KIFI@S SyljdZANBR Y2NB RANBOGt& | o02dzi LIS2L) SQ& ARSYyGAI(E

1 To what extent do you feel Roman heritage is yours?
1 528a AG YF1S I RAFTFSNBYOS GKIG @2dz FNB | 9dzNRLISIY
neighborhood?

PART 5ALOSING

After the interview, respondents have been asked about their experience during the interview and asked if
they have any further quegtns. They are also asked if they are willing to help me find other respondents.

CHECKLISTHAVE USED TO CONTRHETHIC®F THE MEETINGS

1. Inform participants about setip of the interview and purposes of research (history and the
neighborhood).

Ask paticipants approval for recording

Hand out questionnaire

Start voice recording

Inform participants about walk and general route and ask for further questions.

Inform participants about specific subject (Roman heritage) at Museum Kam: starting point.

o0k whN
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7. Debrief participants with asking about their experience and asking for further questions. Also ask if
they can send other possible respondents.

OBSERVATIONS AND BRHNSTRUMENTS

Furthermore, for this research have made pictures and | have made notest fitake into account writing the
results. During the research | also attended a meeting in the neighborhood of Hengstdal (next to Hunnerberg)
where a vote was held. This could be described as participatory method. During the meeting, | made notes,
pictures and a video to later report about this voting. The vote was about which work of art should be placed at
a roundabout in the neighborhood (more about this can be read irrélsalts section in paragraph 4.8.1)

3.4 DATAANALYSIS

| have transcribed the 1@alking with interviews with 20 respondents. After that, open coding was done.
Codes were described onto the interviews. In this stage all informatibiof the data is of importance.

Categories were made. The approach was deductive, from the wholetpdtis. After that, from the

categories new information was sought (axial coding), new categories eméifiedthat, the research

guestions were leading in finding informatifnom the data inductivelyPer question and location where
residents spoke da was scrutinized. In the writing process, links were made and connected with the
literature. Also connections were made to the data from the questionnaires that gave a more general outlook.
The 9 interviews with experts where screened looking for idgmidims and matched with location. Quotes

were taken out of the interviews into the report.
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4 RESULTS

Here | will discuss how | walked and talked with respondents going with me on tour. Both residents of
Hunnerberg as well as experts concerning Romaitdye will have a voice in this section. Also some

references to the literature are mad€ 2 NJ S@SNE WaAiSQ 2y GKS NRdziS 6 yR
What is there to see (observations), pictures, th&ation of residents withthe place (interiews and

guestionnaire, observations while walkingpvinthe place islevelopedand governmental interaction with
place(literature and interviews with experts), broader concepts related to the place (literature) gnd m
positionality, how my perceptions have changed, connections, relations regarding the site.

Py
C:
~

Roman heritage is very much adapted by all kinds of individuals and organizations. The representing of history
in Hunnerberg is very much focused on the Roman heritage. Taksbishe reason | choose this heritage as the
object of research. The question remains why Roman heritage was chosen to represent predominantly and not
another layer of history. In this results section, the layered way in which the Roman heritage isdadapte
presented. The Roman heritage sites passed during the walk are mentioned below and visualized on the map
(figure 8). Paragraphs follow the numbers on the map.

Ly GKA& GSEGTZ ySAIKOo2NK22R NBAARSYy (& rdfSsiondB i RSy 14 | NB
FASER 2F w2Yly KSNAGEIS I NB NBFSNNBR (2 a8 WSELISNI&Qc
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Points on the map:
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Figure8 Map of the representations in the neighborhood

ROMAN SETTLEMENTHUNNERBERG

As mentioned above, a reason to choose Hunnerberg as an area for this case study is the many representations

of Roman heritage. Tharcheological remains represented by it, is explained by archeologists. Here, a short

summary of the archeological heritage in the neighborhood is described. The information provided here is

0N yatlrdSR FNRY G(G(KS 0 NER OK dzWwBlking witht#w.A 2RLI RQX (GKS 3JIdzA RS

In the first century APemperor Tiberius founded Ulpia Noviamagus, the later Nijmegen. In front of the

museum a replica of the stone that proves this fagrissented In the 400 years that thRomarslived in

Nijmegen many changes Vmbeen made. An important change was the revolt of tlaaBi in theyears69-70

AD. The second century was wealthy and the third more troubled foRttrears. The cityvas located near

the river banks of the Waal, west of the current city center. Théarigs settled down on the higher grounds

in the east of the city: Hunnerberg and Kops plateau. In between, the Valkhof park (where the central museum
is located) has had both a military as well as a civil charé@emeenteNijmegen, 2005
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The eastern part of Nijmegen is built on a higher point in the landscape. This hill developed iraihe ideen

ice was shifting over the land. From Haarlem to Nijmegen it formed a moraine wall. The hill in the eastern part
of Nijmegen is sand that is rinsed off the actual moraine wall. The highest parts: Hunnerberg and Kops plateau
are points standing outiver the river by 40 meters. The steep sides of the hill emphasize the difference in
height. The steep wall side is formed by the river running in the valley. Inhabitants of prehistory already settled
on the higher points in the landscape. Many remrsaot these periods are found in the area

(GemeenteNijmegen, 2005

Around 150 BC, the Romaonmmanding officer Julius Caesar had conquered the current France (he called it
Gaul).But on the eastern die of the empirethe Germans tried to enter Gaul. To avert the threat of the

Germans the emperor August (adopted son of Julius Caesar) sent toothgseast. The troops had to set a

new border to keep out the Germans. This military force took its place on Hunnerberg. This higher ground was
a perfect place to settle down. Just after 19 AD, the military force founded a camp of 42 hectares (50 soccer
fields), giving space to 15.000 men. Ditches and walls were built to protect the camp, existing of leather tents
and wooden buildingéGemeenteNijmegen, 2005

[FGSNI 2y | OFYL) gl a odaAfd 2y 12L1A LI I GSFdzd . SOI dza

that a high commander had his post there. It could have beersy, the adopted son of August. He was the
commander of an invasion army between 12 and 9 BC. The fort on Kops Plateau have long been in use, also
after the wars against the Germans. The border changed its place around 50 AD and was no longer passing
Ulpia Noviomagus. Many towers and fortresses protected the river. The military post on kops plateau was
probably still of importanc€GemeenteNijmegen, 2005

TheRomanborderorlimesg I & y 204 2yt & |y WANRBY OdzNILFAYyQZ AlG 41l &
transported. That happened over the rivers and via the road. ‘@¢elstructed and mairdined roads were
w2YlFyQa allSOoAlfded ¢KS NBFRa oSNBE ONBIFIR FYR KIFIR |
consolidation of the road was made of material found on the spot. Also a road was found in Nijmegen. This
road was crossing the fortresuilt after the year 70 AD by the tenth legion. The roads were made for military
purposes but also for salesen and transport of good€ivilians could also use the roadaverns were

situated by the roadsideshere people couldast and eatMilestonesled the way Reaching a city a traveler

could see the Graveayds that are also found back in Nijmegen at the entrance of the old Roman city
(GemeenteNijmegen, 2005

The revolt of the Btavi was a turning point in history for Roman NijmegEme Baavi, the original residents of
the area of Nmegen, revolted against the Roman powarbloodywar started.Everything theRomars had

built regarding mitary and civil settlementap waspulleddown. In the year 7Qhe peace was signed and
Romars and Batavi started to rebuild the settlements. A big military force, the tenth legion was instaked at
part of Hunnerberg, where long ago the big camp was situated. The new fort was much smaller (16 hectares),
but just as good to protect the walls and ditches. It was inhabited by 4000 Iingas fenced off by a stone

wall later. In the middlea main quarter wameasuring 93X65 meters. It was surrounded by houses of officers,
sheds for the men, work places and warehouses. There was also a building for religious practices, religion
having an important role in Roman times.the campthere wasalso a sickbay anduplic toilets.There was a
plumbing system and a water system giglg fresh drinking water. The water came from the hills in the current
Groesheek and was led by a genius system to the place where could be corn§&enagenteNijmegen, 2005

The tenth legion stged on Hunnerberg for more than 30 years. The soldiers were arriam@conomic

player for the city of Noviomagus, inhabiting around 4000 people as well. The inhabitants wadede
militaries. Whe the army left for Eastern Europe in 104, it was replaced by smaller entities, the city became
poor. Just before leavig the soldiers butla market placeand a theatre that could accomodate 12.000 people.
The city kept on existing with less wealth, btittee end of the first century the military lefEive years later
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the city burned down. The causelinknown. It wasabuilt but left in 250Residents settled on the Valkhof and
a new fortification wa built. German mercenaries iRomanservices defended the city until 400. TReman
hegemony lost its power and for Nijmegen end of Roman times was there. The inhabitaot the 150 year
period were buried on the south of the Valkhof. The rich graves signal a wealthy @dotkenteNijmegen,
2005).

ném a, ah¢IBwQ{ | h!{
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motivation to do this particular master thesis. In this paragragkplain my positionality and the motivations
to begin this research. In the first subparagraph, expert meanings of this research are written down. In the

second one, the neighbo
R R :

urh

ood and its people are described.
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Figure9My motKk SNRa K2dzaS FNRY G(KS 2dzidARS | yR WasheW2 i KSNRa (AGOKSYy gKSNB

The choice of doing this research begins for me with growing up in the house at in Hunnerberg. During my
childhood, many times the streets were open for digging in the soil. This was partly because a new sewage
system was built, but also because archaemalinvestigations were done. | remember myself playing at the
former sports field of theCanisius Collegeext to the house, looking for fragments and coins. One respondent
reminded me about that field and my childhood fear of dogs, because he was ¢walking two black

Doberman Pincher dogs to protect the field from anybody entering it. The Canisius College is often referred to
by respondents. The oldest respondents tell about the Jesuit monks praying and walking in the garden (which is
nowknownaskKS Wi A ( Hdré&orE:2 NBaA (G Q0 @

Y2 (K2 ZteethamBsybidaitasy figures but of real monks tdat something remarkable here.
These Jesuit monks lived atadightat the Canisius Collede.

Others, like me, have been there to high school. Moreultioe Canisius College is in thext paragraph.

As a researcher, | influenced respondents to know more about Roman heritage. Respondents also influenced

me or pointed out to me the heritage of the houséhe house was built before 1922. When | was tgliiny

employer (woman 66 of years old, living in the neighbourhood)about the research , she started to explain

about the Jurgens family that had lived there and what the house looked like. She played in the house as a little

girl. The Jurgens family ownelget stone factory in Ooy and | heard in the interviews that their family was also

known for margarine sales. | have always known that the house was also used as a place for elderly Jesuit

monks. In the house there are buttons, used to warn the nurse in2ae I Y2yl Ay YSSR® aeé Y2
GKS KFfF 2F GKS @Radvénl& Jayidsen,SLGOR ka9 &bprabyshickeNdadihGles of WWII

shots in the walls.
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Like myself, many respondergsnnect the (Roman) heritage to their own housespondents and their

friends find remnants oRomantimes intheir back yard anaften do not report them. They know that it is

illegal to keep the archeological findings, but they have a stradhey belong to themOthers regret the

private digging because of the archeological monument. A respondeiit § 2 G K { inWhé ga®lendh y RA y 3 4
the neighodNJ O NAY 3 w2Yly KA&G2NE Of 2aSNR® t S2L)X S KF@S dzaSR
and house. But they ask me explicitly not to mention it, because they know it is illegal. Also othemirardkre

are interesting:

GL KI @S 0SSy Ay@2t SR Ay (KS RS@GSt2LIYSyid 2F (KS Y
apartment block. In every big villa in Roman times they haghabol, of a dog to bevatched out for.

Normally they had it inside, buve have got it outside. They had it placed in the hallway like in

t 2YLISAA ®E

Castellg2008 argues, that there is not only the state and the society to consider (in the development of

heritage), but als@he importance of the public sphere, which lies in between and has an important role as it

can be seen as a network with its own points of view and ways of communiddabgrmas, 1996 in Castells,

2008). This public sphere is becoming an essential component of sociopolitical organization, because in this

sphere people share their ideas and form and reform civil society organized around the expressioe of thos

ideas. The relationship between the state and the public sphere is the foundation of the sociopolitical form of
democracy(Castells, 2008lt is dependent on activities living people do, connecting to their local, regional,

national or other identities, which assets of life become specially valued and thus hetitagage relates

often to personal attachments. Many times | mentioned Rorhistory and respondents started to talk about

their own housgFilene, 201! NB a LR YRSy (i f A @A y ItheXinst ags@ciaion witlRomars | dz G St €
Aada GKS RA 33 Ay IRomafherfayeishigofppaientiidnanie® df apartment blocks like: Titulus

Hortus and Porta Romana. There are also many street names after Roman figures and the style of houses is
FRFLIWGSR G2 w2YlLy (GAYSad hyS ySAIKOZ2N ALARAWYSH y2KR 202 )
Others referred to their house as being located in t@abaeof Roman times (place for craftsman and

women).

When people move into the neighborhood they are looking for stories to tell their friends and family about

their new place. They dect stories and the Roman stories are one of these. A woman living in the
YSAIKO2NK22R F2NI mp &SFNBR GlFfl1a Fo2dzi o6dz2Ay3 | ySg Kz
AA3AYSR FT2NJAGY wez2dz I NB 3I2Ay3 (oA otierp@oPle dbglt theyRomamNIO K S 2 £ 2 =
camp. At the end of primary school, my daughter had to write a report. She wrote it about the soldiers in the

tenth legion. So in that sense it was lively for us. My brother, being classically educated, explained about the
NEYFAY& Ay 2dz2NJ 3 NRSy® 2SS (K2dAKG o2dzi R2Ay 3 I (2dzNJ
KSNAGEFI3ISY aLG Aa y2d Ay 2dz2NJ RFAf@ gk NBySaaz odzi 6KSy
NEFTR 0221a lo2dzi tADRy 3! HFERSNIYFAAKEBNINI Ay | dzy Yy SND S NJ
NEFSNByOSa Ay (GKS ySAIKOo2NK22RI 6S Oly SELXFAY 2dzNJ K37

In the beginning | was very enthusiastic, which resulted sometimes in influencing respondemisiuing

and interviewing participants | inspired a few to find out more information on Roman heritage or do walks with

family or friends in the Hunnerberg. | have been asked at least five times if | could arrange a guided tour for

people living in Hunnéxeg and their family and friends. Participants wanted to know more about the Roman

heritage and they found a walking tour by a neighbor a good way to do so. Some were very éxtiteds 2 dzf R

like to find out how it looked like in Roman times. My father goahd KSNB X G KSNBEF2NB LI NI 2
This respondent was so enthusiastic, together with his girlfriend that that they invited her parents to go on the

walk with me. | had to reject the offer because they live in Friesland.
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A man isstudyingto be ahistory teacher. He is involved wiomanheritage in many ways like he did a

presentation, his football team hasRomanname, he read historic maps of the neighborhood etc. He is also

LI &aA2yFGS o2dzi 20dKSN KA deadsNrgéd phaceto/bdild & BBenény(fory WT S St 2
Romans). Another woman tells about the Roman laws, explaining she is a jurist. A man very much involved with

& LIA N { dfEhfiskiaii®y | féel-ag aiverPwise religion and more as something that isfpae than Roman

histoQ® {2 NBaLRyYyRSydGa NBtIFIGS OSNE LISNE2YlIffe (G2 GKS KS

4.1.1 EXPERT MOTIVMA@NS FOR THIS STUDY

At the very core of my motivation, my upbringing plays a role. Because of the excavations in the street |

became interested in the Ramn heritage for the first time. In 2011 | did an internship at the national limes, as

explained irthe introduction of this thesidDuring that internship, | was missing the voice of the people in the
neighborhoods. According to the plans of different goweents they seemed like voidess communities. The

spread of Roman heritage seemed a given and nobody asked why it was so important to create awareness
Fo2dzi w2YlFy KSNAGFEASO® ¢KS yFidA2ylf O2prdpRakgpledis@rdli 2 F K¢
in cultural history, therefore it is important to preserve®. ¢ KSeé | f a2 y20S8S GKIFId w2Yly K
is reflected in Renaissance the revolution of rea@@m Rooijen & Leene, 201 .ittle to no research to

KSNAGEIS LISNDSLIAZYya 61 & RXSS wTHH 0SS NLiIR NBS 2 v KRRAdZR NG
aware of the cecreation of locals in the process of heritage. Often the recreation of outsiders is viewed as too
personal(Filene, 2012 However, it seemBom the following that experts are often interested in what

residents have to say. But it seems it is just not directly part of their agenda to investigate that. For example,

the archeological expert of the Nijmegen municipality thinks thgiloringred RSy 1 Q&4 Mwithd2t @SYSy i
qualitative interview could be of value. Also to see if questions can be used on different locations in Nijmegen

(Smit, 2013 The museum director of Valkhof Museum said that itisresting to knowfor peoplewhere you

come from, what your historis. It startswith family history genealogy Reople want to know where thieroots

are (Brouwer, 2013 The narketing manager of the regional tourism offil@BTKAN)otes thatY it isWery

important to have people livingintie2 gy NBX 3IA 2y G2 LINE YEhéredoreAhé thihkditis Yol a &l R:
interesting to know how th&koman heritage is experiencdde thinks hat people who live close by

information panels about archeological heritage in Nijmegst willreadit anyway. Therefore, he thinks it is

more interesting to investigate the image that people have in the wider city. With that information RBTKAN,

and oter parties like Museum Het Valkhof, could target their marketing better. In the context of my research,

he would like to know what kind of stories abdRbmantimes are interesting to people. Like, from other

histories, war and love or the many unlawfhildren of the duke of a particular castle. He suggests to enquire

about things about the dailRomanlife modern people associate wifKruk, 2012 From a national viewpoint

it would be interesting to know how to involve people with tliraes also in relation teducation(van Rooijen

& Leene, 2018 Van Ginkel thinks it is an essential question to ask how heritage contributes to identities

(2013.

In this research | am both an outsider (a remeheologist) as well as an informed player in the field of heritage

experts (concerning the internship). | am looking for oral histories and emotional resporteespoiblic to the

LI add® CAfSyS adriasSa (dKIFG GKS Lzt AO glyiday WwWSY2(GA2yl
Y26 YR FTtAIKGEA 2F (FldngR0R, piid} In th&alticlgs & MlisRwias an &x@peRia

heritage site that provoked personal narratives connected to knowledge of the past. The same happened

during the walk(Filene, 201 Respondentstarted to talk freely about their pasts and families and related

these issues to historic events.

4.1.2 THE NEIGHBORBI® AND ITS PEOPLE
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In the neighborhood we talk about how many layers of history could be traced back. But it is predominantly the
Romanheritage that is emphasized with representations. The history of the neighborhood however is much
older.Where exactly the name of Hunnerberg comes from is unknown, although the latter part of the word

does mean hill. The hill came to be during the thael age, some 250.000 years ago. The ice created a hill

spanning from Haarlem to Utrecht to Kleve to Diisseldorf. That there were Romans on the Hunnerberg has

been known for a long time. Around 1513, the first writings about Roman heritage by archaeatogiistsS

were presentedRaeven & Janssen, 199Pbecame aware of my own neighborhood when all of us had a

sports day together. Onthet KA NI a ¢S ¢2NB GKI G RIFIex GKS $2NR Wl dzyy St
the youth prison in the neighborhood, but later | realized that it was the name gbldoee where | lived.

According to the members of theeighborhood committee Nijmege®ost Hunnerbergs meantto be

residentiaE Yy 2 G F 2 NJ §ildzdikoing ta Mijmagem 22NA B GG KSNE Aa y23G YdzOK (2
neighborhood is mearfor people tolive in not for touriss. In Xanten there are replicas so that people can
AYEF3IAYS GKS LI ad oSidHeNbs&Bchrevdn, 200BR aYltf GKIGQa AldoQ

Like inhabitants have reported in the monitor held biannually by the municipality of Nijmegen, inhabitants

report being very satisfied with their neighbourhodtlis seen as quiet, safe, scenic, social, aitrelite

society A resident describes itlikke KA &Y aLG Aa | ySAIKOoO2NK22R gAGK | FF{ dz
1 A YR 2 T Probfemddfe paikipng antbr the people at the bordersf the neighborhoodthe traffic

noise.Respondents talk about the many (perceived) green areas. Alsedbds and the meadows nearby are

mentioned as a positive characteristic of the neighbourhood. In the monitor, people especially enjoy the

l dzy y SNDSNH t | y2NF Y [o/NRSTUKENRR NJ 2 21Fa Wi ABINGRS 2B2XNB & G QU
interview,we passthd A GGt S F2NBaded C2NJ a2YS> Ad A& | LXFOS GKIG
many the park is highly valued. It was the former garden of the Jesuit monks. Many special plants and trees are

in there. The little forest is related the Jesuit monks, but also to WWII, by respondents. The little statue of

saint Mary in the centre of the park was a point that was not hit during the war, a respondent tells me.

Likewise, according to the monitor, people describe Hunnerberg as the laest { live inwith little tension

amongst the inhabitant§GemeenteNijmegen, 20)2Another forest is also important for the neighborhood

and that is the larger forest in the direction of the village of Beek. Thideésnarcation of the neighbourhood,

often mentioned by respondents.

Acording to a respondent new to the Hunnerberg, the neighborhood could devedopuse of historyln the
war a shooting field was at the top of the hill. Later larger houses with gardens could be built.

4.2 KAM MUSEUM
In this paragraph | describe the Kamuseum (figure 10). Firstly, the meanings residents attach to the museum
are given, then those of experts. Subsequently my perception and some literature are described. In the

ddzo LIJF NI INJ LK L SELX FAY | o62dz2i G(KSwEHE Y XKBENSRIZQISEA b &A1
meanings are connected to literature and a few remarks of experts are given.
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Figure10 Kam museum and detail of Kam museum

Many respondents have nostalgic memories about the Kam museum becausedghgthere as child during

'y SRdzOF GA2y It G NRwem héremEhmiERoalByybls SBAdk therelivedity Nijsdgen

West, which was the other side of the world of couf®one of the respondents have visited the museum
recently.Respoulents went to the museum as children; when they are older they do not go there anymore.

History can feel sometimes as if forced ugdnildren. Some still feel the force ®omanhistoryWL KIF @S 0SSy
the gymnasiums but, | really hated the classical laiggs®@Vhen people get older they start to have a different
expression of heritage. They use it much more in a way in which they can connect with family and friends. They
are using it as a history of the own house, to tell others that are coming to thabmighood(Timothy, 201}

Most of the respondents are familiar with it and see the Roman references in the jugendstil building. Many see

the symmetry and th&koman coins and talk about Romulus and Remus and the birth of Rome. Most regard it

Fd | 0SldziAFdzZ o0dzAf RAyad hyS NBaALRYRSydG alFARY WLOG A
viewed as docal hero His legacy, the collection of Roma&mains, had to be displayed in the museum, to

respect his name. Now, the Roman remains are displayed in the Valkhof museum or preserved in the depot of

the former Kam museum. The Valkhof museum is located in the city center on a central spot. The Kam museu

is located only a few streets away, outside the city center in the living environment of Hunnerberg

neighborhood. Some respondents react on the moving of the collection to the central museum as a betrayal of
YFYQa tS3F0eo

Q)¢

The chair of the neighborhoodmmittee does think so. The Kam buildingti eeferred to as museum

although it is a depot facility for archaeology for someyelar. G KS WYl Y Ydza S dzg@an®R A NSO 2 N
the exterior ofthe 2d" centurybuilding, she highlights:eBatusPopulugjue Romams. The senate and the

people of Rome. She explaiffie Kam museum was foued by G.M. Kam to display his collection of Roman
remains composed of mainly pottery. Kam as a museum opened in 1922 to the public and was a provincial
museum. Bople interested inRomanhistory from all over the countrgand outside the Netherlands)sited

the museum.The Kam museum had 15000 visitors per {Baouwer, 2013 Out of practical reasons the

collection moved to a new museum. The Kammsgum was closed in 1998urrent conservators deciddkdat

the city museum (in commandarie of Saint Jan) and provincial museum Kam went together. In the new
museum (Valkhof Museum) there is a special Kam exposition with explanation about Kam and his collection. In
2001, Kam reopened as provincecheologichcentre.Roman remains found in Gelderland are stored in the

Kam depot and the largest library on Roman archeology is found in the former Museum in Hunnerberg. The
depot and library is open for people interested in archeology from profession or hobbjorfiner Kam

museum is visited by few visitors. Also inhabitants of Nijmegest visit the archeological center, mainly on

the yearly open monumental dgBrouwer, 2013 According to a chair of the neighborhood committea|yo

the Kammuseumcould be interesting for tourisrim the neighborhood, but it has closetfihe former museum

is a venpeautiful buildingdMuseum Kam is the most interesting, the rest is peai{ammuseumis now

under the authority othe province of GelderlanfHamers & Schraven, 2013n archeological staff member
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of the provnce notes that hatage is important because it differentiates one place from another. Buildings like
castlesor farms or natural assets like dunes or mountains have appeal to visitors. Cultural diversity is a part of
the identity of the region. Heritage is preserved byynze and municipalitie@e Jong, 2013

My personal connection to the museum is that when | was at the end of high school | was studying Roman

history in class. | had my first boyfriend and he was working in the Kam museum as an archeological intern. |

visited him often at his work place where Iplaced pieces of pottery in foam, to store it in a drawer. | was

mostly fascinated with the emperors in the ceiling of the building on the inside, because | was hearing so many
d02NASa |o2dzi GKSY |G a0OKz22f & L ¢ lertytielpublicd felNiBe ag KS (G K S NJ
special insidem this archeological world. | find the museum very beautiful outside and inside. | like it even

more after the walk (with experts). Now | see all the style details, from jugendstil to Roman replicas.

Kam (B36-1922) was not an archeologists but a passionate traveler and collector of Roman remains. He has a
connection with the museum of Leiden and its Roman artifadte. whole concept of museumizinjects has

its origins in Bnaissance. Young men went on a trip and brought home relics from other places and times.
They showed it in places that later became public museums. The purpose of these expositional places was to
teach others about what was out the(@/elten, 2013.

4.2.1 EDUCATION

In the neighbourhood many schools are at the museum director n@esuwer, 2013 TheCanisius College

was mowed from the rather remote areas of Sittard, Limburg to the more prominent place in Nijmegen. Also a
steam tram was stopping there, so it was very much a place of good infrastructure. The school was built by an
architect that also built a cathedral inthe N SNJ . I GF @Al OoLYyR2ySaAiAl o Ay (GKS
Amsterdam. In 1900, the Jesuit monks inhabited the building and after that the students came. It functioned as
a boarding school for many years. There were already Dominic brother in the ndiglobioibut that did not

interfere with the Jesuits. In the beginning of the 1950s the ideas around schooling started to changes and
later, The Netherlands became more secular. The groups became smaller and the building lost its
intendedpurpose. ltgotthelsl Gdza 2F | NOKS2t 23A0Lt Y2ydzySyido !4 | y2icK
school was situated. This became the Canisius high school as | know it. At the former sports field of the Canisius
college, excavations where done for over seven years. MamaR artefacts were found. The primary school

Buut started out as a school of the Jesuit, but it later became an open dgtamlen & Janssen, 1999@ther

schools came to the area after another development. Klokkenberg was founded in 1894 as a school for mixed
religions, the boarding school was at the Sterreschans building that was for long the Skipper boarding school.
Klokkenberg School platsrebuid a certain building in Roman stylerouwer, 2013. Furthermore the

academy for teachers was at the Kopse Hof. There is also a youth prison in the neighborhood. This was built
AyaSydazylrtte 2y | KAIKSNI LRAY(Gd hyS NBaLRyRSydG OF ff¢
prison and a hospital were there when he was younger (man in his 70s).

Qx
[N

Respondents report often that Roman heritage aulication areconnected. The knowledge about Roman
heritage and the feelingbout it (shame thathey should know) also depends on how theve experienced
their education (about Roman history or Latifihe notion exists, that the older people get, tim@re
interested they get in théistory.

Respondents have knowledge about Roman times depending on their level of education. A respondent i
referring to the Roman camp:

It was a desert with an arena where people fought each other with leaves on their heads. Meauses
built from mud. (n, and the new architectural styles with bows, | learned that in sdhaalery nice
style with bows, Romastyle it is called.
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Education perpetuates the importance of Roman remains. Becaudassical education archeologistollect
specifically Roman remains. Nowadays we see Roman heritage reflected in language of Latin and Greek
(learned at gymnasium), mesm classical collections, sections of Mediterranean Roman edudqaton

Rooijen & Leene, 20)3Marketing makes heritage something for the higher clidketing of the museum

goes mainly to these higher educated visitbexause other groups demand too much energy and means. The
museum attempts to reach a wider public by attracting schools through the whole country. There are always
people who are attracted to the phenomenon of Rom@amuwer, 2013 According to Merriman2003(cited

in Watson,2011) people of the working class are more interested in heritage than those of the middle and
affluent classes. This group only consumes heritage in a way that is less seen by heritage presentational data.
Working class people value heritage in marngible ways in their daily lives; amongst family, the home and

the locality. Middle class people are more literate and can structure their leisure more as they like. They derive
their cultural capital from museum visits, pursuing culture for enjoymBrbplefrom lower classes, who get

paid worse and have lower educatiomsay not have the time, energy and tendency to look for cultural

activities that are outsle of their normal experienc@Vatson, 2011 Residents often say that Roman heritage

is not core to the neighbdwood, however it does give a touch of something to the neighborhood. | think they
mean a bit of class, a little style. Bourdieu would describe this as social ¢ap&4). A young woman likes it
GKFd GKS w2Ylya 2F GKS ySAIKO2NK22R gSNB w022t Q w2Yl )
thought that the Romans that lived on this hill had something to say, and codfsilEii¢ ® CNRY (KS F2f f
guotations it can be seen that the Roman heritage is important to residents, however they do not say so. It can
also be read that these respondents associate themselves with the Roman military ranks. A women living on
kops plateawnotes:

While renovatingthe house Romangraves were found in my street. They saw a different color in the
ground, whhichthey covered later. It was specidlhe excavatiomwaswell arranged by the

municipality. | liked it. Only gravesere found.A Romarwagon was found the little farmeiQ a  lidf I O S
the neighborhood where | buy my honey

| SNJ Wol f1AYy3 6AGKQ LI NIYySNI al ARY

At our place the army was located in Roman timesmal soldiers. At Sterreschans the héglsoldiers
were located

These women werepgaking about the place they live connected to the Roman heritage. They seem modest
about their social class and relate this to the Roman heritage.

4.3SIGNW! [ ATHX
In this paragraphthe sign(figure 11)with information aboutthe different roads theRomars buit, is linked to

how information panels are perceived generally. F&sE LISNII 2 LAYy A2y | NB &aK2g4y: G(GKSy
given. In thesubparagraptperceptions of the limes as an ancient path akamined
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Figurell{ A3y WIftf LI GKaAaQ IyR t20lGA2y 2F (KS &ardyo

¢KS YdzaSdzy RN¥VNBOH2 NIARVYGERYSWEA | NB RAFFAOdANG G2 Ay dSNJ
archeological background. Different timeas displayed on the panel anaclearfor the LJdzo (Brouver,

2013. It is true that respondents have difficulties with interpreting the signs; also many of them have not even

seen the signs at allhe chair of the neighborhood committesplains from his discipline of social psychology

that reading a map is a higher cognitizgsk. He alsaotes that it is hard for people to rotate images in their

heads and that therefore the direction in which an information panel is placed is very impdrtedetails tell

the story, but are hard to explaidboutRomanhistorieshe notes:Wast petld & 0 S T.aBdRingag A y S Q

muchthat Romanhistory is something valuable and complex and should not be simplified too much to try and

reach everyoneThe chair saidf you want to explain iproperlyyou need a lot of textiMost people who

watch the information panels aneedestriansand cyclis, thee R2 y 2 (0 a i 2 LYHénersBBSF R (KS &
Schraven, 2013

Generally about the representations of the past it can be said from the datdRiaiantime is hard to imagine
for manyresident respondentsMulti-media are often reported as a gdavay of visualizing the past (by young
people). Many respondents had never seen the signs beldre.residents | spoke think it is good that the
governments invest in history, but the way it happens now might not be the Bestspondent said:

Sgnsdo notcorrespond to imagimg Romantimes. Whatl learned in schoadloes thatmore. | also like
to see reenactmensand participate in dressingp.

Both residents awell asexperts thinkthat it is important to show thdRomanheritage, but the way in which it
happens now could be improveHBxperts say thaRomanheritage is hard to explain and hard to understand
for common people.

4.3.1LIMES

In thissubparagraphpractices to promote thé&komanlimes on governmental levelseaexplained. After that,

voices of neighborhood residents are heard perceiving the limes. These perceptions are connected to literature
about paths. This literature is connectemthe information panebecause the limes igext to afrontier onan
ancientpath.

The national committee reports that they want thiemes on the world heritage lisif people know it can

trigger interest.(van Rooijen & Leene, 2012 definition of the limes has bedarmed because part of this
border in the Netherlands and Germany are being nominated for UNBS@®heritage list Defining the
KSNAGF IS | a Wi AYSa RondsbgrgeSrOanglandaind Gegnanydhatldreialready onitie S
world heritage listlt makes it a transnational heritage siteimes is also used as an organizational formjnd b
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together various organizations in different provinces and cities.Rdmanheritage in Maastricht is not
included because it would not add to the idea of limes as border, dretitmes too difficult from an
organizational point of vieHeijden, 2013 The municipalitgupports the idea of getting the Dutch part of the
limes listed on the UNES®@rld heritage lis{Smit, 2013 The national limesommittee has the target that

the term limes is widelknown in the Netherlands in 202The actions to inform a wider public started in 2012
(van Rooijen & Leene, 2013 he term limes is also used in Germany Hretefore connecsthe lower

Germanic limes in the Nethends to the German part. For UNESCO it is important that heritage is carried by
the public, therefore it should be widely known. Xanten in Germarsalgieat theme park irRomanstyle.
Between Nijmegen and Xanten there are connections like routes (onldhiates) and a collaboration in
organizing &omarnfestival. Also archeologsbn a municipality level have contact. This way the listéls
connects recent places.

Wime I a idmosthSudBriowrby respondents on théalking withCour. It isoften associated with the
FNBI Wi ASYSNEQ 2anMWijniedel)Sirce theVirhds Bektltold Fontlel dn @nSient road, it is
interesting to look at it in that way. Witcheotes thatroads are embedded in landscapes, and everybody has a
relation with their landscape. He argues tHadmanroads illustrate the hegemonic identity and power of the
RomanEmpire. With constructing roadRomanleaders structured human behavidRomars were inside the
empire and neighboring tribes where outside,lad a lesser statu3his wayroads can baeen as a focus of
ideologicakonflict, because theimpose new perspectives of spadée case dRomanroads illustrates the
relationship betweerhegemonic power and perceptions of spd@ditcher, 1998. Witcher argues thatRoman
roads served to manipulatdentity and modiy power relationships(Witcher, 1998, p. P Also Tilley describes
roads (or paths) as fundamental entities in creating relationships:

Paths.. havefundamentally to do with establishing and maintaining social linkages and relations
between individals, groups and political unitFilley, 1994, p. 30

Some respondents know that the Ubbergseveldweg is an ancient road (not part of the limes). One of the
respondents pointputtomethemé YAy 3 2F WNRI R dzLJKAff Q Fa (KS8sexSlyAy3
in the Romanheritage of Nijmegen tells me that this road uphill was the middle road of the castéHeijden,

2013. Arespondent said about the ubberseveldweg:

G¢KS ARSI ( klthis pladdo? daJiorRy) isfcdol@ddrthat the Ubbergseveldweg was a road
for many years is really interesting.

A conclusion followingrom the research groupl ¢ | £ Sa 2 T is thd& & th€disRinteita Ronashould be
mentioned studying the perception &omanheritage(ToliaKelly, 201 TheRomanheritage inHunnerbergs
about 2000 kilometers away from Rome. It is noticeablein buildings from that timelt is valued, but more
as a familiar or personal heritage then asarld heritage.

Nowadays limes still establishes and maintains social linkages on a goverhleeslta=or some residents the
knowledge that their street might have been an ancient road brings excitement. For most aflitmesis not

a familiar term and therefore does not connect their place to other places. Governmental effortbbane

going o for a few years and will continue until at least 2020. This might lead to more involvement of the public
and result in more social and professional linkages aroundRttrearnheritage. Because heritage carries values
this will also shape how people vidhe landscape and their inhabitanfslarvey, 2001

4. 4APANGRAMIC VIEW POINT

In this paragraph the panoramic view point is described. Firstly, | explain the demarcations. Secondly, some
residents responses about that spot are highlighted. Thiatlyexplanation of why the view is kept open is
given. In thesubparagraphthe panoramic view point is associated with literature of the tourism experience.
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This link is made because many respondents started to report about leisure and tourism experiences on this
spot.

Figure12 Panoramic viewpoint and the view on the Ooy meadows.

The Panoramic vieigure 12)is demarcated by Belvoir hotahd the Keizer Karel apartment blodk the

Keizer Karel flat thancientOl y I £ A & OI f Vi®RvendaalMBtdediSisioR line He@eaen the

Rorman military camp andCanabagplace where women and craftean lived irRomantimes) (Heijden, 2013.

From the panoramic viewpoint Hunnerberg a sightline can be drawn to Elten, reaching Kuhrhaus Kleve. There,
a symmetric garden is set up by the house of the Nafmaily (Hamers & Schraven, 2013

A respondent notes at the panoramic view point:
At this higher point | imaginthat | amin a foreign county, also at Kopse hof (also a higher point)

The panoramic view point is almost always associated with leisure time: scenic nature, cycling, walking, leisure,
feelingasif2y K2t ARF&3X & 6AYYAY IS The Ocd iddequtifil, buy rlogeover, wé 8ah 3 K6 2 NJ & |
hear the cowsn the meadowsevery now and theQIdlike the respondentsassociate the view with leisuies

well. | also lived in the Ooy, so | also think about thiaseemshat respondentsometimestake the panoramic

view for granted. Respondents do not memnt the beauty of the site, but are enthusiastic afteadkabout it.

They see the viefirom where they walk or cycle but th&lo not go to theconstructedpanoramic view point.

The height is sometimessociated wth Romars living on a hillSome respondents associate the panoramic

view point with war, the opeshooting rangeThe height in the landscape makiea strategic location for the

Romars and others(Heijden, 2013 The place is associated with Nijmegen as oldest city of the Netherlands, or
sometimes as unique part of Hunnerbekgany respomlents think the trees need to be cut, so the view stays

open. There ialsograssrootgroup in the neighborhood that protects the panoramic view.

The park nexto Haskoning has not been builh because it was a point of defense. The wide view was a

strategic point because it could be used as an open shoatimge Therefore, it was forbidden to build brick

K2dza$a KSNB dzy (At "demtBy. Bugh§ Wil the \Ewpbibt ivés difndorialice beyause

the bridge could be seen from there. Many buildinggevdestroyed by the Nazis andliés. After the war this

part of Nijmegen was further developed with the Barbarossastraat and Wilhelminastraat. High apartment

buildings wee built,| Y2 6y | & ¥ K SHaskipaScotnEny ofonsultantswas builtin the 70s by a
Germancorporation®?9 a1 St f Q (123SHKSNI gAGKQ |1 223208SyaQ FTNBY L2aYd:
most beautiful spot in Nijmegemyvhichcaused many preists. People thought that theite should be

protected; therefore the building is constructed on poles. Archeological research has been done underneath

the building(Hamers & Schraven, 2013
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Y ¢ K § askianherb@rg was referred hiy one of the respondentdeing a strategic location Romartimes,
still seems to be a strategic location in modern times and is protected powerfully. People living up the hill are
still those of the higher classes as it was over the many years of history.

4.4 1TOURISM EXPERIENCE

Onthisroute, the panoramic viewpoinis aparticular touristic siten the route. Montesquiewsed tour in both
senses of the word. In Frencin tourmeans aour or trip andune tourmeans a tower. At the panoramic view
point, people see a place from a distance. During the walking with &uPanorama Hunnerbeyrgeopleoften

think about leisure. That is not surprisjrag in many touristic placea panoramic view point is theenterof
attraction from where people go on with their holiday trip. It is a specific poirthe route, for example the

Eiffel tower. Tourists in those places hditerally a higher standing point. In the caseagbanoramic

viewpoint,it isa higher point looking over the meadows like from a tower. The tourist is the one looking for the
right distancgWelten, 2013, p. 353

By doing &Walking with interviewl have put respondents in a different position regarding their own
neighborhoodBY leading them through their neighborhood the experience of the neighborhood transforms.
They start to report about leisure and holiday experiences anglzades exotithat they normallypass on

their way to work Normally, respondents cycietheir areg whereas at the time of the interview they walked
it. Thisunusualexperience of being on holiday in the own neighborhood can be described as an existential
authentic exgrience. People have an authentically good time, feel emotions and #eme(Wang, 19939

Many respondentslo not goto a tourist office in th& own town, but do so on holiday. One respondent says:

GLY | y2llo8katIYOEB&E yR Ay Yeé 2y OAle L R2yQl 1y2¢
1Yy26 SOSNREBGKAYIdDP ¢KSNBE INB a2 YIye adaNIINAAAYy3I GKA

Leading respondents through the neighborhood, | as a researcher could be viewed as a tourism guide and the
respondents as tourists. It could also be that | was the tourist and they were the tour guides as they explained

to me their experienceand knowled$ @ Ly Fye& OFasSz GKS WgltftlAy3a 6AGKQ Ay
guidedtour. As in the research of File, | experienced thatby involving residentghey often start to see

themselves differently in the dynamic of time and space. They start to view themselves as not only watchers of

history but also as actors in history. Asked for their personal stories, residents become meaning makers and

started to feel part of the continual act of construction of herita@félene, 2012 This meaning making often

happened after the tour, when respondents start to talk about the tour to family and friends. Even twe year

afteri KS Wg I £ 1 Ay 3 stasids bfesppreatsIdvolving khSil-fréhds and family inReenan

heritage theyobtained afterparticipatingintheWg I £ { Ay 3. gA G K (2 dzND

The walking with interview was experienced also as touristic tour by nespondents. Respondents
experience the tour inmexistential authentic wajWang, 1999 They also start to see themselves as meaning
makers by initing friends and family on toufFilene, 2012

4.5 TIME GATE&(VIDBE PANEL)

In this paragraphperceptions of the time gates or video panéigure 13)in the neighborhood are given. Time
gates are metal boxes one man high with a TV screen in it. They have a red button underneath the screen that
one canpress Videos abouRomantimes are shown after the current situation is filmed. Three of these time
gates are available in the neighborhood. In théparagraph, the time gates are associates with literature on
representations oRomantimes and images dkomartimes. Here, first the perceptiotihat resident

respondents have are given, then consideratiaf experts are shown.
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Figure13Video panel(time gate) and screen shot of video panel

According to many respondentléd videos give a good view Bbmantimes. Some have presd the button.
But many pass byyalking or cyclig. Seeing the movies, respondents make connections witih den house.
Respondents report that they do think the pillars are ugltythe end of the interview serieall of the time
gates were broken. This was already foreseen by the maker of thesi@na2 T (Han Gidk&, 2DIR Q
Respondents note thaemembering the past is important, but this is not thight way. Video pillargtime
gates)are too vulnerable and new technologies are availaBl@out the time gates, residents reported:

It is good to invest in the awarenessRémani A Y'S & = o if this wRyZis/efieitive]

While | am running | stop to look at the signals about the aqueduct. | literally stop for it, because | am
relaxing. But when | am on my way to work for example | pass by the signals and time gates, | am
focused on other thing,

People think the sustaability is importantwhen it comes tdhe representation Time gates (video panels)
were brokenby passing vandaland respondergthink that is a shamePeoplewould like to seamore
promotion.

The director of the museum traraks thelLatinin thevideosY RoHanizY A ( S (Fomafdryr@mgand
4h vino verita§lwine holds the truth (Brouwer, 2013 No reference tawebsite on panels and time gaie
seen(Brouwer, 2013 English information is given on the time gates but not on the information pankés.
chair of the neighborhood committegad that Latin words are often misunderstood. Like the difference
between castra, legion, oppidum.

According to the policy member of the municipalitigetperson living closest to a time gat@sinformed

about the development of it, and the permit was amgged, but still this man was angry. He did notlerstand
what the municipality came tplacein front of his house and he foresgwoblemswith parking hicar.He

even hreatened todrive over the time gate with his car. The municipality started the teelbad pacedthe

time gatein such a wayhat people ae not looking inside his house, but more towards the str&tchanging
the location a bit, the parkingpaceis still the same size, However, the time gate has been placé¢he root

of the tree, whichmade anothemeighbor angrySmit explained to the women that it was the only possibility.
The neighbor with the time gate in front of his house is now involved with the municigaditynforms them
when it isbroken(Smit, 2013.

Residents | spoki® think mostly that the time gates are not a good wafyrepresentingRomarntimes because
they aretoo vulnerable and too big. Generally they think that it is good to repreBamhantimes. The
museum director thinks the video panels are hard to understand because of the latin words in it. The
municipality (handator of the project) has tried to involve residents in the project and succeeded in the
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