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Considering the Authenticity of Cultural

Landscapes

NORA J. MITCHELL

New directions in authenticity of
cultural landscapes offer important
opportunities to connect historic
preservation with the sustainability
movement and renew successive
generations’ commitments to
stewardship of these places of
heritage.

Fig. 1. The patchwork of Mount Tom's forest
represents an evolution in land use. This hay
field is one of the agricultural fields that date
back to the early 1800s. The trees in the fore-
ground are an allee of sugar maples, which line
a former farm road that is part of the 20-mile
carriage-road system developed by Frederick
Billings. In the background a 1952 stand of red
pines represents one of the youngest planta-
tions on Mount Tom. Photograph by the author.

Introduction

The recognition of cultural landscapes
as a form of heritage contributed to a
shift within the historic-preservation
field that broadened the definition of
heritage to incorporate a wide range of
tangible and intangible expressions of
culture.! The heritage values of land-
scapes often include cultural traditions,
intergenerational use and continuity,
socioeconomic systems, and the natural
environment; consequently, landscapes
are characterized by both cultural and
ecological change. Elements that char-
acterize many landscapes, such as vege-
tation and ecosystems, as well as certain
types of built features, are ephemeral
and subject to change over time. Also,
many cultural landscapes are places of
living heritage with intangible values,
and many are shaped by traditional
land-use practices within a larger eco-
nomic environment.

As landscapes, which are inherently
dynamic, began to be evaluated and
managed as cultural heritage, they posed
challenges to traditional historic-preser-
vation methodologies that had been
developed to evaluate the built environ-
ment, including the assessment of au-
thenticity that focused on original his-
toric fabric as the primary determining
factor.? In this paper, the term authentic-
ity is used as being synonymous with
integrity, acknowledging that the mean-
ing of these two terms in relationship to
each other is currently under discussion.?

The cultural-landscape guidelines
developed in the U.S., as well as interna-
tional statements, including the Nara
Document on Authenticity and, subse-
quently, the San Antonio Declaration,
acknowledge the inherent dynamism of
cultural landscapes and provide guid-
ance for new considerations and ap-
proaches to authenticity. These guide-
lines reflect fundamental changes in the

approach for assessing and sustaining
the authenticity of cultural landscapes:
such tactics are often dependent upon
managing change over time and are
shaped by a diversity of decisions and
decision-makers within a broad social
context. This paper introduces a basic
framework for analysis of authenticity
based on these guidelines and uses a case
study of a historic forest to illustrate an
innovative approach to evaluating and
preserving authenticity. This example
also demonstrates the importance of
monitoring and evaluating landscape
change over time.

An Evolving Concept of Authenticity
in Relation to Cultural Landscapes

Discussion of the authenticity of cul-
tural landscapes followed their formal
recognition in the U.S. in the late 1980s
and internationally in the early 1990s,
when cultural landscapes were deter-
mined to be eligible for the World Her-
itage List.* At that time there was lim-
ited guidance available for meeting the
test of authenticity for nominations to
the World Heritage List. Consequently,
more attention began to be given to
authenticity by the international com-
munity. In 1994 a meeting on authentic-
ity was convened in Bergen, Norway, to
prepare for an international conference
in Nara, Japan, later that year.’ Follow-
ing the Nara meeting, national discus-
sions were encouraged by the Interna-
tional Council on Monuments and Sites
(ICOMOS) and were conducted in
several countries, including one for the
Americas convened in 1996 in San
Antonio, Texas, by the U.S. National
Committee of the International Council
on Monuments and Sites (US/ICOMOS)
in cooperation with other national
ICOMOS committees throughout Latin
and South America and Canada.
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In the U.S. beginning in 1987 several
new National Register Bulletins on
cultural landscapes extended the defini-
tion of integrity (used here as being
synonymous with authenticity) initially
for designed landscapes (Bulletin 18)
and subsequently for rural historic
districts (30), battlefields (40), tradi-
tional cultural properties (38), and
archeological resources (36).” In each of
these publications integrity was rede-
fined or extended to address dynamic
landscape characteristics and to incorpo-
rate them into the concept of integrity.
In particular, Bulletin 30: Guidelines for
Evaluating and Documenting Rural
Historic Landscapes (1990) recognized
the importance of change as a landscape
characteristic.® This work had its foun-
dations in Robert Z. Melnick’s Cultural
Landscapes: Rural Historic Districts in
the National Park Service (1984).° These
two documents stressed the need to
consider both natural and cultural pro-
cesses, as well as physical features, when
evaluating landscapes.

In the international context a concur-
rent evolution in the approach to cul-
tural landscapes was occurring through
discussions on authenticity related to the
World Heritage List. Based on the inter-
national and national conferences, the
Nara Document on Authenticity and the
Declaration of San Antonio began to
address some of the authenticity dilem-
mas posed by dynamic cultural land-
scapes. In these international discussions
it was recognized that the concept of
authenticity has evolved over time and
will continue to evolve. David Lowen-
thal, emeritus professor of geography
and a widely known expert on heritage
conservation, noted that “each culture
and entity accords authenticity a differ-
ent meaning — a meaning which more-
over shifts over time.”'° Reflecting on
the recent evolution of this concept
concurrent with a broader remit of
cultural heritage, Herb Stovel, secretary
general of ICOMOS in the early 1990s,
observed:

The definition of cultural heritage is broaden-
ing.... A concern for the monumental had
implicitly focused the attention of conservators
on essentially static questions — on the ways in
which the elements of existing fabric could
meaningfully express or carry valuable messages.
A concern for the vernacular, or for cultural
landscapes, or for the spiritual, has moved the

focus toward the dynamic, away from question-
ing how best to maintain the integrity of the

Table 1. Basic Framework for Assessing and Sustaining Authenticity of Cultural Landscapes

Definition

Evaluation

Management Strategy

Define the significance,
meaning, and multiple
values of the property.

Monitor definition of
significance, meaning, and
value over time.

Continually adapt that
definition of significance,
meaning, and value in

Identify characteristics of the
property — physical features
and processes, the tangible and
intangible — that relate to

its significance.

Evaluate the property’s
authenticity — or its ability of
the characteristics to convey
the property’s significance,
meaning, and value.

Preserve, protect, and sustain
those significant characteristics
— physical features and
processes, the tangible and
intangible — into the future.

Continually review, re-evaluate,
adapt and innovate in response
to significance and authenticity
assessment and changes in
social context.

response to changing
social context.

Monitor authenticity over time.

fabric toward how best to maintain the integrity
of the process (traditional, functional, technical,
artisanal) which gave form and substance to the
fabric."

This broadened definition of cultural
heritage requires a wider definition of
authenticity, according to Christina
Cameron, director general of national
historic sites with Parks Canada. In her
remarks at the San Antonio conference,
she observed that as “definitions of
heritage have broadened from single
architectural monuments to cultural
groupings that are complex and multidi-
mensional... This wider definition of
heritage necessitates certain distancing
from bricks and mortar into the less
well-defined ‘distinctive character and
components’ — a phrase added to the
test of authenticity a few years ago when
world experts worked on cultural land-
scapes criteria.”'? This point is impor-
tant, since until the Nara conference,
most aspects of authenticity were fo-
cused primarily on materials and physi-
cal form." The Nara Document ex-
panded the definition of authenticity:
Article 13. Depending on the nature of the
cultural heritage, its cultural context, and its
evolution through time, authenticity judgments
may be linked to the worth of a great variety of
sources of information. Aspects of these sources
may include form and design, materials and
substance, use and function, traditions and
techniques, location and setting, and spirit and
feeling, and other internal and external factors.
The use of these sources permits elaboration of
the specific artistic, historic, social and scientific
dimensions of the cultural heritage being exam-
ined."

Significantly, this expanded list of
attributes for authenticity was incorpo-
rated in 1995 directly into the Opera-
tional Guidelines for Implementation of
the World Heritage Convention, which
is used to evaluate nominations to the
World Heritage List."

Deliberations at the San Antonio
meeting not only concurred with this
expansion of the concept of authenticity
but also expounded on the implications
for cultural landscapes:

We recognize that in certain types of heritage
sites, such as cultural landscapes, the conserva-
tion of the overall character and traditions, such
as patterns, forms, and spiritual value, may be
more important than the conservation of the
site’s physical features, and as such, may take
precedence. Therefore authenticity is a concept
much larger than material integrity...'"

Speaking directly and more explicitly,
the San Antonio Declaration states:
Dynamic cultural sites, such as historic cities and
cultural landscapes, may be considered to be the
product of many authors over a long period of
time whose process of creation often continues
today. This constant adaptation to human need
can actively contribute to maintaining the
continuum among the past, present and future
life of our communities. Through them, our
traditions are maintained as they evolve to
respond to the needs of society. This evolution is
normal and forms an intrinsic part of our
heritage. Some physical changes associated with
maintaining the traditional patterns of commu-
nal use of the heritage site do not necessarily
diminish the site’s significance and may actually
enhance it. Therefore, such material changes
may be welcome as part of on-going evolution."”

The Declaration of San Antonio also
addresses sustainability, recognizing that
“sustainable development may be a
necessity of those who inhabit cultural
landscapes, and that a process for medi-
ation must be developed to address the
dynamic nature of these sites so that all
values may be properly taken into ac-
count.”'® UNESCQO’s Operational
Guidelines also recognize that manage-
ment of “World Heritage properties may
support a variety of ongoing and pro-
posed uses that are ecologically and
culturally sustainable,” provided that
“such sustainable use does not adversely
impact the outstanding universal value,
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Fig. 2. The wide-spreading character of the
branches of this nearly two-century-old sugar
maple legacy tree is a testament to the open,
agricultural origins of this area, which is now a
dense red-pine plantation dating from the
1950s. Photograph by Christina Marts.

integrity and/or authenticity of the
property.”"

A Basic Framework for Authenticity
and Adaptive Management

The document produced from discus-
sions at the Nara conference also speaks
to the importance of evaluating authen-
ticity within a cultural context and in
relation to the site’s significance. Thus,
rather than developing fixed criteria for
evaluating authenticity, the Nara con-
ference confirmed the need to develop
conceptual frameworks and reinforced
the importance of making explicit the
connection between heritage values and
authenticity.?’

Constructing a framework for analy-
sis that directly and explicitly links the
articulation of a landscape’s values with
its authenticity provides a rigorous
process without relying on rigid criteria.
Stovel has argued that “without clarifi-
cation of this fundamental relationship
— cultural values and
authenticity/integrity — between values
and the genuineness of the manifestation
of those values (physical or otherwise),
advance in the clarity of thinking and
practice will be difficult.”?' In practice,
therefore, it is critical to describe the
values of the landscape — which can
include processes such as traditions and
land use and the resulting character and
physical components, as well as intangi-
ble values — in order to lay the ground-
work for an authenticity evaluation.
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A basic framework for assessing and
sustaining authenticity of cultural land-
scapes acknowledges the challenges for
preserving a dynamic heritage, recog-
nizes the authenticity of processes that
serve to retain a continuity of landscape
character and associated intangible
values, and sets the stage for innovative
approaches to sustaining the relation-
ship of people to place today and into
the future. A basic framework can guide
an analysis of authenticity of cultural
landscapes that is based on traditional
methodology yet extends and clarifies it
based on the national and international
dialogue (Table 1). As suggested above
by Stovel, the framework employs a
deliberate emphasis on the role of a
clear and comprehensive significance
statement. This statement serves as the
touchstone for identifying key landscape
characteristics — physical features and
processes, the tangible and intangible —
that are the manifestations of signifi-
cance. These are the landscape charac-
teristics that must be protected and
sustained into the future by the design
— and creativity — of the management
strategy. Also, as indicated, it is impor-
tant to take an adaptive-management
approach and periodically reassess the
significance, authenticity, and manage-
ment effectiveness over time.

Case studies serve to illustrate the
application of this framework as a tool
for clarifying the role of dynamic land-
scape characteristics in authenticity
analyses.?? An examination of a historic
forest at the Marsh-Billings-Rockefeller
National Historical Park in Woodstock,
Vermont, as a cultural landscape pro-
vides an illustration of linking the range
of values related to the property’s signifi-
cance with the design of a management
strategy to protect those values over
time.2 This process, undertaken by the
National Park Service as managers of
the property over the last ten years, was
conducted in partnership with other
organizations and through intensive
community engagement, which is ongo-
ing.

This property is the only U.S. na-
tional park whose legislation specifies
that the park’s mission is to interpret the
evolving story of conservation history
and land stewardship in America. The
park’s 550-acre Mount Tom forest is
one of the earliest surviving examples of

planned and managed reforestation in
the United States. The national park,
including its forest, is a designated
National Historic Landmark due to its
association with prominent American
conservationists George Perkins Marsh,
Frederick Billings, and Laurance S.
Rockefeller and its legacy of more than
130 years of continuous forest steward-
ship. The historical significance of the
forest is directly related to the continuity
of forest management and the tradition
of stewardship by each generation.

Definition of the forest’s significance.
To document the cultural significance of
the Mount Tom forest, the park worked
with a diverse set of partners to develop
several resource inventories and historic-
context studies.?* This research provided
the framework for understanding the
park’s historical significance and rela-
tionships between the Mount Tom forest
and the people who worked with it and
learned from it. Concurrently, the park
also conducted research on the natural
processes that have influenced the cre-
ation and evolution of the forest.?’ This
research provided the framework for
understanding the park’s ecological
significance and relationships between
ecological change, human activity, and
the resulting landscape character. The
interplay between human intention and
natural processes shaped and continues
to shape the character of the forested
landscape of Mount Tom.

Evaluation of significance and authen-
ticity. The landscape’s physical character
that conveys the site’s significance can be
described as a patchwork of fields, even-
aged conifer plantations, stands of
mixed hardwoods of varying ages and
levels of maturity, and scattered individ-
ual 300-year-old “legacy trees” (Figs. 1
and 2).2 Since the forest is a dynamic
system, the cycles of change are part of
the historic character of the forest;
consequently the physical character of
the forest was defined as broad, distinc-
tive patterns rather than location-spe-
cific features. In addition, there are a
number of intangible characteristics of
the forest that relate to its significance,
including continuity of stewardship, the
use of the forest for education, and the
site’s social and economic connections
with the community and the region.
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Fig. 3. At Marsh-Billings-Rockefeller National
Historical Park single-tree harvesting using
horses illustrates one example of low-impact
forestry methods that can be used successfully
by landowners. Photograph by Jeff Roberts.

Management strategy. The authenticity
of this property is conveyed by both
tangible resources in the dynamic char-
acter of the forest and intangible values.
Therefore, the park identified two key
challenges that needed to be addressed
in the management strategy in order to
retain the property’s authenticity over
time:

o Preserving historic character in a
dynamic forest system through retain-
ing traditional land uses. Park man-
agers need to work with the dynamics
and the long-term nature of forest
growth to retain physical characteris-
tics that illustrate the rich history of
forest management on Mount Tom.
The diversity of forests and fields on
Mount Tom is the result of more than
130 years of continuous forestry and
agricultural practices, including
thinning, pruning, and harvesting.
These activities need to continue to
be used as a tool to retain the historic
character of the forest and to con-
tinue the processes that have shaped
the landscape.

o Continuing the legacy of sustainable
forestry, public education, and com-

munity connections. Beginning in the

early 1870s Frederick Billings refor-

ested Mount Tom as a model of
sustainable, innovative forestry and
public education. Recognizing that
both forestry and best forest-manage-
ment practices have evolved since the
time Billings began his reforestation
campaign, management activities
today need to demonstrate contempo-
rary sustainable-management prac-
tices while still retaining characteris-
tics that represent the historical
evolution of conservation thought.

The park also needs to continue the

legacy of education and community

connections to engage the next gener-
ation in stewardship.

Through a public planning process,
the National Park Service developed a
general management plan and then a
forest-management plan to address these
challenges.?” The management approach
for the park is designed, first, to retain
the historic character of the forest,
including the associated intangible
characteristics that contribute to the
forest’s significance by working with the
dynamic nature of forest and applying
best management practices and, second,
to initiate a variety of community-based
education and engagement programs.

In plan implementation the park
provides continuity of use by actively
managing the forest to convey a sense of
the site’s evolution through the occu-
pancy of the Marsh, Billings, and Rock-
efeller families, as well as by continuing
the tradition of professional forest man-
agement as an educational demonstra-
tion of conservation stewardship. This
management approach includes appro-
priate harvesting to preserve the physical
character of the forest while perpetuat-
ing its historic use as a model forest.
Since the age of individual trees spans
200 to 300 years, the plan integrates a
long-term time horizon. Because the
ecological conditions of the forest have
changed since the forest plantations
were introduced, there are limited op-
portunities to replace the original plan-
tations with the same species in the same
location. Therefore, as the existing
forest plantations age and decline over
time, the management emphasis will
shift more to renewing broad, distinctive
patterns and characteristics of the forest

as a whole, thereby perpetuating the
tradition of forward-thinking forest
stewardship. Over time, new plantings
will draw on a palette of species that
were used historically — some that
occurred naturally and others that were
introduced — and the forest will con-
tinue to be managed for its characteristic
large legacy trees. New generations of
legacy trees will also be cultivated.
Opportunities will be pursued either to
retain and renew the edges of planta-
tions or to seek out new locations where
small-scale plantings of new softwoods
can be established.

The forest is a place not only to
interpret the early history of conserva-
tion but also to demonstrate principles
of contemporary forest management
and sustainability. Forest management
of the park is conducted in a way that
makes the intent and process of manage-
ment practices transparent to the local
community and the visiting public.
Whenever possible, management opera-
tions are conducted as public activities,
providing hands-on learning opportuni-
ties. Programs and interpretive displays
are created in association with manage-
ment activities to provide further expla-
nation of what is being done and why.
For example, working with local
foresters and other forest-related profes-
sionals, the park demonstrates and
interprets practical, low-impact tech-
niques for harvesting and provides on-
site milling and drying of lumber (Fig.
3). Each year the park is assessed by a
third party under the Forest Stewardship
Council certification system to demon-
strate and interpret certification as a
new chapter in the park’s legacy of
conservation innovation.?® Third-party
certification is one of the fastest-growing
developments in sustainable forestry.
The purpose of certification programs is
to provide market recognition of good
forest management through credible,
independent verification of best prac-
tices.

Value is added to the park’s forest
products through their association with
a special place; responsible, sustainable
management; and craftsmanship (Fig.
4).% To provide community connections
and retain continuity with regional
woodworking traditions, the park
works in partnership with Eastern Na-
tional, a nongovernmental educational
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Fig. 4. A local furniture maker demonstrates the
art of his craft at the park while also discussing
how local, sustainably managed forests inspire
and support the tradition of regional wood-
product craftsmanship and his own work.
Photograph by Rolf Diamant.

organization, to commission products
made by artists from wood harvested in
the park, including bowls and pens,
which are offered for sale at the park’s
visitor center (Fig. 5). Wood from
Mount Tom has also been used for
furniture for the visitor center, rehabili-
tating historic buildings on the property,
and other park-maintenance projects.
The park is currently building a forest
center from wood harvested in the forest
and is pursuing Leadership in Energy
and Environmental Design (LEED)
certification for this project.®
Educational and community-engage-
ment activities also reach out to local
schools and other community organiza-
tions. To engage students to learn from
and care for public lands, the park
joined with Shelburne Farms, a National
Historic Landmark; the National Park
Service Conservation Study Institute; the
Green Mountain National Forest; and
the Northeast Office of the National
Wildlife Federation to create “A Forest
for Every Classroom: Learning to Make
Choices for the Future,” a professional-
development program for educators
from throughout Vermont on place-
based education (Fig. 6). The public and
private partner organizations share a
common vision that if today’s students
are to become environmentally responsi-
ble decision makers, they must under-
stand the landscapes in which they live
and must have educational opportunities
based on real-life issues that encourage
them to practice environmental citizen-
ship in their own communities. Based on
skills and knowledge gained from this
professional-development experience,

CONSIDERING THE AUTHENTICITY OF CULTURAL LANDSCAPES 29

Fig. 5. The Marsh-Billings-Rockefeller National
Historical Park Visitor Center bookstore, oper-
ated by Eastern National, has products made by
local artists from wood harvested in the park
and books covering many aspects of conserva-
tion. Photograph by Rolf Diamant.

participating educators develop new
curricula for their teaching that inte-
grates hands-on learning about concepts
in cultural landscapes, forest ecology,
sense of place, stewardship, and civic
responsibility. Evaluation of the pro-
gram demonstrates that students im-
mersed in the interdisciplinary study of
place are more eager to learn and be
involved in the stewardship of their
communities and public lands.?'

Recognizing that the forest’s ecologi-
cal and historical connections extend
beyond the park boundary, the park
involves the local community, educators,
interested professionals, and the broader
public as active participants in the man-
agement of the forest to enhance public
understanding of forest stewardship.
The park continues to build a network
of partners to enhance research, man-
agement, and educational efforts related
to forest stewardship. The park is also
working with local landowners and
community organizations on collabora-
tive projects, such as the protection of a
regional wildlife corridor and the devel-
opment of an integrated community-
trails system.

A program of adaptive management
is used to understand site-specific
change, assess overall ecosystem health,
and evaluate and refine forest-manage-
ment activities. Over time this park will
extend its approach to monitor cultural-
landscape change and other aspects of
the property’s authenticity. This commit-
ment ensures that management is con-
tinuously reviewed and modified to
reflect insights gained from on-site
monitoring, knowledge emerging from

Fig. 6. Marsh-Billings-Rockefeller National
Historical Park conducts programs that engage
youth directly and also works with regional
educators to incorporate the park as a learning
environment through a professional develop-
ment program. Photograph by John Gilbert Fox.

new research, and community engage-
ment.

Concluding Thoughts

Authenticity of cultural landscapes
represents the interplay of tangible and
intangible values and the dynamic
relationship between nature and cul-
ture. Sustaining the authenticity of
cultural landscapes requires finding a
delicate balance between continuity and
change. Recognizing these complexities
and challenges requires new approaches
and perspectives into uncharted terri-
tory in the field of historic preservation;
this work also presents opportunities
for forging connections between people
and the places they value.

As the case study from Marsh-
Billings-Rockefeller National Historical
Park illustrates, preservation in a
forested cultural landscape transcends
the traditional focus on the perpetuation
of individual features to consider broad
forest patterns, the continuity of
forestry, and associated intangible val-
ues. Acknowledging that the forest on
Mount Tom is a dynamic resource with
underlying ecological processes and a
tradition of progressive forestry recog-
nizes that change will occur: the chal-
lenge is to view managing change as
integral to sustaining authenticity. The
response to this challenge is not so much
in the preservation of detail, such as in-
situ replication of forest stands and
species composition, but in the preserva-
tion of overall landscape character and
an enduring legacy of responsible, sus-
tainable forest management. Retaining

This content downloaded from 193.225.122.113 on Wed, 15 Oct 2014 04:26:21 AM

All use subject to JISTOR Terms and Conditions



http://www.jstor.org/page/info/about/policies/terms.jsp

30 APT BULLETIN: JOURNAL OF PRESERVATION TECHNOLOGY / 39:2-3, 2008

forestry also means retaining an associ-
ated value of continuity of land use and
is closely tied to opportunities for com-
munity engagement, innovation in
value-added products, and involvement
of the next generation in stewardship.

This approach to cultural-landscape
management reflects a new direction in
philosophy and practice, and there are
lessons learned here that can be applied
in other places where natural and cul-
tural systems are intertwined and where
continuity is an aspect of authenticity. In
these living cultural landscapes, it is
critical to transcend both a traditional
historic-preservation approach that
views landscape solely as historic arti-
fact and the traditional natural-resource
perspective where human intervention is
often considered undesirable or unneces-
sary. The dynamic character of these
landscapes is, by definition, the product
of a long history of very complex inter-
actions. Planning therefore needs to take
into account a longer time frame, where
landscape change is viewed in terms of
hundreds of years.

In many cases the significance and
authenticity of landscapes is tied to
ongoing cultural traditions and associ-
ated land uses, yet retaining these pro-
cesses and resulting landscape character
are dependent upon contemporary vi-
ability and sustainability. Many of these
landscapes were shaped by nineteenth-
and early twentieth-century land-use
practices, which are in many places
today no longer economically viable.
Retaining these land uses will require
innovation to retain economic vitality
and enhance public awareness and
support. Strategies such as the produc-
tion of regional products associated with
traditional cultural practices can forge
connections with contemporary society
and strengthen sustainable economies.
Branding and third-party certification
are powerful tools for providing con-
sumers with critical information about
the nature of the products they buy and
the connection to the conservation of
the places where these products are
made. These entrepreneurial strategies
also engage people and their communi-
ties, who have a critical role in the long-
term stewardship of cultural landscapes.

The challenge for conservation of
these landscapes lies not in recreating
the past but in building on that past to

craft a future for these important places.
As a consequence of this approach, the
material culture of these places will
change. Lowenthal has reminded us that
“not all heritage is authentically dy-
namic, altering with the flux of events.
...Increasingly, though, authenticity
inheres in processes of change, mutabili-
ties of time and history, continuities
enlivened by alteration as much as
constancy. It is our task to help accredit
these new ideals without ceasing to
respect the old stabilities that inspired
our precursors.”? Using a thoughtful,
participatory approach to authenticity
and management of cultural landscapes
will steward these places and create a
legacy embraced by the next generation,
which has been engaged in their care.
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