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Introduction

The convergence of Indigenous heritage, community stewardship and archaeological knowledge
forms the basis of today’s direction of inquiry in archaeology. There is a shift of doing research with
Indigenous people to include their respective cultural knowledge, ancestral sites, material structures
and objects. Community-based archaeology on Guam emphasises engaging with the local people—
i mandmko’ (elders), youth, cultural practitioners, government agencies, educators, non-profit
groups and others—as partners and collaborators. This incorporates their stories and perspectives
into the research and interpretations, with the ultimate goal of safeguarding Guam’s heritage for
future generations.

This chapter documents the relationships between archaeologists and Guam’s Indigenous community,
the CHamoru, and how community-based participatory research is a promising approach to the
future of archaeology throughout Micronesia. A major proponent for the inclusion of Guam’s
community in cultural heritage research and management, and an example of strong relationships
built over time, is Micronesian Archaeological Research Services (MARS). MARS was a non-profit
scientific and educational organisation incorporated in Guam in 1992 and dedicated to the study
of the Indigenous island cultures of the western Pacific. Darlene R. Moore was the founder and
president, with Rosalind Hunter-Anderson, Judith R. Amesbury and Eleanor Wells co-founders.
These women have contributed greatly to building relationships between the CHamoru population
and archaeologists.

Engaging with community

During the 1990s, local communities and grassroots organisations raised concerns about the practices
of anthropologists and archaeologists on Guam. The scientists and cultural resource managers were
hence challenged to reassess ethics in their practices as they engaged with local communities for their
research work. Darlene Moore, archacologist, and Rebecca Stephenson, anthropologist, both stepped
up to the plate and represented their discipline as board members of the Guam Preservation Trust
(GPT) and Guam’s Historic Preservation Review Board. GPT is a non-profit, public corporation
dedicated to preserving the island’s historic sites, culture and values for the benefit of those alive
today and their descendants.
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Moore and Stephenson’s involvement with the community through GPT made significant strides
towards community engagement and paved the way for archaeologists to collaborate and become
partners with Guam’s communities. Engagement with community can take many forms, from
actively participating in local organisations and events focused on heritage to being the academic
expert advocating for appropriate management of cultural resources with government entities and
other professionals. Examples of some methods of positive interactions between archaeologists
and the people of Guam are provided here.

Guam proudly contains two districts of architectural value. The Inaldhan Historic District was listed
on the US National Register of Historic Places in 1977 in recognition of its unique nineteenth- and
early twentieth-century ‘village dwelling’ architectural style. Inalahan is the most distinctly Spanish-
style village on the island. The Hagatfia Historic District was placed on the National Register in
1985 due to its architectural significance, as an example of the Spanish colonial vernacular building
tradition in the Pacific. The houses in the district are the last remaining concentration of pre—World
War II dwellings left in Hagatfa after the Allied bombing of Guam.

While GPT was instrumental in the rehabilitation, restoration and reconstruction of the homes
in these historic districts, MARS was the cultural resource management firm that conducted pre-
restoration surveys and excavation, and monitoring of the reconstruction of many of the historic
structures. The MARS surveys of the houses in the Hagatna Historic District (Hunter-Anderson and
Moore 2006; Moore et al. 1993) and monitoring of the renovation of the Inalahan houses (Moore
and Amesbury 2018a, 2018b, 2019) included collecting oral histories from homeowners to gain
cultural knowledge about the houses. These oral histories provided significant information to the
historic architects, so that they had a thorough knowledge of building techniques employed in
the past, the uses of various rooms and other data related to the restoration efforts.

After a few visits to the properties, the archaeologists developed a positive relationship with the
homeowners, so the owners felt comfortable sharing their memories and providing valuable
architectural information thatonly they possess. In one example, these stories, along with archacological
excavations close to the footprint of the Rosario House (Moore et al. 1993), revealed information
significant to house reconstruction. This included the presence of mamposteria foundations under
the walls, a pre—World War 11 tile roof, ifir (Intsia bijuga) plank flooring and screened windows with
shutters. Mamposteria is a CHamoru method of stone and mortar construction adapted from the
Spanish building method where masons mortar together stone rubble walls on a compacted stone
or earth foundation.

Also significant to the larger community was the unearthing at the Rosario House of the largest
assemblage of imported Euro-American and Asian historical artefacts ever discovered in the Mariana
Islands (Moore et al. 1993). Dominated by Provincial Chinese porcelains and stonewares, the
collection also includes refined European earthenwares, glass beads, buttons, a Mono Figa charm,
clay tiles, copper coins, gaming discs and tobacco pipe fragments (Bulgrin 2017; Moore 2013).
Most of the assemblage dates from the late eighteenth to the late nineteenth century and appears to
reflect the economic opportunities of an elite family on Guam.

The Atantino Heritage Preserve, under the stewardship of GPT, preserves 173 acres of inland
landscape for the furtherance of community education and scientific research and to provide a
habitat for plant and animal species. GPT’s intention is to nurture Atantino (‘look at the land’)
as a collaborative effort, as the shared responsibility of Guam’s community, with the preserve being a
venue to provide learning opportunities, build local capacity and foster advocacy, stewardship and
sustainability of the island’s cultural and natural resources.



1. Community-based archaeology on Guam 3

The archaeological survey, collection of oral histories and identification of traditionally useful plants
in Atantdno by MARS provided the foundation for education, further research, and long-term
planning (Hunter-Anderson 1994). The 17 documented archaeological sites, including multiple
latte sets, hearth features and pre-Contact and Japanese artefact scatters, are evidence that Atantino
supported a small interior settlement by at least 1600 CE. Oral histories with cultural descendants
of families connected to Atantino revealed the area’s prewar use to grow rice and graze cattle.

In 2019, Darlene Moore visited the Atantdno Heritage Preserve to increase the knowledge and
appreciation of CHamoru cultural history of student interns tasked with developing the initial
hiking trail through the preserve (Figure 1.1). Darlene explained that with the archaeological sites,
artefact evidence and community stories, we can better understand the heritage value of Atantano.
She told the interns how the dense cluster of latte sets in a relatively undisturbed interior geographic
setting is not often encountered on Guam. Atantino’s historical significance goes beyond the
archaeological properties as it also contains evidence of transformations in landscape and land use
through Guam’s Colonial periods, revealing distinct points of the island’s history through people’s
relationship to the land.

Figure 1.1. Student interns at the Atantano Heritage Preserve with Joe Quinata (centre)
and Darlene Moore (right).

Source: Guam Preservation Trust.
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Archaeological outreach

In the end, history is for the people—not just for the archaeologists and historians. History is

supposed to give people a deeper understanding of themselves. In finding our roots we discover

ourselves ..

. New sources become available, new themes emerge, and finally a new audience

with their own interests and questions must be addressed ... If history starts with curiosity
about the past, it ends in service to our people. (Hezel 2012:14)

Education and outreach are paramount when introducing archaeology to Indigenous communities.

Incorporating the science of archaeology and the stories of communities has been the impetus of

today’s approach to Guam’s community-based archaeology. Public dissemination of the information

learned during archaeological research not only builds trust between scientists and the community

but fosters a broader understanding of the past. Making archacological knowledge accessible to

all empowers communities and builds identity. Simultaneously, cultural resource managers and

archaeologists gain a more holistic understanding of the Mariana Islands’ culture, traditions and

social contexts through collaboration with local communities. The oral histories and shared memories

enrich the story that is not necessarily visible in the archaeological record. There are multiple venues
in the Marianas that offer the community an opportunity to learn from and share their concerns and

stories with archaeologists and preservation specialists.

Figure 1.2. Darlene Moore speaks about
variations between pre-Contact pottery found
on Guam and Saipan, 2012 Marianas History
Conference.

Source: Courtesy of Guampedia, Inc.

Since 2012, six Marianas History Conferences
have engaged the people of the Mariana Islands in
their heritage by calling on them to tell their many
stories. A broad community of archaeologists,
historians, social anthropologists and especially
those with a less academic background but a deep
interest in their heritage are encouraged to explore
the rich, multilayered history and culture of the
archipelago (Figure 1.2). The event, co-sponsored
by the Northern Marianas Humanities Council,
GPT, the University of Guam and Guampedia
is well attended by the entire community, with
the papers, videos and audio files e-published for

access by all.

In a similar fashion, GPT’s Pacific Preservation
Summits (held in 2018, 2022 and 2024) are
community-based events intended to bring
together a wide range of stakeholders to share
strategies for protecting and preserving the
history, culture and traditions that have sustained
Micronesians for generations. Participants from
all walks of the community give presentations
conveying  their  heritage
perspectives and strategies. Regional networking
opportunities were provided in workshops,
demonstrations, hands-on lessons, roundtable
discussions and visits to community projects
and archaeological and architectural sites.

experiences,
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One summit focused on acknowledging and passing on the skills of island technologies, such as
seafaring, farming and construction methods, along with modern technological innovations relevant
to preserving traditions and historical sites. Another summit highlighted Micronesia’s continued
practice of oral narratives and storytelling as a legacy immensely valuable to understanding and
preserving cultural heritage. These educational tools and collaborations provided inspiration to
be better stewards of what Pacific Islanders hold sacred so that it can be passed forward to the
next generation.

Other venues in which archaeologists and cultural resource managers can convey their findings to
the public include the Community Lecture Series hosted by GPT, guest presentations at schools and
colleges, and writing segments for Guampedia, the island’s online culture, environmental and history
encyclopaedia. At a Community Lecture Series, Roz Hunter-Anderson presented discoveries from
her and fellow archaeologist Joanne Eakin’s research on ancient DNA from the burials unearthed at
Naton Beach in Tumon (Hunter-Anderson and Eakin 2021) (Figure 1.3). The public was fascinated
to learn that the data show there was a tendency for individuals closely related through their
mother’s line to be buried near one another as far back as about 2500 years ago. Combined with
evidence from mitochondrial DNA, these data corroborate the cultural knowledge that Marianas
communities, even long ago, were matrilocal and that Micronesia’s early seafarers originated from
cultures organised through female lineages.

Figure 1.3. Roz Hunter-Anderson’s interview with Rlene Steffy at Baza Gardens, Yo'ha,
Guam, 2007.

Source: Photo by Rlene Santos Steffy.
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Capacity building

In the Mariana Islands, there is a lack of locally based opportunities for training in the scientific
and analytical skills needed by employees of cultural resource management (CRM) firms. In June
of 2021, GPT, in cooperation with the University of Guam, offered an Archaeological Technician
Certificate. Most archaeological work in Guam, and in the United States in general, is either
part of CRM or regularly interacts with CRM. The initial goal of this course was to address a
critical shortage in Guam and the Marianas of qualified local CHamoru technicians to conduct
archaeological work in these CRM projects. The course was designed to train entry-level technicians
in applied archacology with a focus on topics that would be relevant to work in CRM.

The basic learning outcome of the Archaeological Technician Certificate was a working knowledge
of archaeological practices and regulations on Guam at a level where students could move on
from the course and into an internship with one of the various CRM firms looking for entry-level
archaeologists. The specialised training in preservation techniques was also meant to strengthen local
capacity to manage their cultural resources. In addition, the course offered continuing education
in applied technical skills for more experienced archaeologists and the opportunity for community
outreach by preservation specialists.

To accomplish these goals, the course specifically focused on scientific and analytical skills. These skills
were transferred through field training, site mapping and excavation, taught through classroom lectures,
field trips, hands-on exercises, laboratory analysis and interactive technical training with local experts.

Students of the course included members of the community whose ages ranged from young adults
just starting their careers to individuals already retired from various other fields. They represented
nearly every ethnic and socio-economic background on the island. Not only were the students
diverse, but the course included support and representatives from the Guam Historic Resources
Division, the University of Guam, local heritage groups and many others. Interest in the course
seemed to crosscut most of the local community.

The enthusiastic response from the community was at least partially due to the effort made for
accessibility. For instance, one major issue for the community is that most people in Guam need to
continue their full-time employment during any type of training. This has often excluded people
from traditional college courses, due to most courses taking place during periods when they need
to be working, as well as the class’s expense. Although night and weekend classes are nothing new,
archaeological field training is not often offered as part of these ‘extension’ courses. Most field
schools still take the form of a week- or month-long trip to a distant, expensive location. This is, at
least in part, due to the nature of academic excavations. Usually, fieldwork needs to take place either
during a block of available time (e.g. over the summer) or during the day of the regular school year.
This course offered night and weekend classes to take advantage of working people’s free time.

Another factor in the strong interest in the Archacological Technician Certificate was its flexibility. The
course was organised based on the students” previous experience. Students with some archacological
experience were consulted during lectures and given leadership roles during field exercises. The
goal being that every student, from novice to more advanced, would come away with new and
useful knowledge and experiences. Students would be able to ‘reach-across-aisles” and interact with
community members with whom they would otherwise have very little contact. The course included
several different situations where each student was able to share their knowledge and experience with
their colleagues. No matter what anyone knew, they would get a chance to learn something and to
teach something. Although there were basic learning outcomes, most students reported that they
gained more from the course than they had expected.
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Various local experts were included to teach specific topics so that students would receive relevant
and current information. Professional archaeologists offered their expertise during fieldwork training
lessons, resource managers provided insights on training devoted to cultural resource laws and local
cultural practitioners shared a wealth of knowledge during tours of various cultural sites.

As one of these experts, Darlene Moore made significant contributions to the success of the
Archaeological Technician Certificate class. Darlene was the leading expert on traditional pottery
in the Mariana Islands and an experienced teacher who knew how to engage with students at all
levels, be they youth, adults or other archaeological professionals. She enthusiastically responded
to our request for her to teach. Darlene organised a two-hour course on traditional pottery using
a well-illustrated PowerPoint presentation and printed handouts. She also brought various pottery
samples from her teaching collection for a hands-on experience. Darlene finished with a question-
and-answer section that offered students an opportunity to engage with her personally. The students
were absorbed in the material provided, and many stayed asking questions until it was time to close
the building for the night. Darlene even took time to offer the instructor tips on how to share this
type of information in the future.

Ultimately the course was successful in its goals. The response from the community was
overwhelmingly positive. It sparked an interest for further study of anthropology and archacology
and led to several of the students moving on to work as interns in Guam’s CRM firms. The students
and many of the instructors are still in communication through a WhatsApp group started by the
students. The group chat has become a place to post heritage-oriented job and internship listings,
preservation events of interest, questions and communications about fieldwork and even emergency
information for Guam. Communications on this chat are still going strong years after the course was
completed, with many referring to the people in this group as their AFT (Archaeological Field Tech)

Familia. This long-term connection was an unexpected, but very welcome, outcome of the course.

The Archaeological Technician Certificate even became known to community members who were
not involved in the course. Various individuals and organisations on Guam contacted the instructor
to request that another class be conducted in Guam as well as in Saipan. This shows that there is an
interest in archaeological science and skills, and specifically in archaeological technician training,
from the community, and that this interest is far greater than many people realise. If enabled, there is
an untapped wealth of motivated, talented students to remedy the critical shortage of archaeological
labour in the Mariana Islands. We suggest that, with contextual changes, this type of course could
help to address shortages of cultural resource managers and heritage professionals in other parts
of the Pacific as well.

Conclusion

Following the lead of Darlene and Roz, archaeologists on Guam are committing to conducting research
in collaboration with CHamoru communities so that their cultural knowledge and perspectives
about the land, the plants and animals, and their ancestors are incorporated into archaeological
interpretations. Collecting oral histories, hiring local people as archaeologists and partnering
with community members in interpretative projects are only some of the ways archaeologists can
meaningfully engage with the community. Venues for educating the public about the scientific
knowledge gained in archaeological research are plentiful on Guam. By leading field trips to cultural
properties, inviting the community to witness archaeological excavations or initiating interpretive
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projects, archaeologists can foster community awareness, understanding and appreciation of a more
complete story of CHamoru heritage. These interactions help improve and strengthen the sometimes
antagonistic relationships between professional archaeologists and communities.

Community-based archaeology instils a sense of pride among Indigenous communities so that
they remain strong advocates and stewards of preservation of their heritage. It also results in an
appreciation of the value of historic preservation and an understanding of its role in economic
development and revitalisation in local communities. On Guam, Darlene and Roz were important in
developing collaboration between archaeologists and the community through outreach, engagement
and capacity building is a powerful approach for ancestral knowledge, CHamoru values and cultural
properties to remain vital in future generations.
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