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It occurs to me that after all the people have been thankedI and the inventory of 

past activities has been I 11 of us to f~ od aboutI that something 

is missing. Something important is not getting mucL aLLclILAuIl. We do not ever talk at 

our meetings about scipline: WHAT ARE THE 

PURPOSES OF OUR RES NDERSTANDING OF THE 

PAST? 

how to tackle a fundamental problem of our di 

iEARCH? WHAT CAN WE FWiLLY CONTRIBUTE TO AN U! 

"cut our teeth1' on the works of Kenneth Hudso! 
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Many among us nI R.A. BuchananI and 

others. Certainly ruwrAb -bbA-bbGu Lu bLL= a L  a Lime of meat frustra- 

tion with my own attempts to examine the "mate, 

A n  entirely new dimensio r k  

others. We found out from them how to identif 

industrial remains. Implic r m, 

would know what our inventc :ur~ 

somehow we continue to wait for "someone" to t~ 

actually means. 

!it in these earl1 

bries and our meas 
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Those of us who attended the first meetin5 uA A d  ,& L-l,clLuGL 

excited we were to get together with "commrades" and leave our re1 

We were even somewhat controversial, what with the historical arc? 

we'd never fly, but saying it less politely. 

We have grown a lot since then; we have grown intellectually and have had a modest 

impact on a number of professional and preservation organizations. To a great extent, 

howeverI when we regard industrial archeology as a scholarly discipline, we usually do 

so only in terms of relating physical remains of historical industry to a general 

interpretation of the processes of industrialization. P.T.O. 
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There is a growing concern now with putting People back into the Workplace, so to 

speak. In other words, to view industrial remains as a reflection, a manifestation, of 

human activity--social, political, economic, intellectual~and human decision-making, 

and not, as it is so easy to do, merely as objects in themselves. The recent works of 

Kenneth Hudson, formation of the open-air industrial museum at Le Creusot, France, large- 

scale studies of industrial communities being undertaken in Sweden and in Italy, and 

our own Marthas Vineyard Symposium [Industrial Archeology and the Human Sciences] clearly 

reflect that new concern. We have a serious problem; we've begun asking the questions, 

but so far we have no answers. Without a general behavioral approach to the study of the 

material culture of our industrial past we cannot arrive at answers. Moreover, I would 

suggest, we are going to have a problem justifying ourselves as a discipline. What bus- 

iness have we developing courses in industrial archeology? What can we learn from in- 

dustrial remains that is unique?--that we cannot learn from other sources? 

At this point I should make it clear that I'm not talkina here about those who are 

involved in industrial ar important and 

clearly legitimate pursui act, it is 

through these very member ae permanently 

regarded as a significant My concern now 

is with a neglected aspec Larly discipline 

--with its ability to off i which to under- 

stand MORE about the past t concern, of 

which a large part involves a.LLcilii-iL.i-lly a .uLccus.L.n.n-'uqll L1l uJ- mc~nodolo~v. More 

lessons in how to write up field notes or 

We need to discover ways ii LY 

kinds of questions about tl a 

mechanics of industrialization that we are 

of work? What about the circulation of inronnation or tine airrusion or innovation in tne 

past? What about the daily lives of those--the major. ken and children as well 

as the men--who left no written records but whose liveo wcLc J-llc~tricably bound up in the 

very subject matter that we find so interesting? 
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cheology as a hobby, or for profit. These are : 

ts of many of those who join the Society. In f; 

s that historic industrial sites are coming to I 

aspect of our physical and cultural landscape. 

t of the field~industrial archeology as a scho: 
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Our investigations can offer to other social scientists a unique set of data. The 

humans responsible for the creation of these sites, 1 effected by them, 

are gone. We study the sites that remain to learn m~ 

or whose lives were c 

ore about what went c 

This, then, is a very important concern taking shape within industrial archeology. 

It is one that I know we will be hearing much more about in the future. 

I want to tell you what a hap] 

this Society. Thank you for the 01 
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