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Introduction

In the scientific literature the term public archaeol-
ogy dates back to 1972 when it was acknowledged 
that the essence of the concept involves the ne-
cessity of archaeological heritage conservation for 

the sake of the general public`s need and right to learn 
about heritage (McGimsey 1972: 5). Besides, this led 
to the standpoint that archaeology cannot remain ex-

We do need an education: 
youth participation programmes as a method 

in archaeology dissemination
Bojana Plemić, Jelena Anđelković Grašar

Community archaeology, as a part of public archaeology, is primarily based on the need to include diverse subjects in the 
interpretation of the past, implying the mutual education of archaeological heritage professionals and the community 
itself. The focus of such an approach is particularly the younger population, targeted through schools and teachers, as an 
involvement priority. Though we cannot talk about the systematic development of the community archaeology in Serbia, 
there have been some lasting benefits achieved through participatory programmes targeted at the education of youth. 
They could serve as representative models for the development of a suitable methodology that we have recognized as a 
possible addition to the archaeology dissemination, which is missing in the general education in Serbia. On this occasion, 
we will point out some practices conducted in the Viminacium archaeological park, through children’s camps and work-
shops, the Young Romans programme and tourism student internships. Thanks to maintaining the continuous process 
of their realization and widening the scope of partners` network as well as insisting on permanent cooperation with the 
representatives of the official formal education, the benefits of this methodology can be raised to the national level. Thus 
the knowledge about archaeology and the values of cultural heritage can be implemented into the formal educational 
system from the earliest age to student days, which would ensure that those with appropriate interest may choose the 
professions related to heritage more easily. In addition, the whole generations may be taught to actively co-exist with 
their cultural heritage knowing how to preserve it in a more responsible way.

Keywords: public (community) archaeology, participation, dissemination, education, Viminacium

clusively in the academic field, nor can it be separated 
from external interests and the contemporary society 
permeated by various cultural, economic and political 
influences (Matsuda 2004: 67). However, until now the 
numerous definitions specified by researchers have not 
been completely aligned and unified in terms of the mo-
dality of public archaeology. According to some authors 
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public archaeology comprises any archaeological activ-
ity which achieves interaction with the general public 
(Schadla-Hall 1999: 147), but it can also be viewed as a 
sub-discipline which deals with problems that arise when 
archaeology is transferred to the real world abound-
ing in economic conflicts and political combat, which 
makes it an object of ethical consideration (Ascherson 
2000: 2). Although these approaches do not define the 
phenomenon of public archaeology precisely, but they 
rather determine it as a socio-cultural notion, it can be 
concluded that its fundamental focus is on the relation-
ship between archaeology and the general public, i.e. 
the audience (Matsuda 2004: 68), so that it represents 
“the management of the national archaeological herit-
age in the public interest” (Simpson and Williams 2008: 
72). Also, within the notion of public archaeology the 
concept of community archaeology frequently emerges 
entailing the participation of the community and its rep-
resentatives in archaeological activities or projects re-
lated to heritage conservation and valorisation. In these 
processes, education represents an important segment 
and the aim of this paper is to present examples of such 
practices in the Viminacium archaeological park. Spe-
cial emphasis is put on programmes where the young 
population actively participates because the influence of 
these programmes is very significant for the constitution 
of the archaeology knowledge dissemination method. 
Such methodology could serve as an addition to the for-
mal education in Serbia, where this science is not suf-
ficiently present in existing curricula.

Public archaeology and participation 
as a methodological frame for dissemination 

The field of public archaeology comprises a wide range 
of topics: the issues of illegal excavations and trade; pri-
vatization and human rights in archaeology; featuring 
archaeology in films, TV and other media; the activities 
of local communities in the campaigns to conserve cul-
tural heritage or excavation sites; the research into the 
demography of visitors to archaeological sites and the 
presence of archaeology in educational programmes 
(Acherson 2000: 2; Moshenska 2017: 3-4). However, 
such an inclusive definition of public archaeology as a 
practice where archaeology opens up to the real world 
differs from the narrower sense of public archaeology as 
a synonym for the influence of archaeologists in public. 
Due to the need to align these approaches a typology of 
public archaeology was established where the following 
concepts are distinguished: archaeologists working with 

the public, archaeology by the public, public sector ar-
chaeology, archaeological education, open archaeology, 
popular archaeology and academic public archaeology 
(Moshenska 2017: 9-10, fig. 1.1.). 

The theoretical frame that serves as a methodological 
ground for educational activities presented in this paper 
is based on the synthesis of the three above-mentioned 
typological fields: archaeologists working with the pub-
lic, public sector archaeology and archaeological educa-
tion. The first one is related to the common inclusive 
concept of public archaeology, which often comprises 
community archaeology i.e. the work conducted by 
professionals where the members of the general public 
and local community are also involved. These projects 
are usually realized by museums, commercial archaeo-
logical departments, university departments or local au-
thorities, sometimes in partnership with schools or spe-
cific communities and today, such practice is recognized 
throughout Europe and America (Simpson and Williams 
2008; Nevell 2014; Dhanjal et al. 2015; Moshenska 2017: 
6). The basis of such practice can be found in the changes 
in the theory of archaeology during the last decades of 
the 20th century, when democratisation in the interpre-
tation of material cultural heritage occurred, enabling a 
wide range of meanings of an artefact or historical land-
scape to be formed from different perspectives, which 
consequently led to the acceptance of the significance of 
local communities in the process of the comprehension 
of the past and cultural heritage preservation (Thomas 
2017: 14-15). 

The next typological category we sequenced is public 
sector archaeology which includes the activities of all 
entities at a regional, national and local level which are 
financed by governments with the aim to manage, pre-
serve, study and communicate archaeological heritage 
(Moshenska 2017: 7). Finally, the typology which com-
prises archaeological education is based on the principle 
that experts have a duty to share their knowledge with 
those who show interest and respect to the heritage so 
that heritage can be properly used as a resource. This is 
achieved through various methods such as expert activi-
ties in museums or on sites encompassing informal talks 
or guided tours, workshops and organized trainings or 
educational programmes in certain countries (Henson 
2004; Baxter 2009; Corbishley 2011; Moshenska 2017: 
8). It is necessary to emphasise that the educational ef-
forts of professionals are usually targeted at younger 
members of the society, especially through schools or 
activities of teachers enthusiasts, as it ensures a greater 
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effect as the initiative for participation usually does not 
come from the young (Smardz and Smith 2000; Hansen 
and Fowler 2008: 332; Jeppson and Brauer 2008; Cor-
bishley 2011: 76-199). In addition, it is important to note 
that the central point of educational activities about ar-
cheology are based on the fundamental principles of this 
scientific discipline such as learning about the past and 
from the past or heritage management which ensures 
the connection of the general public with their own past. 
As this entails emotional, and not purely intellectual ex-
perience (Henson 2017: 45), young generations are the 
most open to such involvement.

However, the perception of public archaeology or comu-
nity archaeology in our country shows that they are not 
understood properly, and their processes are often iden-
tified as equal to or intertwined with popular archaeol-
ogy1 with sporadic realization of activities (Cvjetićanin 
2019; 794, 797, 804). Due to the need to change this 
situation as well as “the perception of archaeological 
remains in our country rather as an obstacle than an 
oportunity“ (Crnobrnja 2017: 89), we would like to em-
phasise that it is necessary to create a serious strategic 
plan in the domain of public archaeology and to put 
it in action. In our opinion, the key role in this can be 
seen in participation, bearing in mind that it reflects the 
changes in contemporary practices of executive authori-
ties and the need to involve various stakeholders includ-
ing those outside the traditional field of politics. That is 
why today the emphasis is put on the encouragement 
of local comunities to take part in cultural activities for 
the sake of enjoyment along with the so-called political 
participation, as these are related by the common nar-
rative based on the values of the heritage itself which 
motivates people to participate in its conservation and 
derive benefits from it (May 2020: 1). Since this shows 
the tendency of modern society, its authorities and 
citizens, to accept the responsibility for heritage and to 
take steps to preserve it together as much as possible 
(Димитријевић-Марковић 2010: 186, note 6), in this 
paper we will point at the potential of its application 
in education, as an excellent foundation for essential 
changes within the above mentioned archaeological dis-
cipline in our society.

1 Popular archaeology includes processes where the general public 
is acquainted with archaeology and its accomplishments through 
media and popular culture, which may lead to superficial and overly 
romanticized interpretation of heritage. However, it is held that these 
activities achieve best effects in terms of procuring political, cultural 
and economic support to heritage (Holtorf 2007; Moshenska 2017, 
9-10).

Participative programmes for the young as education-
al methodology in the practice of the archaeological 
park of Viminacium

The archaeological park of Viminacium was founded in 
2006 on the site of a Roman military camp and capi-
tal of the Roman province Moesia Superior, whose 
remains lie under the fields in the area of around 450 
hectares. This excellent strategic position, in the fertile 
valley among the Danube and Mlava rivers, was where 
a military camp of two legions - IV Flavia and VII Cau-
dia was located in the first decades of the 1st century. 
Somewhat later, a civil settlement developed on this 
spot which gained the status of municipium in the 2nd 
century and the status of a colony during the reign of 
Emperor Gordianus, when the production of local coins 
started there (Борић-Брешковић 1986). From the 3rd 
century onwards, unlike the situation throughout the 
Empire, Viminacium had large economic, strategic and 
cultural growth, with approximately 30 000 inhabitants. 
The city was destroyed during the Hunnic invasions in 
441/443 AD (Спасић-Ђурић 2015). Despite the fact that 
this is one of the rare European sites which is not located 
under a modern town, today only slightly more than 3% 
of its area have been explored (Anđelković Grašar et al. 
2013: 9). The first excavations in Viminacium began at 
the end of the 19th century, but only since the 1970s 
the continuous excavations have been conducted under 
the supervision of the researchers of the Archaeological 
Institute in Belgrade in cooperation with the Institute for 
the Protection of Cultural Monuments of Serbia.2 Since 
the beginning of the new millenia, the research has 
been carried out by an interdisciplinary team of the In-
stitute of Archaeology with the aid of new technologies. 
Thanks to this research some of the objects originating 
from the civil settlement, military camp and necropolis 
zone have been exhibited and presented to the audience 
(Anđelković Grašar et al. 2013: 10, no. 4-10). After open-
ing to the public, Viminacium finally gained its perma-
nent protection in 2009 in regard to the activities of the 
strip mine and illegal looting.3

The very first basis of the itinerary in Viminacium in-
cluded the connection among three protected objects at 
that moment: Porta praetoria, Thermae and the Mauso-

2  The site has been under state protection since 1949, while in 1979 
it was declared a cultural monument of exceptional importance (Milić 
and Pejić 1998:19).
3  More about Viminacium protection in: Nikolić et al. 2013, 213-222; 
Nikolić et al. 2017, 573-583. 
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leum of Emperor Hostilian who was probably deceased 
in Viminacium (Korać et al. 2009: 98-99). Along with the 
efforts to present the archaeological finds, from the very 
start lots of attention has been paid to the methods of 
heritage interpretation and other means of communi-
cation with the visitors, in order to transfer knowledge 
about Roman culture such as reviving the authentic taste 
of Roman food or souvenirs that are replicas of the origi-
nal items found during excavation works (Anđelković 
Grašar et al. 2013: 12). Besides, all necessary tourist 
infrastructure have been provided starting from the 
access road, parking lot, walking paths, souvenir shop 
and a building named Domus Scientiarum Viminacium 
which serves as a scientific, research and visitors centre 
(Anđelković Grašar et al. 2013: 13; Anđelković Grašar et. 
al. 2020: 260) (Fig. 1).

The complexity of the management of such cultural 
heritage site is reflected in the fact that archaeological 
research has been conducted there parallel with the 
activities created by its tourist valorisation, represent-
ing a good example of modern trends in archaeological 
sites management which strive to achieve sustainable 

development (Loulanski and Loulanski 2016: 7). Also, a 
holistic approach to management (UNESCO 2013: 15), 
can be noticed in the endeavour to create partnership 
networks i.e. to achieve the inclusion of various stake-
holders (research institutes, tourism organizations, local 
authorities, relevant ministries, museums, tourists, lo-
cal community etc.), while it is significant to emphasise 
that participation has been present as a strategic com-
mitment in the work of the Viminacium Archaeological 
park. Namely, the local community has been involved in 
various jobs from the very beginning, which has led to 
their appropriate education due to the many years of 
cooperation of the researchers and the residents so that 
they actively take part in the processes of conservation 
and presentation of the archaeological heritage. In addi-
tion, the scope of illegal excavations have been reduced 
as well as illegal trade related to archaeological finds, 
since the representatives of the local community have 
developed awareness of the value of the heritage having 
bonded with it and thus becoming its invaluable guard-
ians (Nikolić et al. 2017: 575-576; Anđelković Grašar et. 
al. 2020: 261-263). Such a concept is an excellent start-
ing point for numerous educational programmes as 

Figure 1. Viminacium Archaeological Park and Domus Scientiarium. Source: documentation of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade (Viminacium 
project).
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dissemination is one of the dominant activities of Vimi-
nacium, realized through numerous activities such as 
scientific gatherings and conferences, exhibitions, edu-
cational programmes for children and youth in the form 
of camps, workshops etc.4

On this occasion, we have singled out a few examples 
of participation programmes targeted at the education 
of youth. They can constitute representative models for 
the development of a suitable methodology which could 
serve as an addition to the knowledge about archaeol-
ogy in formal educational curricula in Serbia. First, we 
will mention the programme Young Romans which is the 
basis of education for children in Viminacium Archaeo-
logical park, with the aim to acquaint them with the 
cultural heritage and the way of life in antiquity (Figs. 
2-4). In this programme children wear costumes and 
spend time in the authentic ambience of Domus, taking 
part in recreating various Roman customs and games, 
so that through direct participation in accordance with 
the so-called principle of living history5 they actively 

4  For several years children scientific camps in organization of 
InterSection – Centre for Science and innovation were held at 
Viminacium Archaeological Park, while via Erasmus+ programme 
project “Danube-camps” was held in 2021 in Viminacium Limes Park, 
hosting 13-year-old pupils from five different EU countries and Serbia.  
5  One of the forms of imediate interpretation, especially popular in 
the USA, is the concept of living history or living heritage, when the 
professional staff, usually curators in appropriate costumes, speak 
to the audience in the role of a  historical figure who reconstructs 
the past. It is important to mention that in the former literature the 
educational character of this concept was questioned, although it 
was held that it certainly had an exceptional visual appeal (Reisinger 
and Steiner 2006).

learn about the heritage from their surroundings.6 Also, 
this concept supports new postulates which show that 
today’s cultural heritage needs to get closer to the so-
called spectacle culture, enabling communication with 
younger generations in the audience. Simultaneously 
the success of spectacle culture is based on the need of 
the audience to leave the traditionally passive role, so 
that, thanks to interaction, learning becomes a supreme 
entertainment (Ognjević 2013: 152, 154). An indicator 
of the appeal of the educational programme Young Ro-
mans and its role in the creation of a better relationship 

6  For the purpose of education and promotion of the archaeological 
site of Viminacium board game “Mistery of the Emperor’s death” 
was created by an archaeologist, PhD Nemanja Mrđić. About the 
programme Young Romans and the game, see: Mrđić 2012: 124-126.

Figure 2. Young Romans, living history at Viminacium. Source: documen-
tation of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade (Viminacium project).

Figure 3. Young Romans, living history at Viminacium. Source: documen-
tation of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade (Viminacium project).

Figure 4. Young Romans, living history at Viminacium. Source: documen-
tation of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade (Viminacium project).
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Figure 5. Defixiones project, clay with Latin curse. Photo by: J. Radenković, 
documentation of TRAME project.

Figure 6. Defixiones project, excavations.  Photo by: J. Radenković, documentation of TRAME project.

Figure 7. Defixiones project, finding fragments.  Photo by: J. Radenković, 
documentation of TRAME project.  
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between the heritage and the audience is the fact that 
the researchers from the Institute of Archaeology in Bel-
grade who had taken part in its creation and realization 
continue to apply their practical knowledge through the 
conceptually similar programmes in the region. Also, 
that is how excellent cooperation has been formed with 
future professionals i.e. the Archaeology Students Club 
from the Faculty of Philosophy at Belgrade University 
which was presented through educational workshops 
at Roman games in Ptuj in 2021 with great reception in 
the audience, especially among the young  (Anđelković  
Grašar et al. 2021a; 2021b). 

Also, participation programmes that are related to 
teaching units in formal education which are realized in 
the authentic setting such as the archaeological park of 
Viminacium, show multiple benefits as the results attest: 
they encourage students to acquire knowledge more 
easily through the so-called creative learning and simul-
taneously enable forming a relationship between the 
heritage and the participants which ensure the better 
acquisition of knowledge from the field of archaeology. 
This kind of initiative is recognized on EU level and sup-
ported by Erasmus + project TRAME (Tracce di memoria 
2020-1-IT02-KA201-079794) in which best practices of 
non-formal and practical learning were researched and 

Table 1. Defixiones project evaluation – Education unit goals.

WORKSHOP EVALUATION
(Education unit goals)

Com-
pletely 
realized

Mostly 
realized

Partially 
realized

Not 
realized

The students’ have shown that they understood the learning subject 
in class because they know how to apply it and explain how they came 
to the solution in the changed conditions of the workshop on the site 
(this indicator is especially noticeable in the excavation that ended the 
project).

YES

The students connect the subject of learning with previously learned in 
different areas, professional practice and everyday life.

YES

The students actively contributed to the quality of the project thanks to 
their comments (projects’ evaluation and improvement).

YES

In an atmosphere of mutual respect, the teacher of practical classes es-
tablishes and maintains discipline in accordance with the agreed rules 
(which is especially contributed by the pleasant atmosphere of the en-
vironment).

YES

The activities in the project are diverse, so that each student can find 
something close to their interests and personal preferences.

YES

Figure 8. Defixiones project, making the whole. Photo by: J.  Radenković, 
documentation of TRAME project.
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used as the basis of TRAME innovative methodology 
aiming to present cultural heritage as the basis in the 
educational process towards the youth (Анђелковић 
Грашар 2021: 85; Nocita 2021: 180-185). One of the 
best practices from Serbia is the project named Defix-
iones which was realized within the school subject of 
Latin language in the High School in Požarevac, entailing 
six classes during the week as well as weekend classes 
in Viminacium. The weekend programme included Latin 
sayings (curses) which had been previously written on 
clay plates, then baked, broken into parts and dug in the 
soil. After that, the students took the role of archaeolo-
gists and excavated the fragments with the aim to join 
them and recreate the appropriate whole (Figs. 5-8). Af-
ter a short practical training on the spot, the students 
got acquainted with the method of work of archaeolo-
gists and acquired knowledge showing that this kind of 
education can be very efficient. During the evaluation of 
the project and the quality of its practical realization, the 
students actively took part in the analysis of the applied 
methodology and thus cooperated with the teacher in 
a better way, while it was evident that the creativity of 
the approach encourages individual response to the task 
and the opportunity to develop individual methods of 
the approach to problem-solving (Table 1). On the other 
hand, the positive aspects of the project in terms of ar-
chaeology apart from the participation in the field prac-
tice training relate to the high degree of the participant’s 
satisfaction with the realization of the project in the ar-
chaeological park of Viminacium, then significant bond-
ing of the students with the heritage (50% expressed 
their wish to revisit it), while the hospitality of the re-
searches who welcomed them as well as the method of 

knowledge acquisition also received high grades in the 
survey (Table 2).7 

Permanent partners of the archaeological park of Vimi-
nacium among educational institutions include a college 
of applied studies which educates professionals in the 
field of tourism industry i.e. The Academy of Applied 
Studies Belgrade, with the College of Tourism as its de-
partment, where students regularly participate in an 
internship programe lasting for several months. As this 
is a longer stay, future professionals have an opportu-
nity to get to know all the segments of archaeology park 
management with all its complexity. They can also gain 
knowledge about the conservation and presentation of 
archaeological artefacts as well as the basics of excavat-
ing, together with data about Roman history and way of 
life which is a necessary prerequisite for heritage inter-
pretation. What may be the closest to their future posi-
tion of tourism professionals is the opportunity to get 
familiar with the possibility of organizing guided tours, 
which requires a certain degree of flexibility given that 
various categories of visitors arrive at the site. Addition-
ally, one of the most significant benefits arising from this 
cooperation can be noticed in the student`s evaluation 
survey concerning the aspects of the internship (Table 
3). We will single out two of these. First, while 50% of 
the students stated that they could apply theoretical 
knowledge in practice, the rest of them was less sure or 
neutral, which reflects the need to implement changes 

7   We express special gratitude to teacher Jovana Radenkovic from 
The High School in Požarevac who was the leader of this project and 
who supplied the data about evaluation that we used to create tables 
in this paper. 

Table 2. Defixiones project evaluation - Most common impressions of students who participated.

50%
Great organisation and hospitality of proffesionals on the site

Acquisition of new knowledge about Roman history/archaeology in an interesting way

I would gladly visit Viminacium again/ Participate in the similar projects again

Stay and workshop in Viminacium are extremely positive experience

65%

50%

100%
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INTERNSHIP EVALUATION Strongly 
agree

I 
agree Neutral I don’t 

agree
Strongly 
disagree

Satisfied with the organization where I did my internship 100%

Satisfied with the communication of the mentors in the organi-
zation

100%

Satisfied with the acquired knowledge regarding the structure 
(management) of the organization

75% 25%

I had the opportunity to apply theoretical knowledge in practice 50% 25% 25%

The internship helped me identify additional interests 50% 25% 25%

The internship helped me to recognize the area of ​​further pro-
fessional development

75% 25%

Satisfied with the entire experience gained during the internship 
in Viminacium

50% 50%

Table 3. Evaluation of tourism students internship in Viminacium.

or adaptations in curricula so that they align with the 
real trends in practice, especially in terms of this type of 
guiding. Since in this case, a classical tour guide cannot 
perform the task well, but it would be more appropri-
ate for a professional with wide in-depth knowledge of 
archaeological heritage and the techniques of its inter-
pretation, along with excellent interpersonal skills, there 
is an evident need for intersectoral cooperation which 
would result in the education of a new type of profes-
sionals i.e. certified heritage interpreters (Plemić and 
Rabotić 2018: 128). Heritage interpreters would cover 
a wide range of positions, starting from tailored guided 
tours on sites, to educational activities in local communi-
ties as well as cooperation with institutions of formal ed-
ucation through campaigns aimed at raising awareness 
of the significance of cultural heritage. Their potential 
role would be of great importance for the better valori-
sation of archaeological heritage in Serbia, the develop-
ment of heritage tourism and archaeo-tourism as a spe-
cific tourist niche on our market. Furthermore, another 
important data obtained through the above-mentioned 
evaluation points at the fact that after the completed 
internship in Viminacium, 75% of students believe that 
the experience helped them determine the next area of 
professional training, which attests that they recognize 
the need for narrowing their professional profile.

 

Conclusion 

In this paper our aim was to point at two important stra-
tegic concepts in the work of the archaeological park of 
Viminacium: their orientation towards participation and 
their dedication to education,8 which can give good re-
sults through an integrated approach in terms of knowl-
edge acquisition in the field of archaeology and better 
bonding of the young with cultural heritage. From the 
above-mentioned examples of good practice, we could 
conclude that it facilitates the acquisition of lessons in 
formal education which are not directly related to ar-
chaeology, encouraging students` creativity and person-
al interest in Roman culture, which is the best method 
to form the audience who will have an appropriate at-
titude to cultural heritage. Moreover, such participa-
tion programmes may be an important addition to the 
knowledge about archaeology presented in formal edu-
cational institutions. Given the fact that topics related 

8   The emphasis on the educational character of the contents in the 
archaeological park of Viminacium can be proved by the fact that the 
school excursions amount to the highest percentage of all annual 
visits. In 2018, school trips amounted to 46% of all annual visits, while 
in 2019 they comprised 54%. We express our thanks to Dubravka 
Tomić, the manager of the tourism sector of Viminacium, who gave 
us access to the above mentioned data.
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to archaeological heritage are scarcely present in their 
curricula, there is also space for consideration of the 
possibility of integrating them as a permanent supple-
ment to the education system in Serbia. Although until 
now the participants in the above-mentioned projects 
mostly belonged to local communities (e.g. the students 
in the Defixiones project come from Požarevac which is 
the town nearest to the site, while internship in Vimina-
cium was mainly chosen by the students whose families 
live near the site, for practical reasons), maintaining the 
continuous process of their realisation and widening the 
scope of partners` network as well as insisting on per-
manent cooperation with the representatives of the of-
ficial formal education, the benefits of this methodology 
can be raised to the national level.  Thus the knowledge 
about archaeology and the values of cultural heritage 
can be implemented into the above-mentioned system 
from the earliest age to student days, which would en-
sure that those with appropriate interest may choose 
the professions related to heritage more easily. Also, in 
a such way whole generations may be taught to actively 
co-exist with their cultural heritage knowing how to pre-
serve it more responsibly.

Based on this positive experience and youth response 
Viminacium Archaeological Park enlarged its capacities 
since 2018, by the building project of Limes Park which 
purpose can be defined as an educational centre. This 
complex consists of two large conference/lecture/work-
shop halls, a kitchen and dinning room, as well as six bar-
racks for possible accommodation of 480 children. It is 
built in a form to resemble a Roman military camp (Fig. 
9).  In addition there is a polygon with obstacles, and 
an adventure park (Korać 2019: 459-490). All these to-
gether represent the necessary infrastructure for host-
ing large educational projects with facilities which could 
provide undisturbed work for children and youth.   

Figure 9. Entrance to Viminacium Limes Park. Source: documentation of the Institute of Archaeology, Belgrade (Viminacium project).
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