
Abstract

Archaeological sites are a unique cultural property that most modern governments strive to preserve. The number 
of known archaeological sites has been increasing up to the limit of governments' managing ability due to progress 
in survey techniques and increases in land development. Therefore, building a reasonable site evaluation model and 
knowing how to allocate resources properly are urgent tasks in cultural resource management. This article discusses 
how the concepts of value and significance are formed. It also explains that the needs of the site in question are 
determining factors in identifying site significance. We should start thinking about site values and site needs in order 
to develop a reasonable evaluation model that can precisely appraise site values.
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1. ( Nickens1999/2001 )
Figure 1. Management System of Values of Archeology Resources (after Nickens1999/2001)
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