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Figure 1. Triangle of Inclusion and Cooperation (TIC). 
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Chapter 2 El Salvador and Historical Context 

2.1 Area, Demographics, and Political Administration 



 
 
Figure 2. El Salvador in Central America, Including Main Cities, Lakes, and Rivers. 



2.2 Theoretical Framework 
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2.3.1 Legacies of War and Cultural Management 







2.4 Development of Archaeology in El Salvador 
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Figure 3. Shelter Remains Made by the Guerrillas in the 1980s in Guazapa. 



 Second Phase of Institutionalization (1992-Present):



 
Figure 4. Institutional Changes Since 1991 to 2012. 



2.4.3 The Outside and the Inside 





Figure 5. The Development of Archaeology in El Salvador in a Worldwide Context.   



Chapter 3 The Current Situation 
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El Salvador. 
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Table 3. Total of Foreign Tourists Reported in 2012 in Mexico and in El Salvador and 
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Chapter 4 Methods 

 Documentary research centered on CRM. 

 Interviews with archaeologists and CRM experts in El Salvador. 



 Fieldwork.
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4.1.1 Documentary Research  
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Chapter 5 Data Presentation and Results  

5.1 Six Stages on the Uses and Management of Archaeological Resources 

 





 
 
 
 
 

Figure 6. The Casa Blanca Archaeological Window in Chalchuapa, El Salvador, Shows 
Part of a Preclassic Structure and Different Stratified Layers. 







5.1.1 Summary  

Table 6. Six Stages on the Uses and Management of Archaeological Resources in El 
Salvador. 
 





5.2 The Second Phase of Institutionalization (1992 – 2012) 

 

5.2.1 Salvadorian Legislation and International Agreements 
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Figure 7. Six Stages on the Uses and Management of Archaeological Resources Throughout 
the History of Institutionalization of Archaeology in El Salvador. 
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5.2.2 Archaeological Sites in El Salvador 



 

Figure 8. Distribution of Archaeological Sites in El Salvador and its Municipalities. 
 



Archaeological Site Classification  

5.2.3 The Academia 



 

Figure 9. Archaeological Site Classification Scheme in El Salvador. 



Table 7. Archaeological Reports Generated from 1992 to 2012. 
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Table 8. Archaeological Chronology Receiving More Attention According to Reports 
Generated. 
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Table 9. Number of Reports Generated from 1992 to 2012, Classified Into Two Types: 
Academic Reports, and Mitigation Rescue and Salvage Reports. 
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Table 10. Reports Generated From 1992 to 2012 According to Type and Arranged by Year. 

 

 

 

General Reports Number
Y

ea
r



 

 

 

Table 11. Archaeological Techniques Most Practiced in El Salvador According Reports 
Generated From 1992 to 2012. 
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Table 12. Most Recurrent Issues. 
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Table 13. Most Prevalent Suggestions and Concerns Identified Through Archaeological 
Reports.

5.2.4 Government Management  
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Figure 10. Current Organizational Structure of SECULTURA, Highlighting the DA.
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Table 14. Legal Mitigations Carried Out by the DA Ranked by Year From 1999 to 2012. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

A
rc

ha
eo

lo
gi

ca
l I

ns
pe

ct
io

ns
 fo

r 
Le

ga
l 

M
iti

ga
tio

n 
(N

um
be

r 
of

 F
ile

s)
   

Year



Figure 11. Archaeological Inspections Given by the Government of El Salvador Between 
1999 and 2012. 

Archaeological Site Damage and Mismanagement  



Figure 12. Most Damaged Archaeological Sites During the Second Phase of 
Institutionalization (1992-2012). 
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5.2.5 Archaeology and Communities 



Figure 13. A Shelf Depicting Archaeological Artifacts in the Cultural House of Quelepa, 
San Miguel. 





El Refugio, Case Study 



5.2.6 Interview Evaluation 

 

 

 

Table 15. Interview Evaluation: Answers Ranged by Common Views. 
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5.3 General Evaluation 

5.3.1 Archaeological Management 





Table 16. Development of the Archaeological Management in El Salvador From 1999 to 2012, Within the Second Phase of 
Institutionalization. 





5.3.2 The Uses of Archaeological Resources 





Figure 14. Process Chart on the Uses of Archaeological Resources After Archaeological 
Studies Have Been Done in El Salvador. 

 

 



Chapter 6 Discussion and Conclusion 



6.1 The TIC in El Salvador 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 15. The TIC Perceived in El Salvador. 

6.1.1 Government 

(1) A centralized system to manage cultural heritage hinders the uses and development 

of archaeological resources

Rural Communities 

Academia Government 



(2) Lack of attention leads to site misuse, leaving resources in danger of vandalism, or 

obliteration

(3) There is a strong relationship between government and academia.

(4) Archaeological resources are used merely by the government interests rather than 

rural communities.



(5) Proposals for developing archaeological resources gather dust on shelves.

6.1.2 Academia 

(1) There is no clear involvement of rural communities with archaeological work.

(2) The cases where archaeological reports have been given to rural communities are 

rare.

(3) There are no archaeological management training programs in El Salvador.



6.1.3 Rural Communities 

(1) Artisans, a sector that provides one of the highest revenues to El Salvador’s 

economy, are not identified with Salvadorian archaeology.

(2) There is a limited view of the use of archaeological resources for the benefit of 

communities.



(3) Rural communities ignore the benefits and uses of archaeological resources.

(4) Lack of studies focused on the value of local archaeology for the rural communities.

(5) Rural communities ignore the existence of archaeological sites in their vicinity.

6.1.4 Archaeological Resources 

(1) Archaeological sites and artifacts have mutually exclusive paths.

(2) The archaeological atlas is out of date.

(3) It has been estimated that damage caused to archaeological sites is due to issues 

related with the growing population and government inability to prevent damage to 

sites throughout the country

(4) There is no site in El Salvador under a rural community’s administration.

(5) Most archaeological sites have not been delimitated and studied by scholars.



6.2 Implications of the TIC 
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6.3 Course of Action and Specifications 

(1) Learning lessons from abroad. 



(2) For the Use of Archaeological Resources. 
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(4) A Decentralized System. 

 



(5) Legislation and Operational Reforms. 



6.4 Conclusion 
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Appendix A.1Sample Table Used for Government Files Evaluation 
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