


5. Mitigate 1. Model
4. Methodize 2. Monitor

...

The North American Heritage at
Risk (NAHAR) project is a cross-
border, community-based
collaboration with the aim to mount
a unified and scalable response to
the impacts of climate change on
our cultural heritage. The NAHAR
research pipeline has five objectives
that draw on unigque programs
already underway in Florida,
Georgia, and South Carolina.




Obijective 1

Develop a scientifically sound, and

systematically ground-truthed model or set of
models for identifying sites/locations at risk of
climate-change-related destruction within our

study area.




NOAA Bathtub Model Sea Level Affecting Archaeological Triage Assessment

6 ft GMSLR Marshes Model, 2100 From SLAMM 2100




Obijective 2

Implement a citizen scientists Heritage
Monitoring Scouts (HMS) program across our
study area.




HERITAGE
MONITORING
Scouts
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Obijective 3

Form and solicit feedback from stakeholder
committees operating at the local level.
Especially consider which sites and locations
they consider prioritizing for research and
mitigation.







Obijective 4

Methodize, order, and rank sites to prioritize
mitigation efforts across the study area.




NAHAR
Triage and Mitigation

Evaluation Matrix

Yes ¢+

v

2. Is loss of the site imminent,
therefore rendering future
scientific investigations beyond
one to five years impossible?

1. Is the threatened site of
importance to the stakeholder
committee and/or is the site likely
to contribute to our collective
knowledge of a time period,
person, place or site type in need

No
v

2. Is the site stable

for the purposes of

final documentation
or excavations to

of further investigation? Can the take place?
l l site fill existing data gaps, expand
or change existing knowledge?
No Yes
l l Yes No
C-fntmu; \ll\-”th 3 Is constrLflctloln of cc?casta?ll:)ldefen;eslll Condlctfinal Conduct final
5! Zmo im_g ("e"tsﬁz\’\:ca s rlprapt) iat: e.,tan hV'\I” documentation of documentation of
and monitoring. : :
g coasha . efenses pro eF e site whi eh St e e ol
not avn’lwg a negative impact on stretches et el
of coastline beyond the coastal defenses? : ;
abandon in place. abandon in place.

! !

Conduct final No Yes
documentation of
site by drone, only i l
if possible, and
abandon in place. 4. |s the site stable Construct coastal
for the purposes of defenses.
T final documentation Continuctle \lNith
: site modeling
L ?;kZX;T:Ca;;OnS © and monitoring.
Conduct final l
documentation of Yes
site, no l
excavation, and

abandon in place. 5. Are the mechanisms (i.e.,

T funding, permissions and/or

Conduct final
documentation of
site, no
excavation, and
abandon in place.

Conduct full salvage

excavation {(data recovery)
No with documentation, and
T abandon in place.

6. Is curation space
available, and is

permits, personnel, equipment, — Yes — ¥ thereaninterestin —» Yes

No <«— housing, meals, transportation)
in place or able to be acquired in
order to conduct an excavation at
the site as well as to conduct
laboratory work?

future research of
the collection?




Obijective 5

Conduct salvage archaeology on (i.e., mitigate) a
select subset of at-risk sites within the study
area.
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