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1 Introduction 
 

Sint Eustatius is a small (approx. 21km2) island of the Caribbean. It belongs to the Windward 

Islands, one of the groups of the Dutch Antilles, together with the other nearby islands of 

Sint Maarten and Saba. Prehistoric populations from the Orinoco Valley in South America 

already inhabited the island prior to 1493, when it was first seen by Columbus. (Sint 

Eustatius Historical Foundation website). The Dutch established Sint Eustatius as a colony, 

and it became the most important trading centre of the Caribbean during the 18th century. 

During these prosperous times, the island flourished as a tax free port where the West India 

Company established an important new transit harbour for slavery.  

At the end of the 18th century, the importance of Sint Eustatius as a trade harbour declined 

due to social and geopolitical changes. The independence of North America's rebellious 

colonies in 1776 (Stelten 2012), along with the abolition of slavery, resulted in interruptions 

of commerce.1 After a period in which the English and the French took over the island 

between the 17th and 18th century, the island was returned to Dutch hands in 1816 and the 

administrative system changed; Sint Eustatius became a single colony under a new governor 

representing the Dutch government (Attema 1976). This period seems to be less well 

documented, the population began to decrease and the island fell into poverty. Agriculture 

and fishing were the only two means of sustenance for a population that became an almost 

forgotten community. The former system of the plantations became a pillar of society in 

those times, managed by a restricted group of families. In 1948, Statia became part of the 

Netherlands Antilles2 and during this period also started exporting many of its goods to 

surrounding islands. People were also coming to Statia in search of job opportunities, 

according to the memories of many inhabitants. The situation rapidly changed during the 

1960’s when the island switched to a new economic model; several years of intensive 

drought provoked the decline of the agricultural practices, while the arrive of NuStar, the 

petrol oil company still present today, provided the locals with new job opportunities. 

Nowadays Statia, as the inhabitants call their island, has a population of ca. 3.500 

inhabitants with mixed backgrounds. The majority of the population has Afro-American 

origins, ancestors of the previous slave population, but there are also some minority groups 

such as Hispanics and Chinese. Religion is an important factor of life in Statia; the population 

is divided in different creeds, with Methodist, Catholic and Adventist being the main ones. 

The primary spoken language is English, but the official language is Dutch. Since 10/10/2010 

it became a special municipality of the Netherlands3, undergoing constitutional and 

                                                           
1 The island was providing the colonies with arms and equipment to fight against the English 

2
 Each island had its own administrator responsible to the Governor of the Dutch Antilles who represented the Dutch 

Government (Attema, 1976). 

3
Before was part of the Netherlands Antilles since 1954 after the abolition of the colonial constitution. 
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economic changes in order to build a more secure environment for investments and to 

improve the quality of life of its inhabitants (Strategic Development Plan 2010).   

Sint Eustatius is a small community, but faces delicate political and societal changes. For 

example, the recent referendum of 10th October 2010 brought the island into the Dutch 

kingdom as a special municipality and it was no longer part of the Netherlands Antilles4. The 

local government wants to improve the economy of the island by creating new business 

opportunities and attracting foreign investors through a sustainable development5 strategy. 

In this vision, tourism, which was then not yet well developed on Statia, is expected to 

become one of the economic pillars (Sint Eustatius Strategic Development Plan 2010). 

Indeed, the document states that the development should start from the protection and 

preservation, for the future generations, of what makes the island unique: its authenticity 

and identity formed by the local culture, its natural landscape and its heritage sites. In the 

plan, heritage tourism has a dual purpose; for improving the economy of the island, together 

with eco-tourism and diving (which are currently the main attractions for foreign visitors) 

and as a tool for enhancing local awareness and identity. The focus of this research will be 

concentrated on the discourse regarding the cultural heritage present on the landscape of 

Statia. 

These historical and cultural assets are presented by the Strategic Development Plan as one 

of the features for ensuring what is called a “quality tourism product” (Investment Guide 

Foundation 2012). Already in 1992, the local government established the St. Eustatius 

Tourism Development Foundation for promoting tourism development on Statia. In 1974, it 

provided the island with a new museum, which was left to the charge of the Historical 

Foundation founded to promote exploration and preservation of the island's exceptional 

history, together with the Monument Foundation. Moreover, SECAR (Sint Eustatius Center of 

Archeological Research) later on became a non-governmental organisation, actively working 

to bring the history of the island back to light.  

 

1.1 Problem Statement 
 

Within this context of change, issues about the use and preservation of cultural heritage 

have to be considered for sustainable development as defined in the plan (Sint Eustatius 

Strategic Development Plan 2010). Heritage here is perceived as an interpretation of the 

past from the present perspective (Ashworth 2003, Timothy and Boyd 2006, Graham and 

                                                           
4
 The Netherlands Antilles was an autonomous country within the Dutch Kingdom from 1954, six island of the Caribbean 

were part of it: Aruba, Bonaire, Curacao, Saba, Sin Marten and Sint Eustatius.  

5
 The Brundtland Commission's report (1897) defined sustainable development as "development which meets the needs of 

current generations without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs". 
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Howard 2008). It is a highly political phenomenon (Timothy and Boyd 2006), and one that 

needs to be considered in investigating possible contestations and conflicts within the 

population with respect to identity and belonging. Therefore, measuring levels of inclusion 

and participation by locals in the practice of heritage building is important in understanding 

the possibility of conflicts and disharmonies that could arise when heritage projects are 

implemented using top-down approaches. Analysing the process of heritage building allows 

an understanding of societal tensions and political powers.  

 

Moreover, the landscape is the stage where this struggle takes place; through the landscape, 

power is exerted and resisted (Trudeau 2006). Cultural heritage can be expressed through 

landscape narratives that have the power of bending people to places by identifying stories 

with specific sites (Potteiger and Purinton 1998). Therefore, when heritage building in 

development policies is proceeded through landscape narratives (as in heritage trails) it is 

important to consider all parties and all members of the community to make it a useful tool 

for economic and social regeneration (Hayes and Macleod 2008).  

 

Indeed, since the rise of interest in heritage in Statia, many initiative have emerged to take 

advantage of this. For example, the celebration of Statia Day (14th November) that 

commemorates the First Salute to the American flag, a day of festivity used also to attract 

tourists (especially American) on the island. Other recent projects are the recreation of a 

slave hut and of the 18th century Blacksmith shop and the general works of restoration of the 

historical core of Oranjestad. In my research I will focus on the proposal for the 

implementation on the landscape of a new heritage trail. Studying these new initiatives will 

provide the opportunity to evaluate the challenges to promoting heritage on Statia and also 

to see if the initiatives are indeed sustainable. 

 

 
 

1.2 Knowledge gap  
 

Despite the burgeoning literature on heritage politics, there is an almost complete absence 

of formal and empirical studies on how heritage-shaped landscapes are perceived by 

different stakeholders on the island. From the literature it also emerges that there is a need 

for more research in the field of trails development and management; they have been 

conceptualized just recently as leisure experiences and tool for economic and social 

development (Timothy and Boyd 2006, MacLeod and Hayes 2013).  

 

Specifically, this research will aim to address three main fields needing further investigation:  
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1 The formal cultural heritage making process: There is a lack of understanding of how 

this currently works on Statia. What are the organisations involved, how do they 

work and how do they co-operate with each other for preserving and valorising the 

cultural assets present on the landscape. 

2 How this process is perceived by the local population:  The level of inclusion by the 

local inhabitants in the cultural heritage discourse, and what they think about it 

needs to be illustrated. Indeed, the highly-formalised narrative of the more 

prosperous period is part of an image of the island that has much eco and attraction 

from an external point of view.  Yet, how this pertains to the identity of the island as 

felt by the locals is not clear.  

3 What are the issues that emerge within this process: From the analysis carried out 

to understand the first two points, I will conclude by reporting on the main issues 

that emerged regarding the overall cultural heritage making process.  

 
 

1.3 Objectives and Research Questions 
 

The main objective of this research is to explore the issues and politics associated with 

formal designing of landscape narratives on Statia. To achieve this goal, I will study the 

proposal for a new heritage trail as one way in which heritage is to be promoted formally 

within the current context of heritage implementation led by the formal organisations of the 

island. 

The research  focuses specifically on a proposal for a new heritage trail (Hellembrand 2010)  

proposed by Walter Hellembrand, who is director of the Monument Foundation and part of 

the administrative group of Sint Eustatius. The trail would include an area just outside 

Oranjestad, the only residential area of the island, rich in important archaeological sites 

although not all are accessible to the public at this moment. The use of the trail as a case 

study, together with a general analysis on how heritage is currently implemented on the 

island, would allow me to investigate the main themes and issues that emerge when 

designing a heritage trail on Statia. the objective may be divided into two research 

questions: 

- (RQ1) How does the Golden Rock Heritage Trail stand within the formal process of 

heritage building in Sint Eustatius, to enhance tourism and promote local identity, 

through the use of landscape narratives?  

 

- (RQ2) What are the issues of dissonance that emerged during the analysis, upon this 

heritage trail, arisen with respect to the formal processes of heritage implementation 

towards meeting the dual purposes of tourism and identity? 
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1.4 Structure 
 

The thesis is divided into six chapters. After the introduction, the Conceptual Framework is 

meant to make conceptual distinctions and define keywords of the research and the 

following Literature review defines the field of knowledge within which the research is 

positioned. The third chapter explains the Method and Methodology adopted to acquire 

information and to analyse it in answering the research questions. Than the 

Contextualization chapter defines better the context in which the research is settled in 

preparation to the fifth chapter. This part of the thesis is called Data Analysis, here all the 

data collected during the fieldwork are presented and analysed. In the Conclusions and 

Discussion chapter, the results are further discussed and the research questions are 

answered.   

2 Conceptual framework and Literature review 
 

2.1 Conceptual framework 
 

The definition of heritage is very broad. Scholars define it as “the present day use of the 

past”, (Ashworth 2003, Timothy and Boyd 2006, Graham and Howard 2008) meaning that 

heritage is more an issue of the present than of the past, and therefore is highly dynamic 

and open to interpretation (Winter 2004, Graham and Howard 2008). Within this definition 

many types and categories of heritage can be included. Indeed, the scope of heritage goes 

from physical heritage such as objects, artefacts, buildings, monuments, rural or historic 

centres, historic gardens, landscapes and includes also non-physical features such as 

environments, social factors and intangible values (Ahmad 2006). The first group goes under 

the definition of tangible heritage, constituted by material features. While the second group 

goes under the definition of intangible heritage: practices, representations, expressions, 

knowledge, skills, instruments, objects, artefacts and cultural spaces associated with 

communities, groups and individuals (UNESCO definition).  

In this research the cultural heritage refers to spatialisations of heritage through the above 

water landscapes of Statia. The European Landscape Convention (Déjeant-Pons 2006) 

defines the landscape as “an area, as perceived by people, whose character is the result of 

the action and interaction of natural and/or human factors”. Embedded in this definition is 

the consideration that landscape is a dynamic entity, evolving through time, under the 

pressure of natural and human forces. Furthermore, it highlights that a landscape forms as a 

whole, in which cultural and natural values must be considered together. Therefore, the 

landscape is the stage where life is reflected. Landscapes are very useful to investigate in 
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society (Turri 1998), as they are filled with meanings and symbols that embody heritage 

within the landscape. 

Cultural heritage landscapes or cultural landscapes are widely considered a form of heritage 

by many formal and informal Organisations. They are representative of a specific territory 

and of the “long and intimate relationship between peoples and their natural environment” 

(UNESCO website). There are different types of cultural landscapes6, listed by UNESCO, and 

widely recognised: they may be the product of a single person designed at a specific time, or 

rather have evolved slowly through time by the action of a community. Generally, they 

include individual cultural heritage features, such as structures, archaeological sites, 

particular spaces or natural elements that contain important symbolic values expression of 

the meaningful relation between mankind and its environment. Indeed, they might also be 

landscapes embodied with cultural, religious or artistic associations expressed through 

intangible features such as stories and practices. Together, they form a significant type of 

heritage form that creates a whole with the landscape.  

Landscapes narratives are ways of expressing this relation, because narratives are “a very 

fundamental way people shape and make sense of experience and landscapes. Stories link 

the sense of time, event, experience, memory and other intangibles to the more tangible 

aspects of place.” (Potteiger and Purinton 1998, preface). Therefore, narratives are means to 

communicate the significance of the past and also the ways in which intangible aspects of 

heritage are materialized. Each landscape can have different and multiple narratives - as 

many as the people attached to it and even more. These can be formulated at many scales, 

personal and collective. Thus, cultural landscapes are embedded with highly representative 

narratives that extensively communicates the way in which the landscape is experienced or 

perceived.  

Heritage landscapes have many owners, users and producers, each one with differing 

interests and perspectives. Therefore, different narratives can be present. Formal narratives 

are the ones produced by the dominant political group (Graham and Howard 2008), part of 

what is called the “authorised heritage discourse” (Smith 2006). Traditionally this is 

implemented, by formal actors, through a top-down approach that doesn’t always consider 

the local relationship between people and their landscape (Waterton 2005, Rees 2011). 

Indeed, this view can be portrayed at the expense of other narratives that coincide with 

heritage from below (Robertson 2008)- the heritage making that is (re)produced, restored 

and/or represented by non-state actors, such as private or local groups. This is why recent 

international treaty as the European Landscape Convention (ELC) stresses the need of more 

inclusive and community- based approaches for heritage implementation and interpretation.  

As an interpretative practice, heritage is shaped by critical decisions, and this brings dangers 

like selectivity, simplification, over-interpretation, intrusion and elitism (Markwell et all., 
                                                           
6
 Designed cultural landscape, evolved cultural landscape and associative cultural landscape. 
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2007). These can result in conflicts and disharmonies between different perspectives, 

defined as heritage dissonance (Tunbridge and Ashworth 1996). Investigating heritage 

dissonance in the formal narratives expressed in the landscape means understanding 

differences in society and levels of inclusion and exclusion in the process of heritage 

building, and of informal narratives. After defining the practice of producing formal 

narratives in the landscape of Sint Eustatius, this research will investigate the presence or 

lack of heritage dissonance, considering the perspective of the non-state actors through 

their narratives. 

 

2.2 Literature review 
 

Heritage and landscape 

Similarly to heritage, landscapes are also built by different layers of voices in society that 

attach various meaning over time (Markwel et all., 2004). Furthermore, the issue of 

multiplicity of interpretation points out how politics is relevant in situations of decision 

making in heritage building, as the holder of identities among different groups and 

stakeholders (Timothy and Boyd, 2008). For example, what may happen in tourism 

development situations is that “highly formalised narratives”, (Porter and Salazar 2005, p. 

365) built through traditional top-down approaches, can clash or diverge with the unwritten 

meanings that locals attach to their heritage, failing to enhance attachment to place. 

Selective memory, enhancing consensus, making propaganda, ideological reinforcement and 

building patriotism are some of the principal purposes (Timothy and Boyd, 2008; Brett, 

1996). As heritage, heritage landscapes are manipulated as tools of power. In his article, 

Trudeau (2006) reflects on how landscapes are constructed by a territorialized politics of 

belonging, through which the power of inclusion or exclusion is exerted. 

Therefore, cultural heritage landscapes are also inherently contested spaces (Winter, 2010) 

addressing issues of dissonance. The literature offers many examples of how  attempts to 

shape and forge heritage landscapes from the top-down are most times not successful for 

many different reasons. For example, types of contestations regarding heritage landscapes 

and tourism emerge when the colonial narrative is represented at the expense of the 

indigenous, as reported for the case of battlefields in Australia and North-America by Birna 

et al. (2013). Cultural landscape can also be contested for identity reasons associated with 

politics, often emerging with important societal chances. For example, the cases illustrated 

in the case of Honk Kong’s Queen’s pier by Henderson (2008), and the issues associated with 

renaming the streets after the post-socialist transformation in Bucharest addressed by Light 

(2004). 

To overcome such conflicts around heritage landscape implementation, especially evident in 

developing countries (Nuryanti 1996), new management approaches are taking place instead 
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of the traditional ones characterized by top-down perspective. The ELC stresses the need to 

integrate multiple perspectives (of the same community), otherwise, cultural project would 

fail to be reference points for the development and expression of local identities for which 

they are intended (Markwell, Stevenson et al. 2004, Waterton 2005). A more democratic and 

sustainable method has been suggested in recent planning models, in which inter-sectoral 

cooperation is particularly important (Aas, Ladkin et al. 2005, Timothy and Boyd 2006). More 

inclusive management methods also take stakeholder participation into consideration, which 

also allows minority groups to contribute towards shaping the cultural heritage (McKercher, 

Ho et al. 2005, Porter and Salazar 2005).  

The benefits that more inclusive strategies could bring are widely stressed by the literature. 

Also considering places associated with less elitist and powerful groups as cultural heritage 

would include heritage from below in the overall heritage discourse  to avoid conflicts and 

disharmonies toward sustainable development (Porter and Salazar 2005, Timothy and Boyd 

2006). At the same time, more collaborative management approaches, through community 

involvement, would be fundamental to address challenges associated with heritage 

interpretation, often affecting dissonances related to issues of identity and belonging (Birna, 

Hyde et al. 2013). Although sometimes these may be just a lip service, as the statements 

made formally are not always supported by real conviction and action. Moreover, the 

benefits could also affect the economic development of local communities (Hampton 2005) 

and their social regeneration (Newman and McLean 1998, Li and Lo 2005). 

 

Heritage trails 

Heritage trails are ways of configuring narratives on the landscape; the arrangement in space 

of historical stories (Azaryahu and Foote 2008). Thus, they are also the expression of political 

and social powers influencing the representation of historical events and therefore object of 

contestation. Indeed, constructing and spatializing a trail in the landscape is like no other 

form of narration. It “involves critical choices of how to arrange the narrative in terms of 

locations, distances, directions, and movements on the ground at the actual site of the 

events being recounted” (Azaryahu and Foote 2008).  

Turnbull (2007) illustrates the meaning of trails; he suggests that they might have been the 

first way to understand the world produced by the homo sapiens. Trails are something that 

almost every culture has, represented in their mythologies, ontologies, stories, songs and so 

forth because of the property of creating meaning through marking and linking. He argues 

that moving through the environment creates knowledge, complex cognitive connections 

and at the same time, a physical trail. Furthermore, he posits that telling a story (i.e. 

ordering events and actions in space and time) and following a trail are similar activities, as 

both are forms of creating meaning and producing knowledge.  
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Nowadays trails are highly diverse both terms of complexity and characteristics, indeed are 

considered an amorphous phenomena (Hayes and Macleod 2008). They can be of different 

themes, authors, scales and purposes (Azaryahu and Foote 2008, MacLeod and Hayes 2013), 

and generally they organise the visitors experience by providing a guided or self-guided tour 

along a route (MacLeod and Hayes 2013). Many walking trails started as military roads or as 

trade roads and just later became touristic sites. Indeed, the practice of informed walking is 

not new but the conceptualisation of trails as a leisure experience is quite recent, to date 

within the last 20-30 years (Morrow 2005, Hayes and Macleod 2008). Specifically, heritage 

trails are means by which the heritage nowadays present on a determined landscape is 

preserved and presented to the public as a touristic product; they became a global 

phenomenon that continues to grow (MacLeod and Hayes 2013). 

As trails developed in the past years, a wide range of organisations began to realize their 

potential use, beyond the simple practice of heritage preservation. Heritage trails are 

increasingly used as catalysts for development within local cultural strategies (Hayes and 

Macleod 2008, MacLeod and Hayes 2013). Al-hagla (2010) conducted a study on touristic 

trails used for sustainable development, in order to explain their role as an integrative and 

capacity building tool for local community development, instead of simply a tourism 

oriented project. He argues that heritage trails, have the potential of creating interactions 

between all the different components of urban development: site, tourists and locals. 

Therefore, development of heritage trails can also foster community involvement and help 

boost local business and identity, together with enhancing knowledge and place attachment 

both for tourists and locals (Markwell, Stevenson et al. 2004). Trails have such high potential 

(although not necessarily realized) also because they can provide enjoyable experiences to 

visitors, allowing them to engage with the space in multiple ways and at a variety of levels, 

especially when local facilities are integrated (Leask and Barriere 2000). 

The implementation and management of trails, despite their growing tendency, suffers from 

a lack of strategy and needs further understanding, particularly when different perspectives 

and priorities must be considered (MacLeod and Hayes 2013). The literature also stresses 

that sophisticated trails are accompanied by many issues, especially regarding management 

(Hayes and MacLeod 2007, Hayes and Macleod 2008, MacLeod and Hayes 2013). Trails 

involve people with different viewpoints and priorities that can be quite difficult to 

reconcile. The main challenges are listed by Hayes and Macleod (2008, p.60), and they are 

associated with: lack of ownership (Leask and Barriere 2000), coordination of a variety of 

stakeholders, management of conflict between different user groups (Murray and Graham 

1997) and the monitoring and evaluation of trails (Leask and Barriere 2000). 

In the literature are presented many examples of heritage projects and heritage trails 

associated with development strategies. One example is the trail that commemorates The 

United States’ industrial heritage, located in south-western Pennsylvania where industries of 

coal and steel have disappeared altogether (Chen, Kerstetter et al. 2001). This example 
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shows how heritage can be used as a method for switching from a declining economy (in this 

case, industry) towards another more profitable one (tourism). Another example in 

Queensland, Australia reveals how rural heritage tourism attractions have been successful 

policy measures against decline in rural areas (Prideaux 2002). This example also highlights 

how in non-beach holiday destinations, heritage can be a profitable resource by differing 

from other types of attractions. The trail also inserts itself within other general examples of 

cultural policies meant to regenerate specific areas through “soft infrastructures” of cultural 

tourism by involving local residents (Shaw and MacLeod 2000). Moreover, the trail its part of 

those local cultural heritage projects that not only diversify the local economy but also 

provide a reference point for the development of local identity and sense of belonging 

(Markwell, Stevenson et al. 2004) that would sets Statia apart from its Caribbean context in 

the face of homogenising trends. 

  

3 Methods and Methodology 
 

In this chapter I will discuss more about how I conducted my research. Through the 

methodology section, I explain the type of research and which strategies I adopted regarding 

the literature and issues affronted. In the methods section I describe the sources used to 

gather information, why I used these and how I analyzed them. Finally, I conclude by listing 

what I considered the main limitations of my research, regarding the reliability and validity 

of the methods used.  

 

3.1 Methodology 

 

This research has been conducted through the forms of qualitative methods; I used 

descriptive and interpretative strategies as described by Deming and Swaffield (2011). I 

decided to use this approach because allowed me to understand “the meaning  individuals 

or groups ascribe to a social or human problem”(Creswell 2013).  Indeed, interpretative 

research strategies ““start from the recognition that the meanings of objects, events, words, 

actions and images are not always plain and obvious, and they require the investigator to 

actively engage in “making sense” of the phenomena they encounter.”” (Deming and 

Swaffield 2011, p.152). This strategy involves mediation between the researcher and the 

data to make sense of what is found. Usually, as in this case, interpretive strategies are used 

when people and the social context are the primary focus of the investigation. It involves the 

interpretation of interviews, maps, signs and images, and therefore the direct involvement 

of the researcher who must get in close contact with those involved and reflect critically in 

order to build new knowledge that renders the complexity of a situation. In addition, the use 



15 
 

of a qualitative approach implies that the initial research plan cannot be exactly prescribed, 

when the researchers enter the field of exploration he might decide to change something 

(Creswell 2013), as happened for this case. 

Creswell (Creswell 2013) states that any approach to research involves philosophical 

assumptions (which he calls “worldwies”) that even though they remain hidden they still 

influence the practice of research. Constructivism or social constructivism, combined with 

interpretivism, is the worldview I adopted for this research. This is typically associated with 

qualitative research. Indeed, constructivists believes that individuals develop subjective 

meanings toward certain experience and phenomena that are varied and multiple rather 

than trying to narrow them into categories or ideas (Creswell 2013). The objective of such 

research is to make the view of the participant emerge upon the situation under study. The 

role of the researcher is to listen what people say or do in their daily social and cultural 

context. This is also why, in this worldview, is very important to understand the cultural and 

historical context of the participants in order to make sense of what they are saying 

(Creswell 2013). Constructivists rather than starting with a theory, inductively develop a 

theory or possible meaning (Creswell 2013). 

 

3.2 Methods 
 

The methods have been applied during fieldwork that took almost two months, from the 

29th of October 2014 until the 22nd of December 2014. Prior to the fieldwork, a general 

literature study on the themes of cultural heritage, landscape narratives and the specific 

history of the island helped me to position the research within the existing scholarship, and 

also to understand the historical background of Statia. After the fieldwork, the data collected 

through the methods was analysed in order to extract the main results and answer the 

research questions. In this section, I will first elaborate on how each method has been used 

to answer the different research questions. Afterwards, I will discuss how they have been 

analysed during the period following the fieldwork. 

 

Methods for RQ1 

(RQ1)  How does the Golden Rock Heritage Trail stand within the formal process of heritage 

building in Sint Eustatius, to enhance tourism and promote local identity, through the use of 

landscape narratives? 

To answer this research question I had to familiarize with how cultural tourism has been 

implemented on the island more generally (identifying the stakeholders, the objectives, the 

implementation of strategies, etc.) and how the trail fits in this context, considering that is 
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just a proposal. On this level, I also had to familiarize with the heritage sites and related 

narratives that have been adopted on more formal platforms. To answer this research 

question, I investigated using different methods. 

- Consultation of Official Documents: These are documents released by the different 

governmental institutions and foundations. The main ones that have been used in 

this research are: the Spatial Development Plan (2011), the Strategic Development 

Plan (2010) the Investment Guide (2012) and the Golden Rock Heritage Trail Proposal 

(2010). 

The first three documents are important indicators of the island’s policy direction. 

Consulting these documents allowed me to answer this research question, first by 

understanding the political structure and which institutions are in charge within the 

process of heritage making. Secondly, by investigating the role conferred to heritage 

as a resource for the future of the island. More specifically regarding the trail, I 

conducted a discourse analysis to understand how this area is used now and how it is 

sought to be used in the future. Furthermore, it has also been useful to understand 

whether the trail is in line with the developments envisioned for the near future and 

therefore if any dissonance might be foreseen for its implementation. More 

information about the content and relevance of each document for the research can 

be found in Appendix A. The Golden Rock Heritage Trail Proposal (2010) is the 

document upon which I based my knowledge of the new trail. For this question, I 

used it to understand the objectives and content of the new trail, and therefore to 

also define it within the process of heritage building up to the present. 

 

- Touristic material: Maps, souvenirs, flyers, information booths and booklets are all 

evidence of the formal cultural heritage presented to visitors of the island. This 

material can be considered as evidence of the formal narrative also expressed 

through the official documents, but through a more subtle, indirect way, which must 

be considered during the analysis. This material helped me to understand which 

narratives are currently favoured and actually presented to the tourists. Regarding 

the trail, it has been important to understand how the narrative of the trail is in line 

with or differs from the formal discourse. The Sint Eustatius Historical Walking Tour 

Guide (2007), which summarizes and maps the main touristic narratives on the 

landscape of Statia, has been particularly important. 

 

- In-depth interviews: The interviews were conducted openly, generally in the spirit of 

a normal conversation, in a way that all the information required from the research 

questions was covered. Especially with the first research question, the interviewees 

were chosen based on the information needed from the interview. Therefore, I 

focused on some key informants, and I mostly approached people that could give 

more relevant insights. These were mainly people in charge among the governmental 

Organisations dealing with tourism or\and heritage on the island, plus some local 
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politicians from the island’s council. I took at least one component from each 

Organisation so to make the sampling more representative. In total I made eight 

interviews with formal agents that deal with tourism or\and heritage, without 

counting that some of the interviews have been made twice and that other formal 

agents (not directly dealing with tourism or\and heritage) have been interviewed. 

The interviews were mainly conducted under appointment in the work place of the 

interviewee, in order to assure them a comfortable and familiar environment.  

The interviews (together with the consultation of Official Documents) helped me to 

better define the actual role of each institution in the process of heritage building. 

Regarding the trail, I was interested to gain information about their involvement and 

possible contribution toward the implementation and functioning of the trail. For 

more detailed information about the interviews see Appendix (B).  

 

- Site visit: Almost all of the accessible heritage sites of the island, not just the ones 

offered to the tourists, were visited. Hikes around the island were undertaken to 

investigate the various sites and draw a general analysis regarding the conditions of 

Statia’s heritage landscape. 

In this case, the site visit has been useful to examine the process of heritage building 

through its tangible features - the visible outcome of this process. As landscape is a 

mirror of society, analysing the landscape of Statia allowed me to have a better and 

more direct glimpse of how tangible heritage is actually managed on the island. I 

took various photos of the sites and also made use of previous studies already 

conducted on the island (especially the ones made by SECAR). Through this research, 

I have been able to draw some general maps of the site conditions, their location and 

interest from the point of view of each institution involved.  

Regarding the trail, it was fundamental to walk along the sites that the trail would 

encounter. I have been able to map out the route and also evaluate the conditions of 

the sites by myself, as opposed to just learning about them through documents and 

people’s memory. In addition, this allowed me to better understand what types of 

challenges and opportunities could be encountered during the implementation 

process. 

 

 

Methods for RQ2 

(RQ2) What are the issues of dissonance that emerged during the analysis, upon this 

heritage trail, arisen with respect to the formal processes of heritage implementation 

towards meeting the dual purposes of tourism and identity? 

In answering this question it has been rather important to first define the heritage discourse 

on the island embedded within the research for the first question - which narratives are 
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implemented, which are not and why. I could not consider the trail as detached from its 

context. This analysis allowed me to understand the trail in its present context, to which the 

interviewees frequently refer. For this research question, the interviews were the most 

important source of information. The other methods have mainly been used to consolidate 

and better interpret the outcomes. 

- In-depth Interviews: The interviews have been essential towards answering this RQ. 

The perspective of different stakeholders has been analysed to individuate the main 

issues of dissonance that the trail could encounter during its implementation 

process. I considered the perspective of both formal and informal stakeholders, so all 

the interviewed were considered. Each interviewee gave an opinion about the trail, 

from their own perspective. The opinion of formal stakeholders have been 

particularly important to define the issues within the process of heritage 

implementation. While the opinion of the informal stakeholders have been more 

important to define the issues related with the outcome of this process. Therefore, I 

used the outcome of all the twenty-five interviews I engaged to answer to this 

question. While the sample made for the formal agents was more structured to cover 

all the Organisations in which I was interested, the sample made for the informal 

ones was more casual, through snowball sampling or simply engaging with the 

people I had around me during my daily routine. However, I tried to interview 

different people in terms of age, gender, origin, work or social role, in order to catch 

different possible voices in Statia’s society. 

Furthermore, they were asked to discuss around possible problems and 

opportunities that the trail would encounter if implemented. As mentioned for the 

RQ1 the results of the interviews have been grouped in main themes and issues (for 

more information see Appendix (A)).  

 

Method of analysis  

As already mentioned, on one aspect the analysis involved a more general discourse on the 

history of the island, its narratives, heritage landscape, presentation to the public and the 

institutions involved. Therefore, the first chapters of my analysis include a brief summary on 

the history of the island, its assets, landscape and current situation. Then I focus my 

investigation on the cultural heritage of the landscape: what is it about, in what state it is 

currently preserved, and which institutions are involved. Once the context has been made 

clear, I introduce the trail in all its aspects as presented in a proposal made by Mr. Walter 

Hellembrand, and present the results of the interviews with the last analysis chapter. In this 

section, I will further explain how I organized the analysis of each source in order to answer 

to my research questions. 

- Most of the interviews were recorded, and during all of them I took notes to 

annotate the most interesting and relevant responses. After the fieldwork, I listened 
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again to the interviews and read back all the notes. On one hand, to understand the 

formal process of heritage building through the interviews with formal stakeholders, I 

haven’t use any particular method of analysis, since this was more about 

understanding than interpreting. On the other, I gathered all the responses under the 

main issues and themes that I found most relevant to mention. I organized these in 

three main groups: Content, Process and Context. Under Content, I gathered all the 

main responses regarding the overall impressions about the trail and the landscape 

narratives that it would cover. Under Process I gathered all the main opinions (from 

mostly formal actors) on how the cultural heritage building process worked so far on 

Statia and how it could work for the trail. Under Context I gathered the main issues 

that should be tackled in order to implement the trail on the landscape. Furthermore, 

each item has a list of sub-groups that concern more specific topics within the main 

ones. This organization allowed me to later return to the research questions by 

addressing each topic or issue to one of the possible answers. 

- As mentioned before, the site visit had always been fundamental to verify, by 

triangulation, all the data gathered through the other sources. The main sites of the 

island have been mapped, their accessibility and their state of preservation assessed 

and documented through photographs. Furthermore, I have recognised the sites that 

are presented to the visitors, those that are left abandoned and unmaintained and 

reported which institution is interested in them7. Of course, this work has been done 

in more detail for the area of the trail and its heritage sites. 

- The analysis of the official documents has been conducted by reading them and 

highlighting all the parts that I found important for my research. I searched for all the 

content about cultural heritage and its use as a resource for the island, particularly in 

relation with the landscape. Sometimes I noted the most interesting and relevant 

parts or sentences, and grouped them in a document. I did not create a particular 

organization for this data, because this work was more useful to prepare myself for 

the interviews and to check, by triangulation, certain information. Regarding the 

Golden Rock Heritage Trail Proposal, a more in depth analysis has been conducted 

upon its content. Indeed, I conduced a discourse analysis: its objectives, its 

narratives, its location in the landscape, the conditions of the site and of the area in 

general and many other aspects have been considered. 

- All the touristic material, as a formal representation of the heritage, was used to be 

confronted together with the other data sources, especially to define which heritage 

is presented to the public. The maps have been especially important. They usually 

synthesize important data because they are a conscious selection of information that 

can be revealed or hidden. This is why it has been very important to always verify 

them with the experience of the site visit. On the other side, I always paid attention 

                                                           
7  For example the sites that might be interesting for SECAR not necessarily are the same sites 

on which is interested the tourist office. 
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and gathered things as booklets and brochures. Just as I did for the official 

documents, I limited the analysis while reading them in order to understand more 

and, if necessary, confront them with other information. Overall, the Sint Eustatius 

Walking Tour Guide provided me the best overview of the formal heritage 

representation on the landscape of Statia (which is in itself biased). All this material 

helped me to map which areas and sites are actually implemented for touristic 

purposes and which are the most neglected areas. 

 

 

Limitations 

- I have reported under “Method of analysis” how for interviews I divided the 

questions into three categories: for locals, landowners, and formal agents. During the 

fieldwork, I realized that this distinction had to be redefined in a more flexible way, 

as the process is a very multiagency one. Indeed, most of the formal agents and 

landowners are also locals, therefore I frequently had to make use of multiple 

categories of questions for the same individual. Nevertheless, I maintained this 

distinction in consideration of their responsibilities, while I considered differently 

their responses when the questions were detached from their institutional role or 

related to more personal themes. A previous and more in depth study of the social 

fabric would have been useful to adjust and better define these categories, or to use 

different, more appropriate ones. In this sense more research should be done. Statia 

offers a unique case study in terms of social structure within the Caribbean context.  

- In my interviews, I missed including the multicultural aspect of the island, 

represented by communities such as those of Hispanics and Chinese, though I tried to 

count them in my final reflections. Therefore, my research could be strengthened by 

this additional point of view, in which cultural heritage would probably be enlarged 

by including other aspects of family traditions and customs coming from abroad. 

Indeed, these Statians may not be happy that their heritage has not been included in 

the new trail. Nevertheless, I tried to consider them in my conclusions, making 

considerations in which multiple visions of the cultural heritage should be taken into 

account.  

- When looking to documents, I had to consider them critically. Often there is a gap 

between what is written on paper and what is actually taking place, especially for 

such documents as those that deal with policies and development. As such, I always 

tried to cross-check whatever I could through triangulation of information, such as 

those I took through map consultation, site visits and interviews that gave me a 

better overview of the situation beyond the façade of these documents. 

- Another problem has been the accessibility of the sites; even though they were often 

indicated on the maps, not all were accessible because of two main reasons. On one 

hand the sites are often located in private properties, and on the other they can be 

difficult to reach because the paths that lead to them are not always maintained. 
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However, I think that this has not been the biggest limitation, as I managed to cover 

the majority of the sites. For the sites located on private properties, I managed to 

obtain permission to visit them (as the ones located inside the NuStar terrain). For 

the difficult to reach sites, I either had to engage walks without a clear path inside 

the vegetation, or simply did not visit if the site was not especially relevant for my 

research. 

- Another limitation has been the availability of historic materials. While it is very easy 

to find literature on some historical periods, it is much more difficult to find writings 

that refer to others. For some information, I had to rely on what people told me and 

no clear references could be found to verify it. Indeed, some of the narratives of 

Statia are stories, anecdotes and traditions orally transmitted through generations. 

To know better about this topic, it would have been necessary to spend more time in 

investigation on the island. 

- Finally is it important also to mention my own reflexivity and positionality within the 

research. On one hand, as I was fully immersed in the environment of my research 

field, I couldn’t be detached enough to avoid that my presence somehow influenced 

the results. On the over hand, I could not avoid of being politically and morally 

bounded, and consequentially totally neutral toward the interpretation of the 

results.  

 

4 Contextualisation  
 

4.1 Brief history of Sint Eustatius  
 

In this section, the history of Sint Eustatius is briefly explained from prehistoric times until its 

recent past. To simplify, the history of the island can be divided in four main periods:  

1. Pre-Columbian  

2. Golden Rock 

3. Self-sufficiency 

4. Recent past 

 

The name of these periods are drawn from the way people of the island generally refer to 

different times. I used as well this framing for conventional reasons.  

With the Pre-Columbian period I refer to the time spam before Christopher Columbus 

discovered the island in 1493 and the first colonial settlements from Europe started. During 

this period the island resulted inhabited by three different prehistorical populations coming 

from South America (Haviser 1985). It has been discovered that they lived in houses called 



22 
 

“Maloca” (Figure 1) similar to the ones still used by indigenous populations in the Orinoco 

Valley today. They were mainly cassava farmers and experts in crafts made with stones and 

shells. The museum8 stores beautiful examples of tools and pottery (Haviser 1985). 

Archaeological evidence suggests that these groups left the island during the 14th century 

(Haviser 1985).  

 

 

Figure 1. Photo of a Malocas, source: Internet 

 

To follow, with the Golden Rock period I refer to the period that goes from the first 

European settlements after 1493 till the decline of Statia as a strategic free tax port around 

the beginning of the 19th century. During this period the island had been conquered many 

time by different forces; the English the French and the Dutch who foresaw opportunities for 

agriculture and commerce (Stelten 2012). In this period, Sint Eustatius became a strategic 

point and at the same time a new target for foreign occupation; this caused the island 

changing hands 22 times before 1816 (Stelten 2013). For this reason, during the entire 17th 

century many other forts began to be built around the island, despite the frequent lack of 

material and economic resources (Stelten 2012). Under the dominion of the West India 

Company9 the island also became a transit harbour for African slaves (Stelten 2012) that 

were used in the plantations that covered the landscape of the island up to the steeper 

slopes. The population reached its peak of over 10.000 inhabitants, and the chronicles and 

paintings show that the harbour at the time was full of ships. During the 1770’s, the island 

reached its greatest prosperity and earned the name of “Golden rock”. The decline started 

after 1795 when trade moved northward (as the North American States, that were illegally 

                                                           
8
The main Museum of the island managed by the Historical Foundation 

9
 The West India Company was founded in 1621 by the Dutch, with the scope of making war to Spain and establish 

settlements in the West Indies to create permanent trading spots (Stelten, 2012). 
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trading with Statia, become independent) (Stelten 2013). After the abolition of slavery and 

the movement of slaves into town, the cultivation of crops came to an end, and the island 

suddenly became an almost forgotten community (Attema 1976). 

 

 

Figure 2. Drawing of the harbour of Statia during the 18th century, source: SECAR 

 

 

Figure 3. Map of the island dated between the 18th and 19th century, source: unknown 
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The so called Self-sufficiency period refers to when the island started living mainly on its 

own production after the Golden Rock period, notably reshaping the scope of its commerce, 

till the second half of the 20th century. In the literature on Statia, not much is reported about 

this period, as it mainly focuses on the Golden Rock one, therefore much of the information 

that I collected come from the knowledge of the Statians10. What is sure is that the island 

experienced a period of relative poverty and started to depend just on itself. During this 

period the island changed administrative system becoming a single colony with Saba, Sint 

Maarten (the Lesser Antilles), under a new governor representing the Dutch government 

(Attema 1976). The population decreased and felt under poverty. Storms and heavy 

hurricanes during these years contributed to enhancing the sense of poverty and decay 

which Sint Eustatius felt between the 19th and 20th century. The black population of former 

slaves moved into town, leaving the plantations. The plantation system, a heritage of the 

Golden rock period, became the pillar of society in those times; only a restricted number of 

families retained control of the plantations, where the people living in town worked during 

the day. Agriculture and fishing were the only two means of sustenance of the population. It 

was during this period that the island started building its strong sense of community, 

according to many inhabitants who witnessed those last days. Despite relative conditions of 

poverty, the elders among the Statian’s, remember that past with some nostalgia, when life 

was simple and the land provided everything they needed to live. Later, around the second 

half of the 20th century, Sint Eustatius also started to export many of its goods to the 

surrounding islands. People were also coming to Statia in search of job opportunities, 

according to peoples’ memories. 

What I called the Recent Past period starts from the second half of the 20th century with the 

swift from an economy based on agriculture to an economy based on office employment, 

which endures today. Since 1948, Queen Wilhelmina responded to the increase in demand 

for autonomy by the Caribbean islands and put to an end to colonial rules, allowing a large 

amount of autonomy with a new jurisdiction. Thus, the Netherlands Antillen were born. 

According to the inhabitants, in the 1950’s a terrible drought took place on Statia that 

decimated agriculture, and at the same time NuStar arrived and provided new job 

opportunities on the island. Other activities led to the start of modern times when the first 

electricity arrived on Statia, the first garage and the first supermarket were established. The 

population increased, and new and bigger houses were built at the place where the old 

plantations surrounded Oranjestad. Less and less people valued agriculture, and the island, 

once great exporter of goods like jams, sugar, cassava and sweet potato started to import 

products. Even nowadays the agricultural production of the island is rather poor. 

 

 

                                                           
10

 In my opinion these are reliable information since they are still very general and I found no contradictory 
statements.  
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4.2 Statia present state 
 

General Assets 

Nowadays, the government is the largest employer on Statia along with NuStar, the private 

oil company that owns the tanks in the north-west of the island. The inhabitants are mainly 

employed in offices, and the land that was once cultivated is mostly planned for housing. 

The majority of products on the island are imported, and many people go abroad to study or 

to find job opportunities. Because of unemployment, according to many locals, some people 

also find work in the surrounding islands or fly to the Windward Islands that were part of the 

Dutch Antilles (Bonaire, Aruba, Curacao). Indeed, a large part of the middle aged population 

between 25 and 45 years old are obliged to leave the island in search of jobs if there are no 

opportunities on Statia.  

The island is no longer part of the Netherlands Antilles; since the referendum of 10 October 

2010, the island has become a special municipality within the Netherlands together with 

Bonaire and Saba, while Curacao and Sint Maarten chose the path of independence. This 

transition has also left a large part of the population of Statia dissatisfied. Actually, the result 

of the referendum was to stay within the former jurisdiction of the Netherlands Antilles, but 

it was not recognised because Statia was the only one among the islands that chose this 

option. The last referendum on the 17th of December 2014 showed that the majority of the 

population is unsatisfied with this situation and prefer to be independent.  

 

 

Figure 4. A map of Statia from 1781 shows the division of the landscape plantations, source: SECAR 

 

The landscape of Statia nowadays is much different from what it was in the past. If we look 

to old maps and drawings we can easily recognise the change (Figure 4). This is especially the 
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case in the central plain, where the previous structure of the landscape had to be much 

more understandable. The urban sprawl took the place of the former plantations. On the 

other Corallita, the invasive plant of the island, covers like a big green blanket all the 

abandoned land that once was plantation11. On the plane, toward the Caribbean side there 

is Oranjestad, with its historical core divided in Upper Town (above the cliff) and Lower Town 

(down the cliff) on the sea side. The north part of the island is mountainous, and is divided 

between Boven National Park and the area where NuStar property is located. The NuStar 

complex consists of a smaller area facing the Caribbean Sea side, where the impressive oil 

tanks are located everywhere, and a complex systems of tubes and pipes that connects to 

the jetty where the ships are charged and discharged of oil and sub-products. The south part 

is dominated by Quill National Park. The volcano boasts the highest point of the island at 

601m over the sea-level. 

 

 

Figure 5. View from the Quill toward the north part of the island, source: Original image 

 

 

 

                                                           
11

 The overgrowing of this invasive plant is probably encouraged by urban sprawl, since it appears clear that where there is 

good care of the land, like in private gardens and on the (few) agricultural fields, Corallita is not present. 
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Tourism on Statia 

The beginning of tourism on the island could be traced around the start of the 90’s when, in 

1992, the St. Eustatius Tourism Development Foundation was founded. According to the 

consulted documents, tourism is meant to be one of the pillars of Statia’s industry. 

Occasionally small cruise tourism is docking and some yachts are anchored in front of Lower 

Town. Tourists also arrive by plane from the main island Sint Maarten, but the prices are not 

so encouraging, and therefore the connections with surrounding islands are also an issue at 

the moment. Diving is the biggest attraction nowadays. Mostly expert divers come to enjoy 

the unspoiled beauty offered by the ocean floor, combined with wrecks and remains of the 

past. There are two diving centres on the island, both are located in Lower Town, on the 

Caribbean side. This is the most touristic area of the island, where tourist’s hotels and 

facilities are located and where most of the tourist spend the time on Statia. Eventually, they 

also reach Upper Town where some attractions (like bars and historical sites) are also 

located, but they are often discouraged by the steep bay path, the fastest way to reach the 

historic centre from Lower Town. 

Another recognised value of Statia are certainly its natural assets; there are two national 

parks on the island, Quill National Park and Boven National Park. Quill National Park is 

constituted by the area of tropical forest around the crater of the Quill, the dormant 

volcano. In this area people can hike relatively easily on the multiple paths inside and 

outside the rim, enjoying wonderful sights of nature. The Boven National Park is located on 

the other side of the island, facing north toward Saba. It is a mountainous area as well as a 

product of volcano activity, located on the less frequented area of the island. Additionally, 

Zeelandia bay on the northeast coast of the island is another area protected for its ecological 

value, such as the sea turtle nests in this site. Also, the marine park is particularly important 

and its unique ecosystem is constantly monitored by STENAPA (Sint Eustatius National 

Parks), the foundation responsible for the good care of parks on the island.  

A part from Lower Town where some little beaches are present, the currents are calm and 

people can swim, the coasts of the island are mainly steep cliffs on the sea. Some more bays 

and beaches are present, but are not always inviting or easily accessible and are usually 

more appropriate for people who want to enjoy snorkelling. The Atlantic side offers the 

largest bay of the island, Zeelandia Bay, which is very important for ecological reasons but 

not a secure place for swimmers because of its strong current. Generally, Statia’s landscape, 

if compared with other surrounding islands, where mass tourism is established by long time, 

calls for a different touristic vocation. Indeed, when envisioned within a sustainable 

development strategy (as stated by the Strategic Development Plan 2010), different 

paradigms of tourism could be suggested for the preservation of its natural values. 
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5. Data Analysis 
 

5.1 The rise of cultural heritage as new touristic attraction on Statia 
 

In the Sint Eustatius Investment Guide (2012) it is clear how the rise in interest of heritage 

and heritage landscapes is fostered by the role of tourism and sustainable development in 

diversifying the island’s economy by opening new small and medium-size businesses and by 

attracting new investors. The development of tourism is recognised in conjunction with the 

development of the population. Therefore, two key parameters addressed by the policy are 

(1) to minimize any disruptive ethnic, socio-cultural and environmental effects associated 

with tourism development and (2) to ensure the integrity of the island’s tourism products 

and assets, through the enactment of legislation for preservation of nature and historical 

buildings, including the Historical Core Plan. Therefore, the rise of cultural tourism of the 

island should be associated with the definition of recent and more sustainable development 

strategies in contrast with what has been done in the past. 

I stressed how tourism is not entirely a last minute issue, nevertheless, during the analysis it 

will appear that has been poorly developed, especially regarding the heritage landscape. This 

happened probably because tourism was never taken seriously by the previous 

administrations. Currently, apart from the Tourist Office, other formal Organisations are also 

contributing to the discourse of heritage tourism on the island: SECAR, the Historical 

Foundation and the Monument Foundation. Except for SECAR which is a non-governmental 

organisation, the other are ones related to the local govern. In the next sub-chapters it will 

be highlighted how the heritage has been implemented by this Organisations so far, what 

the main narratives are promoted through these formal heritage initiatives and what has 

been missing. 

 

Examples of cultural heritage projects implemented on Statia 

Illustrative of the cultural heritage implemented thus far is the Historical Walking Tour Map 
designed by the Historical Foundation in 2007. The walking tour is restricted to Lower Town 
and Upper Town and the sites are all indicated at a small scale on the map. While on the 
right hand corner three sites are more approximately indicated, these are sites located 
outside the main residential centre. 
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Figure 6. Walking Tour Map, source: Historical Walking Tour Guide (2007) 

 

For this trail the path is not explicitly suggested on the landscape through signs that highlight 

the presence of a trail. Tourists can follow the trail with a guide or just follow the path 

reading the explanations in the booklet. Furthermore, the sites are indicated with an 

explanatory board placed in front, so that people passing by can read the history of the site 

without the need of any extra source of information. Ideally, the trail starts from the harbour 

in Lower Town, continues along the bay and reaches Upper Town through the bay path. The 

walk is about 1500m long and the sites consists mainly of features of tangible heritage such 

as ruins or old buildings. These sites are mostly preserved in good conditions (although there 

are some exceptions) and are protected by the legislation, unfolded in the Spatial 

Development Plan (2011), for their historical  and archaeological value. The narratives 

covered by the trail are limited to the ones mostly related to the urban landscape of the 

island. These are mainly constituted by monuments and solid constructions related to the 

Golden Rock period and some also to the Recent past period such as the impressive Claes 

Gut, built for the drainage of overflowing-rainwater and Fort Oranje. 
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Figure 7. Historical core, source: Original image 

 

The trail ends with the Historical Foundation Museum which is located in the centre of 

Oranjestad. This was the 18th century house of a wealthy merchant, some rooms are 

preserved as they were originally, and others are used to exhibit some of the main narratives 

of the island. In the first room is displayed a narrative of the history of Statia, the ground 

floor is dedicated to the Pre-Columbian period and another room to the narrative of slavery. 

The museum comprehends also an external area, pertinence of the old house, here are 

presented the Blacksmith shop and the Slave Hut, additional more recent projects. 

 

 

Figure 8. Abandoned heritage site, located outside the boarders of Oranjestad, source: Original image 
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On the other hand, the “Extended tours” section, comprehends a list of sites located outside 

Upper Town and Lower Town. For these, no particular walking paths are provided since is 

not part of the walking trail itself (but some of them would be part of the new trail). The 

sites presented in this section are just briefly described on the guide, moreover they can be 

far and difficult to reach and no detailed indication is given, although in some cases, 

indications are left along the way and the explanatory boards are positioned nearby. The 

walk to reach them can be tiring and unpleasant. Alternatively, no public transport is made 

available officially for tourists and no pull-up service is located along the way. In addition, 

many of these sites are abandoned and in need of maintenance although they are 

recognized in the Spatial Development Plan (2011) for their archaeological and historical 

value. For these reasons these sites remain mostly abandoned as they are not considered 

worth being visited by the tourists that comes on the island mainly for diving. 

These narratives are related to the more rural landscape of Statia. In the booklet it refers to 

the forts and batteries that were located all around the coastline of the island, old churches 

and cemeteries, prehistoric sites and old plantations structures that now are mostly left in 

ruins if not disappeared or inaccessible because in private properties. 

For its singularity, I would highlight what constitutes a great exception to the process of 

formal heritage building on Statia. Is a small but important museum, in Lynch plantation, 

that has been recently created in Berkel’s plantation by the Berkel family. Is located far from 

the historical core, inside the grounds of a former plantation rearranged as a pleasant 

tropical garden. It consists of two small houses, reproductions of the real ones in the city 

centre, which are full of memories and tools from the same family. One of the houses stores 

old agricultural tools used by the family to work during the “plantation’s days” (Figure 9). 

 

Figure 9. Berkel's family museum, source: Original image 
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The other is the exact reproduction of the former house where the family used to live (Figure 

10). This family museum is one of the very few examples in which the ordinary narratives 

linked to the more agricultural heritage of Statia are exposed. However, even though this 

project is part of the formal touristic offer on Statia, is an initiative of a private and, in my 

opinion, still not sufficiently promoted to the public, as a came to know about it long after 

my arrival on the island. 

 

 

Figure 10. Berkel's family museum, source: Original image 

 

 

5.2 Agents of the formal cultural heritage process  
 

In this section I clarify the role and the work of the main formal actors involved in the 

implementation process of cultural heritage on the landscape of Statia.  

These institutions are part of the administration on the island, therefore in this research they 

are considered part of the formal practice of heritage building. On the island there are four 

different institutions working on the cultural heritage and its presentation to the public: 

- SECAR (Sint Eustatius Centre for Archaeological Research) 

- St. Eustatius Tourism Development Foundation 

- St. Eustatius Monument Foundation 

- St. Eustatius Historical Foundation 
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Sint Eustatius Centre of Archaeological Resource 

Initially founded by the government of the island as part of the Historical Foundation, SECAR 

became a non-governmental organisation that has worked on the island since 2004. The aim 

of SECAR (Sint Eustatius Centre for Archaeology Research) is researching, protecting and 

developing the archaeological resources present on the island. It is composed of two 

archaeologists and a board of six members, staff and volunteers who work together; many 

students go there as an internship opportunity, for work experience on the field or out of 

self-interest. The headquarters, located outside the city centre, is a building where the staff 

works, lives, stores equipment and has a small museum were some artefacts for educational 

purposes are exposed.  

SECAR’s work is mainly research oriented, though occasionally they also work for the island’s 

government or for private developments and commercial projects. The projects that SECAR 

picks follow some criteria: filling knowledge gaps, preserving heritage sites under threat, 

permission from landowners. Much of the funding and permits come from private sponsors 

so that when someone wants to develop a piece of their property, SECAR has the chance to 

work on that land and restore it. Therefore many projects come to be driven by 

opportunities of the moment. The Spatial Plan12 foresees that before starting to build in a 

specific zone, SECAR must (by law), conduct research on site to determine the presence of 

important archaeological features. This costs are paid by the landowner that finances the 

works, therefore when there is no intention of development of the land there is no -external 

support for the project. 

SECAR also supports workshops and projects on the island, together with local residents and 

external entities. One of the projects consisted in reproducing a slave hut, in the museum 

grounds in the city centre. This project was conducted together with the Historical 

Foundation and presented to the Dutch king when some years ago he visited the island. 

During this collaborations, emerged that some discrepancies and personal antipathies 

aroused so that the two Organisations still avoid working together. Overall, considering also 

the purpose of SECAR, this organisation works mostly independently and is not connected to 

heritage implementation for touristic purpose as the others. However, occasionally SECAR 

also organizes tours around the island for guests and tourists with particular interests.  

 

                                                           
12

 Under prescription of the treaty of Malta; an European international legally binding treaty that deals with the 
protection, preservation and scientific research of archaeological heritage. 
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Figure 11. Archaeological predictive map made by SECAR. The intensity of the red colour represent the relevance of the 
sites, as more the colours is intense as more the site is archaeologically interesting, source: SECAR 

 

This map (Figure 11) was produced by SECAR, and illustrates the main archaeological sites of 

interest and the areas where they expect to find something archaeologically interesting. The 

archaeological sites are spread all over on the landscape, in many different locations and 

positions, and many places have still not been investigated because it is not always possible 

for the organisation to intervene. Thus, even though SECAR’s sites of interest cover a large 

part of the island’s surface (as we can see from the map), actually a low percentage of these 

are accessible and in good conditions. Therefore, the implementation of the heritage by 

SECAR is restricted to archaeological assets and depends on the circumstances and 

availability of funds. There is no apparent intention from this organisation to promote 

certain narratives, though the majority of the archaeological assets that they found are 

mainly from the Golden Rock period. This is because the heritage of this period is the most 

present in the landscape nowadays and resistant to degradation. Most of the old buildings, 

forts and big interventions were conducted in the days when the island’s population was at 

least three times bigger than it is today. 
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Historical Foundation and Monument Foundation 

These two foundations work in close collaboration, and are therefore presented here 

together. The Historical Foundation was born in 1974 with the aim to “promote the 

exploration and dissemination of the exceptional history and culture of this unique 

Caribbean island, the Historic Gem!” (Historical Foundation, website). Indeed, this 

organisation has been in charge of maintaining the Museum in the centre of Oranjestad and 

the preservation of its important features. It also participates, occasionally, in other projects 

together with schools and other organisations on the island. The people that work there are 

all volunteers. There is a president, a vice-president, a secretary, a treasurer and a board.   

The Monument Foundation on the other hand, has the purpose of preserving all the 

monuments that are witnesses to the island’s history. In the case of interventions on 

buildings situated within the area designated as of historical importance by the Spatial Plan, 

the consultancy of the foundation is required. Therefore, the Monument Foundation has an 

important role in terms of evaluating buildings- whether they are worth maintaining or 

changing. Of course, this is a delicate duty that sometimes requires dialogue between the 

different stakeholders. The Monument Foundation also supports projects in collaboration 

with other organisations, and organises, under request, walking tours for tourists on the 

island. These tours are mainly of Upper Town and Lower Town. 

 

 

Figure 12. Example of booth information point, source: SECAR 

 

The majority of the initiatives conducted to display the cultural heritage on the landscape 

belong to the Historical Foundation. One of the most recent projects has been sponsored by 

Prince Bernard with the culture funds of the Netherlands Antilles and Aruba in 2012. The 

project consisted of placing explanation boards on what are considered the main sites to 

visit on the island (Figure 12). Also from the Historical Foundation was the recreation of the 
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18th century Blacksmith Shop in the museum grounds, intended to tell the history of 

everyday activities on Statia. With the help of some funding, the building and its 

surroundings were completed in 2009, but still more was requested to furnish the shop with 

authentic tools and artefacts. 

The Historical and Monument Foundations were also responsible for the heritage as 

narrated in the Sint Eustatius Walking Tour Guide (elaborated by the Historical Foundation) 

and accompanied by the illustrative boards. This is located mainly in the areas of Upper 

Town and Lower Town together with some sites scattered around the island (Figure 13). 

Moreover, this map has to be considered together with the actual accessibility and condition 

of the sites, which is usually better in Upper Town and Lower Town as the more touristic 

areas.  

 

 

Figure 13. Map of the heritage sites, source: Historical Walking Tour Guide (2007) 

 

Indeed, is still clear that the majority of the sites presented are located in the historical core 
and some other sites are presented around. Indeed, this is because there are many 
important sites located in the city centre. But since the majority of these sites belong to 
narratives of the Golden Rock period, once again results that this narrative appears more on 
the landscape than others. Nevertheless, if confronted with the map of SECAR is easy to 
notice that many important sites are also located in the more peripheral areas, though are 
not implemented. These sites contain additional narratives, pertaining all the different 
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historical periods of the island, linked to the more rural landscape of Statia that are in big 
part neglected to the narrative presented to tourists. If from the map of the Historical 
Walking Tour Guide we just consider the sites that are actually accessible and normally 
visited by tourists the result can be approximated with the following map (Figure 14). 

I cannot state whether this situation is caused for the intention to promote the narratives of 

the Golden Rock period other the others. Rather I would address other external factors that 

brought the Organisations to focus more on these narratives. On the one hand, these 

Organisations are not allowed to open to the public heritage sites located in private 

properties. On the other, the sites located outside the residential area have to face a general 

lack of maintenance that is linked to the general issue of the maintenance of the rural 

landscape of the island. 

 

Figure 14. Parts of the island actually accessible for tourists considered by the Monument and Historical Foundation, 
source: Original image 

 

Tourism Development Foundation 

The St. Eustatius Tourism Development Foundation, or Tourism Office, was founded in 1992 

with the aim of promoting the development of tourism on the island and making it attractive 

to all potential visitors (Tourism Office website). The Tourism Investment Guide mentions it 

as responsible for promoting tourism on the island by providing adequate funding to 

effectively and efficiently promote tourism in key markets; ensuring a quality tourism product 

by introducing and controlling the minimum standard requirements; preparing future 

generations to take on greater responsibilities within this sector by means of teaching 
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tourism as a subject at different levels of the education system (2012, p.12). Although it has a 

role within the local community to organize workshops and sensitize people toward tourism, 

the connection with the global market is what delineates it from the other institutions. The 

message that is propagated to the outside world about the island is its uniqueness- a totally 

different place “unlike any other part of the main stream homogenized Caribbean tourism 

product” (Tourism Office website).   

The Tourism Office is located in a renovated historical building inside Fort Oranje, the core of 

Upper Town. The board of the office is composed of five members, each one with different 

responsibilities, coordinated by a single director. Tourists visit the Tourism Office to gather 

general information about the island, its offers and its facilities; flyers, maps, souvenirs and 

postcards are available inside. The office is especially concentrated in promoting Statia for its 

natural values. It organises hikes above the Quill and welcomes many divers who constitute 

the majority of tourists. The cultural heritage that is presented to the tourist is once again 

very limited if compared to SECAR’s map, and restricted to the historical core of Oranjestad 

with Upper Town and Lower Town (Figure 15). In addition, Collaboration with other 

associations regarding the promotion of the heritage discourse seems quite limited. The 

Tourism Office offers historical walking tours following the same trail defined in the 

Historical Walking Tour Guide.  

 

Figure 15. Parts of the island highlighted for tourists by the Tourism Office, source: Original image 

 

Considering the main focus of the Tourism Office on tourism attraction, it appears quite 

clear the promotion of the narrative of the Golden Rock period for its more spectacular 
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features. This is how on the first page of the Tourism Office’s website is summarized the 

image of the island: 

“”Three hundred years ago, every Buccaneer, Admiral, Sea-swab and Pirate knew of the 

"Golden Rock"... 

 

During the latter part of the 17th century and throughout the 18th century, St. Eustatius was 

a major trading center with some 20,000 inhabitants and thousands of ships calling at her 

shores.  

 

No longer caught in those turbulent times, and far less crowded, visitors will find a very 

unique place with only echoes of her former past.”” 

 

 

5.3 Summary of the cultural heritage making process on the landscape 
 

Considering the analysis previously conducted, it is possible to derive the overall picture of 

the cultural heritage presented today to the visitors on the landscape of Statia. The majority 

of the sites that are promoted as attraction that are in good condition are located mainly in 

Upper Town and Lower Town. These tend to represent mainly stories associated with the 

Golden Rock period. A few other sites around the island, outside Oranjestad, should also be 

included in this picture (although not many tourists go there). These are also part of the 

narrative of the Golden Rock period. If we confront this situation with the map designed by 

SECAR (Figure 11), it is clear how this offering is limited considering the potential of the 

island. Furthermore, it can be noticed that the more the organisations are related to 

tourism, the more they tend to confine their heritage discourse exclusively to Upper Town 

and Lower Town. This is because it is the most accessible and recognisable region. The result 

of this situation is that the narratives of the Golden Rock period appears to be dominant, as 

its sites are mainly located in Oranjestad. 

Considering my previous analysis the reasons that might be adduced to this situation are 

multiples. First, the features that witness the Golden Rock narratives are in great number 

spread all over the island, much more prominent on the landscape and easier to preserve 

than other ones. Indeed, the trace of other narratives are more difficult to find in the 

landscape. Much of it disappeared and constituted in large part of intangible features not 

directly recognisable through the landscape. They are mostly fragile structures and difficult 

to maintain over time. An example in this sense could be the plantation pattern that once 

was spread all over the landscape, characterizing the image of the island (Figure 16). This 

pattern is gone nowadays (although some traces are left), result of the changing of times 

and new socio-economic developments. 
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Figure 16. Ruins of the only mill left on the island, source: Original image 

 

On the other hand, it has been stressed how generally the heritage sites inside the historical 

core (which in grand part represent the narratives of the Golden Rock period) are better 

preserved and valorised than the ones outside. This situation could be linked to the general 

issue of maintenance and property of the landscape. Outside the historical core there are 

many neglected and abandoned areas not inviting or not accessible for tourists. Many 

heritage sites are located in this areas suffering of the same problems of the landscape in 

which they are. It results that narratives linked to the more rural history of the island are 

more threaten by degradation and tend to be forgotten if compared with the ones linked to 

a more urban environment. Finally, especially regarding the analysis made for the Tourist 

Office, emerged how the more spectacular narratives from the Golden Rock period are 

promoted to shape the image of Statia abroad and attract more tourists.  

The process of heritage implementation appears more complicated if we continue to 

investigate further the stories and issues attached to each site. The heritage discourse 

presented to the public on the island is highly fragmented and poorly organised. Indeed, it 

has been stressed how sometimes there are some collaborations between the 

Organisations, but generally they prefer to work independently, because of different 

interests and ideas (and sometimes also because of personal antipathies). Moreover, 

different entities and individuals are responsible to promote, preserve and present to the 

public the heritage on the landscape. This situation is caused by several factors such as the 

unstable political situation that still characterizes the island, the presence of different 

entities involved and the variety and extent of knowledge to be organised. Why this 
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situation came about could be clarified by analysing a specific case study of heritage building 

on the island where all the possible issues connected with this practice would likely emerge.  

By doing so, not only would the top-down process of heritage building be better understood, 

but also the perspective of various local actors would be considered and therefore their 

general inclusion and participation to the process of heritage building as well. 

 

5.4 The Golden Rock heritage trail: presenting the case study 
 

The proposal made by Mr. Hellembrand, president of the Monument Foundation, is a useful 

case study to highlight some of the issues associated with the process of creating a heritage 

trail. The proposal is an idea of Mr. Hellembrand, historian and native of the island, who 

after a long period of study and work abroad decided to come back and contribute to his 

homeland. At the moment, no one else has yet been involved in creating the proposal. The 

idea was developed toward the preservation and valorisation of an area of the island rich in 

important heritage sites embedded in the landscape but left exposed to deterioration and 

unprotected from other development. Indeed, this place reflects many of the limits of how 

heritage and heritage tourism has been implemented thus far. The following analysis will 

explain how the new trail is supposed to overcome the limits of the old heritage initiatives. 

The new trail has been conceived in the first place, to preserve the sites by also making 

people aware of their value. Indeed, many said that they used to go to those areas without 

knowing exactly what the meaning behind the ruins was. Generally, people addressed the 

fact that the island should increasingly implement the resources that it already has, heritage 

being one of them. Yet, as with other things, it is not recognized or adequately valued at 

each level of society. Walter Hellembrand describes how his work of monitoring and 

protecting the historical core of Oranjestad is under threat both by local private 

interventions and governmental decisions, and how no fines are enforced for breaking the 

law. Another indicator that demonstrates this lack of awareness is how sometimes 

monuments are used in an improper way13 or left with litter around14. Consequently, its 

success and the newfound interest could be a catalyst for many other interventions towards 

the preservation and valorization of other heritage sites abandoned on the island. 

It will appear how the landscape of this area it is also part of the heritage and essential to 

understand the sites. This trail would be important because it illustrates historic elements of 

the island in a single evocative walk; the narratives would cover many different historical 

periods of the island and recall also the history of the north-eastern Caribbean.  

                                                           
13

 For example: the pillars of the old peer are used by some young locals as a kind of trampoline.  
14

 This problem goes along with the use of public spaces, STENAPA and the Government are trying to build 
awareness among the population to take better care of the island. 
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 “The Golden Rock Heritage Trail is unique because in one, uninterrupted and 
undisturbed route it combines visible and tangible elements of 1500 years of history. 
Walking along the Trail, St. Eustatius' past unfolds through its monuments. Together 
they tell the complete story of the island's history through one continuous chain of 
concrete, evocative illustrations that in fact exemplify the history of the entire north 
eastern Caribbean.” 

(Hellembrand 2010)  
 

Indeed, a heritage trail allows many different types of heritage landscapes to be undertaken 

through one unique route (Azaryahu and Foote 2008). This is already something that has 

never been done before on Statia. Another simple reason that supports the idea of a trail is 

also because most of the sites are not physically mobile; they consist of ruins of houses and 

forts. In the previous chapters it has been shown how much the heritage is spread all over 

the landscape of this little island. According to Mr. Hellembrand, the trail would represent 

the overview of this richness in one glance.  

One of the novel aspects of the proposal, considering the former heritage discourse, is the 

introduction of agricultural heritage that occurred outside the borders of Oranjestad. This 

more ordinary type of heritage is embedded in the narrative of the plantations (which lasted 

from the first colonial settlements until the recent past). Nowadays just a few farmers are 

still practicing agriculture on Statia; the implementation of this narrative also meant against 

its decline (Prideaux 2002, Stenseke 2009). This heritage is also important because it links to 

many features of the intangible heritage still recognizable in the customs and traditions of 

locals. During my research, I found many interesting aspects of this important narrative that 

the new trail seeks to restore. 

Furthermore, what would distinguish this project from a traditional museum would be the 

adoption of a territory (the landscape) not defined by conventional boundaries and the 

related benefits from the involvement of local community and different stakeholders (Hayes 

and Macleod 2008). Moreover, it would be defined how the trail intends to redress the 

narrative gaps previously highlighted also involving the local population. These are the 

reasons why a trail is thought to be the best solution to present Statia’s history, rather than 

a museum. In the next section a list of multiple objectives pursued by the development of 

the trail is explained further. 

 

Objectives 

The idea consists of a heritage trail with the multiple purposes of preserving heritage sites 

for the sake of history and to foster the social and economic development of the island. Four 

main objectives can be formulated: a) the maintenance and preservation of the heritage 

landscape, b) the creation of a new tourism product, c) the economic development of the 

island, and d) the fostering of local pride, education and community cohesion.  
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Point a) 

What brought Mr. Hellembrand to start thinking about this proposal is the necessity of 

preservation of those sites that are endangered by the action of nature through time and 

from other types of developments foreseen by different stakeholders in this area. More 

generally, it has been analysed before how previous efforts of heritage preservation have 

failed in this regard, especially considering the sites and landscape located outside the 

historical core of Oranjestad. In the next sections a bit more will be argued on these issues. 

The multiplicity of purpose attached to this trail is also caused by the necessity of seeking 

the approval of as many of the locals’ opinion as possible and not just a restricted group of 

history enthusiasts. Mr. Hellembrand is aware of the fact that the preservation of the sites 

for their intrinsic value alone will not be enough to convince all -social groups for the 

necessity of the trail. On the other hand, this type of development would be in line with Mr. 

Hellembrand’s future vision of Statia building its own future through the valorisation of its 

natural assets, in accordance with the Strategic Development Plan (2010). 

 

Point b) 

Another important objective stressed in the proposal is the focus on attracting more tourists 

by working on the distinct and unique qualities that Statia has compared with the touristic 

offerings of the surrounding islands. It has already been explained how the touristic offerings 

on Statia, regarding its heritage assets, are limited considering its potential. In this sense the 

island could offer a different touristic experience from the one usually promoted in the 

Caribbean. Statia could attract another type of tourist offering, through cultural heritage 

implementation, a very special touristic alternative (Prideaux 2002), without necessarily 

competing with the surrounding islands. 

“St. Eustatius is a special island. Surrounded by is lands with burgeoning tourism 
focused on  white beaches, casinos or mega-yacht facilities, it relies on other features 
to attract the  discerning traveler, the boutique tourist. The dormant volcano The 
Quill provides for very special hikes, divers find an enchanting underwater world, and 
then there is Statia's history - visible all around. It is the latter quality, the feeling of 
walking through a 3-D book of living history that sets the island apart of all others15” 
 

(Hellembrand 2010) 
 
Indeed, Statia is set apart from the group of surrounding islands which base their economies 

essentially on tourism. On the one hand, this is explained by the physical assets of the island. 

The relatively small dimensions of the island do not allow for accommodating mass-

                                                           
15

See Strategic Development Plan, p. 7. 
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tourism16 (Vanhove 1997). The other islands also develop a kind of tourism which is based on 

resorts and white beaches, and Statia has steep cliffs and small black beaches. On the other 

hand, this situation is the product of policy decisions of the past which did not seek tourism 

as an opportunity for the local community, probably because in the past there were no 

visions of tourism other than the mass-tourism which flourished on nearby islands. What are 

now considered unique assets, as the cultural heritage, were probably at those times not 

suitable for the typical touristic market of the Caribbean. How heritage can be used as a 

method for switching from a declining economy towards a more profitable one is 

demonstrated by the examples provided by the literature (Chen, Kerstetter et al. 2001, 

Prideaux 2002, Markwell, Stevenson et al. 2004). Nowadays new paradigms of tourism have 

emerged 17and Sint Eustatius is revaluating its position in the global touristic market. 

Statia is recognised as the Historic Gem but it appears that most of the tourists go there for 

diving; the cultural heritage has a great potential to be implemented together with the 

related accommodating structures and facilities for tourists. Only highly motivated tourists 

or those with good economic possibilities (such as generally divers) come to Sint Eustatius18. 

This trail would be an occasion to also extend the target market to heritage tourists, or 

“boutique tourists” as Mr. Hellembrand calls them. 

 

Point c) 

Economic development of the island through its unique assets is in line with the policy of the 

local government if we consider documents such as the Strategic Development Plan (2010) 

that seeks to implement tourism within a sustainable19 development.  

“Statia has unique qualities. The island is authentic and pure, has many cultural 
heritage sites, beautiful natural landscapes, unique flora and fauna and excellent 
diving sites. Other qualities that attribute to Statia’s identity are the local culture, the 
peacefulness and the small size. It is this mix of qualities that makes Statia one of a 
kind in the Windward Islands. Statia’s development is the development of these 
unique identifying qualities: to strengthen and protect them and use their full 
potential for the island’s wellbeing, now and in the future.” 
 

(Strategic Development Plan 2010) 

Moreover, the Sint Eustatius Investment Guide (2012) also stresses the importance of 

tourism development for “the development of innovative businesses and related sectors” 

                                                           
16

 The two main characteristics of mass-tourism are defined with: 1) participation of a large number of people, 
2)a standardized holiday, packaged and inflexible. 
17

 For more information about new paradigms in tourism see “The evolution of Tourism and development 
theory” Telfer D. J., 2002.  
18

 It is quite expensive to reach the island. 
19 Development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their 

own needs” (World Commission, 1987). 
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and to enhance “the infrastructure and investment climate”. Indeed, according to the 

proposal, the trail would be worth being listed as a UNESCO Heritage site and this would give 

to the island an advantage on the tourist market and attract new investors (Hampton 2005). 

“The Trail is of a standard that would qualify for listing as a UNESCO World Heritage 
site. That would give the island a marketing advantage to attract high-end visitors.”  
 

(Hellembrand 2010) 
 

Point d) 
 
By becoming a UNESCO heritage site, the trail could be valued not just in economic income 
for the locals by diversifying the economy of the island, but also as a matter of pride. Indeed, 
the benefits for the locals are not just meant as a side effect of the arrival of tourism in 
terms of economic income and creation of new job opportunities. Through encouraging new 
local businesses and making locals participate in its implementation process, the proposal is 
also a political and socio-cultural means for building community pride and cohesiveness 
(Newman and McLean 1998). 
 

“The Golden Rock Heritage Trail will be a top class tourist attraction as well as serving 
as an educational tool for the local youth and instrument for building communal pride 
and cohesiveness. “ 

(Hellembrand 2010) 
 

Therefore, while the trail would attract more tourists, the benefits for the local socio-cultural 

development would be multiple. The trail is intended to enhance the awareness of locals, to 

make them appreciate their island more by knowing more about it, a didactic tool especially 

for the young generations. At the same time, the trail is intended to be a new place holder 

for the island’s identity, a social glue where the small but varied population can recognise 

itself. Here also there is no specific indication on how this could be done. 

Therefore, the trail is intended to inserts itself within general examples of cultural policies 

meant to regenerate a specific area through “soft infrastructure” and cultural tourism that 

involves local residents (Shaw and MacLeod 2000). Moreover, the trail would be part of 

those local cultural heritage projects that not only diversify the local economy but provide  

reference points for the development of local identity and a sense of belonging (Markwell, 

Stevenson et al. 2004) that sets Statia apart from its Caribbean context in the face of 

homogenising trends. 

 

Location and organisation of the trail 

The proposed trail would start outside Oranjestad and connect with the existing trail of the 

St. Eustatius Historical Walking Tour Guide (2007) described earlier, which only contains the 

heritage sites of Upper Town and Lower Town. Therefore the proposed trail actually expands 
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upon the existing trail by adding important sites that are located in more peripheral 

locations of the city that have not, for the most part, been adequately preserved or made 

easily accessible to the public. Thus the new trail would also include sites located in Lower 

Town as well as others outside the northern border of Oranjestad at the foot of Signall Hill. 

These consist of three areas: Benners plantation (in the inner land), Godet plantation and 

Smoked Alley (located on the coast line). The trail would continue towards Lower Town and 

connect with the existing trail that continues towards Upper Town through the Bay path, the 

oldest connection between the two parts of the city. 

 

 

Figure 17. In the map, the light blue area represents the area of the Golden Rock Heritage Trail proposal located out of 
the city centre of Oranjestad and down Signal Hill, source: Original image 
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. 

Figure 18. In the map, the red strip represents the path of the Golden Rock Heritage Trail proposal that passes through 
different areas, source: Original image 

 

In the proposal, each site would narrate a part of the island’s history so that by the end a 

tourist would have a complete vision of the story. The narration would not be linear in time, 

but would have to follow the sequence articulated by the sites’ positions in the landscape. 

There would be no restrictions in terms of starting or ending points, so that the visitor could 

move around the trail as he or she pleases. An entry point would be suggested and there 

would also be the possibility to have a guided tour if requested. 

As presented in the Objectives, the trail would have to incorporate business and activities of 

different forms. For each site Mr. Hellembrand has some ideas, though these are not really 

defined and still open to discussion. 

“Existing structures along the route provide excellent opportunities for food and drink 

facilities, shops, information boots, etc. Because of the composition of the route it 

could provide a full day activity incorporating hiking, nature, culture, catering, 

recreation (swimming), shopping.” 

(Hellembrand 2010) 
 

The route will have extra structures to ensure a pleasant walk through the sites. The 

proposal suggests the use of information booths (probably resembling the panels already 

placed for some sites – see Figure 12) which consist of an explanation of the historical 

relevance of the place through texts, images and schemes, allowing the visitor to understand 
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the trail without the necessity of having a tour-guide. Considering the first objective (a), the 

valorisation of each site would also entail the addition of some extra structures to prevent 

further degradation and secure them for the arrival of visitors. The trail should also 

incorporate the facilities and amenities envisioned around the sites, such as shops, bars and 

restaurants, to enhance the experience of the trail for the tourists (objective b) and provide 

the spaces for the local business to take place (objective c). Overall, if compared with the 

previous analysis made upon the formal heritage making process, this proposal has quite 

high ambitions as nothing like this heritage trail has never been implemented on Statia. 

In the next section, I will describe the sites chosen to be part of the trail and the narratives 

that are to be told through them, covering different aspects of the island’s history. 

Moreover, I will present the current conditions of the sites and which issues are foreseen by 

Mr. Hellembrand for the implementation of the trail. 

 

5.4.1 Inside the Golden Rock heritage trail: the sites, the narratives and their 

implementation through the landscape. 

 

Sites narratives 

In the proposal, the sites are presented into five groups based on the name of the area in 

which they are located. Some groups of sites share the same narratives, and others are 

simply located near to each other. For example, the sites in Benners Plantation are 

presented together in this area because they form the narrative of the plantations while the 

sites on Godet Plantation are simply located one near the other within the area of the old 

plantation. According to Mr. Hellembrand, just the new trail’s narratives, are exhaustive of 

the story of the island and even more: 

 “Together they tell the complete story of the island's history through one continuous 

chain of concrete, evocative illustrations that in fact exemplify the history of the 

entire north-eastern Caribbean.” 

(Hellembrand 2010) 
 

Indeed, the narratives of the new trail’s sites would also cover the narratives of the old one 
but from different perspectives and, in addition, new narratives that are nowadays less 
implemented as heritage discourse for the public would be integrated. The table under is a 
schematic summary of the trail to which I will refer in the rest of the analysis. In the next 
paragraphs, the narratives (as reported in the proposal) and links between their landscapes 
will be briefly presented for each area.  
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Figure 19. Trail scheme summary, source: Original image 
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Figure 20. trail scheme summary, source: Original image 
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- Benners plantation 

This area (defined with the red colours on the table) is mentioned in the proposal as the best 

starting point of the trail for the richness of its narratives. It is located more towards the 

inner part of the island at the bottom of Signall Hill, today within the private property owned 

by NuStar Company. Formerly, this site was a plantation from the 17th century and 

continued to be used as a plantation during the period of Self-sufficiency. The sites that are 

located in this area are the cemetery, the plantation residence, the sugar works and the 

slave village. 

The first site to be visited would be the remains of an important cemetery (called by Mr. 

Hellembrand “a history book of Statia in stones”), containing tombs from the 17th century of 

some of Statia’s most important historical personalities. Starting from this place, the visitor 

would have the best introduction to the trail. Indeed, many segments of the history of the 

island can be told through the material evidence that the tombs offer, such as the frequent 

conquest and re-conquest of the island during the Golden Rock period, the First Salute 

narrative. For example, Johannis Benner, from which the plantation derives its name, was 

one of the leaders that launched the expedition from Saba in 1690 to recapture the island 

from the French. Another example is the tomb of Abraham Ravené (died in 1733) which 

connects to the narrative of the First Salute, because he was the grandfather of the officer 

who in 1776 fired the salute.  

 

 

Figure 21. One of the tombs of the old cemetery, source: the Golden Rock Heritage Trail (2010) 

 

Continuing the trail toward the coast, there are the rest of the plantation’s features. The 

plantation residence is witness to the cotton culture in the 20th century, and the sugar 

works with the ruins of the mill and distillery represent heritage of the sugar culture that is 

located on a higher part of the landscape. While some burials with no names are located on 
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the lower part of the plantation these have been interpreted by Walter as the tombs of 

some more important slaves considering their location and the former organisational 

structure of a plantation. It is likely that once there was a slave village here. These 

narratives, tightly linked to the landscape, are currently not part of the formal heritage 

discourse. 

 

 

Figure 22. rest of Banners Plantation's house, source: The Golden Heritage Trail (2010) 

 

 

- Godet plantation 

This is located after Benners Plantation towards the seaside, on a private property owned by 

the Sproot family. In this area (defined with the orange colours on the table), the trail would 

offer three sites: the (plantation) residence, the lazaretto and the pre-Columbian site. 

The plantation residence is the only one remaining from the 17th century and testifies to the 

story of the first colonial settlements. Also, this building is situated on a higher place of the 

landscape. Descending towards the coast, the ruins of the Lazaretto are linked to the history 

of slavery. This site was used between the 19th and 20th century as a leper asylum for slaves. 

With the abolition of slavery, smugglers were not checking the health conditions of slaves 

before shipping them to America. The pre-Columbian site, also near the coast, is the second 

most important prehistoric site of the island; here it is possible to find ancient settlements. 

These narratives do not have much in common with each other, but they are presented 

together because of their location in Godet plantation. Moreover, they testify narratives and 

episodes of Statia’s history that are scarcely addressed by the current heritage discourse and 

never have been adequately presented on the landscape. 
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Figure 23. Plantation residence in Godet Plantation, source: Original image 

. 

 

 

Figure 24. Ruins of the Lazaretto in Godet Plantation, source: Original image 

 

- Waterfort 

Continuing along the coast and still within the Sproot family’s property are the remains of 

the only Waterfort on the island (this area is defined with the yellow colours on the table). 

Together with the Waterfort, there are two other sites: battery Rotterdam and the slave 

house. 
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Figure 25. View of the massive walls of Fort Amsterdam from the beach, source: Original image 

 

The fort is connected to the Golden Rock narrative. Is also known as Fort Amsterdam, is a 

defence system made up of two fortifications and is the second oldest fort of the island after 

fort Oranje in Upper Town. Here would be the occasion to talk about the constant threat of 

pirates and buccaneers, the reason why the fort was built and, considering the name, the 

Dutch connection as well. In the same area but a bit more towards the inner land the ruins 

of battery Rotterdam from the 18th century are still recognisable, connecting with Fort 

Amsterdam through steps cut into the slope. Such a defensive system for such a small island 

leads to the story of the importance of the island as a trade centre during the Golden Rock 

period. Built inside the Waterfort is the rest of the foundation of a former slave house, 

where slaves were nursed after being shipped from Africa. This is one of the most evocative 

reminders of slavery along the trail and it’s a new narrative as well as most of the ruins along 

the coast are associated to warehouses or fortifications.  

 

- Ruins along the bay 

The trail would continue on the coast line towards the south in Lower Town, what is now 

public space and the most touristic area along with Upper Town. Here begins Lower Town, a 

rather scenic walk over the ruins of warehouses, wharfs, workshops, ships chandlers, shops, 

residences, pubs, inns and more that once constituted the trade core of the island (defined 

with the green colours on the table). The bay is full of these ruins, but today just the ones 

attached to the sea are still clearly visible, emerging from the soil. Here of course it is the 

already established narrative of the Golden Rock days during the second half of the 18th 

century that is on display.  
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Figure 26. Ruins along the bay, source: Original image 

 

- West India Company Weighing house 

This is the centre of Lower Town, where there is a concentration of some historic buildings 

(defined with the blue colours on the table). A few of them are used for touristic purposes 

and others lie in ruins. This is also one of the main touristic parts of the island. Some more 

intervention of restoration would be needed, even though this is the section of the trail 

where the sites have been left in the best conditions (even though still some work should be 

done).    

The West India Company Weighing House still stands, but of course it nowadays serves 

another function (diving centre) after being used for many other purposes over the years. 

The building was built in 1772 and would be the occasion to speak about the Dutch influence 

on the island as it was the reason why they came here for the first time in 1636. 

Furthermore, this building also brings the link to the first half of the 20th century; in those 

times it served as Customs House and Harbour Office, when the island was producing its 

own goods. This place has been also the witness to modern times on Statia, when the first 

electricity plan took place on the island.  
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Figure 27. Mr. Hellembrand showing the plaque of the West India Company on the building that once was its weighing 
house, source: Original image 

 

 

Figure 28. The old pier linked to the cotton culture, source: Original image 

 

Here there are also other buildings that are not mentioned in the proposal20, but have been 

mentioned by Mr. Hellembrand during the excursion that I had with him on some of the 

sites. Some of them are the Old Gin house, where cotton was processed and the old pier 

                                                           
20

 Probably because the proposal it’s just at his first draft and is meant to briefly present only the main heritage 
sites, leaving space for further additions. 
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from where it was shipped. These places are witness to the narrative of the Cotton culture 

during the 20th century. Others are relatively recently built, but are left in ruins. Their 

restoration would be important not just for the requalification of the area, but also for 

redressing their almost forgotten narratives. 

 

Issues of implementation 

Before it would be possible to launch the trail, some major interventions must be foreseen. 

The proposal should be integrated into a new development strategy (Al-hagla 2010) 

undertaken by the local government that intends to consistently make use of heritage 

tourism as one of its pillars. In fact, such a trail would work only if more tourists would come 

on the island as well. Facilities and structures all around the island should be established to 

support this new situation. In this section I will address all the issues and challenges related 

with the implementation of the trail as foreseen by Mr. Hellembrand.   

 

Safety and Maintenance 

Concerning the landscape and the actual conditions of the sites, there are two different 

situations. The first three areas of the trail are in a very poor state while the last two are 

better preserved. The main problem is the action of nature through time, the overgrowing of 

vegetation (especially Corallita) on the sites and the action of the water both of the sea and 

of the streams that erodes the land during the rainy season. Another problem that is 

foreseen also relates to the maintenance of the sites, namely the damage caused by free 

cattle grazing throughout the landscape. While the sites located in Lower Town are more 

monitored and valorised, in the first part of the trail the sites are in private areas not 

maintained by their owners, and no organisation has the jurisdiction to intervene. 

Therefore, many sites are already in severe adverse condition such as the Waterfort (Figure 

25) that recently collapsed due to the force of the sea. Mr. Hellembrand pointed out how the 

first step would be to clear up and secure the sites, at least from further deterioration. This 

action would be fundamental. On the one hand, this would preserve the sites and make 

them physically accessible; on the other, it would guarantee the safety of the visitors. 

Maintenance also implies a constant monitoring of the sites. In the previous chapters it has 

been assessed how not all the sites around the island are in good condition but just some, 

located in specific areas. Together with the sites, many places of the island are also left 

abandoned without anyone taking care of them. This is also why the trail was conceived in 

the first place, as a way to justify preserving them.  Indeed, Mr. Hellembrand is aware that 

the implementation of the route would be a challenge for Statia, also in terms of establishing 

an efficient organisation to manage it. 
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Facilities and other infrastructures  

According to Mr. Hellembrand, another important step would be to create new 

infrastructure and facilities that allow a comfortable walk through the sites and at the same 

time make the trail more attractive. The multifunctional character of the trail (such as in 

terms of being a tool for economic and social development) has already been stressed; 

indeed, more structures and infrastructures would be needed to support such objectives.  

In this regard, not many ideas have been elaborated in the proposal but some suggestions 

are made by Mr. Hellembrand, especially for reusing the old structures of the heritage sites. 

For example, one clear suggestion would be to use the structure of the residence on Godet’s 

plantation as a bar or restaurant selling typical recipes for the visitors. Also, the 

infrastructure could be implemented by restoring previous constructions. For example, Mr. 

Hellembrand indicated that there was a staircase path with terraces linking Godet’s 

residence plantation with the area of battery Rotterdam. This path could be easily restored. 

At the same time, there are other infrastructural elements that should be added to make the 

walk more secure and pleasant, such as a wooden deck on the coastline which would be 

especially useful during floods due to sea-level rise. 

 

Property 

This issue seems to be the one that Mr. Hellembrand regards as the most difficult to solve. 

As it has been reported, the areas are divided between three different landowners: NuStar 

(Benner Plantation), Sproot family (Godet’s Plantation and Waterfort) and the local 

government (ruins along the bay and West India Company weighing house). To implement 

the trail, an agreement should be reached between the different owners. For Mr. 

Hellembrand, the best case scenario would be that the municipality would acquire the other 

two properties, because it seems difficult that one of the other two would collaborate with 

the implementation of the trail without interfering with the programme. Indeed, besides the 

Sproot family, the private company NuStar already had some plans in this area to implement 

a new industrial area. Moreover, on NuStar property there are strict security and safety rules 

that have to be observed by everybody.  

  

Local participation 

Local participation is another aspect of the trail that is considered important. On the one 

hand, this is intended by displaying less spectacular narratives (like food recipes part of the 

intangible heritage of Statia) on the other it would also boost the local economy. 

Shops, bars and restaurants would be intended to serve the whole range of Statia’s typical 

goods (drinks and recipes) linked to plantation heritage, while other souvenir shops could 
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sell artefacts made from shells and stones emulating the ones found in pre-Columbian sites. 

According to the proposal, these could be small businesses owned by local entrepreneurs 

that at the same time would be involved during the implementation process in terms of 

clearing-up, maintenance and organisation of these areas.  

Another important suggestion made in the proposal would be to restore the type of 

cultivation that once covered this area as heritage of the plantations, and give them to local 

farmers for agricultural purposes. For example, it has been mentioned that Banners 

Plantation could be re-created following the model of an old plantation so that the visitor 

could see how this was in the past and then buy its products directly at the shop as souvenirs 

or taste them at the bar. Also for Godet’s Plantation, Mr. Hellembrand suggested involving 

local small scale farmers and starting to plant typical products of the island as well as trying 

out more modern and experimental practices as a small “laboratory” for the rest of the 

island. 

Therefore, the participation of the local population to the narrative discourse results to be 

linked to its participation for the implementation process through setting local businesses 

and activities (Aas, Ladkin et al. 2005, Stenseke 2009). However, Mr. Hellembrand is aware 

that involving the local community through this way could encounter some obstacles. It is 

generally known that the Statians are not inclined to work in agriculture or other servile jobs 

(such as tending bars or working in the restaurants). He mentioned how this could be due to 

status reasons, where working behind a desk not under the hot sun is the aim of most 

Statians. The reasons for this are unclear but Mr. Hellembrand seems to be keenly aware of 

the obstacles that this strategy could encounter. 

 

5.4.2 Summary of the trail 

 

Considering the existing narratives, the trail adds new ones that nowadays are not much 

implemented for tourists on Statia. It has already been analysed how the heritage sites’ 

touristic offerings are limited to a restricted part of the island and are mainly concentrated 

on a specific period, the narrative of the Golden Rock. With this trail, the landscape around 

the city centre is also taken into consideration. The plantation narrative emerges clearly in 

all its aspects, and from the proposal it is adequately stressed how plantations concern more 

than the history of one period. Therefore, the trail has an important added value not only 

because it adds new narratives, but also for expanding the heritage offerings to peripheral 

areas and consequently recognising the historic value of different landscapes (Prideaux 

2002). 

On the other hand, it seems like the implementation would face many challenges. The 

condition of the sites is a major issue; walking through the sites, is difficult to clearly imagine 

how it would look like considering the density of the surrounding vegetation. It is sure that a 



60 
 

big intervention must take place to clear up the area, to ensure the sites from further 

decaying and to make it more safe and pleasant to walk. Therefore, a good organisation 

would be needed both to create the trail and to manage it later. Moreover, the organisation 

would not only be responsible for the maintenance issues but also all the activities and 

businesses around that are intended to be held by locals. Therefore, the participation of 

Statians would be fundamental for the real success of this trail. Yet the involvement of the 

inhabitants, as suggested by Mr. Hellembrand, seems to clash with their genuine will to 

collaborate. Finally, issues of property and ownership of the trail are linked with the position 

of the sites in the landscape. In the next section some of these issues and many others will 

be confronted with respect to the opinion of the local community. 

 

 

 5.5 Themes and issues emerged for the implementation of the trail 
 

In this section, themes and issues that emerged during the interviews regarding the proposal 

for the new trail have been analysed together with a consultation of the official documents 

and the site visits. The main objective is to understand how the formal process of heritage 

making is perceived by the local population and what the related issues are. Through the 

analysis of the interviews, some main themes emerged, which can be grouped into three 

main domains: Content, Process and Context. In the Process section, I will report on the 

responses to the implementation process, mostly concerning what has been done so far on 

the island and what could be done for the trail. The Content section will deal with the issues 

that emerged about narratives unfolded and the opinions about the implementation of the 

heritage trail itself, and the Context section with what pertained to the landscape of the 

route and its development. 

 

5.5.1 Content 

 

 

Heritage is indeed a highly political phenomenon; different stakeholders can have different 

points of view. For the most part, those in power are the prime agents that shape the 

landscape and associated narratives towards particular objectives. On the other side, 

heritage can also be used to build patriotism at the local level and foster a sense of identity 

that contributes to social regeneration (Timothy and Boyd 2006). Yet these landscape 

changes and narratives are not necessarily in line with how the people themselves think 

about the past or how the landscapes should be shaped, thus resulting in possible 

dissonance and conflict (Timothy and Boyd 2006, Birna, Hyde et al. 2013). 
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The use of formal narratives 

 

The name of the heritage trail itself addresses the most privileged narrative of the island, the 

Golden Rock period. Through the analysis of the present state of cultural heritage on the 

landscape of Statia (paragraph 5.1.3), it has already been mentioned how the landscape 

narratives of the Golden Rock period are the most recognisable, both in terms of number of 

sites and their state of preservation. Besides the reasons (expressed during the previous 

analysis) why this narratives appear to be dominant, during the interviews I tried to 

understand positive and negative sides to be considered on the implementation of this 

narrative through the new trail. 

Especially considering the perspective of formal agents, it emerged that for some, the 

Golden Rock period is felt as something to be proud of. For example, people like to be 

reminded of this period’s prosperity by citing that once the island was home to almost 

20.000 inhabitants and that the bay was full of ships, as indicated on the local Tourism Office 

website. 

 “Most of the people of Statia are very proud of their heritage, they heard about it, 

maybe they are not acknowledged on the specific, they are aware of the fact that 

they are on a very interesting island with a big history.” 

(Formal agent) 

Also if we consider the Historical Foundation website, the population is reported to be 

20.000 and the fact that both these institutions report this information already led me to 

think (together with the analysis of the previous chapters) that this is the line supported by 

the formal agents, also for touristic purposes. While Mr. Hellembrand, as a historian, argues 

that this number is exaggerated, indicating that there are some contestations even on the 

level of the production of heritage. However, it can be stated that the population of Statia 

was far greater than nowadays.   

Considering the perspective of the non-formal actors, the First Salute, the narrative of Statia 

Day (belonging to the Golden Rock period) presents a good example to understand the 

different positions about this period. Some recognise it as part of their heritage while others 

do not. Since the majority of the population is black, a group of people define it as pertaining 

to only white history, by recognising what at the time was the slave population from Africa 

as their ancestors21. 

“Some people think that they are not even African and they say: I’m Dutch.” 

(Local) 

                                                           
21

 Race, as a possible matter of dissonance upon the narratives of the trail would be affronted later on in the 
discussion. 
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“I don’t feel represented by Statia Day, but it’s part of the island’s history” 

(Formal agent) 

What I also understood is that for some, this more spectacular narrative is felt as something 

of the past, far from their daily experience and a piece of history which they do not know 

much about. To this group of people, I would especially include the younger generations, 

who from my own experience and from what has been told to me, seem quite ignorant 

about their own history.  

“The local young generations don’t learn enough about the history and the culture of 

the island, rather they know much better the more general history…they should 

know more about their history to know who they are and where they come from.” 

(Local) 

Others refer to it as part of their history because it belongs to the island, it was an event that 

took place specifically on Statia, where they recognise themselves.  

“it’s part of our history its part of who we are, we need to embrace it instead of being 

critical about it and share it with the world…” 

(Formal agent) 

It appears clear that the sense of attachment brought by the more spectacular narratives of 

the Golden Rock period distinguishes different positions, also when considering that in this 

discussion other cultural groups forming the population of the island have not been 

considered. But at the same time, all the interviewee agree that this narrative as the one of 

the Golden Rock period is worth being implemented and presented to the tourists if it results 

in new development and new job opportunities for the locals22.  

 

 

 “Is not our history but it happened here...I think that the 16th of November could be 

one of the biggest tourist attractions for Statia, especially for American tourists of 

course, because it’s their history...we should promote more Statia to the United 

States.”  

 (Local) 

                                                           
22 Indeed, it has been stressed how this narrative is already used to attract tourists on the island by the Tourist Office. 
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 “For me it’s good, as long as benefits the island, because till now nothing is going on 

we don’t have nothing to offer. I don’t care what it is as long as make the island go 

further.” 

(Local) 

Another reason to foster the spectacular narratives of the Golden Rock period is simply 

because it is part of the island’s history and as such should be narrated. People see it 

everywhere on a daily basis as it cannot be omitted. But, when used, this narrative should 

also encourage further reflections on how the people feel represented and attached to the 

island. Indeed, considering the focus of the trail on the Golden Rock period different views 

appeared to coexist on the island, leading me to reflect upon possible dissonance within the 

new trail. Therefore, considering the positive and negative aspects that emerged, looking 

back to the heritage trail and the presentation of Golden Rock narratives (with all the 

necessary cautions23) they can be used as means for attracting tourists. Yet, at the same 

time they probably will not be the most efficient tool to enhance the local community’s 

sense of identity. 

 

The introduction of new narratives 

 

In the literature, it is reported how the perpetuation of more spectacular narratives can 

result in the general omission of others’ indigenous narratives that are dissonant and 

sometimes contradictory to the dominant one (Birna, Hyde et al. 2013). In this regard, it has 

been stressed how the new trail will include many narratives that have been pushed aside in 

previous heritage measures. In this section, the presence of less dominant narratives will be 

investigated from the perspective of the local population. 

One of the novel aspects of the proposal, considering the former heritage discourse, is the 

introduction of agricultural heritage that occurred outside the borders of Oranjestad. Indeed 

the trail seeks to restore the narrative of the plantations in the landscape, which lasted from 

the first colonial settlements until the recent past. Many are the narratives linked to this 

agricultural heritage that the trail would represent, and in this analysis will emerge how 

these are actually more vivid in shaping the sense of identity of the local population than the 

formal ones currently implemented. 

From the beginning, the plantations were tightly linked with the narrative of slavery that had 

been intensively practiced on the island during the famous Golden Rock period. The slavery 

                                                           
23

 Slavery is also part of the Golden Rock narratives, see next topic. 
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narrative is extensively addressed in the trail. I tried to investigate what this would imply for 

implementing this narrative, especially considering it as a reminder of slavery for the locals24. 

Generally, the response that I had from the interviewee was quite positive towards the 

implementation of this narrative. While some felt as if it was something more related to the 

past and did not find a strong connection with it anymore, others felt more attached and 

believed in the importance of reminding others of this past. 

 “They want to forget, some people think that they are not even African and they say 

I’m Dutch.” 

(Local) 

While none of my respondents had a problem with the slavery heritage being more 

prominently represented through the new trail, it would seem that this is not something that 

all Statians might embrace. As Magumbo and Victor, another local artist, said there is some 

people who don’t recognize themselves as descendant of the African slaves imported during 

the Golden Rock period.  

In this regard, some episodes have been reported during informal talks with the inhabitants 

in which someone demonstrated antagonism towards showing this narrative. Mr. 

Hellembrand told how during the visit of the Dutch royal family, someone from the local 

government tried to obstruct the presentation of the slave hut reconstruction project made 

by the Historical Foundation in collaboration with SECAR. It is also interesting to note that 

both the Investment Guide (2012) and the website of the Tourist Office do not mention 

slavery when talking about the Golden Rock period, while it is openly displayed in other 

contexts (such as Statia’s Museum). Even though I could not address with certainty the 

reasons why it seems that not everybody would be alright to stress so much the narrative of 

slavery it could be a potential cause of dissonance and of conflict among the local 

population. Moreover, as the trails brings up new narratives upon slavery and these would 

be (for the first time) extensively represented through landscape, possibly it would result 

more sensitive than having them in a museum. 

This observation is also confirmed by the interviews with white people living on the island. It 

emerged that slavery should be addressed with sensitivity in order not to harm anybody’s 

sensibilities. 

“Particularly for the plantation and the slave narratives, would be hard to get locals 

involved, I’ve notice that in general, local people here doesn’t like to talk about what 

happened in the plantation, I think they think its white people history. Most people 

                                                           
24 It must be remembered that the population of Statia is composed of different ethnicities. Consequently it should be 

considered when talking about slavery that it is a theme that has much to do with origins, and therefore does not have the 

same weight for everyone. 
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on the plantation were Africans slaves, their ancestors, I think it’s a bit of a taboo... I 

think probably that they are ashamed about this past, maybe not as in Bonaire, not 

that bad, but here I think so.” 

(Formal agent) 

 “...to expose the history of the island requires some dialogue, I think that this past is 

still felt on the island, that the black people were mistreated. Put something on 

display to show the beauty of it would probably be difficult to deal with it, I don’t 

think it’s a wise idea to try to reveal the beauty of this history, it has to be careful to 

think how to present it. It is very interesting to see the past of this island, based on 

slave industry, which everybody in the world consider bad about it and not least the 

people of Statia, so the wrongness of the system should be well showed.” 

(Formal agent) 

However, at the same time it also appears that the issues underlying this narrative are not as 

strong as they seem to be in other Dutch Caribbean islands. Other characters of the person 

are more relevant. 

 “Here actually you are more judged as a person, your status, the person is more 

important that wherever you are.” 

(Formal agent) 

 “Maybe it’s not so strong as in Curacao and so forth, on Statia is just a matter of you 

are successful if you have a job and you sit behind a computer …If you have a work in 

which you are sweating probably you are not successful, that is the stigma.” 

(Formal agent) 

In summary, the narrative of slavery relates to what is nowadays a racial issue between 

blacks and whites, and is quite complicated to define within the formal process of heritage 

building. On one side, there is a part of the population that thinks this dark side of Statia’s 

history should always be present, for the sake of historical truth and to remind a part of the 

population of their origins. On the other, it appears like another part of the black population 

would prefer not to talk about it much (probably from a sense of shame) and therefore its 

presence could generate a dissonance in terms of establishing a sense of pride for people. 

When considering my personal experience, I never felt any racial discrimination during my 

stay; black and white people on Statia are used to living together for a long time, to go to the 

same bars and attend the same schools. Nevertheless, the study of Houssay-Holzschuch 

(2009) reflects on how racial boundaries can still be found in public spaces even when formal 

legislations have been emptied of racial believes, meaning that more research should be 

conducted in order to understand better how this narrative would be actually perceived. 
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The restoration of the plantations along the path of the trail is not just a reminder of slavery, 

but also of heritage from more recent periods, especially Self-sufficiency. While as external 

visitors, we tend to think that the term plantation is directly linked to slavery, for the locals 

and particularly for the older ones, plantations seems to be more of a nostalgic reminder. 

Looking to old maps of Statia, the island is always represented as a cultivated land divided in 

plantations. Even nowadays, the names of the different quarters in the residential area have 

kept the names of the old plantations that were there: Lynch Plantation, The Farm, Hard 

Times, Cherry Tree and so on, all names that evoke a certain kind of memory linked to the 

landscape. Nowadays, these became the names of the neighbourhoods and residential areas 

that took the place of the plantations. 

“...Even black people like plantations they were working in the past in a plantation 

and they used to enjoy it, it was their mean of living. The slavery past is more far 

away, and the more recent one took more over.” 

(Local) 

I found many positive reactions among locals towards the implementation of this narrative 

inside the trail. For someone restoring the plantations, it would be important as a symbol of 

self-sustenance and self-determination and therefore a matter of pride. Nowadays, the 

production on the island is very small and most of the products come from outside. 

Therefore life on Statia depends on importations at the expense of local businesses. 

According to some, this situation is also the cause of increased social problems due to 

unemployment. 

“... I rather prefer to be in the slavery position but be able to eat my own food 

instead of starving and steeling and getting into troubles”. 

(Local) 

In this quote result clear how much some Statians regret the “plantation days” in which they 

were able to live independently from their own land and work. Moreover, the sense of pride 

and nostalgia coming from this period is so much still present that it tends to overcome the 

concept of the plantation as a reminder of slavery. Generally, I found that this agricultural 

heritage is the one in which people more universally recognize themselves, as opposed to 

the Golden Rock one. 

Always linked to the agricultural heritage, the trail also intends to foster the intangible 

culinary heritage linked with the plantation narrative. As mentioned before25, today this 

heritage is not adequately implemented for tourism and risks to be lost if not well 

institutionalized. The new trail seeks to integrate these narratives (however less historically 

documented) through the selling of local recipes along the route.  

                                                           
25

 See Chapter 5.1.1 Self Sufficiency 
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 “My mother she told all of us (referring to the brothers) to do something, we can 

make tart, sweet potatoes, potato pudding, corn milk, Johnny cake, coconuts drops 

(recipes of the island)…things that they used to do before and know you are not 

seeing them and she is doing that now and she is making a sale from it…” 

(Local) 

 

 

Figure 29. Typical soup of Statia, source: Original image 

 

Moreover, the inclusion of the plantation as part of the trail is also important in terms of 

community regeneration.  This narrative is linked to the profound sense of community that 

characterizes Statia and that, according to many, is getting lost.  

“My mom was from Bonaire so I grew up learning about Bonaire typical food and my 

dad that was from Statia teach me about the food from here...so a mix of different 

traditions. We were also planting our own stuff; sweet potatoes, ocra, egg plants... 

didn’t know about this imported food already in packages and stuff.” 

(Formal agent) 

 

“...This are things that we are losing, we tend to be always in rush, and I don’t think 

people pay much attention about planting anymore, it’s sad... I think that the sharing 

has gone through the door everything that you want nowadays on Statia you have to 

buy it.” 

(Formal agent) 
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This is why this heritage narrative is quite important to conceptualize in order to restore a 

sense of identity within the local community, because anyone could feel a connection to it. 

At the same time, the younger generations would learn more about their history and 

traditions and would feel attached (if indirectly) to the memories of their ancestors. 

Through the interviews, I also understood that people used to go for hikes and picnics 

around the island much more in the past; indeed, the proposed area of the trail was 

frequented by locals much more then than nowadays. Godet Plantation, for example, had 

been active in producing goods until the recent past. Many inhabitants still remember it also 

as a place of recreation where they used to have picnics and go to the beach. This narrative 

of ordinary heritage is not considered in the proposal. Nowadays, the only trace of this 

recent past are three iconic palms trees (Figure 30), heritage of when the plantation was 

harvesting coconut trees that have all been cut down because of the devastating effect of a 

parasite in those times. 

 

 

Figure 30. Three palm trees, heritage of the recent plantation times, source: Original image 

 

““I’m much related to one of this places, which is very beautiful, I often thought to it 

when I was in Europe, Godet house. Because this was the house of my step 

father...he had a lot of goats and that stuff in that area...the house is very special. 

When I was in Europe I was thinking: “I would like to live there”. There were lots of 

coconuts trees we used to go there to have pick-nicks, now is no more possible, I 

haven’t seen it for thirteen or fourteen years. There was used to be a lot of traffic of 

people, now nobody is taking care and you are not allowed to go there anymore. Also 

happened that arrived a parasite that killed the coconuts trees...””  

(Local) 
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“We had in the past an entire plantation of coconuts trees, papaya trees, tamarinds, 

pine apple trees…we used to spend a lot of time there, now we cannot maintain it 

anymore” 

(Landlord) 

When I first arrived in this place, I was pleased by the unexpected view of these impressive 

palms trees but no explanatory booth was helping me to understand their meaning. This is a 

narrative that in my opinion should also emerge from the trail considering the perspective of 

the locals. In addition, this example of Godet’s plantation is explicatory of how this ordinary 

narratives linked to the more natural landscape are difficult to maintain recognisable 

through time in comparison with the built structures of the more permanent urban 

landscape.  

 

The importance of the trail for the locals 

 

The opinion of the local’s about the trail was generally quite positive. But if on one hand 

they liked the proposal on the other they appeared quite sceptical about its real 

implementation. This is mostly because of the shared feeling on the island that changes 

hardly happen on Statia and that people don’t feel in power to change things, as many 

attempts have failed to do so in the past, according to them. 

“...I get frustrated to be honest... things don’t change, and if they change is not for 

the positive” 

(Formal agent) 

“This could be a very good idea but for it to come and being... because you hear so 

many things are being worked on and then you see anything becoming true.”  

(Local) 

The implementation of such a trail within a strategy of economic and social sustainable 

development would be a strong signal for the population, sign that things can happen and 

that people can play a role in shaping the future of their island. As a consequence, new 

projects and ideas could be developed with the more conscious participation of the local 

population. Mr. Hellembrand is aware of this hard challenge, but also of its potential 

benefits. 

Moreover, the existence of such a trail is felt important for bringing the community 

together, more as it was in the past. Indeed, one of the things that caught my attention 

when talking with the inhabitants of Statia is that they refer to it as “their country”. A strong 

sense of place makes people feel deeply attached to their island, and this sense of identity 
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has been strengthened during the years when the island was focused on itself and people 

lived a simple life.  

It must be remembered that the population of the island is no more than around 3500 

inhabitants; people greet everyone in the streets and even cars make use of their horn now 

and then to salute passers-by. Through the interviews and my own experience, I understood 

that attachment to land is an important factor that binds the inhabitants together through a 

strong sense of community. On the other hand, it has been reported by many how divisions 

among the population are threatening this cohesiveness. We have already seen how the 

recent past is felt with a bit of nostalgia, for the times when they were eating outside and 

gathering at night on the streets. Today, they say, people are less often together, that they 

go to the office and then back home, and they stay inside, watching television.  

“It’s changed from when I was little, people were very friendly, helping each other’s; 

we were building houses and sharing food...now things changed but my family keeps 

it going on. Togetherness is my heritage, but everybody is more for themselves, you 

see people coming together when there are problems, like accidents, otherwise each 

is doing their own things...I think this is because of the money and the politics that 

changed, people just want to live without carrying about the law” 

(Local) 

 “We are going into the dollar direction, everyone today just think’s to go out and 

work for the dollar, and this is why all those plantations were people used to grow a 

lot of stuff disappeared.” 

(Local) 

 “The difference with the past is that a lot of our culture is lost...a lot of traditions 

(like Christmas)... being together with families. We didn’t have cars, we were meeting 

people on the street walking from one home to the other. People was sharing more, 

was more about giving without expecting anything in return. I think this is a bit lost, 

everything became more commercialized... I think this is caused a lot because of my 

generation, we wanted to get away to what our parents brought us, and then we 

don’t teach our kids so that they don’t have an appreciation of what it was before 

and now I feel I have to do it for my kids. I think this is also because of the cable tv 

that has caused a huge issue.” 

 “The cable TV has made the kids grow with an all difference sense, what’s sad is that 

they want to adapt another culture into theirs, so they fight to adapt to another 

culture.” 
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“I believe this was an important heritage also for the island, because this was what 

make Statia what it was, being part of a community. Everybody watched to each 

other and respected each over...”  

(Local) 

The trail also addresses another important issue concerning awareness that emerged 

through the interviews. Indeed the trail’s aim to enhance cultural heritage awareness among 

locals for the benefit of the entire community. 

It has been reported how, according to the inhabitants, the island in the last years faced 

important social, economic and cultural transformations. Many reported that much of the 

knowledge concerning the history of the island is passed down from older generations; many 

things are not told in the formal school education system. Especially, it emerged how the 

narrative of the Self-sufficiency period is something that children cannot and did not learn at 

school, but is generally transmitted orally, outside school. This knowledge is also composed 

of stories and traditions, consisting of the intangible heritage that makes many Statians 

nostalgically proud. The trail is seen by the locals as a positive contribution in highlighting 

those parts of Statian history that are not covered at school.  

“Things are happening just in special occasions you have nothing in between, while 

you could go to the schools you could tell them how we were used to make different 

delicacies, planting potatoes and encouraging them to know more about it…” 

(Local) 

“In the school nowadays the children know very little about their heritage or their 

history, and I find that they should know more about it. I was from Aruba and when I 

went to the Netherlands for the first time and they asked me something about my 

little island I realized that I knew very little about it, what I knew was everything of 

Hollande...I knew nothing about my place. ” 

 “The same happens for the young here in Statia, if the government should do 

something they should implement that into the schools, so that children can know 

“where do I come from, what is my descendent, what is my heritage and culture and 

therefore my identity””. 

(Local) 

Indeed these quotes highlight that while it is important for such narratives of heritage to be 

brought to the fore, it should be more than just through the trail but also in schools. The trail 

is already meant to be “educational tool for the local youth”, and therefore is implicit the 

possibility of linking the heritage trail with the education system. 
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Moreover, an issue that pertains to all the generations (but particularly the new ones), many 

Statians are disconnected from the past of the island. Instead, they are more connected to 

the customs and values spread by the outside world. 

“Young people see theme self in the future more like Lil Wayne or Rihanna, we have 

to be realistic, and everyone is into the media, lost in this world...” 

(Local) 

Therefore, the trail is considered important for enhancing the awareness of people and 

fostering the sense of identity by presenting the heritage in an alternative way from what 

has been done before on the island. Through the interviews it emerged that some special 

programs and projects for schools are already taking place.  On one hand the integration or 

connection of the trail with school projects could lead to new horizons of job opportunities 

and catalyze solutions to social problems. On the other, it would introduce more youngsters 

to their local heritage, which otherwise would be in risk of disappearing if not passed on. 

“I’m collaborating to help with a project that brings agricultural knowledge in the 

schools...” 

(Local) 

 “In the second chance education program we have some young that can have some 

disabilities or very low IQ’s and therefore there are been told also to create arts and 

crafts, that now is lacking on the island.” 

“Also we are on the process of developing a social workplace, we have to repair a big 

factory, where young people create art and craft that can be displayed for tourists in 

a gift shop.” 

 “We have also the hydroponic agriculture project for the schools, for which an 

expert is coming from Sint Kitts, the main objective is also to give the opportunity to 

young people to start their own business within agriculture, and to be aware of 

another opportunity of agriculture.”  

(Local) 

 

5.5.2 Process 

 

Nowadays, trails are considered as flexible and useful tools for economic and social 

regeneration and environmental management (Hayes and MacLeod, 2008, p.58). It has been 

analysed how the Golden Rock heritage trail is also intended for multiple purposes. This 

chapter is related to issues that emerged when talking about the implementation process 
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that the trail would require in terms of organisation and involvement of the different 

stakeholders. 

 

Participation of the local population thus far 

 

Mr. Hellembrand expressed how it would be important that this new trail should be a place 

where the Statians can recognize themselves and participate towards its functioning. In the 

proposal the participation of the Statians is intended both in terms of narratives and in the 

implementation of the trail itself. It has been already mentioned how the integration of new 

narratives would be brought by the people through the local business and activities that are 

foreseen along the trail. In this sub-chapter will be analysed how participation is perceived 

by the locals in the process of implementing the trail. 

It has been already mentioned how, if on one side, people agree about the importance of 

their contribution toward the implementation. On the other, they are generally sceptical 

that this would happen, considering the current situation. As yet, local people are not 

involved, and it seems like there is not much happening in the way of participation. Most of 

the people interviewed expressed the difficulty to participate in the process of decision 

making. These people reported much distrust towards politics and that, therefore, even if 

there are participatory efforts, their word will not be taken seriously.  

“Politics here is a mess everyone wants to be the boss, no corporation between each 

other, no understanding, no respect…” 

(Local) 

 “I’m sceptical with the government, if you’re not a friend of a politician they don’t 

listen to you...I trust in myself.” 

(Local) 

 “I would say that participation is very poor... The public is aware of what is going on, 

but for some reasons on the other side politicians have some kinds of friendships and 

they don’t come to speak openly to the population. Many are speaking that the 

government should pay more attention... In general I’m really fed up with what is 

going on, because is not working for the interest of the island and the population.” 

(Local) 

 “Our local government regarding tourism has always put it aside, is not important to 

them…to be honest I never noticed any action taking place when it’s about getting 

people involved into tourism... but not only when it’s about tourism, generally.”  

(Local) 
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Some of the inhabitants expressed how this little trust, in the possibility of making a 

difference and changing things, is because of the many unfulfilled projects and promises in 

the past and the frequent political changes recently26.  

“...I’m back here since 22 years and I was on different committee and organisations 

and this things -intending new initiatives - where to start and as I said every time a 

government comes in they through back, so instead of going forward we are going 

backwards.”  

(Local) 

It is also true that during the interviews, others were still very critical but with a less 

discouraged attitude, and were much more motivated towards trying to change things. 

Overall it can be said that for a number of reasons, participation on the island is restricted to 

a small number of people and generally a large distance is felt between the local 

government and the inhabitants. 

“...I’m part of a political party that is the progressive labour party, I’ve been 

candidate for two terms, I wrote on Statia news something about the referendum 

and what I think it means for the people of Statia...for me the best for the people of 

Statia would be to have more autonomy, more State... we should stay together with 

the other islands as it was and form one body, we should fight for independence and 

together we could do it, that’s my opinion...more unity with the other islands, 

because yet in each different island you have families, like this we are separated from 

each other the BES are separated from the others and when you want to visit 

another you have problems because you have a different status ”  

(Local) 

On the other side, a shared opinion of non-native people of the island (that mostly came 

from outside just for working circumstances) was that they found it difficult to involve locals 

in activities and to catch their interest. Addressing the lack of will and attitude to work for 

changes there is scepticism that the locals are interested to participate; one said that the 

lack of participation of the inhabitants is partly because they want politicians to take all the 

responsibilities. 

 “The inclusion of the population would be the biggest challenge.” 

“I think for a part is not that the government doesn’t do it or it doesn’t want to do it; 

I think that there is no policy on how to do it, the proposal could be a start if it also 

includes the implementation plan that now is missing...For many reason the 

population look at the government and say: ”you should do it” but the government is 

                                                           
26

 Is not clear but seems like the fact that the island has changed many times Govern in the last years, plus the 
Constitutional changes that took place in 10’10’10’. 



75 
 

just a bunch of people, and what they could do is to set a policy to develop 

something, but in the end the people of Statia have to support and do it, you cannot 

expect the government on doing the work alone.” 

(Formal agent) 

 “I don’t know if they really have the energy to work on this, why they didn’t set up 

this before? Maybe it’s a lack of initiative or maybe they just don’t want it. 

Sometimes in excavations locals don’t give a shit of what I do, sometimes they are 

really interested, and I like that.” 

(Formal agent) 

Also regarding cultural heritage, there has not been much involvement of the population in 

the past years, as reported by the Commissionaire of tourism Mr. C. Tear, who in the future 

intends to do more about it. Also Mr. Charles Lindo, director of the Tourism Office, stressed 

the importance of sensitizing more people toward tourism. As he says, people of Statia are 

not tourism minded, not seeing it as an opportunity for the island and for themselves. In this 

sense, the first tour operator business is starting on the island; Mrs. Francine Foe27 is in 

charge of the S. Eustatius Unique Tour Operator and is at the same time Director of the New 

Challenges Foundation that provides new chances for dropouts. On the one hand she is 

facing the difficulties of such a challenge through the negativity of the Statians, but on the 

other, how big an opportunity this could be for her fellow citizens. In her vision, she adopted 

the theories of Community Tourism from Diana McIntire, where local’ contribution is 

essential. Her reaction to the trail was absolutely positive; she saw it as a new opportunity 

for the less fortunate by, for example, making them entrepreneurs in arts and crafts or by 

providing work in agriculture developed in a more modern way28, and also by building 

awareness of living and eating healthy.  

“The majority of the local community are not supportive about tourism…it is a 

challenge for myself and also a risk to start this business – of first tourist operator on 

the island- , because face fears and negativity on the island from some people… But 

I’m also creating jobs opportunities for our young people on the island. I’m also 

creating job opportunities for our less fortunate ones (people with disabilities or very 

low IQ) in the New Challenge education program they are also taught to develop arts 

and crafts, which is something that is lacking on the island, tourist also said it to me.” 

(Local) 

This reflections strengthens the aspect of the proposal that participation should be more 

than just in terms of narratives but also in the implementation of the trail itself. And at the 

same time highlights how, from the perspective of the locals, the trail should be more than 

                                                           
27

 Can be considered as part of the top-down AHD that uses a bottom up perspective 
28

 There is already a project settled of hydroponics agriculture for schools. 
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just for tourists, or for heritage, but also used for more socially responsible efforts and 

activities (Newman and McLean 1998, Ashworth 2003). 

Summarizing, people seemed to agree about the fact that the trail should involve the local 

population as much as possible. This view goes along with the general idea that the trail 

should play a role within the economic and social development of the island. However, on 

the other hand we saw that many, including locals, are sceptical, because of the various 

challenges toward achieving that goal.  

 

Participation regarding the local population in the new trail 

 

Assuming cultural resources as a means of strategic development, “a region with a 

disproportionate number of excluded social groups and declining employment in traditional 

industries is more likely to develop trails to promote social inclusion or as device for building 

pride in shared community identities” (Newman and McLean 1998). Therefore one of the 

biggest challenges of the trail would be to demonstrate that it is actually possible to “eat 

with the heritage”. Mr. Hellembrand firmly stressed this point and that demonstrating this to 

be possible is one of his battles on the island. 

Everybody agrees on the fact that the trail should be self-sustainable and that therefore the 

implementation of some business around it would be necessary. At the same time, 

everybody agrees on the fact that no big scale intervention for tourists would be 

appropriate; the trail should be something from which the locals would not feel excluded but 

invited to stay and live together with the tourists. 

“I think they should try to make a very nice market and also souvenirs with local 

products that where made here in Statia when I was little...” 

(Formal agent) 

The implementation of local businesses is tightly linked with the objective of participation 

from the locals. In the previous section more general issue about participation have been 

discussed, in the following one I will investigate how the trail would actually attract local 

workers and provide them with new job opportunities. Indeed, involvement and 

participation are thought to come from integrating local businesses along the trail such as 

shops, bars, restaurant and small farms with local products and other features of the island’s 

intangible heritage. In this way, the locals could also partake in the benefits of the trail and 

at the same time engage with part of that intangible heritage which otherwise would be lost. 

Towards this idea, people felt quite enthusiastic; some referred to having already thought 

about starting a business, but that it is not easy and requires significant investment. The trail 

could offer an opportunity in this sense, but at the moment the proposal doesn’t explain 

further upon the ways in which local businesses could be facilitated. Nevertheless, the island 
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is rich of potential in this sense; there are a few restaurants that have locally typical dishes in 

their menu, but this is not enough compared to the abundance of cultural heritage carried 

by the population and hidden to tourists29. 

“is not that organized that you can go in a supermarket and by the big variety of local 

pastry, unless you go directly to the bakery that has something... the reason is 

because everybody does it in their own home already and you don’t need to buy it... 

and it doesn’t became a business because not everybody can make 

everything...every family has its own traditions.” 

(Local) 

If in theory this strategy seems very suitable and profitable for the entire community of 

Statia, it emerged from the interviews how it could face failure when confronted with the 

real perspective of locals. 

“I’m not too sure if locals would like to work in this, because locals don’t seem to be 

too much attracted by agriculture, but could be a very good thing anyway...This work 

is not something that the locals like, you need foreigners for this things to get things 

done...I won’t see it as something made by the people of the island, this trail could 

only be done by foreigners.” 

(Local) 

Indeed, apparently Statians are not enthusiastic about working in restaurants and bars. 

Many of the people that work in such places are not born on the island, but come from other 

Spanish speaking islands or are of Chinese ethnicity. No specific reason has been pointed to 

explain this situation; one local said that it is because working in these places is considered a 

servile job and therefore is something that people do not aim for as stable work. 

“When you talk about tourism, and all the things related good for the economy (bars 

restaurants...). but people don’t want to work in a restaurant or a bar, so you would 

notice that all the people that work in this places are ladies from Santo Domingo;  

Statia people say that they don’t want to work in this...Because government and 

NuStar are the works that they aim for, with the government it is a job for life, with 

pension and so forth. And also working on a bar is seen as service oriented, that 

means that you have to do something for somebody else, that it means taking away 

something from your own self value. It’s the same when you see roads works or 

building works on the island, they are not from Statia.” 

(Formal agent) 

The contribution of locals would be also considered in the proposal for maintaining the trail 

and working on the restored plantations. Similar to the other types of jobs, when asking 
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 See Chapter 5.1.1 Self Sufficiency 
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people if they would see locals working in the field, what emerged is that agriculture is 

generally not seen as a good working option on the island. 

“...everyone rely from the out world, all the stuff that comes in, so they think that 

source would be sufficient, so they don’t need to do agriculture.” 

“They don’t want to get their hands dirty, especially young people they want to enjoy 

life and to go on the fast lane...they don’t feel working hard on the field is a job” 

(Local) 

 “...on Statia is just a matter of you are successful if you have a job and you sit behind 

a computer …If you have a work in which you are sweating probably you are not 

successful, that is the stigma.” 

(Formal agent) 

The typical ambition apparently is to work in an office with a computer and air-conditioning, 

rather than under the hot sun.  From this it also results that the new generations are losing 

the agricultural knowledge and heritage of the older generations, substituted with the new 

ideals and values brought by television30. Part of this knowledge left the island with many 

Statians between 25 and 40 years old that found work elsewhere. The rest are working in 

offices, which appears to them as the best solution31.  

“...That have been one of the problems over the years, people saw that farming was 

hard work, with not much of prospects, not realizing that it was a business that also 

guarantees survival. Today young people are not interested to become a full time 

farmer, they are interested in having just a small garden. When they look around 

young people look at the old farmers and they see them struggling...so they think 

that they won’t have any chance, this is where the government should intervene by 

supporting more agriculture, and this is something that we are lacking.” 

(Local) 

Talking with people involved in agriculture, they report that nothing has been done for 

agriculture in the last years on Statia. The Spatial Plan doesn’t provide enough good land for 

it, and has been created without asking people involved or the experts. On the other hand, 

there are no incentives to make agriculture attractive enough. Some said that if agriculture 

would be presented and implemented as a more satisfying job, it would be easier to find 

people involved in it. 

“Agriculture in general has been neglected in many ways over the years, the older 

people who were involved some of them died some left working the land with the 
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 In the previous sub-chapter it has been pointed the influence of technology in society. 
31

 The importance of the trail for building awareness is discussed in the next topic. 
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age and young people didn’t took over, because agriculture has not been encouraged 

by the government, not stimulated so that the land became abandoned.” 

(Local) 

“The Spatial Plan doesn’t take that part of history into consideration, so that is 

looking more to other type of developments, but in an island of 4.000 people we still 

need to think how we would feed the community, and we are growing. So we would 

need to secure land for the animal and food production.” 

“Farming was really important here 40-50 years ago, are farmers were really 

important and respected, because they had everything; they didn’t had nice clothes, 

but every evening coming back from home they were happy because they were 

striving for their family and living in community with the others.” 

(Local) 

Of course, when considering these statements it should be taken into account the 

positionality and the subjectivity of the interviewees. Indeed, the scarce consideration of 

agriculture could be motivated by its unprofitability or by other factors which are external to 

the scope of this research. Nevertheless, the issues emerged during the analysis  from the 

perspective of the locals (such as the loss of related traditions and the availability of heathy 

food), even from people not necessarily linked to agricultural activities, witness a general 

discontent related toward the loss of agricultural practices and related heritage. 

The trail could be seen as an opportunity to sensitize people toward the possibilities that 

agriculture offers for themselves and for the island, but it should be conceptualized within a 

strategy that takes into account the challenges emerging from the current situation. 

Francine Foe, for example, pointed out how the trail could be important to give new job 

opportunities to dropouts talented in this work instead of a common office job, as well as 

involving the new generation and showing the potential that such a trail could foster for 

them. Presuming that the trail would allow and foster such initiatives, considering a more 

detailed phase of the proposal’s formulation, there should be more targeted process of who 

should be involved in these activities in order to achieve the objective of social regeneration. 

 

Collaboration between the different Organisations 

 

The interviews were also oriented at understanding the possibilities towards general 

management and organisation of the trail through participation of local formal institutions.  

At the moment, in the proposal, there is no plan described for a single body to take charge. 

In this regard, it would be very important to cultivate a close collaboration between the 

different agents of heritage making on the island in order to set up such an organisation as 
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required by the proposal for the Golden Rock Heritage Trail. Important studies on heritage 

trails (Gilmore 2004, Porter and Salazar 2005, Hayes and MacLeod 2007, MacLeod and Hayes 

2013) report that especially for sophisticated trails, such as the one under study, the 

creation of partnerships and working across sectors is essential during implementation. 

Moreover, collaboration would be also important to prevent different ambitions from those 

of the local community, led by more powerful entities with private or commercial interests, 

from taking over in the near future. This subchapter will discuss the feasibility of such a 

system and the will to participate within the different organisations, and also analyse the 

current relation between them. 

In general, every institution or organisation would be in the position to help within their 

respective capacities, and to cooperate in implementing the trail. Mrs. Rosabel Blake, 

secretary of the Historical Foundation, said that it would be important to have an office with 

a board responsible for coordinating all the people involved and working on the trail. Others 

stressed the importance of having guides (when requested) always available and flexible to 

the demands of the tourists. In this sense SECAR could provide some guides, according to 

Mr. Ruud Stelten, an archaeologist at SECAR. The Tourist Office would be enthusiastic to 

promote the trail to the general public, and Mr. Charles Lindo at the head of the Tourist 

Office agrees that the project would be an important offer to add to the touristic package. 

Finally, the commissioner on tourism, Mr. Tear, agreed that the proposal would fit into the 

ideas about tourism development present in the formal plans of the local government. Mr. 

Hellembrand alone would not be enough for such a project. 

Even though at a first glance everybody seemed quite enthusiastic about the proposal, when 

talking about cooperation the situation became more unclear; as Mrs. Francine Foe (first 

Tour Operator on the island) reported, each organisation is working more or less 

independently and in some cases they even avoid working together.  

“To me it’s very important the working cooperation with the others, my motto is: by 

working together we can accomplish a lot...but cooperation is something that is very 

much lacking on the island.” 

(Local) 

Sometimes there are also personal arguments, but everyone has their own version and there 

is a general lack of communication that strengthens controversies.  

“It seems to us that they are reinventing the real and starting all over again” 

(Formal agent) 

In this case Rosabel Blake is talking about SECAR and CSNI, referring to the fact that they 

store artefacts in their own collections rather than giving them to the island’s museum (the 

main one located in the city centre). They are stored for collections and museums outside 

the island. However, Ruud Stelten (SECAR) has a different opinion about this situation. 
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“We never brought artifacts back to Holland, at least not me...We have our own 

storage - referring to the collection that SECAR has in its own building on the island - , 

because less than one percent of what we find is worth to keep in a museum, we 

have for example millions of pieces of pottery.” 

“...the museum – referring to the main one of the island - it’s too small to house 

everything, so we have some display cases at SECAR as well that we use for teaching 

collection for students...What we are actually trying to do is to get things back from 

other places.” 

(Formal agent) 

Indeed, this is the result of a situation in which the organizations composed of non-native 

people of the island work separately from those composed by local ones. This is probably 

due to the different interests, visions and issues that emerged during past collaborations. 

“We are in bad relation with the other institutions...we had projects in the past and 

they don’t want to get along with it, they don’t want to cooperate, I don’t want to 

have anything to do with them: we have to do all the work and they get the credits, 

and also there is personal stuff between…” 

(Formal agent) 

“The Historical Foundation was the mother of the historical foundations on the 

island, SECAR came out of the historical foundation before I arrived…many people of 

the historical foundation regret that and have the feeling that what SECAR excavates, 

by law, doesn’t belong to them... I believe as they say that what they have is not 

worth exhibiting, but it is not up to SECAR to decide whether it’s worth it or not, they 

should communicate more with us…” 

Mr. Hellembrand continues addressing the last time that the Monument Foundation 

collaborated with SECAR, during the project of building the slave hut in Statia’s museum. 

After this project they stopped working together due to some discrepancies during the 

collaboration (for reasons that are not relevant to address). 

The case of NuStar32 also witnesses the dissonance between different organisations even 

when the heritage is threatened from private interests that are less interested in preserving 

it. 

 

“What is also interesting is that when all this new project with the oil terminal was 

going on, SECAR gave their blessing to it, they thought it was fine, that doesn’t 

help…the thing with archaeology is that there is a big difference between 
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 In the next sub-chapter the case of NuStar would be further explained 
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archaeologists and monument preservationists, it’s not the same… The treaty of 

Malta says that who is going to disturb the site has to pay for the research, this 

means that for archeologists situations like this are income…it is a great opportunity 

for them when private sources finance their work…33” 

(Formal agent) 

The Monument and Historical Foundation comprises people from the island and they 

interact well together. Once, SECAR was also part of the Historical Foundation, although in 

2008 they split. Nowadays SECAR works more independently. Recently they cooperated with 

the Historical Foundation for a common project34, and even though visitors can still 

appreciate the result of this collaboration some arguments emerged between the two 

groups. Also, CNSI (Caribbean Netherland Science Institute) is a new organisation that works 

for supporting research on the island. They have more contact with SECAR rather than the 

other institutions (indeed both of them have a staff composed mainly of non-Statian Dutch) 

but no controversies have arisen with the others so far. The Tourism Office operates more 

with promoting the island to the outside world, so it works less with the other organisations 

and is more directly linked with the government. Therefore it is not by chance that Mr. Tear, 

Actual Commissionaire of Tourism, foresees as an initial problem the creation of a policy and 

institution for maintaining and coordinating the work. He reported how the idea would be to 

create an umbrella foundation that would cover all the issues and aspects of heritage 

making. 

What is interesting to note about this situation is that when talking with each of them they 

seemed to agree on many things about the proposal and share many common goals. 

Moreover, where one sees a problem another might see a solution, or at least have a more 

positive view. So this is also why collaboration would be essential to aim for such ambitious 

and multi-purpose cultural heritage projects where different expertise are needed and every 

one can learn from each other (Saxena 2005). The failure of this could result in nothing 

happening with the consequential loss of the cultural heritage over time through 

abandonment and degradation (how is happening now) or the implementation of different 

development (how it could happen in the future). 

However, each institution has different interests; some are more interested in the 

implementation of the trail for preserving the sites and others for developing the island and 

increasing the tourist offerings. This situation testifies to the struggle between tourism 

implementation, cultural heritage management and economic development (McKercher, Ho 

et al. 2005). At the same time, they need to find common objectives through collaboration, 

as all aspects are important and do not necessarily elide each other within a sustainable 

development strategy.  
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 The project of the oil terminal from NuStar was intended to place oil tanks on the location of the trail. This 
would have been a threat for the preservation of the sites and their valorisation according to Mr. Hellembrand 
34

 The establishment of the slave hut exhibit at the local Statia museum 
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5.5.3 Context 

 

Land use 

 

When studying the landscape it often emerges how power and belonging are territorialized 

by material boundaries and official policies (Trudeau 2006). This sub-chapter further 

analyses the implementation of the trail by considering the interests held by different 

stakeholders and their implications on the landscape. 

 

 

Figure 31. Portion of the Spatial map in which is showed the area of the trail, source: Spatial Development Plan (2010) 

 

The previous section has stressed how trails, as means of local cultural strategies, assume a 

wide range of stakeholder relationships by focusing on a variety of cultural resources, 

sharing the common purpose of enhancing the quality of life of a certain area (Gilmore 

2004). In addition, during the analysis of the trail it has already been explained how the trail 

crosses different areas in terms of property and spatial organisation. If we look to the map of 

the Spatial Development Plan (2011) (Figure 31), the area of Benners Plantation (which is to 

be part of the new heritage trail) has been configured as business zone (B) (as NuStar 

property) in purple and there are also some little circles that indicate the double zones of 

archaeological value35. On the other side, Godet Plantation is privately owned by the Sproot 

family and indicated as natural area (N), and this also includes parts that are seen as Value 

Archaeologic area on the waterfront. Indeed, one of the issues that could challenge the 

implementation of the trail is that many of the sites are now located on private property or 

in areas addressed for other functions.  
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 These zones are designed for restoration, development and maintenance of only archaeological values (V-A); 
it is where generally it is prohibited to build or it can be done only with prior consultation of an expert (in this 
case Mr. Hellembrand would be in charge as president of the Monument Foundation) 
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Therefore, having different landowners would bring to additional challenges especially if 

they are focused on pursuing private interests that diverge from the ones of the trail. One of 

the main obstacles that I found is that private owners might not see the value of the heritage 

sites and therefore pursue other types of developments closer to their interests.  

 

 

Figure 32. Render of NuStar plans on the area envisioned for the trail, source: Internet 

 

One clear example of this situation is the project proposed by NuStar that owns the land 

where the first sites36 (pointed in the map by small black circles Figure 31). In this area in 

2010, they proposed to build thirty new oil storage and processing tanks (Figure 32). The 

project was approved by the local government, but with the opposition led by Walter 

Hellembrand and an ongoing trial against NuStar and the government, the project was 

halted temporarily. Linked to this intervention, NuStar also had the idea to add a new jetty 

on the shore37 connected to the NuStar’s terminals, but this idea has been directly denied by 

the local government. The prosecution brought as reasons, against the project of NuStar, the 

questioning of the Strategic Development Plan (2011). It argues for eco-tourism as a healthy 

and economic growth opportunity and how the Plan risks harming important heritage 

archaeological sites recognised in the Spatial Plan38. 

The lack of recognition of the value of these heritage sites goes beyond the interest of 

private owners if we consider as real the intention of urban development of the local 

government. Indeed, many among formal and informal actors also pointed that apparently 

there is an idea of developing a new industrial harbour on the coast in front of Godet’s 

plantation (where the water fort is located) to leave the actual one, at the very south of 
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 Banners Plantation area, here mentioned as first sites because these are meant as the ideal start of the trail. 
37

 Passing through Godet Plantation 
38

 For more information: http://www.ecology.com/2011/12/12/st-eustatius-residents-fear-losing-island-to-oil/ 
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Lower Town, free. This intervention would free Lower Town of the heavy traffic that now 

makes it busy and less attractive for tourists, so that the industrial area would no longer 

clash with the touristic one. As far as I know, this remains only an idea for the moment and 

no serious action has taken place, but this remains a very desirable place for its location 

close to the sea and to the residential area. 

This example illustrates how the preservation of heritage sites in the interest of the local 

community is challenged by different views also within the same community. At the same 

time, also highlights how statements made formally than clashes with the actual reality of 

things. Indeed, in the Spatial Development Plan (2011) it is stressed that development 

should start from the natural and cultural assets on the island, but this statement is open to 

different interpretations. 

“You cannot eat with just heritage, you have to consider many things around that 

have to be implemented as well, and the Foundations are too narrow minded...” 

(Formal agent) 

With this sentence the actual commissioner of finance, Mr. Reginald Zaandam, argues that in 

politics it is very difficult to accommodate everyone and that you often have to accept 

compromise. He does not seem to see the potential in heritage (contrary to Mr. 

Hellembrand) and in the interview, stressed how the NuStar project in Banners Plantation 

has been a lost opportunity to gain a lot of money for the island. 

The interview with Mr. Butler, General Manager of NuStar, also pointed out another issue 

that might arise when involving private landowners linked to safety factors. He pointed out 

the possible problem of having people walking on that part of the trail, because of the tight 

security regulations and procedures that NuStar has on its property, even in areas that, in 

my opinion, are not actually perceptible as unsafe. As Mr. Butler continues: 

 “We have some core principles: safety of the employee and all people is the first 

priority and the second one is protection of the environment.” 

(Stakeholder) 

“For sure you need a guide to get over NuStar property, someone has to mediate 

with NuStar; I did a lot of work with NuStar, they are really strict on safety (you have 

to wear fire-retardant clothing, safety glasses, helmet), it’s very bureaucratic with 

NuStar. “ 

(Formal agent) 

However, challenges may rise or seem bigger than what they actually are also because of 

lack of communication. Indeed, Mr. Butler has never been consulted beforehand about the 

possibility of such intervention and he showed himself very open and enthusiastic about the 

trail (when for the first time he came to know it from me), stressing the fact that NuStar has 
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always wanted the best for the island and that it is already contributing by promoting social 

care services39. Also because, apparently, no more developments are on the table in that 

area and a new jetty (instead of the one in the heritage trail area) has already been built on 

the northern end of the terminal. In this case the lack of communication (and therefore also 

collaboration) is mostly due to the recent conflicts between the two parts. Mr. Hellembrand 

is aware of the fact that this situation could cause an obstacle for the trail and currently 

seeks a dialogue with NuStar that respects a partnership obligation they made with the 

community of the island40.   

In regard to the topic of land use, considering the perspective of the local inhabitants, a 

critique could be made upon the exclusion of more ordinary activities for locals in the 

proposal. Except for working spaces such as bars, shops and restaurants, no particular space 

is mentioned in the proposal of the new trail for locals’ everyday activity. There might be the 

risk that this trail would become a landscape exclusively for tourists, where locals don’t feel 

invited to come on a daily base, except for working. Therefore it would be important to also 

consider the new trail as a form of “living heritage” that risks being neglected within a 

management framework focused on the preservation of the past  and tourism consumption 

(Winter 2004). The trail should be more than a museum where locals tend to go just for 

school excursions, but should be also intended as a stage for Statia’s public life. 

“I think would be important in general for both: people could become more involved, 

children could grow up more with the knowledge of where they are, and it could be 

even a place where people could bring their children go hiking on Sundays. It should 

be suitable also for tourist so we could offer more to them...” 

(Local) 

In this sense Godet’s area is the perfect example. It is property of the Sproot family, and is 

no longer accessible for people (I had the permit of the family that owns it). In the past, the 

Sproot family used it for planting coconuts trees but nowadays the trees go unmanaged. In 

the Content section it has also been stressed how this area was still a plantation and 

frequented by locals for leisure activities in recent times. The family has already received an 

offer from NuStar to buy it, but ultimately they decided not to sell it because, by law, the 

property of the land belongs to all the members of the family and they have failed to locate 

all the members and collect the signatures needed41. In any case, the Sproot family seemed 

to be very enthusiastic about the idea of the trail; they would like to sell it and would be glad 
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 NuStar has a corporate citizen agreement with the government of the island, which means that the company 
has to contribute toward helping the local community development with social care services. 
40

 Is a formalised arrangement where parties, known as partners, agree to cooperate to advance their mutual 
interests. 
41

By law, the owners of the property are all the components of the family, so the signature of everybody is 
necessary to sell. Apparently the components of the family are spread all over the world, and also do not know 
each other well or have good relations. 
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to make it available for these kind of community proposals rather than for the benefit of 

some private company (in this case NuStar).  

Establishing the trail here would also be important to keep these places accessible and 

maintained once again for the locals. Indeed, if we look to the island it is difficult to find 

places were all the inhabitants usually gather. There are, for example, different religious 

communities42 located in different places of the residential areas, though each of them 

belongs to a different church and therefore cannot be taken as a centre for the entire 

community. Pubs and bars are important places where people like to meet but they are 

small and spread around. Indeed, there is no place like a central square in Statia; the one 

that most resembles something of the sort, where most of the official events take place (like 

Statia Day), is Fort Oranje. Still, it cannot be considered a place regularly frequented by 

people. Similarly, Lower Town is mostly a place where Statians go to have picnics on special 

occasions like Easter. There is a need on the island to provide people with such kind of 

space. While it is known that the economic benefits from the tourism business are its 

primary rationale, they can also be used to achieve cultural policy objectives through social 

inclusion and regeneration (Newman and McLean 1998, Hayes and Macleod 2008). 

It is clear how the area would also be attractive for other kinds of development, again 

showing how heritage building can provoke overlapping of interests in different stakeholders 

(Porter and Salazar 2005). Therefore the trail is challenged by the different ideas and needs 

of stakeholders and this is why, in order to be implemented, it should address as much as 

possible these different interests. As many seek differing interests in this area, what 

happened until now is that none of them prevailed, leaving the area abandoned. 

 

Maintenance  

 

The trail aims to be ranked as a UNESCO heritage site, and therefore one of the first 

concerns of the president of CSNI, Johan Stapel, was that maintaining such high standards 

would not be easy.  

 

“Unesco has different levels of evaluation of sites, you have to maintain certain 

standards and show every now and then that the site remains in good conditions, 

there are very strict regulations to consider, and the question is if the people of this 

island would be able to maintain and implement this cultural heritage of the island. I 

think they tried in the past to insert the sites in the UNESCO’s list, but then they 
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 There are different types of religious beliefs on Statia that have an important influence on the life of the 
inhabitants. 
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dropped it, probably because is too difficult for the island to maintain the standards 

to get your plaque that you can hang on. It’s quite a challenge.” 

(Formal agent) 

On the one hand there is the need to preserve and maintain the trail against degradation, 

and on the other, the organisation required to make it work. This sub-chapter would be 

focusing on the issues that emerged when talking about management.   

Especially considering the perspective of those that came to work here from other parts, 

maintaining such a trail would be a major challenge for the human capacity of the island. 

During their stay, they experienced that maintenance is not always consistent; the roads are 

in poor condition and many areas are abandoned and full of litter. It has also already been 

stressed the common opinion that this kind of hard work is usually led by the non-natives 

and that locals prefer other kinds of jobs43. 

During the analysis of the trail, the issue already emerged of nature rapidly deteriorating 

heritage sites, especially the first ones (Benners and Godet plantations) located in private 

properties. The problem is relevant to all the areas, not just those at the beginning of the 

trail that are now abandoned. At the same time, the threat comes from both the land and 

the sea; plants are growing spontaneously, harming and destroying the sites little by little, 

water erosion and the expected rise of sea level are also serious dangers of which the 

collapsed waterfort is an example44. At the same time, cattle is free to graze all over this 

area, enhancing both the rate of water erosion of the land during rainfalls and the direct 

deterioration of the sites. The area was cleaned some years ago by SECAR, rendering the 

sites all nicely visible, yet nowadays some of them are already unreachable. This shows how 

important it would be to have a systematic care of the area and frequently monitor the 

condition of the sites on the trail.  

“Godet, Fort Amsterdam are under danger of the water sea level, erosion… in the 

past after a storm, bones of the buried people down there came to light because of 

the erosion of the cliff. The beach disappears in some periods.” 

(Formal agent) 

 “Maintenance it’s a big problem nowadays, I’m not going to go in trails that are not 

marked and lose myself...” 

(Formal agent) 

Indeed, there is also a problem of indication and signage along the hiking trails already 

present on the island. I experienced that many trails marked in the tourist’s map were not 
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 For more information see the “Participation” paragraph. 
44

 Recently, Fort Amsterdam collapsed under the action of the sea waves to which it is always exposed (see 
figure 17) 



89 
 

accessible anymore. On the one side this is because they are located on private property and 

on the other because they are not sufficiently maintained, and nature is obstructing the 

path. STENAPA, the foundation on the island responsible for maintaining the trails, reported 

that is not always possible because they are on private property or from a lack of resources. 

Indeed, is it true that some trails where formally within public terrains and now they are no 

more accessible (while I’m not able to confirm the lack of resources). In addition, many of 

these paths are located in difficult positions on the landscape, increasing the difficulty of 

making them always available. Mapping precision and accuracy is available for just some 

specific touristic sites; it has been shown in the previous analysis how some areas are 

indicated with less consistency45 than others, demonstrating a lack in the implementation of 

touristic organization on the island46. 

Some also addressed the threat of tourists causing damage by touching and interacting with 

the sites or stealing some artefacts. General security measures would have to be carefully 

put into place so that the sites would remain preserved at any time. 

“As long as tourists bring money on the island I don’t mind that, but what I don’t like 

is that they bring away artifacts which happened already in the past.” 

(Local) 

This quote pertains to the fear of the island’s heritage being brought away, stored in some 

museums in Europe or America, or reinterpreted by institutions and organizations other 

than those composed by a board of locals47. The arrival of more tourists is not seen as a 

threat, but rather an opportunity by the locals. Yet at the same time they are concerned with 

keeping the heritage in the hands of local institutions. Therefore, maintenance is an issue 

that pertains first to creating efficient management practices, something often neglected as 

the literature reports (Hayes and Macleod 2008, Stenseke 2009), but indispensable, as the 

factors that determine it are multiple. 
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 Sometimes they have signs that are difficult to read and sometimes they are not signed at all. 
46

 See next sub-chapter. 
47

 For further explanation see next subchapter 
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6. Conclusion and Discussion 
 

Based on the preceding discussions and analysis, in this chapter I will attempt to answer the 

two research questions elaborated on at the beginning of this report. To reiterate, the two 

research questions were: 

(RQ1)  How does the Golden Rock Heritage Trail stand within the formal process of heritage 

building in Sint Eustatius, to enhance tourism and promote local identity, through the use of 

landscape narratives? 

 (RQ2) What are the issues of dissonance that emerged during the analysis on this heritage 

trail, arisen with respect to the formal processes of heritage implementation towards 

meeting the dual purposes of tourism and identity? 

 

6.1 Comparing the use of the landscape and its narratives: the formal 

process of heritage building and the new heritage trail 
 

In this sub-chapter I will summarize how the heritage of the island, and its attendant 

landscapes, have been mobilised, in terms of policy and practice, for tourism and identity 

building prior to the introduction of the idea of the new trail. From a reading of the official 

documents48, it is clear that the implementation of tourism, building upon the natural and 

cultural assets of the island, is set to be the new economic pillar of Statia. However, these 

statements actually contrasts with the reality, and the formal message about the rich 

heritage of Statia and how this should be protected clash with the ways in which heritage, 

particularly as this is embedded in the landscape of the island, has been treated thus far.  

The sub-chapter will be structured under the themes of Landscape, Landscape Narratives 

and Process and Participation, in which the formal process of heritage building will be 

compared to the proposal for the new heritage trail. Under Landscape I will illustrate my 

findings on how the heritage has been implemented through the landscape thus far. Under 

Landscape Narratives I will discuss how these have been used by formal heritage makers, 

and, under Process and Participation, the level of involvement of the local population within 

the formal organisational structure will be discussed.  
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 These documents have all been written after the constitutional change, when the island became a special 
municipalità of the Netherlands, after the referendum of the 10\10\2010. 
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Landscape 

Nowadays, the cultural heritage on the island is promoted in various and fragmented ways 

by different actors of Statia’s society. To understand its implementation on the landscape 

(combined with the experience of the site visit I conduced) it can be taken as main reference 

the Sint Eustatius Walking Tour Guide, introduced by the Historical Foundation in 2007 that 

summarizes the main attractions of the island. As the research focuses on landscape 

narratives through heritage trails, here are compared the information contained in this 

booklet with the analysis of the landscape with the new Golden Rock Heritage Trail proposal 

conceived by Walter Hellembrand. 

Considering the Sint Eustatius Historical Walking Tour Guide, it has already been shown how 

the guide illustrates the main heritage sites for tourists and suggests a walking tour (the one 

to which the proposal for a new trail is meant to be an extension) through Upper Town and 

Lower Town. The guide also has a section called “Extended tours”, which contains highlights 

on other sites that are located outside the urban area (for more information see Chapter 

5.1). What results from this analysis is explicatory of how the cultural heritage is presented 

on Statia to visitors. Indeed, although the studies of SECAR recognise the presence of 

heritage traces all over the island, the ones presented to tourists are mostly within the urban 

limits, thus marginalising those in more rural areas (Prideaux 2002). Overall, the result of this 

situation is recognisable also from the landscape analysis; while the sites located outside the 

urban borders are often left abandoned, the ones that are within the city, often associated 

with the Golden Rock period, and are preserved from decay. Indeed, the actual walking tour 

is limited to the sites of Upper Town and Lower Town, considered the most touristic areas. 

This might be linked to the problem of maintenance of the landscape, a sign of a more 

fundamental marginalisation of the rural areas on Statia. While in the past Statia was 

covered by plantations, maintained by farmers, nowadays much of the rural landscape is left 

abandoned and the maintenance is left to the local government. The decline of agricultural 

practices have not helped the management of the land, where the vegetation can grow 

uncontested and litter can be left without shame because no one would notice it. For the 

same reason, on the other hand, the sites within the urban boarders are better preserved 

because they are easier to maintain and are exposed to people’s daily sight, tourists 

included. 

Another practical reason might be adduced. The sites located within the urban borders are 

more resistant to degradation over time and therefore easier to preserve compared to other 

forms of heritage artefacts and to landscapes constituted by more fragile structures. Indeed, 

the sites located within the urban area are mainly buildings, houses, forts, graveyards, et 

cetera... built to resist for centuries. This is in stark contrast to rural huts and plantations, 

that tend to disappear because they are linked to the ever-changing nature of the landscape. 



92 
 

The Golden Rock Heritage Trail, as intended by Mr. Hellembrand, would bring some 

important innovations in this regard, if compared with the current heritage making process. 

The new trail would start outside the borders of the residential area, one of the oldest 

plantations of the island, favouring the preservation of heritage and the management of a 

landscape that is currently abandoned and inaccessible to the public (but is rich of heritage 

sites of different periods of Statia’s history). Indeed, in spatial terms, the trail would 

establish a new balance between rural and urban areas, and also for the use and valorisation 

of the heritage sites. The trail could be confronted with other recent examples in which 

heritage tourism becomes a catalyst for rural regeneration (Prideaux 2002, Prideaux 2002). 

Another important aspect is that the new trail would have a more clear and recognizable 

structure in the landscape, also because the walk would be more organised in terms of 

services provided to visitors. While the present trail takes place inside Oranjestad, where the 

tour is integrated with a walk in the city centre, the new trail would need a complete new 

path and new structures made specifically to allow the visit of the sites. A new component of 

innovation on the landscape, would be the presence of additional services, proposed 

specifically to render the visit of the sites along the way more pleasant. Nothing like this 

currently exists outside the boarders of Oranjestad, were tourists do not feel very invited to 

go. 

 

Landscape Narratives 

In terms of landscape narratives regarding the formal heritage discourse, the spatial 

exclusion of certain areas coincides with the prior importance given to the more spectacular 

heritage of the Golden Rock period. This is the period in which Statia played a crucial role in 

the geo-political dynamics of the American colonies. This narrative is privileged by formal 

organisations, especially the Tourist Office, for the reasons that I will address by giving some 

possible explanations emerging through my analysis. From the perspective of the top-down 

heritage building process, the Golden Rock narrative is considered to be more effective in 

attracting tourists, because more interesting for its connection with the global history. This is 

confirmed, for example, by the way in which the image of the island is portrayed abroad by 

the Tourist Office that works a lot on the promotion of Statia, The Golden Rock49, among the 

United States’ touristic market.  

Moreover, this narrative also constitutes some kind of pride among a part of the Statians 

about their island that played a role of historical importance, making it stand apart from the 

other Caribbean Islands. This notorious (but far in time) past, as a sort of golden age for 

Statia, is the one that makes the island own the appellative Historic Gem of the Caribbean. 

Within this context, somehow Statia Day (14th of November) is the evidence of this 

combined vision in which the narratives that lead to tourism attraction coincides with the 
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 The appellative that Sint Eustatius gain during the 18 century, and therefore referring directly to that period. 
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ones that enhance locals’ identity. This is an example of how biased and selective heritage 

conservation might be, tending to  privilege those aspects that can extract more pride in a 

population and rather play down on more shameful memories and closer to community 

everyday experience (Goulding and Domic 2009, Birna, Hyde et al. 2013).  

The name given to the new trail (Golden Rock Heritage Trail) is part of the current strategy of 

using the more spectacular narratives to attract more tourists on the island. For to be 

successful, cultural places must function first as tourism attraction (McKercher, Ho et al. 

2005) and considering that locals do not mind the use of this narrative for this scope, the use 

of a not very inclusive name could be justified. Nevertheless, although the trail is named as 

such, it is also more inclusive in landscapes and landscape narratives50. Indeed, it does not 

just expand the offering in spatial terms, but also expands it in terms of narratives presented 

to the public, giving a more complete overview of the island’s history. These narratives are 

the ones concerning other periods of the island’s history such as the Pre-Columbian period 

and the Self-sufficiency period. 

As already stressed, many of these narratives are not part of the authorized heritage 

discourse (Smith 2006) and refer more to ordinary people and practices, “the heritage from 

below” (Robertson 2008, Rappoport 2014). For example, the restauration of the plantations 

along the route constitutes a part of people’s life in Statia since the colonial settlements till 

up to the recent past. It is important to preserve this agricultural heritage because it is also 

the symbol of a way of living in which the sense of community and togetherness was felt 

much stronger. Many of the subjects interviewed nostalgically addressed this past as a 

period in which they were happy and their life was simpler, proud to make a living from their 

own land. The traces of this heritage on the landscape are almost gone, mostly because 

agriculture is not practiced anymore. The valorisation and restoration of this more inclusive 

heritage could contribute to enhance locals’ sense of identity and cohesiveness (Newman 

and McLean 1998). 

Moreover, some of the more recent narratives are still part of locals’ way of living to some 

extent. These are also linked to the almost disappeared rural character of the island and are 

constituted by less tangible features of heritage such as local recipes, songs, oral history, 

living memory, customs etc... . The trail is meant to leave space also for these not 

institutionalized narratives as forms of everyday heritage through the participation of the 

local population in the process of heritage building. For example, Mr. Hellembrand mentions 

the selling of local products and recipes by the locals in the bars and restaurant along the 

route.  
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 See Trail Summary (4.3.2) to have an overview of the narratives. 
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Process and Participation 

Regarding the process of implementation, according to Mr. Hellembrand, the trail would 

also entail some other major innovations that would really extend the scope and 

effectiveness of formal heritage making processes on the island. Indeed, the trail is 

conceived as a cultural project that conflates social and economic themes within a social 

regeneration strategy (Evans 2005) in line with the Strategic Development Plan (2010). 

The new trail would expand the touristic attractions on offer beyond the urban core, which 

is regarded as essential to attract more tourists considering the state of isolation of the 

island. Tourists51 tend to stay most of the time in Lower Town; to reach Upper Town by 

walking they have to climb the bay path52, which they do not do frequently. Apparently, the 

attractions of Upper Town are not so much worth the effort to reach it. The trail is located 

both near the diving sites and Upper Town and, if well implemented, could be a good 

alternative to the few amenities that Lower Town reserve for its visitors. Moreover, this trail 

could interest multiple types of tourists: those that are already coming every year on the 

island, the expert divers, and what Mr. Hellembrand refers to “intellectual tourists”, 

interested in cultural heritage. The latter type of tourists is currently not attracted to this 

part of the Caribbean, currently characterized by different types of mass-tourism amenities 

(like luxury Hotels and white beaches). The new focus of Statia on cultural heritage could 

provoke the interest of a new group of tourists.  

The expansion of narratives does not just mean a more complete overview of the island’s 

history for tourists. Indeed, the new trail takes more in consideration the perspective of the 

locals, involving them with more relatable stories to which they identify. Locals’ participation 

is meant to enhance locals’ identity by bringing more people in contact with the heritage 

sites. Indeed, the valorisation and restoration of this more inclusive heritage could 

contribute to enhance locals’ sense of identity and cohesiveness (Newman and McLean 

1998, Smith 2006). As it is now, the heritage sites presented to the tourists are not really 

integrated into the island’s life. They are places belonging to the past, meant to be told and 

presented to the visitors but nothing more.  

The presence of narratives currently not institutionalized in the formal touristic discourse is 

moreover depending from the participation of local inhabitants. These narratives risk to get 

lost as they are scarcely passed over to the younger generations that are not interested and 

identify with other forms of heritage. This heritage is not something that can be presented 

effectively by formal agents without the involvement of those living in the landscape itself, 

the local population. This limitation perhaps reinforces, as stressed by Mr. Hellembrand, the 

need for more contribution of the inhabitants in the process of implementation of the trail. 
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 The majority of tourists on the island are divers that during their stay usually reserved the rooms at one of 
the little Hotels in Lower Town, where also the diving centres are located. 
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 The fastest way to reach Upper Town from Lower Town, constituted by a very steep path under the sun. 
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Indeed, the intention to adopt participatory methods, in terms of providing the island’s 

inhabitants with a larger role in the implementation process of the new trail, is another point 

that has been positively judged by the locals. The new trail will include shops selling local 

traditional products, bars and restaurants along the way. In addition, people could find new 

jobs opportunities in the small farming activities, related to the narrative of the plantations, 

foreseen to be restored. Furthermore, local involvement is meant for the maintenance of 

the sites and of the landscape along the route. Therefore, participation is also linked to the 

vision of making the trail self-sustainable by envisioning visitors’ secondary spending and 

enhancing the local economy through the sale of locally-made products (Hampton 2005).   

I will further explain how, despite the positive aspects that the trail is hypothesised to have, 

its real implementation can face many challenges. In the next sub-chapter I will evaluate the 

trail based on the outcomes of the analysis and on my personal observations. 

 

6.2 Evaluating the trail: issues emerged 
 

The research is also aimed to understand the extent to which the landscape narratives, as 

represented by the trail, will actually be embraced by the local community, as well as in 

identifying other possible issues associated with the implementation process. The structure 

of this sub-chapter is as the previous one: the issues emerged are presented under 

Landscape, Landscape narratives and Process and Participation.  

Landscape 

 

The case of the trail shows how the landscape can become a terrain where different 

perspectives, even within the same community, can be projected around issues of 

development (Trudeau 2006). Generally, the Spatial Development Plan guidelines (2011) 

stress how the development of the island should privilege the protection of its natural and 

cultural landscape assets as sites of public interest. Nevertheless, as reported during the 

analysis, there are contrasting views on the (potential) uses of the area where the proposed 

trail should pass. This issue highlights the conflict between heritage preservation and new 

developments due to societal changes, especially pronounced in developing countries (Aas, 

Ladkin et al. 2005, Li and Lo 2005).  

Until now, as no type of development has taken place, the sites planned to be part of the 

proposed trail are in danger of staying an abandoned landscape, and its heritage is exposed 

to the threats of nature if no intervention is undertaken very soon. Thus, nature is 

considered to be another element that jeopardizes heritage’ preservation, whereas it usually 

appears to be the one under threat. The lack of maintenance of the heritage sites and of the 



96 
 

landscape in general is an issue that concerns not just the trail but the whole island and 

especially the rural areas as it has emerged during the analysis. The control of the sites and 

the landscape of the proposed trail, through ordinary maintenance and constant monitoring, 

would thus be a fundamental challenge to achieve, given that Mr. Hellembrand intends to 

make the trail a UNESCO World Heritage site.  

Moreover, generally I found that a variety of factors are at the base of this challenge. In 

landscape terms, the location of the sites makes them hard to maintain as they are 

positioned in difficult-to-reach-places or in private properties. Indeed, the trail crosses two 

private properties of two different owners: a company and a family, then continues on the 

public land. The fact that the sites of the trail are in private properties means that now their 

maintenance should be carried out by the landowners (as stated on the Spatial Development 

Plan). Thus, where the land is privately owned even if the sites are of public interest as part 

of the island’s cultural heritage, a dialogue with these two different landowners is necessary, 

since ownership is tightly linked to maintenance. Nevertheless, situations of neglected 

maintenance around the island are not just caused by land property issues. Even when the 

sites are public they are often in bad condition, because of issues regarding organization that 

would be further addressed in the Process and Participation section. 

The presence of private landowners has also risen the issue of ownership of the trail. During 

the meetings with them, some main scenario’s emerged regarding the possibility to 

implement the trail on these areas. The land on which the trail stands could be acquired, 

including the cost of the capital spending of the project. As alternative a use agreement53 

could be reached without the need of actually buying the property. On both cases, some 

obstacles could be foreseen. With regard to the former, it might be difficult to buy a 

property due to the complicated bureaucratic system, even if money is not an issue. The 

case of the Sproot family is an example54. Moreover, acquiring the property by involving 

private investors could lead to major interference to the project and could consequently 

reduce the benefits for the local community (Simpson 2008). With a use agreement the trail 

risks to be highly influenced by the restrictions imposed by owners55. Indeed, the ownership 

of the landscape can directly influence the representation and spatial configuration of 

historical sites and events in public spaces. Much research has been done of cases in which 

social and political powers influence the representation of heritage in public spaces 

(Azaryahu and Foote 2008). For the case of the new trail, private entities could exercise an 

important role, representing an opportunity or a threat towards the implementation of the 

trail.  
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 Where one party allows the other permission to use its property for a specific purpose. 
54

 It has been reported in the previous chapter how NuStar wanted to buy the property of the Sproot family but 
actually didn’t succeeded because it needed the signatures and relative agreement of all the components of 
the Sproot family spread around the world. 
55

 It has been reported how, for example, NuStar is very strict in terms of safety norms and regulation when 
someone works or visits its property. 
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Landscape narratives 

In terms of narratives I have shown how the trail would be more inclusive. In addition, Mr. 

Hellembrand also considers the contribution of the inhabitants through the integration of 

the “heritage from the inside” (Skinner 2012), which includes tangible and intangible 

features that still form a deep part of Statia’s community. However, from the interviews it 

has emerged how the younger generations do not identify with this heritage, both in terms 

of narratives and of everyday activities, thus posing the risk that this will not be passed on 

and hence stays forgotten under the pressures of modernisation of society. Therefore I 

argue that it is highly important to involve more actively the youngster in the trail and not 

conceive the path just as a passive educational experience in which heritage is perceived as 

something distant. Moreover, regarding the inclusiveness of these narratives, more research 

should be carried upon the relevance of these for the ethnic minorities of the island. 

Acknowledging that is impossible to integrate all the narratives, during my research I found 

that one narrative in particular was missing, considering the perspective of the local 

population. This narrative is the one regarding the Godet plantation in the recent past when 

the area was still a plantation and people used to go there to gather and have pic-nicks at 

the near beach. Furthermore, during the interviews it emerged how this narrative is linked 

to that sense of community, of togetherness, that still today shapes the identity of the 

island, the important intangible heritage of its inhabitants that is getting lost under the 

pressures of modernisation and personal interests. Indeed, the implementation of this 

narrative would contribute to making the new trail an instrument for building communal 

pride and cohesiveness (Proposal Golden Rock heritage trail) within a cultural strategy that 

aims to contribute to social regeneration (Al-hagla 2010, MacLeod and Hayes 2013). 

 

Process and participation  

 

The participation of the local population in the process of heritage implementation and 

heritage making on Statia is now almost absent. Moreover, the wide and shared distrust 

towards the incumbents in power on the island makes it difficult to establish any types of 

collaboration. In this section it will be explained how, even though the new trail seeks to 

involve more the local population the means by which this is intended would face some 

major issues. 

The implementation of the trail is expected to create new jobs and business opportunities 

and, consequently, to enhance social acceptability of the trail. From the interviews it has 

emerged that Statians preferred jobs behind the desks in one of the governmental offices of 

the island or at the oil terminals. Moreover, generally, tourism business is perceived as not 

rewarding and risky, being capital intensive. The proposal does not present a business plan, 
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but confronting the type of jobs created by the trail with the perspective of the Statians, it is 

evident that to get the locals to be supportive might be a challenge. Therefore, some main 

efforts shall be foreseen to facilitate locals’ participation, fundamental for the social 

acceptance of the trail, for the integration of new narratives and for strenghtening local’s 

identity. In the literature (Newman and McLean 1998, Evans 2005) it has widely been 

discussed how heritage projects can promote social inclusion through regeneration 

strategies and how social and economic elements have to be considered together especially 

for developing countries; otherwise there is the risk of alienating the very communities for 

which these heritage programs are designed (Tosun 2000).  

Earlier I stressed how participation of Statia’s inhabitants, in the proposed trail, depends on 

small scale businesses and job opportunities. Here I identified a possible issue: the trail could 

be perceived as a place for tourists, and locals would tend to frequent it just for business. 

This could undermine the character of inclusion in terms of use of the landscape of the new 

trail. If we move to Lower Town (the touristic area) during a normal day, the division 

becomes clear as it is rare to see a local enjoying these (touristic) spaces except for the little 

portion of the free beach. Conversely, on Statia Day tourists and locals integrate well, as they 

share the same role of spectators56 and everyone participates in activities. In addition it has 

emerged that locals have nice memories of good moments spent on the area of the trail, 

during the time in which was accessible. Thus, the programme of the trail could integrate the 

locals’ perception of personal and cultural attachment to this place, to which Stobbelaar and 

Pedroli (Stobbelaar and Pedroli 2011) refer to as landscape identity,  more into 

consideration. Otherwise, if implemented without considering the sense of place and values 

of the local community (Waterton 2005) more consistently, the project could fail in 

addressing the sense of belonging of the landscape causing locals’ exclusion (Trudeau 2006, 

Stobbelaar and Pedroli 2011). 

Cooperation and collaboration, linked to the idea of sustainable tourism development, are 

major issues in the planning process (Bramwell and Sharman 1999, Aas, Ladkin et al. 2005, 

Landorf 2009). The study of McKercher et al. (2005) states how difficult relationships 

between the stakeholders are more likely to occur when tourism management is seriously 

pursued for the first time (as this is happening for Statia). Indeed, nowadays there is a 

general lack of communication between the different local formal organisations that mostly 

operate separately and, in some cases, intentionally avoid collaborating together. Different 

opinions, visions and past intra-agency discrepancies between components of the different 

organisations are the main causes of neglected collaboration that could threaten or 

challenge the positive aspects of the new trail. For example, earlier it has been stressed how 

maintenance is an issue also in those public areas where these organisations are intended to 

operate. Indeed, the literature reports that maintenance is often neglected because the lack 
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 The integration of locals with tourists is also easier due to the low number of these second. 
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of responsibility and coordination between the different entities (Hayes and Macleod 2008, 

Stenseke 2009). 

Another concern that emerged was the search for funding, considered especially important 

to start the implementation of the trail. Also in this case, the literature stresses that the 

difficulty on finding resources can be the consequence of the little involvement of a wider 

range of stakeholders in the decision-making process of cultural planning within the wider 

context of strategic development (Garrod and Fyall 2000, Gilmore 2004, Aas, Ladkin et al. 

2005). A project as the one of the new trail entails different aspects to be cared of, from its 

promotion to its implementation, with a variety of different issues and challenges that need 

the help and dialogue of different stakeholders (Aas, Ladkin et al. 2005, Simpson 2008). 

Indeed, this research has highlighted how the same idea of the trail is convincing for some 

aspects, as the ones in which Mr. Hellembrand is an expert, but still not convincing in many 

others, in which the contribution of different experts and stakeholders is needed for its real 

implementation. Partnerships and cross-sector collaborations would be fundamental for the 

implementation of the trail within a local governmental cultural strategy (Hayes and 

Macleod 2008, Landorf 2009). 

 

Summary and final Reflections 

In sum, regarding the research questions I can extract some major statements that emerged 

from each of the domain considered. Regarding the first research question, in terms of 

landscape, the new trail will establish a new balance between rural and urban areas, due to 

a use and valorisation of the heritage sites (Prideaux 2002). Also, a new component of 

innovation on the landscape is the presence of additional structures and services, proposed 

specifically to render the visit of the sites along the way more pleasant. For landscape 

narratives, the new trail will expand the narratives presented to the tourists, giving a more 

complete overview of the island’s history. The formal heritage discourse will refer more to 

ordinary people and practices to which people relate more (Rappoport 2014), contributing 

to enhance the local inhabitants’ sense of identity and cohesiveness (Newman and McLean 

1998). Regarding process and participation, it has been discussed how the trail will expand 

the touristic attractions on offer and can attract a new group of tourists and enhance local’s 

participation for multiple purposes.  

Regarding the second research question, in terms of landscape, dissonances could arise for 

matters of ownership of the land. Indeed, the ownership of the landscape can directly 

influence maintenance and the representation and spatial configuration of historical sites 

and events in public spaces (Azaryahu and Foote 2008). Concerning landscape narratives it 

has been discussed how there is not much consideration for the perspective of the younger 

generations, not connected to the displayed heritage, both in terms of narratives and 

everyday activities. Moreover, emphasis could be added on more recent narratives such as 
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the one of Godet Plantation for building communal pride and cohesiveness. Regarding 

process and participation, even if the narratives result more inclusive, participation of the 

local inhabitants would be difficult to achieve in the way is intended in the proposal, and a 

risk of their exclusion can be expected, if the trail would be implemented without 

considering their values and sense of place (Newman and McLean 1998, Waterton 2005). 

Then, strengthening collaboration between the formal organisations would be essential to 

develop such a sophisticated trail and overcome issues such as maintenance and funding 

(Hayes and Macleod 2008). 

The consistent number of dissonances found around the implementation of the trail is 

mostly based and linked to some of the main challenges that the population of Statia is 

currently facing in the process of heritage building. The Golden Rock Heritage Trail is the idea 

of one single person, Mr. Hellembrand, in charge as president of the Historical Foundation. 

During the interviews it has emerged how little people knew about the trail, independently 

of their role in society. Indeed, this proposal is the intuition of one man based on his 

personal knowledge and experience on the island. While participation of other stakeholders 

is expected for the implementation of the trail it did not happened yet for its 

conceptualization (also because of its preliminary stage). 

The case of the Golden Rock Heritage Trail demonstrates that dissonance is not just a matter 

of interpretation but also of management and promotion (Tunbridge and Ashworth 1996). 

What we called the formal heritage of Statia, the result of a top-down process, cannot be 

seen as a unified and coherent discourse but more as a debate and dispute between the 

perspectives of the different entities of the process that gets enlarged when the landscape is 

the battlefield. 

Finally, even if the issues foreseen result quite challenging, considering the preliminary stage 

of the proposal, I evaluate the trail as a positive attempt to protect and promote the 

heritage of the island and to give answer to the future needs of the local population, as 

envisioned by the development strategy of the Strategic Development Plan (2010). Following 

this example, many other trails could be designed, considering the number of heritage sites 

scattered and left abandoned on Statia, as a way of promoting tourism and fostering 

development. The Golden Rock Heritage Trail could hence be the first of many other similar 

projects displayed on the landscape; the example of how cultural heritage can be used as a 

tool to fulfil the potential of Statia and its inhabitants and how problems related to issues of 

development can be confronted. 

 

 

 

 



101 
 

THE END. 
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Appendix 

(A) 

 Spatial Development Plan (2011): this document is a legal instrument used as 

a basis for spatial decisions on the island. Furthermore is a tool for planning 

that regulates why, where and how development and building is possible or 

desirable. Through this document I gain an overview of how the government 

intends to regulate future spatial developments in accordance to the Strategic 

Development Plan (2010). In this context it has been also important to 

understand how the cultural heritage is taken into consideration for issues of 

future developments within their planning and implementation process. 

 

 Strategic Development Plan (2010): this document gives an idea of what is 

the formal strategic vision for the future of the island, its economic pillars for 

a sustainable development. Through this reading I gain knowledge about the 

role that, formally, is attributed to the cultural heritage as future resource for 

the island. 

 

 Investment Guide (2012): this document is about the presentation of the 

island as a good terrain for new investors. The guide briefly presents the new 

economic policies, the planning objectives and the investment opportunities. 

As the Strategic Development Plan, this document allow me to understand 

the role of the cultural heritage as a resource for the economic growth and, 

moreover, how heritage is presented as an opportunity to new investors.  

(B) 

Three range of questions have been prepared; one for formal agents, one for locals 

and one for the landowners. I made this division of the questions considering the 

types of information needed. The interviewed have not been rigidly divided adopting 

the categories of the interviews, since this categorization is very subjective and 

identities are fluid. Often it happened that an interviewed could be addressed for 

two categories at the same time; like landowners that can be at the same time a local 

and a local that is at the same time part of the top-down process of heritage building.  

Therefore I cannot say precisely how many of each group I interviewed. Totally I had 

twenty-five formal interviews with twenty-two individuals (some individuals have 

been interviewed twice): from this group of people, nineteen have been recorded 

while six have not and for all of them I took notes. This six not recorded where just 

informal interviews I made at the beginning that allowed me to understand generally 

the situation and the context of Statia. Indeed, ome individuals have been 
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interviewed twice so that they could be recorded answering to the set of questions I 

prepared later.  

All the interviews took place in different places and also situations. I always went to 

the location where the interviewed was (except for the cases in which the 

interviewed had a job in the same place where I was working), also during dinners 

and lunches. This was because I wanted the interviewed to feel as comfortable as 

possible; moreover this allowed me to see and access places where the people of the 

island daily live and work. For example some interviews where taken in private 

houses, offices and shops just frequented by locals. 

 

The sample of people that have been interviewed has been partly precisely selected, 

according to the type of information needed (especially for the categories of formal 

agents and landowners), partly through snowball sampling (especially for the 

category of locals). Therefore also the environment in which I lived and worked 

oriented my selection of interviewed, I made some interviews with people that I used 

to know before, and this helped me to gather more confidential information. 

 

I chose the people for my interviews trying to cover all the three set of people that I 

previously mentioned, carrying more about the type of information that they could 

add to my research. Therefore, I tried to gather many different perspectives, though 

because of the limited amount of time the work could have been more extensive in 

this sense. I interviewed mainly people from thirty years old and above; I chose to 

focus on people that already had a role in society, the experience of older people 

helped me to trace the changing with the past and by contrast also the new trends. I 

had some contacts also with some teenagers, mostly by informal talks and indirectly 

by talking and interviewing teachers and mothers. The ethnicity of the interviewed 

was mixed between locals also coming from different islands or with long 

experiences of living abroad for a period, Dutchman and one individual from the 

United States. As noted in the limitations, I did not get to interview the communities 

of Chinese and Hispanics coming from the Spanish speaking islands, because I 

preferred to concentrate on the other groups due the lack of time on the island and 

the limited extension of my thesis work. 

 

List of interviews:  

 

- Walter Hellembrand (Monuments director) x2 

- Reginald Zandaam (commissioner finance) 

- Tear (commissioner tourism) 

- Boudestijn Jeroen (employee in the government offices) 
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- Magumbo (president of the Cultural center) x2 

- Misha Spanner (member of the Historical foundation) 

- Rosabel Blake (director Historical foundation) x2 

- Ruud Stelten (archaeologist at SECAR) 

- Johan Stapel (CNSI Director) 

- Ismael Berkel (member of the Historical Foundation) 

- Ciryl Tear (owns  a construction company) 

- Sproot family (owners Godet plantation) 

- Hysel Mevryll (farmer on the island) 

- Francine Foe (director of New Challenges Foundation and Tour Operator) 

- Chris Butler ( general manager at NuStar) 

- Irving Brown  (president of STENAPA) 

- Brenda Van Putten (former teacher on Statia and political activist) 

- Charles Lindo (director of the Tourist Office) 

- Maya Leon-Pandt (employed at the Tourist Office) 

- Busta (versatile worker on the island) 

- Bernard Schmidt (employee at the Agricultural Department ) 

- Bernadine Woodley (employed in one of the local government offices) 

 

 

 

List of questions: 

Questions to formal agents:  

The first phase of each interviews was about gathering some biodata (age, ethnicity, 

educational status, etc...) and defying the role of the interviewed, questions could be such 

as: 

- Who are you? (introduction of the person) 

- Which organization are you working for?  What is your work about? 
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- What is your role, and the role of your institutions in which you work, in shaping the 

cultural heritage? On the landscape?... 

Then the interview switch toward discussing the proposal: 

a) Do you already know about this proposal for a touristic trail that links different 

cultural heritage sites on the island (made by Walter Hellembrand)? 

b) What do you know about these sites? 

c) Are there some narratives missing in representing the heritage (landscape) of the 

island? 

d) What do you find mostly interesting of this proposal? 

e) Do you think that these sites should be preserved? All of them? 

f) Do you think there should be development based on them? What kind? 

g) Are there some different developments going on? 

h) Do you think that are other areas, in terms of cultural heritage on the landscape, that 

need more attention? 

i) Do you think that the trail could be done? 

j) If yes, how? How do you imagine it for touristic purposes? 

k) Would you like to be part of it by giving your contribution as institution? 

l) How would you see your involvement in it? 

m) What would this add to the trail? 

n) Do you see a potential role of the locals in the process? How? 

o) What would be the overall value of this trail? Not only for touristic purposes? 

p) Further suggestions? 

 

Questions to stakeholders\landlords: 

This interviews have been done after the guided walk over the sites, in this case it has been 

really important to have the ideas clear on the proposal, especially on how it will be realized. 

The first part of the interview, as well, would start with general introductory questions. 

- Biodata: age? Educational status? Gender? Etnicity? Any particular relation to the 

appointed site(s) included on the trail… (live nearby; use it for various reasons)? 

- What is (are) your personal most important heritage site on the island? Why? 

- What are the stories attached to this (these) sites? 

- Why do you think is important to preserve the past? 

- Do you think enough has been done by the state to preserve the heritage of the island? 

- What do you think is (are) the best way for the island’s heritage to be preserved? 

(Museums? Memorials? Conserved sites? Storyboards?) 
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- Are you aware of the general management of that site by the government of the island? 

- Do you feel involved by the government in shaping the heritage? Does the Government 

considers your everyday stories included in formal narratives (are there different narratives 

that the general government doesn’t considers)? 

- (Summarizing) What is your general opinion? 

After starts more in deep with the questions about the proposal: 

a) Do you already know about this proposal for a touristic trail that links different 

cultural heritage sites on the island (made by Walter Hellembrand)? 

b) What do you think about the idea of a trail? 

c) Do you think it will be important? Why? 

d) What do you know about these sites? 

e) What do you think about the narratives linked to the different sites? 

f)  Do you agree with them or have other stories\narratives that could be integrated? 

g) Are there some narratives missing? 

h) Are there some sites not included that you think should be added as well? 

i) Are there some other narratives concerning the cultural heritage that you would like 

to see implemented? 

j) What would you think on using these stories for touristic purposes? 

k) Do you think this area should be used for other purposes? 

l) What problems do you foresee when these sites are used as tourist attractions? 

m) How could these problems be mitigated on the long run? 

n) Are you aware that some of the sites of the proposal are on your property?  

o) Would you rather use different locations, with different sites? 

p) What activities are you carrying out on this location? 

q) Do you have alternatives plans developments for this area (site) in the future? 

r) Would you be available for discussion for the realization of the trail on your 

property? 

s) Do you think it could be realized? Also considering the connections that would be 

realized with the other sites that are on others properties near to yours? 

t) If yes, how? How do you imagine it? 

u) What do you find mostly interesting of this proposal? 

v) You feel that the locals should be more involved in the creation of the trail? 

w) What this would add to it? 

x) Further suggestions? 

 

Questions to locals: 

The first part of the interview would be as well asking to the subject about himself as his 

ideas around the heritage narratives and the management of it on the island.  
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- Biodata: age? Educational status? Gender? Etnicity? Any particular relation to the 

appointed site(s) included on the trail… (live nearby; use it for various reasons)? 

- What is (are) your personal most important heritage site on the island? Why? 

- What are the stories attached to this (these) sites? 

- Why do you think is important to preserve the past? 

- Do you think enough has been done by the state to preserve the heritage of the island? 

- What do you think is the best way for the island’s heritage to be preserved? (Museums? 

Memorials? Conserved sites? Storyboards?) 

- Are you aware of the general management of that site by the government of the island? 

- Do you feel involved by the government in shaping the heritage? Does the Government 

considers your everyday stories included in formal narratives (are there different narratives 

that the general government doesn’t considers)? 

- (Summarizing) What is your general opinion? 

Than start more in deep with the questions about the proposal: 

a) Do you already know about this proposal for a touristic trail that links different 

cultural heritage sites on the island (made by Walter Hellembrand)? 

b) What do you think about the idea of a trail? 

c) Do you think it would be important? Why? 

d) What do you know about these sites? 

e) What do you think about these included sites? 

f) What do you think about the narratives linked to the different sites? 

g) Are there some sites not included that you think should be added as well? 

h) Do you agree with them or have other stories\narratives that could be 

integrated\missing? 

i) Why (if the case) do you think narratives are missing? 

j) Are there some other narratives concerning the cultural heritage that you would like 

to see implemented? 

k) What would you think on using these stories for touristic purposes? 

l) Would you rather use different locations, with different sites? 

(k) What problems do you foresee when these sites are used as tourist attractions? 

(l) How could these problems be mitigated on the long run? 

(m)  What do you mostly find interesting of this proposal? 

(l) You feel that the locals should be more involved in the creation of the trail? Why? 

(m) What would this add to it? 

(n) Further suggestions? 
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