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Abstract

In the context of modern educational frameworks, this study looks at faculty attitudes, thinking
and behaviours toward the preservation of tangible and intangible heritage. There is broad
agreement on the significance of preserving monuments, historic structures, folk customs, and
linguistic legacy, according to responses gathered via a multilingual scale survey. Most
participants responded that heritage protection greatly enhances cultural identity and ought to
be incorporated into curriculum development and instruction. Although engagement levels
differ among subjects, the results show that educators regularly use cultural or historical case
studies. Opinions collected in survey showed a rising acceptance of digital documenting and
archiving as crucial preservation methods, and confidence in recognizing heritage kinds ranged
from medium to high. Adaptive reuse of historic buildings and museum-based learning were
both seen to be extremely beneficial for enhancing academic experiences as per responses
collected by survey. The survey's overall findings show the necessity of institutional support
for heritage- focused research, digital projects, and pedagogical innovation to foster a
sustainable and culturally aware learning environment.
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1. Introduction

1.1 The Intrinsic Value of Cultural Heritage and its Global Significance

The tangible and intangible legacy passed down from previous generations, preserved
in the present, and distributed for the advantages of future generations is known as
cultural heritage (CH) (UNESCO). It includes a community's knowledge, customs, and
living expressions in addition to monumental building, archaeological sites, and artistic
artifacts. The collective memory and identity of humans are inextricably related to the
maintenance of this legacy (Gravagnuolo, A. et al. 2024). UNESCO's protocols highlight
the value of CH as an indispensable source of economic, scientific, and spiritual
enrichment, highlighting its function in promoting intercultural communication and
sustainable development (Bandarin, F., & van Ores, R.,2012). The intrinsic value of CH
goes beyond simple economic evaluation; it is a storehouse of architectural creativity,
historical tales, and societal development that provides deep insights on the human
experience over millennia.

The recently constructed heritage is under unprecedented threat due to the world context
of growing urbanization, climate change, and demographic shifts. Threats to historic
structures and urban centres, which are frequently located in the centre of communities,
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range from natural calamities and physical deterioration to socioeconomic obsolescence
and abandonment (Delegou, E. T. et al., 2019). Because of this fragility, conservation
must take a proactive, multidisciplinary approach that changes from static preservation
to dynamic, sustainable management (Pisoni, G., 2021). To confirm the past's
continuous relevance and viability, it is not only difficult to preserve it but also to
properly incorporate it into modern life (Reap, J. K., 2022). If these problems are not
resolved, the importance of historical assets are irreversibly lost, which causes cultural
deprivation and the deterioration of urban character (Gravari-Barbas, M.& Staszak, J.-
F.,2017). Therefore, modern conservation concepts need to focus on more creative ways
to match preservation objectives with the changing demands of contemporary society.

1.2 The Imperative of Preservation and the Threat of Obsolescence

Strict authenticity was a very common focus of the conventional approach to heritage
preservation, which occasionally resulted in the "museumification" of historic sites—a
condition in which structures are cut off from their intended uses and become socially
and economically isolated (Wilkinson, S. J., & Remeay, H., 2017). Particularly for large
and high scale, non-monumental historic buildings that need ongoing investment, this
static paradigm is becoming less viable (Amoéda, R., Lira, S., & Pinheiro, C. (Eds.).,
2015). A historical building undergoes a cycle of absolutely no use, deterioration, and
abandonment when it no longer serves its intended purpose for society. The historical
fabric of the old city is consistently degraded by this obsolescence, whether it be
structural, functional, or economic (Conejos, S., Langston, C., & Smith, J. , 2015).

Urban resilience depends on addressing obsolescence. Urban blight, which attracts
vandalism and contributes to social disintegration, frequently results from abandoned
structures (Shen, L.-Y., & Langston, C. , 2010). Additionally, there are substantial
environmental costs associated with dismantling existing buildings to make way for new
construction due to resource consumption and trash production (Kibert, C. J.,2016). As
a result, preservation becomes a socioeconomic and environmental necessity rather than
just a cultural goal. When preservation is done strategically, it can be used as a tool for
local economic development and urban renewal (Biernat, E., & Piatkowska, M., 2020).

Global goals such as SDG 11 (Sustainable Cities and Communities), where sustainable
heritage management is a key indicator, heighten the urgency (United Nations., 2015).
This mandates a change from reactive preservation to proactive conservation that
collaborates historically important buildings into viable economic models, pre-empting
decay (Al Hagla, K. S., 2010). Open literature indicates the most effective preservation
step is continuous, financially affordable use, requiring creative and context-sensitive
interventions (Bulut, Z., & Yilmaz, H., 2019).

1.3 Adaptive Reuse: A Paradigm Shift for Heritage Conservation

The upmost effective strategic framework for proactive heritage conservation is
Adaptive Reuse (AR). Repurposing a building for a purpose different than its original
design while keeping historically and architecturally important elements is known as AR
(Bullen, P. A., 2007). AR deliberately strikes a balance between conservation and
modern utility, in contrast to restoration or renovation. AR has many benefits, including
social, cultural, environmental, and economic aspects (Conejos, S. et al., 2016).
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Cultural Benefits: By keeping historically important buildings and their histories alive,
AR keeps them from being forgotten by the general citizens. In place of being a static
relic, it enables history to continue to be a dynamic component of the urban fabric.

Environmental Benefits: AR eliminates C&D waste, conserves embodied energy and
uses available structures to significantly reduce use of raw material (Wilkinson, S. J.,
Remoy, H., & Langston, C., 2014). Compared to demolition and new construction,
reusing a structure is nearly always more environmentally friendly (Roodman, D. M., &
Lenssen, N., 1995).

Economic Benefits: AR can draw good investment, regenerate troubled districts, and
generate employment in specialist conservation crafts. Because of their distinctiveness,
heritage buildings frequently fetch high prices and draw specialized business tenants that
contribute to the local economy's diversity (Douglas, J., 2006).

Social Benefits: It promotes social solidarity, a sense of location, and communal identity
(Plevoets, B., & Van Cleempoel, K., 2019). Successful repurposing frequently results in
well-liked public areas that boost participation and strengthen cultural capital.

However, managing higher initial expenses, resolving structural flaws, and overcoming
historic rules are some of the challenges associated with AR (Chiozzi, S., 2014).
Choosing a new use that fits the building's features and the demands of the community
is essential to success (Ferretti, V., 2018). Strong, open evaluation techniques are
therefore required (Pisoni, E., Sassanelli, C., & Terzi, S., 2021).

1.4 The Role of Circular Economy Principles in Heritage Management

According to the Ellen MacArthur Foundation, the Circular Economy (CE) model
represents a notable shift from the conventional linear "take-make-dispose" paradigm. It
recommends using resources for as long as possible, getting the most value out of them
while they are being used, and getting products and materials back at the end of each
service life (Lieder, M., & Rashid, A., 2017). Given the construction industry's
remarkable contribution to global resource consumption, CE aims to reduce building
waste and close material loops in the built environment (European Commission).

Product/Building Reuse, the highest principle of the circular economy of any country, is
exemplified by AR (Jouan, P., & Hallot, P., 2020). By keeping the whole building in
use, AR conserves material stock and embedded energy. With this, the AR process's
sustainability profile is improved when deeper CE principles; both are integrated.

Several crucial tactics are involved in the junction of AR and CE (Llatas, C., 2011):

* Material Passporting: Recording materials in a historic structure to enable recycling,
reuse, or recovery if deconstruction is required.

* Modular and Reversible Design: In AR projects, interventions should preferably be
made to be easily disassembled and reassembled (reversible design).

* Local Sourcing and Skill Development: Giving local brand, low-impact additions and
repurposed materials topmost priority. This encourages traditional craft skills, which
are necessary for maintaining cultural heritage of any country.
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» Garbage Minimization: Strict procedures to guarantee that garbage from building and
demolition is retrieved, processed, and kept out of landfills.

Due to formalization of the environmental rationale for heritage protection, the
convergence of AR and CE is potent. By changing the orientation from "preserving
historic structures" to "conserving urban material and energy stock," it gives heritage
projects a quantifiable part in meeting climate goals (Gravagnuolo, A., et al. 2024).
Securing funding for heritage revitalization is made possible by this dual motive of
resource circularity and cultural preservation (Pomponi, F., & Moncaster, A., 2018).

1.5 Participatory Decision-Making and Multi-Criteria Evaluation in Heritage Projects

Making the best, context-sensitive choices—often in the face of complexity and
competing stakeholder interests—is necessary to the success of AR (Antunes, C. H., &
Climaco, J. N., 2018). Architectural authenticity, community needs, financial
feasibility, and environmental sustainability must all be balanced when determining the
"best" new use for a historic place (Moropoulou, A., 2019). Because historic projects are
inherently complicated and multifaceted, they require systematic, transparent evaluation
tools.

The adopted strategy for assessing complicated AR treatments is Multi-Criteria Decision
Analysis (MCDA) (Lami, I. M. & Abastante, F., 2019). A variety of factors, such as
cultural significance, economic return, environmental impact, structural viability, and
social acceptance, can be used to examine alternatives (such as various suggested new
uses) using the formal framework provided by MCDA (Chen, Y., Zhang & J., Sun, Y.,
2020). MCDA methods such as AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process), ANP (Analytic
Network Process), and PROMETHEE enable decision-makers to reach a balanced,
quantitative evaluation of options by allocating weights to criteria according to their
perceived importance (Pohekar, S. D., & Ramachandran, M., 2004).

Importantly, cultural heritage decision-making is an open matter by nature, necessitating
a collaborative approach (Timsit, G., 2020). To achieve reliable, socially acceptable, and
sustainable results, a variety of stakeholders must be involved, including locals, heritage
specialists, governmental organizations, prospective investors, and future users (Del
Sordo, C., & Bravi, M., 2019). Participatory assessment guarantees that the final
decision model integrates local values and requirements, which may be disregarded in
top-down evaluations (Deng, X., 2019). The most cutting-edge evaluation frameworks
in latest heritage management are defined by this alignment of the democratic legitimacy
of participatory methods with the technical rigor of MCDA (Gravagnuolo, A. et al.,
2024). This cutting-edge method is demonstrated by the technique outlined in the
rescarch paper that is attached, which primary focuses on participatory asscssment in the
context of CE (Bonazza, A., & Sardella, A., 2023).

1.6 A National Context: Indian Government Initiatives for Cultural Heritage
Preservation

Managing its rich and varied cultural legacy presents notable challenges for India, a
civilization with unmatched cultural and historical depth. Speedy infrastructure
development, high pollution, climate change, and demographic pressure continuously
threaten the architectural heritage, which includes everything from internationally
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recognized historical monuments to vernacular architecture, very old urban precincts,
and living customs (Rangarajan, M., & Shahabuddin, G. (Eds.)., 2017). Acknowledging
this, the Indian government has started several extensive, multifaceted programs to
protect, renovate and manage this priceless resource in a sustainable manner.

1.6.1 Archaeological Survey of India (ASI) and Legal Frameworks

The Ancient Monuments and Archaeological Sites and Remains (AMASR) Act,
1958, which was later revised, established the Archacological Survey of India
(ASI), the primary statutory body. The ASI oversees a big network of protected
sites around the nation and oversees the excavation, upkeep, and restoration of
monuments of national significance. The State Archacology Departments'
legislative framework, which oversees monuments considered of State importance,
complements this (INTACH). The ASI has always focused on monument-centric
preservation, even though it is successful for structural conservation. However,
current policy changes recognize the necessity of integrated, site-level
management.

1.6.2 HRIDAY and PRASHAD Schemes for Urban and Pilgrimage Sites

The National Heritage City Development and Augmentation Yojana (HRIDAY)
program was introduced by the Ministry of Housing and Urban Affairs in a
significant move crucial towards urban regeneration through heritage. By focusing
on the development of institutional, social, economic, and physical infrastructure,
HRIDAY sought to protect and reinvigorate the spirit of heritage cities (Ministry
of Housing and Urban Affairs (MoHUA), Government of India., 2015). To solve
issues like sanitation, tourist amenities, and urban transportation inside core
heritage zones, the scheme's main motive was to integrate urban planning,
municipal infrastructure provision, and heritage conservation in a exclusive
pathway.

At the same time, the Ministry of Tourism's Pilgrimage Rejuvenation and Spiritual
Augmentation Drive (PRASHAD) program concentrates on the integrated
development of designated pilgrimage and heritage tourism places. PRASHAD
places a strong emphasis on maintaining the sites' cultural and spiritual integrity
while offering pilgrims and tourists better access and top-notch facilities (Singh,
A., 2021). The government's identification that heritage is an economic and
cultural asset that necessitates infrastructure-level investment and integrated urban
management is represented in both HRIDAY and PRASHAD (Sinha, A., 2018).

1.6.3  Project Mausam and Digital Preservation Initiatives

The Ministry of Culture launched Project Mausam to investigate the complex
connections and shared cultural narratives along the Indian Ocean rim after
realizing the necessity for an international and maritime cultural context. This
project emphasizes the value of cultural soft power and shared history (Thapar, R.,
2014).

Additionally, India is using latest technology for conservation increasingly. To
accurately document and monitor monuments and sites, digital preservation
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initiatives—which frequently involve organizations like the Indian National Trust
for Art and Cultural Heritage (INTACH) and various academic bodies—use 3D
scanning, photogrammetry, and Geographic Information Systems (GIS) (Sharma,
A., 2022). In addition to supporting this conservation, the creation of digital twins
and virtual reality tours improves public access and education. These technological
adoptions help manage the complexity of large-scale heritage property and are in
line with international recognized best practices (Bonazza, A., & Sardella, A.,
2023).

2. Research Gaps and the Current Study's Contribution

Although the domains of AR, CE, and Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis (MCDA) are widely
covered in the open literature, there is a substantial research gap in the integrated, tested,

and participatory framework for evaluating AR from a comprehensive CE perspective
(Moropoulou, A., et al., 2019).

* Gap 1: CE Metrics Integration Environmental aspects, such as energy efficiency, are
frequently treated simplistically in current AR evaluation models, and complicated,
quantitative CE indicators, such as material circularity indices and embodied energy
conservation metrics, are not fully integrated into the primary decision matrix (Jouan, P., &
Hallot, P., 2020).

* Gap 2: Participatory Weighting Methodology: Although the necessity of stakeholder
participation is identified, a well-defined method for converting a variety of potentially
conflicting stakeholder values into mathematically sound MCDA criteria weights are still
lacking and frequently lack empirical validation in real-world heritage projects (Pisoni, E.,
& Sassanelli, C., 2021).

* Gap 3: Case-Based Validation: A large portion of the theoretical research on AR
assessment is still theoretical. To examine the effectiveness and transferability of the
methodology, solid case studies that use these integrated CE-MCDA -Participatory models
ex-ante (before implementation) to actual, threatened historic structures are needed (Reap,
J. K., 2022).

By developing and testing an ex-ante evaluation technique intended to enable participatory
decision-making for cultural asset AR initiatives through the perspective of the circular
economy, the current study, as described in the research literature that is attached, directly
addresses these shortcomings (Gravagnuolo, A., et al., 2024). Stakeholder constructive
feedback determines the significance and weighting of the cultural, social, environmental
(CE-aligned), and economic variables that are used in the methodology's structured
procedure to assess alternatives. The open research literature advances the state-of-the-art
in sustainable heritage management by using this strategy on historic buildings, giving urban
managers, legislators, and conservationists a well-proven, useful practical tool (Bonazza,
A., & Sardella, A., 2023).

3. Data Analysis and Findings

The results and analysis of the survey used to gauge educators' understanding of heritage in
different engineering institutions around Gujarat, India, are presented in this section.
Responses to the digital poll, which was conducted using Google Forms, were gathered on
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a variety of topics, such as familiarity with digital documentation, museum procedures, and
the idea of AR in important heritage conservation. The collected data has been methodically
examined to determine participant perceptions, prevailing trends, and awareness gaps. To
give an exclusive insight into the educators' involvement with cultural practices, the results
are displayed using tables, different charts, and descriptive data. This research identifies
areas where additional educational initiatives may be necessary and provides a basis for
understanding the current state of heritage awareness in the academic environment. Overall,
the analysis provides insightful information about how educators' views on heritage
preservation might be influenced by digital and museum-based approaches.

Question 1: Importance of Preserving Tangible Heritage

Analysis for:
1. How important is it to preserve tangible heritage (monuments, artifacts, historic buildings)?

Very Important

Moderately Important

Extremely Important

Figure 1: Result of question, “How important is it to preserve tangible heritage (monuments, artifacts,
historic buildings)?”.
The preservation of tangible history, like important monuments and artifacts, is deemed
"Extremely Important" by 78.89% of respondents. Only a tiny minority of 3.33% consider
it to be "Moderately Important," while 17.78% consider it to be "Very Important."

These survey results show that physical historical markers are highly valued by the general
people. The overwhelming preference for "Extremely Important” indicates that respondents
saw buildings and monuments as the main pillars of history, most likely because they offer
a tangible, visible connection to the past. There is negligible disinterest in physical
conservation efforts, as evidenced by the low percentage of "Moderately Important" replies.

Question 2: Importance of Preserving Intangible Heritage
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Analysis for:
How important is the preservation of intangible heritage (folk traditions, languages, rituals)?

Very Important

Moderately Important

Extremely important

Figure 2: Result of question, “How important is the preservation of intangible heritage (folk traditions,
languages, rituals)?”’
74.44% of respondents gave intangible heritage—which includes customs, languages, and
rituals—a "Extremely Important" rating. Just 3.33% selected "Very Important," compared
to 22.22% who regarded it as "Moderately Important."

The data indicates a minor shift as compared to tangible heritage, although it is still highly
important. Compared to the physical artifacts in Question 1, a much larger percentage
(22.22%) consider it to be just "Moderately Important," even though three-quarters of the
group still rank it at the highest level. This could imply that although people appreciate
culture, they may find it more difficult to measure or give "invisible" customs more weight
than tangible monuments.

Question 3: Contribution to Cultural Identity
Analysis for:
Heritage conservation contributes meaningfully to cultural identity

20 78.89%

Percentage of Respendents

16.67%

144%

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral

Response Category

Figure 3: Result of question, “Heritage conservation contributes meaningfully to cultural identity”.

78.89% of respondents agreed that heritage conservation is "Extremely Important" in
relation to the claim that it contributes to cultural identity. It was seen "Moderately
Important" by 16.67% and "Very Important" by 4.44%. This result's alignment with
Question 1 (both at 78.89% "Extremely Important") indicates that people have a direct
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connection between their sense of self and group identity and the physical preservation of
history. According to the consensus, heritage is not only seen as "ancient objects," but rather
as an active part of contemporary cultural identity.

Question 4: Equal Emphasis on Visible and Invisible Heritage

Analysis for:
4.Equal emphasis should be placed on heritage that is visible and invisible

70.00%

25.56%

Percentage of Respondents
&

4.44%

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral
Response Category

Figure 4: Result of question, “Equal emphasis should be placed on heritage that is visible and invisible ”.

70% of respondents said that it was "very important" to give equal weight to both visible
and invisible history. It was deemed "Moderately Important" by 25.56% and "Very
Important" by 4.44%.

Despite having the lowest "Extremely Important" score out of the four, this question
nevertheless has a sizable majority. The higher "Moderately Important" score (25.56%)
indicates that opinions on whether intangible heritage should be given the same weight as
physical monuments are somewhat mixed. However, a comprehensive approach to
conservation is supported by the general tendency.

Question 5: Engagement in Heritage-Related Activities

Analysis for:
How frequently do you engage in heritage-related teaching, research, or fieldwork?

Percentage of Respondents
3 @ 8 o 8 g® 8

«

Occasionally Frequently Very Frequently Never
Frequency of Engagement

Figure 5: Result of question, “How frequently do you engage in heritage-related teaching, research, or
fieldwork?”.

According to the collected survey data, the highest percentage of respondents (40.00%)
engage in heritage-related teaching, research, or fieldwork "Occasionally”. Those who do
so "Rarely" (20.00%) come next. With 16.67% reporting "Frequently" and 13.33% reporting
"Very Frequently," more regular interaction is less common. Lastly, 10.00% of respondents
said they "Never" participate in these activities.
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The results indicate that although 90% of the educator group interacts with heritage
fieldwork or research to some extent, most do not make it their primary or daily emphasis.
The fact that "Occasionally" is the most common option suggests that, for the average
respondent, heritage engagement may be project-based or supplemental rather than a
fundamental, continuous duty. The comparatively low number of "Very Frequently"
(13.33%) indicates a disconnect between the practical, high-frequency implementation of
heritage work in the field and the appreciation of heritage (as demonstrated by earlier
questions).

Question 6: Use of Cultural or Historical Case Studies

Analysis for:
How often do you use cultural or historical case studies in teaching?
35.56%
35
30
@
€
2 %
@
o
€ 20
5
$
g s 3%
&_) nn%
&
10
5
0

Occasionally Frequently Very Frequently Never
Frequency of Use

Figure 6: Result of question, “How often do you use cultural or historical case studies in teaching? .

According to the research, 35.56% of respondents said they "sometimes" employ cultural or
historical case studies in their instruction. "Rarely" comes next at 23.33%. These case studies
are used more frequently by a total of 30.00% (16.67% "Frequently" and 13.33% "Very
Frequently"). The percentage of respondents that do not use these case studies at all s
11.11%.

These results are consistent with the patterns in Question 5, demonstrating that although
cultural and historical context is incorporated into the curriculum, it is frequently done
sporadically. According to the 35.56% "Occasionally" response, case studies are probably
utilized to emphasize subjects rather than providing the fundamental basis for whole courses.
The fact that nearly one-quarter (23.33%) use them "Rarely" and 11.11% "Never" may
indicate that to get beyond "occasional" usage, there is a need for more easily accessible
heritage-based educational resources or a more organized integration of local history into
various academic fields.

Question 7: Identification and Explanation of Heritage Types
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Analysis for:
How confident are you in identifying and explaining types of heritage?

25.56%

8

30.00%

8

3

Percentage of Respondents

0.00%

3

222%

contioert

ot ot ot [\
L contie e confide et contie’ atient ot
No!

somer™ wor &

Confidence Level

Figure 7: Result of question, “How confident are you in identifying and explaining types of heritage? ”.

The survey's findings show that respondents had a solid foundation of knowledge about
heritage classification. With 45.56% feeling "Confident" and 30.00% feeling "Highly
Confident" in their capacity to recognize and describe different kinds of heritage, a sizable
majority of 75.56% reported high levels of self-assurance. This indicates that three-quarters
of the group has the basic language and conceptual framework required to support cultural
preservation. For positions needing public participation or policy explanation, such a high
level of confidence is essential.

A noteworthy 22.22% of respondents, however, fell into the "Somewhat,"” "Not Very," or
"Not at All" confident groups, indicating a lack of firm confidence. A crucial gap is
represented by this minority. The more difficult work of "explaining” the subtleties of
intangible or natural heritage to stakeholders may be difficult for this section, even though
the majority can identify it. These results imply that although basic literacy is strong, specific
educational interventions are required to help the reluctant minority advance to professional-
level proficiency.

Question 8: The Essential Nature of Digital Documentation

Analysis for:
Digital documentation is essential for heritage preservation

64.44%

Percentage of Respondents
3 8 & 8 g

3

Strongly Agree Agree Neutral

Response Category

Figure 8: Result of question, “Digital documentation is essential for heritage preservation.?”.

Regarding the future of preservation, Question 8 shows an almost universal philosophical
consensus. With 64.44% choosing "Strongly Agree" and 28.89% choosing "Agree," a

29
Multidisciplinary International Conference on
Designing Identities: Intersections of Art, Architecture, Culture, Religion, Science, Technology & Society. (February-2026)



SARVALOKUM: LAW AND SOCIETY- VOLUME-3, ISSUE: 1, MAY 2026
MULTIDISCIPLINARY NATIONAL PEER-REVIEWED JOURNAL ISSN: 3049-0006 (ONLINE)

resounding 93.33% of respondents concur that digital documentation is crucial.
Surprisingly, all negative categories had 0.0% disagreement. This data highlights a paradigm
shift in industry: digital tools are now seen as essential components for protecting cultural
material from environmental deterioration or physical loss rather than as optional extras.

Rather than being a rejection of the technology itself, the tiny 6.67% who stayed "Neutral"
probably show a cautious viewpoint regarding the long-term sustainability of digital forms.
All things considered, the data gives enterprises a clear directive to give digital infrastructure
most priority. This group probably has relatively minimal cultural resistance to embracing
new technology because they have such a strong belief in these instruments. Going forward,
the problem is not persuading the workforce of the importance of digital preservation, but
rather supplying the means to put it into practice.

Question 9: Proficiency in Using Digital Tools

Analysis for:
How confident are you in using digital tools for documenting heritage?

so 47.78%

Percentage of Respondents

556%

m%

contiger
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Figure 9: Result of question, “How confident are you in using digital tools for documenting heritage?”.

Question 9 assesses the respondents' practical technical skills, wherecas Question §
established a strong belief in digital tools. According to the findings, 74.45% of participants
believe they are capable, with 26.67% being "Highly Confident" and 47.78% being
"Confident." Thesec numbers are cncouraging, but when compared to Question 8, there is a
"competency gap." Nearly 20% fewer people feel genuinely confident in their abilities to
use the actual tools and software, even though over 93% think the technology is crucial.

Additionally, 18.89% of respondents say they are just "Somewhat Confident," while 6.67%
say they have little or no confidence. This suggests that even if the workforce is conceptually
prepared for the shift to digital, a sizable percentage still needs practical technical training
to close the gap between "belief' and "implementation." The research indicates that the
emphasis should shift from theoretical advocacy to practical, skill-based workshops to
maximize the ability of the digital documentation initiatives considered crucial in the
preceding question and move the "Somewhat Confident" group into the "Highly Confident"
tier.

Question 10: Importance of Digital Archiving for Heritage Assets: Analysis of
Perceived Strategic Value
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Figure 10: Result of question, “How important is digital archiving for heritage assets? .

The perceived usefulness of digital archiving within the larger context of heritage
management is examined in the eleventh question. The data shows that there is a great deal
of urgency and awareness surrounding this activity. In particular, 33.33% of respondents
think digital archiving is "Very Important," but 54.44% think it is "Extremely Important."
Digital archiving is ranked as the top priority for heritage assets by an overwhelming 87.77%
of respondents. According to this consensus, respondents see digital preservation as a vital
safety net and acknowledge the vulnerability of physical assets. The digital archive acts as
a permanent, accessible record that can guide future restoration or act as a stand-in for public
education in a time when physical sites are threatened by urban growth and natural
calamities.

With 11.11% of respondents falling into the "Moderately Important" category, the remaining
respondents are just "Slightly Important" (1.11%). The idea of digital archiving has
effectively transitioned from a specialized technical specialization to a common
conservation standard, as seen by the complete lack of "Neutral" or negative comments.
From a strategic perspective, these findings suggest that any historical institution that does
not already make investments in digital archiving is out of sync with business and
community expectations. The high "Extremely Important" rating indicates that respondents
probably appreciate the ancillary advantages of archiving, such as the democratization of
access for the public who might not be able to visit physical facilities and the ease with
which scholars can share data. This clear requirement for digital archiving points to a time
when data management will be just as important to the curator's role as physical preservation
was in the past.

Question 11: The Role of Museums in Heritage Education: Analysis of Institutional
Impact
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Figure 11: Result of question, “Museums play an important role in heritage education.?”.

The emphasis is shifted to the instructional role of cultural institutions, particularly
museums, in Question 11. The museum's position as a pillar of heritage transmission is
reinforced by the overwhelmingly positive feedback. 35.56% of respondents "Agree" and
58.89% "Strongly Agree" think museums are crucial to heritage education. The high level
of public and professional confidence in these organizations is demonstrated by the
combined 94.45% agreement rate. It is evident that museums are seen as the main cultural
history narrators, tasked with converting difficult historical information into easily
understood, interesting educational opportunities for the general audience.

Only a small number of 5.56% of respondents are "Neutral," and none of them disagree with
the significance of museums. This degree of agreement implies that the physical museum is
still an essential teaching instrument despite the growth of digital information and self-
directed online study. The "Strongly Agree" majority probably understands that museums
offer a certain, physical context—the "aura" of the original artifact—that digital platforms
are unable to completely duplicate. According to this data, respondents saw museums as
active educational centres rather than just places to store artifacts from the past. This
demonstrates to policymakers that one of the best ways to guarantee that historical
information is passed down to future generations is to promote and fund museum-led
programs. The information provides compelling evidence of the museum's continued
significance in a quickly evolving educational environment.

Question 12: Importance of Museum-Based Learning

Analysis of Experiential Education
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Figure 12: Result of question, “How important is museum-based learning (visits, exhibitions,
workshops)?”.

Question 12 gauges the perceived significance of experiential activities, such visits,
exhibitions, and workshops, in accordance with the philosophical consensus regarding the
function of museums. The findings are very positive: 37.78% of respondents consider
museum-based learning to be "Very Important," while 47.78% consider it "Extremely
Important." This indicates that the active participation aspect of museum interaction is
valued by more than 85% of participants. In contrast to theoretical knowledge, museum-
based learning is immersive and depends on the learner's physical presence in a carefully
chosen setting, which respondents unmistakably feel is essential for a thorough
comprehension of history.

There were no votes for "Slightly Important" or lower, therefore the 14.44% who chose
"Moderately Important" constitute the only other substantial category. This implies that
most people value the well-planned experience of an exhibition or workshop, even though
a small percentage may see museum visits as one of many resources (possibly in addition to
digital or site-based learning). According to these statistics, heritage education should
involve more than simply reading and watching—it should also involve doing and visiting.
Exhibitions and workshops are highly valued, which indicates a need for participatory
programming. It lets museum administrators know that the audience appreciates organized
learning activities that enable deeper connection with the subject matter rather than merely
a gallery tour. This result supports ongoing funding for varied programming that uses
multisensory experiences to accommodate various learning styles.

Question 13: Effectiveness of Adaptive Reuse Strategies

Analysis of Conservation Philosophies
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Figure 13: Result of question, “Adaptive reuse of historic buildings is an effective conservation strategy.?”.

The idea of "adaptive reuse"—the practice of reusing ancient buildings for new purposes—
as a conscrvation strategy is examined in Question 13. The reaction pattern is quite positive
but balanced. 44.44% of respondents "Agree" and 41.11% "Strongly Agree" feel this is a
successful tactic. The overwhelming preference for "living heritage" over "static
preservation" is demonstrated by the total of 85.55% in Favor of adaptive reuse. The
majority of respondents think that the greatest method to guarantee the survival of historic
buildings is to integratc them into the contemporary functional cconomy rather than
allowing them to become deteriorating monuments or museum pieces.

It is interesting to note that 14.44% of respondents have a "Neutral" opinion. This neutrality
may result from an understanding that adaptive reuse can occasionally be contentious if it
entails major changes to a historic building's original structure. While adaptive reuse
necessitates striking a balance between the old and the new, some purists may define
"effective conservation" as rigorously preserving the original form. The absence of any
"Disagrees" votes, however, implies that even the neutrals do not have a negative opinion
of the technique; they may simply be wary of'its implementation. The participants' pragmatic
approach to heritage is seen in the high degree of overall agreement; they understand that a
structure must frequently be helpful in order to be saved. Urban planning practices that
prioritize historic district repair over demolition and new building are supported by this data.

Question 14: Local Visibility of Adaptive Reuse
Analysis of Observed Urban Trends

Analysis for
How frequently do you notice adaptive reuse examples in your locelity?
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Figure 14: Result of question, “How frequently do you notice adaptive reuse examples in your locality?”.
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This set's last question shifts from theory to observation by asking respondents how often
they observe adaptive reuse in their local communities. The data's broad range indicates that
regional differences in this practice's prevalence are substantial. Adaptive reuse is observed
"Occasionally" by most respondents (41.11%), whereas "Frequently" by 31.11%. In total,
more than 72% of respondents are somewhat aware of these initiatives in their immediate
neighbourhood. This suggests that AR is an observable reality in contemporary urban and
rural environments rather than merely a theoretical idea addressed in academic circles.

A smaller but noteworthy 11.11% say they see it "Very Frequently," compared to 13.33%
who say they see it "Rarely." Merely 3.33% have "Never" observed it. This spread
demonstrates the field's potential for expansion. The fact that most people only see it
"Occasionally" rather than "Very Frequently" indicates that many ancient buildings in the
respondents' communities may still be inactive or in danger of disappearing. The fact that
just 11.11% see it "Very Frequently"” in contrast to Question 13, when over 85% believed it
was a smart strategy, shows a disconnect between what the public believes should happen
and what is occurring on the ground. According to these findings, there is still a lot of
unrealized potential for more initiatives that revitalize local historic assets, even though the
community supports the concept of AR.

4. Conclusion

The study concludes that educators strongly agree that maintaining both tangible and
intangible cultural heritage is very important to bolstering cultural identity. Although almost
everyone agrees that digital technologies are essential for modern preservation, there is a
"competency gap" when it comes to their actual implementation, even though there is high
confidence in recognizing heritage kinds. According to the survey, "living heritage" via AR
and museum-based education is strongly preferred over static preservation. In the end, it
proposes increased institutional support and hands-on training to close the gap between
academic heritage conservation and theoretical valuation.
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