






• Some of the topics and presentations were a bit repetitive, some of the 
same people are called upon to present again and again. There is a need to 
broaden out the presenters and the topics. Too much stuff about community 
participation that does not contain perspectives from the communities 
themselves. • High cost of attending events. Aren’t there more sponsors out 
there? • I would like to see panels that would feature the research that is 
recognized by the NCPH at the awards ceremony. Being able to keep up with 
some of the latest scholarship in public history would be important to me. • 
The exhibit space seemed better than past years, but it would be great to have 
even more in the way of resources represented -- books to consider, software to 
learn about, other materials (or even grant opportunities or funders) that I 
don’t know about but should. • The Muhammad Ali Center is one of the best 
new concept museums in the country and it was treated like a simple boxing 
museum ... only on a sports tour. THIS is a place that all conference goers 
should have attended. WHY did host committee not see the importance of this 
new institution?

 • The disjointed locations of the session rooms, exhibit hall, and casual 
meeting spaces. The hotel layout wasn’t conducivet ever looking up.... At 
a conference focused on public history you’d think we could get away from 
traditionally read papers and emphasize “audience friendly” presentations. 
• A few of the panels I attended were a let-down. The participants really 
did not talk about what was listed in the program. I think this is important 
- moderators need to get a copy of the presentations or papers in order to make 
sure that the presenters are going to do an adequate job. • There were not 
enough workshops. That’s one thing I think everyone can benefit from. And 
some of them were extremely expensive, which made it impossible for students 
to attend. • The schedule was very tight with little chance to see some of 
Louisville unless you intentionally skipped sessions which I don’t like to do. 
• Perhaps more organization for informal group dinners and tours could be 
arranged. It’s a small community that can be VERY cliquish. That can be 
off-putting for newcomers--especially people outside of the field or students not 
traveling with a group. • In a number of presentations, I wrote down the words 
“pompous” and “narrow.” I disliked very much hearing statements such as “as 
public historians we must use our power to teach history the right way.” Or, “it 
is our responsibility to teach justice.” Meaning, the notion that there is a right 
and wrong to the presentation of history. And that “the public” must succumb 
to the “experts” view because, well heck, historians are experts. Oh fie!!

• I enjoy this group and this conference. The meeting size is manageable, yet 
large enough to where you meet many interesting people. I also think the mix 
between scholars, graduate students and non-academic PH professionals is 
improving. I feel that when I joined about 10 years ago, it was far more slanted 
to the academic side. • The opportunity to sit in on the NPS historians’ 
discussion with Bob Sutton was great. I learned a lot about what is going on 
at NPS in terms of history work. It would be nice to hear similarly from chief 
historians at the Army Corps of Engineers and other agencies/entities for 
whom a number of public historians work or contract. • Thanks for organizing 
a very inspired time. I loved knowing about Zotero, too. It’s always great to 

see colleagues who live across the country. The hotel was excellent! Everything 
worked smoothly. I commend you all! • The NCPH focuses on racial diversity, 
and I would like the NCPH to encourage its members to broaden issues of 
diversity, to include interpreting disability and sexuality. The Public Historian 
has been a wonderful resource for these issues, and I would like to see it 
extended into the sessions. I would also like some sort of discussion about self-
censoring within museums and historic sites. • Strongly suggest that catering 
at endowment, other events have as part of contract that caterers must recycle 
glass, etc. Also, in registration, would like to see carbon offset purchase option 
or links to carbon offset sites where individuals can purchase this. • It would 
be great to see NCPH choose conference themes with a bit more “edge,” rather 
than the fairly vague topics that always seem to come up (although this problem 
is not unique to this group by any means). Overall, though, this was a terrific 
program, and the NCPH conference is always a highlight of my year. • The 
off-site locations discouraged attendance. • All in all, a great a conference. 
I worried whether we would be able to sustain the enthusiasm generated in 
Santa Fe, but we did. Onward to Providence! • Thanks very much. I feel 
much more connected with the field of public history -- and I’ve been able to 
meet people who will collaborate with me in the future. • Having the poster 
session and award-winner signing in the Bluegrass Room on Friday was a 
terrific idea, luring lots of people into the exhibit hall at the same time. But 
you might consider spreading this event over two days. • I was very impressed 
with the quality of the meals, which usually are not so good at conference 
hotels. The blogging added great energy, as did news from the concurrent 
conference in Liverpool. The foreign visitors added a deeply enriching aspect to 
our community - let’s do more of this! • This was my first NCPH conference, 
and I enjoyed it. People were for the most part friendly, but attendees should 
definitely be encouraged to find someone they don’t know and talk with them. 
It will make the conference better for everyone. • Tours looked good, hope I can 
go to some next year. I liked the alternate hotels that were very close to the main 
hotel. • I know the conference is not designed for grad students, but it would be 
nice if they felt included in events. Please also remember we want to participate 
in events, but have limited resources. • Absolutely one the most well-organized 
events I have attended. I appreciate everyone’s hard work. • I’d really hoped 
to see a “meet the professionals” period or round table. I think there are a lot 
of institutions and organizations needing interns or possibly looking to hire. I 
brought a stack of resume’s and had hoped to hand many out but there wasn’t 
really an appropriate time. I think that if time was made appropriate this could 
be a massive draw for the Council membership and for the conference itself. • I 
am an undergraduate student who joined NCPH and attended the conference 
in order to learn more about the Public History field. I am trying to choose a 
graduate program, and I was very disappointed the conference did not have 
many colleges promoting their schools. I would have loved to have been able to 
speak with representatives from schools with Public History programs, in order 
to facilitate my decision. • The mentoring process was great. I enjoyed spending 
time with my “mentee.” • This was a great conference. I loved the Brown Hotel 
as a conference center. I returned home thoroughly inspired! Thank you. • Not 
sure what my registration money paid for, but would it have been that expensive 
to have coffee? • I thought combining a wine reception with the poster session 
was a good idea. It led people to linger longer and be more willing to stand and 
chat about the posters rather than rush off. This was my first NCPH conference 
and my first poster presentation - it was a very good experience that I hope to do 
again! Thanks for the committee’s hard work on it.
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As I write this, it has been exactly a month since 427 public historians 
came together in Louisville, Kentucky. Since then, issues and topics 
raised there continue to reverberate in my mind. The NCPH conference 
never fails to invigorate me as I reconnect with colleagues, participate 
in sessions, and generally soak in what others are doing in practicing 
public history. Reflecting back on NCPH’s 30th annual meeting, 
what is evident to me is the continued energy and vigor of NCPH as a 
membership organization and the growing popularity and outstanding 
quality of our conferences. The experience of Kentucky equaled and in 
some ways surpassed our successful 2007 meeting in Santa Fe.

In Louisville, our program included several new elements such as 
Working Groups on interpretation, historic preservation, and public 
history and civic life. By most accounts, these Working Groups 
fostered in-depth discussion on issues of importance, and the Working 
Group experiment will, I predict, be repeated next year and in 
conferences to come. 

Also in Louisville, for the first time public historians blogged onsite 
about our conference sessions, events, and tours. The blogposts added 
a new dimension to our meeting, launching the NCPH conference 
into the blogosphere and making it accessible to a wider audience. 
On the NCPH website during and after the conference, visitors could 
find posts about sessions in Louisville and link to blogs from the 
public history conference happening simultaneously in Liverpool, 
England. On YouTube video clips, our Keynote speaker Ed Linenthal 
spoke eloquently about history, memory, language, and reconciliation. 
Another clip showed our Public Plenary, where we invited the 
Louisville community to join us to hear Land of Lincoln author Andrew 
Ferguson enthrall an overflow crowd of hundreds at the Louisville 
Free Public Library.

This interface between historians and the public is, I believe, the 
essence of public history practice. Increasingly, historians will be 
challenged to think in broader terms and communicate to their 
audience through digital channels. User-generated content such 
as videos and blogs are increasingly becoming the standard for 
communication and information sharing on-line. A year ago, World 
Live Web tracker Technorati estimated new weblogs were being created 
everyday, worldwide, at a pace of 1.4 per second. Since then, mass 
adoption of social networking led by populist phenoms Facebook and 
YouTube has accelerated at an even faster pace. Blogs, vlogs, podcasts, 
and wikis are just a few of the so-called “Web 2.0” features that allow 
people to share information and collaborate on-line and may someday 

soon replace the one-way conversations emanating from static websites, 
broadcast emails, or listservs. The participatory nature and ethos of 
openness embedded in social networking are particularly well adapted 
to the community of public historians, who have by and large always 
been more open and willing to share information, methodologies, and 
approaches than our more insulated academic colleagues, as well as 
reach out to communities beyond the professional ranks. 

That sense of community, that invitation to participate, blooms every 
spring at the NCPH annual meeting. In Louisville, one first-time 
conference attendee pulled me aside at one of the meal events, and 
excitedly told me how much she was enjoying her first NCPH meeting, 
delighted, she said, to have “finally found a home” in public history. 
The National Council on Public History is that kind of organization: 
welcoming, inclusive, intellectually stimulating, and dare I say it—homey.
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IUPUI Graduate Program in Public History 

Established in 1984, the Indiana University-Purdue University at Indianapolis (IUPUI) Graduate  
Program in Public History provides training in the research, analytical, and communications skills that 
are common to all historians. Students benefit from a combination of classroom instruction and
practical experience applying these skills in the public arena. 

Program highlights include: 
�� Funded internships (with fee remission) in historical societies, museums, historic preservation 

organizations, libraries and archives, documentary editions, and other public history institutions. 

�� The opportunity for students to earn a Master of Library Science degree, Museum Studies  
Certificate, or Certificate in Documentary Editing in conjunction with the MA in History. 

�� A centrally located campus situated within walking distance of Historic Landmarks Foundation of 
Indiana, Indiana State Library, Indiana State Museum, Indiana Historical Society, and several 
other museums. 

�� Access to digital collections through the University Archives that includes Sanborn maps and 
Indianapolis city directories. 

Graduate public history courses include: 
�� Historical Administration 
�� Historic Preservation 
�� Historic Site Interpretation 
�� Introduction to Archival Practice 
�� Local and Community History 

For more information contact the Director of Public History, Dr. Philip V. Scarpino: 
(317) 274-5983 or pscarpin@iupui.edu

Visit our website at: http://www.iupui.edu/~history/gradpubhist.html
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