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The Beijing Centre at Peking University is in charge
of Natural Heritage conservation, archaeological
excavation, and management of the sites’ Cultural
Landscape.

The Shanghai Centre at Tongji University focuses
on the conservation of Cultural Heritage, such as
the sustainable development of ancient towns and
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Side Event on Regional Capacity Building Strategy in Asia and the
Pacific Held during the 38th Session of the World Heritage Committee
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Written by KONG Ping Photo by LI Hong

In the afternoon of r7th June 2014,
the side event on Regional Capacity
Building Strategy in Asia and the Pa-
cific was held during the 38th Session
of the World Heritage Committee
in Doha, Qatar. More than 50 repre-
sentatives from State Parties, World
Heritage Centre (WHC) and Advi-
sory Bodies were presented.

The meeting was chaired by Mr. JING
Feng, Director of Asia and the Pacific
Unit, WHC. Mr. JING gave a general
introduction of the progress on the
Second Cycle of Periodic Reporting,
and on behalf of WHC, he expressed
appreciation to WHITRAP of tak-
ing the leading role in compiling the
Regional Capacity Building Strategy
in Asia and the Pacific (the Strategy).
He said, ‘the Strategy provides critical
support to the implementation of the
Periodic Reporting’, and encouraged
State Parties and relevant institutes
to follow up the associated activities
after the Strategy.

Dr. KONG Ping, International Pro-
gramme Coordinator of WHITRAP,
introduced the preparation process
and contents of the Strategy. The
Strategy emphasizes the way of In-
volvement, including two round
questionnaires and consultation with
WHC, Advisory Bodies and regional
specialists. Regional recognition is the
key element during the preparation.

Free exchange between State Parties
and Heritage Sector indicates the
nature of project requiring openness,
cooperation, sharing and win-win.
The presentation highlighted logical
connection with the three main parts,
the analyzing of regional require-
ments, setting objectives as well as
framework, and its associated activi-
ties. Besides, it mentioned the lack of
information sharing, collaboration of
capacity building providers and joint
projects in the region. In the end, it
described the limitation of the Strat-
egy and possibility of future steps.

Interaction related to the presenta-
tion and regional concerns was made
by representatives from Indonesia,
Korea and Japan. They expressed the
intention to join the cooperation and
foster the associated activities on the
platform. Appreciation was made by
participants for WHITRAP’s work.
They hope information can be shared
and regional collaboration can be en-
hanced by the initiation of the Strat-

egy.

% 38 R 7 KAAR F A Ak WHC-14/38.COM/6 p.2& p.6; WHC-14/38.COM/10B, p.1 & p.3

LI K I R AR ) SRR R A0 L F 3 AT H: htp://www.whitr-ap.org/index.php?classid=1489&newsid=2271&t=show
Documents and decisions related: WHC-14/38.COM/6 p.2& p.6; WHC-14/38.COM/10B, p.1 &p.3
Capacity Building Strategy and Associated Programmes for Asia and the Pacific is available at http://www.whitr-ap.org/index.php?classid=1489&newsid=22

71&t=show
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Meeting Shanghai - Walking Seminar Held in Shanghai
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The ‘Meeting Shanghai - Walking
Seminar’ was opened at Shanghai
Urban Planning Exhibition Centre
in the morning of 14th July 2014.
As one of the official events to
celebrate the 50th Anniversary of
establishment of diplomatic rela-
tionship between China and France,
the seminar was marked as another
exchange activity with the theme
of urban planning practice in both
countries, following the ‘2010 Fo-
rum on Sino-French Architecture
and Urban Development’ that was
held in Tongji University in May
2005. The seminar was jointly
hosted by Cité de 'architecture et
du patrimoine, Tongji University
and Shanghai Planning and Land
Resource Administration Bureau,
and was organized by WHITRAP
Shanghai and Observatoine de I’
Architecture de la Chine Contem-
poraine (OACC), with the sup-
port of Xuhui Planning and Land
Resource Administration Bureau,
Shanghai Tongji Urban Planning

& Design Institute, ADEME and
Institut Francis de Chine and La
France en Chine.

In the opening ceremony, Prof.
WU Zhiqiang, Vice-President of
Tongji University, Mr. Pierre MAN-
SAT, General Inspector from de la
Ville de Paris, Mr. YU Sijia, Chief
Engineer of Shanghai Planning
and Land Resource Administra-
tion Bureau, Ms. Francoise GED,
Director of OACC, together with
the French national architects Mr.
Rémi FERRAND and Ms. Emilie
CAM gave speeches one after an-
other with detailed introductions
to the background and items of
the seminar. Besides, professionals
in different fields from two coun-

tries were invited to give excellent
keynote speeches, among which
include Mr. Sébastien BECK, the
lawyer of Sino-French Association
of Environment, Ms. WANG Lin,
Head of the Historic Conservation
Department in Shanghai Planning
and Land Resources Administration
Bureau, Prof. YU Hai, Professor of
Sociology of Fudan University and
Mr. GUAN Yetong, Director of

Xuhui District Planning and Land
Authority. The participants toured
the theme exhibition ‘Retain the
Nostalgia — Urban Life and Histori-
cal Memory’ under the guidance of
Mr. LIU Bo, Curator of Shanghai
Urban Planning Exhibition Centre
after the opening ceremony, and
took a bus ride to Original Design
Studio, Red Block, etc. in the after-
noon.

The participants were voluntarily
divided into four groups to con-
duct one-day on-site investigation,
interviews and discussions on 15
July. The first group, led by Mr.
WANG Qiao, Chinese architect
from JFA,and Ms. Emilie CAM,
French national architect, inspected
a number of cultural facilities
in West Bund (Xuhui Riverside
Area) including Xuhui Riverside
Exhibition Centre, waterfront
areas, Former site of West Bank
Biennale, Yuz Museum and Long
Museum. The second group under
the leadership of Mr. HU Lijun, the
planner of Shanghai Tongji Urban
Planning & Design Institute and
Heloise LECARRER, French archi-
tect from JFA visited the Xujiahui
area including Huixue Corridor,
Bibliotheca Zikawe, Xujiahui Ca-
thedral, former Xujiahui Observa-
tory, Guangqi Park and Tou-Se-We
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Museum, and discussed with Com-
mercial Committee of Xuhui District
on problems in terms of the business,
transportation and landscape in the
commercial centre. The third group,
led by Mr. YANG Chen from Tongji
University and Mr. Rémi FERRAND,
French national architect, focused on
Shanghai South Railway Station and
Caohejing Hi-tech Park. The team
members had discussions with South
Railway Station Management Com-
mittee and person-in-chief of Vanke
Business District respectively on the
design, current operation and prob-
lems of the railway station and the
positioning and mode of development
of areas surrounding the station, and
inspected the functional transforma-
tion projects inside Shanghai Yidian
Industrial Park and Shanghai Aero-
space Science and Technology Indus-
try Park. The fourth group which
based on Hengshan-Fuxing Historical
and Cultural Area was led by Mt.
ZHANG Jiajing, architect from Ate-
lier GOM and Ms. Francoise GED.

Starting from Xujiahui Park, the team
toured the line along Hengshan road
and Wukang road, and exchanged
with directors of Yongping Properties
and Cornes World Company about
the urban renewal concept and mode
of Yongping Li and Ferguson Lane.

The summary reporting presentations
and closing ceremony were held in
Xuhui District Tourist Information
Center in the afternoon of 16 July
2014, starting with a keynote speech
made by Ms. Catherine BASTIEN-
VENTURA, French biologist, titled
“Emerging Sustainable Cities for the
215t Century”, followed by “Interpre-

tation of Nostalgia” by Prof. RUAN
Yisan from Tongji University, Direc-
tor of National Historic City Re-
search Center and a recipient of Or-

dre des Arts et des Lettres by French
Ministry of Culture, which triggered
in-depth reflection on the ecologi-
cal and cultural dimensions of a city
among the participants. Later, the
leaders of four investigation groups
made presentations on the results
made by each group, whose accurate
analysis and trans-disciplinary think-
ing and the professional solutions led
to active debates among the audiences
on the site, which also directed the
thinking about the development and
mode for the city in the future. In
the end, Mr. Emmanuel LENAIN,
Consul General for France at Shang-
hai, who is also a resident in Xuhui
District, congratulated on the suc-
cess of this seminar and the in-depth
exchange made between the experts
from both countries. Prof. ZHOU
Jian, professor of Tongji University
and Director of WHITRAP Shanghai
made a closing address.

The seminar facilitates profound and
in-depth exploration between profes-
sionals in different disciplines from
China and France on a number of
subjects on the internal and qualita-
tive development of Xuhui Disctrict
in terms of the conservation and
strengthening of historic urban land-
scape, redevelopment of industrial
parks and creation of urban water-
front areas, etc. With both global
vision and the local character of
Shanghai, the seminar is of strategic
importance to the construction of a
‘global city’ of Shanghai.
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The photos (clockwise from top left) are South China .

Karst(China),Great Himalayan National Park(India),Pyu
Ancient Cities(Myanmar),Trang An Landscape Complex
(Viet Nam) .

September 2014 [ %553k i& SPECIAL COVERAGE ]

Information Links >>>

The World Heritage Committee
inscribed 26 sites on the World Heri-
tage List during this year's session,
among which 9 properties are from
the Asia-Pacific Region. Myanmar
made its entry onto the World Heri-
tage List, with the inscription of its
first site, Pyu Ancient Cities. Besides,
Botswana’s Okavango Delta became
the 1000th site inscribed on the
World Heritage List.

21 Cultural Sites were inscribed:
Bolgar Historical and Archaeological
Complex (Russian Federation), Bursa
and Cumalikizik: the Birth of the Ot-
toman Empire (Turkey), Carolingian
Westwork and Civitas Corvey (Ger-
many), Caves of Maresha and Bet-
Guuvrin in the Judean Lowlands as a
Microcosm of the Land of the Caves
(Israel), Decorated Cave of Pont
d’Arc, known as Grotte Chauvet-
Pont d’Arc, Ardéche (France), Erbil
Citadel (Iraq), Historic Jeddah, the
Gate to Makkah (Saudi Arabia),
Monumental Earthworks of Poverty
Point (United States of America),
Namhansanseong (Republic of Ko-
rea), Palestine: Land of Olives and
Vines — Cultural Landscape of South-
ern Jerusalem, Battir (Palestine),
Pergamon and its Multi-Layered
Cultural Landscape (Turkey), Preco-
lumbian Chiefdom Settlements with

Stone Spheres of the Diquis (Costa
Rica), Pyu Ancient Cities (Myanmar),
Qhapaq Nan, Andean Road System
(Argentina, Bolivia, Chile, Colombia,
Ecuador, Peru), Rani-ki-Vav (the
Queen’s Stepwell) at Patan, Gujarat
Conservation Area (India), Shahr-I

Sokhta (Iran), Silk Roads: the Routes
Network of Chang’an-Tianshan Cor-
ridor (China, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyz-
stan), The Grand Canal (China), The
Vineyard Landscape of Piedmont:
Langhe-Roero and Monferrato
(Italy), Tomioka Silk Mill and Related
Sites (Japan), Van Nellefabriek
(Netherlands);

4 Natural sites were inscribed: Great
Himalayan National Park (India),
Mount Hamiguitan Range Wildlife
Sanctuary (Philippines), Okavango
Delta (Botswana), Stevns Klint (Den-
mark);

Trang An Landscape Complex (Viet
Nam) was inscribed as mixed prop-
erty on the list.

4 sites received extensions: Bialowie-
za Forest (Belarus , Poland), Wadden
Sea (Denmark, Germany , Nether-
lands), South China Karst (Phase II)
(China), Ancient Maya City and Pro-
tected Tropical Forests of Calakmul,
Campeche (Mexico).

Besides, the following changes were
made to the List of World Heritage
in Danger: Palestine: Land of Olives
and Vines — Cultural Landscape of
Southern Jerusalem, Battir (Pales-
tine), City of Potosi (Plurinational
State of Bolivia) and Selous Game
Reserve (United Republic of Tan-
zania) were inscribed on the List of
World Heritage in Danger; Ruins of
Kilwa Kisiwani and Ruins of Songo
Mnara (United Republic of Tanzania)
were removed from the Danger List.
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WHITRAP Received Six-Year
Evaluation by UNESCO Experts

An expert panel from UNESCO
visited WHITRAP which established
in 2008 from May 24 to 29, 2014. The
on-site evaluation aimed to assess the
Institute’s performance with respect
to its objectives and functions as
specified in the Agreement between
UNESCO and the host Government.
The results of this evaluation will be
included in a report to be submitted
to the Executive Board Meeting of
UNESCO in Octobor this year, based
on which decisions are to be made on
whether or not the Agreement will
be renewed.

The Secretariat of WHITRAP and
WHITRAP Shanghai started to
prepare for the evaluation as early
as this February, with a complete
review of documents and a elaborate
plan for the field trip. Two experts
examined the documents related to
WHITRAP’s activities during their
stay in Shanghai, and had a meeting
with Prof. WU Jiang, Vice-President
of Tongji University and other people
in charge. On 25th July, experts at-
tended the launching ceremony for
The Aquatic-Ecology Demonstration
Project in Tongli Tuisi Garden which
was hosted by WHITRAP. After 5

days of inspection and interviews,
the experts recognized the efforts
WHITRAP had done in the past and
hoped more influence would be made
in Asia-Pacific region in the future.
(Editor / SUN Yizhou)
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The 4th Annual Coordination
Meeting of the UNESCO World
Heritage-related Category 2 In-
stitutes and Centres Completed
at WHITRAP

From 23rd to 25th May 2014, the 4th
Annual Coordination Meeting of the
UNESCO World Heritage-related
Category 2 Institutes and Centres

(C2C) was held in Shanghai, China.

The annual meeting is convened by

the World Heritage Centre (WHC),
following Resolution 17 GA ¢, ad-
opted by the General Assembly of
State Parties to the World Heritage
Convention in 2009. The fourth
meeting was hosted by WHITRAP.
WHC, ICCROM, ICOMOS, IUCN
and 10 C2Cs were invited, and about
38 participants attended the meeting.

Ms. CHEN Zheng, on behalf of Mr.
ZHANG Xinsheng, Chairman of
Governing Board of WHITRAP, ex-
tended a warm welcome to the guests.
She revisited the Hangzhou Declara-
tion and stressed the opportunities
and challenges in front of World
Heritage-related C2Cs to work close-
ly and strategically with the World
Heritage Centre and Advisory Bodies
towards sustainable development. Mr.
Kishore RAQO, on behalf of WHC,
recognized the annual C2C meeting
is a useful channel for communica-
tion, knowledge exchanging and net-
working. Moreover, it is essential to
decentralize services through capacity
building and research, particularly
during the restructuring of UNES-
CO. On the other hand, Mr. Giovan-
ni BOCCARDI highlighted the ex-
pectations in line with newly adopted
37 C/4 Medium-Term Strategy (2014-
2021) and C/5 Programme & Budgets.
(Editor /LI Hong)

KEfkERENRR - AERR
ErREHAERER

Figh A% sl -k

20145 B 25 HEF 118, BB
ROEDR “KEAKESENRE - F
EREERERE" BN ERERRE
FE B AgE. FEsPOEEREG.
ffiiE SEE £5Mha EisIB OB
HERDINERNTEETRREEES
%, BRAEDERRAEINERBEE
SREMEE. FNEREFSHERRK
PRASWBRETR, Lig/hFER K
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MEARAREERTESR. AEHER
PERRBEEHFBIRANEETTESHF
MEAREGEMNE. ZMBEMEET LAFH
ORI E AL OIS H EENH, BE
EETEtXEREFER, UHRAXWE
& - AERBEATER, HKESE
ERAMEENFIEERS TN E
REFETE. (% / EE)

The Aquatic-Ecology Capacity
Building Demonstration Project
— A Case Study on the World
Heritage site of Tongli Tuisi Gar-
den Launched in Tongli

The launching ceremony for Aquatic-
ecology Capacity Building Dem-
onstration Project of Tongli Tuisi
Garden was held by WHITRAP at
Tuisi garden square in the morning
of 25th May, 2014. Prof. ZHOU Jian
and Mr. HUANG Haidi on behalf of
WHITRAP and Society of Entrepre-
neurs and Ecology (SEE) Shanghai
signed a strategic MoU between the
two institutes, followed by signa-
tures on the agreements to provide
financial support and intention of
cooperation among each other by
Ms. YE Jinghua, Director of Chinese
affair and government affairs unit of
AkzoNobel, Mr. XUE Zhijian, Secre-
tary-General of Suzhou World Heri-
tage and Traditional Architecture
Conservation Research Society, Mr.
YU Jiandong, President of Little Frog
Water Ecology, and Ms. CHEN Qi,
Deputy Director of Tongli Old Town
Conservation Committee. The proj-
ect created a multilateral collabora-
tive mechanism around WHITRAP
and SEE, marking an innovative and
exemplary role in both water eco-
logical restoration and cooperation
building.(Editor / QU Ying)

IRE LT E K& 3P AR Yonas
Desta St 4 iR 3 L i

2014 £ 4 B14 B LS, REHLLLT
EZREFEBERK Yonas Desta 54 E £
g Z # R O A ERR R B R EMH 2
B THER TEGE LS OHRTRER
iEol. Yonas SEEIFMNE TIREM LT
LARz ELfth IR IEM s X STAGE =R IP S5 61
Bl AR, ®ESPOESRERE
TSRl E=RELES T . &
RILET WA ZENT R, HARREIER
EARADERR. (%% / hiEx)

Director General of Authority for
Research and Conservation of
Cultural Heritage of Ethiopia Vis-
ited WHITRAP Shanghai

On April 14th, 2014, Mr. Yonas De-
sta, Director General of Authority
for Research and Conservation of
Cultural Heritage of Ethiopia, who
was accompanied by Ms. YE Jiany-
ing, Head of Cooperation and Com-
munication Department of Shanghai
Promotion Center for Design of City,
visited to WHITRAP Shanghai in
Tongji University. Mr. Desta intro-
duced the current status of cultural
heritage conservation and the cre-
ative industry in Ethiopia and other
African areas. With a deepening
understanding with each other, the
two sides also reached a preliminary
intent on cooperation in the future.
(Editor / XU Hairong)

FEFEALRFBER LB
2004 &6 B9H £ F, %= H
BB KEE N Z R ZEAE K Sant
Suwatcharapinun E+—17, E5RE5F
REZRRASHBMNZRRRERZE,
ERFAZNEDAEGRANERTE
B EES0, AR EERORIEESR
BrREESF. ERETEENETHLE
BHRORRREEFERN, MRTNEZE
NTHR, REHERKATBENSIEXRIZMN
HIEEmB, (g / Iiki)

Representative from Chiang Mai
University Visited WHITRAP
Shanghai

Representatives led by Dr. Sant
Suwatcharapinun, Vice Dean of
Academic from Faculty of Architec-
ture, Chiang Mai University visited
WHITRAP Shanghai after a meet-
ing with College of Architecture and
Urban Planning, Tongji University in
the morning of gth June, 2014. Dr. LI
Xin, Deputy Director of WHITRAP
Shanghai received the delegation
and gave a brief introduction about
WHITRAP. The two sides had a bet-
ter understanding with each other
and agreed on an intention for fur-
ther cooperation in the future.
(Editor / SUN Yizhou)

“2014 EYMIRHI B FTIFERIP
Rt &” E#Iﬂ LLi B% Th %€ 7

201446 H20HE 23 H, BHHN
WWAZE. BFAZE. FLigPO. HRW
EREBARFEEER. HRWEHE
MIEEXEED, HRWKZFHRDE “2014
FYREMTEERFRIPRATHIIR” L
AHNWUEF. FRWUKXZRFEHERIS.
HARUERFERRIFXEESEEES
K. ARUEGREMIESEBREERSFEX
MEHETEN. E2 L, HEBHOF
#EepEImig T L “MEREAeEREXN
EFRNEZRAMED " NENESHNA
T EBRONERN TN RE~E
KER. RAFAZDHEEFFRPZIEHC
FEFERBEERT “IREEELLR
PRIKEEAEIRR " JRaiE I - SIXHERIE,
EFDFEBARS 2 ARBIREELL R
PIEEEMHITTER, ILSREWHT
AEBTERATAR. (%% / FEF)

2014 Seminar on Conservation
Technique of Tangible Red Re-
source successfully held in Jing-
gang Mountains

2014 Seminar on Conservation Tech-
nique of Tangible Red Resource was
successfully held in Jinggang Moun-
tains from June 20 to 23. The meet-
ing was jointly hosted by Jinggang-
shan University, Tongji University,
WHITRAP Shanghai, Jinggangshan
National Nature Reserve Authority
and Jinggangshan Revolution Mu-
seum, and organized by Jinggangshan
University. Prof. Zhang Taicheng,
President of Jinggangshan Univer-
sity, Mr. TANG Dinghua, Director
of Jinggangshan National Nature
Reserve Authority and Xiao Youhua,
Director of Jinggangshan Revolution
Museum attended the meeting. Prof.
Li Jianzhong from WHITRAP Shang-
hai made a speech titled “Tangible
Red Resource: Important Element
of Cultural Heritage” with an over-
view of the activities of WHITRAP
Shanghai and latest trends in world
heritage area. Prof. DAI Shibing from
Architecture Conservation Labora-
tory of Key Lab of Ecology and En-
ergy Saving in High-density Human
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Settlements (Tongji University) made
a presentation on the key technical
problems of conservation of signal
cultural heritage. The host also orga-
nized a field trip to a restoration site
of signal heritage to enhance their
understanding of the subject of this
seminar. (Editor /Ll Jianzhong)

20145 BREILESEERIT
BEEATET

201446 B29AZ786H, “2014
EEABIWEFRITE” ERTAER
FEINE . AR EHEFAZERK
BEEEY, FEN EBRRERRN=
KTIBE” , BEAY. AFAE. X
BARESR 30 SfEtEs S, (B
RER ) REXIXEFTHRSHEHOERE
EEEAZISBMMESN. EARRS
L AFA 22 EEEBNEEEN 55
R, R ERRINEDE DN T Y
HsE R RS E TR TS RIPS5E
£, (%HiE /A3

2014 Design Camp for Industrial
Heritage Preservation and Regen-
eration Held in Xining, Qinghai

2014 Design Camp for Industrial
Heritage Preservation and Regenera-
tion was successfully completed in
Datong County of Xining City, the
capital of Qinghai Province from
29th June to 6th July,2014. The camp,
which was organized under the auspi-
cious of Prof. ZUO Yan from Tongji
University and themed “Construction
of Cities and Towns in West China
and Regeneration of Third-Tier
Factories”, involved more than 30
teachers and students from Qinghua

University, Tongji University and
Tianjin University. Mr. ZHI Wenjun,
Chief Editor of Time Architecture
Magazine and Dr. LI Xin, Deputy Di-
rector of WHITRAP Shanghai were
also invited as representatives of sup-
porting institutes. As an important
channel between academia, local gov-
ernment and civil society, the design
camp facilitated the conservation and
regeneration practices of industrial
heritage in a local context of urban-
ization. (Editor/ZUQ Yan)

(B35 24 1)

BETLREMNKR, WXLRGATIEEHMTA

KEFHIERERT SRERIEFISEM .

Eit, #EERREART EREXKIE
IEJRIBRIE . A RESEERIEXI AR SERT,
EELUEM “BF” BEKE, SIBERERLMIE

(continued from Page 24 )

of belonging as well as the anthromophised natural environment that

makes that space a place.Scientists have for a long time extracted in-

formation from an incomplete biography by focusing on ‘things’ that

can be quantified academically and this has resulted in conflicts with

communities who see a misreading of the landscape. Understanding
metaphors of place would make heritage managers to acknowledge that

SHOBHAHERRTESN . XUIES, ERRIENES
HEMNEFBNSNXHTERREEX TR
B, [RIMRM—Fh “RIGMIE" , MmiX—ER1% %M
RBEERRSZFRALERANER . EREFXMH
£, AMIELHIN—LENRERETF “=iE” &
£ “#% B ” (Hunziker, Buchecker and Hartig
2007), XER “=iE” FHERARRE XS .
STXLESWMAILIP AU N EIMERXRIRE, B
S—TRHERIREN, MXLBETIRET ‘BN
Mg " IREHE, AERIEEINEFEMEIR
FERIAFRIERE ( Kimmel 2004: 275) .

HEF SR F YN E T T8, BLE,
EMRM T — MBS FIanviEg 34" =
8" HITEXN, WFHERMSENSS, B3 “IF
FR” BTEXMHTR . NSERRKEE, MEWBEAR
RSB 5 Z R ERENEE TRRIDSMERE .. NE
ST, Y. HEMER, BICZ. ARRURA
WHIBAIE, SHEREXATEERP, HIER
XLERREIE “=E” (space) BEH ‘A7
(place) o KHEALASK, RIZRIEEXTEREAR
= ‘B £, NERRITERTIREE FENER,
RASHBESSHXIFENTE., EXLIFEER,
XEFEEX B SWANRIE . X FIRFTIRRAIIERE,
BEMEFHREANRE: FEALESMA—ED
2, EMRISRBIANFEEBZN—EBS (Tress and
Tress 2001), @

people are not only part of the landscape but the landscape is also a part
of communities (Tress and Tress 2001).
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Discussion on the Regional Strategies of Cultural Route Protection (Excerpts and Revision)'

S/ FRAN 7 8YF 7 Written by Zhang Song’

and Miao Jie”

1 XHEHEEHER

X{b£RE ( Cultural Route ) —FFhgiEF=2LEY,
BHEE ST REFRFIESHNEAEZAT S . B 1931
F( XFHREMLSYEESNHMEIES ) MR,
REFRIPIR A XS RPN ESHE T RAE
Y ERENHERBNES R . RIPXIRARTE
m. RIFCEEAREYT B, NREAEREIHEHX, B
[ASRATXI KRN SEE , I 7SS cultural
landscape ) . &= X1 ( heritage area ) &#hYis
FFEE, 1S, XHEFRIPERIRTH R E&REHN—
NEEHRED, EHEPRTHIEE, BEEHitS. 8
FASEARHEAE 7 IRAER.

1994 &, EEEENHEREREFTERSIN
F, EXEET “XEE” S, 1998 £, Er
HirEIEES (ICOMOS) 8 “ XH&EERRR
ZZRSK" (The ICOMOS International Scientific
Committee on Cultural Routes, f& # CIIC),
2001 £, CIIC HhR { TREFSXEIEINZ T )
( The Intangible Heritage and Other Aspects of
Cultural Routes ) —38, H#HitiA THX “ X{bkiE”
FFRAERIESR, 2002 F, CIIC HELW EER( D
EEHIR ) , 2005 FEITHR ( SLHett RiEr= A LHR
{E4ER ) (LATHR (IRIEIER ) ) , EERVIESLILEERS
R HIEF=ZE, 2005 EIE, “IERER” LA
15 REFFHINEIHESE S XS WENNRFNEZ —.

2 XHLEBEFHEFRIPEX
2.1 MU IERIERHTS

1994 F “BEBES” BRI ( ERIRE ) AR,
MHUEKRR ‘BUEMSHERIRRESEME, &
RiEFI=sE) LA EAELEME , “FEHR—1BE, H
IMEATFAHEREFHECIREXUEXIFNEBSNER
BF7 , BERMMKAOXUERARE, “ERETRE
BRI XEAIRHERIRER” o

2003 FEAEEHRIXAR (UNESCO) (#1F
18R ) TR AL IR EN 2 “ —FhFEihiEER
KEFHERSRENEE, HSIHENEEME AR
TFEBSREANMBEENNSKREMINGEES; AR
T AMREAERDRE), R T —ERERERMXR

' A SR T 2007 R A < Feik
B 3R AR F A LED .

PiRA, FIFRFERTAR AR WEEFIT

Y9k, RSFXFEIFEME, EEdmNRENEBEE
! The full text is included in Harmonious Urban Planning — Col-
lected Papers of Annual National Urban Planning Conference
2007 which was published in 2007.

*> ZHANG Song, Professor and doctoral supervisor with Depart-
ment of Urban Planning, Tongji University.

* MIAO Jie, Master of Engineering, Tongji University, and gradu-
ate of School of Public Policy, University of Southern California.
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I. Background of Cultural
Route

As a new type of heritage, the
birth of Cultural Route is in-
separable from the development
of World Heritage protection.
Since the Athens Charter for
the Restoration of Historic
Monuments was adopted in
1931, the focus of cultural heri-
tage protection has changed
from individual monument to
comprehensive protection that
emphasizes historical environ-
ment. With the increase of
protection subjects, the scope of
protection has kept expanding
from individual architecture to
historic district, from historic
district to historic town, and to
new types of heritage such as
cultural landscape and heritage
area. Now cultural heritage
protection has already become
an important part of urban de-
Velopment strategy that plays a
positive role in maintaining ur-
ban characteristics and promot-
ing sustainable development of
urban society and economy.

In 1994, the concept of Cultural
Route was first officially pro-
posed during the World Heri-
tage expert meeting on Cultural
Routes in Madrid. In 1998, the
ICOMOS International Scien-
tific Committee on Cultural
Routes (or CIIC for short) was
founded. In 2001, The Intangible
Heritage and Other Aspects of
Cultural Routes was published
by CIIC and theories and basic
concept of Cultural Route were
discussed in detail in this book.
In 2002, Madrid Consensus was
reached during the scientific
meeting of CIIC. In 2005, Cul-
tural Route was officially listed
as a new type of cultural heri-
tage in the revised version of
Operational Guidelines for the
Implementation of the World
Heritage Convention, and in
the same year Cultural Route
was chosen as one of the four

sub-topics of the 15th ICOMOS

General Assembly.

2. Features of Cultural Route
and Significance of Protection

2.1 Basic Concept of Cultural
Route

The expert report formed
in 1994 Madrid Conference
thought ‘the concept of cultural
routes is based on the dynam-
ics of movement and the idea
of exchanges, with continuity
in space and time’, ‘refers to a
whole, where the route has a
worth over and above the sum
of the elements making it up
and through which it gains its
cultural SIGNIFICANCE’; the
conservation of transnational
and trans-regional cultural
routes ‘highlights exchange and
dialogue between countries or
between regions;

The definition in the discussion
draft of Operational Guidelines
in 2003 says that a cultural route
is a land, water, mixed or other
type of route, which is physi-
cally determined and character-
ized by having its own specific
and historic dynamics and func-
tionality; showing interactive
movements of people as well
as multi-dimensional, continu-
ous and reciprocal exchanges
of goods, ideas, knowledge and
values within or between coun-
tries and regions over significant
periods of time; and thereby
generating a cross-fertilization
of the cultures in space and
time, which is reflected both in
its tangible and intangible heri-
tage.

2.2 Major Types of Cultural
Routes

Cultural Route is a type of open
and dynamic heritage that em-
phasizes intangible and vibrant
dynamic dimension, continuity
of time and space, integrity of
value, etc.. Its cultural diversity



BPERERFMX ZEAIRRE, X7 SHEND
. B, RAIN BN EBFHSERIRIZER;
R T B AR R0z LRI SHEE
7, XEEFHREALSREIE Y BRAD I P BRI = AR
HASEIAR” .

2.2 XA IRAIE AT

MR R FIAY. ShASREF=2EE, HigiR
TR EEENRMSHEHE. IS ERESHE. M
ERNERES, UREBRXE. BERNSHEE
R SRA IS HEERIE RN, ERAREEL
BT XHEFIMERS . BHNLIRERNEEEYS
5—EREEERRMAELZFINTRNESE, &
SR RERNFIEXXHNERNBAER; FE=
ARER, BitX. BERMN; BE27m. EEXN
MEFR, SEEEERNAUNE. BATENE
SMBEURER .. TRGEFFERESHNE.

EFIA (HREF=ER ) PRXAEIRAT DA
PATRTLANZEEY:

(1) XBL&E ( Transportation ) , BiF%
. iz, wnEisFIposEMREE ( Semmering
Railway ). ENERKXZIS = SHIEELEE( Darjeeling
Railway ) , ZERKEIET ( Canal du Midi) ,
FEXET ( Grand Canel ) ;

(2) B4 (Trail Routes ) , WFISRIZL
FH2Z ¥ (Frankincense Trail ) , 2432 ( Silk
Road) &;

(3) =#% (Religious Routes ) , #17&
MFZETE - EFLRISH “BIRZIR” &

(4) £HL23Y (Linear Monuments ) ,
WA EL P AR Fortifications/Defensive
Structures) , B & & F E B9 K 1% ( Great
Wall) . ZEIRIEER K (Hadrian Wall) «
fir = B9 [0 48 Hi 45 73 & 2 (Defence Line of
Amsterdam ) &,

2.3 XMERRIRIFEX

2002 £ CIIC RIZSWIHRA ( DEEHR ),
SRIFM BT RIS R AR S SRIAE RS
BIXER, EIHEH T XHERFTRTFXHEMAISER
X7 MULEAZRT RIS . HRIE.
MUSMELHERRILERIN, TEREGRIALZ
HMRISARL RIS =M . BT EEENRY
NESHEERHE, EXHLETXESERRE™
EFBRESHEX, BEETHEXSHLEEELR)
MF=LERIIE Y . ASEBkEE (EtE ) FISMSETR
EzhpyeTae ($HRME) , BT XUEIFESRT
X BEX BN TFEREE L —RIGHE~NER
BE, ERPXSEFRIEETRIRER.

MULBEFERESHME~ELE, TRS
MERSEF-FIFEERI B RIS . XMRE IS
KEIFIRIP, BT XHEFERRERI AR
ERNRPERTARER. MXZEER. Kkt
REEFFRIPAERRIRGE. BESMIX. BR
RIRREIFLRRIFXMEFRIRIF S, FMXHE
(HFEFEALY ) “BT—MRIBMARZEEHE
RIKABHHIHIE, HEFFEARBISBNEX

and inheritance comes from ex-
changes and multi-dimensional
dialogues across countries or
regions, and exceeds, to a large
extent, the physical content of
cultural heritage. Its essence al-
ways involves the route of human
interaction and migration against
a certain historical period, cover-
ing all cultural elements and natu-
ral elements that constitute the
route. Large-scale, trans-regional,
and cross-border, it usually has
a diverse and multi-level value
system, including the overall cul-
tural value of the route, ecological
value of the natural environment,
and inherent value of both tan-
gible and intangible cultural heri-
tage.

Cultural Routes inscribed on the
World Heritage List can be classi-
fied into the following types:

(1) Transportation Routes, includ-
ing railways, canals, and so on, e.g.
Semmering Railway of Austria,
Darjeeling Railway of India, Ca-
nal du Midi of France, and Grand
Canel of China;

(2) Trail Routes, including Frank-
incense Trail, Silk Road, etc.;

(3) Religious Routes, including
Santiago de Compostela of Spain,
etc.;

(4) Linear Monuments, including
fortifications or defensive struc-
tures such as the Great Wall of
China, Hadrian Wall of Britain,
Defence Line of Amsterdam, etc..

2.3 Significance of Cultural
Route Protection

Madrid Consensus, which was
reached during the scientific
meeting of CIIC in 2002, put
emphasis on the intangible spiri-
tual attributes and inheritance
of Cultural Route and pointed
out the substantive difference
between cultural landscape and
Cultural Route. Instead of a linear
adding up of cultural elements
like monuments, historic towns,
and cultural landscapes, Cultural
Route should not be simply as-
sumed to be a linear or non-linear
cultural landscape. Its intangible
and vibrant dynamic dimension
gives it not only the significance

of tangible cultural heritage pres-
ervation, but also the new mean-
ing generated by communication
and interaction between historical
context and reality. The possibil-
ity of communication and inter-
action between historical context
(diachronic) and reality (syn-
chronic) specifies the intangible
cultural significance of Cultural
Route, helps restore the living
context of tangible heritage along
the route, and plays an active role
in heritage protection.

Cultural Route often covers many
types of cultural heritage, involv-
ing a variety of intangible cultural
heritage and natural heritage.
This type of integrated heritage
protection has changed the point-
like features of traditional cultur-
al heritage projects. Its protection
depends on the understanding,
communication, and active
heritage protection cooperation
among different countries and re-
gions. To protect cultural heritage
through exchanges and coopera-
tion across countries and regions
not only complies with the pur-
pose of World Heritage Conven-
tion to “establish an effective
system of collective protection of
the cultural and natural heritage
of outstanding universal value, or-
ganized on a permanent basis and
in accordance with modern scien-
tific methods”, but also provides
a broader platform for mankind’s
peace and prosperity.

3. Foreign Practice of Regional
Protection Strategies

Cultural Route protection focuses
on factors of space, time and
culture, emphasizing the cultural
function and value composed by
all of its heritage nodes, as well as
its profound impact on the sus-
tainable development of human
society, economy and culture. For
the protection of this special type
of cultural heritage, a regional
integrated conservation strategy
is to be developed. Countries
such as France, USA, Japan, etc.
have combined heritage protec-
tion with regional development
planning and accumulated some
mature experience in coordinated
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WHBRES" RS, WMEHARHNESERRERTE
NEErRYENTFEE .

3 RIS RIP R E ST

& RERPEATE. HEMNXtERE, BRAE
FrBENSNEFT R EMSERR IR N E, R
HESPWAELS, &5F. XUHABEEBRFENR
ml, X FXESHRXWEFTIIRP, SEEZXEME
B9 Z (AR P &% B8 ( Regional Integrated Conservation
Strategy ) » KIXEZRWGEE. £E. HASE, E5E&F
PSXIGERMXIEES, TS £5F. XLRIh
AERRALERE T —LRAMAITERER, BEEHRNFEY
5fg%,

3.1 EERY “BR. AN SEFRIFX

EERY ‘BN, WHMXSEEFRIPX” (Zones de
Protection du Patrimoine Architectural Urban et
Paysager, @#RZ.P.P.A.U.P) 2k i& 1993 & 75 A9
(R, WHINSEFERIPE) MENXIEHRPX,
Z.P.P.A.U.P IiRERIFZEN SIEENE. BAXS. H
EXEEERRIEF XIS FIASTIT A MR . HENET
BEE— A BIRE R E RS ERERN. HHRKS
BT EHITER . ARAERP, DRSXIEFEL S
B,

Z.P.P.A.U.P EEMIIXETCE, HBERXIERIK
MEEHNERZRIFREET, AEXEFZERSHR.
ESRAHBERNAER, HMXTRKEMMESES.
Z.P.P.AU.P RiFFIENRIZZ2HMSNERIMELRR
. MAHEREISRNASREHTIME, HEBFRS
IR, ERARZMEIEFIRP . X5 S5ER
INEREBFRRID T, (ERBEFRIFEHESENRE, 57
FNSHEEHTHEEFRRP

FERUREEENRKIER, KRDEEN ‘835
a”, TAREESAERENHBEXLIEF, ERRRD
AFRIPSNMEEURL P, XIEENERMMRIPGIASEIRIF
iz, AEMMRIFPUABNNSWER, AEREFEUL
FRREMNHESEN T Z.P.P.AU.P. FR/FOUSRERIPS
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development of local society,
economy, and culture. We
should learn from them.

3.1 Zones de Protection du
Patrimoine Architectural Ur—
ban et Paysager of France
Zones de Protection du Pat-
rimoine Architectural Urban
et Paysager (or Z.LPA.U.P for
short) of France is a regional
protection zone delineated
in accordance with the Law
of Architecture, Urban and
Landscape Heritage Protection
enacted in 1993. The proposal
of Z.PP.A.U.P indicated the
beginning of overall protec-
tion in French heritage areas
including architecture, natural
landscape, pastoral scenery,
etc.. Its purpose was to main-
tain the distinguishability of
regional and national land-
scapes through identification,
study, and protection of dis-
tinctive architectural, urban,
and landscape elements in one
or more adjacent towns.

Z.PPA.U.P has a clear scope.
It was first proposed by mu-
nicipal government and na-
tional architects. Then, with
the approval of regional pro-
tection commission and upon
the completion of a public
opinion survey, the regional
chief executive issued a decree
announcing the foundation of
Z.P.P.A.U.P. The protection
mechanism of Z.P.P.A.U.P
was established with the
joint efforts of both local
and national governments. A
contract of collaboration was
signed, according to which
the local government took
charge of urban construction
and the national government
was responsible for local
cultural heritage protection.
The explicit division of rights
and duties between local and
national governments fur-
ther improved the protection
mechanism of historical heri-
tage and promoted historical
heritage protection in many
ways.

As the longest river in France,
Loire River is known as
France’s “Mother River”, and

a large number of historical
and cultural heritage sites are
scattered on both sides of it.
In the planning of Loire Valley
to protect and reproduce its
value, the method of regional
overall protection was well
applied. With a view to the
overall protection of landscape
heritage sites on both sides of
the Valley, almost all towns
on both sides of Loire River
have established Z.PPA.U.P.
The protection and value re-
production planning of Loire
Valley involves two major ar-
eas, four provinces, and more
than 160 cities and towns, cov-
ering 8ookm2 of land and r.2
million inhabitants. Regional
planning decrees are issued by
central government to facili-
tate collaboration among each
independent administrative
unit so that concerted protec-
tion mechanisms and laws are
established among all cities
and towns and overall plan-
ning of natural landscapes and
cultural heritage sites on both
sides of the Valley can be real-
ized.

3.2 Heritage Corridor Pro-
tection System of America
Deriving from the concept
of green corridor (a type of
green and large-scale linear
open space), Heritage Cor-
ridor is the “product of green
corridor and heritage protec-
tion regionalization”. Ameri-
can Heritage Corridor is a
“type of linear landscape with
special cultural resources. In
most cases, it has a distinct
economic center, booming
tourism, re-use of the flex-
ibility of old architecture, and
improvement of recreation
and environment.”

With focus on integrity, the
concept of regional heritage
protection rather than local
protection has been adopted.
As a regional heritage pro-
tection strategy, the concept
puts equal emphasis on eco-
nomic development, regional
policies, and cultural develop-
ment. Meanwhile, Heritage
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Corridor is regarded as a
natural approach to achieve
regional cooperation.
Through the nomination of
a Heritage Corridor, coop-
eration platform can be pro-
vided for the realization of a
variety of local development
goals within the region.

The protection of Heritage
Corridors belongs to U.S.
National Park System. Guar-
anteed by law, the entire
process from nomination to
planning and management
has received strong support
from the government and
all walks of society. There
are special organizations or
governmental institutions
to nominate Heritage Corri-
dors, which will then be as-
sessed by the National Park
Service and discussed by the
Parliament for approval.
While a Heritage Corridor is
approved by the Parliament,
corresponding laws are
made to protect it. Accord-
ing to the management sys-
tem of Heritage Corridors,
the National Park Service
is the supreme supervision
and management body, and
it is responsible for provid-
ing technical and financial

support; government insti-
tutions or non-profit orga-
nizations are the primary
management body, and they
are responsible for allocat-
ing federal funds, as well as
protection and construction
of the Corridor; auxiliary
management bodies includ-
ing private organizations,
profit-making or non-profit
organizations fulfill their
responsibilities according to
their own characteristics.

In 1984, the Illinois and
Michigan Canal, the first
National Heritage Corridor,
was designated by the Par-
liament, and the Illinois and
Michigan Canal National
Heritage Corridor Act of
1984 was formulated. The
canal, which was built in the
1830s to 1840s, is located be-
tween Michigan and Illinois

River.
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Global Network of National Geoparks - A landscape approach for geological heritage
conservation, research and sustainable development1
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Introduction

Geology and landscape have pro-
foundly influenced society, civili-
zation, and the cultural diversity
of our planet. Although the World
Heritage Convention does recognize
geological sites of universal value
there is no system of international
recognition of geological heritage
sites of national or regional impor-
tance. Many important geological
sites do not fulfil the criteria for
inscription on the World Heritage
List. The initiative of UNESCO to
support Geoparks responds to the
strong need expressed by numer-
ous countries for an international
framework to conserve and enhance
the value of the Earth’s heritage, its
landscapes and geological forma-
tions, which are key witnesses to
the history of our planet.

Pursuant with the decision of its
Executive Board in June 2001 (161
EX/Decisions, 3.3.1) UNESCO has
been invited “to support ad hoc
efforts with Member States as ap-
propriate” to promote territories
or natural parks having special geo-
logical features. National Geopark
initiatives, which seek UNESCO’s
assistance, should integrate the
preservation of significant examples
of geological heritage in a strategy
for regional sustainable socio-eco-
nomic and cultural development,
safeguarding the environment.

The present document provides
guidelines for developing National
Geoparks under the assistance
of UNESCO for the inclusion in
the Global Network of National
Geoparks - generally referred to
as the Global Geoparks Network
(GGN). The guidelines include
criteria which aspiring Geoparks
adhere to through their voluntary

ik A «F RIS EHA AR BB A AR N B R 469 B R A E AR d D

(2010 44 A) »

' Adapted from Guidelines and Griteria for National Geoparks seeking UNESCO’s assistance to join the

global Geoparks Network(GGO)(April 2010).
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participation in the GGN. Ap-
plicants for membership of the
GGN should respect the terms of
the present guidelines. UNESCO
and supporting independent expert
advisory groups will refer to these
guidelines when assessing proposal
applications for membership of the
GGN.

The protection and sustainable
development of geological heritage
and geodiversity through Geoparks
initiatives contributes to the ob-
jectives of Agenda 21, the Agenda
of Science for Environment and
Development into the twenty-first
century adopted by the United Na-
tions Conference on Environment
and Development (UNCED, Rio
de Janeiro, 1992) and which was
reconfirmed by the World Summit
on Sustainable Development 2002
in Johannesburg. The Geoparks
initiative adds a new dimension to
the 1972 Convention concerning the
Protection of the World Cultural
and Natural Heritage by highlight-
ing the potential for interaction be-
tween socio-economic and cultural
development and conservation of
the natural environment.

The GGN operates in close synergy
with the World Heritage Conven-
tion, the Man and the Biosphere
(MAB) World Network of Bio-
sphere Reserves, and with national,
international, non- governmental
organizations and initiatives active
in geological heritage conservation.
For national Geoparks in Europe,
UNESCO has established a part-
nership with the European Geopa-
rks Network (EGN) in 2001. As a
result, the EGN coordinates mem-
bership of the Global Geoparks
Network within Europe. UNESCO
recommends the creation of related
regional Networks, reflecting local
conditions, elsewhere in the world.
Networking among Geoparks is an
important component of the GGN.
UNESCO encourages many forms
of cooperation, especially in the
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fields of education, management,
tourism, sustainable development,
and regional planning among GGN
members.

Criteria

1. Size and setting

A Geopark seeking to become a
member of the GGN is an area
with clearly defined boundaries and
a large enough area for it to serve
local economic and cultural devel-
opment (particularly through tour-
ism). Each Geopark should display
though a range of sites of inter-
national, regional and/or national
importance, a region’s geological
history, and the events and process-
es that formed it. The sites may be
important from the point of view
of science, rarity, education and/or
aesthetics.

A Geopark is a geographical area
where geological heritage sites are
part of a holistic concept of pro-
tection, education and sustainable
development. The Geopark should
take into account the whole geo-
graphical setting of the region, and
shall not solely include sites of geo-
logical significance. The synergy be-
tween geodiversity, biodiversity and
culture, in addition to both tangible
and non-tangible heritage are such
that non- geological themes must
be highlighted as an integral part of
each Geopark, especially when their
importance in relation to landscape
and geology can be demonstrated
to the visitors. For this reason, it is
necessary to also include and high-
light sites of ecological, archaeo-
logical, historical and cultural value
within each Geopark. In many so-
cieties, natural, cultural and social
history are inextricably linked and
cannot be separated.

If the area of a Geopark is identi-
cal to, or partly or wholly overlaps
with an area already inscribed, (for
example, on the World Heritage
List or registered as a Biosphere
Reserve of the Man and the Bio-
sphere Programme of UNESCO) it
is necessary to obtain prior clear-
ance from the appropriate national
bodies of the said initiatives in their
Member State before submitting
the application. Geoparks may be
located on the territory of more

than one country.

2. Management and local involve—
ment

A prerequisite to any Geopark
proposal being approved is the
establishment of an effective man-
agement system and programme of
implementation. The presence of
impressive and internationally sig-
nificant geological outcrops alone
is not sufficient to be a Geopark.
Where appropriate, the geological
and non-geological features inside
the Geopark area must be accessible
to visitors, linked to one another
and safeguarded though a clear
responsible management body or
partnership that has demonstrable
local support. The management
body or partnership should have an
effective management infrastruc-
ture, adequate qualified personnel,
and sustainable financial support.

The establishment of a Geopark
should be based on strong commu-
nity support and local involvement,
developed though a “bottom-up”
process. It should demonstrate
strong support from local political
and community leaders, includ-
ing in relation to the provision of
necessary financial resources. The
Geopark should have effective and
professional management struc-
tures, deliver policy and action for
sustainable regional socio-economic
and cultural development across
the territory where it is lo-
cated. Success can only be achieved
through strong local involvement.
The initiative to create a Geopark
must therefore come from local
communities/authorities with a
strong commitment to developing
and implementing a management
plan that meets the community and
economic needs of the local popu-
lation whilst protecting the land-
scape in which they live. With a
view to fully inform Member States
on requests for ad hoc support to
UNESCO, it is necessary that in the
planning stage the aspiring Geopa-
rk keeps the National Com-
mission for UNESCO, and the
relevant appropriate governmental
authorities linked to UNESCO,
briefed on all planned Geopark
nominations in the country/coun-
tries concerned. Parallel to this the
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UNESCO Secretariat will system-
atically inform the embassies and/or
Permanent Delegations to UNES-

CO of the requests from national
Geoparks for UNESCO support.

A Geopark shall involve public au-
thorities, local communities, private
interests, and both research and
educational bodies, in the design
and running of the Geopark and
its regional economic and cultural
development plan and activities.
This co-operation shall stimulate
discussion and encourage partner-
ships between the different groups
having a vested interest in the area
and motivate and mobilise local au-
thorities and the local population.

The identity of a Geopark must
be clearly visible for visitors. This
should be achieved through a strong
presentation and communication
strategy including consistent brand-
ing of the sites within the Geopark,
in all the publications and all activi-
ties related to it.

Sustainable tourism and other eco-
nomic activities within a Geopark
can only be successful if carried
out in cooperation with local com-
munities. Tourism activities have to
be specially conceived to match lo-
cal conditions and the natural and
cultural character of a territory and
must fully respect the traditions of
the local populace. Demonstrable
respect, encouragement and protec-
tion of local cultural values, is a
crucial part of the sustainable de-
velopment effort. In many regions
and countries it is vital to involve
the indigenous population in the
establishment of a Geopark.

It is essential to seek advice from
the Geoparks Secretariat at UNES-
CO and its independent Bureau
during the preparatory phase of
an application, and to submit an
expression of interest prior to the
proposal being lodged. Further-
more, the applicant should seek co-
operation with respective national
Geological Surveys, local public
and tourism bodies, local com-
munities, universities and research
bodies, and private interest groups,
and to broaden the composition
of the start-up team in charge of
the Geopark project. These groups
should be representative of the sci-
entific, cultural, conservation and
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socio-economic communities of the
area. A wide local consultation pro-
cess must involve the local popula-
tion to facilitate local acceptance
for the planned Geopark and to de-
velop a strong concept for their
Geopark application dossier and
the necessary support to achieve its
implementation.

3. Economic development

Sustainable development was de-
fined by the World Commission on
Environment and Development in
Our Common Future (1987) as ‘de-
velopment, which meets the needs
of the present generation without
compromising the ability of fu-
ture generations to meet their own
needs.’

One of the main strategic objec-
tives of a Geopark is to stimulate
economic activity within the frame-
work of sustainable development.
A Geopark seeking UNESCO’s
assistance serves to foster socio-
economic development that is
culturally and environmentally sus-
tainable. This has a direct impact
on the area involved by improving
human living conditions and the
rural and urban environment. It
strengthens identification of the
population with their area, and
stimulates “pride of place” and
cultural development, which in turn
aids direct protection of geological
heritage.

Often, aspects of a region’s cultural
heritage are linked to the geologi-
cal heritage. Respectful of the en-
vironment, the establishment of a
Geopark shall stimulate, for exam-
ple, the creation of innovative local
enterprises, small business, cottage
industries, initiate high quality
training courses and new jobs by
generating new sources of revenue
(e.g. geo-tourism, geo-products)
while protecting the geo-resources
of the Geopark (e.g. encouraging
casting instead of the sale of fossils).
This provides supplementary in-
come for the local population and
shall attract private capital. ‘Geo-
tourism’ is an economic, Success-
oriented and fast-moving discipline,
a new tourist business sector involv-
ing strong multidisciplinary coop-
eration.
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4. Education

A Geopark must provide and or-
ganize support, tools, and activi-
ties to communicate geoscientific
knowledge and environmental and
cultural concepts to the public
(e.g. through museums, interpre-
tive and educational centres, trails,
guided tours, popular literature and
maps, and modern communication
media). It also allows and fosters
scientific research and cooperation
with universities, a wide discipline
of scientists and the local populace.

The success of Geopark educational
activities depends not only on the
content of tourism programmes,
competent staff and logistic sup-
port for the visitors, but also on
the personal contact with the local
population, media representatives,
and decision-makers. The aspects
of wide community participation
and capacity building on the local
level (e.g. training of visitor guides)
helps to develop a wide range of
acceptance of the Geopark philoso-
phy and transfer of knowledge and
information within the community.
It cannot be repeated often enough
that the involvement of local people
is of primary importance for the
successful establishment and main-
tenance of a Geopark.

Among the instruments available
for the transfer of information are
events such as excursions for school
classes and teachers, seminars, and
scientific lectures for the environ-
mentally and culturally interested
public and for residents who en-
joy introducing their landscape to
visitors. One of the main issues is
to link geo-education with the lo-
cal context, thus local students
should learn about the impor-
tance of their geological heritage
inter-related to the biodiversity
and local cultural heritage. Cre-
ating Earth science curricula for
primary and secondary schools,
using the local information about
geology, geomorphology, physical
geography as well as all components
of its heritage will help to preserve
the Geopark while at the same time
reinforcing local awareness, pride,
and self-identity. Geoparks should
be major educational tools at local
and national levels.

Within the educational concept,

museums, ‘discovery centres’, inter-
pretive centres and other innovative
new tools must be developed to
promote the principles of geologi-
cal heritage conservation and the
necessity of its safeguarding and
protecting. The museums and cen-
tres also serve for developing dif-
ferent educational programmes for
visitors and the local population.

5. Protection and conservation

A Geopark is not specifically a
new category of protected area or
landscape and can be quite different
from what is sometimes an entirely
protected and regulated National
Park or Nature Park, and the
branding of an area as “Geopark”
does not necessarily affect the legal
status of the land. For legal protec-
tion for certain geosites within the
Geopark, however, the authorities
responsible for the Geopark must
ensure its protection in accordance
with local traditions and legislative
obligations. It is the government of
the country where the Geopark is
situated which decides on the level
and measures of protection of cer-
tain sites or geological outcrops.

In accordance with national legisla-
tion or regulations, a Geopark shall
contribute to the conservation of
significant geological features in-
cluding:

- representative rocks and in situ
exposures

- minerals and mineral resources
- fossils
- landforms and landscapes

which provide information on vari-
ous geoscientific disciplines such as:

- solid earth sciences

- economic geology and mining
- engineering geology

- geomorphology

- glacial geology

- physical geography

- hydrology

- mineralogy

- palacontology

- petrology
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- sedimentology

- soil science

- speleology

- stratigraphy

- structural geology
- volcanology

A Geopark explores and demon-
strates methods and best practise in
conserving geological heritage.

The management authority of the
Geopark ensures adequate protec-
tion measures, in consultation
with relevant statutory bodies, to
guarantee effective conservation
and ensure physical maintenance,
as appropriate. Those sites remain
under the sole jurisdiction of the
country (or countries) in which the
Geopark is situated. It is each coun-
try’s responsibility to decide how
to protect the particular sites or
areas, in conformity with national
legislation or regulations.

A Geopark must respect local and
national laws relating to the protec-
tion of geological heritage. In order
to be seen to be impartial in its
management of the geological heri-
tage, the Geopark managing body
must not participate directly in
the sale of geological objects*
within the Geopark (no matter
from where they are sourced) and
should actively discourage unsus-
tainable trade in geological materi-
als as a whole, including the selling
of Earth heritage, minerals and
fossils. Where clearly justified as a
responsible activity and as part of
delivering the most effective and
sustainable means of site manage-
ment, it may permit sustainable
collecting of geological materials
for scientific and educational pur-
poses from naturally renewable
sites within the Geopark. Trade of
geological materials (in accordance
with national legislation on Earth
heritage conservation) based on
such a system may be tolerated in

KT R B—REFR “EaRE HATRENEMRERNG L. THALERA. €

FARBAER RS/ REFEREIERA,
B #9 8944 4o

BERE Ao | IRT AR ERANT LA

* Geological objects refer to specimens of rock, minerals and fossils of a type that are com-
monly sold in so-called “rock-shops” It does not refer to material for normal industrial and
household use which is sourced by quarrying and/or mining and which will be subject to
regulation under national and/or international legislation.
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exceptional circumstances, provided
it is clearly and publicly explained,
justified and monitored as the best
option for the Geopark in relation
to local circumstances. Such cir-
cumstances will be subject to debate
and approval by the GGN on a case
by case basis.

6. The Global Network

The GGN provides a platform of
cooperation and exchange between
experts and practitioners in geo-
logical heritage matters. Under the
umbrella of UNESCO and through
cooperation with the global net-
work partners, important local,
and national, geological sites gain
worldwide recognition and benefit
through the exchange of knowledge
and expertise, experience and staff
between other Geoparks. This in-
ternational partnership developed
by UNESCO, brings the advantage
of being a member of, and profit-
ing from, this worldwide network,
as compared to a local isolated
initiative. It allows any participat-
ing Geopark to benefit from the
experience and knowledge of other
members of the Network.

The Network comprises all regions
of the world and brings together
groups that share common values,
interests, or backgrounds, to de-
velop a specific methodology and
management practices. It further
serves to develop models of best
practice and set quality - standards
for territories that integrate the
preservation of geological heritage
in a strategy for regional sustain-
able economic development. The
establishment of a Geopark aims
to bring sustainability and real
economic benefit to the local popu-
lations, usually through the devel-
opment of sustainable tourism and
other economic and cultural activi-
ties.

Geoparks that are part of the GGIN:

1) preserve geological heritage for
present and future generations

2) educate the broad public about
issues in geological sciences and
their relation with environmental
matters

3) ensure sustainable socio-econom-
ic and cultural development
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4) foster multi-cultural bridges for
heritage and conservation and the
maintenance of geological and cul-
tural diversity, using participatory
schemes and co-partnership

5) stimulate research

6) contribute actively to the life of
the Network through joint collab-
orative initiatives (e.g. communica-
tion, publications, exchange of
information, twinning, participa-
tion 1in meetings, common proj-
ects)

7) contribute articles to the GGN
Newsletters, books and other pub-
lications.

UNESCO supports the develop-
ment of this initiative, among
others, in order to establish the
geosciences on the agenda of politi-
cians and decision-markers at inter-
national, national and local levels,
as well as promoting awareness
within the private sector. A large
number of activities within Geopa-
rks are being developed worldwide
to increase partnership with the
private sector, e.g. the tourism in-
dustry. The private sector often re-
quests an international cooperative
framework that UNESCO can offer.
UNESCO’s umbrella also assists in
raising the interest of government
sectors in this effort. UNESCO
has a strong awareness-raising role
through informing the Ambassa-
dors of the different Member States
about Geoparks. This in itself will
lead to a much better understand-
ing of, and support for, local initia-
tives that want to join the GGN.

The inclusion of an aspiring
Geopark into the GGN is a sign
of recognition of excellence in
relation with the present guidelines
and in no way implies any legal
or financial responsibilities on the
part of UNESCO. This relates also
to the use of UNESCO’s name
and logo, which needs a spe-
cial authorization respecting the
regulatory framework of sponsor-
ship of the Organization. For ap-
proved network members, a special
logo was created for the GGN. It

is important to understand that
this logo and the mentioning of
membership in the GGN can
only be used after the successful
evaluation of the application, and
upon receipt of the official letter of
approval from the Global Geoparks
Network Secretariat. Further, the
use of this common logo linked to
the identity of the GGN Members
is strongly recommended and is es-
sential to create a common image
for all Geoparks throughout the
world.

Should a member of the GGN wish
to use UNESCO’s logo (“temple
logo”) and name for a specific event
or activity, it can obtain patronage
through the National Commis-
sions for UNESCO, or by special
permission of the Director-General,
which must be expressly authorized
in advance and in writing. It is the
responsibility of the managing
body of the Geopark to avoid any
misunderstandings with anyone
in this regard. Directives concern-
ing the use of the name, acronym,
logo and internet domain names of
UNESCO can be obtained at the
following website:

http://www.unesco.org/new/en/name-
and-logo/.
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The World Heritage Convention,
adopted by UNESCO in 1972,
offers the opportunity for sites
whose Outstanding Universal
Value is so exceptional that their
natural or cultural significance
extends beyond national boundar-
ies and justifies their recognition
as a World Heritage site. Not only
must a site meet conditions of
integrity and authenticity, it must
also fulfil at least one of ten crite-
ria in order to establish its value.
Six of these criteria are for sites of
cultural value and four are for sites
of natural value. Criterion (viii)
specifically refers to sites of Out-
standing Universal Value in terms
of their geological and/or geo-
morphic significance. It recognizes
that sites inscribed under criterion
(viii) should be ‘outstanding ex-
amples representing major stages
of Earth’s history, including the
record of life, significant on-going
geological processes in the devel-

Written by Patrick J. McKeever' , Marie—Luise Fr'sy2 , and Jutta Weber’

opment of landforms, or signifi-
cant geomorphic or physiographic
features’. As of October 2013,
while 86 sites on the World Heri-
tage List are inscribed partially
under criterion (viii), only 17 sites
out of a total of 98r on the World
Heritage List are inscribed solely
for their geological or geomorphic
value under criterion (viii). Until
recently there was no alternative
mechanism to the World Heritage
Convention for recognizing sites
or areas of international geologi-
cal or geomorphic significance.
This was not at all the case of sites
of biological value, which can also
gain international recognition un-
der UNESCO’s Man and the Bio-
sphere (MAB) programme or the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands.
A 2005 report for the Protected
Area Programme of the Interna-
tional Union for Conservation of
Nature (IUCN) noted that, due to
the necessarily selective nature of
World Heritage, listing cannot be
reasonably expected to recognize
the full range of globally signifi-
cant geological sites. The report
went on to state that the then
newly founded Global Geoparks
initiative ‘now offers a significant
complementary programme to
World Heritage listing. This alter-
native should be recognized and
promoted’. But what exactly are
Global Geoparks and how do they
complement World Heritage list-
ing?

Global Geoparks

Global Geoparks are UNESCO-
affiliated sites that include geologi-
cal and/or geomorphic heritage of
international significance where
that heritage is being conserved
and promoted for the sustainable
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economic benefit and social well-
being of the communities that live
there. Geological/geomorphic heri-
tage of international significance
does not refer to demonstrating
Outstanding Universal Value as
defined under the World Heritage
Convention, but refers to the sci-
entific value of a site as determined
independently by international
peer-review undertaken by the
International Union of Geological
Sciences. A bottom-up, participa-
tory approach with local commu-
nities is at the core of the Global
Geopark approach and without
this sort of active involvement
an area will not gain or keep its
recognition as a Global Geopark.
Global Geoparks also celebrate
and exploit the links between a
region’s geological/geomorphic
heritage and all other aspects of
that area’s natural, cultural and in-
tangible heritage. The community
involvement and economic impact
aspects of Global Geoparks further
differentiate them from World
Heritage sites but also mean that,
typically, a Global Geopark is
a significantly larger area than
a World Heritage site. Global
Geoparks are also linked together
in a network, the Global Geoparks
Network (GGN) which provides
a mechanism for Global Geoparks
to work together, share experi-
ence, develop partnerships and
help and assist each other. Playing
a dynamic role in the GGN is a
compulsory aspect of membership,
which is reviewed every four years.
As of October 2013 there were
100 Global Geoparks and some of
these areas encompass both natural
and cultural World Heritage sites.
However only a very small number
also include a geological/geomor-
phic World Heritage site inscribed
under criterion (viii). Nevertheless,
the question may reasonably be
raised of why there should be such
a dual designation for particular
areas and how these two labels can
work together in the same area
in a way that promotes synergies
and avoids duplication of effort.
Perhaps the best way to illustrate
this is by examining a case study,
in this instance from Germany.

Messel Pit Fossil Site
The Messel Pit World Heritage

site is located about 30 km south
of Frankfurt am Main (Germany)
and geographically forms a site
within the Global Geopark Berg-
strasse-Odenwald. The locality was
inscribed on the World Heritage
List in 1995 and the Outstanding
Universal Value of the site is de-
fined by superbly preserved fossil
remains found in shale that was
previously exploited for oil shale
mining. The quality of the fossils
(which include, for example, feath-
er structures, skin and stomach
contents) is such that it has given
a completely new insight into the
evolution of life, climate and envi-
ronment during the Eocene Epoch
of geological time some 47.8 mil-
lion years ago. The uniqueness of
the Messel Pit is communicated to
the public in a new visitor centre,
opened in 2010 on the edge of the
former quarry on the theme: A
Celebration of Time and the Mes-
sel Worlds. The centre has seven
thematic exhibition rooms, a gift
shop and bistro. It is not viewed as
a museum, but as a discovery site
for the visitor and also as a place
for all citizens of the world to dis-
cover the special memory of planet
Earth that is preserved here.

Global Geopark Bergstrasse—
Odenwald

The Global Geopark Bergstrasse-
Odenwald, about 50 km south of
Frankfurt am Main, covers an area
of 3,500 km? between the rivers
Rhine, Main and Neckar. It was
first recognized as a European
Geopark in 2002 and in 2004 it
became a founding member of the
Global Geoparks Network. The
region is characterized by over
500 million years of Earth history,
a multifaceted natural landscape,
and a cultural heritage stretching
back thousands of years. There are
three World Heritage sites within
the boundaries of the Global
Geopark: the Messel Pit Fossil Site
(inscribed under geological criteri-
on viii), the Abbey and Altenmiin-
ster of Lorsch (inscribed under
cultural criteria iii and iv) and the
Global Geopark also includes sites
within the serial, transnational
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Frontiers of the Roman Empire
World Heritage site (‘The Roman
Limes’ inscribed under criteria ii,
iii and iv). The Global Geopark
offers a wide range of activities for
inhabitants as well as visitors and
promotes the World Heritage sites
as individual sites within the larger
park. A team of professionally
trained Geopark rangers delivers
landscape tours and environmental
programmes. The entrance gates
to the Global Geopark, informa-
tion centres and environmental
educational centres provide visi-
tors with helpful advice for discov-
ering the region. More than thirty
Global Geopark trails offer indi-
vidual landscape discoveries. The
Global Geopark cooperates with
many partners to create a regional
identity, including those from the
sectors of tourism, agriculture and
gastronomy.

Geoparks and World Heritage
working together

From 1992 to 2003, the Messel Pit
was managed by the German Fed-
eral State of Hesse with a focus on
conservation and research. Howev-
er in 2003 the Ministry of Science
and Arts founded the Welterbe
Grube Messel gGmbH, a not-for-
profit company to promote the
Messel Pit and make it known to
the public. This has included close
collaboration with the Global
Geopark Bergstrasse-Odenwald
and the development of guided
tours as tourism products, with
the visitor centre adopting the ho-
listic Geopark concept of connect-
ing geological, natural and cultural
heritage. In this context, both
partners have developed a range of
projects and skills for their mutual
benefit, which present the further
advantage of avoiding duplication

of effort:
* Training of Geopark rangers;

* Offering new jobs for geoscien-
tists;

* Development of geoscientific
public relations and geo-education
tools;

* Use of information panels and
trails to explain the area’s geologi-
cal heritage to visitors and tourists;

e Exchange and collaboration
with other partners of the Global
Geoparks Network and other
World Heritage sites;

* Joint development of geotourism
products and media for the public;

* Conception and implementation
of a visitor centre at the Messel Pit
with state, scientific and regional
partners;

* Use of the Messel Pit as an en-
trance gate to the wider Global
Geopark.

The Global Geopark contributes
each year to European Geoparks
Week. This activity is a huge plat-
form from which to communicate
the regional geological, natural
and cultural heritage to the public,
while also promoting other Global
Geopark partners in Europe. The
Messel Pit has hosted the central
event of the European Geoparks
Week for several years and con-
tributes guided tours and activity
day programmes. Additionally,
every year the Geopark offers a
comprehensive programme in-
cluding several activities with local
partners. It also includes them in
promotional brochures and media
activities. The Messel Pit is one of
these partners.

The entrance gates to the Global
Geopark, as well as the various in-
formation and geo-education cen-
tres, offer a wide range of activities
and events and a full range of bro-
chures, maps and publications cov-
ering the whole Global Geopark
region. Since 2007, the Messel Pit
has been promoted as the northern
entrance of the Global Geopark
and the centre there includes in-
formation about the territory as
well as the wider European and
Global Geoparks Network. In this
context, the two partners integrate
one another in their annual maga-
zines and publications. Relating to
the Day of the Geotopes, a Germa-
ny-wide event to promote sites of
geological importance, the Global
Geopark Bergstrasse-Odenwald
annually celebrates one special
geological site within the Global
Geopark which is then promoted
as Geotope of the Year. The official
celebration is attended by state
ministers, scientists, representa-



IREBHFRINR AR ELE TIENSEREE .
R AR AP R A E TR R BIREH AR M
WEHERE. FAtFitRARMERREAIEL
BIFR—ED, WHESFHREEEERUAIEILR
EEWREREFER “ WK . A . kW
o ‘MRZT 7, HEFRMEASINE, Te5E
BEBANZAIIRFBTEETER . HEMRRZ
BEIXR . ERRUAEISKIFMRFER “HER
BR/ARE SFfET, —REARSZEFES R
AR GRRINREE=mPAIKTIE . ERY, EREEBFD
BUSFERMNBANZNT, XNEFthiEd Tzt
Ft R ARSI SR I EMIR BRI SRR,

5 1t 57 3t B 2 (M £ B9 S 4

IR A FENEER—MFEERI AR ERTRYE
5, BIINIUREE - RERRELHRIBERARENE
ERUABIESSREFMEAREESFRE: &8
HRMEAR (FE, EXEHHREN) o KEXER
B (F, PRERZRRE, BT —PXFHER
EAENFEEREERE) . B (HE, AR
n), MREHFRAERES (DRAET=RE )
MHRIRFRZNEHEES ERNAHLEHR, fiNE
M EEDRIERRRIER Z S LRSI o

teNB\HARRE?

/RS - RERRELHF R EFES
ERRUAENHE AR BRAIRMER.
B, XWEFERIRIFFZREA AR o IRIEE
BEHRARNEARREERNME, EERK
AEUHEEFAT B EE— N ERMAIME, MR
BEMAHFIES—F, ARARIF. FEFER
R FRIEFLAR AREEE, ERZORIES.
B—HHE, NRER - RERRELEFMEARE
A—NMREAES MRS (EA AR
A, TRSEEURMELSEN2HESERE
5, MRS R, XLESHIERSE
BERCAEINS(FENM, BRLHERNFLHEE
% RAS—H 2003 FLAsk, XIGFIEFRIFE R
1800, X FEF IR MEARERTG, URE
it XIEREIES -

BmEE

BT SEKERS REHRNERMBR, L
ZEREFRERITEIEN B E . ERS, til=EH
HWENEEMEHXIFIAR, LBRSEZRIZR, F
BEER. HRAIEN RIS AR, HE
LIMEXER, ERANIAHXRSERTEE. &
BERTEH, URER - RERRELHRMER
EFEERCAEIZ BEY T EMS . KIGFHERR
BIEKEERISIERLS, S5 EPREMSHER
IFFlESL S mP RS, RS - RERREL
HRMEAEMEERUAEIEZ BN FRE—
AEECERRNERMEAR. MRS~ HEYE
PR ZEISFRIATEH, XA AERAEHT
RIFHIRSZSH—BDEE, HEILUG— 1 BA—HA
ZMX S AR R RS, RS EET LA
(F#% 11 7)

tives of the universities, politicians,
cooperation partners and local
stakeholders and it enjoys high
public media visibility. In 2010, the
Messel Pit received the Geotope of
the Year award and was promoted
accordingly by the Geopark.

The Geopark rangers offer envi-
ronmental education programmes
for target groups of all ages. As
part of their cooperation, the
Global Geopark and the Messel
Pit have jointly developed Geo-
workshops with the Geopark
rangers, which follow the main
geoscientific themes of the Messel
Pit: ‘rain forest’, ‘fossils’, ‘volca-
noes’ and ‘below the surface’. The
participants consider the work-
shops as a well-balanced combina-
tion of information, education and
fun. The Messel Pit has developed
promotional collaboration with
the regional tourism organization
Odenwald-Tourismus, conceived
to develop the World Heritage site
as a beacon for the regional tour-
ism product. Funded by the Ger-
man Federal Government and the
state of Hesse, this collaboration
also promotes awareness of the
Global Geopark, its infrastructure
and facilities.

Cooperation with the Global
Geoparks Network

Cooperation among Global
Geoparks is a continuous and on-
going task and for Bergstrasse-Od-
enwald and the Messel Pit includes
projects with the Global Geoparks
of Hong Kong (China, intercultur-
al ranger training), Lesvos Island
(Greece, ranger exchange, contrib-
uting to an annual International
Intensive Course on Geoparks),
Lushan (China, scientific exchange)
as well as common presentations
at Global Geopark fairs (Langkawi,
Malaysia) and at World Tourism
Trade and Promotion Fairs such as
the International Tourism Fair in
Berlin.

How do they differ?

The Messel Pit World Heritage
site and the surrounding Global
Geopark Bergstrasse-Odenwald
share the same promotional ap-
proach: the conservation and com-

munication of our geological and
natural, as well as cultural, heri-
tage to the public. Regarding the
territory and outreach, the Messel
Pit is a single locality, based on
UNESCO’s definition, and is fo-
cused on Outstanding Universal
Value. As in the case of all other
World Heritage sites, protection,
conservation and the safeguarding
of the geological heritage for fu-
ture generations, as well as public
outreach activities, are core remits.
On the other hand, the Global
Geopark Bergstrasse-Odenwald
acts as a regional promotional
platform with a wide range of lo-
cal and regional partners. In this
context, communication and coop-
eration as well as geo-educational
activities are fundamental tasks,
as they are indeed in any other
Global Geopark. These tasks are
also the basis of the cooperation
with the Messel Pit and the result-
ing benefits are obvious — since
2003 there has been a continuously
increasing number of visitors, re-
gional and internationally, benefit-
ing both the World Heritage site
and the Global Geopark and thus
the local communities throughout
the region.

Win-win situations

This collaboration between part-
ners constantly creates win-win
situations. They have main topics
and aims in common. Together,
they help to shape and promote
a regional identity, reach a wider
audience, support one another by
means of events, publications and
products, develop common activi-
ties, cooperate in media and public
relations. Over the last decade,
the Global Geopark Bergstrasse-
Odenwald and the Messel Pit
World Heritage site have devel-
oped a network of cooperation
that integrates local, regional and
international partners. The visitors
benefit from the variety of heri-
tage, tourism and activity products
available at both places. The col-
laboration between Bergstrasse-
Odenwald and the Messel Pit is
an example of good practice also
found in other Global Geoparks,
World Heritage sites and Bio-
sphere Reserves around the world.
(continued on Page 11 )
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Abstract

This paper argues that sustainability of
heritage is not only based on the con-
servation work and other interventions
that we carry out at heritage places or in
providing for communities that live near
it. Sustainability is not only a physical ef-
fort but part of an ideology of the mind
which in turn is sustained through a
‘metaphor network; understood only by
those who value and have a different un-
derstanding of the heritage places (Kim-
mel 2004: 275). Heritage practitioners
cannot ‘preserve’ what is in the mind
and there is a need to understand how
communities create a domain in which
the physical and the abstract cannot be
differentiated. This research attempts to
deconstruct the cultural landscape and
to understand how certain landscapes
are sustainable while others which may
have the same values are neglected and
therefore unsustainable. | will use an
example in Australia to try and under-
stand how abstract constructions of the
landscape are in fact a delimitation of
the cultural landscape.

Keywords

myth, metaphor, cultural landscapes,
traditional knowledge, communities,
sustainability, Uluru.

Background

In many parts of the world indig-
enous communities have different
perspectives about land and land-
scapes. The relationship between
communities and landscapes is
first and foremost spiritual rather
than material (Buggey 1999:1). This
relationship is not only preserved
through interaction of physical
heritage within the landscape but
stories and narratives that may
even provide evidence for human/
nature interaction through time.
Western philosophy and science
tends to create a casual relationship
between time, people and cultural
landscape, but these landscapes
provides a form of cultural secu-
rity for communities connected

to them. In other words cultural
landscapes are ‘houses’ for these
myths, folklores and narratives and
play a role in preserving cultures
of communities. Quite often, ar-
chaeologists (including indigenous
archaeologists trained within the
Western worldview) have found
difficulties in reconciling these is-
sues in research or perseveration
of cultural landscapes. The result
has been constant conflicts that
exist between communities and
heritage managers in many post-
colonial situations. In cases where
they have managed to overcome the
prejudices of the western academy,
heritage experts have focused on
specific issues that they understand.
In Australia for instance Aboriginal
communities base their way of life
on ‘the Dreaming.’ The Dreaming
permeates all aspects of Aboriginal
life but to Western experts have
misunderstood its significance
and focused on those aspects that
they have understood like art. In
the end, art from the Dreaming is
preserved but the place which gives
the Dreaming is not. Aboriginal art
from the Dreaming can be accepted
in the western world but the stories
that accompany that art and may
be used to claim ownership of place
are not accepted in western law.

The aim of this paper is to in-
vestigate the social construction
of landscapes among indigenous
populations of Australia. I will ar-
gue that to be able to understand
landscapes that are sacred one has
to understand the metaphors that
are found in myths and legends of
those communities that have a con-
nection with them. For scientists,
each landscapes has two domains
the scientific (tangible) and unscien-
tific (intangible). These domains are
‘connected’ but can be studied apart
from each other and the unscientific
domain can always be understood
through ‘involving communities.’
But this method of reading cultural
landscapes hardly recognizes the is-
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sues that communities have in that
landscape. For communities land-
scapes ‘bear’ the spirit of place and
are not separate from people that
revere or live in them. Understand-
ing the ‘intangible’ as metaphors of
a landscape would allow us to ‘read’
the landscape in the same way that
people of a place read them.

The paper investigate the social
construction of landscapes among
Aborigines populations of Australia
with the intention of highlight-
ing the importance of our under-
standing how community perceive
landscapes. The research aims to
dissect the landscape by bringing
metaphors into the centre of stud-
ies of landscape in Australia and
other parts of the world in general.
It also also aims at unravelling the
complexity of cultural landscape
through the communities’ tradi-
tional knowledge systems and high-
light the social nature of landscapes
and assist scientists recognising the
invisible bond between people and
landscapes. It thus aims to generat-
ing a scientific acceptance of tradi-
tional knowledge systems.

Metaphors and heritage places

In simple terms a metaphor is a
way in which people achieve mean-
ing through association, analogy or
allegory. There are various uses of
metaphors in languages. Languages
utilise existing physical concepts in
our contexts to visualise metaphysi-
cal concepts (Mberi 20013:72). A
heritage place may be physical, but
it also has many ‘things’ (for lack of
a better word) that cannot be quan-
tified or explained within the lan-
guage of the academy. Many of us
trained in the western philosophies
of science, aesthetics, and notions of
authenticity fail to recognise com-
plex meanings and social associa-
tions between people and heritage
places (Witcomb 2012:62) and focus
on preserving the physical, sepa-
rated from the metaphysical. This is
why we are shocked and surprised
when communities show less in-
terest in a heritage place that we,
experts, think should have many
social values.

For this paper, metaphor is used
as in discourse metaphors (Mberi
2003) —in how the landscape ‘be-
haves” when confronted by human

beings and human activity and how
places communicate with humans
and with each other. Heritage places
and artefacts are ‘anthropomor-
phised’ to behave like people and to
have the physical characteristics of
humans too. They ‘walk’ and ‘talk’
to each other, ‘hurt,” and revenge
and are connected to each other in
the same way that humans connect.
In other words communication is
not limited to human beings but
can be extended to everything that
nature is associated with. In some
cases natural features represent
humans living or deceased. A good
example is how some communi-
ties in Africa plant a tree with the
umbilical cord of a new born. That
tree becomes a representation of
the metaphysical part of a living
being (Fairhead, Leach, 1996:155).
In some parts of Australia like the
Gamilaroi country (Upper Hunter
Valley west to the Warrumbungle
Mountains and into south-west
Queensland) and Wiradjuri country
(a region bordered by the Lachlan,
Macquarie and Murrumbidgee riv-
ers) living tree trunks were carved
with ornate patterns and marked
graves of important people and
important events that happened to
people within this landscape. Na-
ture therefore is not separate from
human beings but forms intricate
connections with the living and

dead.

Metaphors of Uluru-Kata Tjuta

Uluru-Kata Tjuta is a natural fea-
ture with Aboriginal rock engrav-
ings and paintings and is regarded
as one of the most sacred landscapes
for Aborigines in central Australia.
Nationally it is often referred to as
the ‘Red Centre’ as if it is the heart
and anchor of Australia. There are
springs, waterholes, sacred caves
and rock paintings within this area
which are all recorded as part of
the World Heritage property. It is
also one of the major tourist at-
tractions in the Northern Territory
of Australia though some sacred
areas are not open for tourists. For
Anangu Aborigines, Uluru repre-
sents a history that western philoso-
phy cannot understand. One myth
record how two tribes were invited
to a feast but were distracted by
the beautiful Sleepy Lizard Women
and ended up not turning up at the
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feast. In response the angry hosts
sang evil songs into a clay sculpture
that turned into a Dingo. After that
the ancient world was thrown into
a war that killed both leaders of
the tribes. The earth was angry at
this bloodshed and rose up from
the plain. From then on no one was
allowed to take any rock from this
landscape and there are reports of
rock taken from Uluru being re-
turned from Europe and elsewhere
when the collectors have faced bad
luck. Elsewhere when the collectors
have faced bad luck.

At Uluru, the myths and legends
are metaphors that display intimate
relationships between people and
their environment. The Anangu
ancestors’ blood mingles with the
earth and the earth feeds people and
animals within the landscape. It is
a metaphor that shows the intricate
relationship the ‘earth’, the animals
and people. Myths sometimes play
a part in describing the natural
environment in a way that makes
them just as important as the cul-
tural remains, in other words, these
myths are a cartographic tool used
to map cultural landscapes. The
stories provide a conduit to express
what we often cannot find using our
conventional methods in the acad-
emy. Studying landscapes through
metaphors could provide archaeol-
ogy and heritage management a
holistic way of viewing landscapes.
Landscapes become a single compo-
nent not two different domains as
expressed through our emphasis of
the tangible and intangible. Inter-
pretation of metaphors will provide
us with tools to map the landscapes.
This can also be used to remap past
landscapes that have been eroded by
modern policies and management
regimes that have removed the sto-
ries from heritage places. This may
get community interest and it is
these communities’ interest through
the ‘stories’ that sustains the soul of
heritage places. The Anangu now
own the Uluru-Kata Tjuta cultural
landscape and have assisted heritage
managers in identifying sensitive
areas which to scientists were just
natural landforms. This shows that
when metaphors exist in the form
of legends and myths they perpetu-
ate the connection between the her-
itage places and their surroundings
with the people who have interacted

with both. Sustaining those stories
that we often discard in archaeol-
ogy is a part of sustaining heritage
places.

Conclusions

Metaphors are thus a way to under-
stand the abstract through human
behaviour. Myths and legends as
metaphors symbolise that cosmic
engagement with the past and the
environment around that cultural
space. It is therefore a mapping/
cartographic tool meant to create
mental domains in physical spaces
(Mberi 2003:77) and studying these
metaphors as associated with heri-
tage places would create a better
understanding of heritage and land-
scapes among traditional societies.

Myths and legends are, therefore,
metaphors of space that represent
the culture that they serve. To claim
space communities use a ‘language’
that excludes those who do not be-
long to it and it is this language that
we need to understand in managing
sacred heritage places and land-
scapes. Metaphors reflect a ‘domain
of experience’ of generations that
have interacted with it in different
ways and it is this experience that
will determine whether one regards
that landscape as ‘space’ or ‘place’
(Hunziker, Buchecker and Hartig
2007), space being a landscape be-
fore loading culture. Sustaining
these landscapes is not only a physi-
cal effort but part of an ideology of
the mind which in turn is sustained
through a ‘metaphor network’, un-
derstood only by those who value
and have a different understand-
ing of the heritage places (Kimmel

2004: 275).

Myths and legends are not always
grounded in the realms of fantasy-
they are in fact a reflection of a
community’s translation of space
over a long period of time. As space
it is easier for scientists to define
but as ‘place’ it becomes much
more difficult to manage. People
come and go and the landscape re-
mains containing contributions of
each community that has interacted
with it. It is this biography of space
containing anything from architec-
tural remains, artefacts, myths and
legends, memory, feeling and sense
(continued on Page 7 )
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Introduction

Cultural Heritage and Heritage
Administration

Why should one give attention
to administration in the field of
heritage, with so many fascinating
aspects of material culture and ar-
chaeological finds? The problem
is that heritage works and profes-
sions do not happen in a vacuum
but rather within organizations,
and most of the time, they take
place within the public sector (the
USA appears to be the exception
more than the rule). If one wants to
compare the changes that occurred
in the last few years in, say, Ma-
chu Picchu, Pompeii, and the Qin
Mausoleum, for sure a good part of
these changes are explained by the
evolution of professional discourse
at the global level, including the
increasing role played by interna-
tional agencies (UNESCO, ICO-
MOS, ICCROM, etc.). Nonetheless,
a good part of the differences is
likely to be explained by internal
dynamics of public sector in Peru,
Italy, and China.

Key Issues/Current Debates/
Future Directions/Examples

China: One of the Most Decen—
tralized Countries

China has experienced an excep-
tional process of transformation
in the last 30 years. From the ini-
tial situation of totally planned
economy—with economic failures
experienced over time, from the
Great Leap Forward to the Cul-
tural Revolution — since 1978, the
“gradual revolution” (Wang 1994)
began with the open door policy
in both political and economic
terms, which will transform China
in the second world economy, with
growth rates rarely seen before and
elsewhere.

This also had an enormous impact
in the trans- formation of the pub-
lic sector (Zan & Xue 2011). A dra-
matic decentralization process took
place, transforming China in one of
the most decentralized countries in
the world, a sort of “de facto fed-

eral state,” as it has been observed
(OECD 2005). Central organism
has been relocated from the center
to the province level or lower, pub-
lic expenditures has been moved
from the central government to the
local level, with huge transfer of
resources from the center to the pe-
riphery (Straussman & Zhang 2001).

Decentralization in Heritage Man-—
agement

This general trend has serious im-
pacts on heritage as well. About
90% of expenditures for the cultural
sector are decentralized, not even
at the province level but rather tak-
ing place at the municipal and town
level (OECD 2005). In terms of
employees, out of the 77,000 people
working in the sector, only few
hundred work in the central offices
in Beyjing.

Decentralization emerges also
in terms of institutional settings
within public administration. At
the local level (prefecture, munici-
pality, town), there is often a Cul-
tural Relics Bureau which reports
directly to the local level (usually
to the Cultural department which
reports to the mayor), with a mere
professional relationships with
higher levels of the same functional
department. For instance, the CRB
of Luoyang reports directly to the
municipality, while the relationship
with higher level of the professional
body — the CRB at the Province
level and the SACH (State Admin-
istration for Cultural Heritage) —
is involved only in case of special
projects, extraordinary events, or
within a mere supervisory roles.
Such an institutional design is
largely responsible of heritage de-
struction related to building and
infrastructure constructions in the
booming economy. Suppose the
local administration is sensitive to
economic development initiatives
that have negative impacts on heri-
tage preservation: in this case the
professionals in charge of heritage
protection have very little possibil-
ity to resist such project. They can
try to stop it, simply on the basis
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of discussion and persuasion. In
the end, the decision power is in
the hand of the mayor, as well as
their career and work assessment.
The same situation would be dif-
ferent in Italy: the Superintendents
— representatives of the Ministry of
Culture at the local level — could
easily express their negative opinion
to the Ministry, in ways that are less
subject to local dynamic and the
pressure of vested interests at the
local level. Though the term “cen-
tralization” tends to be seen as out-
dated, one of the serious problems
in China preservation of heritage is
indeed the excess of decentraliza-
tion.

Economic Booming and Salvage
Excavation

The general context of transforma-
tion of the country has other im-
portant impacts on approaches to
heritage management in China. The
extraordinary rates of economic
growth and the associated rate of
urbanization imply unprecedented
levels of building and construction
activities all over the country. And,
consequently, there are extraordi-
nary levels of new archaeological
finds. The heritage chain — the
chain of activities from excava-
tion to conservation, research, and
museum activities (Zan & Bonini-
Baraldi 2012) — compared to other
countries is here concentrated on
early steps, on excavation, and on
new finds, which have tended to
completely revisit the taken-for-
granted view of Chinese history,
with very interesting controversies
between archaeology and text histo-
riography (von Falkenhausen 1993;

Bagley 1999).

This huge archaeological activ-
ity however is once again related
to administrative issues, with the
explosion of salvage archaeology
activities, which are responsible of
most of the finds in recent years.
According to the 2002 law on
heritage protection (Law of the
People’s Republic of China on Pro-
tection of Cultural Relics, No.76,
October 28, 2002: http://www. gov.
cn/english/laws/2005-10/09/con-
tent_73322. htm, art. 30-32), before
any construction can start, a pre-
liminary archaeological inspection
has to be run by the local adminis-

tration (by the excavation team of
the CRB at the local level). In case
some sign emerges of archaeological
finds, more extensive archaeologi-
cal excavation is then run, funded —
and this is the relevant peculiarity
— by the construction company (see
Article 31: “The expenses needed for
the archaeological investigations,
prospecting and excavations which
have to be carried out because of
capital construction or construction
for productive purposes shall be in-
cluded in the project budget of the
construction entity”). Should the
finds present high value, the build-
ing activity would be definitively
halted.

Such an administrative mechanism
could be seen as a very positive
solution for China archaeology:
the “business model” is that build-
ing and development activities
“pay” for archaeological excava-
tions (which mean huge amounts
of money in a booming economy).
Unfortunately, there are several
shortcomings in such a situation
(Guo et al. 2008): in the lack of clear
definitions of principal and related
activities, the archaeological teams
at the local levels have strong incen-
tive mechanism to simply “dig”: no
bud- gets are devoted to research or
to conservation of the finds. Indeed
the archaeological teams in archae-
ologically intense areas — such as
Luoyang, for instance — are unusu-
ally rich departments. The situation
is worsened by institutional frag-
mentation, which does not address
the collaboration between different
entities: for instance, in Luoyang
there are two archaeological teams
of the local CRB doing almost
only salvage excavation, with little,
if any, coordination with four ar-
chaeological teams of the Institute
of Archaeology of the China Acad-
emy of Social Science with excava-
tion stations in the area, including
Erlitou, a crucial excavation for
the debate on early dynasties. Even
when norms are defined by laws,
not always are they followed. For
instance, extensive reports on exca-
vation should be presented within
3 years; finds should be transferred
to the local museum’s depot after
this period. Actually, the lack of
excavation reports is a serious prob-
lem undermining the possibility
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of knowledge diffusion; excavation
teams sometimes are accused of not
transferring the finds to museums.

National Identity Building and Mu-
seum Development: Administra—
tive Issues

The general administrative trans-
formation of the country has also
direct implications for the ways
in which museums are run, both
in terms of design and develop-
ment. From a formal point of view,
museums (the same applies for
archaeological sites) are defined
as shiye danwei, as public sector
units (PSUs), as this term is usually
translated in English (Pilichowski
2005). They are, in a sense, “entities”
established as operative arms of the
respective governmental level, with
their own collections and often
building, financial statement, per-
sonnel, in a word their administra-
tive identity.

There are very few national mu-
seums (directly reporting to the
SACH); some important ones are
provincial museums (they refer to
the Cultural Relics Bureau at the
province level); most are district,
municipal, or town museum (i.e.,
reporting to the CRB of these
levels). In any case, the process of
decentralization is to be intended
as devolution more than anything
similar to the Anglo-American
mechanism of the arm’s length
principle. The transfer of power is
from the central government to the
provincial level, and for the most
part at lower levels, more than from
each governmental level to autono-
mous operating entities. In other
words, at each governmental level,
there is a strict control over mu-
seums reporting to this level, and
there is not an issue of autonomy of
the entity in itself.

An important distinction made by
the Chinese regulation was between
museums that were totally funded,
partially funded, and financially
self-funded, in relation to different
kinds of economy of each entity.
This was likely to pose different
issues in the day-to-day running
of museums and in development
terms. Self-funded museums tended
to be very powerful centers: with
interesting collections, good appeal
to visitors and good location, with
Western prices and Eastern costs,

they could be profit-seeking enti-
ties as it is rarely in the West. They
were often able to contribute to
determining future developments,
always in strict accordance with
the governmental level to which
they refer to. On the contrary, for
museums that were not totally self-
funded, resources for functioning
were pro- vided at the local level;
developmental ones, link to spe-
cial projects, were provided by the
SACH in accordance with the CRB
at the provincial level (and may be
involving CRB of lower levels as
well).

In any case, for day-to-day life,
museums have to use administra-
tive rules and the table of accounts
that are common to the other (al-
most one million) shiye danwei in
the country. This is raising serious
problems for activities that are so
crucial for museums but for whom
it is even impossible to find an en-
try in the national table of accounts
(e.g., conservation, maintenance).
Indeed maintenance and conserva-
tion are some of the most prob-
lematic issues for Chinese museums
(Li 2005), as it has been explicitly
acknowledged even in formal docu-
ments (see, for instance, the rrcth
Five-Year Plan).

In terms of development, there is
a strong policy at the central level
to build new archaeological sites
(about a hundred, in the 1th Five-
Year Plan) and museums. Accord-
ing to the new 1ath Five-Year Plan
for Cultural Heritage, there should
be one museum in each of the 333
prefectural levels, with a goal of
passing from 3,020 to 3,500 muse-
ums in the five years). This is partly
explained by the increase of tour-
ism in the recent years (especially
domestic), but it is also linked to
a more general politics of national
identity building, if not national-
ism (a well- known issue in the
international debate: see Vickers
2007). For such a developmental
pro- gram, the center had already
defined a sort of development plan
during the previous Five-Year Plan
horizon, offering a huge amount
of money to gain the consensus at
lower governmental levels’ plans
(for instance, for the archaeological
parks, the initial assumptions—later
further expanded—were about 36
billion RMB for 20062010, where
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53 % was provided by central gov-
ernment). However, running costs
were not identified nor budgeted
and much less so funded, which
is likely to pose serious problems
in the future, once the investment
phase for new museums and parks
will be over and the issue of “run-
ning costs” will emerge. Maybe
some of the new entities will be
self-funding; for the rest, serious
problems of sustainability will take
place, also in connection to the de-
cision— taken by center— to general-
ize the free entrance to museums al-
ready started with a few exceptions
since 2008. As always, the issue of
sustainability appears as a problem
at later stages if it is not being ad-
dressed as an issue in earlier stages.
This happens very often in the arts
and heritage sector: what is peculiar
of the Chinese situation is how-
ever the scale of the phenomenon.

Between Centralization and De-
centralization

Indeed administration matters.
Both longer term administrative
traditions and recent transforma-
tions have an impact on the ways
in which heritage is managed in
China, from excavation, to research,
to museum opening. Curiously
enough— and quite counter intui-
tively if one does not know the Chi-
nese administration — the excess of
decentralization explains to some
extent the destruction of heritage
often referred to (professionals in
charge of protection are “hostages”
to the local administration; incen-
tive mechanisms toward digging
activities; institutional fragmenta-
tion and jealously; lack of respect of
norms).

However, there are also positive
aspects related to the explosion of
salvage archaeology and its intrinsic
anarchist nature in pluralizing the
past (the impossibility to plan and
direct it in systematic ways). Simi-
larly, potential influences refer to
the following steps of the heritage
chain (research, conservation), and
particularly museum development,
as narratives about the material
culture and archaeological finds are
unlikely to resist similar debates in
the middle run. From this point of
view, salvage excavation appears as
a strong antidote to ideological uses
of heritage from any central (and

centralist) views. The variety of em-
pirical evidence that characterizes
China archaeology in the last few
decades, largely based on salvage
archaeology, has questioned to a
serious extent traditional views of
linear developments of China over
millennia, with the emergence of a
very interesting — and unusual else-
where — conflict between archaeol-
ogy and historiography in China,
between empirical evidence and
text-driven explanations. Moreover,
the controversy about the very exis-
tence of the first dynasty is perhaps
the best example of the dialectic
between different forms of archae-
ology, where research archaeology
was explicitly aimed at giving evi-
dence to the 5,000 years of Chinese
history within a nationalist frame
(the Xia-Shang-Zhou Chronol-
ogy Project. For a reconstruction,
see Lee 2002: 16-17). These aspects
have been extensively addressed
by archaeologists in their substan-
tive elements, some- time Western
archaeologists (von Falkenhausen
1993; Bagley 1999) and sometimes
Chinese archaeologists outside Chi-
na (Lee 2002; Li & Xu 2007). Here
the administrative foundations of
this revolution have been addressed.
More difficult is to foresee how the
dialectic between centralization
and decentralization will have an
impact in terms of museums and
archaeological parks. On the one
hand, a tension between different
policy preferences can be found,
with the central government push-
ing a policy of national identity
building and free entrance, while
often the periphery would be more
seduced by profit-maximizing mu-
seum projects, related to tourism
development (the over-commoditi-
zation of Lijiang is the best example
in this sense: see, for instance,
McKhannzoor, 2010). Heritage pro-
fessionals and their values (archae-
ologists, museologists, and histori-
ans) sometimes find themselves in
conflict with both the extremes of
this kind of policy tension. On the
other hand, it is the administrative
mechanism that makes the overall
result of similar tensions more un-
certain than usual: the separation
between investment and running
conditions — a recurrent problem
in the heritage field — is here associ-
ated with a separation between gov-
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Category: Cultural Heritage

Location: China, Kazakhstan,
Kyrgyzstan

Date of Inscription: 2014

Criteria: (ii)(iii) (v) (vi)

Silk Roads: the Routes Network of
Chang’an-Tianshan Corridor is a
5,000 kilometre section of the ex-
tensive Silk Roads network, stretch-
ing from Chang’an/Luoyang, the
central capital of China in the Han
and Tang Dynasties, to the Zhetysu
Region of Central Asia. It took
shape between the 2nd century BC
and 1st century AD and remained
in use until the 16th century, link-
ing multiple civilizations, and fa-
cilitating far-reaching exchanges of
activities in trade, religious beliefs,
scientific knowledge, technological
innovation, cultural practices and
the arts. The 33 components includ-
ed in the routes network include
capital cities and palace complexes
of various empires and Khan king-
doms, trading settlements, Bud-
dhist cave temples, ancient paths,
posthouses, passes, beacon towers,
sections of The Great Wall, fortifi-
cations, tombs and religious build-
ings.

Silk Roads: the Routes Network of
Chang’an-Tianshan Corridor was
inscribed on the World Heritage
List in 2014 on the basis of criteria

(i1), (iii), (v) and (vi).

Criterion (ii): The vastness of the con-
tinental routes networks, the ultra-
long duration of use, the diversity
of heritage remains and their dy-
namic interlinks, the richness of the
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cultural exchange they facilitated,
the varied geographical environ-
ments they connected and crossed,
clearly demonstrates the extensive
interaction that took place within
various cultural regions, especially
the nomadic steppe and settled
agrarian/oasis/pastoral civilizations,
on the Eurasian continent between
the 2nd century BC and the 16th
century AD. These interaction and
influences were profound in terms
of developments in architecture and
city planning, religions and beliefs,
urban culture and habitation, mer-
chandise trade and interethnic rela-
tions in all regions along the routes.
The Tian-shan corridor is an ex-
traordinary example in world histo-
ry of how a dynamic channel link-
ing civilizations and cultures across
the Eurasian continent, realized the
broadest and most long-lasting in-
terchange among civilizations and
cultures.

Criterion (iii): The Tian-shan corridor
bears an exceptional witness to tra-
ditions of communication and ex-
change in economy and culture, and
to social development across the
Eurasian continent between the 2nd
century BC and the 16th century
AD. Trade had a profound influence
on the settlement structure of the
landscape, through the development
of towns and cities that brought to-
gether nomadic and settled commu-
nities, through water management
systems that underpinned those set-
tlements, through the extensive net-
work of forts, beacon towers, way
stations and caravanserai that ac-
commodated travellers and ensured
their safety, through the sequence of
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Buddhist shrines and cave temples,
and through manifestations of other
religions such as Zoroastrianism,
Manichaeism, Nestorian Christian-
ity and Islam that resulted from the
cosmopolitan, multi-ethnic commu-
nities that organised and benefitted
from the high value trade.

Criterion (v): The Tian-shan corridor
is an outstanding example of the
way high value, long- distance trade
prompted the growth of sizeable
towns and cities, supported by elab-
orate, sophisticated water manage-
ment systems that harvested water
from rivers, wells and underground
springs for residents, travellers and
the irrigation of crops.

Criterion (vi): The Tian-shan Corridor
is directly associated with Zhang
Qian’s diplomatic mission to the
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Western Regions, a milestone event
in the history of human civiliza-
tion and cultural interchange in the
Eurasian Continent. It also reflects
in a profound way the tangible
impact of Buddhism into ancient
China which had significant impact
on cultures of East Asia, and the
spread of Nestorian Christianity
(which reached China in 500 AD),
Manichaeism, Zoroastrianism and
early Islam. Many of the towns and
cities along the corridor also reflect
in an exceptional way the impact of
ideas that flowed along the routes
related to harnessing water power,
architecture and town planning,

For more information please refer to the
webpage: http://whc.unesco.org/en/
list/1442.
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(continued from back cover)

Criterion (iv): The Grand Canal
is the longest and oldest canal in
the world. It bears witness to a
remarkable and early develop-
ment of hydraulic engineering.
It is an essential technological
achievement dating from before
the Industrial Revolution. It is a
benchmark in terms of dealing
with difficult natural conditions,
as is reflected in the many con-
structions that are fully adapted
to the diversity and complexity
of circumstances. It fully demon-
strates the technical capabilities of
Eastern civilizations.

Criterion (vi): The Grand Canal

is a demonstration of the ancient
Chinese philosophical concept of
the Great Unity, and that it was
an essential element for the unity,
complementarity and consoli-
dation of the great agricultural
empire of China. It is also the
birthplace and setting for the de-
velopment of a way of life specific
to the populations on its banks,
and is seen by them as a maternal
influence.

For more information please refer to

the webpage: http://whc.unesco.org/
en/list/1443.

whc.unesco.org
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Copyright Notice:

All cover images are selected from Reading Material for Conservation and World Heritage Ap-
plication of Yangzhou Section of the Grand Canal, whose copyrights are owned by the editing

institution of the book.

Cover Photos:

1. Dashui Bay in Yangzhou City Section of Ancient Canal in the Ming and Qing dynasties

2. The Ancient River course of the ShaoBo Grand Canal in the Ming and Qing dynasties

3. Yucheng Posthouse
4. Rockeries in Ge Garden
5. Vibrant Huaiyang River of the Grand Canal

6. Touring ancient Shaobo dyke by Chinese and international young people
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Reflecting the concept of people-oriented conservation from the
context of world heritage in Asia and the Pacific

Reconsidering the existing and dominant preservation/management
systems in the world heritage cities

Finding the successful cases to be shared among world heritage cit-
ies

Drafting suggestions to be addressed at the Mayors’ meeting

Gyeongju Municipal Government

* OWHC Asia Pacific Regional Secretariat
* Korean National Commission for UNESCO
* UNESCO Bangkok Office

e Cultural Heritage Administration,

* Gyeongsangbuk-do Provincial Government

* UNESCO Bangkok Office

* Korean National Commission for UNESCO World Heritage In-
stitute of Training and Research for the Asia and Pacific Region

Gyochon Academy, Gyeongju, Gyengsangbuk-do, Korea

According to the announcement on 2014 Advanced Training Proj-
ect for Updating Knowledge and Skills of Professionals (No. 11
MOHRSS2014) issued by Ministry of human resources and social
security, the course will be held from 15th to 20th October in Tongji
University.

The Historic Urban Landscape (HUL) is an updated heritage man-
agement approach based on the recognition and identification of a
layering and interconnection of values — natural and cultural, tan-
gible and intangible, international as well as local — present in any
city. It is also based on the need to integrate the different disciplines
for the analysis and planning of the urban conservation process, in
order not to separate it from the planning and development of the
contemporary city. The Recommendation on the Historic Urban
Landscape, an international policy instrument adopted by UNES-
CO’s General Conference on 10 November 2011

Following an international Expert Meeting that was organized by
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WHITRAP in Shanghai, in October 2012, a ‘Road Map’ for the ap-
plication of the HUL approach in China was developed and a HUL
implementation programme established. In association with the
World Heritage Centre, WHITRAP’s HUL implementation pro-
gramme covers the Asia-Pacific region as well as other geo-cultural
regions of the world. The December 2014 International Symposium
aims to bring together the implementing agencies and partners,
as well as interested professionals from China and abroad, to take
stock of progress made in HUL implementation in a diverse range
of contexts.

The International Symposium will be preceded by a concise Train-
ing Course open to international professionals. The course pro-
gramme aims to update professionals on the what, why & how of
HUL with the latest developments in the field. It will last 2% days,
which will include 2 days of in total 8 training lectures (of 2% hours
each, divided between a lecture and a group discussion) and a half
day site visit to one of the HUL project sites in China, i.e. the Hon-
gkou district in downtown Shanghai. Participants in the training
course will automatically register for the international Symposium,
which is offered by WHITRAP as a package, in order to benefit
directly from the training by enabling to follow the international
projects and debates.

Training Course on “First Aid to Cultural Heritage in Times
of Crisis Culture cannot wait!”

30th March — 24th April 2015, Amsterdam Holland
Application deadline: 22 September, 2014

According to the Emergency Events database EM-DAT , from
2000-2012, around 2.9 billion people were adversely affected by di-
sasters caused by natural hazards (e.g., earthquakes, floods, storms
etc.). Another 1.5 billion people are living in countries afflicted with
civil strife and violent conflicts, states the World Development Re-
port of 201 . The resultant damage and losses to life and property
including those to cultural heritage are rising.

First Aid to Cultural Heritage in Times of Crisis aims to equip
participants with necessary skills and knowledge to provide timely
response in emergency situations. The training identifies areas of
joint programming between culture and humanitarian sectors to
make certain that the affected communities participate in their own
recovery. Developing cost effective strategies for risk reduction and
disaster preparedness of cultural heritage forms a core component
of the training.

Dates

30 March — 24 April, 2015, 4 weeks

Place

Amsterdam with study visits to other cities in the Netherlands
Organizing partners

e International Centre for the Study of the Preservation and Resto-
ration of Cultural Property, Rome

¢ The Netherlands National Commission for UNESCO

¢ The Smithsonian Institution, USA

In cooperation with

* Reinwardt Academy, Amsterdam School of the Arts

e Centre for Global Heritage and Development (Leiden University,
* Delft University of Technology, Erasmus University Rotterdam)

¢ National Museum for World Cultures, Leiden

e Prince Claus Fund, Cultural Emergency Response Programme

(CER)

More information about above forthcoming please refer to www.whitr-ap.org.
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Category: Cultural Heritage
Location: China

Date of Inscription: 2014
Criteria: (i)(iii) (iv)(vi)

The Grand Canal is a vast waterway
system in the north-eastern and cen-
tral-eastern plains of China, running
from Beijing in the north to Zhejiang
province in the south. Constructed
in sections from the 5th century B.C.
onwards, it was conceived as a unified
means of communication for the Em-
pire for the first time in the 7th century
A.D (Sui Dynasty). This led to a se-
ries of gigantic worksites, creating the
world’s largest and most extensive civil
engineering project prior to the Indus-
trial Revolution. It formed the backbone
of the Empire’s inland communication
system, transporting grain and strategic
raw materials, and supplying rice to feed
the population. By the 13th century it
consisted of more than 2,000 kilometres
of artificial waterways, linking five of
China’s most important river basins. It
has played an important role in ensuring
the country’s economic prosperity and
stability and continues today as a major
means of internal communication.

The Grand Canal was inscribed on the
World Heritage List in 2014 under crite-
ria (i), (iii), (iv) and (vi).

Citerion (i): The Grand Canal repre-
sents the greatest masterpiece of hy-

idge?and the

draulic engineering in the history of
mankind, because of its very ancient
origins and its vast scale, along with its
continuous development and its adapta-
tion to circumstances down the ages.
It provides tangible proof of human
wisdom, determination and courage.
It is an outstanding example of human
creativity, demonstrating technical ca-
pabilities and a mastery of hydrology
in a vast agricultural empire that stems
directly from Ancient China.

Criterion (ii): The Grand Canal bears
witness to the unique cultural tradition
of canal management via the Caoyun
system, its genesis, its flourishing, and
its adaptations to the various dynasties
and their successive capitals, and then
its disappearance in the 2o0th century.
It consisted of animperial monopoly of
grain transport and storage, and a

taxation system. It contributed to the
fundamental link between the peasant
economy, the imperial court and the
supply of food to the population and
troops. It was a factor of stability for
the Chinese Empire down the ages.

(continued on Page 31)
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