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Welcome by UNESCO World Heritage Centre

by Dr. Mechtild Réssler,
UNESCO World Heritage Centre

Ladies and Gentlemen, dear friends and colleagues,

| am extremely grateful to the Ministry of Culture and national heritage, especially Deputy
Minister of Culture and National Heritage, Mr Piotr t u ¢ h o ws khosting this important
international expert meeting on Criterion (vi) and associative values under the World Heritage

Convention

On behalf of UNESCO, | would also like to warmly welcome all international experts and
observers and our Advisory Bodies 1 all of you will make this expert meeting a truly cooperation

effort in advancing one of the key issues under the 1972 Convention;

It is one of the key global expert meeting hosted by Poland and | would like to personally thank
the authorities for their generous invitation and for their dedicated commitment to the World
Heritage Convention; Poland has always been a very active member of this Convention since its
inception and provided for some of the very first nomination dossiers ever submitted to
UNESCO;



| am particularly pleased that the meeting takes into account experiences gained with sites in
Poland which were also inscribed under criterion (vi) i Poland has three and especially for
Auschwitz Birkenau German Nazi Concentration and Extermination Camp (1940-1945) and
the Historic Centre of Warsaw inscribed in 1979 and 1980. It is very important to share these
landmark decisions but also the practices from site managers with the management of sites of

associative values.

While the overall revision of the Operational Guidelines (Brasilia, 2010, Working Group Paris

2010) over the past years was completed with the adoption of the new text at the last session of
the Committee in July 2011, the Committee was made aware that there are some pending
matters. Two expert meetings are therefore being held this March: one took already place in the
United Arab Emirates on the notion of integrity for cultural heritage and this one on criterion (iv).

Both are part of part of a broader and crucial reflection.

This meeting will complement and reinforce considerations on types of heritage and the
complex application of criteria while it would also enable The World Heritage Committee to
assume its role as the leading international forum for dealing with heritage conservation and in
advancing some of the theoretical approaches and practical concepts. It will also assist States
Parties in better preparing nominations under cultural criteria especially under criterion (vi) and
those with strong associative values; with the incoming nominations we often see that this is a

problematic area and that States Parties require further guidance on this matter;

| am truly convinced that we have to work hand in hand between the World Heritage Committee,
the World Heritage Centre, the advisory bodies and other organizations to advance jointly and

share visions for the future of global heritage work;

One of the main focuses of the year 2012 is the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage
Convention which has been nourished by the organization of several expert meetings. | am
pleased that the focus of the anniversary this year is on World Heritage and sustainable
development 7 the role of local communities. This will help position the World Heritage

Convention into the emerging global debate on culture and development.



I am convinced that this meeting will be a success and that you will outline further important
steps to be undertaken in the reflection on challenges the 1972 World Heritage Convention is

facing at the time of its 40th anniversary;

We all have to do more to ensure the key messages of international cooperation the World
Heritage Convention to safeguard the World Heritage sites for future generations including their

associative values;

| thank you very much for your attention.



Welcome by Polish Authorities
by Prof S§ a w o Ratajski,

Secretary-General Polish National Commission for UNESCO

Minister, Ms. Director of the National Heritage Board of Poland, and first of all I would like
to say the warmest words of welcome to Ms. Mechtild Rdssler and Mr. Alessandro
Balsamo, representatives of the World Heritage Centre and its expert Mr. Christopher
Young. It is a great pleasure for me to welcome all participants representing all regions.

Polish National Commission for UNESCO has the great privilege to patronage this meeting
organized by the National Heritage Board of Poland as a response to the request of the
World Heritage Committee following the 2008 experts meeting on the Heritage of Science
to explore the use of criterion (vi).

Warsaw has not been chosen randomly to host this meeting. It was inscribed on the World
Heritage List, first of all, on the basis of the criterion (vi). It is a symbol of the national spirit
of the Polish Nation who wanted to preserve their identity expressed in the tangible
culture. The Historic Centre of Warsaw had been completely ruined during the Second
World War. We can define it as a positive aspect of the heritage in this case reconstructed
in a perspective of the future development. At that time the Warsovians could not think
about the future without having in front of their eyes this tangible witness of their culture in
which they felt so deeply enrooted. On the other side we have in Poland a different
example of a site inscribed on the World Heritage List on the basis of criterion (vi) which
represents negative memory provoked by the crazy ideas of the second world war realized
in Auschwitz-Birkenau. In both examples we have to deal with intangible heritage being
strictly represented by tangible architectural remains.

Until now there are two hundred five properties on the World Heritage List for which the
Outstanding Universal Value was qualified by criterion (vi). The number of these sites
expresses the quantity of issues relevant to the intangible values and provokes a reflection
on the definition and practical application of this criterion having in mind that many of them
have not been recorded correctly. From the other point of view closer approach to the
intangible aspect of the World Heritage has been somehow provoked by the 2003
Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage.

| hope that this meeting will contribute in a significant way to a better understanding of the
intangible aspect of the World Heritage in line with 1972 Convention and elaborate
recommendations to the World Heritage Committee and State Parties on the recognition



and management of cultural associations as part of Outstanding Universal Value of
properties and on the use and implementation of criterion (vi).

So let me wish you fruitful work and a pleasant stay in Warsaw.
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Terms of Reference of the meeting and

presentation of background

by Dr. Mechtild Réssler,
UNESCO World Heritage Centre

PowerPoint Presentation

Slide 1

Terms of Reference of the
meeting and presentation of
background

International World Heritage Expert Meeting on Criterion (vi)
28-30 March 2012

Dr. Mechtild Rdssler
UNESCO World Heritage Centre
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Slide 2

World Heritage concept: associative values

Slide 3

World Heritage List

205 properties (2 transboundary) with
criterion (vi)

11 with only use of criterion (vi)
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Remembrance i places of memory
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Slide 8

First associative cultural landscape
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Slide 10

2003 Convention Definition of cultural spaces

Slide 11

2003 Convention : intangible heritage

N € actices, representations, expressions,
knowledge, skills i as well as the instruments,
objects, artefacts and cultural spaces
associated therewith 7 that communities,
groups and, in some cases, individuals
recognize as part of theirculturalh er i t a g

=<3

©

.
IS




17

Slide 12

Thematic approaches
”‘—A e 3

Global Strategy
1994

ESAUE WORLD HERTTAGE LIST

Filling the Gups - an Action Plan for the Future

Thematic Studies

LA LISTE DU PATRIMOINE MONDIAL | 2
Comblet les lacumes - un plan d"actinn poar be hotu 2

Regional meetings
Gap analysis

Science and
technology

) %
: MONUMENTS AND SITES -
(i a MONUMENTS ET SITES x II 0 9 ']
A MONUMENTOS Y SITIOS g
I_I}L[l, j

Slide 13

Thematic studies

I[UCN thematic study on criterion (vii):

fi éto contain superlative natural phenomena or areas of
exceptional natural beauty and aesthetic importance; i

Are there links with criterion (vi)?

i é t lme directly or tangibly associated with events or
living traditions, with ideas, or with beliefs, with artistic
and literary works of outstanding universal significance.
(The Committee considers that this criterion should
preferably be used in conjunction with other criteria);o
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Slide 14

Thematic studies

Mount Taishan, China,
inscribed in 1987 under criteria

(i)(ii)(iii)(v)(v)(vi) and (vii).

Slide 15

Science and technology

This Thematic Study
ICOMOS AU constitutes the
background for a
comparative analysis
o that could be carried
in the out to assess the
context of the UNESCO . .
World Heritage Convention Outstanding Universal
T— Value of a specific site
N ez of the same type
proposed for World
Heritage listing;
»
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Slide 16

Science and technology

Slide 17

Religious heritage and sacred sites
L TR =S I

—

4 Kyiv Seminar on the Role of
Religious Communities in
the Management of World

o Heritage properties:

explore dialogue between
stakeholders, and to explore
ways of encouraging and
generating mutual
understanding and
collaboration in the
protection of religious World
Heritage properties
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Slide 18

Why are we here?

Decision 32 COM 10A (2008)

Ahanking the Government of the United Kingdom for having hosted the
Science and Technology expert workshop, which took place from 21 to 23
January 2008 in London, as well as all the experts who contributed to it,
Aloting the results and recommendations of the Science and Technology
expert workshop within the framework of the Global Strategy,

Decision 34 COM 8B.31 (2010)

Defers the examination of the nomination of Darwin® Landscape Laboratory,
United Kingdom, on the World Heritage List;

Requests the World Heritage Centre to organize a meeting for
deliberating on sites presenting Outstanding Universal Value,
essentially on an associative basis.

Slide 19

Why are we here?

Decision 35 COM 9C (2011)

ANotes the information provided on the Recommendations of the Science and
Technology Expert Working Group in the context of World Heritage
Nominations (London, 2008) and subsequent discussions on revisions to the
Operational Guidelines;

AFurther notes the completion of the thematic study on fi H étage Sites of
Astronomy and Archaeoastronomy in the context of the UNESCO World
Heritage Conventiono and progress made on the study on fiwater Heritage
Managemento;

AEncourages States Parties to take into account the recommendations
provided by the Science and Technology Expert Working Group in the context
of World Heritage Nominations (London, 2008), as well as recommendations
developed within the framework of the Thematic Initiative AAstronomy and
World Heritage owhile preparing nominations to the World Heritage List and
requests the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies to
integrate relevant issues into a future expert meeting on criterion (vi);

I ©
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Slide 20

Why are we here?

Decision 35 COM 13 (2011)

Welcomes the offer of the Government of Poland to host an expert
meeting on criterion (vi) in the first quarter of 2012 and _requests

the World Heritage Centre to report on the results of this
meeting to the 36th session of the World Heritage
Committee in 2012;

Decides to establish an open-ended working group on the
Operational Guidelines at the 36th session of the World Heritage
Committee in 2012 to consider the proposals made by Jordan on
paragraph 68 and reflect on other elements of the Operational
Guidelines as may be proposed by other States Parties.

e

Slide 21

Terms of reference

Review the use of the criterion (vi) (Operational Guidelines par. 77) in
particular and in relation to other criteria with regard to the recognition of
associative values since the adoption of the criterion for the World Heritage
Convention in 1977,

Towards better identification of properties of potential Outstanding
Universal Value and preparation of Tentative Lists i examine potential
future use of the criterion (vi) in particular and other criteria for the
recognition of the associative values; including science and technology,
and other intellectual and artistic concepts;

Examine all documents related to the above, especially those presented to
the working group on the revision of the Operational Guidelines in 2010;

Towards sustainable management of World Heritage properties i examining
how intangible values of World Heritage sites can be managed effectively.

i ©
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Slide 22

Operational Guidelines

Review process 2010-2011;

Working Group November 2010;

Adoption of revised Operational Guidelines July

2011 (http://whc.unesco.org/en/quidelines)

Working group on the Operational Guidelines

established for 2012: very specific mandate on

Tentative Lists!

Slide 23

Thank you very much!

Further reading:

WWW.UNnesco.org
whc.unesco.org



http://whc.unesco.org/en/guidelines)
http://www.unesco.org/
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Associative Value World Heritage:

the Evolution of Criterion (vi)

by Judith Herrmann and Christina Cameron,

University of Montreal

This abstract summarizes a presentation made at the international World Heritage expert
meeting on criterion (vi), held in Warsaw, Poland in March 2012. The authors have submitted a

full article for publication in an international journal.

Criterion (vi) is the official criterion to address an associative dimension of cultural heritage as
defined under the World Heritage Convention, that is, of 6 mo n u m graupssof buildings, and
sites 6 (UNESCO 1972: art.l). The paper aims at deconstructing the history and
interpretation of criterion (vi) by tracing the evolution of the ¢ r i t ewolidingnoges time and by
analysing the value statements of a sample of criterion (vi) inscriptions. At the Warsaw meeting,
the authors presented an historic overview of the evolution of criterion (vi), followed by a

guantitative and qualitative analysis of its use by the World Heritage Committee.

The historical overview explained how criterion (vi) evolved over time. From an initial concept
formulated by ICOMOS in 1976 (ICOMOS 1976), the World Heritage Committee has amended
the wording of criterion (vi) by removing references to i ppjgo nand adding Al i v adi
and i a r tandliteiary wo r kThes® changes were made as a result of a comparative study
by then-President of ICOMOS, Michel Parent (UNESCO 1979), and recommendations from the
cultural landscape experts in the early 1990s (UNESCO 1992). A further change was the
inclusion of a restrictive clause to limit the application of this criterion alone to exceptional

circumstances (Cameron and Réssler 2013).

t

onso






