












































































































































































































OUTLlNE OF THE DJSCUSSIONS 

This category was discussed in reference to the notion of. -Heritage Route" which is defined by the . 
World Heritage Committee as being "composed of tangible 
comes from exchanges and a multi-dimensional dialogue across countriEl$8r\<lregions, and that 
illustrate the interaction of movement, along the route, in space and time". It noted that the 
persed nature of natural resources and the irregular and often insular 
in Africa have encouraged thedevelopment and use of such routes. The participants identified many 
potential nominations, such as the Salt routes, the Colonial routes acrossthe;qontinent which linktbe 
Oceans, the Pilgrirnagesroutes. but concluded that in many instances the scientific research and ttle 
identification of physical. evidence were insufficient. It was recalled that so far, UNESCO has launched 
two projects in Africa devoted respectively to the "Slave Route" and the "lron Routes". 

It was noted with concern that not a single ancient roule in Africa had been placed on the World 
Heritage List. This heritage was nevertheless very important because it was a heritage that was both 
past and present and its future presented a challenge. 

The harmony between traditional settlements and their environs was cornerstone of African heritage. 

There was need to conscientise the people and Governments of the Regions to recognise and respect 
traditional architecture, techniques. 

Training programmes for craftspeople, architects and local authorities would help preserve this 
endangered heritage. 

There was a symbiotic relationship between ethnosystem and the ecosystem: reinforcing the 
ecosystem and placing emphasis on traditional methods of doing so would result in a stronger 
ethnosystem. Thorough research was needed. 
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PRESENTATION OF THE WORKING GROUPS 

The evening of 12 October and part of the following day were devoted to practical study of the 
Convention ;andthe Ooerational Gyidelinesbyfive working groups,each otwhich examined one of 
the themes of the meeting .. These sessions yielded ,a real learning experience for each group. 
Working with the help of an international expert or member of the Secretariat,the African experts 
anl:llysed the cultural criteria as well as thOse pertaining to the notion of authenticity found in the 
Operational Guidelines. the notions of "cultural landscape" as well as "cultural itineraries" and techni­
cal heritage, As a practical exercise, they drafted sets of "tentative lists" in order to ascertain whether 
the ConventiOn and the Operational Guidelines were in a position to take adequate account olthe 
African cultural heritage. Many ideas and concrete proposals were put forward on this occassion. 
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APPENDIX I 

After assessing the cultural properties currently on the World Heritage List in Sub-Saharan Africa, the 
group noted severalgaps.TI!ese,were: 

There are Il() sites representing th9 period between the Earlier Stone Age and the end of the 
Early IronAge(250 000-1000 BP). Even some of the world famous early hominid sites are not 
represented . e.g.· Laitoli 

No rock art site from Africa was listed despite its richness in this type of archaeological 
heritage. 

There were no cultural landscapes or sites with specified religious significance. This might be 
due to the bias in the operational guidelines. 

There was alsO a noticeable absence of shipwreck sites despite the well-known voyages 
around Africa before the seventeenth century. 

To address some oftha imbalance, a list of potential sites was then made. Each country present 
selected one example. Each site was· described and evaluated for its potential as a World Heritage 
Site. The sites chosen would not necessarily be selected by the states' parly as a process of 
consultation will have to be .loIIOwed at a national leveL 

The sites selected lor the exercise were 

1: Manyikeni: This site in Mozambique was selected as an example of a late Iron Age coastal 
trading station. It is a Dzimbabwe- type site with current spiritual significance. 

2: Dziwa (Nyanga):The site located in Zimbabwe, was proposed as a cultural landscape. 

3: Matopos: Another site in Zimbabwe was suggested for its cultural as well as natural landscape. 

4: Apollo: A rock art shelter in Namibia was suggested for its scientific importance. This is the oldest 
dated rock art site· in Africa. 

5: Klasles River Cave: This site in South Africa was suggested for its scientific importance. It was a 
long sequence of archaeological occupation. The oldest fossil of anatomically modem humans in the 
world was found here. 

The group recommended that a coordination meeting be organized to select the best samples of rock 
art and harmonize the national tentative lists in a sub-regional framework. Foreign expertise could be 
requested for this purpose. 
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WORKING GROUp ON HUMAN SETTLEMENTS 

The group first ensured that everyone understood the criteria in the guidelines (section 24) and the 
recent modifications. The group also considered the main reasons why few African sites are on the 
World Heritage List. It was felt that govemment awareness of heritage conservation was low. It was 
suggested that an awareness campaign should be undertaken at different levels, both local and 
national. 

The criteria in section 24 were reviewed and examples of sites then suggested by the group. 
However, the group still felt that the criteria used implies a monumentaliastic conception of heritage. 

The group noted that under criteria 24 (11), Sllch large urban settlements like Kilwa, Lamu, The Castle 
in Cape Town, and the old town of Zanzibar should be considered for listing. 

Considering 24 (III), there was a possibility of including the living heritage. Possible sites under this 
were listed as follows: 

1: Pedi settlements on the highvield in South Africa. 
2: Stilt houses in Zaire and Benin. 
3: The town of Serowe in Botswana 
4: Matopo hills in Zimbabwe. 
5: Chinamora caves in Zimbabwe 
6: Kalambo falls in Zambia for its archaeological and living traditions heritage. 
7: Mwela rocks, Zambia. 

For criteria 24(IV) The following were suggested 

1: Cape Dutch homesteads and vineyards. 

2: Pygmy impermanent architecture 

3: Terraced landscape of the Venda in South Africa 
It was noted that criteria 24(V) was applicable to African sites and living traditions although it tended 
to overlap with (IV) and (II). Criterion 24 (VI) opened new possibilities of including beliefs and spiritual 
heritage on to the list. Examples of possible sites were Dag Hammersjoeld crash site (1962) and 
Robben Island. 

The group considered three examples for possible listing and these were: 

1: Mbanza Kongo ,in Angola 

This was a 13th century capital of the Congo kingdom; the town was the point of contact between the 
Portuguese and indigenous people. The site was of significance to four countries; Gabon, Angola, 
Zaire, and Congo. It was connected to'the slave trade. This site would qualify by satisfying criteria iii, 
iv and vi of section 24 of the Operational Guidelines 

2: Robben Island 

This site was universally important and could be listed using criteria (vi) . The place iswell known for 
its association with the struggle for human rights and freedom. Although not protected by the national 
legislation, steps were under way to do so. 

3: Cameroon Grasslands 

The site satisfied criteria (iii), (iv) and (vi) of the section 24 of the Operatjonal Guidelines, The site is 
significant for its architecture, archaeology, and living traditions. 
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WORKING GROUP ON RELIGIOUS AND SPIRITUAL HERITAGE 

The group felt that the current wording of the Convention and criteria listed in section 24 of the 
Operational Guidelines, does not make adequate provision for the inclusion of the religious and 
spiritual heritage. The group then defined the religious and spiritual heritage as: 

Sites or structures which had been built intentionally for worship or ritual purposes e.g.shrines, 
stone cairns, tombs or enclosures 

Existing sites or structures which had, through association with an event or person or belief, 
acquired a religious or spiritual significance. e.g. Robben Island 

Intangible aspects such as trance, rituals, ceremonies, rights of passage and taboos; Natural 
features and landscapes e.g. Mountains, lakes and pools, individuals and groups of trees, 
forests, rocks, termite hills etc. 

In this third case, the link between cultural and natural aspects of the sites have to be more 
explicited than in the Convention and provision has to be made for cases where a ritual 
behaviour is to be respected in natural/sacred areas. 

The concept of associated cultural landscape has to be enlarged to include sacred treeS and 
their surrounding area, as already accepted by the Committee for volcanos or big rocks, 
because the definition of "monuments" in the World Heritage Convention refers only to 
man-built constructions. 

On the basis of the above definitions the group identified possible sites for inscribing on to the List. 
These sites were: 

• 

• 

• 

The sites associated with Lowe the mythical figure of the Tswana communities of Botswana. 
The sites are associated with big holes and· engravings on sandstone rocks; 

The Matopo hills in Zimbabwe which are associated with rain-making ceremonies. The site 
is not only significant to Zimbabwe but also to the people of Northern Botswana and Transvaal 
region of South Africa; 

Robben Island in South Africa which has universal spiritual significance as a symbol of 
freedom, democracy, human rights and the collective world victory over oppression and 
racism; 

• The nine major Kaya's in Kenya which are a symbol of identity for the Mijikenda people and 
associated with various rituals and spiritual beliefs; 

• Lake Victoria which has spiritual associations for the peoples of Kenya, Tanzania and Uganda. 
It .is also the source of the river Nile the mother of many African civilizations; 

• The Boabab tree (species) which has a range of spiritual and religious associations in Kenya 
and other countries in Africa; and 

• The complex of royal tombs and funeral tree enclosures associated with the sacred 
monarchies of Burundi. 

The group recommended that: 

1) The concept of the religious and spiritual heritage be included in the criteria to the Convention, in 
its own right and not merely as a subset of "living traditions, ideas and beliefs", in order to recognize 
and accommodate the central role of this heritage in African society and life; 
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2) In considering religious and spiritual sites for inscription on the World Heritage list, the parameters 
around such sites must be broad enough to include those places/areas from where behaviour changes 
and the ritual activity or spiritual experience starts. This will help to include pathways, gateways and 
areas of different levels of sacredness. For the integrity of the site a a buffer zone must be included 
in the protected area. 

3) In identifying and nominating religious and spiritual sites for inscription on the World Heritage list, 
member states should co-operate regionally. 
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WORKING GROUP ON TRADITIONAL KNOW HOW AND TECHNICAL HERITAGE 

The group submittecJ the following as possible candidates for Listing: 

1: Kasungu: Iron Smelting Fumaces 
The iron smelting furnace, is located in Kasungu National Park in Kasungu District; this is the only 
surviving original traditional iron smelting furnace in Malawi. The furnace is intact and well preserved. 
It is an example of the iron working tradition of Kasungu District. Although the people no longer prac­
tise this traditional technique of making iron, the old furnace has been preserved through collaborative 
efforts between ,Departments of Wildlife and National Parks and Museums and Antiquities. The two 
departments insured the integrity and authenticity of the site. It was felt that it could be inscribed by 
using Criteria a(iii) of the Operational GYidelines. 

2: Rope Bridge over Rukuru River: 
The suspension rope bridge over South Rukuru river in Rumphi district in Malawi is a unique piece of 
traditional engineering and craftsmanship preserved by the local community for many generations. 
The bridge is constructed using local materials such as bamboo and rope. The bridge is usecJ by the 
local community and the skills to maintain it have been passed on from one generation to another. It 
was felt the bridge met criteria a(i),(ii) (vi) and b (I) of the Operational Gyidelines; 

3: Salt Making in Chireya 
This is an area located in the North West of Zimbabwe. Here the Shangwe women still make salt in a 
traditional manner. They still employ traditional skills, equipment and follow traditional details. The area 
satisfies criteria a (iii) and (vi). It is the only example of traditional techniques and is respected by the 
people in the area. In all other parts of the country the traditional salt making technique have long been 
forgotten. 

108 



WORKING GROUp ON CULTURAL ITINERARIES AND EXCHANGE ROUTES 

It was noted that the sub"region had a number of possible sites and towns of this category. EXamples 
of town sites included Luanda, Benguela, on the west Coast; Mombasa, ~nzibar, BagamOy~~/~ilwa, 
Kisiwani, Sofala and Maputo on the East coast;~nd Cape Town in South Africa. In the !nte~aresuch 
sites like Bagamoyo; Danamombe, Khami andKhuru~ni. These formed nodes throll~h~K:htrade 
and cultural exchanges took place. The group noted the difficulty in tracing,these~pha:llg~rputes 
given the rather limited knowledge available at present However, countries like Angola'hadall'ri8d out 
research in the areas and these could be used as a model for other countries. ResearchJI'I'tne area 
would help to reconstruct the map and details on the nature of exchange in the regioll.'ln.Vi~wof this 
the group recommended that: '-;;> 

" 
• 

• 

UNE~CO, in collaboration with member stat~s of the sub-region, initiate, deverJj:>.a~lund a 
sub-regional Project to study Trade Routes in the area. A small group of e~rts should be 
constituted to work on the project '" ~', 

State Parties should embark on an identification programme of monuments~tjtes~cjJltural 
landscapes which mark important exchange routes . Some sites recom'!lE!ode<t,.for~listing 
were: Luanda and Benguela (on the West Coast); Zanzibar,Kilwa,Kush."ani;Sqf~la and 
Maputo(on the East Coast): Cape Town in South Africa. Interior sites like Khurlln;ani and 
Bagamoyo formed roads for thet&Sde and culture exchanges. ' ;. 
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OUDVAI SITE, TANZANIA. 

MAPUNGUMBWE, SOUTH AFRICA. 
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APPENDlxn 

Recommendations 

At the close of the meeting, the experts: 

1) Recognised and underlined the considerable richness and diversity of the African cultural heritage, 
and in particular its archaeological, technical and spiritual aspects, as well as its human settlements, 
cultural itineraries and exchange routes. 

2) Endorsed the Recommendation No- 83 (para 6) of Audience Africa (UNESCO Headquarters, 6-10 
February 1995) which calls on national science authorities and national, regional and international 
scientific bodies to identify, study, protect and make known the archaeological, architectural, technical 
and spiritual components of the African cultural heritage. 

3) Observed that the African cultural heritage, despite its importance, is still today heavily under­
represented on the World Heritage List. This situation undermines the stated purpose of the List which 
is the identification and faithful representation in all its aspects of the heritage of humanity. 

4) Considered that this situation stems in particular from the excessive importance given until now to 
a "monumentalist" conception of the cultural heritage, to a too strict separation between culture and 
nature and to an Eurocentric application of the criteria of authenticity in the implementation of the 
Convention and, as a result, request the Committee to take these points into account. 

5) Therefore fully endorsed the recommendations of the expert meeting at UNESCO (20-22 June 
1994) to define a Global Strategy to improve the representativity of the World Heritage List and which 
were approved by the World Heritage Committee at its 18th session in December 1994. In particular, 
they supported the anthropological and global approach recommended, as well as the request that 
special attention be paid to the heritage of living cultures. 

6) Considered that the emergence in the Convention of innovative concepts such as cultural land­
scapes does justice to the African situation where natural and cultural values are closely intertwined 
at various scales, from large ensembles to isolated elements. 

7) Noted that the newly adopted notion of cultural itineraries and exchange routes should be 
considered an important step in the direction of well-balanced representation of the African heritage 
on the World Heritage List. 

8) Equally noted that the Nara Document on authenticity, which takes into account the traditions and 
the know-how of living cultures in different regions of the world, correct to a certain extent the 
misrepresentation referred to point 4. 

9) Called upon the States of the Africa region not yet Parties to the World Heritage Convention to ratify 
it, and the States Parties to prepare their tentative lists of cultural properties whose universal and 
outstanding value could be recognised. 

10) Expressed the wish that a follow-up meeting be held in Zimbabwe in July 1996 to co-ordinate these 
tentative lists on a sub-regional basis 

11) Urged the World Heritage Centre to provide preparatory assistance to the afore-mentioned 
meeting and facilitate the elaboration of tentative list and nominations by providing documentation and 
expertise. 

12) Recommended to the World Heritage Committee that cultural criteria (vi), mentioned in para 24 of 
the Operational Guidelines, be made more explicit as to cover more specific sites of religious and 
spiritual significance. 
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13) Finally, thanked the World Heritage Committee for having taken the initiative of the Global Strategy 
meeting and expressed the hope that other meetings of this kind will be organised in other African sub­
regions, in order to achieve a balanced representation on the World Heritage List of the heritage of 
Africa. 
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