
- challenges and benefits 

Periodic Reporting exercise 2012-13 



Cultural: 

World Heritage in Denmark 

Jelling Mounds, Runic Stones and Church 
(1994) 



Cultural: 

World Heritage in Denmark 

Roskilde Cathedral  (1995) 



Cultural: 

World Heritage in Denmark 

Kronborg Castle (2000) 



Natural: 

World Heritage in Denmark 

Ilulissat Icefjord, Greenland (2004) 



Coordinating the exercise 

Workshop with the site managers 06.11.2012 
• Nordic World Heritage Foundation 
• Road map (from the Reykjavik-meeting October 2011) 
• Working with filling in the forms 

First national deadline, Section II: 01.03.2013 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
MY FIRST PR!Greenland participating on SkypeNWHF Introduction to PR, Section II purpose, experiences from the African second cycle, when to expect “the result” + practical: avoiding to get “kicked off” the connection, save: F5Road map was very useful and a good tool in order to explain the whole processThe practical part of the meeting Participants should bring a computer + have tried to log in in advanceMainly “why can’t I log in”, “how to do this and that” and not very deep into “what do they mean by saying…”



Coordinating the exercise 

Workshop with the site managers 06.11.2012 
• Nordic World Heritage Foundation 
• Road map (Reykjavik October 2011) 
• Working with filling in the forms 

First national deadline, Section II: 01.03.2013 
Comments – discussions – adjustments 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Comments – reading through the section II schemes – mail + telephone



Coordinating the exercise 

Workshop with the site managers 06.11.2012 
• Nordic World Heritage Foundation 
• Road map (Reykjavik October 2011) 
• Working with filling in the forms 

First national deadline, Section II: 01.03.2013 
Comments – discussions – adjustments 
Sending % filled-status from time to time 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Skift hurtigt



Presenter
Presentation Notes
”Competition”



Coordinating the exercise 

Workshop with the site managers 06.11.2012 
• Nordic World Heritage Foundation 
• Road map (Reykjavik October 2011) 
• Working with filling in the forms 

First national deadline, Section II: 01.03.2013 
Comments – discussions – adjustments 
Sending % filled-status from time to time 
Second deadline for Section II: 15. June 2013 



Submission  



Done! – and then what? 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
As we have only four WH Sites in Denmark is was possible for me to copy-paste some of the answers from the word-files and bring them together in order to see if there was specific similar problems/tasks ahead or gaps to be filled.This slide shows the main issues to be addressed (highlighted in red) – as far as I see it from my makeshift statistics



Done! – and then what? 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Everybody’s positive/very positiveWe’re looking forward to receiving the PR-files in order to plan for the next couple of years. We are a part of the Nordic-Baltic Pilot project on ST+WH – so we will mainly be working with that subjectWe can see, that there is a special need for education, information and awareness building. Some bufferzones need to be submitted as Minor boundary modifications



Difficulties …. 

• Site managers with very different background 
• Some concepts were difficult to understand in 

the national context 
• Which scale to answer in relation to? 
• On what basis is the answer given? 
• Same questions being asked multiple times 
• Too many questions ….. for everybody 
• Why? For whose sake? 

 
 
 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Concepts like national/provincial/state/local governmentScale: global/group A/national? If Roskilde Cathedral find they have problems with humidity – that might not be considered a major problem in a more global contextBasis: often just a feeling – not based on scientific surveysQuestions were sometimes experienced as going in circlesToo many questions – you can’t answer them all at one time – and when you return to the questionnaire you have forgotten what/why you answered as you did last time. Information overload. Amount of information needs to be shortened.Also a task for the center to deal with all this information….WHY – in order to benefit from PR - the state parties and the sites need to be able to start working with the results and processing the data shortly after the submission



- and benefits  

PR was a good and positive process for everyone 
• Site managers 

– Rising awareness/new angles 
– Take a position on something you don’t usually 

think about 
– Awareness of the lack of monitoring 

• State party 
– Forced to think of WH in a broader national 

context 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Ilulissat was surprised by the distribution of fundsState party: Questions about Services for Protection, Conservation and Presentation – Universities/Museums/Conservation institutesWe are not used to see WH in a larger national perspective – we tend to look at it as an isolated pillar and as a topic in itself. 



Towards the next PR 

• Our national coordination of the next PR 
– 2 meetings with the site manager instead of 1 

1. How to do it 
2. Discussing concepts and words/sharing experiences 

• The PR questionnaires 
– Reducing the number of questions 
– Opportunity to elaborate on the answers 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
When we talked about the experience with the PR at a meeting some four weeks ago – people didn’t remember why they had answered the way they did – and were to some extend surprised by their own answers…. This is crucial – in a negative way - to the quality of the result of the exerciseReducing the number of questions or splitting them into different exercises might increase the quality of the answers.The Nordic-Baltic pilot project aims to improve the questions concerning tourism and sustainability Providing an opportunity to elaborate on the answers might be useful on the local and/or national level.



Thank you! 
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