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FOREWORD

This publication is a compilation of the keynote speech, eight presentations, and panel discussions from the
international conference, ‘World Cultural Heritage and Authenticity’, held as a project commissioned by the
Agency for Cultural Affairs, the Government of Japan (ACA), in 2024. The conference was co-organised by ACA,
the Cultural Heritage Protection Cooperation Office, Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO (ACCU Nara), and
the World Heritage Institute of Training and Research for the Asia and the Pacific Region under the auspices of
UNESCO (WHITRAP Shanghai).

The conference was held for three days, from 17-19 December 2024, at venues in Nara Prefecture. It began with
a visit to the Horyu-ji Temple World Heritage Site to observe heritage management practices firsthand. The
remaining two days featured expert presentations and discussions at the Nara Prefectural Convention Centre.
Nineteen experts from nine countries (ten from eight overseas countries and nine from Japan) participated, both

in person and online. The conference was livestreamed, attracting 224 online observers from 25 countries.

This conference was planned as the 30th anniversary of the Nara Conference on Authenticity (hereinafter referred
to as the Nara Conference) in 1994. It aimed to address the needs of both experienced professionals and younger
experts in World Heritage management, focusing on the historical context of the Nara Document on Authenticity

and ongoing relevance of the term ‘authenticity’ to the management and conservation of World Heritage sites.

Participants included key figures from the 1994 Nara Conference as well as experts working at the front line
of current World Heritage practice. Christina Cameron, Masuda Kanefusa, Ueno Kunikazu, Motonaka Makoto,
and Inaba Nobuko all attended the 1994 conference. Prof. Cameron played an important role in planning the
conference, drafting the Nara Document on Authenticity, and supporting Herb Stovel, the key person of the Nara
Conference on Authenticity. Dr Masuda served as Herb Stovel's Japanese counterpart. Mr Motonaka and Prof.
Inaba were members of the secretariat from the Japanese Government. Prof. Ueno participated as a national

researcher. Mr Motonaka and Prof. Inaba also contributed to the planning of this year’s conference.

Speakers addressed the current challenges of applying the concept of authenticity in the World Heritage context.
Kristal Buckley presented a perspective from the ICOMOS review of nominations for new World Heritage
Sites, Gamini Wijesuriya offered a perspective from ICCROM, and Rohit Jigyasu focused on disaster recovery,
presenting on the challenges of authenticity. The second session featured experts working in the disaster
recovery of important cultural heritage sites and monuments, in Japan and other countries, and generated

valuable discussion points.

This conference provided a unique opportunity to revisit the 1994 Nara Conference, reflecting on its history,
impact, and lasting legacy, while also grappling with contemporary challenges related to the use and application
of the word “authenticity”. It is our hope that the conference's results will facilitate future discussions among

World Heritage professionals and ultimately yield beneficial and meaningful results.

Cultural Heritage Protection Cooperation Office,
Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO (ACCU Nara)
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OPENING REMARKS

Good morning, everyone. | am Shin’ichiro
Yamashita, Councillor on Cultural Properties for
Japan’s Agency for Cultural Affairs. As a member of
the organisers of today’s international conference, |

would like to share a few words with you.

| extend my heartfelt appreciation to the many
experts who have gathered here today from across
Japan and the world. | also warmly thank the
members of the relevant organisations who worked

hard to make this gathering possible.

Affairs
cooperation in the protection of cultural heritage in

The Agency for Cultural promotes
the Asia-Pacific region by carrying out programmes
for training human resources in this field in each
country. One of the ways we do this is to host
international conferences that provide participants
with the opportunity to share diverse challenges
through presentations on cultural heritage case
examples from their countries, and to explore

possible solutions through exchanges of opinions.

The theme of this conference is “World Cultural
Heritage and Authenticity.”

In today’s programme, experts who attended the
1994 Nara Conference on Authenticity in Relation to
the World Heritage Convention will help us revisit the
background and purpose of the drafting of the Nara
Document. We will also discuss how efforts to protect
cultural heritage have evolved over the ensuing years,

and the challenges that have been faced.

On day two, we will turn our focus to post-disaster
recovery of important historic sites and built heritage.
Here, we will discuss authenticity from a broad
perspective as we look at what forms of cultural
heritage value were given top priority in various
countries, and listen to local case examples of the
process behind such decision making.

We hope that these two days of discussion will be
an opportunity for Japan to present its extensive
insights and case examples as a disaster-prone
country, and for everyone to share information on
their own country’s theory and practices surrounding
authenticity.

Another aim of this conference is to help advance
talent development in the field of cultural heritage
protection and further enhance networking among
professionals.

| would like to close out my remarks by offering my
best wishes for your health and happiness.

YAMASHITA Shin’ichiro
Councillor for Cultural Properties
Agency for Cultural Affairs, Government of Japan
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OPENING REMARKS

Hello, everyone. | would like to address you on
behalf of one of the organisers of this international
the Cultural
Cooperation Office of the Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre
for UNESCO.

conference, Heritage Promotion

The ACCU hosts international conferences every
year to provide opportunities for experts in Japan
and around the world to exchange opinions with
one another. As you know, this year marks the 30th
anniversary of the Nara Conference on Authenticity
in Relation to the World Heritage Convention, which
was held in here in Nara. In this year’s conference,
we will pursue deeper discussion under the theme
of “World Cultural Heritage and Authenticity.” For
the first day, | would like for us to shed light on the
circumstances surrounding the adoption of the Nara
Document. On the second day, let us discuss how
to perceive authenticity as a measuring stick for
assessing the value of cultural assets in the context of

disaster recovery.

The Japan Consortium for International Cooperation
in Cultural Heritage and ICOMOS Japan have held or
plan to hold symposia and other events related to the
3oth anniversary of the Nara

Conference and Nara Document, and our organisation
hopes to work side by side with them to tackle the
challenges faced.

We would like to thank the speakers who have come
to Japan from afar and those from across Japan, as
well as the observers who have joined us on site.
We also thank everyone watching online. We look

forward to very lively discussions with all of you.

And, we at the ACCU are very pleased to host such an
international conference as this in the milestone year
of our 25th anniversary.

Lastly, we extend our deepest appreciation to our
fellow organisers, the Agency for Cultural Affairs
of Japan and WHITRAP Shanghai, as well as the
organisations and individuals who assisted in the
hosting of this conference. We also sincerely thank
Horyu-ji Temple for facilitating yesterday’s tour, and
the Cultural Property Preservation Office of Nara
Prefecture and the Nara National Research Institute
for Cultural Properties for providing lecturers.

Thank you very much.

MORIMOTO Susumu

Director

Cultural Heritage Protection Cooperation Office,
Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO
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OPENING REMARKS

Dear Mr. YAMASHITA Shin'ichiro, Dear Mr. MORIMOTO
Susumu, Dear Ms. Aruna Francesca Maria GUJRAL, Dear Mr.
EJIMA Yusuke, Distinguished guests, dear colleagues, and
friends: Good morning!

I’m SHAO Yong, director of WHITRAP Shanghai. WHITRAP,
the full name is World Heritage Institute of Training and
Research for the Asia and the Pacific Region under the
auspices of UNESCO. WHITRAP is a UNESCO Category 2
center established in 2008. Our mandates are to strengthen
the implementation of World Heritage Convention in
Asia and the Pacific region, through training, research,
dissemination of information and network building.

WHITRAP Shanghai has long cooperation with ACCU Nara
since 2010. We organize international meetings, introduce
and exchange experts in the region, for we embrace the
same goals, protecting and conserving cultural heritage.
Today, we are truly pleasure to enhance our collaboration
this time through the momentous international conference
on "World Cultural Heritage and Authenticity," as it marks
an important 30-year milestone of the Nara Document.

Thirty years ago, a significant step was taken in the
recognition and preservation of cultural heritage with a
focus on authenticity. In 1994, the Nara Conference on
Authenticity in Relation to the World Heritage Convention
was held, and the Nara Document on Authenticity was
adopted. It was one of the first international documents
represented the voice from the Asia and the Pacific region.
And it continues to significantly influence the field of
cultural heritage protection three decades later.

When | was pursuing my master's and doctoral degrees at
the Tongji University in the 1990's, | myself learned about
this very unique term from my supervisor, Prof. Ruan Yisan,
and my senior fellow disciple, Prof. Zhang Song (whose PhD
supervisor was Prof. Yukio Nishimura of the University of
Tokyo).

Then there was a lot of discussion in China about whether
to translate it as FLSPE or JRELME . It is not just about the
translation of a word, but also about the concepts, and
methods of the word expressed. We found that different
understandings lead to very different working methods and
results. All these discussions are very meaningful.

Cultural heritage is not just a relic of the past; it is a living
testament to the ingenuity, creativity, and resilience of
humanity. It represents our shared history, our diverse
cultures, and our common identity. Authenticity is the
essence that gives these treasures their true meaning and
worth. Taking the opportunity of the 3o0th anniversary of

Nara Document, it is worth to gather here again to review
the objectives of the creators of the Nara Document, and
to provide a platform for participants to share insights on
what has been accomplished and what challenges remain.

In recent times, we have faced numerous challenges, and
none perhaps as daunting as the post-disaster recovery
process. Disasters, whether natural or man-made, can
wreak havoc on our cultural heritage, leaving behind a trail
of destruction.

In such times, the challenge of maintaining authenticity
becomes even more crucial. When a disaster strikes, our
first instinct is often to rebuild and restore as quickly as
possible.

This requires a delicate balance between the need for rapid
recovery and the commitment to maintaining authenticity.

We need to draw on the knowledge and expertise of
archaeologists, historians, architects, and conservationists
to ensure that our recovery efforts are guided by principles
of authenticity. And during the post-disaster recovery
process, communities also play a vital role. They are the
custodians of cultural heritage and their participation and
engagement are essential. We must listen to their voices,
respect their traditions, and involve them in the decision-
making process.

This conference provides us with a unique opportunity to
cometogetherand discuss the challenges and opportunities
in preserving authenticity during the post-disaster recovery
process. We have brought together experts from around
the world who will share their experiences, insights, and
best practices. And to exchange ideas, learn from each
other, and collaborate on finding solutions.

In conclusion, | would like to thank all of you for your
participation and contribution to this conference. Let us
commit ourselves to ensuring that our cultural heritage
remains authentic and vibrant for generations to come.

| wish this meeting a complete success.

Thank you.

SHAO Yong

Director

World Heritage Institute of Training and
Research for the Asia and the Pacific Region
under the auspices of UNESCO
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OPENING REMARKS

Your Excellencies distinguish guests.

It is a great pleasure and a profound honor for me
to give my welcome address as we open the 2024
International Conference theme Cultural Heritage
and Authenticity, examining the challenges of post

disaster recovery.

This conference marks the 30th anniversary of the
Naradocument onAuthenticity, an essential reference
which has influenced conservation principles and
practices, especially within the framework of the
World Heritage Convention. 3 Decades on, it remains
a cornerstone for heritage professionals worldwide.

Discussions around it reaffirm the critical importance
of authenticity in the study and conservation of
cultural heritage, emphasizing not only the material
aspects but also the essential dimensions of
craftsmanship and underscoring the significance of
living heritage in diverse cultural context.

At The Chrome, we are inspired by our pioneering
work in this field.

Today, we remain committed to advancing the study
and practical application of these principles across
diverse cultural contest, as well as deepening the
international dialogue.

By doing so, we can identify and share best
practices that will benefit heritage conservation
efforts globally.

Distinguished guests, allow me to express my heart
and gratitude to the organizers of this conference.

Indeed, | deeply value the enduring and fruitful
partnership with the Agency for Cultural Affairs of
the Government of Japan, the Asia Pacific Cultural
Center for UNESCO, and the World Heritage Institute
of Training and Research for the Asia Pacific Region
under the species of UNESCO. To our joint efforts, we
deliver specialized training programs that enhance
the capacities of hundreds of heritage practitioners
from across the globe.

Additionally, book and chose TEKPA support,
including the provision of second staff since 2000
has significantly enriched the knowledge exchanged
between our two organizations, a collaboration |
hold in the highest regard. As we look to the future,
I am confident that our partnership will continue to
flourish, unlocking new opportunities for an even
more strategic and programmatic cooperation.

I wish you all a very productive and insightful
gathering and I look forward to the outcomes of your

discussion.

Thank you.

Aruna Francesca Maria GUJRAL
Director-General

International Centre for the Study of
the Presentation and Restoration of
Cultural Property (ICCROM)
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OPENING REMARKS

Good morning, everyone. | am Yusuke EJIMA,
seconded to ICCROM from the Agency for Cultural
Affairs, Japanese Goverment. With the opening
remarks by ICCROM Director-General addresses
you, | would like to provide a brief overview of the

organisation’s mandate and activities.

ICCROM is an intergovernmental organisation
currently made up of 138 member states. Japan
joined in 1967.

ICCROM seeks to promote conservation of cultural
heritage in all its forms everywhere around the
world. To accomplish that mission, ICCROM provides
guidance, advice, training, information, and other
support. Now | would like to present the flagship
programmes currently run by ICCROM.

The first is the FAR programme for addressing
challenges in times of crisis, including climate
change and conflict. Next is a world heritage talent
development programme. This includes activities
such as publishing toolkits and providing training
based on them.

We also have regionally focused activities. One
example is ICCROM’s sole regional office for serving
the Arab Region, which is located in Sharjah in the
UAE. ICCROM also operates a programme targeted
at youths in Africa. Let’s now look at prospective

activities, some of which are already in motion.

We are looking to carry out projects aimed at Latin
America and the Caribbean, sustainability and
built heritage, sustaining digital heritage, and the
collections of art and other museums.

Lastly, | would like to finish with a look at our efforts
to share with the world the insights that we have

gained through our diverse activities.

These are the major training initiatives that we

currently implement. The programmes in Japan

consist of ACCU’s courses on wooden structures and
archaeology, a course on Japanese paper conducted
by the Tokyo National Research Institute for Cultural
Properties, and a course run by Ritsumeikan
University’s Institute of Disaster Mitigation for Urban
Cultural Heritage.

Also, ICCROM pursues research in collaboration
with many different experts and professional
organisations. The ICCROM Library has more than
135,000 references in over 72 languages, and runs
a popular service that provides free delivery of

documents.

The ICCROM Archives digitises the collections and
records it has amassed, and publishes the data on its
website.

RE-ORG organises gatherings at local museums in
which curators and other professionals join together
for exchange of opinions.

ICCROM stands alongside the IUCN and ICOMOS as
one of UNESCO’s advisory bodies. In this capacity
it shares with local stakeholders the insights it has
amassed through its world heritage protection
activities.

This completes my very simple rundown of ICCOM’s
activities. | will be on site today and tomorrow, so
please feel free to ask me any questions you may
have. Thank you.

EJIMA Yusuke

Project Manager

International Centre for the Study of the
Preservation and Restoration of Cultural Property
(ICCROM)
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PARTICIPANTS

Coodinator:

® INABA Nobuko

Emeritus Professor
University of Tsukuba, JAPAN

Trained as a conservation architect and architectural historian, Dr Inaba received her doctoral degree from the
Tokyo Institute of Technology. She gained practical knowledge and experience on heritage policy-development
and management while serving in the Japanese government’s Agency for Cultural Affairs and its affiliated
research institute from 1991 to 2008, including the period from 2000 to 2002 while she worked for ICCROM,
seconded by Japan. From 2008 to 2020, she held the position of Professor of World Heritage Studies at the
University of Tsukuba. Continuing her domestic and international advisory role in heritage conservation, she is
now Professor Emeritus at the University of Tsukuba and a Visiting Professor at the Open University of Japan.
She is also a Special Advisor to the Director-General of ICCROM.
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Keynote Speaker:
- Christina CAMERON

Emeritus Professor
University of Montreal, CANADA

Christina Cameron held the Canada Research Chair in Built Heritage at the University of Montreal from 2005 to
2019 where she directed a research program on heritage conservation. She previously served as a heritage
executive with Parks Canada for more than thirty-five years. She has worked with the World Heritage
Convention since 1987, chairing the Committee in 1990 and 2008. In 2013, she co-authored the book Many
Voices, One Vision: the early years of the World Heritage Convention. With Nobuko Inaba, she published an
article on The Making of the Nara Document on Authenticity.
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Presenters:
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Gamini WIJESURIYA (Sri Lanka)

Special Advisor to the Director
WHITRAP Shanghai

Dr Gamini Wijesuriya is an architect, archaeologist, and globally recognized heritage management specialist
with over 45 years of experience. A recipient of the prestigious ICCROM Award, he is well known for his
contributions to World Heritage, living heritage, and people-centered approaches to Conservation. He has
served as Director of Conservation of the Sri Lankan government, a staff member at ICCROM, Rome, Italy, and
President of ICOMOS Sri Lanka. Currently, he is a Special Advisor to the Director of WHITRAP Shanghai, and a
UNESCO Facilitator for the Intangible Cultural Heritage Convention. Dr Wijesuriya has been a teacher at ACCU
Nara since 2000. He also edited the influential book Revisiting Authenticity in the Asian Context.
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Kristal BUCKLEY (Australia)

Honorary Fellow
: g Deakin University
. Former Vice-President of ICOMOS

Kristal BUCKLEY AM is an Honorary Fellow at Deakin University and a member of the Australian Heritage
Council. She lives and works on the Country of the Wurundjeri people in Naarm/Melbourne, Australia. Kristal is a
heritage specialist and researcher who has worked in cultural heritage roles in academia, government,
community and consulting, and works as an ICOMOS World Heritage Advisor. Her research focuses on World
Heritage and Australian and international heritage practices.
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Rohit JIGYASU (India- Italy)

Programme Manager

Sustainable Urban and Built Heritage Conservation, Disaster and Climate Risk
Management and Post-Crisis Recovery

ICCROM

Rohit Jigyasu is a conservation architect and risk management professional from India, currently working at
ICCROM as Programme Manager on sustainable urban and built Heritage conservation, disaster and climate risk
management & post crisis recovery. Rohit served as UNESCO Chair holder professor at the Institute for Disaster
Mitigation of Urban Cultural Heritage at Ritsumeikan University, Kyoto, Japan from 2010 to 2018. He has also
contributed to ICOMOS in various capacities Since 2002, Rohit has been working with several national and
international organizations for consultancy, research and training on Disaster Risk Management and climate
action for Cultural Heritage. He has also authored several publications..
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MOTONAKA Makoto (Japan)

Director General
Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties
Independent Administrative Institution National Institutes for Cultural Heritage

After working at the Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties, he was involved in the registration
of Places of Scenic Beauty and World Heritage sites as Senior Cultural Property Specialist of the Agency for
Cultural Affairs, Government of Japan and Cabinet Counsellor of the Cabinet Secretariat. 2021-present. He
specialises in landscape architecture and landscape studies.
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Eric PALLOT (France)

Chief Architect of Historic Monuments
President (Architect)
ICOMOS France

A former liberal architect and then architect of Batiments de France, Eric Pallot has been Chief Architect of
Historic Monuments since 1991. In 2012, he was appointed Inspector General of Historic Monuments. A teacher
at the Ecole de Chaillot, he has also taught occasionally at heritage schools in Lebanon, Syria, Cambodia and in
various national training centres. More recently, Eric Pallot has been a member of the UNESCO working group
for the conservation and development of the Angkor temples in Cambodia as an expert, as well as President of
the Monitoring Committee of the Climates of Bourgogne from 2017 to 2021. Among his main projects as Chief
Architect of Historic Monuments are the restorations of the Abbaye de Brou, the Palais de Compiégne and the
Musée des Beaux-Arts in Dijon. He has been ICOMOS France Président since 2020.
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KOU Huaiyun (China)

Associate Professor
College of Architecture and Urban Planning, Tongji University
WHITRAP Shanghai

Kou Huaiyun is an Associate Professor at Tongji University and a National Registered Urban Planner of China.
She has a Master's and a Bachelor's degree in Landscape Architecture from Tongji University and a PhD in
Cultural Heritage from Fudan University. She completed her postdoctoral research at Tongji University and also
spent two years as a visiting scholar at the University of Washington in the USA. Dr Kou's research interests
include urban and rural heritage conservation, especially the community's role in historic preservation. She was
involved in the World Bank-loan project for cultural and natural heritage protection in Guizhou Province, and
the post-earthquake reconstruction of Dujiangyan ancient town. Both projects adopted a community-based
approach. Her relevant research has won the National Natural Science Foundation of China, the National Award
for Outstanding Urban-Rural Planning & Design, and the UNESCO Asia-Pacific Award for Cultural Heritage
Conservation Program, among others.
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Amanda OHS (New Zealand)

Senior Heritage Advisor
Christchurch City Council

Amanda Ohs is a Senior Heritage Advisor at the Christchurch City Council. For over 20 years she has been
involved in a broad range of heritage research, identification, assessment, policy and planning work in Otautahi-
Christchurch, including throughout the response and recovery phases of the Canterbury earthquakes. In
addition to being a member of ICOMOS Aotearoa New Zealand and its Policy and Legislation Committee,
Amanda is part of the Australia ICOMOS and ICOMOS New Zealand Joint Scientific Committee on Risk
Preparedness (ANZCORP).
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JO Sangsun (Korea)

Director
Jungwon National Research Institute of Cultural Heritage

He is a member of ICOMOS-Korea, ICOMOS-ICORP & ISCARSAH, and a board member of the Korean Association
for Architectural History. He attained his doctorate in the department of Architecture at the SungKyunKwan
Univ. in Seoul. He has worked as a technical researcher at Sungnyemun Restoration site from 2008 to 2013. He
is specialized in Korean traditional architecture and has a technical license on architectural heritage repair. He
participated in the international training course of Rits-DMUCH as a trainee in 2012 and as a resource person in
2013-2014. His research interests are mainly the traditional wooden & stone architecture.
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Commentators:
NISHI Kazuhiko (Japan)

Chief Senior Specialist for Cultural Properties
Office for International Cooperation on Cultural Heritages, Cultural Resources Utilization
Division, Agency for Cultural Affairs, Government of Japan

In charge of cultural property administration, with a focus on architecture preservation, at the Agency for
Cultural Affairs from 1996. Worked as a project manager at ICCROM in Rome (2005-2006). Later became
involved with World Heritage nominations from various regions and the World Heritage Committee, in addition
to the protection of cultural property in Japan. Assumed current position in April 2022. Council member of
ICCROM. Works include “Modern Japanese Style Architecture” (Nihon no Bijutsu, No.450, 2003), “Introduction
to the World Cultural Heritage” (co-authored, 2017).
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SHAO Yong (China)

Director

WHITRAP Shanghai

Professor

College of Architecture and Urban Planning, Tongji University

Shao Yong is a professor at the School of Architecture and Urban Planning of Tongji University, vice-chairman of
the Scientific Committee on Vernacular Architecture of the International Council on Monuments and Sites
(ICOMOS), expert member of the Scientific Committee on Earthen Architectural Heritage, deputy secretary-
general of the Academic Committee on Planning of Famous Historical and Cultural Cities of the China Society of
Urban Planning, member of the Board of Directors of the Academic Committee on Urban and Rural Built
Heritage of the Architectural Society of China, and member of the editorial board of Architectural Heritage and
Built Heritage. Shao Yong has long been engaged in the research, teaching and practice of world cultural
heritage, protection and development of historical and cultural cities, towns and villages, and urban renewal,
and has won more than 30 national and provincial awards for scientific and technological progress, planning,
design and teaching. Among them, the conservation of "Ancient Towns and Water Towns in Jiangnan" won the
UNESCO Award for Outstanding Achievement in Cultural Heritage Conservation in the Asia-Pacific Region in
2003, and the conservation of "Lijiang Ancient City Based on Community Development" and "Pingyao
Traditional Houses and Courts" won the UNESCO Award for Outstanding Achievement in Cultural Heritage
Conservation in 2007 and 2007 respectively. The conservation of Lijiang Ancient City based on Community
Development" and "Pingyao Traditional Residential Compounds" won the Award of Excellence in 2007 and 2015
respectively.



She is the author of "The protection and Valorization of the Architectural, Urban and Landscape Heritage", "The
Rural Future", "World Heritage in China-Historical City" and so on. She was awarded the "Knight of Arts and
Letters" by the French Ministry of Culture in 2021.
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EJIMA Yusuke (Japan)

Project Manager
ICCROM

Received an MA in Design (Cultural Property Restoration) from the Graduate School of Nagaoka Institute of
Design, Japan. After working at an architectural design firm, he joined the Kashima City Office in 2009, where he
was in charge of the preservation of traditional townscapes. He joined the Agency for Cultural Affairs,
Government of Japan, in 2021, where he was in charge of cultural property buildings. Since 2023, has been
seconded to ICCROM, based in Rome.
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KANAI Ken (Japan)

Head

Resource and Systems Research Section

Japan Centre for International Cooperation in Conservation
Tokyo National Research Institute for Cultural Properties

Kanai Ken started his professional career in heritage conservation as researcher of Nara National Research
Institute for Cultural Properties in 2002, and transferred to Agency for Cultural Affairs, the governmental sector
for heritage conservation, in 2008, where he served as conservation specialist. From there he was seconded to
ICCROM for two years. He joined in the Tokyo National Research institute for Cultural Properties in 2019.

& (HA)
FSZATBGE N ESZ S E R SO AT S i
ACEEEBE R € v 2 —  ERERITEE ER

2002 4, RESUEMAFZEATICA D . EfCHFRE - HOAHE 2 Y32 & & i, SUedsm iz
S BPIEEN © 72 0 OFABEMTRICHE D 5. 2008 FFICSULT LIS RE (ELEYHEY) (ICEEL, 2
[ D ICCROM JGE D%, HESLIMENEY), SRASULEEY). RISV R HIX O ff
AETBUERB e 5, 2019 4F X 0 BRUCCLIITSERT I 805,

Alejandro MARTINEZ (Spain-Japan)

Associate Professor
Kyoto Institute of Technology

PhD from The University of Tokyo in 2017. Research Fellow at the Japan Center for International Cooperation in
Conservation of the Tokyo National Research Institute for Cultural Properties from 2016 to 2019; worked in
cooperation projects for the conservation of built heritage in Bhutan, Myanmar, and Cambodia. Assistant
Professor (2019 - 2024) and Associate Professor (2024 - present) at the Faculty of Design and Architecture of the
Kyoto Institute of Technology; conducting research and education on built heritage conservation theory and
practice from an international perspective. Member of the Japanese National Committee of ICOMOS and the
ICOMOS International Wood Committee.

TLAYFE - wAT4FR (AR Y - HAE)
TSRS i

2017 SFH A A EFRE T, T2t 2016 £~ 2019 F 8 5L FE AT S L EFEFEBR ) 2 v~
R— e FIVLIA 720 =L TCT =&Y, Ixvv~=—, AVKRITARLCBIZEER NI 70 <
7 MICHESE, 2019 F~ 2024 FF R H LEMHER T 74 v - BFEERBIFL 2024 F X 0 B, EFRAY
B O B EEFE R F OB L BT ICEE T 2 e B X CAMBE RIS, HA ICOMOS EHNZE
B2, ICOMOS Ko EBZREAEE.,



T UENO Kunikazu (Japan)

Emeritus Professor

Nara Women’s University

A%

Born in 1944 in Northeast China. Graduated from Nagoya University, Faculty of Engineering, Department of
Architecture, and completed the graduate course at the same university. After working as Head of the
Archaeological Feature Research Section at the Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties, he
became a professor at the Faculty of Human Life and Environment, Nara Women's University, retiring in 2007.
Doctor of Engineering. Since his tenure at the Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties, he has
been engaged in excavations of palace and temple sites, as well as research and surveys of traditional buildings,
including townscape surveys, beginning in 1989 with excavations at Wat Phu temple in Laos and continuing
with excavations of temples and palaces in Cambodia, Vietnam and elsewhere.

¥ (HA)
BEETRY IR

1944 SR EEHACERE £, A ERY LEiEE AR, RRERE T, RREN UM inE
MREERZ T, RELTFRFEERE FHHE, 2007 FBHR. Tyt R REN SUCIZERT
FERR LD &, EBS - SR o RIS E ICEH T 565 5. I AFEZ 12 U ok a@y o -
WMz ED 2, 1989 4F, 7AADT v b » F—SfECORMMEZ LYV IC, hv KT T, XM F L4
72 ECSFRE - BB O RMHE ICE Db o Tw 5,

MASUDA Kanefusa (Japan)

ICOMOS-ICORP
ICOM-DRMC

At the Agency for Cultural Affairs (ACA) of Japanese Government, as a conservation architect, he served for the
conservation planning of Historic Town and Village Conservation Districts and National Treasure Historic
Monuments. After the ICCORM Architectural Conservation Course training under Prof. Jukka Jokilehto in 1984
at Rome, he has been involved in international cultural exchange programs. As the Government ratified the
UNESCO World Heritage Convention in 1992, he was dispatched to the World Heritage Committee at Santa-Fe in
USA on December 1992, and organized the Nara Conference on Authenticity in 1994. In 1999, he moved to the
professor on architectural conservation at the post graduate course of the Tokyo University of Arts, researching
the World Heritage sites conservation mainly in Asian and Pacific countries. Then he shifted to the UNESCO
CHAIR Professor training program on Risk Preparedness of Cultural Heritage at the Ritsumeikan University,
Kyoto in 2004, and retired in 2011. He is a member of ICOMOS-ICORP, and ICOM-DRMC.

25



26

fEH AE (HA)

A4 2% 2 ICORP HAFE
£ 22 DRMC £H

AL LA E & L <. @M XARE - ESECEEEmp K, hRuEE SRS HY, 92 F
KEV v 27 cHPUEERERICSINL, Y FEREBA—v v T 4 o7 4 ERESEEHY, 99 F5 6
HZEMTR R B UL M BE MR B8 20%,. 2004 42> & 7 A B R 228 SR #l i B ST JE il ¢ 2 4 &
aF = THER (& LE% O CEEN KERRIHE) . 4 28X ICORP CULEERK) HARE, 42
2 DRMC (#EERK) &8 - stk LA E L,

NAITO-AKIEDA Yumi Isabelle (Japan)

Member (former Board Member)
ICOMOS Japan

Member of ICOMOS (APA regional meeting, ISC Theory, ISC Wood), former Board Member for ICOMOS Japan.
Master in Conservation of Historic Towns and Buildings, KU Leuven (Belgium). Worked for the Tokyo University
of the Arts, School of Conservation (part-time lecturer), the National Research Institute for Cultural Properties
Tokyo (Centre for International Cooperation), the Agency for Cultural Affairs (part-time researcher). Currently
member of the ICOMOS Japan WG for the translation of the Venice Charter. Publications include Resilient
Cultural Heritage: Learning from the Japanese Experience by the Global Facility for Disaster Reduction and
Recovery, World Bank, 2020, and the Japanese translation of J. Jokilehto A history of architectural
Conservation.

PIERE. 234 ¥ (HA)
HA ICOMOS ERNZEE S
&8 - FiE

HZAICOMOS ENZHAFEF, A F— - r—T7 v - ALYy 7RY VAV RFEL Y X —)
E15 (BRI ESEY) DR . FURZEMRAR R CULM IR AENEY) - FRFEEEAT) . B
{LEARFSERT CULEEERR ) € v 2 — Feilifge B) . UUTIER BTG B 7% & C. UUEE O IR,
g, EE 0. Bk, HFLEERBIRER D o TE 2, HAICOMOS ENZE S (R=AEZED
HAGERORBELICRSHE 1/INEEAEWG), v h - 3 F Ly bF [BEEEORE X OFESR & HE]
o f1 R, £ F World Bank Global Facility for Disaster Reduction and Recovery (GFDRR) [Resilient
Cultural Heritage: Learning from the Japanese Experience] (2020) 7z &7,



MORIMOTO Susumu (Japan)

Director
Cultural Heritage Protection Cooperation Office,

Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO (ACCU)

Morimoto Susumu studied archaeology at Kyoto University, Japan and prehistory at Liége University in Belgium.
He joined Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties in 1988 and studied the information-sharing
of archaeological records. He was engaged in developing the information system for the Institute and several
databases of cultural properties that were open to the public. Mr Morimoto has also been involved in
international cooperation for investigation and conservation of cultural heritage in Easter Island, Myanmar,
Cambodia, Afghanistan, Kazakhstan, Tajikistan, Kyrgyz, and Uzbekistan. He took up his current position as
Director of ACCU Narain 2019.

A& B (HA)

N EEANT A R 23 - 7V 7 b v &2 —CE R E R 1 55T

BB

HEKFTENERZHK, $72, VI -V a2 RY¥ (NA¥—) CTREBYEHEL 72, 1988 4, AR
SEXACEARGEATIC AT L, B sl koS IA ik 2 9. oGl s A 7 L5F. LB RgE
F—RAR—ZADEICHED o2, T EEHHEL T, 4 =242 —B, Ivxv~e— AVEIT. T
THZRARY AFTRRY ZROFRARY, FAFR, TARFREZ YOI - LIHRELHIC D
feH, 2019 FEp LA R a - T T X v & —EERER T FEET PR (B,

27



28

XL ®HIC

ETL— X —fREET

kb O iR & X OB

HIEHICHTAEBREFF 2 AV 25 3 04

RREEIE, UBEEOA —% v T 4 7 4 O LA %2 5l ICRET 3 2 0835 2 & @ 1992 4F
516 MHFLEEZ BRSO EGEICS A TU1994 FICHARORR ChfE I iz, eI N7 T4 —
VT AT ARBTAIRREE] X, A—tv v T4 v T 4 o%REE, i & OREfRICE VT, liff
ICB93 % [essental qualifying factor (REMZRFHli%E) | TH 2 LERLE GEI~131H), 7%
FIXCEFE, BREEATEA R L Cidvihd o720, HRLEEOPSHAICE W CERICERL2OH o 72
Mz L <, Lot L BEOLREOBEEMEZIER L 72 (5 ~ 8IH),

F—k VT4 T ACETIRRLESREINLE, HREHTCA—% v T4 T4 % F—T—F
IEHFEDHRIC O OWT I EIEAFERPITONE X I ICh o7, BREXFEIF., ALicfbe@#EDS
HUZELCHODT AT Y T4 T4 KDV THEZRIVWETBERZ S5 2 5 2 & T, FichzE
EloEEREOFEICKE CHEL 72, Fanld. TR T ORE, MIZEEORE, 212274
SOk, SACNFEF I IC BT 20580 OB T ©, ST I anBcIEFICE KA
BoTWhb,

=RV T 4T 4LV FER, BEMEOSREEZ 2ime EERITE o0 &k o
R ENICIBES Lnbod s, L LEKFIC, MFEESHNOERICHED 2 HMEK O/ T,
Z D X5 Mk eikim e . TSR S IRAIREEE COFE ORI BV TR IE R L Bl = F
IERNE R I N2 MFEEDOEBICBE T 24— v T4 v T4 &) HEOMHHGE L oficE TR
BV EL TR Z b ERBEINTW S, MPLEERIEICEF 24—y T4 T4, A VT
U T4 bl b ICHE S ATiE 2 R L T 2 AN HEECH 5,

F—tvT a4 v T4k, MELEEOEBICIEDL 2HMED /-0 ICHEICERINTWE D ?

d—% v T 4T 4 E, 1977 IR S L7z ) D LR PESABIT D 720 DAFERE (AT, fE
Efggh) ol ULBERA -2 v T4V TA4DT A PICAKL AT NI RO W] LwiIXEL L
bICEASIN, L L, ZOEHADZ0OMWERTA F 74 iz, HEESEFREREED
WTFNOARTEICEWTH, HfRPEFRET 212> a vEELOICHEERE L Tz, ORR
EIRRT 210 ICBRAESHE I, A—t v T 4T 41 BT 3 RECEMEK S Nz,

F— v T AT A IBETEREE L HIARPEM T 2 ICHE 2 2 ~ CEERRSHTEY)IC R S 1,
F—e VT AT 4 IET R LORMBEIIERIN TS5 ?

2023 45 45 M FLEEREACTREBIN A —F VvV R Y —F v v — 7Tl BifE, HSLE
FERBRICH T 2 MFBEEOFETEICOVTRRT R EFELZER L T2, Hmd g
KA =y T4 T4 OO PDETNTED, FEIMKAL L THER-TWEZ & I3HEITH D,



1994 A —k v T4 v T4 KT EIRRBILERAERINCTH L 30 ELRFEL 7z, ~—T « A b=
NEIFLC®, XHOEEICEDb 4D EL b0 T, idEENDOH 5, REEH
DEFREFERZIRVIEY , HEEFEREICET 24— T 4 T 4 DRI O THBREE 5 K
KRTWBE EFEZ D,

S DEFHIZ. BREERED L) IERIN L W FRLEROELICONTS o LMY 7210
&V FHWEMFR e HFGEE OEFICEBIED o T3 EBER 2L OBERICEA T A —k VT 4
T AT I RRCEFER e HREEOEH L REORBICE T2 A -y T 4T 4LV
SEOM T RT3 2HNE LT3,

HEEEFEICBOTA =Y T A VT4 LI BERED LS ITRbITE D -
SHOERDPVELEZZONBHEHICOWTET L — X —DEM]

PIFR, HEGEERIEICE WA= YT 43T 4 L0 FERED XS Kb TE 25, KRY]
TORML, TN > TET L — X =05 KiEm T X XHECTH 5 & H 2 2 FHEZERMEA i~
THEDBDTH %, ETFL—2—F, FFHO—BE L THERESFCHE L, BRIGEOIEK TSN
L7z, $7-. 2L HABFRENO—B ¢ L CHFSEEREAD Y & a Vi HFE L, flifl.
F— VT AT A A VT T AT bEmMEES C& 7z, UT I ZERIZ. ET7 1L —%—
DFEFRICEED VT 5, SHORECEAFHEZITVW., HABEEZEATIX I RVEREZFR> 2 Y X
TA—F - Frrovd BREJFCHBEL, "—7 + A=V 2L 2 THRRBCEORFEICKE L
HERL 72, fklE. ThooRBEICOWT KV ELFESZ Z B8 TE S, LTI, ET L — X — D5
ICHDWT, FRROERE A EMERIET 2720 L 2D TH 5,

1977 : fEES 0 B R IZ, RKENAREFDO S 27 L% WY ANTA VT2V T4 L w) SHELH
AL CTERE N2, A ICOMOS RMRFICE > T -k v T4 v T A IKEEI N, L
NPLEEDALDEHET, LHEOEXRVL, A= VT AT ADTRAIONR LS 42D
M (EIE, Mkl HE. v v T4 v 2) A VT2 TADLEDEECERHIN AL o2, #
LTELLDEEL, A—v v T 4o T 4 ODFEHTTEOHERERIITINT WD o7,

1994 ZE R~ — 7 A b — 0 & OWERfIHEHREEL T, ET L= X == THF — Y T 4
YTADRDYVICA VYT 7T 4L W) BELZEEIH LI LEZA T RO TIE B2 LIEKLT
Wz, L, EFL— 2 —OEFRRESTHE Y, ZRRERLAb o7, REXEDOF T 7
PiEA—TIC ko TERT L, ARRE AR N BERAR Cilg S L, BERER
TOERBOFEMIFLHMIN TR vd, PR EIARIN TRV, CORERES TOMN
DFICOVTIZ, 7V AT 4 —F OEFHHCH L2 TE B,

BRYEBEA -V T A4V TADTRAID720DHEZE (JEX attribute) ZHie L7225, % DEFH
TlEA— VYT 4T 4 ITULEEDORIERA I, —TCHREREICIIA VT 27 ) T4 7Mbb
nTwrz, BHETIR, UbEEIC R TRk 5hTwns,

1998 7 L AT VX L 3 DO0FMKEIX, A—vv T4 v T4 A4 v TV T A BA VT
VT4V 1 OOMEECHET 2 LICHERELEDR, SMFOMALPBA — Y T 4 T 4
DRI LIz, =7 REBCHEL TR oz, ETL—2—lREbF—t v T4 v
TARWEET LMD o2 BREL TS, ZVAT 4 —FRIOHFEL WD T, RILE X
D EICHELTWw5, REOFMmIIRDO LI ICHEINT V5,

IN—=TV, =TT EA T Y T DEES DA G D NSO TRIHE ISR L 7=,
IZITRE 3T, 4> 7207 4 DEMFIZ, XEEBEE HREEDETTICE T, #2495 355

29



30

IO THEIHIT RETHBZEEL =, EEL, =T 474 DT X P, FFEDXER
XALEEDFEHICE > THETH E70, ERICHIBETNETIEL 0 E L 7=,

(FREARIE, FNL—2aFAHTA FILNENT, £ F V7 ¢F—% T4 74D
Rl 2 5 FFEE I ) > 2 & L PR 17, —B OFEE D XEEEIC DTt — € > 7 4
STADTR BT S & HLET S,

(WHC-98/CONF.203/INF.7)

2006 AL —2aF A HA R IAVKET: Lo L, 2OHRETTlEA -y T4 T 4134 VT
VT AL LEZHEE LTEI N, REXFEOLER I —&—RA I, —FTX
LEEICEH T 24 v 727V T4 ICO0WTOFHEIMAONEr o7, TNTEIDo7D0?
A= VT AT TALA VTV T ALV BEDRIAZNMEI L ZLICh 072D TR
2 ?

2010: FERIHERD I3, (AR O HFEEICE T 2 OUVD AT — F AV F QMRINLETD 720 D 7 4
ZVALENT, fifiEziizxd [TV bEa—F] EWIHIMEEEALL, ZOT FYEa—}
DEMMARERIT, AL =Y a2 FAHA FIA4 VvOREDOHET#EL T, HEEXOMikt 2
va VICIERICEA I N,

TrIE2— b WISEIFA -V T 4 VT4 DEECELDNSE -0, —EoHEMEK %R
THTWE, ZOMBEICHIGL T, FERSUEMRIEATIE 2021 FICHMFRIC X 25mCEE HRL
TWw3,

2012: Al Ain TOXALEEDOTERMEICE T 2 28« @t XYULEED A v 7 7Y 7 4 Z gl
LI EDE I IGHEHAT 22OV TORHEZERL X9 & Lz, ZOEL L CHffX L7
AR =y aFAHA N4 VHGETIRIR, ZEESTEERHAIN P o7, £ L TH? 2ok
Wk, N—=T WA=V T AT A EAVT TV T A EEIMF DT EDICDNTR—o¥—% 5%
fFL7z (M= Aoz aRC B cE T, Sk ansi),

2024 FERIEA — 7 v v F T —F v XN — 7 L HEERITE R T LT v, FiEiE s o8
TV =Tl ERESCRBINZ, MEFTIE, =V T4V T 4O TRD XS IcE
BTV D,

(T FUEPEZ B 2AROCE 2> & )

13.1994 % [F—wv > T 1 > 7 4 ICHFT 3 RRXE) L1964 7F [(RiF & IEEICET 3 >
$ g TEE] TEWEhEF—v>T 17 1 DIEEE B IC DT, HIREESK D E %
kT B 7000, 77V DL NZ DM DHDEREICH 1T S v A0 HF L, F— 7>
YR —F N — T N AT o REETS B R IR IR TS & R EE T S,
(whc-24-46com-17-en)



LRAFENBICE I N A — v T 4 o7 4 BT 3 EB S 3%

1994 Nara, Japan: UNESCO etc. Nara Conference on Authenticity, Nara, Japan, 1-6 November 1994,
adopted “Nara Document on Authenticity” in UNESCO (1994) WHC-4/CONF.003/INF.008 [https://

whc.unesco.org/document/734]

1995 Cesky Krumlov, Czech Republic: ICOMOS European Conference on Authenticity and
Monitoring. Cesky Krumlov, 17-22 October, 1995 [https://openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2773/1/
ICOMOS_1995_European_Conference_Cesky Krumlov.pdf]

1996 San Antonio, USA: US ICOMOS etc. InterAmerican Symposium on Authenticity in the
Conservation and Management of the Cultural Heritage, San Antonio, Texas, United States of America,
27-30 March 1996, adopted “Declaration of San Antonio” [https://www.icomos.org/en/resources/
charters-and-texts/179-articles-en-francais/ressources/charters-and-standards/188-the-declaration-

of-san-antonio].

1998 Amsterdam, The Netherlands: UNESCO WHC etc. The World Heritage Global Strategy Natural
and Cultural Heritage Expert Meeting, 25-29 March 1998, Amsterdam, The Netherlands in: UNESCO
(1998) WHC-98/CONF.203/INF.7 [https://whc.unesco.org/archive/1998/whc-98-conf203-inf7e].

2000 Great Zimbabwe, Zimbabwe: UNESCO WHC etc. Expert Meeting “Authenticity and Integrity
in an African Context”: Great Zimbabwe, Zimbabwe, 26-29 May 2000 [https://unesdoc.unesco.org/
ark:/48223/pf0000122598].

2004 Nara, Japan: UNESCO WHC etc. International Conference on the Safeguarding of Tangible and
Intangible Cultural Heritage: Towards an Integrated Approach, 20-23 October 2004 in: UNESCO
(2004) WHC-04/7 EXT.COM/INF.9 [https://whc.unesco.org/document/5382]

2005 San Miguel de Allende, Mexico: UNESCO WHC etc. Conference on Authenticity and Integrity in
the World Heritage of the Americas, San Miguel de Allende, Guanajuato, México, 24-26 August 2005,
adopted “Declaration of San Miguel de Allende” [https://openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2955/1/
K649-Monuments_and_Sites-v13-2005.pdf].

2007 Aranjuez, Spain: UNESCO WHC etc. International Expert Workshop on Integrity and Authenticity
of World Heritage Cultural Landscapes, 11-12 December 2007, Aranjuez, Spain [https://whc.unesco.
org/en/events/450/]

2012 Al Ain, United Arab Emirates: UNESCO WHC etc. International Expert Meeting on Integrity
for Cultural Heritage Al Ain, United Arab Emirates, 12-14 March 2012 [https://whc.unesco.org/en/
events/833/].

2014 Nara, Japan: Agency for Cultural Affairs (Japan) etc. International Meeting on the 20th Anniversary
of the Nara Document on Authenticity, Nara, Japan, 22-24 October 2014, adopted “Nara+20: on
Heritage Practices, Cultural Values, and the Concept of Authenticity” [https://www.bunka.go.jp/
seisaku/bunkashingikai/isanbukai/sekaitokubetsu/3_03/pdf/shiryo_1.pdf]

2014 Colombo, Sri Lanka: ICCROM—-CHA Forum on Revisiting Authenticity in the Asian Context,
8-12 December 2014, Sri Lanka [https://www.iccrom.org/sites/default/files/publications/2019-03/
revisiting_authenticity_cha-2_web.pdf]

31



32

S5 3CHik

- Stovel, Herb (2004) “Authenticity in Conservation Decision-Making: The World Heritage Perspective”. Journal of Research in

Architecture and Planning, Vol.3 - Conservation and Cultural Heritage, pp. 1-8
- Stovel, Herb (2008) “Origins and Influence of the Nara Document on Authenticity”, APT Bulletin, Vol. 39, No. 2/3, pp. 9-17
- Cameron, Christina and Inaba, Nobuko (2015) “The making of the Nara Document”, APT Bulletin, Vol. 46, No. 4, pp. 30-37

- Inaba, Nobuko (2024) “Contextualizing Authenticity and Integrity in the Context of World Heritage—An Asian Expert View” in

Sustainable Management of Historic Settlements in Asia, Springer

- Magar, Valerie and King, Joseph (eds.) (2019) Conversaciones... con Herb Stovel, Conversaciones Number 8 December 2019,
ICCROM, Rome (Authors: Stovel, Herb / Jokilehto, Jukka / Cameron, Christina / Taruvinga, Pascall / Luxen, Jean-Louis / Jigyasu,
Rohit)

- Nishi, Kazuhiko (ed.) (2021) Attributes: a way of understanding OUV, Tokyo National Research Institute, Tokyo [https://
tobunken.repo.nii.ac.jp/records/9048]



INTRODUCTION

Moderator: Nobuko Inaba

Background and Motives of the Conference

Thirty years after the Nara Document on Authenticity

The Nara Conference was heldin Nara, Japanin 1994, responding to the request by the World Heritage Committee,
at its 16th session in 1992, that the concept and application of authenticity to cultural heritage be further
elaborated. The Nara Document on Authenticity adopted at the Conference defined the role of authenticity in
its relation to values as the essential qualifying factor concerning values (paras. 9-13). The Document also raised
attention on the importance of cultural diversity and heritage diversity reflecting the increasing pressure at that
time that was as yet still unshaped but was steadily progressing in the World Heritage system (paras. 5-8).

After the Nara Document on Authenticity was released, it gave rise to great discussions on heritage concepts
widely around the world, using authenticity as a keyword. In particular, the Document contributed greatly to the
development of the heritage system in the developing countries, by encouraging people to revisit their heritage
in terms of their own identity through cultural and heritage diversity. The discussions have been expanding in
a quite varied manner in different fields from classical material conservation, intangible heritage safeguarding

practices, community involvement methods and anthropology studies to tourism development.

While the positive role of the word authenticity is admirable as a catalyst for discussions of the future of heritage
concept development, it has also been a concern that among the practitioners who are involved in World
Heritage Convention practices there has been some confusion between the general discussions in the public and
the way that the term authenticity is used in World Heritage practices which require clear definitions and rigorous
procedures in carrying out examinations from new inscription to the state of conservation. The word authenticity
in the World Heritage system is a technical word, and an essential component of Outstanding Universal Value
together with the word integrity.

Is the word authenticity clearly defined for the experts involved in World Heritage work?

The word authenticity was introduced in the first Operational Guidelines established in 1977 with the statement
that “the property should meet the test of authenticity”. However, there were no clear guidelines, and this
has been raising difficulties for experts in writing the concerned sections of the official documents in both the
nomination dossiers and the reports of the state of conservation. The Nara Conference was held to solve this
situation, and the Nara Document on Authenticity was created at that time.

Is the Nara Document on authenticity properly reflected in the Operational Guidelines for professional use and
are the issues on authenticity solved in practice?

The Open-ended Working Group of State Parties that was created during the 45th World Heritage Committee
session in 2023 is now discussing the issues to be solved regarding the working methods on the World Heritage
sites handled by the Committee. Among the issues to be discussed, the handling of ‘authenticity’ is included. It is

apparent that the issues still remain.
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Thirty years have passed since the Nara Document on Authenticity was adopted in 1994. Including Herb Stovel,
some people who contributed to the drafting of the Document have passed away and our memory is now going
away. This is the time to reflect on the background and history of the Nara Document and to examine the usage
of authenticity in the World Heritage system.

Corresponding to requests from young professionals who want to learn more about the background and actual
history of how the Nara Document was created, as well as the practitioners who are involved in the actual World
Heritage practices, this meeting aims to reflect the history of the Nara Document on Authenticity and the usage
of the word ‘authenticity’ in the practices of the World Heritage sites’ management and conservation.

How the word authenticity has been handled in the World Heritage system - the moderator’s queries on the
issues remaining for further discussions.

The following is a chronological history of events together with the moderator’s queries about how the word
authenticity has been handled in the World Heritage system and about what the remaining issues are, to be
discussed further. The moderator attended the Nara Conference as a member of the secretariat and joined
the preparation discussion of the Nara Document. She has also been attending the World Heritage Committee
sessions since then as a member of the Japanese delegation, and has been following the discussions on value,
authenticity and integrity. The queries are based on her experiences. Christina Cameron, who will present the
keynote speech in this conference and who has longer experience in the World Heritage Committee discussions,
also attended the Nara Conference and made great contributions to the drafting of the Nara Document
supporting Herb Stovel. She is able to give better insight into the issues. The following notes are just based on

the moderator's experiences and were prepared as background information for this conference

- 1977: The draft of the Operational Guidelines was prepared using the word integrity, following the US
National Park Service system, but this was changed to authenticity by the ICOMOS Europeanrepresentatives,
without changing the contents or the four aspects for the test of authenticity - namely design, material,
craftsmanship and setting - but neither of these cases offered a clear definition of authenticity and its usage.

- 1994 Nara Conference: Through the preparatory discussions with Herb Stovel, the moderator felt that Herb
might have thought to recover the word ‘integrity’, replacing ‘authenticity’. But her understanding of his intent
was wrong and this did not happen. The draft of the Nara Document was prepared by Herb and was discussed
during the drafting committee held separately from the plenary meeting. The actual discussion at the drafting
committee was not recorded or at least not published. About the detail of this drafting committee’s discussions,
we will be able to hear in Christina’s keynote speech.

The Nara Document expanded the attributes for the test of authenticity. At that time, the test of authenticity

was required only for cultural heritage while on the other hand integrity was used in the case of natural heritage.

- 1998 Amsterdam meeting: Three advisory bodies agreed to integrate both authenticity and integrity within
the single term ‘integrity’ but several participants objected to abolishing authenticity. Herb didn’t attend the
meeting but the moderator understood that he also defended ‘authenticity’. Christina was also there so she
knows better about this. The conclusion of the meeting was reported as follows:

The group briefly examined the combination of the notions of authenticity and integrity. In a nearly unanimous
manner, it was considered that the conditions of integrity should be used each time it was pertinent, for both cultural
and natural sites. However, the test of authenticity should not be deleted entirely as it has importance for certain
cultures and types of cultural heritage.

The working group recommends that the conditions of integrity and authenticity be linked and related to each
criterion as appropriate in the Operational Guidelines, and retain the test of authenticity for some types of cultural
heritage.



(WHC-98/CONF.203/INF.7)

2005 revision of the OG: For this revision, however, authenticity was kept as an independent item and the
paragraphs of the Nara Document were copied and pasted in, and there was no explanation regarding the
use of ‘integrity’ for cultural heritage. Was this okay? Didn’t it accelerate the confusion around the words
‘authenticity’ and integrity?

2010: The advisory bodies introduced the concept of ‘attributes’ which convey values in the Guidance on
the retrospective Statements of OUV for WH properties. The actual definition of this attribute was officially
introduced in the appendix section of the nomination format through the recent revision of the OG.

The word attribute is confusing to some experts since the same word is also used for the aspects of authenticity.

Corresponding to this issue the Tokyo National Research Institute for Cultural Properties published a compilation

of essays by experts in 2021.

2012: Al Ain meeting on integrity for cultural heritage: The meeting tried to compose the explanations of
how to apply ‘integrity’ for cultural heritage separated by criteria. The draft revision of the OG that was
prepared was not adopted at the Committee session. Why? For this meeting Herb sent his thoughts on how
to differentiate authenticity and integrity. (Herb couldn’t attend the meeting due to his illness and passed
away during the meeting).

2024 Open-ended working group of SPs: The discussion has not been concluded but the preliminary report
was submitted to the Committee session in Delhi. The report writes about ‘authenticity’ as follows:

(From the adopted committee decisions)

13. Recommends to carry-out anin-depthreflection on heritage in Africa, and the other regions, on understanding
and application of authenticity as expressed by the 1994 Nara Document on Authenticity and the 1964 Venice
Charter on conservation and restoration, to reinforce the implementation of the World Heritage Convention
and present a progress report to the Open-ended Working Group and to the 47th session of the World Heritage
Committee. (whc-24-46com-17-en)

International meetings on authenticity held after Nara

1994 Nara, Japan: UNESCO etc. Nara Conference on Authenticity, Nara, Japan, 1-6 November 1994, adopted
“Nara Document on Authenticity” in UNESCO (1994) WHC-4/CONF.003/INF.008 [https://whc.unesco.org/
document/734]

1995 Cesky Krumlov, Czech Republic: ICOMOS European Conference on Authenticity and Monitoring. Cesky
Krumlov, 17-22 October, 1995 [https://openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2773/1/ICOMOS 1995 European
Conference_Cesky Krumlov.pdf]

1996 San Antonio, USA: US ICOMOS etc. InterAmerican Symposium on Authenticity in the Conservation
and Management of the Cultural Heritage, San Antonio, Texas, United States of America, 27-30 March
1996, adopted “Declaration of San Antonio” [https://www.icomos.org/en/resources/charters-and-texts/179-

articles-en-francais/ressources/charters-and-standards/188-the-declaration-of-san-antonio].

1998 Amsterdam, The Netherlands: UNESCO WHC etc. The World Heritage Global Strategy Natural and
Cultural Heritage Expert Meeting, 25-29 March 1998, Amsterdam, The Netherlands in: UNESCO (1998) WHC-
98/CONF.203/INF.7 [https://whc.unesco.org/archive/1998/whc-98-conf203-inf7e].

2000 Great Zimbabwe, Zimbabwe: UNESCO WHC etc. Expert Meeting “Authenticity and Integrity in an
African Context”: Great Zimbabwe, Zimbabwe, 26-29 May 2000 [https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/
pf0000122598].
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- 2004 Nara, Japan: UNESCO WHC etc. International Conference on the Safeguarding of Tangible and
Intangible Cultural Heritage: Towards an Integrated Approach, 20-23 October 2004 in: UNESCO (2004) WHC-
04/7 EXT.COM/INF.9 [https://whc.unesco.org/document/5382]

- 2005 San Miguel de Allende, Mexico: UNESCO WHC etc. Conference on Authenticity and Integrity in
the World Heritage of the Americas, San Miguel de Allende, Guanajuato, México, 24-26 August 2005,
adopted “Declaration of San Miguel de Allende” [https://openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2955/1/K649-
Monuments_and_Sites-v13-2005.pdf].

- 2007 Aranjuez, Spain: UNESCO WHC etc. International Expert Workshop on Integrity and Authenticity of
World Heritage Cultural Landscapes, 11-12 December 2007, Aranjuez, Spain [https://whc.unesco.org/en/
events/450/]

- 2012 Al Ain, United Arab Emirates: UNESCO WHC etc. International Expert Meeting on Integrity for Cultural
Heritage Al Ain, United Arab Emirates, 12-14 March 2012 [https://whc.unesco.org/en/events/833/].

- 2014 Nara, Japan: Agency for Cultural Affairs (Japan) etc. International Meeting on the 20th Anniversary of the
Nara Document on Authenticity, Nara, Japan, 22-24 October 2014, adopted “Nara+20: on Heritage Practices,
Cultural Values, and the Concept of Authenticity’” [https://www.bunka.go.jp/seisaku/bunkashingikai/
isanbukai/sekaitokubetsu/3_o03/pdf/shiryo_1.pdf]

- 2014 Colombo, Sri Lanka: ICCROM-CHA Forum on Revisiting Authenticity in the Asian Context, 8-12
December 2014, Sri Lanka [https://www.iccrom.org/sites/default/files/publications/2019-03/revisiting_
authenticity cha-2_web.pdf]
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Revisiting the Nara Document on Authenticity

| want to thank the Japan Agency for Cultural Affairs, the Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO, WHITRAP
and other institutions for the opportunity to speak about cultural heritage and authenticity on the 30th
anniversary of the Nara Conference.

| had the privilege of attending the 1994 Nara Conference. | chaired one of the plenary sessions and was invited
to work in evening sessions during the meeting on the draft text of the Nara Document on Authenticity.

This presentation is my perspective on the original goals of the Nara Document on Authenticity. | will describe
the process that led to the creation of the final document and the uneasy interaction between the two General
Rapporteurs - Belgian architect Raymond Lemaire and Canadian architect Herb Stovel. The presentation then
considers the influence of the Nara Document on heritage conservation theory and practice and concludes with

two case studies that illustrate the challenges that remain.

Nara participants in 1994

First, let us pause over this 1994 photograph of participants at the Nara Conference. For five days, forty-five of
the world’s leading experts from twenty-six countries debated the shifting state of heritage conservation. Two
thoughts strike me as | look at this photograph: first, the participation of people from so many different
cultures, and secondly, the presence of so many people with a decade or more of experience in the field. How
young we all look! The person on the far left of the front row is Migaku Tanaka, responsible for the Nara
National Cultural Properties Research Institute. Note the two Rapporteurs sitting in the front row. They were
key players in the creation at the meeting. They championed sharply differing views of cultural heritage and
conservation practice. Jukka Jokilehto, a Finnish architect who spent his career at ICCROM, described Stovel
and Lemaire as a collision of the old world and the new world. People and strong personalities are important in

this discussion.
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Participants at the Nara Conference on Authenticity, 1994. Photograph from Bernd von Droste.

Authenticity before World Heritage

How did the word “authenticity” become part of World Heritage? The word appears to have been well
understood in European cultures where monumental buildings were valued. The preamble to the Venice
Charter states that it is the duty of practitioners is “to hand historic monuments on in the full richness of their

”»

authenticity.”” The word is not defined or explained in this doctrinal text on the conservation and restoration of
monuments and sites. As Lemaire recalled thirty years later, although the word “authenticity” first appeared in
relation to conservation practice in the Venice Charter, there was no explicit discussion because participants,
largely European, held shared views and assumed that the meaning was not problematic.” We can speculate
that it meant respect for the material aspects of historic monuments, based on the charter’s guidance that one

can only restore a building up to the point of conjecture and that reconstruction is not acceptable.?

Authenticity and integrity in World Heritage

It is important to look back to the introduction of the word “authenticity” into the World Heritage system.
Confusion between the words “authenticity” and “integrity’”’ stems from this period and illustrates the cultural
differences of various actors. The year before the publication of the first Operational Guidelines for the
Implementation of the World Heritage Convention, UNESCO tabled a report on its consultations with the
Advisory Bodies that included the word “integrity.” At this consultation meeting in Morges in 1976, ICOMOS
proposed that properties must satisfy the criteria of unity and integrity based on a list of attributes:

1 ICOMOS, International Charter for the Conservation and Restoration of Monuments and Sites (Venice Charter), 1964, preamble.
https://www.icomos.org/en/participer/179-articles-en-francais/ressources/charters-and-standards/157-the-venice-charter

2 Christina Cameron and Nobuko Inaba, “The Making of the Nara Document,” Bulletin of the Association for Preservation Technology 46, no.
4(2015), 334

3 1ICOMOS, ibid., articles 12, 15.




To be eligible for inclusion in the World Heritage List, properties making up the cultural heritage must
satisfy certain specific criteria of outstanding universal value, and must also satisfy the criteria of unity
and integrity of quality (deriving from setting, function, design, materials, workmanship and condition).*

The word “unity” suggests properties in their original form without additions or properties that have had
additions that attempt to keep a unity of style. The word “integrity” with its attributes comes straight out of
the United States evaluation criteria for historic places. This is hardly surprising! The two people representing
ICOMOS at the Morges meeting were American Ernest A. Connolly (then a regional director in the United States
National Park Service who shaped the agency's approach to managing cultural and historic resources) and Ann
Webster-Smith (an American cultural heritage advocate who worked in the ICOMOS office in Paris in the
1970s.)’

Within the year, “integrity’” was replaced by the word “authenticity,” more familiar to European practitioners.
This change was made at a second expert meeting on the guidelines in Paris in March 1977. Connally attended
the meeting and recalled that Belgian architect and Rapporteur for the Venice Charter, Raymond Lemaire,
preferred the word “authenticity,” a proposal accepted by the group.® Note that the word changed but the
attributes are similar. The first version of the Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World
Heritage Convention in 1977 states that “the property should meet the test of authenticity in design, materials,
workmanship and setting.”” These are similar to the attributes that the Americans used at the time to measure
integrity.

Michel Parent foreshadows the Nara Document

Let us consider how Michel Parent predicted the essence of the Nara Document. Parent was a French cultural
heritage expert and had worked for decades as Inspector-General for historic monuments in France. As
Rapporteur for the 1979 World Heritage Committee in 1979, he was tasked by the Committee to analyze the
flood of new nominations for cultural sites that inundated UNESCO as soon as the World Heritage List was
open.

His fascinating Comparative Study of Nominations and Criteria for World Cultural Heritage discusses authenticity
in a way that anticipates concepts in the Nara Document fifteen years later. The nomination of Poland’s historic
centre of Warsaw sparked his reflections. In 1978, ICOMOS did not recommend this property for inscription,
questioning whether reconstructed Warsaw met the general rule of authenticity and recommending that
further expert opinion was required.®

Parent acknowledges the World Heritage Committee rule that a property destroyed and reconstructed is not
eligible for the World Heritage List because it does not meet the test of authenticity. For further confirmation,
he points to the Venice Charter as the official ICOMOS doctrine that prohibits reconstruction. Yet, Parent clearly
is ambivalent. Is this because he was an outsider to what | might call the Venice Charter club? He advises the
Committee that “so long as restoration is based on precise, scientific standards, it is impossible to ... keep all

4 Jukka Jokilehto et al., “ICOMOS on World Heritage Criteria (1976),” The World Heritage List: What is OUV? Defining the Outstanding
Universal Value of Cultural World Heritage Properties (Berlin: Hendrik Bassler Verlag, 2008), annex 1, 59.

5 UNESCO, Final report on the informal consultation of intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations on the implementation of
the convention concerning the protection of world cultural and natural heritage, Morges, May 1976, annex 1.
https://whc.unesco.org/en/documents/338

6 Herb Stovel, Considerations in framing the authenticity question, Ottawa, October 1994, Carleton University Archives, Fonds Herb Stovel,
box 186.

7 UNESCO, Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention, Paris, 20 October 1977, CC-17/CONF.001/8 Rev,
9. https://whc.unesco.org/archive/opguide77b.pdf

8 ICOMOS, Letter from Secretary-General Ernest A. Connolly to chairperson of World Heritage Committee, 7 June 1978.
https://whc.unesco.org/en/documents/153187
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‘restored’ properties off the World Heritage List.”® Most significantly, he concludes that “authenticity is relative
and depends on the nature of the property involved.”

The nature of a material, its finishing, its structural use, and its expressive use, the very nature of the
civilization which built the building ... are all different factors according to which the idea of authenticity
can be understood differently.”

This position closely resembles article 11 of the Nara Document on Authenticity that states that “cultural

»n

heritage must be considered and judged within the cultural contexts to which it belongs.
As we are meeting in Nara, it is worth noting that he chooses an example from Japan to bolster his argument.

A wooden temple in Kyoto which has been perfectly maintained, and whose timbers have been replaced
regularly as and when they [are] decayed - without any alteration of the architecture or of the look of
the material over ten centuries — remains undeniably authentic.”

Parent then makes an extraordinary observation that shifts the argument from the tangible to the intangible
dimension. He ruminates on whether inaccurate restorations which have taken liberties with original fabric can
be legitimized with the passage of time. He asks whether reconstructed properties can be justified for inclusion
on the World Heritage List not on the grounds of aesthetics, but on the grounds of history. His shift in thinking
supports the revised recommendation from ICOMOS in 1979 to inscribe the historic centre of Warsaw based on
its associative value. In his report, Parent argues that Warsaw merits listing because of the exceptional historical
circumstances surrounding its resurrection and because it “has been made into a symbol by the patriotic feeling
of the Polish people.” Parent’s perceptive views were ignored at the time.

Strategic review in 1992

The authenticity discussion resurfaces during the strategic review of the implementation of the World Heritage
Convention on its twentieth anniversary. At a preparatory meeting in Washington in June 1990, Léon
Pressouyre, ICOMOS advisor for cultural nominations in the 1980s, complained that the World Heritage
Committee was inconsistent in its application of the test of authenticity. He criticized the Committee for
interpreting authenticity with varying degrees of rigor.” He was likely frustrated by the Committee’s decision on
the proposal to list the French town of Carcassonne as World Heritage. The Committee deferred the nomination
in 1985 because “the ramparts have undergone important modifications in the nineteenth century which
impinge upon the authenticity of the site.”™

In an interview in 2008, Pressouyre recalls the anger of French officials towards him.

I had a difficult moment when the inscription of Carcassonne on the World Heritage List was refused ... |
had the mandate from ICOMOS to say that it should not be inscribed because of questions that touch on
authenticity. Well, | fulfilled my mandate. And when | came in from this session, | was summoned by the
Minister of Culture at the time who told me that | had acted disrespectfully, that it was very bad, that |
was a bad Frenchman. So, | explained to him that at this moment | was not French, | was the

9 Michel Parent, Comparative Study of Nominations and Criteria for World Cultural Heritage (Paris, UNESCO, 1979), 19-20.
http://whc.unesco.org/archive/1979/cc-79-confoo3-11e.pdf

10 Parent, ibid., 19.

11 Knut Einar Larsen (ed.), “Nara Document on authenticity,” Nara Conference on Authenticity in relation to the World Heritage Convention:
Proceedings, Nara, Japan, 1-6 November 1994 (Paris/Japan: UNESCO/Japan Agency for Cultural Affairs, 1995), p. xxiii.

12 Parent, ibid., 19.

13 Léon Pressouyre, The World Heritage Convention, twenty years later (Paris: Association of former UNESCO staff members, 1996), 11-13.

14 UNESCO, Report of the Rapporteur of the ninth session of the Bureau in Paris 3-5 June, SC-85/CONF.007/9, 11.




spokesperson for an international organization.”

The Washington meeting recommended a critical review of the interpretation of authenticity and integrity. At
the 1992 session in Santa Fe, the Committee decided to accept this recommendation. This was theoretical. But
at that same World Heritage session in Santa Fe, the issue became concrete. ICOMOS raised questions about
Japan’s project in the Kathmandu Valley in Nepal. Concerned about the dismantlement and reconstruction of
abandoned monastery buildings, ICOMOS questioned the appropriateness of Japan’s conservation methods. In
response, Kanefusa Masuda, then chief senior specialist for cultural properties at Japan’s Agency for Cultural
Affairs, explained the project to the Committee. Despite his explanation, there remained sufficient concern
among Committee members that they asked UNESCO and ICOMOS to do a global evaluation of the work that
was being done on the cultural heritage of Kathmandu Valley World Heritage site. This decision alerted
Japanese authorities and paved the way for the Nara Conference on Authenticity.

Towards the Nara Conference on Authenticity

In his role as ICOMOS Secretary-General, Herb Stovel was a driving force behind the Nara Conference. After the
Santa Fe discussion, Stovel visited Japan to discuss the country’s approaches to conservation. Since ratifying
the Convention in 1992, Japan had raised concerns about Western bias in the application of conservation.
According to Stovel, the Japanese wanted to discuss the universality of western-based principles like
authenticity.”® Stovel suggested to the Japanese authorities that such issues would best be discussed in an open
scientific meeting. Japan generously offered to host such a meeting as an opportunity to stimulate a meaningful
debate on global conservation approaches.

An organizational meeting to give form and structure to the upcoming conference was held in Bergen, Norway
in January 1994. That meeting of experts appointed a scientific committee to advise the Japanese government
on the conference agenda and a preliminary list of participants. In addition to representatives from ICOMOS
(Stovel) and ICCROM (Jukka Jokilehto), the group included Mr. Masuda and two members of the ICOMOS

International Scientific Committee on wood, Nils Marstein and Knut Larsen.

The Bergen meeting came to some partial conclusions on authenticity. The Bergen meeting discussed the value
of reconsidering the four areas of the test of authenticity used by the Committee. A key recommendation from
Bergen was a proposal to expand the number of areas to assess authenticity. The expanded list included the
original tangible and static attributes, followed by new dimensions, some more dynamic and intangible, such as

form/design, material/substance, function/use, context/setting/spirit, and techniques/traditions/process.”

Following the Bergen meeting, Stovel and Jokilehto captured these ideas in a document entitled “Notes on
Aspects of Authenticity.” This document elaborated on each of the proposed areas and how each might be
used for evaluating nominations and determining conservation treatments.”® With some minor modifications,
this list became part of the final Nara Document.

Goals of the Nara Conference

The goals of the Nara Conference were simple, yet complex. After nearly two decades of implementing the
World Heritage Convention, the global context had changed. Different concepts of cultural heritage existed in
various regions of the world. Some questioned the legitimacy of applying on a worldwide basis the principles of

15 UNESCO World Heritage Oral Archives, Canada Research Chair on Built Heritage, University of Montreal, Audio interview of Léon
Pressouyre by Christina Cameron and Mechtild Rdssler, Paris, 18 November 2008.

https://whc.unesco.org/en/oralarchives/leon-pressouyre

16 Herb Stovel, Memo to ICOMOS Canada, Ottawa, [1994], Carleton University Archives, Fonds Herb Stovel, box 186.

17 Herb Stovel, Notes on Aspects of Authenticity, Reflections from the Bergen meeting, 11 February 1994, rev. 3 March 1994, Carleton
University Archives, Herb Stovel Fonds, box 34.

18 Ibid.
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European conservation doctrine that appeared to impose the cultural values of one region over all the others.
In addition, the application of authenticity was not necessarily a good fit with the many new types of heritage,
including industrial sites and vernacular buildings.

The main objectives of the meeting were to clarify the meaning of authenticity in conservation practice, to build
consensus for a definition of authenticity that would reconcile different conservation approaches, and to adjust
the test of authenticity to accommodate diverse global cultures.

The new category of cultural landscapes posed a particular problem, as explained by Susan Buggey, a
participant at the expert meeting in La Petite Pierre where the concept was developed for World Heritage:

The established yardstick for measuring authenticity was design, material, workmanship or setting. The
living and evolving nature of cultural landscapes made this measure problematic. Such evidences as
continuity of character, land uses, processes, and living and oral traditions seemed more relevant. The
phrase “and in the case of cultural landscapes their distinctive character and components” was added
to the existing terms to encompass the nature and attributes of cultural landscapes, as yet little
defined.”

The four dimensions of the test of authenticity - design, material, workmanship and setting -- no longer seemed
adequate to address the wide range of sites or the diversity of approaches. The Nara Conference aimed to
create a framework that encompassed different perceptions of value and different cultural settings.

The Nara Document on Authenticity

The Nara meeting provided a platform for exchange and understanding of conservation practice in the global
community. It was an opportunity to tap into the worldwide experience of experts to adjust the test of
authenticity to current perspectives, and to define approaches to authenticity that would embrace all global
cultures, not just European/western cultures.

The Nara Document on Authenticity has thirteen articles and an annex. It clarifies the relationship between
cultural heritage values and authenticity. Authenticity is not a value. One cannot have “authenticity World
Heritage site”. Instead, authenticity is the essential qualifying factor to assess values.

The document sets down key principles including the need to respect all forms of cultural expression, a
commitment to relativism of principles and practice within various cultural contexts, and a fundamental link
between authenticity and truthful historical sources. It extends the areas in which authenticity applies, including
form, substance, function, traditions, techniques, location, spirit and feeling. As such, it represents a new
opening to non-Western views and concepts of heritage.

The Nara Process

In terms of process, dozens of experts presented papers in the plenary sessions. But the Nara Document
followed a separate track in private evening sessions that unfortunately were not recorded. The two
conference rapporteurs, Herb Stovel and Raymond Lemaire, prepared an initial proposal for discussion by a
drafting committee. This Scientific Management Group of fifteen people included the conference rapporteurs,

chairpersons and rapporteurs of the four plenary sessions, the scientific coordinator of the meeting, two

19 Susan Buggey, “Cultural Landscapes and World Heritage: Learning from La Petite Pierre,” in Christina Cameron and Judith Herrmann,
eds., Exploring the cultural value of nature: a World Heritage context, Proceedings of the Montreal Round Table, 12-14 March 2014 (Montreal:
Canada Research Chair on Built Heritage, 2014), 61.
https://papyrus.bib.umontreal.ca/xmlui/bitstream/handle/1866/21486/Chaire%20Canada%20patrimoine%20bati 2014 Proces-verbal.pdf




experts from the Japanese Agency of Cultural Affairs as well as representatives from ICOMOS, ICCROM and the
World Heritage Centre.”

The three nights sessions experienced “often acrimonious debate,” a signal of a struggle between old world
and new world perspectives. | recall impassioned declarations from Raymond Lemaire on behalf of universal
values and monumental heritage, and equally fervent statements from ICOMOS Australia’s Joan Domicelj
pleading for recognition of more modest and often intangible heritage of Indigenous peoples. According to
Stovel, “some of these discussions were fairly unpleasant, since they appeared to accord one group’s heritage
more significance than another group’s, and to reflect a kind of cultural imperialism. And on both sides of the

9921

debate, patience and good will dissipated fairly frequently.”* On the final evening, which Stovel calls
“disastrous”, several participants “refused” the document.” The next morning, it was presented to the plenary
session. After taking notes of proposed amendments, Stovel and Lemaire left Nara without finalizing the French

and English versions of the document.

Versions of the Nara Document

Although the two rapporteurs intended to produce a final version after their return home, they were unable to
reach agreement. The main sticking point was Lemaire’s rejection of the phrase “cultural heritage” which he
considered inaccurate because the term includes much more than built heritage, for example painting,
sculpture, literature and music. In French, Lemaire translated the term as “cette diversité,” (article 6),
“patrimoine historique,” (article 9), and “chaque oeuvre,” (article 11).

While Stovel and Lemaire communicated back and forth without resolving their differences, the scientific
coordinator responsible for publishing the proceedings lost patience. Frustrated by their quarrel, Knut Einar
Larsen decided to publish the two different versions in the languages of their authors. With a certain irony,
Larsen called this compromise an expression of linguistic cultural diversity. “What we can have is Herb Stovel’s
and Raymond Lemaire’s faithful interpretation of the task they were given by the participants in the Nara
Conference. ... We may assume that slight differences reflect the authenticity of the ‘Francophone’ and
‘Anglophone’ cultures.”” Even after publication, Stovel continued to reach out to Lemaire to harmonize the
texts. Unfortunately, Lemaire died in 1997 leaving the two different versions. It should be noted that several
versions are in circulation: the draft document presented to the final session of the Nara Conference, the
“official” version in Larsen’s publication, and a slightly altered version presented to the 1994 session of the
World Heritage Committee in Phuket.

Main achievements

The Nara Document was successful in renewing general principles of conservation doctrine. In Stovel’s words,
“The document stands as an effort to complement, in contemporary fashion, the considerations understood as
universal when the Venice Charter was formulated.”*

The framework acknowledges the importance of cultural diversity and heritage diversity, thereby embracing
diverse forms of heritage valued by societies. The Nara principles encourage professional judgements that are
open to different perceptions of values and different conceptions of appropriate treatment in relation to
values. The document introduces the concept of relativity in conservation decision-making. The enlarged list of

20 The Scientific Management Group included, in alphabetical order, Azedine Beschaouch, Christina Cameron, Pisit Charoenwongsa, Henry
Cleere, Joan Domicelj, Bernd von Droste, Nobuko Inaba, Jukka Jokilehto, Knut Einar Larsen, Raymond Lemaire, Jean-Louis Luxen, Nils
Marstein, Kanefusa Masuda, Michael Petzet and Herb Stovel

21 Herb Stovel to ICOMOS Canada, September 1994, Carleton University Archives, Herb Stovel Fonds, box 186.

22 Ibid.

23 Knut Einar Larsen, Memo to Herb Stovel, 18 January 1995, Carleton University Archives, Herb Stovel Fonds, box 186.

24 Herb Stovel, Foreword: Working towards the Nara Document, 1995, Carleton University Archives, Herb Stovel Fonds, box 186.

43



44

areas to consider in assessing authenticity promotes conservation actions that reflect specific cultures. These
ideas are summed up succinctly in article 11: “Cultural heritage must be considered and judged within the
cultural contexts to which it belongs.”” Following the Nara Conference, many regional meetings encouraged

discussions on the practical implications of applying this framework.

The outcomes of Nara are part of a process to regularly re-examine conservation principles. One can argue that
the 1964 Venice Charter was the last attempt to express universal principle and that subsequent efforts were
type-specific or regional charters for gardens, historic towns and so forth. For this reason, Stovel consistently
described the Nara Document as the first doctrinal text in heritage conservation principles since the Venice
Charter.”®

In concluding this presentation, | have selected two examples that show the influence of the Nara Document
and raise questions about future challenges.

Old Bridge Area of the Old City of Mostar

Bosnia and Herzegovina

The original fifteenth-century bridge was destroyed in 1993 during the Balkan war. It was reconstructed at the
turn of the twenty-first century under the auspices of UNESCO, the World Bank and the Aga Khan Foundation.
The World Heritage Committee raised concerns about the material authenticity of the bridge and deferred it
twice in 2000 and 2003 while reconstruction was still underway. In 2005, the bridge was inscribed on the World
Heritage List under criterion (vi).

Although extensive and high-quality documentation was available, ICOMOS had doubts about the accuracy of
the reconstruction work. ICOMOS attempted to balance the World Heritage policy on reconstruction with the
new attributes of authenticity in the Nara Document. ICOMOS in its 2005 evaluation supported inscription of
the reconstructed bridge as World Heritage because the project had been well documented and “the
authenticity of form, use of authentic materials and techniques are fully recognizable. ... the reconstructed
bridge has a kind of truthfulness, even though in strictly material terms a considerable portion is not of identical
or original pieces.” ICOMOS concluded that the bridge had “a special kind of ‘overall’ authenticity... this
reconstruction of fabric should be seen as being in the background compared with restoration of the intangible
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dimensions of this property.

On this point, former ICOMOS advisor Léon Pressouyre strongly disagreed. In his 2008 interview, he criticized
the elasticity of the interpretation of authenticity. He had chaired the scientific committee for the bridge project
from 1998 to 2004. According to Pressouyre, “to talk about authenticity of substance, well, that’s obviously
impossible; to talk about authenticity of the symbol, in my opinion, is very misleading.” Despite the quality of
the research, compromises were made in implementation, due to constraints of cost and time. Pressouyre says
that the project mixed historical and contemporary materials and methods, creating a hybrid structure that, in
diplomatic language, “dissociated scientific study from implementation.” For Pressouyre, this was a
postmodern structure.”®

25 Knut Einar Larsen (ed.), “Nara Document on authenticity,” Nara Conference on Authenticity in relation to the World Heritage Convention:
Proceedings, Nara, Japan, 1-6 November 1994 (Paris/Japan: UNESCO/Japan Agency for Cultural Affairs, 1995), xxiii, article 11.

26 Herb Stovel, Nara Revisited: the Impact of the Nara Document on the understanding and use of the authenticity concept,” in Il Restauro
fra identita et autenticitd, eds. G. Gristillini and V. Foramitti (Venic: Marsilio, 2000), 244.

27 UNESCO, ICOMOS Evaluations of Cultural Properties, Paris, 2005, WHC-05/29.COM/INF.8B.1, 181.
https://whc.unesco.org/en/documents/5857.

28 UNESCO World Heritage Oral Archives, Canada Research Chair on Built Heritage, University of Montreal, Audio interview of Léon
Pressouyre by Christina Cameron and Mechtild R&ssler, Paris, 18 November 2008.

https://whc.unesco.org/en/oralarchives/leon-pressouyre




Budapest, including the Banks of the Danube, the Buda Castle Quarter and Andrassy Avenue, Hungary

The second example is the Buda Castle district in Budapest, Hungary, listed as World Heritage in 1987. The
mediaeval castle was built on a rocky spur on the western bank of the Danube River. The Committee identified
its Outstanding Universal Value under two criteria. The Buda Castle district played a key role in the spread of
Gothic art in the Magyar lands from the 14th century onwards (criterion ii), and the architectural ensemble
illustrates two significant historical periods (medieval and baroque) separated by a hiatus corresponding to the
Turkish occupation (criterion iv). Significantly, Budapest was the second capital of Austro-Hungarian empire
that lasted from 1867 to 1918.

In 2014, Hungary launched a massive renovation plan known as the National Hauszmann Program for the Buda
Castle district.” It aimed to erase evidence of the Soviet occupation that began after World War Il and proposed
to restore or reconstruct buildings and gardens to their former glory days of Empire. As a symbolic site of the
nation, the government promoted the plan as an initiative to foster a renaissance of Hungary’s national identity
in the 21st century.

Like the bridge at Mostar, restoration and reconstruction in the Buda Castle district have been based on
meticulous research. The former 1904 Ministry of Finance building was essentially reconstructed — work on the
interior is still underway -- and the 1901 the royal guardhouse and the royal riding hall were completely
reconstructed on their original empty sites in 2016 and 2017. While Hungary claims to follow strict conservation
guidelines, modern materials and interventions have been introduced.

Like the Mostar case, the World Heritage Committee has raised questions about the negative impact on the
authenticity of these buildings. ICOMOS has been clear in its advice. The work in the Buda Castle district is
contrary to international conservation standards. The projects will harm the authenticity of the World Heritage
site and could create an illusion that does not correspond to historical reality. Since 2019 ICOMOS has

recommended In Danger listing.

Unfortunately, the World Heritage Committee has not shown such leadership. In recent years the Committee
has been reluctant to inscribe any property on the In Danger List. Since 2017 the Committee has repeatedly
expressed concern about the inappropriate conservation approaches used to implement the Hauszmann
program and its negative impact on the authenticity of the site. It has also asked Hungary to temporarily halt
the work and present its plans to the Committee, but to no avail. By 2019, as the situation became more urgent,
the Committee expressed regret at the “blurring of the distinctions between conservation, restoration,
reconstruction, and new construction in addition to the speed of the development work ongoing.” The
Committee called for alternate conservation approaches and has repeatedly threatened to put the property on
the World Heritage in Danger List.** But the Committee has not taken any further action. We shall see what
happens at the upcoming session of the World Heritage Committee in 2025.

My purpose in presenting these two similar cases is to show that further discussion is needed on the
implications of the Nara Document on Authenticity. With the Mostar bridge, the Committee recognized the
memory value as a positive symbol of reconciliation, international co-operation and the coexistence of diverse
cultural, ethnic and religious communities. With the Buda Castle district projects, the Committee has taken a
different position. It has expressed concern about the negative impact of the projects that erase a period of
history. What really is the difference between these two properties? Is it a difference of intention? Is it a

29 NP, National Hauszmann Program (Budapest: Vérkapitdnysag Integralt Teriletfejlesztési Kézpont Nonprofit Zrt, 2022), 1-58.
https://nemzetihauszmannprogram.hu/nhp-strategy-2021.pdf

30 UNESCO, Budapest, including the Banks of the Danube, the Buda Castle Quarter and Andrassy Avenue, 43 COM/7B.84.
https://whc.unesco.org/en/ list/400
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judgement about the worthiness of the intentions? Is it the difference between celebration of a positive symbol
versus historical erasures? | do not know.

To come back to the Nara Document. | have shown the expanded list of dimensions to evaluate authenticity.
Some of these new more intangible dimensions help to justify physical reconstruction as a means of recovering
intangible values and symbolic meaning. But given the ambiguities in the Mostar and Budapest cases, | conclude
that more work needs to be done to further clarify the conservation standards that flow from the Nara
Document on Authenticity.
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Reflections on Authenticity: 30 Years after the Nara Document

Abstract

In 2014, (Nara +20 year) at the ‘Forum on Revisiting Authenticity in Asian Contexts’, we examined authenticity as
one of the most ambiguous concepts in conservation. Critical issues such as its nomenclature and implications in
conservation processes were highlighted. Participants even questioned the validity of the prevailing concept of
authenticity in the World Heritage discourse and beyond, offering several recommendations. This presentation
revisits those discussions, arguing that little progress has been made in addressing the concerns raised a decade
ago. It underscores the urgent need to revisit the philosophical foundations and practical applications of

authenticity while retaining the Nara Document as a guiding framework.

Contents
1. Introduction
a. The Evolution of the Heritage Discourse
b. The Evolution of the Concept of Authenticity
2. Pending Issues from the Revisiting Authenticity 2014 Forum
3. New Issues

4. Conclusions

1. Introduction

The concept of authenticity is considered a cornerstone of heritage conservation, yet it remains one of the
most ambiguous and debated terms within the field- mostly at academic levels. As early as 2014, we argued that
authenticity is perhaps the most elusive term for conservation professionals, a sentiment echoed by Stefano
De Caro, who described it as a "conundrum" in its practical application. Authenticity's central role in the World
Heritage process whichis mandatory has historically favored material-based approaches, often sidelining spiritual,
cultural, and other non-material values that are crucial to many heritage sites. However, the interpretation and
application of authenticity have been fraught with challenges. The Nara Document on Authenticity (1994) was
alandmark effort to address these challenges by broadening the understanding of authenticity, acknowledging

diverse cultural contexts, and emphasizing the importance of both tangible and intangible values.

Despite these progressive intentions, the Nara Document’s vision remains only partially realized. The
conservation profession continues to grapple with a predominantly fabric focused approach describe
below to the interpretation of authenticity, often neglecting cultural, spiritual, and community-centered

perspectives.

This paper aims to critically reflect on the concept of authenticity 30 years after the Nara Document and examine
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the unresolved issues surrounding its interpretation and application. For this, | use the results of the 2014, Forum
on Revisiting Authenticity in Asian Contexts, where we highlighted several critical issues related to nomenclature,
ambiguity, accommodating change, and the integration of spiritual values and community participation. We
also consider the impacts of natural and human-induced disasters on heritage and the limitations of current
authenticity paradigms. This paper revisits these discussions, reflecting on the progress made (or lack thereof)
over the past three decades and proposing a path forward for a more inclusive, context-sensitive approach to
authenticity.

a) The evolution of the Heritage discourse

Heritage discourse has evolved substantially over the last three decades. Overlooking the traditional knowledge
systems and the fabric-focused approaches to heritage started in the mid-19th century have shifted towards a
more people-focused approach after the 1990’s. This shift is characterized by the notion of values for assessing
and managing heritage, which incorporated people-centric values and recognition of intangibles in the heritage
processes. This diagram suggests the evolution in a nutshell which places people at the heart of the heritage

discourse.

Nara document authenticity is an event that contributed to this shift. It indeed challenged the conventional

fabric-focused approach as eloquently described by Arouse:

The Eurocentric doctrinal foundation that had been developed for over two centuries to sustain its focus on
materiality was effectively challenged in the Nara document, which recognized for the first time that authenticity

is a relative concept that depends on its socio-economic context (Araoz, 20n, p. 57).

b) The Evolution of the Concept of Authenticity

The generic reference in the Venice charter ‘ It is our duty to hand them on in the full richness of their authenticity’
gained a momentum after it was introduced to the world heritage process. In the early days of the World Heritage
Convention, authenticity was primarily understood in terms of material aspects —focused on the physical fabric
of heritage sites. This interpretation aligned with the Western-centric conservation principles that emphasized

the preservation of the original materials, form, and structure.

The adoption of the Nara Document on Authenticity in 1994 marked a significant shift, as it acknowledged
the need to consider the cultural context in determining what constitutes authenticity. The Nara Document
responded to the growing recognition that values associated with heritage could extend beyond the tangible
and include intangible aspects, such as traditions, spiritual beliefs, and cultural practices. This shift was seen to

respect cultural diversity and promote a more inclusive approach to heritage conservation.

However, despite the aspirations of the Nara Document, the fabric-focused interpretation of authenticity has
continued to dominate conservation practice. This dominance is evident in the way the concept has been applied
in the Operational Guidelines of the World Heritage Convention, where attributes of heritage properties are
often prioritized over intangible aspects. This fabric-focused view has resulted in tensions, particularly in non-
Western contexts where spiritual and cultural values play a central role in defining the significance of heritage.

Overemphasis is reflected in the Operational guidelines.

2. Pending Issues from the Revisiting Authenticity 2014 Forum

The 2014 Forum on Revisiting Authenticity in Asian Contexts brought together heritage professionals from
the region to reflect on the application of authenticity, particularly in regional context. Several critical issues
emerged from the discussions, highlighting persistent challenges in understanding and applying the concept of

authenticity. Some of them are discussed below.



Key issues/ concerns raised
a) Nomenclature
b) Ambiguity in the Application
¢) Accommodating Change
d) The process of understanding spiritual values, attributes, and aspects of authenticity

e) Community participation

a) Nomenclature

‘In part the discussion of the concept of authenticity remains problematic because the term is not always
directly translatable into the many local languages that exist in Asia. Conservation practitioners therefore rely
upon inexact synonyms in the establishment of local frameworks or in their interactions with communities and

stakeholders.’

One of the key issues discussed at the forum was the confusion surrounding the terminology of authenticity. The
term itself is often used inconsistently, leading to varying interpretations across different cultural contexts and
countries. In many cases, heritage practitioners equate authenticity with material integrity, overlooking broader
cultural dimensions. This narrow focus on the physical fabric has led to a rigid application of authenticity, which

does not adequately account for the diversity of heritage values and expressions.

b) Ambiguity in the Application:

‘It was noted that there is currently ambiguity in the use of the concept of authenticity in the World Heritage
context. On one hand the state of conservation regards authenticity as a generic or overarching term, while on
the other, the designation of authenticity in the World Heritage nomination form this is reduced to the selection

of specific aspects.’

The ambiguity surrounding authenticity remains a significant challenge in heritage conservation. The Nara
Document emphasized the need for a context-sensitive understanding of authenticity, but in practice, its
application has often been standardized, ignoring the unique cultural and historical contexts of individual
heritage sites. This standardized approach has resulted in a one-size-fits-all interpretation that does not reflect

the dynamic and evolving nature of heritage.

i. Application across the globe.
Problems exist in its application across a variety of heritage typologies and across many regions. Authenticity is
often applied indiscriminately across different heritage properties, regardless of their unique cultural, historical,
and social contexts. This generalized use dilutes the concept, making it difficult to apply in specific cases where

the significance of the heritage property may be tied to intangible values or living traditions.

It was for this purpose that the Forum was held, and the participants questioned its validity. For example, in many
Asian and African cultures, the value of a heritage site may be closely linked to its ongoing use, spiritual practices,
or cultural rituals. Applying a standardized notion of authenticity that focuses solely on the fabric of the site (see
discussion on restoration) can lead to conservation practices that are incongruent with the local cultural context.
This generic application fails to account for the dynamic and evolving nature of heritage, which can result in

conservation strategies that are rigid and unresponsive to cultural change.
ii. Authenticity as a Generic Concept

Anotherissueis the use of authenticity as a generic, overarching concept without clear differentiation. The current
understanding of authenticity often lacks clarity, particularly when it is applied broadly across the entire heritage

place. In reality, there is no heritage place in the world that is unaffected by continuity and change—this very
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dynamic nature is why conservation is increasingly seen as the management of continuity. As heritage evolves,
no site remains fully authentic in all its tangible and intangible aspects. Instead, there are specific elements that
retain authenticity that can be assessed. To elaborate this, | presented a view point at the Forum where we
explored the importance of identifying and assessing these individual authentic elements rather than applying

the concept indiscriminately to the whole site.
| quoted Linstrum to expand my view:

If we keep in mind that when we talk about a particular instance of authenticity we need to identify exactly what
we mean in that individual case. If our aim is to preserve authenticity, then we might assume that whatever we
want to preserve exists - otherwise it cannot be preserved. But is it the authentic fabric that we mean? Or the
authentic history? Or the authentic appearance? Or the authentic architectural concept? It might be all four, but
not necessarily; and so our intention must be clear at the outset, otherwise we shall not only confuse ourselves -

and probably everyone else in the end (Linstrum, 1991, p. 6).

This indeed suggests a way forward in assessing authenticity. There are two aspects to this. Identification of
elements that convey authenticity during the values assessment process and to assess their impacts during

interventions or when SOC is undertaken.

The fact that nomination dossiers refer to only one or several so-called attributes given in the Operational
Guidelines proves this point but adding more clarity would help the States Parties. The fundamental issue we
have not resolved is whether preserving the authenticity of one or two elements is sufficient to justify generically

applied ‘authenticity’ is sufficient.

iii. Confusion in the Operational Guidelines
One of the most pressing issues in the application of authenticity is the way it has been interpreted in the
Operational Guidelines of the World Heritage Convention. The guidelines, which provide the framework for
evaluating World Heritage nominations, have often reduced authenticity to a checklist of attributes. This approach

undermines the broader, context-sensitive understanding of authenticity advocated by the Nara Document.

The Nara Document emphasized that authenticity must be understood in relation to the cultural context of
the heritage property. However, the Operational Guidelines have often failed to capture this nuance, instead
promoting a standardized approach that overlooks the diverse ways in which different cultures may interpret
and value their heritage. This misinterpretation has led to the exclusion of non-material values and has limited the

potential for a more holistic understanding of heritage.

Depending on the nature of the cultural heritage, its | Para82. Depending on the type of cultural heritage,

cultural context, and its evolution through time,
authenticity judgements may be linked to the worth
of a great variety of sources of information. Aspects
of the sources may include

e form and design,

e materials and substance,

e use and function,

e traditions and techniques,

e location and setting,

and its cultural context, properties may be
understood to meet the conditions of authenticity if
their cultural values (as recognized in the nomination
criteria proposed) are truthfully

and credibly expressed through a variety of attributes
including:

e form and design;

e materials and substance;

e use and function;




e spirit and feeling, e traditions, techniques and management
¢ otherinternal and external factors. systems;

The use of these sources permits elaboration of the | ¢ location and setting;

specific artistic, historic, social, and scientific | ¢ language, and other forms of intangible heritage;
dimensions of the cultural heritage being examined. | ¢ spirit and feeling;

e otherinternal and external factors.

c) Accommodating Change
‘There are ambiguities resulting in difficulties in applying current frameworks of authenticity in the event of
change which impacts the values of the place and in particular on the relationship between built heritage and the

continuity of spiritual values (e.g. in the context of recent disaster recovery efforts).

Heritage is inherently dynamic, shaped by the passage of time and changing cultural practices. However, the
prevailing concept of authenticity often fails to accommodate change, instead prioritizing the preservation
of a fixed historical moment. The forum participants highlighted the need for a more flexible approach that
recognizes change as an integral part of a heritage site’s life cycle. Authenticity should not be confined to a static

snapshot but should reflect the ongoing cultural processes and adaptations that give heritage its significance.

d) The process of understanding spiritual values, attributes, and aspects of authenticity
‘While materials-based, scientific and empirically supported notions of authenticity may be necessary, there was,
nevertheless, a consensus that this often does not go far enough in some Asian circumstances to include the

spiritual values of the place.’

The forum also explored the complexities of understanding and integrating intangible heritage such as spiritual
values and non-material aspects of authenticity. Many heritage sites, particularly in Asian contexts, are imbued
with profound spiritual significance that cannot be captured by material attributes alone. The challenge lies in
identifying and assessing these spiritual values, which are often intangible and deeply embedded in local cultural
practices. The forum emphasized the need for methodologies that can effectively incorporate these aspects into

the evaluation of authenticity.

Related to this is also the Challenges in Applying Authenticity to Intangible Elements. One of the significant
contributions of the Nara Document was its recognition of the importance of intangible values. However, the
application of authenticity to intangible heritage elements remains problematic or unresolved. Unlike tangible
heritage, which can be assessed based on physical attributes, intangible heritage is often defined by practices,

expressions, knowledge, and skills that are dynamic and constantly evolving.

Forinstance, the authenticity of a traditional dance or ritual cannot be judged by its adherence to a fixed form but
must be understood in the context of its transmission, performance, and cultural significance. This fluid nature
of intangible heritage challenges the conventional criteria used to assess authenticity, which are often based
on static and unchanging attributes. As a result, intangible heritage is frequently marginalized, excluded or not
properly understood for from considerations of authenticity, even when it is integral to the cultural identity of

the heritage property.

We can use the ICH convention for identifying intangible elements which are essential and now mandatory in
Nominations. But by definition, ICH doesn’t recognize authenticity. They are evolving even though the ‘processes’

that can be authentic.
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Spirit of Naples calls for synergies between the two conventions.

i. Attributes
Related to the above is also the issues of attributes. Attributes are defined as the tangible and intangible
elements that convey the values of a heritage site. Identifying these attributes is a key aspect of the first pillar of
Outstanding Universal Value (OUV). The authenticity of these identified attributes must then be assessed under
the second pillar. However, confusion arises in the Operational Guidelines, where a list of attributes is provided.
Thereis also no distinction between tangible and intangible elements. Furthermore, the connection between the
attributes identified under the first pillar of OUV and their assessment in the second pillar is not clearly explained.
In practice, references to “attributes” are often made in the statement of authenticity, but without adequate

differentiation or contextual analysis.

e) Community Participation
‘The interpretation of authenticity in conservation practice may alienate local communities in the preservation

of heritage places. This underscores the issue of who most benefits from conservation and need authenticity.’

Community participation is a crucial yet often overlooked component of authenticity. The Nara Document
underscored the importance of communities in the interpretation and assessment of authenticity, recognizing
that they are the primary custodians of cultural heritage. However, in practice, the voices of local communities are
frequently marginalized, with experts and authorities prioritizing material conservation over community values
and perspectives. This exclusion undermines the authenticity of heritage sites, as it disconnects the conservation

process from the living cultural context.

In the people-focused period now we are in, communities are being integrated or being heavily advocated in
all heritage processes. People-centred approaches to heritage for instance, campaign for placing people at the

heart of the discourse and taking them to enrich practice.

The Process of Conservation
The forum discussions highlighted the need to rethink the process of conservation in relation to authenticity.
Four key themes emerged: longstanding traditions, continuity, conservation as revitalization, and the importance

of the wider context.

a) Longstanding Traditions

b) Continuity

¢) Conservation as a Revitalization Process
d) AWider Context

a) Longstanding Traditions
‘There is diversity in Asian cultures in terms of approaches to the preservation of heritage structures and these
are based on longstanding traditional theory and practices that predate the Venice Charter. For example, the

restoration of temples in South Asia was discussed in the Mayamata, a manuscript from the ninth century.’

Longstanding cultural traditions play a vital role in shaping the understanding of authenticity. In many cases, the
significance of a heritage site is not tied solely to its physical structure but to the traditions and cultural practices
that have been maintained over generations. Recognizing and respecting these traditions is essential for an
accurate assessment of authenticity. For example, the traditional maintenance practices of Japanese temples,

whichinvolve periodic reconstruction, are seen as part of the cultural continuity, rather than aloss of authenticity.



b) Continuity
‘There is a tradition of rebuilding buildings, where the process embodies spiritual significance. This is informed

by a regenerative view of the relationships between the past and the present, which is circular and continuous.’

Continuity is a key element in the concept of heritage as we have elaborated in the Living Heritage Programme.
Heritage sites are not static; they evolve over time, reflecting changes in cultural practices, social values, and
environmental conditions. Authenticity should therefore be seen as a dynamic process that encompasses the
ongoing use and adaptation of heritage sites. For instance, the continued use of a historic temple/church/mosque

for religious ceremonies contributes to its authenticity, even if physical changes have occurred over time.

i. Reconstruction
Related to the above points is also the issue of reconstruction stated in the OG under authenticity. The OG says
‘The respect due to all cultures requires that cultural heritage must be considered and judged primarily within
the cultural contexts to which it belongs’ but in para 86, it says ‘ In relation to authenticity, the reconstruction
of archaeological remains or historic buildings or districts is justifiable only in exceptional circumstances.
Reconstructionis acceptable only based on complete and detailed documentation and to no extent on conjecture.

This is a complete reverse to fabric-focused emphasis and contradicts the above statement on cultural context.

ii. Authenticity and Heritage Impacted by Disasters
The concept of authenticity faces additional challenges when applied to heritage properties impacted by natural
and human-induced disasters. In such cases, the physical fabric of the heritage site may be significantly altered

or even destroyed, raising questions about how to assess authenticity in the context of loss and reconstruction.

For instance, after the devastating earthquake in Nepal in 2015, many historic temples and monuments were
severely damaged. The reconstruction process sparked debates about whether the rebuilt structures could still
be considered authentic. Traditional approaches would prioritize the preservation of original materials, but in
the context of disaster recovery, the focus often shifts to the continuity of cultural practices and the symbolic
meaning of the structures. This shift highlights the need for a more flexible understanding of authenticity that

can accommodate the realities of heritage conservation in the aftermath of disasters.

) Conservation as a Revitalization Process
‘In general, while older elements of a building may be obscured by more recent treatments, the building may still
be understood as authentic because it represents a revitalizing spiritual process or the continuing embodiment

of enduring spiritual beliefs and practices valued by the community.’

Conservation should be viewed as a process of revitalization rather than mere preservation. This approach aligns
with a broader understanding of authenticity that includes the revitalization of cultural practices and the renewal
of community connections to the heritage site. Revitalization efforts, such as the revival of traditional crafts or
the reintroduction of cultural festivals, can enhance the authenticity of a heritage site by reinforcing its cultural

significance.

d) Importance of the Wider Context
‘It was agreed that the assessment of authenticity ought to occur in a wider context because authenticity resides
not only in material forms but also in processes and interactions and linkages between tangible and intangible

aspects, living heritage and in cultural landscapes.’

Authenticity cannot be fully understood without considering the wider cultural, historical, and social context
of a heritage site. The forum participants emphasized the need to assess the authenticity about the broader

environment, including the intangible cultural landscape that surrounds the site. This holistic approach recognizes
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that the significance of a heritage site extends beyond its physical boundaries.

Suggestions and Recommendations
Building on the discussions from the forum, several suggestions were made to improve the application of

authenticity in heritage conservation.

a) Authenticity Guided by Heritage Values
The assessment of authenticity should be guided by a comprehensive evaluation of heritage values, rather than
being limited to a fixed set of material criteria. This approach allows for a more nuanced understanding of what

makes a heritage site significant, taking into account both tangible and intangible attributes.

b) Enhancing the World Heritage Nomination Process
The authenticity segment of the World Heritage nomination form should include a more detailed and clearly
articulated rationale. It is essential to provide a robust justification that considers the full range of heritage values,

including spiritual and cultural dimensions.

) Research and Participatory Approaches

There is a need for more concerted research efforts into the assessment of heritage values, incorporating
participatory processes that engage local communities. By utilizing community knowledge, heritage practitioners
can develop a more inclusive understanding of authenticity that reflects the lived experiences of the people

connected to the site.

d) Balancing Tangible and Intangible Values
It is crucial to understand the extent to which material form is relevant to the preservation of spiritual values
and cultural practices. In some cases, spiritual significance may outweigh the importance of preserving original

materials, requiring a more flexible approach to authenticity.

e) Revisiting Authenticity in Local Contexts

The forum participants acknowledged that each country should revisit the concept of authenticity within its own
cultural context. This process involves exploring the relationships between continuity and change and between
material and immaterial attributes. By doing so, countries can develop more culturally relevant frameworks for

assessing authenticity.

3. New Issues to Address

a) Intangibles

Further to the reference to intangibles that appeared in the 2005 revisions to the Operational Guidelines (under
authenticity) the theme is now fully integrated into the Operational Guidelines. In addition to recognising
intangibles as elements of attributes, OG refers to intangibles in Para 82 (Authenticity), Para 112 (Management

Systems), Para137b (Serial Properties), Para 214 bis (Capacity Building) and 4.b (iii) of the Nomination Format.

b) Local Values
A serious omission in the Operational Guidelines was the recognition of local values. Pre-2023 Operational
Guidelines refers to the assessment of values as follows:
Para 111 (OG 2015). In recognizing the diversity mentioned above, common elements of an effective
management system could include:
a) a thorough shared understanding of the property by all stakeholders, including the use of

participatory planning and stakeholder consultation process;



However, this has now been rectified. Current OG fully acknowledges the local values.
Para 111 (0G2023). In recognizing the diversity mentioned above, common elements of an effective
management system could include:
a) a thorough shared understanding of the property, its universal, national and local values and its
socio-ecological context by all stakeholders, including local communities and Indigenous peoples;
The emphasis on intangibles, and local values makes it imperative that we revisit the notion of authenticity. As |
illustrated in the presentation, there are lessons to learn from the work of the Intangible Heritage Convention in

this regard.

4. Conclusions
The unresolved issues surrounding authenticity call for a revised framework that is inclusive, context-sensitive,
and adaptable. This new framework should balance both tangible and intangible aspects, integrating community

knowledge and perspectives into the assessment process.

The concept of authenticity in heritage conservation remains unresolved, calling for a revised framework that
is inclusive, context-sensitive, and adaptable. Despite the Nara Document's efforts to broaden understanding,
ambiguity persists, creating a gap between theoretical ideals and practical application. This lack of clarity has
led to inconsistent evaluations of World Heritage nominations and conservation strategies, often defaulting to

material-based criteria and sidelining intangible values.

Anew framework must integrate both tangible and intangible aspects of heritage while emphasizing the cultural
context and community perspectives. Authenticity should be recognized as dynamic and culturally diverse,
reflecting the evolving nature of heritage and how different societies perceive it. Greater community involvement
in defining authenticity is essential to ensure conservation strategies respect the cultural significance of heritage

properties.

Thirty years after the Nara Document, its potential remains underutilized due to the dominance of rigid,
material-based interpretations. Revisiting the philosophical underpinnings of authenticity is urgent, enabling the
development of inclusive, adaptive approaches that align with contemporary heritage practices. By embracing
a holistic perspective, the conservation profession can fulfil the vision of the Nara Document, fostering more

meaningful, context-sensitive strategies that honour the diversity and richness of global heritage.
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TRANSFORMATION OF THE HERITAGE SECTOR -TIME LINE

People Focused Paradigms
Post 1990 PEOPLE FOCUSED

Communities/intangibles/TKS/context

WH Convention 1972 (OUV)
1970-1990 TRANSITION Values/Significance (Burra Charter 1979)
Challenging the discourse

Modern Conservation Movement
MID 19t to 1970 FABRIC FOCUSED Venice Charter 1964
UNESCO/IUCN/ICCROM/ICOMOS

- (Tangibles dominated)

PRE MID 19" CENTURY: Tangible/intangible/communities together

Transformation of the Heritage Sector over time

The Evolution of the Concept of
Authenticity

.

Venice (reference)

World Heritage

Nara meeting: (diversity/context/values/aspects of sources)

.

Operational Guidelines (2005)

Nara Plus 10 (not applicable to intangibles)

Nara plus 20 (more work necessary: Can we setup
International Principles?)

Regional discussions: Africa/ Ameticas/Asian Forum
(diversity)

Adapting to national levels (India/China)

Evolution of Authenticity starting from the Venice Charter of 1964

* The doctrine of PCA is about placing
people at the heart of heritage discourse
and recognizing that a focus simply on
the well-being of heritage is inadequate:
it must be expanded to pursue the well-
being of both heritage and society.

* new issues include but not limited to are:

* the evolving nature of the discourse;

* participatory approaches;

 without dividing tangible/intangible

* the political context and social role of
heritage;

« livelihoods and sustainable development;

* constructing inclusive and widely consulted
heritage narratives;

* addressing rights and traditional knowledge
issues;

* building community resilience through
heritage and recovery from disasters and
conflict situations;

Aspects of a People-Centred Approach (PCA) in Cultural Heritage
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Bouddh Stupa

The before and after of restoration to the Bouddha Stupa, Kathmandu, Nepal, following the 2015 earthquake disaster

Sacred Temple of the Tooth Relic:
World Heritage Site- Sri Lanka

Bombed by terrorists in January 1998

Restoration of the Sacred Temple of the Tooth Relic (Sri Dalada Maligawa),

Kandy, Sri Lanka following the terrorist bombing of 1998
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The Fascinating Present: Thinking about Authenticity
in contexts of convergence, memorialisation and loss

Questioning Authenticity

Authenticity has been debated for decades, and its meaning and uses have changed as the breadth of what is
classified as ‘heritage’ has changed. The presentations at this symposium seek to map the beginnings of these
debates, track shifts over time, and suggest useful applications to heritage work in diverse contexts, including to

places devastated by disasters.

Although | am excited by speculations about the future, my work is embedded in the fascinating time of the
present, a time when there is much important thinking and doing needed. In this paper, | briefly reflect on some
trends in present-day heritage debates and practices in terms of what they could mean for understanding and
applying the concept of authenticity, how these can be incorporated into our ‘usual’ heritage regimes and
frameworks, and whether authenticity is fit for purpose for these present needs (and by extension, the future

as well).

Today, the word ‘authenticity’ is used widely, crossing many disciplines and sectors of society such as tourism
experiences, artistic works, cuisine, business and personal ethics, and psychology. Authenticity is a desirable

quality, especially when compared with its alternatives such as inauthentic, fake or unoriginal (Silverman 2015).

Authenticity was animplicit part of the discourse from the 19" century (in texts such as the SPAB Manifesto and the
Athens Charter), was briefly mentioned (but not defined) in the Venice Charter, and was not mentioned at all in the
text of the World Heritage Convention in 1972. It was established as a requirement (or test) for cultural properties
from the very first version of the Operational Guidelines. Since that time, it has transformed continuously through

use, stretched many times to meet new contexts, but remains firmly fixed as a qualifying condition.

Authenticity is not a settled concept for heritage designation and protection. It has and continues to be a focus
for debates involving scholars, practitioners, policy-makers and communities. David Lowenthal’s (1992) portrait
of the ‘heritage crusade’ is explicitly linked to what he describes as an ‘authenticity craze’; and Cornelius Holtorf
(2013: 441) argues that the ‘right to authenticate’ exposes embedded power structures. Despite changes to the
World Heritage system heralded by the Nara Document on Authenticity, my own observation is that it continues
to be used narrowly, implying an original materiality that is frozen in time. As Sophia Labadi (2010, p. 74) has

succinctly put it, this perpetuates an unhelpful fiction about the unchanging nature of cultural heritage.

This paper reflects briefly on the experiences of World Heritage evaluations and points to some trends in present-
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day heritage debates and practices in terms of what they could mean for how we use the concept of authenticity.
These are the drifts towards various convergences and the realities of the ‘new normal’ of wicked problems such

as the climate crisis, and the implications of the growing need to manage for loss.

1. Conceptual Convergences

Over the past two decades, there have been various efforts to achieve a greater synthesis, integration, co-
existence or convergence between some of the silos that comprise the wider ambit of what we now consider
to be ‘heritage’. These silos are often expressed as a set of binaries, including tangible/intangible, memory/
heritage and nature/culture. Experimentation with converging or integrating possibilities must deal with the
well-established institutional cultures and professional communities that have created and tend them, but also

need to demonstrate an ability to facilitate better outcomes for places and people.

Tangible/Intangible

I was not at all involved in the debates about authenticity in the 1990s, but | did participate in the event held here
in Nara in 2004 to mark the 10-year anniversary of the Nara Document. In fact, it was my first ever experience
of attending a UNESCO expert meeting. At that time, the UNESCO Convention on the Safeguarding of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage had recently been adopted, guided by the then Director-General, Koichiro Matsuura

(from Japan) who wished to facilitate the harmonisation of the operation of the ‘two conventions’.

I remember that the 2004 meeting was extraordinarily tense at times, and ultimately rather limited in terms of the
desired integration as we stumbled across the two sets of terms and ways of working. The Yamato Declaration
made at that time is an artefact of compromise. Along with the term ‘conservation’, the concept of authenticity

was one of the centrepieces of tension, and paragraph 8 of the Declaration reads:

“further considering that intangible cultural heritage is constantly recreated, the term ‘authenticity’ as
applied to tangible cultural heritage is not relevant when identifying and safeguarding intangible cultural
heritage.” (UNESCO 2004).

This possibly reflects an unnecessarily narrow interpretation of how authenticity can be understood, but in any
case, twenty years later, ideas of bridging the tangible/intangible divide are less tense. In part, this is because there
are now many places where ‘both conventions’ have been applied. In 2022, the UNESCO website estimated that
there were 110 registered ICH elements related to World Heritage sites, and there have always been provisions
for the recognition of the intangible attributes of World Heritage properties. Although the existence of the two
conventions has possibly further entrenched the tangible/intangible binary for some, World Heritage and ICH
have become convenient book ends, complementing and overlapping each other, with some useful borrowing.
In my view, the concept of safeguarding and attention to transmission are important nuances to the work we do

within the so-called ‘tangible’ convention.

Outside UNESCO, related work has been developed by the World Intellectual Property Organisation (WIPO) on
the protection of traditional knowledge, and in Article 8j of the 1992 Convention on Biological Diversity which
requires participating states to respect and maintain the knowledge and practices of Indigenous Peoples and

local communities and encourages the equitable sharing of benefits arising from this knowledge.’

Heritage/Memory
A second dimension of convergence relates to the use of heritage designation to recognise places of memory.
Of course, this is not at all new, but in the World Heritage system, there has recently been an intensive period

of reflection how such places should be considered. In 2023, the World Heritage Committee agreed on some

1 Convention for Biological Diversity, https://www.cbd.int/traditional/; WIPO, https://www.wipo.int/tk/en/.




Guiding Principles, and properties in this category were inscribed in 2023 and 2024. The Guiding Principles support
the continued application of the requirement for authenticity for these places, emphasising the importance of

factual accuracy and the recognition of divergent perspectives:

‘The nomination text will include the assessment of the authenticity of the physical site and of the
link to the associated memories. Bearing in mind potential differing views, factual accuracy must be
demonstrated to avoid distortion of memories. In addition, it has to be shown that efforts were made
to address and minimize any dissonance that may occur at the local, national, regional, and international
levels.” (UNESCO 2023).

It is of interest to note that the Charter for Safeguarding Sites by the International Holocaust Remembrance
Alliance (IHRA 2023) uses the language of ‘safeguarding’ and memorialisation in the context of increasing
pressures (and the passing away of the survivors and witnesses). While there are concerns raised about the
dangers of misinformation, and the term ‘authenticity’ is used in the larger framing of IHRA as a multilateral

entity, it is not used in its charter.

The focus on these places of memory within the World Heritage system aligns with the push to elevate the

importance of heritage interpretation at World Heritage properties with contentious histories.?

Nature/Culture

The final silo in this discussion is the divide between nature and culture in many heritage regimes throughout
the world. This has occupied the energies of many people due to a recognition of the detrimental consequences
for many communities striving to care for their heritage, including Indigenous Peoples (Byrne, Brockwell and
O’Connor 2013). The interconnectedness of nature and culture are implicit in the World Heritage Sustainable
Development Policy which advocates for the protection of both biological and cultural diversity (UNESCO 2015),
and in the recent update to the World Heritage Climate Action Policy (UNESCO 2023).

Given the moves toward integration on one hand, and the robust critiques of authenticity within cultural heritage,

Nigel Dudley’s (2011) proposal to apply the concept of authenticity to natural heritage is intriguing.

‘An authentic ecosystem is described as: a resilient ecosystem with the level of biodiversity and range of
ecological interactions that would be predicted as a result of the combination of historic, geographic and

climatic conditions in a particular location.” (Dudley 2011: 135).

In World Heritage, authenticity is only applied to cultural heritage, but environmental philosophers and
conservation biologists also refer to authenticity in decisions about the restoration of nature, re-wilding, and
genetic manipulation. In these instances, authenticity is used in conjunction with the concept of ‘naturalness’,
marking a value distinction for restored, invented or reconstructed nature (see Brook 2006). For heritage places,
this could be a useful way of thinking about and planning for sites where a curated decay approachis appropriate,

where natural processes are managed but not totally curtailed (see DeSilvey 2017).

Dudley does not particularly engage with the complexities that have arisen in the application of authenticity
for cultural heritage because he is looking for ways to achieve better nature conservation outcomes in the face
of global environmental crises. Recognising the urgency of widespread responses, Dudley sees advantages in
the elaboration of ‘authenticity’ for nature conservation because it does not necessarily assume a ‘human-free’

baseline for measurement and embraces a broad array of ecosystems, including those that have been significantly

2 For example, the work of the UNESCO Category 2 Centre for the Interpretation and Presentation of World Heritage Sites (WHIPIC).
https://unesco-whipic.org/
3 | have written about this proposition elsewhere (Buckley 2019).
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changed. He proposes authenticity as a goal of management strategies, drawing a parallel with its use in cultural
heritage management, reducing the divide between the human and non-human, incorporating urban and rural

settings, and acknowledging a social justice dimension.

As far as | know, Dudley’s ideas have not been formally adopted anywhere. But they raise a fascinating
counterpoint to the critiques of authenticity in cultural heritage. Other elements of mutual borrowing across the
nature/culture binary that are relevant to an expanded thinking about authenticity include the idea of resilience
as a goal of conservation management, and the more effective consideration of ecosystems and resource flows
within cultural landscapes. While there are not so many mixed World Heritage properties at the moment, a
modest increase could emerge through the newly established Preliminary Assessment processes. How will we

think together about the authenticity of the ‘whole place’ in these contexts?

2. Managing for Loss

Theorganisershaveaskedtofocusontherole of authenticityinthe context of recoveryfrom catastrophic disasters,
and colleagues will speak to this increasingly common experience and the dilemmas caused for decision-makers
and communities. Disasters create a focus for collaborative action and intergovernmental cooperation, at least
for a time. But disasters are only one source of immense loss, and there are others that advance incrementally,
without much attention until their cumulative effects become all too apparent. This is clearly the case with the
myriad impacts of global climate change (including more frequent experiences of disaster), but also the kinds
of losses often experienced in urban areas through demographic shifts, inappropriate development and over-

tourism. I am not sure, but wonder if it is helpful to think about ‘disasters’ in this wider way?

All of these are usefully understood as ‘wicked problems’ - those that are ‘complex, intractable, open-ended,
unpredictable’ (Conklin (2006), quoted by Schofield 2024: 18). Wicked problems are poorly formulated,
information about them is often confusing or contested, there are multiple actors, and there is no clear solution
or set of solutions. UK archaeologist and heritage scholar John Schofield (2024: 22) adds that, in the most extreme
contexts, time is running out, there is no central authority, the same actors causing the problem are asked to help
solve it, and the future is heavily discounted. His solution is to advocate for a focus on ‘small wins’ that can attract
allies, and act as ‘nudges’ toward bigger solutions. This employs a ‘learning by doing’ approach, and ‘requires
creativity, striving not for elegant, but rather, clumsy solutions’ (Schofield 2024: 42). These experimental, creative
and untethered ways of working could be extremely challenging to consider within our now highly codified

practices, particularly at the international level. It is possible that the best leads will come from localised efforts.

Such issues were clearly ‘on the table’ at the discussions that were held to mark 20" anniversary of the Nara
Document and in the ‘Nara+20’ text that was produced in 2014. It identified the need for localisation of heritage
concepts and incorporation of the priorities of sustainability, including the probability of loss (Holtorf and Kono
2016; Orbagsli 2016).

At this stage, you may be wondering why | mention all of this in the context of a reflection on authenticity. It
is to question the ways in which the inevitability of loss can be incorporated into the established paradigms of
heritage conservation, particularly for the central tenet of authenticity. Loss is not well-acknowledged, it feels like
giving up, the antithesis of conservation. Anticipating loss or making decisions about loss also raises extremely
challenging questions about whose heritage is lost (or not lost), and what values and forms of authenticity places

might exhibit during and after such losses.

The work of geographer Caitlin DeSilvey is an important contributor to this kind of thinking (DeSilvey 2017;

4 Much of this section is based on Schofield (2024).



DeSilvey et al, 2021; Venture et al, 2021). Different types of loss are considered and can be subject to different
forms of management (which could include mitigation, adaptation, salvage or transformation). In particular
DeSilvey and others canvass the possibilities of adding ideas of ‘managed decline’ and ‘adaptive release’ to our
usual array of management possibilities. They also argue for the importance of monitoring, interpretation and
the documentation of memory in such processes. Controversially, they argue that loss can be transformative,
leading to the emergence of new collective meanings, memories and values. As Tanya Venture and others (2021:

398) neatly put it ‘There is no way of moving forward that feels safe’.

| have opened some large topics without resolving them - they are food for thought and provocations for our
discussions. I will conclude by saying that if, as Herb Stovel proposed, authenticity is ultimately about the ability of
a place to convey its significance, then its relevance has never been greater. However, it requires clear attention
to the values of the places we designate as heritage and an engaged, truthful and nuanced dialogue about how
the different ways their continuity can be sustained into the uncertain future. This is an important job for us in
the present.
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Divides in Heritage Concepts

Tangible + Memory/History Nature +
Intangible + Heritage Culture

Global +
National + Local
(Significance)

Heritage + Moveable +
Museums Immoveable

Respective binaries and divides within the frameworks of heritage concepts

Auschwitz-Birkenau (German Nazi Concentration
and Extermination Camp, 1940-45) (Poland)

Inscribed in the World Heritage List in 1979 on the basis of
criterion (vi).

Hiroshima Peace Memorial (Genbaku Dome)
(Japan)

Inscribed in the World Heritage List in 1996 on the
basis of criterion (vi).

Examples of memorialisation at the World Heritage Sites of Auschwitz-Birkenau, Poland, and
the Hiroshima Peace Memorial, Japan

Budj Bim Cultural
Landscape
(Australia)

2019, criteriaiiiand v
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o e
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The World Heritage Site of the Budj Bim Cultural Landscape, Victoria, Australia.
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Cultural Landscape of Bali Province: the subak system as a
manifestation of the Tri Hita Karana philosophy (Indonesia)

Inscribed in the World Heritage List in 2012, criteria (iii), (v) and (vi)

The World Heritage Site of the Cultural Landscape of Bali Province: the Subak System as a
Manifestation of the Tri Hita Karana Philosophy
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Axial chart showing the alternative types of complex problems (from Schofield, J. 2024, p.23)

Beachfront showing the Obelisk (top-right) navigational marker, Robe, South Australia,
an example of potential “managed decline” of a heritage item
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Abstract

Post crisis recovery of heritage sites is indeed a challenge considering the increasing frequency and intensity
of conflicts and disasters, especially those caused by hydro-meteorological hazards exacerbated by climate
change. The concepts of authenticity and integrity have been used as qualifiers for assessing values to be
restored through recovery of heritage sites. However, the decision-making process is not easy considering
different interpretations of these terms in various cultural, geographical and linguistic contexts. Moreover, the
redefined scope of heritage that seeks to consider it as a product of complex and dynamic interactions between
people, nature and culture, forces us to critically reflect on these concepts. Last but not the least, authenticity
and integrity need to be reinvestigated if the objective of recovery is not merely to ‘build back’ but ‘build back
better’ to reduce vulnerabilities and build resilience, while retaining or restoring the values. Therefore, heritage
becomes not just a frame to reflect on the past but is also a reference for the future and recovery provides an
opportunity to build a sustainable and resilient future. With this perspective, heritage conservation in post crisis
context needs to embrace change with the aim of ensuring continuity through a combination of persistence,
transformation, adaptation and even acceptance of eventual loss. The paper will bring forward these issues
through illustration of case studies from various cultural contexts and question whether we should relook at
authenticity and integrity from this new perspective and the goal of conservation is to achieve protection of
intrinsic values as well as improving the quality of life of people who are the true custodians of their heritage by

enabling a pathway for transition to change that is the essence of life.

Introduction

Climate change is causing an increasing frequency and intensity of disasters. In fact, statistics for the period
1980 to 2011 show 3455 incidents of floods, 2689 storms, 470 droughts and 395 extreme temperature events
triggered by climate change. Its effects are already being felt across all aspects of our lives and are expected to
intensify in the coming years. Recent floods in Valencia caused by extreme high-intensity rains, and devastating
wildfires in Los Angeles due to high precipitation followed by a prolonged spell of dry weather and heavy winds,
wellillustrate the threat of disasters due to climate change. Other slow and cumulative factors include rising sea

levels, increasing rates of erosion and weathering.

These negative impacts not only affect our social, economic, and daily routines but also threaten our cultural

heritage. For example, the Jamestown archaeological site, the first permanent English settlement in the New
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World, is at high risk from rising sea levels. A meter of sea level rise is projected in as little as 50 years, which
will put most of Jamestown island under water. Besides, the changing environmental conditions are having
an increasingly negative impact on historical materials like stone, wood and adobe due to biological decay and
weathering. The changes in ecological systems and the effects on human settlements and cultural landscapes
are even more profound. From iconic settlements like Venice to natural sites like the Great Barrier Reef, many
UNESCO World Heritage sites are highly vulnerable and show an increasingly negative impact from climate
change. With projected changes in average surface temperatures and precipitation in 2050 and 2100, as per

various climate models, cultural heritage is indeed at a very high risk of damage and even loss.

Furthermore, with 55% of the world’s population living in urban areas as of May 2018, and projections suggesting
this will rise to 68% by 2050, cities are poised to face the most significant challenges from climate change.
Given their dense concentration of heritage sites, urban areas are particularly at risk. (Ref. Ripp Arndt and UN
2024). The rapid pace of urbanization is triggering climate change with an increased concentration of people
and development pressure leading to the destruction of ecological balance. Ironically, the cities are confronted
with a disproportionately high impact of climate change due to urban heat islands and the availability of natural
resources such as land and water to support an ever-increasing population. According to the IPCC, the projected
increase in temperature in the warmest month in 2050 in Madrid will be 6.4 degrees Celsius, in Seattle 6.1 degrees,
in London 5.9 degrees, and in Delhi 3.5 degrees. Historic cities are also highly vulnerable to floods as seen in urban
floods in Germany and Belgium (in 2021) and Valencia (in 2024). This vicious cycle will put heritage sites in urban

areas at exponentially higher risk in the future.

Besides climate change, cultural heritage is also impacted by other natural and human-induced hazards such as
earthquakes, tsunamis, landslides, and armed conflicts. Loss of cultural heritage sites, including those on the
World Heritage List due to the 2015 earthquakes in Nepal and Myanmar, the World Heritage City of Lijiang in
Chinain 2008, and the Palmyra and Aleppo World Heritage sites in Syria due to armed conflict illustrate the critical

issue at hand.

How do disasters, climate change and conflicts impact heritage values?

The tsunami of 11 March 2011 following the Great East Japan earthquake destroyed the historic fishing town
of Minamisanrikuhcho in Shizugawa district. As a result, the town’s disaster prevention centre was severely
damaged, taking the lives of many people who sheltered on its roof. The municipal officer lost her life while asking
people at the top of her voice to move to safer, higher ground as the tsunami waves engulfed her. The symbolism
of this tragic event lead the local community to advocate for turning this ruined building into a memorial as a
reminder of this painful story. In this way, the disaster lead to the development of new values associated with

the event.

On the historic island of Nantucket, along the east coast of the United States, the accelerated impact of climate
change on the built and natural heritage of the island makes it a living lab for understanding the vulnerabilities
and potential long-term consequences of climate-related hazards such as sea levelrise, erosion, coastal flooding,
and arising groundwater table. The increased frequency of floods on theisland in 1992, 1994, 2012, 2013, and 2018

demonstrate that climate change is not a fantasy, but a reality, and we are already witnessing its brunt.

Climate models project that Nantucket’s Old North Wharf will be regularly inundated by up to 8.04 feet in 2100.
Accelerated erosion and flooding are already affecting houses along the coast, forcing owners to either raise
the heights or, in the worst case, relocate them inland. Even roads and infrastructure disappear as erosion
advances every year. While forced adaptation is attempted, the question is how best to retain the values in these

circumstances when irreversible changes are happening and are bound to happen even more. Sometimes, as



heritage institutions and professionals, we are faced with the dilemma of forcefully retaining the values, but how
long can we keep on doing that, when the only thing we may achieve is prolonging the period of eventual loss.
Caitlin De Silvey (2012) discusses this very dilemma in relation to Mullion Harbour, Cornwall, UK. In the light of
eventual loss of this site due to climate change, the decision was made to abandon heritage interventions and

allow for managed ruination to take place.

Deciding approaches for post-crisis cultural heritage of heritage: some reflections from Nepal and Iraq

Kathmandu Valley in Nepal was hit by two major earthquakes, followed by many aftershocks, during April and
May 2015. Many historic buildings, sites, and settlements, including those on the World Heritage list, were severely
damaged. One of the major challenges for the recovery of heritage was the choice of materials and technology.
While conservationists advocated for traditional methods, others strongly recommended contemporary
methods employing concrete with steel reinforcement. The predominant logic given by the latter was the
importance of saving lives over the protection of the physical authenticity of the historic structure, especially
since many people had died and were injured during the collapse. However, the crucial question was on what
basis could the endurance and safety of traditional materials and technology be tested? On careful analysis, it was
found that many of the historic structures had gone through a series of ad hoc additions and interventions, and
these interventions may have made them more vulnerable to earthquakes. This also underlines the importance
of the investigation and analysis of traditional materials and technology before choosing the most appropriate
approach. Thefierce debate on thisissue was seenin the case of the reconstruction of the historic Kashthamandap
(wooden pavilion) that collapsed following the earthquake, killing many people who had gathered in the blood

donation camp.

In another case, a monastery at the World Heritage site of Swayambhunath, Kathmandu Valley, the damage
was not only sustained by the structure but also to the historic and sacred wall paintings inside. While heritage
experts made all possible efforts to salvage the fragments of these wall paintings and put them back during the
recovery process, the community did not agree with this approach. For them the paintings had lost their sacred

values and therefore needed to be done again by local artists who still retained the traditonal skills.

In the traditional settlement of Sankhu, many vernacular houses were severely damaged, and their safety
compromised due to poor construction, lack of maintenance, and piecemeal additions and alterations. However,
instead of restoring their damaged houses, the community expressed a strong desire to salvage their ancestral
windows and reuse them in reconstructed houses, while also accommodating changes in planning and design to
suit their needs and aspirations. The community leaders and civic society groups voiced their concerns that the
focus prioritized the recovery of monumental heritage that contributed to national identity and tourism revenue
rather than the more humble heritage that was of higher significance to the local community — such as Guthis,

shrines, houses, and smaller public spaces.

The above-mentioned cases show that community priorities play a significant role in the decision-making process.
Although material authenticity will be an essential consideration, the approach toward post-disaster recovery
of cultural heritage depends on the values attached to heritage in specific social, economic, and institutional
contexts and would require balancing various factors. Therefore, prioritization for recovery should be based on
a consensus reached by taking into account the multiple perceptions and perspectives of values. In light of this
discussion, how do we look at the question of authenticity, balancing the values and other considerations of

safety and aspirations of the people, who are the true custodians of heritage?

Let us now discuss the second case study of Mosul in Irag, where the historic city and its structures were severely

damaged by armed conflict following the occupation by militants from 2014 to 2017. After the liberation of Mosul,
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the reconstruction of the city’s landmarks such as Al Nouri Mosque and Al Hadba Minaret, Al Saa and Al Tahira
churches, as well as the historic Moslawi traditional houses, was initiated by UNESCO with financial support from
the United Arab Emirates and European Union under the ‘Reviving the Spirit of Mosul” initiative. Reconstruction

of the heritage under this initiative has recently been successfully completed.

The recovery of built heritage in Mosul brings forward issues that warrant consideration of the authenticity
debate. During the conflict, large sections of the local community, especially those belonging to minorities, were
forcefully displaced, and several traditional occupations in the city were lost. While the physical reconstruction
of heritage has been initiated by international efforts, how do we look at overall authenticity, from a social and
economic perspective, in the current situation? Would physical authenticity hold its true meaning for retaining
the significance of the place if socio-spatial and socio-economic structure has been altered to such a great
extent? Also, how does one guarantee that heritage belonging to all sections of the community is given equal

consideration, regardless of their numbers or monumentality?

Even in regards to considering physical authenticity in the recovery of built heritage, the Mosul case shows that
before the conflict, almost all historic structures in the city had undergone some change with modern materials
and construction techniques, for example, concrete slabs replacing most traditional roofs. Also, in most cases,
there were no records of the original constructions to go back to for reference, nor were they practical from
an economic point of view. Therefore, we are left with damaged, hybrid constructions to be restored or

reconstructed. In this case, how will consideration of authenticity play a role in the heritage recovery process?

ICCROM, with the support of UNESCO, led a capacity-building initiative for a holistic, sustainable, and resilient
recovery of Mosul from 2021 to 2023. The first track focused on imparting professional knowledge and skills
to architects and engineers; the second track was targeted toward traditional craftspeople in stone, alabaster,
carpentry, and metalwork. The overall approach strove towards not only reviving traditional knowledge but
also upgrading it to meet local opportunities and constraints. One of the critical challenges was in the craft of
blacksmithing without welding, as local knowledge was completely lost. To revive this craft, a master craftsman
from Egypt was identified and brought to Mosul to develop a methodology, produce molds, train trainers,
and assess trainees. This makes us look at reflecting on the concept of authenticity in situations where local

knowledge has either degenerated or, has been totally lost and become detached from the place of origin.

How do we position authenticity as a qualifier for the recovery of heritage values in the light of multiple
perspectives and competing values?

Values are the basis for deciding an approach for the recovery of cultural heritage. The Nara Document on
Authenticity put forward material, function, spirit, and workmanship as different criteria through which
authenticity can be used as the qualifier for values. Materiality is important to determine archaeological and
historical values from surviving evidence. In living heritage sites, where past traditions are still thriving, the
quality of know-how (workmanship), usage/function, and spirit may determine authenticity. The Nara Document
further states that judgement of authenticity is always culturally context-dependent. Despite the expanded
notion of authenticity, it is important to consider the challenges in defining authenticity for living heritage. Take,
for example, the case of the Darjeeling Himalayan Railway World Heritage site in India. The tangible and the
intangible attributes are all intertwined with each other, whether these include steam engines and locomotives,
the railway tracks side-by-side roads and bazaars, tea orchards, and places associated with the filming of popular
Bollywood movies that bring visitors from around the country to Darjeeling. In such situations, there is always an
interplay between various sets of values, and the final decision-making process takes place in which values are
given priority as part of the consultative process with diverse groups of stakeholders. For example, prioritizing

historic values to a sacred sculpture may result in the preservation of its material fabric, meanwhile, if importance



is given to the sacred values held by the local community, then that same sculpture may be treated differently as
part of the rituals connected to it. The same interplay between diverse sets of values takes place for other types
of heritage, such as traditional housing, historic settlements, or cultural landscapes. Often, natural and cultural
values compete, as in the case of temples in Angkor Wat in Cambodia, where a complex decision-making process
considers the values associated with historic structures and the century-old trees that have their own landscape/
environmental values, but often pose risks to the built fabric. Such complex interrelationships also exist between
movable and immovable heritage components and the socio-spatial structure that links diverse sections of the

community to their heritage.

There are always multiple perspectives on values associated with heritage and the assessment depends on the
way diverse actors see the same heritage attributes and assign values as per their priorities. Therefore, values
embedded in a heritage place can be relative, and it is pertinent to ask if the concept of authenticity embraces

multiple perspectives that define values, especially of the community who are the true custodians.

How do we position authenticity through the lens of interconnectedness between people, nature, and culture
across scales?

Heritage is a product of interactions between people, the environment, and the built form. This holistic
understanding seeks to look at the interlinkages between tangible and intangible, movable and immovable

cultural elements, people and nature in a dynamic interrelationship.

Furthermore, the interconnectedness of different geographical scales from micro to macro and vice-versa needs
consideration. Therefore, instead of looking at individual heritage components such as a monastery or sacred
mountain, industrial heritage or a marine ecosystem, in isolation, the place-based approach for management
considers heritage within the larger territorial context that goes beyond designated administrative boundaries
that define heritage sites. It seeks to identify and manage multiple interlinkages of the site with its larger territory,
both in terms of identifying the larger set of values that are crucial for supporting the more recognized values,
while also considering the factors outside the site boundaries that directly or indirectly pose risks to the heritage
site under consideration. This approach also advocates for a regional planning approach that seeks integrated
conservation and development of urban, fringe, and rural areas through mainstreaming heritage management

in larger conservation and development processes.
From this discussion, some crucial questions emerge regarding to the application of the concept of authenticity:

- Does authenticity lie within the site or in the multiple social and ecological relationships that connect the
heritage site to the larger territory?

- (Can we separate attributes from each other and from the values they convey through multiple
relationships? How does authenticity play out in light of this difficulty of separation?

- For World Heritage sites, can we sustain outstanding universal values without the larger set of values
that exist beyond the designated boundaries? How do the criteria of authenticity for World Heritage

sites stand in this larger recognition of values?

Implications on disaster risk management of heritage

Disaster risk management (DRM) seeks to mitigate and prepare for disasters, while also responding and
recovering from these in post-crisis contexts. DRM is conceived as a cycle with three distinct, interconnected
phases that correspond to before, during, and after disaster events. No matter which phase one enters the cycle,
the actions need to be linked to the other phases. For example, recovery following a disaster should reduce the
risks and prepare for the next disaster as we are always between two disaster events. Lessons learned from

each disaster help in reviewing and updating the disaster management plan. This also leads to anotherimportant
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point: that change is an inherent part of heritage, as it has always evolved in response to disasters by learning,
and relearning while adapting to the changing context. When considered this way, there is no real DRM cycle
as after any disaster, one can never come back to the same pre-disaster context. It is rather a cyclic loop, where
post-disaster context brings heritage to a new vantage point where vulnerabilities are reduced, supposedly,
based on the lessons learned from the disaster. Alternatively, one may reinforce or even increase vulnerability if
these lessons are not understood well. As such, heritage keeps evolving as a result of a series of trials and errors

following successive disasters.

Disaster risk management makes sure that vulnerabilities and risks are reduced in the post-disaster context
following the principle of building back better while also enabling the continuity of values that define heritage
significance to the best possible extent. In this process, values are transformed and new values might be created.
When considering this perspective, heritage is understood as a result of living with risks rather than fighting
against them. In this process of a continued relationship with risks, heritage emerges as a dynamic response to the
local context, and traditional knowledge for coping with disasters keeps getting updated over time. This explains
why, on the east coast of Japan, frequent Tsunamis resulted in temples being built on higher ground, helping to
save the many lives of those who took refuge in them. Another example is the vernacular, stilt architecture of

Southeast Asia, a response to frequent flooding.

Viewing DRM through the lens of resilience that embraces change and uncertainty?

Since the beginning of the conservation movement following the Second World War, the primary focus has been
on keeping the material remains of tangible heritage for posterity. This was understandable as countless heritage
assets were lost in the war. However, as the definition of heritage kept expanding with people increasingly at
the center and with growing recognition that change is in fact the only constant in life, there is a tectonic shift
in embracing continuity and change as an essential element of a heritage place. In this new paradigm, heritage
is considered within the changing context in which change is an inherent part of society, the economy, the
environment, and governance. Even the needs and attitudes of people change. It is therefore important to
position heritage within this changing context and no matter how much we want to keep the values for posterity,

values will change and transform, and new values will be created over time.

Unlike linear growth, which results from repeatedly adding a constant, the growth is exponential with repeated
multiplication of a constant. This is why linear growth produces a stable straight line over time, but exponential
growth skyrockets producing unprecedented scenarios. Therefore, where we think we will end up in the
future, and where we eventually end up is a result of the exponential growth surprise factor. Chartering this
uncertain future pushes us to consider severely consequential black swan events while planning for disaster risk
management. Uncertainty is uncomfortable as humans love to be on a definitive carved-out pathway, but we

need to embrace uncertainty for developing effective risk management options.

DRM and climate adaptation also help us approach heritage management from the risk lens that entails
considering short and long-term scenarios that rely not only on deductions from past events/data but also on
taking into account predictions based on projected models. How do we see the future of the present if the past,
present, and future are in a continuum? What is acceptable change that ensures continuity of heritage through
evolution? However, this also means embracing uncertainty and creating various options for interventions
rather than fixed, close-ended prescribed solutions. This would necessitate a focus on the process of designing
pathways of change and creative ways of regeneration rather than merely the product (outcome) and identifying

transition points for reflecting and making decisions.

This leads us to ask if the concept of authenticity addresses the adaptation and evolution that is the essence of



living heritage, or is it only applicable to qualifying values assessed at one point in time. Is authenticity a product,
oris it also a process, defined by multiple relationships that evolve and sustain heritage over time? In the context
of World Heritage, we need to question if outstanding universal values (OUVs) can remain static in the light of
changing contexts due to disasters, climate change, and conflicts. Rather than a mere static preservation of our

heritage, we should rediscover the knowledge and continuously evolve it for a sustainable and resilient future.

Risk perspective also involves considering multiple hazards and their complex interactions rather than thinking
of hazards such as earthquakes and floods, or even human-induced ones like arson or looting, in an isolated
manner. It is well known that disasters are becoming increasingly complex due to combinations of various factors
that multiply their impact several times. Recent wild fires in Los Angeles provide us with a good illustration of
this. Another important point is the importance of a territorial approach in addressing disaster risks, as risks are
often created outside the designated boundaries of a heritage site, and reducing them requires coordination
across various jurisdictions and stakeholders from multiple sectors and levels. For example, the risk of flooding

or erosion to a heritage site might be connected with a dam built several miles away.

In this light of uncertainty and change, DRM for cultural heritage has also advanced the concept of resilience,
seen as a way of moving forward rather than bouncing backwards in the aftermath of a disaster, following the
principle of building back better. For heritage, this would mean striking a balance between the larger goals of

vulnerability reduction and retaining the heritage significance.

Resilience thinking for heritage management becomes even more crucial in the light of climate change, where
various models suggest that many heritage sites, such as those along the coast, are going to be lost in the
foreseeable future to sea level rise, coastal flooding, and erosion, no matter how many resources are spent
or technology created for mitigating these potential impacts. This means considering the various options for
heritage management in their order of priority, namely protecting it, transforming it, adapting the conservation
and management systems, or relocating it to a safer location. However, it also presents a final option of accepting
the loss and preserving the memory through creative measures such as digital documentation and immersive
virtual reality. Fortunately, digital technologies empower us to do so in many more ways than were possible

before.

Can memorialization of heritage also contain values through reconsidering authenticity? This requires us to
evaluate the potential impact of hazards on values associated with cultural heritage, and through evidence
assess which values are transformed, how, and at what rate? Which values are lost, and to what extent, and

which new values are created post-disaster? We will get back to this issue later under the section on resilience.

However this is not a new way of approaching a changing context. There is enough evidence of traditional
knowlege that demonstrates how preservation, adaptation, relocation, and loss have been addressed by
communities over time immemorial. This continuous trial and error results in traditional settlements with
distinct ecological relationships that have sustained them over time. Take the case of Shirakawago village, or the
indigenous knowledge of living with water, as in the case of Majuliisland in Assam, India. Nature-based solutions
such as mangrove forests have enabled the survival of the traditional water villages in Kampong Ayer in Brunei
Darussalam. In fact, the signifiance of heritage should go beyond its consideration merely as a sources of identity

but also as a social, economic, and environmental asset for sustainable development and resilience.

Another important implication for the heritage sector is recognition of the importance of creativity and
innovation, an important dimension of heritage management rather than static preservation. This is not just
concerned with what we inherit from the past but also what we create for the future. Heritage is constantly

produced through a creative act, even through it get is recognition as heritage over time. While we keep what we
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inherit for the future generations, we also need to create a heritage of the future as a continuous creative act for
which innovation and adaptability are much needed in heritage conservation discourse. Since heritage is not just
a reference of the past but also to the future, post-crisis recovery of heritage provides an opportunity to build a

sustainable and resilient future.

Therefore, rather than merely recognizing and rediscovering traditional knowledge and romanticizing it, it is
also important to constantly review, update, and adapt it to current constraints, needs, and opportunities. In
this context, one needs to move beyond the dichotomy of traditional and scientific knowledge and develop an
interface between these two systems. While scientific aspects of traditional wisdom will help to innovate, the

scientific knowledge may need traditional modes of communication for wider outreach and effectiveness.

In terms of governance, this would require developing an institutional interface between the four key areas of
heritage conservation and management, sustainable development, disaster risk reduction, and climate action

which are often siloed in different sectors with little or no coordination.
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Figure 3. Impact showing the before and after of conflict in Alleppo, Syria



Hybrid constructions with both traditional and
contemporary concrete additions: Is it possible to
do reconstruction in authentic materials ?

Figure 4. Building in Mosul, Syria, destroyed by conflict, and issues of authenticiity
of materials due to modern interventions of repair and maintenance

Progress

Unlike linear growth, which results from repeatedly adding a constant, exponential
growth is the repeated multiplication of a constant. This is why linear growth produces a
stable straight line over time, but exponential growth skyrockets.

Figure 5. The exponential growth curve and variability in forecast outcomes

Nature based mitigation and adaptation of the fraditional
Water Villages of Kaompong Ayer, Brunei Darussalam

Mangrove Forests have ensured protection of Kampong Ayer

Figure 6. The traditional village of Kampong Ayer, Brunei Darussalam, using nature-
based solutions, in this case mangroves, to live within its environment
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Buddhist Monuments in the Horyu-ji Area (inscribed in 1993)

o - Attributes for test of Authentici
Criterion (i) D S Ll
The Buddhist Monuments in the Horyu-ji Area are masterpieces of wooden architecture, both
in overall design and in decoration. | “design andform” || “materials and substancé || "location”|
Criterion (ii

These are the earliest Buddhist monuments in Japan, dating from shortly after the introduction
of Buddhism to the country, and had a profound influence on subsequent religious architecture.

|“design andtnrm"" “materials and substanc# || "traditions and techniq "“ "locati || "spirit"" "functi "[

ICriterion (iv

The Horyu-ji monuments represent the adaptation of Chinese Buddhist architecture and
temple layout to Japanese culture and the subsequent development of a distinct indigenous

style. [ “design andform* |[ ials and sut & |["1ocation”]
Criterion (vi)

The introduction of Buddhism into Japan and its promotion by Prince Shotoku marks a
significant stage in the spread of Buddhism over this cultural zone.

Historic Monuments of Ancient Kyoto (Kyoto, Uji
and Otsu Cities) (inscribed in 1994)

T 1y Aftributes for test of Authenticity
Criterion (ii D

Kyoto was the main centre for the evolution of religious and secular architecture and of garden
design between the 8th and 17th centuries, and as such it played a decisive role in the
creation of Japanese cultural traditions which, in the case of gardens in particular, had a
profound effect on the rest of the world from the 19th century onwards.

I"duign andfun'n"'" * ials and suk "H “traditions and hchniquu"" "location and sctling“l

Criterion (iv

The assemblage of architecture and garden design in the surviving monuments of Kyoto is the
highest expression of this aspect of Japanese material culture in the pre-modern period.

[ “design andform” | [ “materials and substance”|| "location and setting” |

113



114

Gusuku Sites and Related Properties of the Kingdom of Ryukyu
(inscribed in 2000)

W— [ Atributes for test of Authenticity

For several centuries the Ryukyu islands served as a centre of economic and cultural
interchange between south-east Asia, China, Korea, and Japan, and this is vividly
demonstrated bythe sur\mﬂng monuments.

gn andform" |[ “materials and substance"|[ "traditions and technigues”|[ "location” |

The l::uilure of the Ryukyuan Kingdom evolved and flourished in a special political and
economic environment, which gave its lit

Criterion (vi)
The Ryukyu sacred sites constitute an exceptional exa lxrie of an indigenous form of nature
and ancestor worship that has survived intact into the modern age alongside other astabllshed
world religions. " "

Historic Monuments of Ancient Nara (inscribed in 1998)

ibutes for test of Auth
Criterion (ii) i pulaaiely
The historic monuments of Ancient Nara bear exceptional witness to the evolution of
Japanese architecture and art as a result of cultural links with China and Korea which were
to have a profound influence on future developments

Criterion (iii)

The flowering of Japanese culture during the period when Nara was the capital is uniquely
demonstrated by its archliectural he i 5

Criterion (iv)

The layout of the Imperial Palace and the de5|gn of the sur\mrlng monuments in Nara are
outstanding examples of the architecture and f ea pital cities.

Criterion (vi)

The Buddhist temples and Shinto shrines of Nara demonstrate the contlnumg splntual power
and influence of these religions in an exceptional manner. o fun

1. Itis necessary to distinguish between ‘Attributes that convey
value’ and ‘Attributes to measure the authenticity of value.’

In doing so, it is necessary to clarify the relationship between
the value of the property and the two attributes above.

In case of the World Heritage property, the "value" means
the "OUV" which is stated according to the Criteria applied.

Based on points 1 and 2, the significance and nature of
reconstructed wooden architectural monuments differ among
the properties.




PRESENTATION [V

MOTONAKA Makoto
Director General

Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties

Restoration (Reconstruction) and Authenticity of the Value
of Wooden Architectural Monuments

The purpose of this document is to provide information on the relationship between three factors: 1) Outstanding
Universal Value as a World Heritage property (hereinafter referred to as ‘OUV') (evaluation criteria), 2)
reconstruction of wooden architecture with monumental significance, and 3) the Authenticity of its OUV by
discussing the following each of four case studies of cultural heritage properties in Japan already inscribed on the

World Heritage List.

1. Overview of four case studies
The four case studies and their basic details are discussed below.
(1) Kondo (Main Hall) of the Horyu-ji Temple

» Kondo (Main Hall) is a central wooden structure of Horyu-ji Temple, one of the two component parts of the
World Heritage property ‘Buddhist Monuments in the Horyu-ji Area’ (inscribed in 1993). It is a significant
attribute that conveys the OUV of the property.

> Kondo was designated as a specially protected building in 1897 and was designated as a National Treasure
in 1929, but a fire in 1949 destroyed the first level of the building. The members of the second level section,
which had been dismantled and relocated for repairs, escaped damage.

» The burned members were transferred to a storage facility in the Horyu-ji Temple compound to preserve
the evidence of their use as materials and structural elements of the wooden building. Since 2021, the
storage facility has been open to the public for a limited period.

> In1954, at the damaged original site of Kondo, the reconstruction of the first level using new materials was

completed, including the second level that escaped the fire damage.

(2) Kinkaku (Golden Pavilion) of the Rokuon-ji Temple

» Kinkaku (Golden Pavilion) of the Rokuon-ji Temple is a wooden pavilion-style architectural monument
attached to its garden, which is one of the 17 component parts of the World Heritage property ‘Historic
Monuments of Ancient Kyoto (Kyoto, Uji and Otsu Cities)’ (inscribed in 1994). It is an attribute that conveys
OUV of the property.

> Kinkaku was designated as a specially protected building in 1897 and as a National Treasure in 1929, but it
was burned down in arson by a monk in 1950.

» Since the burned Kinkaku was an important element of the garden, designated as a Special Place of Scenic
Beauty, a complete reconstruction with new materials was performed using old photographs and

measured drawings created before the fire. This was completed in 1955.
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(3)

>

>

4)

>

2.
The

Seiden (Main Hall) of the Shuri-j6 Castle
Seiden (Main Hall) of the Shuri-j6 Castle is a reconstructed building based on archaeological findings
discovered at the Shuri-jo Castle, one of the eight component parts of the World Heritage property ‘Gusuku
Sites and Related Properties of the Kingdom of Ryukyu’ (inscribed in 2000). It is not, however, considered
an attribute that conveys OUV of the property.
Seiden was designated as a specially protected building in 1925 as ‘Okinawa Shrine Haiden (Worship Hall)’,
and in 1929 designated as a National Treasure; however, it was destroyed by fire during World War 11 (the
ground battle of Okinawa Island) in 1945.
In 1992, after ensuring the preservation of underground remains, Seiden was reconstructed using new
materials based on information revealed through excavations, old photographs, and measured drawings
created before World War II; however, it was completely burned down again by an accidental fire in 2019.
In the ICOMOS evaluation report for the World Heritage inscription recognised issued when Shuri-jo Castle
as an architectural building with significant spiritual and commemorative importance to the people of
Okinawa. It symbolised their resilience and recovery after the devastation of war. However, the report
explicitly stated that the Seiden itself was not considered to be a building that conveyed the OUV of the
World Heritage property.

Reconstruction project using new materials, is expected to be completed by 2026.

Suzaku-Mon Gate and Daigokuden Hall of the Nara Palace
Suzaku-Mon Gate and Daigokuden Hall of the Nara Palace are a group of reconstructed buildings based on
their archaeological remains discovered in the ‘Nara Palace Site’, one of the eight component parts of the
World Heritage property ‘Historic Monuments of Ancient Nara’ (inscribed in 1998). They are not regarded
as attributes that convey OUV of the property.
After the capital of Japan was relocated to the suburbs of Kyoto in 784, the Nara Palace Site became a
farmland. However, the location, foundation structures, and overall dimensions of the two wooden
architectural monuments were identified through continuous excavations after World War II.
With the preservation of underground archaeological evidence, the faithful reconstruction of Suzaku-Mon
Gate and Daigokuden Hall was completed in 1998 and 2010, respectively, using information revealed
through excavations and the results of elaborate research on the design and structure of wooden
architectural monuments that still exist in temples in Nara from the eighth century.
The reconstructed wooden structures, both Suzaku-Mon Gate and Daigokuden Hall serve as ‘interpretation
facilities’, providing visitors with essential information for understanding the archaeological remains of

these wooden architectural monuments, which rarely leave physical traces above ground.

‘Two types of attributes’ found in the four case studies

Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention describes two types of

attributes. One is ‘attribute that conveys OUV’ (a)' and the other is ‘attribute for the test of Authenticity of OUV’

(b)-

The

two attributes (a and b) of each applied OUV evaluation criterion are identified in the four case studies

presented in Section 1.

1 Please refer to Section ‘3.2 Comparative Analysis’ in Annex 5 (Format for the Nomination of Properties for Inscription on the World
Heritage List) of ‘Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention’.
2 Please refer to Paragraph 82 of ‘Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention’.



(1) Kondoé (Main Hall) of the Horyu-ji Temple

>

Criterion (i) The Buddhist Monuments in the Horyu-ji Area are masterpieces of wooden architecture, both

in overall design and in decoration.

a. Attribute that conveys OUV: Kondd is structurally stable as a wooden architectural monument

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘location’ of a wooden
architectural monument (Buddhist Hall)

Criterion (i) These are the earliest Buddhist monuments in Japan, dating from shortly after the introduction

of Buddhism to the country, and had a profound influence on subsequent religious architecture.

a. Attribute that conveys OUV: Kondo is structurally stable as a wooden architectural monument

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, ‘traditions and techniques’,
‘location’, ‘spirit’, and ‘function’ of a wooden architectural monument (Buddhist Hall).

Criterion (iv) The Horyu-ji monuments represent the adaptation of Chinese Buddhist architecture and

temple layout to Japanese culture and the subsequent development of a distinct indigenous style.

a. Attribute that conveys OUV: Kondo is structurally stable as a wooden architectural monument
(Buddhist Hall)

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘location’ of a wooden
architectural monument

Criterion (vi) The introduction of Buddhism into Japan and its promotion by Prince Shotoku marks a

significant stage in the spread of Buddhism over this cultural zone.

a. Attribute that conveys OUV: Kondo is structurally stable as a wooden architectural monument
(Buddhist Hall)

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Spirit’ and “function’ of a place of worship (Buddhist Hall) where Buddha

statues are enshrined

(2) Kinkaku (Golden Pavilion) of the Rokuon-ji Temple

>

Criterion (i) Kyoto was the main centre for the evolution of religious and secular architecture and of garden

design between the 8th and 17th centuries, and as such it played a decisive role in the creation of Japanese

cultural traditions which, in the case of gardens in particular, had a profound effect on the rest of the world

from the 19th century onwards.

a. Attribute that conveys OUV: Kinkaku is a wooden architectural monument that is the key element of
the garden landscape (setting)

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, ‘traditions and techniques’,
and ‘location and setting’ of a wooden architectural monument as a key element in the garden

landscape (setting)

Criterion (iv) The assemblage of architecture and garden design in the surviving monuments of Kyoto is the

highest expression of this aspect of Japanese material culture in the pre-modern period.

a. Attribute that conveys OUV: Kinkaku is a wooden architectural monument, which is the key element
of the garden landscape (setting)

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘location and setting’ of a

wooden architectural monument as a key element in the garden landscape (setting)

(3) Seiden (Main Hall) of the Shuri-j6 Castle

>

Criterion (ii) For several centuries, the Ryukyu Islands served as a centre of economic and cultural

interchange between Southeast Asia, China, Korea, and Japan, and this was vividly demonstrated by the

surviving monuments.
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a. Attributes that convey OUV: Historical and archaeological sites (traces) of structures remaining above
and below ground

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, ‘traditions and techniques’,
and ‘location’ of structures remaining above and below the ground as historical and archaeological
sites (traces)

Criterion (iii) The culture of the Ryukyuan Kingdom evolved and flourished in a special political and

economic environment, which gave its culture a unique quality.

a. Attributes that convey OUV: Historical and archaeological sites (traces) of structures remaining above
and below the ground as historical and archaeological sites (traces)

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘traditions and techniques’
of structures remaining above and below the ground as historical and archaeological sites (traces)

Criterion (vi): The Ryukyu sacred sites constitute an exceptional example of an indigenous form of nature

and ancestor worship that has survived intact into the modern age alongside other established world

religions (Buddhism).

a. Attributes that convey OUV: Historical and archaeological sites (traces) of structures remaining above
and below the ground

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Spirit’ and ‘function’ as a sacred place of worship

(4) Suzaku-Mon Gate and Daigokuden Hall of the Nara Palace

>

Criterion (ii): The historic monuments of Ancient Nara bear exceptional witness to the evolution of
Japanese architecture and art as a result of cultural links with China and Korea which were to have a
profound influence on future developments.

a. Attributes that convey OUV: 1) A group of wooden architectural monuments of Buddhist temples and
shrines in a structurally stable state, 2) shrines and their sacred precincts (a group of hills and forests),
and 3) archaeological remains of a group of wooden architectural monuments of palace site that have
been stably preserved underground

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘location’ that are
demonstrated in 1) to 3) of the attribute that conveys OUV

Criterion (iii): The flowering of Japanese culture during the period when Nara was the capital is uniquely

demonstrated by its architectural heritage.

a. Attributes that convey OUV: 1) A group of wooden architectural monuments of Buddhist temples and
shrines in a structurally stable state, 2) shrines and their sacred precincts (a group of hills and forests),
and 3) archaeological remains of a group of wooden architectural monuments of palace site that have
been stably preserved underground

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘traditions and techniques’
that are demonstrated in 1) to 3) of the attribute that conveys OUV

Criterion (iv): The layout of the Imperial Palace and the design of the surviving monuments in Nara are

outstanding examples of the architecture and planning of early Asian capital cities.

a. Attributes that convey OUV: A group of wooden architectural monuments of Buddhist temples and
shrines in a structurally stable state and archaeological remains of a group of wooden buildings of
palace site that have been stably preserved underground

b. Attributes of Authenticity: ‘Design and form’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘location’ that are

demonstrated in both elements of the attribute that conveys OUV

Criterion (vi): The Buddhist temples and Shinto shrines of Nara demonstrate the continuing spiritual power

and influence of these religions in an exceptional manner.



a. Attributes that convey OUV: A group of wooden architectural monuments of Buddhist temples and
shrines in a structurally stable state, and shrines and their sacred precincts (a group of hills and forests)
b. Attribute of Authenticity: ‘Spirit’ and ‘function’ of a large cultural centre where Buddhism and Shinto

have coexisted over long span of time

3. Points of discussion

The points of discussion regarding the relationships between the three points are summarised below: 1. OUV

(evaluation criteria), 2. attributes that convey the OUV, and 3. Attributes of Authenticity of the OUV in the four

case studies.

(1) Kondo6 (Main Hall) of the Horyu-ji Temple

»>

»>

>

Therelocationand preservation of the burned-down members of the first level were effective in maintaining
the Authenticity of the OUV from the viewpoint of the attributes of the ‘design and form (structure)’ and
‘materials and substance’ of the architectural monument.

Moreover, the entire Kondo as a Buddhist Hall where Buddha statues are enshrined, including both the
second level section that was stored elsewhere at the time of the accidental fire and escaped fire damage,
and the first level that was reconstructed using new materials have firmly maintained the Authenticity of
OUV from the viewpoint of the attributes of the ‘design and form (structure)’, ‘spirit’, and ‘function’ of the
wooden architectural monument.

Therefore, both the burned-down section stored elsewhere and Kondo of the Horyu-ji Temple reconstructed
at the original location can be individually regarded as attributes of the OUV of the World Heritage property
‘Buddhist Monuments in the Horyu-ji Area’.

(2) Kinkaku (Golden Pavilion) of the Rokuon-ji Temple

>

Kinkaku played a significant role in the garden setting of Rokuon-ji Temple (Kinkaku-ji Temple). Even though
the architectural monument was completely reconstructed with new materials three years after the fire, it
has certainly inherited the Authenticity of OUV from the viewpoint of the attributes of ‘design and form
(structure)’ and ‘setting’.

Additionally, a seated statue (restored) of Ashikaga Yoshimitsu (1358-1408), the founder of the Rokuonsi
Temple, is enshrined inside, and the spiritual functions of ‘Shariden (Hall of Relics),” has been adequately
restored, ensuring the Authenticity of OUV from the viewpoint of the attributes of ‘spirit’ and “function’.
Therefore, Kinkaku of Rokuon-ji Temple, which was reconstructed using new materials, can be regarded as
an attribute that conveys the OUV of the World Heritage property ‘Historic Monuments of Ancient Kyoto
(Kyoto, Uji and Otsu Cities)’.

(3) Seiden (Main Hall) of the Shuri-j6 Castle

»>

The attributes that convey the OUV of the Shuri-jo Castle are the historical and archaeological traces
(remains) above and below the ground that have been revealed through excavations. In particular, the
stone podium that forms the foundation of Seiden and other underground remains are well preserved,
meaning that they certainly inherit the Authenticity of OUV from the viewpoint of the attributes of ‘design
and form (structure)’, ‘materials and substance’, and ‘location’.

Seiden, which was reconstructed using new materials 50 years after the fire, is difficult to regard as an
attribute that conveys OUV; however, it also holds spiritual and commemorative significance, symbolising

recovery from the ground battle of World War II.

(4) Suzaku-Mon Gate and Daigokuden Hall of the Nara Palace

>

The attributes that convey the OUV of the Nara Palace Site are mainly historical and archaeological remains
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preserved underground. The underground remains, such as the foundational work of the podium of
Suzaku-Mon, traces of the extraction of foundation stones, and traces of the extraction of stone materials
for the exterior of Daigokuden revealed in the excavation survey certainly inherit the Authenticity of OUV
from the viewpoint of the attributes of ‘design and form (structure)’, ‘materials and substance’, and
‘location’ of the architectural monuments already disappeared.

The structures of Suzaku-Mon and Daigokuden, which were reconstructed using new materials 1,300 years
after the capital was moved from Nara to Kyoto, are difficult to regard as attributes that convey OUV.
Rather, despite the fact that sites of wooden architectural monuments rarely leave traces on the ground,
the significance of ‘interpretation’ lies in the ability to visibly reproduce the ‘design and form’, ‘materials
and substance’, and ‘techniques’ of architectural monuments, which have been lost for a long time (more
than 1,300 years for Nara Palace). This allows visitors to experience the original appearance of the

architectural monuments within the current ‘location and setting’.



PRESENTATION V

Eric PALLOT and Benjamin MOUTON
Chief Architect of Historical Monuments
President ICOMOS France

Cultural Heritage and Authenticity: Examining the Challenges of Post-Disaster Recovery
The Case of "Notre-Dame de Paris"

Partially destroyed by a gigantic fire in 2019, Notre Dame Cathedral in Paris was the subject of a decision by the
French authorities to restore it to its pre-disaster state. | precise that | am not the project manager, but | am very
familiar with this operation, having followed it regularly and analysed it within ICOMOS France, with Benjamin

Mouton because of the various issues it raised. This presentation is the fruit of our thoughts.

Contents of the presentation:
1-  The Antecedents
2- Reminder: The concept of heritage
3- How to define Notre Dame de Paris?
4- The dark hours
5- Could Notre-Dame recover?
6- Could Notre-Dame can therefore be restored.
7- Integrity, authenticity, what values for Notre Dame?

8- To conclude

1. THE ANTECEDENTS
Two similar disasters have occurred in France, each of which resulted in a decision to restore the building to its

original state:

In Rheims, 50 years before the Venice Charter, Notre Dame Cathedral, a masterpiece of Gothic architecture and
a powerful symbol of the royalty who were crowned there, was bombed during the First World War, destroying

part of its vaulting, its framework and its entire lead roof.

After a wide-ranging international debate that pitted the theories of Rodin and Ruskin against each other, the
architect Henri Deneux restored and rebuilt the monument as it was before the fire. Because of the crucial
shortage of wood due to the conflict, and in order to make it more fire-resistant, the missing framework was
rebuilt using reinforced cement elements based on the Philibert Delorme principle. Nevertheless, the rebuilding
work, particularly the monumental sculpture, was designed to preserve traces of the conflict, an attitude that

has since changed considerably.

In Rennes, the Parliament of Brittany, a masterpiece of the late 17°™ century by the architect Salomon de Brosse,
was destroyed by fire in 1994 during a protest by fishermen. Here too, the restoration-reconstruction work will

be identical to the state it was in before the fire. As you can see, in both cases, 80 years apart, the decision
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to restore was the same because of the historical interest of the building, the collections it contains and the
emotion generated by the fire, even if the material used for the roof structure in Reims was different from the

original.

2. REMINDER: THE CONCEPT OF HERITAGE

In the late eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, growing interest in historic buildings in Western Europe
led to the first experiments in conservation. By the end of the century, the search for the first national technical,
philosophical and legislative guidelines led to international exchanges between the countries of Western
Europe. A first international congress for the Protection of Works of Art and Monuments was held in Paris, in the

framework of World’s fair in 1889. At the time, the theme chosen was "architectural monuments".

More than 40 years later, a second international congress was organised by architects and technicians of
historical monuments. It was held in Athens in 1931. At the time, the term "monuments of historic and artistic

value" was used. Instead of "architectural qualities", they referred to "artistic qualities", which was different.

25 years and a war later: in 1957, a third congress was held in Paris. The concept used was that of a monument of

history, beauty, archaeology, sensitivity and so on.

7 years later, in 1964, another congress of the same restoration professionals was held in Venice, during which
the Venice Charter was written and approved. This is still the basis of our reflections prior to the restoration of

our great monuments, at least in Europe.

Let’s remind article 9 : The process of restoration is a highly specialized operation. Its aimis to preserve and reveal the

aesthetic and historic value of the monument and is based on respect for original material and authentic documents

The notions of maintenance, conservation and restoration are then specified. These are mainly aesthetic and
historical values. It should be noted that the use of the charter has evolved, with a first period when the legibility
of the intervention was paramount and a second period when the notions of reversibility of the intervention and

sensitivity were more developed.
Finally, in 1994, the Nara document took up and extended the Venice Charter.

Heritage values must be representative of the cultural identity and diversity of all countries. In article 13, the
concept of authenticity is defined as respectful of cultural and social values and can be established from a variety
of sources of information including: form and design, material and substance, use and function, traditions and
techniques, situation and location, spirit and feeling. Both tangible and intangible values are now taken into

account in the analysis, conservation and restoration of heritage.

3. HOW TO DEFINE NOTRE-DAME?

11 slide: In 1164, to replace the old Romanesque church, the new bishop, Maurice de Sully, and the Cathedral
Chapter commissioned a new cathedral in the new architectural style, the Gothic style, then called the "opus
francigenum". In less than 60 years, 5 anonymous master builders created the largest cathedral in the West,

without modifying the original project.

This edifice demonstrates:

- mastery of stone construction and carpentry,

- mastery in composition (the harmonious facade), in the creation of cross vaults, and in the use of light
through wider windows, where stained glass is magnified.

- mastery of balance through the action of flying buttresses controlling the thrust of the vaults, to raise the



building ever higher.
- The result is a homogeneous architecture, an undeniable architectural masterpiece. And like all the great

cathedrals of the period, it is a universally admired monument.

At the beginning of the 16th century, in Italy, the model of architectural elegance, the Greco-Roman style, imposed
itself on Europe. Medieval architecture was decried as barbaric and dubbed "Gothic". Despite everything, while
many buildings were being transformed, Notre-Dame was preserved, but not without mutilation, and by the end
of the 18th century, it was a building worth saving.

- Therevival: In the early 19th century, the Romantic movement exalted the values of sensitivity and nostalgia
forthe Middle Ages. Inarchitecture, it was the advent of ""rationalism", illustrating the legibility of construction
and the rejection of decorations that masked it. Gothic architecture is the emblem of this movement, and its
restoration is a militant act. Thanks to Victor Hugo's masterpiece, Notre-Dame de Paris, a great literary and

popular success, the decision to save Notre-Dame was adopted.

In 1842, architects Jean-Baptiste Lassus and Eugéne Viollet-le-Duc were chosen after a competition to restore
the cathedral. The work was to continue until 1864. The architects' brief was to recreate the Gothic cathedral. It
was the first major restoration project on a historic monument. The cost was borne by the State (not the Church),
which had owned the cathedrals since the French Revolution. It was in the public interest to pay for restoration

work that went beyond mere conservation.

This will mean repair works using materials and tools from the Middle Ages, but reinforcement works using 19th

century materials and techniques.

restoration works, erasing the mutilations of the 18th century and the Revolution. Restoration of the west
facade in 1863 (central pillar removed in the 18th century to allow processions to pass through, demolition of the
statuary in the portals and the Kings' Gallery during the Revolution, etc.). These works were based on existing

documentation, but using the style and "hand" of 19th century sculptors.

Embellishment work, with the creation of stained-glass windows to bring back the light of medieval architecture,

and also of the fantastic statuary on the facades.

A new spire is built to replace the 13th-century one, demolished in 1889, with study of ancient figures and

demolition of the crossing transept vault in order to recognize the base of the ancient spire.
Lassus and Viollet-le-Duc have often been criticised for having restored the cathedral too much.

It should be remembered that the cathedral was in a very poor state of conservation and that major work was
required. The conservation and restoration work were carried out in a rational spirit, with great fidelity to the
materials and construction methods of the medieval cathedral. On the other hand, the reinforcement and
embellishment work sused techniques and materials (iron and cast iron) from the 19°™ c. Finally, the creative

work focused on architectural harmony, responding to a sensitive and cultural approach.

It is interesting to note the similarities between this approach and those of the 1964 Venice Charter, drafted
almost a century later: in Article 10, which establishes the primacy of traditional techniques and, failing that,
the use of modern techniques; in Article 12, which requires the harmonious integration of additions into the
architecture as a whole (even if it also says “but at the same time must be distinguishable from the original so

that restoration does not falsify the artistic or historic evidence.

Notre Dameis therefore amedieval masterpiece, but also amasterpiece of 19th-century restoration, the cathedral

was listed as a Historic Monument in 1862, after the work of Viollet-le-Duc, thus confirming his intervention. It
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has also been a World Heritage Site since 1991.

4.15 APRIL 2019: THE DARK HOURS
25, 26 slides: 19:00, The fire appears at the SE corner of the spire. 600 firefighters are on site.
8:00 pm The spire collapses on the nave, piercing the vaults. The fire is out of control... A wall of high-pressure

water is projected by the fire hoses to defend the west towers. The belfry and bells were saved in extremis.

At 10.30pm, 4 hours after the fire broke out, it was brought under control. The cathedral appeared to be saved.
And the first television images of the disaster travelled around the world, arousing international emotion and

leading to an influx of donations for its restoration.
STATE OF THE DISASTER. The lead roofs are melted and have collapsed completely.

29, 30, 31 slides: The 850-year-old roof structure, a unique masterpiece, has completely disappeared, falling
suddenly onto the vaults. The collapse of the spire partially demolished the scaffolding that had been built in
anticipation of its restoration, and perforated 2 vaults of the nave and transept. The vault over the transept
crossing, rebuilt by Viollet le Duc, has also collapsed... The other vaults are precariously balanced under the

weight of the rubble from the burnt-out roof timbers and roofing.

The floor is covered with stones and charred wood. As it fell, the spire crushed the pews in the nave. And through
the pierced vaults, the cathedral is flooded with an unusual light... There's water everywhere, lead, soot, dust on

the floor and on the organ... It's dismay and desolation.

5. COULD NOTRE DAME RECOVER?
If yes: how? The technical, doctrinal and architectural debate then began: what should we choose between

creation, reconstruction and restoration?

33 slide: At the same time, Chief architect Philippe Villeneuve put together a team with two others chief architects,
engineers, historians etc., a specific public establishment was created by the State and specialised companies
were mobilised. Countless forces were working to save and study the cathedral: reinforcing the structure to
ensure the building is safe, salvaging and analysing the remains, organising research (9 scientific working groups

have been created by the CNRS and the Ministry of Culture),

36 slide: To recover but How, Creation? Motivated by an idea competition suggested by the President of the
Republic, architects are pursuing imaginative projects that often disregard the core values of the cathedral. But,

when dealing with a historic monument, design should only be considered if restoration options are unfeasible.
Whether reconstruction or restoration?

The word "reconstruction" describes a concrete action to rebuild what has been demolished, while the word
"restoration" gives a dimension of fidelity to what has been demolished. Article 9 of the Venice Charter clearly

defines restoration:

" Its aim is to preserve and reveal the aesthetic and historic value of the monument and is based on respect for
original material and authentic documents. It must stop at the point where conjecture begins [... ] The restoration in

any case must be preceded and followed by an archaeological and historical study of the monument”.

6. NOTRE-DAME-CAN-BE-RESTORED

After 15 months of study and research, the state of knowledge will have reached a high level, precise and complete



on the state prior to the fire. From a doctrinal point of view, as article 9 of the Venice charter, there will be no
more grey areas, no more hypotheses that could stand in the way of a genuine restoration. From a technical
point of view, as article 10 of the same charter, all the means, materials and human know-how will have been
brought together, benefiting from the experience acquired (Heritage laws, Ministry of Culture with a Heritage
Department, body of specialised chief architects, companies specialising in restoration with a tradition of training
and companionship, available materials (wood, stone, lead...). Within the meaning of the Venice Charter, the

restoration option is therefore deemed possible and proposed by the architects in charge of the project.

9 July 2020. The National Commission for Cultural Heritage and Architecture, the national advisory body to the
Minister of Culture on historic monuments, reviewed the diagnostic study. Drawn up by chief architect Philippe
Villeneuve, assisted by his two colleagues, Rémy Fromont and Pascal Prunet, engineers Carlo Blasi and Mathias
Fantin, and specialist laboratories: This 3,000-page report provides a complete understanding of the structures,
spires and vaults as they were before the fire, and presents sound options for restoring the building and restoring
the lost structures to their original condition. The study was approved, and the restoration plan was unanimously

endorsed by the Commission.

On 10 July 2020, the President of the French Republic decided to follow the advice of the National Commission
and launch the restoration of the state before the fire: wooden framework, lead roofing, and spire created by
Viollet-Le-Duc.

It brings the debate to a close, putting an end to the architectural competition and to the conflict between "the

old and the new".

While our knowledge accurately represents the cathedral's condition before the fire, the accuracy of the
restoration depends also, on the conditions under which the work is carried out, with the rigorous requirements

of the Venice charter.

First for stones

Additional petrographic studies have been carried out. As the original Parisian quarries used in the construction of
the cathedral, although known, had been depleted, identical and compatible deposits were sought with the help
of specialised laboratories (including the National Research Laboratory for Historical Monuments or the French
Geological Survey, BRGM) by: Identification of existing stones in the cathedral according to their physical and
mechanical characteristics; Identification of quarries still in operation in the departments of Nord, Aisne and Oise
with the same stone characteristics and compatible bench heights; Consideration of aesthetic characteristics

(colour, grain and presence of fossils).

This made it possible to determine the choice of quarries and the destination of the stones for the cathedral and

to obtain the necessary quantities: transept: 371m?3, nave and choir: 459 m3

And for the vaults

43, 44 slides: The conditions of the vaults following the fire were clearly visible in the nave and choir. This
was evident through collapsed sections, deformation of the preserved vaults due to the fire, and noticeable
subsidence (indicated in red) or uplift (indicated in blue) movements. Specifically, this was observed in the third

and fourth spans of the sexpartite vault in the nave.

Based on the 3D survey conducted in 2010, the collapsed vaults were reconstructed alongside the preserved but

deformed sections, taking into account the anticipated settlement due to the mortar setting.

The same stones, the same tools, the same gestures are used to achieve the same results...
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And inside the cathedral, the primary health objective was to eliminate lead dust. Cleaning by latex-based
poultices, treatment of saline efflorescence’s and soot deposits, visual reintegration of the joints and plasterwork,
and application of patinas successfully completed the structural work: the great decoration created by Viollet le
Duc reappeared! And in the same time an archaeological survey under the crossing discovered carved remains of

the former rood screen.

And also, for the wooden framework: the structures that have disappeared are faithfully restored according to:
Henri Deneux's 1906 models for the nave and choir

Viollet-Le-Duc's drawings for the spire and the two arms of the transept.

High-precision surveys carried out in 2014 (five years before fire).

The experimental construction in 2020 of the 7th nave truss, using 12th-century techniques and tools.

The model of the spire made by 3 journeymen carpenters in 1970 and 1/2 scale experimental models.

The use of green wood as in the past, not dried or steamed, following a study of the drying behaviour of

assembled wood parts.

58 slide: The nave and choir are carved using the "doloire" method, featuring pegged mortise and tenon joints,
following the "the tracery tradition in French carpentry” a typology which was recognized as an intangible

cultural heritage of humanity in 2009.

Unlike sawing, this manual carving follows the wood fibres without cutting them, and preserves the wood's

strength. It also ensures perfect fidelity with the original sections and joints.

A total of 4,000 oak trees, approximately 120 years old, as indicated by the analysis of the partly charred wood,
will be cut down in 35 state-owned and private forests. The purpose of this action is to ensure that 2,000 of these
oaks are perfect and free from any "peculiarities." This number represents just 0.1% of the trees felled in France

annually for forest maintenance.

The structure of the nave was carved in Normandy, and that of the choir in Anjou. A trial assembly was carried out

in the workshops, before the framework was disassembled and transported to Notre-Dame for final assembly.

59 slide: For the spire in June 2023 the installation of the stool was followed by the assembly of the spire.
The wood used in this construction is of the same high quality; however, the design is based on the bolted
construction technique adopted by Viollet-le-Duc (cross sections, bolted joints). This method also applies to the
north and south arms of the transept, which were rebuilt simultaneously, further reinforcing the authenticity of

the restoration.

And finally for the roofing work
Over 4 cm thicker oak boards, for fire resistance, are nailed to the roof frame and covered with protective paper

before the roofing lead boards are laid down.

64 Slide: Lead is a heavy and durable material traditionally used in the construction of cathedrals. In the workshop,
it is lead cast on sand to create tables, crests, hooks, and ornaments. This process is conducted safely for both

the workers and the health of local residents, with proper treatment of roof runoff water.

66 Slide: At the end of February 2024, the spire is covered, and the scaffolding begins to be dismantled to clear

the transept crossing, rebuild the vaulting of the crossing and complete the roof.



October 2024, the roofing works are completed.

And in a same spirit, furniture, paintings, sculptures were restored and put back in place. On the other hand,
new liturgical furnishings were created to replace those that have disappeared, on the initiative of the clergy in

charge.

68, 69, 70 Slides:

7. INTEGRITY, AUTHENTICITY. WHAT VALUES FOR NOTRE DAME?

What value does the monument hold now?

Thanks to the exceptional efforts of architects, historians, scientists, archaeologists, contractors, and skilled
workers, the Gothic cathedral has regained its architectural and heritage integrity. However, while restoration

canrestore its physical condition, can it truly preserve its authenticity?

And in Notre Dame, how many authenticities?

- Isit a question of age? Is the most authentic cathedral the one from the 12th century or the one from the
beginning of the 13th century?

- Orisita question of style? Are we generally talking about the "Gothic cathedrals” of the twelfth, thirteenth
and fourteenth centuries? Should we accept the building's enrichment in the seventeenth and eighteenth
centuries? But should we also accept the accompanying mutilations?

- Should we reject the interventions of the 19th century and undo Viollet-le-Duc's work, as well as today's
repairs? By replacing every damaged stone with a new one and every rotten piece of wood with a healthy

one, we gradually diminish material authenticity.

When should authenticity end?

By attempting to stop the clock and freeze a moment in history, are we not at risk of mummifying the building and
preventing it from existing within the flow of human time? Moreover, should we not view all these interventions,
repairs, and restorations as historical and material contributions, deserving acceptance within the realm of

accumulated authenticity?

AND FURTHERMORE
Inlight of the powerful surge of emotions that the fire has aroused around the world, across all nations and faiths,
it is clear that Notre-Dame is no longer simply a French historical monument. It expresses a deep attachment

to the monument, a "need for heritage" that has been making its way into people's hearts for several decades.

He calls for us to "rediscover cultural diversity, to be enriched by the sublime treasures of great cultures and
great thinkers". The past is not obsolete, it is like tea, it infuses our daily lives, giving them all their richness, colour

and strength...

Notre Dame symbolizes this aspiration. Its heritage value is not just a question of its history and material

substance. It is also cultural and artistic, literary and fantastic. And deeply rooted in intangible values... and alive!

Its authenticity is, therefore, both tangible and intangible. Although the roof structure and part of the vaults
have disappeared, their reconstruction identically takes account of these overall dimensions. Not to reestablish
mediaeval carpentries, spire of Viollet le Duc and lead roofing would have altered its authenticity. Additionally,
this authenticity is enhanced by the final pages written after the fire, showcasing evidence that the building is

an active participant in today's world.

Because the restoration of Notre-Dame was based on the Venice Charter.
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- Interms of methodology and studies, the restoration has provided the most comprehensive understanding
of the cathedral prior to the fire.
- And beyond the written charter, it is the spirit of the Charter that has guided the precision of the restitution

of the missing works.

But the Nara document inspired respect for the integrity of the design and form, the use of traditional
techniques and materials to conserve the substance, the maintenance of its use and functions, its inner spirit

and its influence in the city.
Notre Dame will once again pass on its heritage and its values, both tangible and intangible.

In this way the rigorous application of Venice charter and Nara approach enabled the cathedral’s architectural
integrity and heritage to be restored even if materials is not fully re-established because the materials and the

way are used, are no longer original.

Authenticity means respect for the monument, an attitude of clarity, truth and honesty in the choices we make

for its restoration and in the traces, we leave of our intervention in the history of the monuments

Of course, authenticity means respecting the way in which the building is interpreted after restoration and the

way in which it is interpreted in the light of history.

Butin the case of Notre Dame, it seemed difficult to bear witness to the current work by using different materials
or by marking a difference in appearance, visible up close and hardly perceptible from afar, as might ideally be
the case from a doctrinal point of view. The building's status as a heritage icon, its classification as a historic
monument and its recognition as a world heritage site required a faithful and identical restoration, the numerous

publications of which will bear witness to history.

The large number of visitors and favourable reactions to the work carried out show that in this case there was no

other possible response, especially in these fragile times when heritage is a safe haven.

I would add, of course, that Notre Dame is an unusual operation that cannot be a single reference model.

8. TO CONCLUDE

It would be interesting to compare this restoration with that currently underway on the State Hall at Shuri-jo,
which was destroyed by fire in the same year as Notre Dame. Since it was built in 1423 during the Ryukyu era, it
has been rebuilt identically 4 times, the last of which was started in 1992 and completed just 7 months before the

fire.
Here, the same methods and the same rigour have been employed to rebuild the building identically.

To imagine that the Shuri-j6 could not be rebuilt on this island, where everything was reduced to ashes at the

end of the Second World War, would have led to anirreparable loss of the history and cultural roots of the place.

As we celebrate the 60th anniversary of the Venice Charter and the 30th anniversary of the Nara Declaration,
there is renewed scrutiny regarding these documents, particularly concerning the concept of Authenticity as
a theoretical foundation for heritage conservation and restoration. This questioning is not new; it has been

occurring for the past 60 years.

On closer examination, | believe that these documents are highly flexible in their interpretation, adaptable to

changing times, and remain relevant to contemporary issues.



The scientific rigor established by these documents ensures this outcome. With studies, research, and analyses
that have achieved the highest standards of knowledge—alongside the exceptional contributions of workers,
craftsmen, architects, and scientists, as well as public support—Notre-Dame and Shuri jo will heal from their

significant damage and hold hope for the restoration of their integrity.

It is possible to faithfully reconstitute the missing parts: their restoration will not be a "copy" in the sense of
"falsification" of the monument, but the restitution of part of their authenticity. In the act of restoration, it is no
longer possible to refer to one of the documents without taking into account the other. Rejecting this approach
would lead to further alterations of the monuments and would unjustly take away the historical significance that

people around the world have embraced and valued.
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Authenticity in Post-Disaster Recoveries: A case of Xijie Historic District in Dujiangyan

Abstract: The concept of living heritage offers a community-centered approach to enhancing livelihoods. Yet it
struggles to reconcile the tension between community development and heritage authenticity. This issue is
particularly prominent in time-sensitive projects, such as the post-earthquake reconstruction of the Xijie
historical district near the Dujiangyan World Heritage site. It is crucial to analyse the impact of factors like
population density, housing repair and reconstruction, infrastructure development, and public space
improvements on the original spatial forms and social connections of the district, and to explore the

manifestation of authenticity from the perspective of living heritage.

Keywords: authenticity, post-disaster recoveries, living heritage

The concept of living heritage offers a community-centered approach to enhancing livelihoods. The dynamic
value added another layer of living heritage. While in practice, it is not easy to directly address the tension
between community development and principle of authenticity. These issues are particularly prominent in post-
disaster reconstruction projects with time constraints. It is crucial to analyse the impact of factors in heritage
conservation practice to explore the manifestation of authenticity from the perspective of living heritage. Thus,

to combine theory with concrete practice and maintain a continuous feedback loop.

The post-earthquake reconstruction of Xijie Historic District provides an illustration of the challenges of
authenticity for living heritage. Xijie Historic District is located adjacent to the World Heritage site Dujiangyan
Irrigation System (Figure 1). The district underwent reconstruction following the 2008 Wenchuan earthquake
(magnitude 8.0). Xijie was the starting point of the ancient Tea-Horse trade route, connecting the Chengdu
Plains to the Tibetan Plateau. It covers an area of 4 hectares surrounded by mountains and rivers. It retains
cultural heritages elements, including city walls from the Ming Dynasty, Mosques and temples, and traditional

wooden houses (Figure 2).

Figure 1. Location of Xijie Historic District Figure 2. Xijie Historic District before reconstruction
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Before the 2008 Wenchuan earthquake, 400 households lived in Xijie. The wooden structures had deteriorated
due to a lack of maintenance; the infrastructure was in poor condition. The high density and insufficient housing

led to a community recession. The earthquake made these issues worse. Over 80% of the buildings were

rendered uninhabitable (Figure 3).
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Figure 3. Building damage assessment after earthquake, 2008

Challenges arose when the post-earthquake reconstruction began in 2009, one year after the earthquake,

including:
¢ How to reduce housing density while retaining the residents and their social relations

e How to rebuild damaged houses, improve the living conditions, and increase open spaces while

maintaining the district’s spatial pattern and authenticity?

e How to bring people back to normal life quickly, while preventing heritage destruction due to rapid

reconstruction.

The first step of reconstruction was to reduce resident density to create open spaces. 48% of residents accepted

the Government’s offer of free modern housing five kilometres away, moved out of the neighbourhood.

In the second phase, housing was reconstruction in line with the Conservation Plan, which classified buildings as
historic, traditional, or new, based on their characteristics. Different interventions were applied, including
repair, restoration, rehabilitation, contextual design, and demolition. In the third phase, the municipal

government improved public spaces and infrastructures.

For the three designated Cultural Relic Protection Units in Xijie, repair and restoration were carried out by a

knowledgeable construction crew skilled in cultural relic protection and local techniques.



According to the Conservation Plan, 31 traditional houses that retained their original forms and styles were
classified as historic buildings, accounting for 10% of the total floor area in Xijie. These buildings were minimally
altered and suffered the least damage from the earthquake. They were restored using traditional materials and

techniques, with structural reinforcements and removal of incongruous additions.

Buildings that had significantly deteriorated or changed dramatically were reconstructed in an original style,
making up 58.1% of the floor area. The rehabilitation aimed to retain the original urban form, including materials,

floor area, building footprint, and architectural style, while allowing for modern interior layouts.

Newer buildings from the 1980s, which were out of context and in poor repair, constituted 7.5% of the floor
area. These were repaired or reconstructed to better integrate with the historical context. While modern
designs were possible, residents preferred traditional styles, leading to all new constructions adopting

traditional forms.

To improve the neighborhood environment, some high-density buildings were demolished. For example, 12
houses along the fire lane were removed to ensure emergency access, and 33 houses abutting the City Wall
were taken down to reveal the ancient wall and create public open spaces. The total demolished area
accounted for about 14.6% of the floor area.

The total area of the demolished buildings accounted for about 14.6% of the whole floor area (Table 1).

Table 1. Proportions of the different measures

Type Floor area(mz2) Proportion(%)
1 Repair 2795 9.4
2 Restoration 3034 10.1
3 Rehabilitation 17464 58.1
4 Contextual design 2253 7.5
5 Demolition 4386 14.6
Not involved 12 0.4
Total 30044 100.0

Generally, the traditional appearance of the district has been maintained. Some owners opted to change
replace walls with bricks to prevent humidity. Changes of the bottom wall were allowed in backyards or streets

along the hillside to prevent flooding.

The traditional urban form of Xijie District was preserved through preservation, restoration, and reconstruction.
The original street networks, building footprints, scale, architecture, materials, and textures were largely
retained or recreated (Figure 4). Public open spaces accounted for under 15% of the total floor area. As a result,
the district continues to reflect the West-Sichuan style, albeit in a more sanitized state with improved
infrastructure and amenities. Most buildings now have modern interiors with indoor plumbing suitable for

contemporary living.

Figure 4. Xijie Historic District after reconstruction, 2014
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The reconstruction was implemented using a community-engaged approach in three phases.

First, households voluntarily participated in the relocation program. 48% of residents chose to accept the
Municipal Government’s offer of free modern housing approximately five kilometers away from Xijie, moving

out of the neighborhood.

Second, the remaining 52% of residents, who chose to stay, agreed to restore or rebuild their houses in
accordance with the Conservation Guidelines. This group actively participated in the restoration or
reconstruction process, with the Government subsidy covering half of the construction costs. Only one

household refused to join the reconstruction efforts and continues to live on the ancient wall.

Three, after the project's completion, the homeowners repurposed their houses for various uses, primarily
residential and retail. Some rented their homes for commercial uses or decided to operate private businesses.
Others sold their homes in the open market to benefit from real estate escalations post-revitalization. This
flexibility in usage contributed to the diversity and vitality of the neighborhood, even as it transformed its

demographics.

Following the reconstruction in 2012, new businesses, mainly restaurants and bars targeting locals, quickly
settled in (Figure 5). Business development peaked in 2015 and later transitioned to tourism-driven commercial
activities. The function of Xijie District evolved from primarily residential use to a mix of commercial and

residential uses.

Figure 5. Functions after reconstruction

The improvements in residential functions and the incorporation of new functions in the Xijie project can be
seen as necessary adaptations. These changes better respond to natural hazards and create livelihood
opportunities for low-income populations, in addition to enhancing the neighborhood's infrastructure and

amenities.

This transformation significantly altered the social fabric of the neighborhood while also opening up new
livelihood opportunities for the low-income community. Even though these adaptations were not directly
initiated by the residents, they eagerly participated in reimagining the neighborhood. It's hard to tell who is
local and who is not from the appearances of the sellers along this street. The people participating in the

community feast are not entirely original residents of Xijie.

These changes highlight the need for further research to clarify the concept of authenticity: Specifically, we
need to establish clear criteria for determining the acceptable level of change while maintaining authenticity,

and develop precise definitions for terms such as "local," "social connection,” and "over-commercialization."

In the aftermath of a disaster, the concept of authenticity in heritage preservation takes on a heightened

significance. It's no longer just about preserving the past, but about rebuilding in a way that respects the history



and cultural identity of the affected community. The authenticity of living heritage is rooted in the stability of its
spatial structure and functions. This includes both social and physical aspects. Social authenticity reflects the
community's sense of belonging to a particular place and their commitment to maintaining its spatial
configuration. It's less about bloodlines and more about a shared identity. Physical authenticity focuses on the
materials and spatial layout of a place. While absolute authenticity is hard to achieve, we can assess relative

authenticity based on the heritage's value and the specific circumstances.

When we set aside issues related to general revival and historical accumulation and focus solely on post-disaster
reconstruction, the question arises: What constitutes the baseline for authenticity? Is it the moment just before
the earthquake? This is a complex question with no easy answer. While the pre-earthquake state provides a
valuable reference point, it's important to recognize that heritage is constantly evolving. A rigid adherence to

the pre-earthquake state may not always be the most appropreate or sustainable approach.
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Keeping authenticity alive post-earthquake in the City’s ‘public living room’
— Christchurch Town Hall

Ka mihi ki te hapu, e Te Ngai Tuahuriri. Ko koutou te mana o te takiwa nei. Mauri ora. The author would like to
acknowledge Ngai Tahu as the iwi (tribe) and Te Ngai Taahuriri who hold mana whenua (traditional tribal

authority) over Otautahi - Christchurch.

Introduction

In the challenging recovery context after the Canterbury Earthquake (2011), the demolition or partial of the
earthquake damaged Christchurch Town Hall (1972) was a much-debated possibility. Its eventual repair is a
triumphal statement of local empowerment. Maintaining the authenticity of the complex was a challenge given
the unprecedented levels of intervention required for repairs, strengthening and improved functionality. Public
and professional recognition after the building reopened in 2019 evidences the successful retention of its unique

sense of place and essential qualities.

Figure 1. Christchurch Town Hall north frontage - James Hay theatre (left), main entrance and foyer block (centre), and
main auditorium (right). Christchurch City Council, 2019.
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Heritage Protection, Values and Significance

Under the current two group system in the Christchurch District Plan the complex (including specified interior
heritage fabric) and setting are protected as a Highly Significant Heritage Item. Highly Significant Heritage Items
require a high level of authenticity and integrity. Whilst authenticity and integrity were factors in the heritage
identification and assessment methodology in practice, this was not articulated in District Plan policy until
changes to the plan in 2015/2016. Authenticity is not defined in the District Plan. The current definition for New
Zealand practitioners is included in the ICOMOS Aotearoa New Zealand Charter for the Conservation of Places of

Cultural Heritage Values, 2010:

Authenticity means the credibility or truthfulness of the surviving evidence and knowledge of the cultural heritage
value of a place. Relevant evidence includes form and design, substance and fabric, technology and craftsmanship,
location and surroundings, context and setting, use and function, traditions, spiritual essence, and sense of place,
and includes tangible and intangible values. Assessment of authenticity is based on identification and analysis of

relevant evidence and knowledge, and respect for its cultural context.?

This definition can be seen to encompass many of the sources of information in Article 13 of the Nara Document

on Authenticity (1994).
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Figure 2. Heritage Aerial Map, Christchurch District Plan. Christchurch Town Hall Heritage Item (top right, solid black
outline), Heritage Setting (dashed white outline), Victoria Square (triangular green space) and Otakaro - Avon River.

1 Interior protection for all but 48 listed heritage items was removed by an Independent Hearing Panel decision on the District Plan Review
in 2016. This was not supported by Council’s heritage experts.

2 ICOMOS New Zealand Charter for the Conservation of Places of Cultural Heritage Value, 2010
https://icomos.org.nz/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/NZ_Charter.pdf




The Christchurch Town Hall has been Christchurch’s premiere civic and performance venue for over forty years
and is associated with public memories of events such as graduations, citizenship ceremonies and concerts from
1972 - 2011. The site is associated with a Maori settlement and food gathering place - Puari. The complex is a
national icon of modernist architecture, associated with the nationally distinctive and influential Christchurch
School of architecture and the founders of the leading architectural firm of Warren and Mahoney - Sir Miles
Warren and Maurice Mahoney. The architects’ attention to detail resulted in unique experiential values of the
interior through the consistent and bold use of materials, colours and textures. The building’s internationally
innovative acoustic design and performance was informed by acoustician Sir Howard Marshall’s use of computer
technology to model sound reflections. The result was ‘...a paradigm-shifting building that changed the way in
which concert halls around the world were designed from that time onwards.” It was identified as one of the

world’s ten landmark concert halls in 2015.4

Post disaster recovery context

On February 22,2011 an earthquake measuring 6.3 on the Richter scale occurred in Christchurch causing significant
loss of human life and injury as well as major damage to buildings and the landscape. Whilst the above ground
structure of the Christchurch Town Hall remained relatively intact, ground settlement and movement around
and beneath the building caused its various parts to differentially settle. There was extensive damage to the
ground floor, sub-floor and basement areas. Terraces, paving and the fountain within the setting also suffered
major damage. In the context of central government-led recovery plans and programmes which placed urgency
and affordability of safety and repair, financial recovery and innovation at the forefront of recovery® Earthquake

Minister Gerry Brownlee called for the demolition of the Christchurch Town Hall.®

Figure 3. Christchurch Town Hall south frontage - earthquake damaged setting, Limes Room (upper floor) and Function
Room (lower floor). Christchurch City Council, 2011.

3 lan Lochhead, Why we should value the Christchurch Town Hall, 21 June, 2013. Historic Places Aotearoa.
https://historicplacesaotearoa.org.nz/why-we-should-value-the-christchurch-town-hall-dr-ian-lochhead/

4 Trevor Cox, 10 of the world’s best concert halls, 5 March 2015. The Guardian
https://www.theguardian.com/travel/2015/mar/o5/10-worlds-best-concert-halls-berlin-boston-tokyo

5 Amanda Ohs and Catherine Forbes, ICOMOS-ICCROM Analysis of Case Studies in Recovery and Reconstruction Case Studies Vol. 1,
Christchurch: Heritage Recovery from the Canterbury Earthquakes, 2020, p.135.

6 Gerry Brownlee, Modern city needs new town hall. 17 June, 2013 Stuff.
https://www.stuff.co.nz/the-press/opinion/perspective/8802981/Modern-city-needs-new-town-hall
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Public opposition was expressed in media articles and in deputations to the Council by architects, architectural
historians, music groups and academics, including the original architects and acoustician. Social and cultural
community values were emphasized ... the Christchurch Town Hall is more than just a building. It has become for
thousands of peoplein Christchurch and Canterbury our public living room, the place where we come together to share
and celebrate the important events in the lives of families and our community as a whole’.” The world-class acoustic
performance of the auditorium was also emphasized in the case to retain the building. Whilst Councillors’ debate
centred around personal and shared memories, Council’s decision to proceed with ‘the full repair, restoration
and improvement of the functionality of the Christchurch Town Hall’ on 11 June 2015 was ultimately a financial
decision as repairing the existing building (estimated at $127 million) came with $67 million insurance which was
approximately halved in the scenario of demolition and a new building (estimated at $193 million).® The fact that

this was also an opportunity to assert local autonomy and deny Minister Brownlee’s wishes was a bonus.

Approach to retaining authenticity in the repair and reconstruction
Strengthening and ground remediation involved inserting 1098 jet grout piles through the existing floor slab
to stabilise the site. The floor was then removed and replaced by a new raft foundation that tied the existing

foundations into a new slab of varying thickness.
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Figure 4. Excavation works underway in the main auditorium. Christchurch City Council, c2015

A common approach to strengthening early masonry heritage buildings in Christchurch after the earthquake has
been to conceal added structural elements such as steel within the existing building envelope. The expression of
the structure is a key aspect of the Town Hall’s architectural and aesthetic values. In some instances, additional

structural elements were evident, but sympathetic and not visually intrusive, such as the additional steel bracing

7 lan Lochhead, Let our public living room live again, 20 March 2012. Stuff
https://www.stuff.co.nz/the-press/opinion/perspective/6602198/Let-our-public-living-room-live-again.
8 The final cost reached $166 million, including the addition of a new building for the Christchurch Symphony Orchestra




in the ceiling of the Limes Room. Repair of end beams in the concourse was done with Fibre-Reinforced Polymer
(FRP)wrap which was plastered overin a different finish to the existing fair faced concrete as a truthful expression
of the change. The 38 paired columns with fair faced finish supporting the entrance foyer and limes room were
replaced with new columns of the same dimensions, with double the amount of reinforced steel for strength.
In this instance they were finished to resemble the original as closely as possible, as they are a key aspect of the
overall design. Removal of the windows and copper fins on the exterior was necessary to facilitate access to the
slab strengthening work. These were carefully reconditioned so as to not lose the patina of age. Their necessary

removal provided the opportunity to insert double glazing into the existing timber frames.

Figure 5. Foyer detailing. Christchurch City Council, 2019

Akey principle of the conservation plan which informed the project was to do ‘as much as necessary and as little as
possible” and primacy was given to retaining heritage fabric of high or moderate significance in situ, with as little
change as possible, including the patina of age. This aligned with public expressions of value for the building and
particularly the interior as a familiar, distinct and memorable shared place. A staged approach was taken to the
careful removal and storage of interior heritage fabric (for planned reinstatement) where absolutely necessary
to enable strengthening works and avoid risk of adjacent works. Over time this resulted in an almost complete
salvage of interior fabric. Although not ideal it was informed by expert heritage and conservator advice, detailed

methodologies (as required by regulatory approvals) and consideration of alternative options.

The very high quality of the original materials and workmanship was matched in the reconstruction of the
interior. Much of the marble in the foyer was cracked and stained. That which could be reused was salvaged and
reinstated together in one area of the foyer. New marble was sourced from the same quarry and was required
to be date stamped. Globe lighting in glass was largely replaced with polycarbonate due to the earthquake risk,
with care to match the original sparkling lighting effects as closely as possible. The ‘Rainbow Pieces’ mural by
Patrick Hanly in the central foyer was removed for conservation and reinstated in its original position with new

fixings to better enable its ongoing conservation.

9 Town Hall Conservation Plan, Heritage Management Services, 2010. P.101.
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Due to the relatively recent date of the original construction, reliable information was extensive and readily
available including detailed photographs and plans from its original construction, the living knowledge of the
two original architects and acoustician, and the conservation plan. The original architects were closely consulted
throughout which informed the accurate replacement of interior details such as the worn and faded interior

fabric panels.

Figure 6. Upper concourse, carpet, timber detailing, fabric panelling, lights and bronze accents. Christchurch City Council,
2019

Commensurate to retaining heritage fabric was the need to retain the ongoing use and function — this was also
key to retaining authenticity of the place, as evidenced by its social and cultural values. The second Conservation
plan principle ‘The importance of the Town Hall is to be facilitated by it servicing the social and civic function behind
its original commissioning.” indicates that in some cases change will be acceptable where it is essential to the
continuing use and function of the building. The original stage form in the main auditorium was replicated in
new brushbox timber, at a reduced height to improve the visibility of the performance for the audience, and
with functionality added with the addition of five new stage lifts. The original Meranti balustrades were elegantly

adapted to meet modern building code requirements with the addition of metal supports.

10 Ibid., P.102



Figure 7. Foyer - public open day. Additional metal balustrade support visible in foreground. Reinstated sculptural ceiling
feature in background. Christchurch City Council, 2019

The back of house (rated of neutral significance in the conservation plan) area of the smaller auditorium was
demolished and rebuilt to meet modern functional requirements. Additional services such as ventilation were
essential for the ongoing use, and although the required rooftop plant is visible in some views this was considered

more a more authentic approach than adding screening.

Initially consent for the deconstruction and reconstruction (in new and salvaged materials) of the two most
damaged and unrepairable parts of the complex — the Cambridge Room and the Function Room was approved.
Discussions regarding user requirements and additional engineering advice resulted in their demolition and
redesign because insufficient heritage fabric was able to be salvaged for reinstatement. A new three-story
building for the Christchurch Symphony Orchestra is unobtrusively tucked into the space left by the Cambridge
Room. The result is an arguably more authentic outcome — the replacement buildings are not replicas and are
identifiably new and sympathetic in form, material and scale. The authenticity of the whole complex is maintained
as a result — this was not dependant on the faithful reconstruction of these two parts which were of lesser

significance in the hierarchy of parts of the complex.
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Christchurch City Council, 2019

Public and professional recognition post repair and reconstruction

The building reopened on 23 February 2019 with over eleven thousand people attending the opening day
weekend." Even people who had relatively short-term attachments to the place, and who were not necessarily
fond of the Brutalist exterior were moved to experience the interior of building ‘exactly as it was’ before the
earthquakes.” In the beginning of December this year the complex celebrated 75,000 guests and 1000 events

since the venue reopened.®

The level of authenticity achieved in the repair and reconstruction was nationally recognised when the building
was scheduled by the national-level heritage government agency Heritage New Zealand Pouhere Taonga
(HNZPT) as a Category 1 Historic Place in September 2020." The repair and reconstruction of the complex has

been subject of a book," and a successful movie ‘Maurice and I'.

11 lan Lochhead ed. The Christchurch Town Hall, 1965-2019: A Dream Renewed, 2019. p.221

12 Pers. Comm., Katie Smith, 6 December 2024

13 Christchurch Town Hall, Facebook post 3/12/2024
https://www.facebook.com/ChristchurchTownHall/posts/pfbido7TdQ1sCRKw9VGVwys5dfxiMEazwbHd5EccnZYRm4Xux9VvXTnkyBsZvinnT
M2XRtcl

14 Relative levels of authenticity and the factors of authenticity, integrity and intactness are a consideration of whether a place is assessed
as meeting the requirements of Category 1or 2 status. Pers. Comm., Robyn Burgess 2.12.2024

15 The Christchurch Town Hall 1965 - 2019: A Dream Renewed, edited by Dr lan Lochhead, published in 2019.




Figure 9. Main Auditorium. Christchurch City Council, 2019

Conclusion

‘Our Heritage, Our Taonga is shaped by the Canterbury Earthquakes. These impacted our landscape, our built and

moveable heritage, and are part of our history.”

The 2011 Canterbury Earthquakes brought unprecedented challenges to the retention and conservation-
appropriate repair, strengthening and adaption of heritage buildings. Results for the City’s surviving heritage
resource are as various as the unique circumstances of each place, its damage, ownership and physical and
financial constraints. Some of these resulted in positive community outcomes but pushed the boundaries of

previously accepted heritage approaches.

In the case of the Christchurch Town Hall - factors combined to result in it retaining authenticity to the degree
that is it still our much loved and very familiar ‘public living room.” This is the result of a combination of readable
and sympathetic change, careful retention and reinstatement of heritage fabric, and informed addition of
replacement fabric where absolutely necessary, together with embracing improved resilience and functionality,
because ongoing performance use of this world- class venue was an equally important authenticity factor as

retaining its distinctive heritage fabric.

16 Our Heritage, Our Taonga Heritage Strategy, 2019-2029. P.24
https://ccc.govt.nz/assets/Documents/Culture-Community/Heritage/Our-Heritage-Our-Taonga-Heritage-Strategy-2019-2029.pdf




Figure 10. Citizenship ceremony, Limes Room interior Christchurch City Council, 2019
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PRESENTATION VII

JO Sangsun
Director

Jungwon National Research Institute of Cultural Heritage

The Sungnyemun Reconstruction and Debates on its Authenticity

Introduction
Sungnyemun is a representative cultural heritage of Korea. It was the southern gate of the old Seoul city wall.
It was built in 1398, and there were major repairs in 1448 and 1479. The wall around the gate was demolished in

1907. And the repair was carried out from 1961 to 1963. It was designated as a national treasure in 1962. It was the

oldest gate with two-storied wooden pavilion in Korea, and it has architectural technique of 15th-century.

Figure 1. Sungnyemun (June 24, 2023) Figure 2. Sungnyemun, after fire (Feb. 11, 2008)

1. The fire, and values & attributes of Sungnyemun

Feb. 10.2008, Sungnyemun was damaged by arson. The fire broke out on the second floor of the wooden pavilion.
The arsonist scattered thinner on the wooden floor, lit it with a lighter and ran away. A passerby watched the
smoke and call to the fire department. Firefighters were dispatched in 5 minutes. They went inside the pavilion
and succeeded to extinguish the initial fire. However, the embers that spread along the pillars to the ceiling were
undetected, and the flames spread to the roof of second floor. The fire extinguished at 01:55 a.m. We lost 90%

of the second floor and 10% of the first floor of the wooden pavilion. The plaque could be saved relatively intact.

On February 12, the CHA (Cultural Heritage Administration) announced that Sungnyemun would retain its status
as a national treasure. As when Sungnyemun was designated as a cultural heritage, its value was not limited
to wooden structures, but was determined by taking into consideration complex factors such as historical
significance as well placeness. Based on the survey data conducted in 2006 and the repair report published in

1965, the CHA determined that it was possible to reconstruct it as its pre-fire state.
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2. Reconstruction Methodology

Sungnyemun was the first case that was not wholly burnt down. Sungnyemun is a cultural heritage with a high
degree of national symbolism. During three months after the fire, the damage was recorded by hand, and a
temporary conservation treatment was carried out. All of the elements that had fallen to the ground were moved

to a temporary storage.

In May 2008, the CHA formed the Sungnyemun Restoration Team dedicated to the reconstruction. The advisory
committee was composed and 31 meetings were held to review detailed issues. Lots of related researches
were carried out. The principles of the reconstruction announced in May 2008 and the detailed scope of the

reconstruction guidelines were as follows:

Basic direction of the reconstruction: As an old state before 1910

Basic principles
- Restoration as a state of before fire
- Reuse of original elements as much as possible
- Reconstruction of city wall and original ground level (through excavation)
- Participation of the best traditional artisans
- Use of traditional techniques and tools
- Constitution of Sungnyemun Advisory Committee
- Management by national government (budget, technical supports, etc.)

Scope of reconstruction
- Restoration of wooden pavilion: based on the survey drawings, repair report, old documents and
photographic materials
- Repair of stone basement: stones should be reused or replaced after conservation treatment, and
stability issues caused by the influx of water during fire should be considered after a thorough diagnosis
- Reconstruction of the city wall and regaining of original ground level: city wall should be restored as
much as possible in consideration of the surrounding situations, and the original ground level should be
regained through archaeological excavation.
- Disaster prevention system: installation of high-tech detection devices and fire extinguishment

facilities

3. ICOMOS principles and authenticity applied to the reconstruction
Since Sungnyemun was damaged by fire, it was inevitable to reinforce or replace the members. In the process of

its practical application, the team tried to comply with the principles of international charters, centering on the

Venice Charter. Here are some examples:

sz

ez
)

:’7

Figure 3. a replacement mark Figure 4. fire traces on the surface of wood
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Figure 5. replaced materials of Sungnyemun

Figure 7. a pine tree that is cut down
for use in reconstruction (Feb. 2009)

Figure 8. traditional chisel sharpening Figure 9. research on natural pigment
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Reference to Venice Charter, article 9. The reconstruction was carried out based on authentic data such as detailed
survey drawings and the results of excavations. The most important thing was to reuse existing materials as
possible. To replace the damaged members, new stones quarried near Seoul with the same properties and the

same species of wood were used. If the member needs to be replaced, a distinguishable mark was left on it.

Reference to Venice Charter, article 11. The wooden pavilion basically has the same appearance as before the
fire. The first floor of the pavilion damaged little by the fire, and most of elements were reused in their original
position. In the second floor, some carbonized wood members containing trace of fire were reused in their

original position after conservative treatment. Most of the stones of the basement were reused.

Principles for the preservation of historical timber structure, article 8. The members that were judged to be non-

reusable are now stored in a storage facility.

4. Debates and discussions relating to the reconstruction

Immediately after the fire, most of the media reported that the cultural value of the gate had been damaged.
However, the expert group and the government announced two days later that it maintained its value. Therefore,
there has been a heightened interest in what criteria the value is maintained. This, in turn, led to an interest in

authenticity.

4.1 Debates over the authenticity of the material

(WOOD) When the timber had to be replaced, then a pine tree was used. However, some media raised suspicions
about the use of pine trees imported from abroad, and a legal investigation was conducted onit. It was eventually
confirmed as a rumor. Pine trees grown in same climatic zones have little difference in quality of material or cell
structure. In spite of that, the authenticity of the timber, as suggested by some media, means that it should be

cut down within the Korean Peninsula.

(PIGMENT) Traditionally, natural pigments extracted from soil and rock were used for painting on wooden
architecture, and some pigments were imported from China and Japan. Since the 1970s, chemically manufactured
pigments have beenusedin therepair of cultural heritage under government authorization. So, the reconstruction
team tried to revive and to use natural pigments through experiments and researches. Though there was not
enough time, we decided to apply it. But the painting artisan used chemical pigments informally, and He was
legally punished. A big controversy over the authenticity on the all materials used in the reconstruction was
followed. Natural pigments and chemical pigments are not much different in chemical composition. However,

there is an intangible value of traditionality in the manufacturing process.

(IRONWARE) Various ironware such as nail, plate was found in Sungnyemun. We thought that it was necessary
to produce raw materials using traditional techniques and to make traditional nails. In a short period of time, the
traditional techniques could not be revived, and only the traditional nails assessed during the dismantling were

reprocessed and used.
4.2. Controversy over the authenticity

In the reconstruction of Sungnyemun, the definition of ‘original' and 'tradition' was unclear. For this reason,
opinions were often divided among the experts of the advisory committee on each issue, such as the form,

structure, construction method, refining method and etc.

In the case of the ‘original form’, the Cultural Heritage Protection Act at that time only stated the principle of
‘conservation of the original form’. In Sungnyemun, there were 4 authentic data containing ‘original form.”: (1)

photographs taken during 1898~1960, (2) survey drawings of before the repair in 1961, (3) drawings after the



repair during 1961~1963, (4) survey drawings in 2006. Therefore, whenever the details of reconstruction were

discussed, we have to convene advisory committee meeting.

The controversy over the curve at the top-ridge of the roof is representative one. The survey drawings measured
before the repairin 1961 were secured in 2009, and the advisory committee decided to adopt it instead of drawing
of 2006.

The plan of wooden floor on the first floor of the pavilion was scheduled to follow its pre-fire state. However,
the shape identified in photographs taken before 1930 and the plan identified in drawings drawn in 1961 before
the repair were corresponded, but it did not coincide with the drawings of 2006. So, the committee decided to

modified the plan of wooden floor according to the oldest one.

Through archaeological excavation, we found that the initial foundation stone of basement is located about 1.6
meters below the ground. However, in the historical records in the 15th century, it was confirmed that the level of
ground was heightened about 1.2m. And the traces of stone trimming left on the stone basement showed that it
was rebuilt in the 15th century. Nevertheless, some experts argued that the height of the arched gate should be

enlarged according to the initial foundation.

Originally, the CHA adopted ‘authentic’ data as the criteria for the ‘original’, such as survey drawings of 2006 and
a repair work report of 1965. However, in the case of the part where authenticity of additional data was secured,

the form based on the data of the oldest period was considered as ‘original’.

Figure 10. blueprint drawing with surveyed data from 1961

4.3. Controversy over the definition of tradition

In the case of wood, the traditional planer and saw carving technique has been transcended, but the productivity
of producing the necessary wooden parts within a limited time has become a problem. In the case of stone,
geoscientific investigations revealed traces of quarrying in the adjacent Namsan Mountain. However, large-scale
quarrying was not possible there, so stone with similar characteristics had to be quarried using modern methods
at a quarry outside Seoul. The final process of determining the texture of the wood or stone was carried out by

hand, but it was not possible to carry out the whole process in a 'traditional’ way.
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5. Development of the Debate on Cultural Heritage Conservation

The culmination of many discussions sparked by the reconstruction of Sungnyemun ultimately came down to what
is the ‘traditional technique’ to restore the ‘historic state’ and what is the criteria for judging the ‘authenticity’. So,
series of studies on the international charters and the principles of various states followed. Among them, there
has been an increased interest in the Nara Document and authenticity, which states that value and authenticity

should be judged through various criteria such as attributes and intangibles.

Since 2010, lots of discussions have begun in Korea on the concept and conservation philosophy of the historic
state, including various values and attributes, instead of the form-centered principle of 'conservation of original
form' stipulated in the existing Cultural Heritage Protection Act. Sensing the need to prepare guidelines to
replace the existing inaccurate standards, the CHA and ICOMOS-Korea conducted researches together. And
the presenter would like to mention ‘the Korean Principles for Conserving Values of Cultural Heritage”. It was
)

proclaimed on December 20, 2022, and it contains the practical criterion and principles. The ‘authenticity

described in the Korean Principles is as follows.

Authenticity: The tangible and intangible value of cultural heritages should be expressed truthfully and credibly
based on various attributes such as form, material, use, tradition, technique, management system, location
and the setting. In other words, there should be no falseness or distortion in the values and sources conveyed

by the cultural heritage.

6. Conclusion

The fire and reconstruction of Sungnyemun is the saddest event in the history of cultural heritage conservation
in Korea, but it is considered as a very important turning point. In the wake of this incident, the discussion on
the conservation & management of cultural heritage such as tradition, original form, and authenticity has gone
from a closed discussion centered on a limited group of experts to an open discussion. Also, it was a motivation
for a change in the basic direction of heritage management from the conservation of form to the conservation
of attributes. And, it can be said that the authenticity was a very important criterion when determining all the

detailed process of reconstruction of Sungnyemun.

1 The full Korean version was released in 2022, but the English version is under review.



i 8

SHLM(FERMD DI ZDA - v T 4 T 4 9 < bk

TaYbrvARYV
[l N7 AL B PEWT T Be [ 7 o RSB TS TR

Ji i

AL IR E R E W 2 ULEETH 5, HY YA OBEMTH 72, 1398 FFicEZK T, 1448
fE & 1479 RIS KB BB 23 T b 7z, MO M D EE 13 1907 FFICHL Y X 7z, 2 Dk, 1961
5 1963 T T TEHAITh T3, 1962 FICEHFICIEE TNz, EEERE OARE HEEM
ZFROMTHh h . ZoEERNT 15 HioboTh b,

2 KKEoELM (20082 A 11 H)

FEHE1 1P (2023%6 A 24 R8)

LK, LM o fififi &

2008 £ 2 H 10 H, SALFHIMKIC X o TR E CBIAL 720 KITIIAREKRE D ZFECH > 720 KU
BAREDIRICY Y F—2E T TIA 2 —TREDF, EL L, BITAIEEHEL THPICERL .
50 %ICHMT LN RE S e, WL S IR O IC AY . PIIE KIS L7z, LA, R &
NTIRY KPP O RIE~LIRDB Y, ZEORERE cRIcT NIz, SR AT 1 55 77 T,
AEHERE D ZFED 90% & —FED 10% 03BER L 72, JRAH X LB CRUN T % 72,

2 H 12 H, by GRESGEET) (5L EE oM 2 iR 3 2 L R L 72, ELM0 ki
FEICHRE S 7z & R [ABR. % Offifl I3 AEEE ICHE S g, EREZR LS IME (placeness) 7 &,
BEBOERZEEL CTHET S N7z, 2006 FICEMINAFHED T — % & 1965 FFICFHER I N B
o E | UL IR KT DR BE~ DA HE & BT L 72,

2. T

S RBER 2 AN RO RHITH - 72, FALFTRE L L TOm KRB ZE T 2 LEETH 5,
KEE S AH»T T, WEZANDOF TR L, — R R RPN S Nz, MU ICHET V& S 72850
BTN CTRREMNICE S N,

2008 £ 5 H. UL T Ix % Y 3 2 S25LMMEE 7 — 2 2 8%07 L 72, SBMERE S5 < v, 31
MG EE, FEllIChz o CRIEZ MG L 72, BIEd 2 lESME S Eii X -, FHEAEHZ 2008
S5 HICRRIN, HFLVLWHAREIRDEESHTH 3B,

179



180

PR FARM T MM 1910 4 LART O R E
BT
- KKHTDARRBICIETE
- A[REZRFR Y JT DA & FAH
- WREE D & AR T oA (REFEIC X YD)
A% A TRl YN2E
- AGHER Bk & TE O]
-%%W%W*E%@%ﬁ
- HORBUMIC X 2R (PR, BAiisdg R L)
fE
- REHEEOEE - FHIK, BEEEE, &3, FEER R Sickk-o]
- AEAEE OB A IR LBRR IS BRI £ 72 1358 L. KRR DK DIRAIC X 2 KE
PEORE L, BURH 72 0T Ic a3 2
-W%@EL&$%®%%ET®E@Zﬁﬁ®%ﬁ%%@tt5iﬁ\ﬂ%&@@ﬁ%%@@
L. Bl 227 ic 5o & Ak o Mg i i1c B2
- Fie AT L mShn o gR & SR DR %

3. HENCEE L GEH I ICOMOS oJfl & A —k v T 4 T 4

FALFNT KK CBAR L 72720, GRM DR £ 72 13 IS AREETH - 7o, ERDIERE T v XTI,
LigR=2FEzPLC, FEFEERORNOMEFICED L, W 22Hl2ZET 5,

*

N= ZEFEH 9RO, R AR RRMN P REFHEOM R A &L HIED 7 — X IO W CHEf
L7ze o b HEARI L, BFOMEZAIRELRRY HAMNT 22 L TH o7, BEHLZHM DR
facix, RUREzR>aM28izicy v o0 L, [ CHEEORM %2 w7z, Eibficsg
Rt Killokoo<=—2 %KL 7,

[ ' ¢ . : 4

BEE3 XMl tzrmdy~v—7 BE 4 AMORMEICTED KKDRH

ABEE 11 FOSM, REHERENITIEEAR I KERT L R CAMBITH 2 —RE2 I35 X 210
%#QKVh IR A EDEMITT DG MM S N, ST, KK DR S AL L 72
AW DO —FRH3, PRAFALEIR IS TT D G CHAI 7z, FEOAM b RE 2 HAH & e,

JE SR AE EY) DR A7 IC B 2 JRHIL 55 8 55, PRI AR ATAE & HIWr & N 7= 5pT IR IRAE, (RIFIER% IC
REINTH S



BEHES5 Xfrsnr-ReLPIDERM

4. Wil % » < bikim & am s

KEDHER, LA EDRXT 4 7 IFEMOLffifE s bnz b B L7z, LA L 2 HiE, 5
MR 7N —7 L BUFIE, SZMIEZ OffifEZ MR L CW 2 HREK L2, 207, EoRHEICEL T
MfEDHEFF S N T2 D2 ICE VLA ET o7z, TNRRMENIC, =k v T 4 7 4 ~DBLIC
DD o T,

4.1 Bt A — v 7 4 > 7 4 ICBHT Bk

[RM] A28l e nid o vwia, MoRBER Iz, LarLl, —HoX T 4 7235, B
ASNTMORBFEHA I NZO TRV W EEREZML ., BREICESERELEMBE Nz, K
FNCIZRGECTH 5 2 L SR S 7z, FILAMER CEB L-Ro Kz, MEPHllefEicizs A L&
WAV, Lrl, AMoFd—ty 7474 CBL T, —HOAT 4 THRBL7Z XD IC,
A FFEEEBN TR I N AT NIE R bR WwS T kit b,

LR B, RiG@EEy okt iz teas ot I nz RAER22HWbTE Y, —Fo
BRHI P EE A2 oA I T/, 1970 LR, UL o BRI iR, BIFDFFA[ O T, L4
IcAmR I BRSO NTE 2, £ 2T, HiETF — L 3FEBEPME 2R VIEL T RARER D
HHEEHZRA L, BREICRB I a2 obon, RABEROFHAEZRELZ, L L, BERA
DRI CAL EER 2 B L 72, AN IRERICETE o7z, T, R veo s XTokio
=V 74T 4BEALT, RERMFVEZRLS o7, RARER LALFERNI LA IC BT
REREC TR0, L L, BETRICHE O ERIGIED S 2,

(Y] ZUMTiE, 27F 7L — Mol SEIEREREEYMHB RO o, EFiEZ A
THMEIZEE L., B2 F 2 ERT 2088 H % L E 2 7, MU CEiBaEzEE T ¢35 C
LI TERD o7l RERRHCIGHRIZ: 2 ¥ LI N2 d 0720 2T L THEML 7%,

181



182

BEHE8 fakifk/ IMBE BEE9 XRABEROHRE

42. X — v T4 T 4 DL bt
FALMOBER, (A YFn] & HER] OEREFHVEWTH o7, 207, B, fhd, 1Tk,
FEFR e CoREICBAL T, BHEE 20 EMR DM T LIX LITER E N7,

(A VY F o] KBl T, Yo LEERERIE [4) Y FLOBEORE] & v ) %
BELTWREFTH oz EHMNCIEF Y P F AL DIBE | IR L - BHIEDF — & 28 4 FiiH - 7=,
(1) 1898 4E 2 5 1960 D Ic i S W= B E, (2) 1961 ‘E DT o KK, (3) 1961 4E 2> &
1963 FEDIEH K DO KA, (4) 2006 FEFOKBIKTH %5, Z D720, FEOFM % #EmT 28, £
MEEBAAAZBELRTNER L R o7,

KD R % © < B imd 0 EH<H 25, 1961 FEOBEMHETOFHK % 2009 Fic AT L. #AMEAE
22N % 2006 FOEMMKIARZTEHATE L 2REL 7=,

IS

TR — B D ARIE IR D ZXEHKNT K SKERTOIRBEICHL S FETH o7z, LA L. 1930 FF X W icHE S h
HEBETRE I NIk E . BHEETD 1961 F1C 5] 24072 KN THERE & 172 3%ETHRNIE—E L T 7z 23,
2006 FOFRMKIZ—H L e o7, ZD®, ZERIED oL b HWERKICH > T, KERDK
SHRZBIET 2 2 & 2 HE L 72,

EWENFHIIC L > T, FIHIOEEOMAERZH 1.6 A— T LM NICH /22 EDBHL IR 577, L
L. 15 oERERCIZ, IS 12 XA — X FIFan-C e ERIN:, 2. A
DHI S NIZRIB AR I > T 2 e b, 15 MIcEHREI N EHBAL A, Z1ICd



BEE10 1961 FORAET—XICESKHENEEE

hbbd, —HOEMREFIPIHOIEBICIHS L7 —FRoOMomI 2T &2 L FRL &,

L), ALMITIE (A Y Y F ] oFHEL LT, 2006 FDFEHIKS 1965 FOBEMHELEHELR L, [E
ED| T—=2%FHA L7z LU, BT =204 =y T 4T 4 BEEICT > 785BI L Tk
b WHIRO T — 2D (RS TA Y Y F ] b ahIng,

43. [EHEDIEEE O < D

AMICBIL T, B D v e aF VI 2WABEIELR S L Twzp, RO Wz BN T
A ARBIE & FIE S 2 EFEESBIEIC 2 > Tz, AFICBIL T, MEREHEORE, ML
RO DIRB A R o572, L L, 22 TORBBEARAORIAARETH 572720, ¥V IS D
O c, Ao E RO 2BRNATEZHCCYIWBE X 2% 2 hd 572, A
TIAF v — BT ERETERIADOFTEMEI N, $XTCOTEE (MR ik TEE
T5DEAHRETH o 72,

5. XACEPERAAIC BT 5 Eaoo R

SALM ORI &2 R T 2k A % < Hia b NG R A IC [EESRIREE ] 28H T 27200 [
MEL ] i3l [ —vv T4 >7 4] OHBEAEL I, LIV TEDnk, 20
720, EREECI T I AEOFANCE L CE#HoFENPEMI Nz, FrCEVELEEE > 2D
F, i A=t v T4 T4 ET P Ea— P CHEBORBRA L, SkAEEICL o THI NS
RELTIFRLELA VT4V T4 THoT,

2010 FE LUK, #ECEBToUUEEREE ICHRL I N T[4 ) Y F L OBEROREFE] &) Bk
L JFERICIE 7 < %ﬁ&ﬁﬁ&?%DBJ—P%ab\ﬁ%%%%&woﬂﬁk%@ﬁfﬁ%u
BAL C. < D IR E o 72 BIEDO AN IERELREEEICRD 2 WA F T4 v 2 EKT 2 0¥ 2L
T, 3UL#T & ICOMOS #ENF LRI A £ L 72, < & ©, [wESUEEM{ER 2] (Korean
Principles for Conserving Values of Cultural Heritage) | % T/ L7z 1, & 0 JFEATIZ 2022 4 12 A
20 HicKR I, EEARZLELFH40UE5L w3, ZolFAITE, [F—tkvT74v74] 2K
DESIHEL T2,

F—tv 7474 XALEEDHE S L CEEOMifEX, EE, MR Hl&, mHt. Sir, EEARH]
S BRBE e & ST P v a— Moo, HEELERNEE D o TRE I AT NER S
B\, T leb b MESULEEIC X o TR A b B AfifE & EHICHER P2 D > TR R b %R\,

VEEEEE O SRR L 2022 EIC R I N8, WERBRELATOI T3 EATH S,

183



184

6. fii

SALM o kS L FEIE, HEOSULEERTF OB R ICEWTROEL WHKETH 22, FHEICEE
BR—=VIHRA VP eBRBINT VDS, ZOEFOHE, B, £V Y FVOEE & —2 VT 4
T Ay, LEEOMRE L EHICET 2&EmAS,. Roh2HMFE /v —7%2 b0 T3
Teaamor . Fb NS L Db o7, X HIC, EEEHOIAKRN TR, TBEOREL L T b
Y Ea— b DRENLENT B E o FICdrotz, $72. RALMOFEM A SR T 02 2 2 RET
L. A—k VT 4T 4 FIFFICEEREETCH 2L VR D,



Summary of the discussions held during the International Conference on

Cultural Heritage 2024 ‘World Cultural Heritage and Authenticity’
(18t and 19t December 2024, Nara, JAPAN)

RAPPORTEUR: Rohit JIGYASU (ICCROM)

The origins of the concept of authenticity and its application in the World Heritage Operational

Guidelines

The core objective of using the term authenticity was to represent its ability to convey heritage
significance. The discussion at the Nara Conference on Authenticity in 1994 recognized the need to
respect different cultural diversities, and to stimulate discussions on conservation decisions in various
cultural and geographical contexts. It is important to keep this original intention.

Initially the word ‘integrity’ was used in the drafting of the operational guidelines, borrowing from the
US National Park Service system for its cultural heritage that is basically equivalent to the usage of
‘authenticity’ as it is probably understood in Europe. However, in the final drafting process of the
operational guidelines, the word ’integrity’ was replaced by ‘authenticity’ as it was felt to be more
relevant to cultural heritage, particularly by European ICOMOS representatives.

The discussions in Nara were rather difficult and showed the collision between the ‘old world’ that was
primarily Euro-centric and the ‘new world’ that was considering a broader scope of heritage.
Differences between Anglophone and Francophone experts were also evident.

There is a lot of confusion in the way authenticity is understood, mainly because it is an English word
that may have different interpretations in various languages.

Authenticity originated as a wider concept that was meant to stimulate discussions on heritage
conservation in various cultural contexts. However, in the context of World Heritage, the concept was
literally transferred as a rule in the operational guidelines, though it was never meant to be a checklist
issue. Rather, the Nara Document was an open Invitation to think broadly rather than narrowly.

There is also a challenge of understanding ‘values’ and ‘attributes’ in relation to authenticity. In the
context of the operational guidelines, there is confusion in the use of attributes that are used in
relation to authenticity as well as for conveying the Outstanding Universal Values. Therefore, linking
authenticity with Outstanding Universal Values and attributes needs further reflection. It is necessary
to distinguish between ‘attributes that convey value’ and ‘attributes to measure the authenticity of
value’, linking values, attributes and aspects of authenticity. It is also important not just to look at the
authenticity of attributes separately but also authenticity in terms of the spirit of heritage places
overall, with various interrelationships between attributes. This needs further work.

Authenticity is not just used for world heritage nominations but it is also helpful in making conservation
and management decisions.

The scope of heritage has expanded considerably since 1994. Therefore, the concept of authenticity
needs to be considered for application to different typologies of heritage, such as vernacular heritage,
rural and urban heritage, and cultural landscapes as well as intangible heritage. There needs to be
further reflection on the use of authenticity for living heritage, which is dynamic and where local
communities have a significant role to play. This point is further expanded on in the next section.
Authenticity is not absolute but relative. In fact, there are multiple authenticities in a heritage place.
Authenticity seeks truthful and credible information sources - what is truthful and what is false? This

might be easier in the case of written sources but it is rather challenging to validate the truthfulness of
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multiple other sources and perspectives.

Authenticity should be considered in the context of the interconnectedness of tangible and intangible
values, and nature and culture. In many cases the authenticity of intangible attributes leans on the
tangible integrity of heritage places.

Authenticity is cumulative. It is challenging to determine what period is more authentic. Who makes
the decision on what are more authentic periods/aspects? What is acceptable and what is not in terms
of the positive or negative intent behind interventions in heritage places?

Authenticity is a decision-making tool. Therefore, it should not be seen only as a static, one-time issue
to be used as a measuring parameter, but also as a dynamic process that helps in making conservation
decisions. There needs to be guidance on how to use this concept in heritage conservation practice.

It is also important to clarify what authenticity is NOT... it is not unchanged, it does not belong to only
one period, it is not just limited to OUV, it does not mean that exceptional things do not happen in a

heritage place.

Authenticity of living heritage.

Communities play an important role in living heritage. We need to respect their traditions and listen to
their voices and give due consideration to their values. The challenge is how to qualify these values
through the test of authenticity.

The concept of authenticity needs further reflection from the perspective of human rights.

Continuity and change are inherent characteristics of living heritage. How do we view authenticity from

the lens of the creativity, innovation and adaptability that are needed to sustain living heritage?

Challenges in applying the concept of authenticity in the light of multiple perspectives that define

values, especially the community: who are the true custodians?

How does one look at authenticity in the light of an uncertain future, especially in the light of climate

change? How do we address the concept where heritage faces an eventual loss? Can authenticity also

lie in preserving the memories associated with heritage where physical loss is evident?

Three points to distinguish:

1. Some elements of attributes of heritage embody historic witness to that heritage and in that case
the authenticity of material is important to maintain credibility and its interpretation.

2. Historic cities are inscribed as best practices of traditional land use. The relationship between the
people and the land is more essential. We should work more with the traditional wisdom behind
the material elements. How to interpret this relationship between people and people as well as
people and land?

3. Living heritage is a place for daily life. We should not ignore this nature of heritage. We must think
of the needs and well-being of the community. Authenticity needs critical reflection in terms of its
ability to convey significance through people and communities.

For indigenous communities, we may need to look at the ecosystem of the entire place.

Authenticity in the context of post-crisis recovery

How do we balance the need for rapid recovery following disasters and maintaining authenticity? In
this regard there is a need to look at the social and physical dimensions and the special context of post-
disaster recovery.

How do we apply authenticity in the context of post-crisis recovery, where values undergo a change of
values or where new values are created and some values might be lost? In fact, recovery provides an

opportunity to reduce vulnerability and build resilience.



e When and at what time does authenticity stop? By attempting to stop the clock at a moment of
history, the building could be mummified, thereby preventing it from living within the flow of human
life. Can we accept all the materials and historic periods in relation to authenticity?

¢ Authenticity of traditional techniques and craftsmanship for recovery are important aspects to be
considered.

e To consider authenticity through attributes and values of heritage sites for pre-disaster mitigation/
preparedness as well as post-disaster recovery, it is important to think about the link between

authenticity and risk reduction proactively before the disaster.

4. Questions for follow-up:
1. While theoretical debates on authenticity will go on, how can this concept be effectively used in
heritage conservation practice?
2. How do we transmit the discussions from this meeting to make effective changes in the operational

guidelines?

187



188

1.

IR Ak 2024 TTHARSULERE LA —v v T4 T 4] TIrTbIW g & o
(2024 £ 12 H 18 H - 19 H X : £51)

<74 F -tk b ¥r 2 (ICCROM)

F— VT4 TT 40 BERoRE L MRUEEEEREHC BT 5 Z 0
d—vT 474 (HIEH) EWIEBEEHAVCIERENIE,. 2L > GHEEDERZIRRT
X290 FT B2l THotze 19 FED[F—kvT 4T 4 CHEHTIERATE] COFERTIE.
TFEIFE UL REZEE L. Sk SUbny - MBI STIRIC 351 2 (R O PE 1B L Cakafi
T HEELEB I Nz, CORKROEMEMFFT 22 L EHETH %,
L), EERSOBERZICEL, (4 v 727074 GEat) ] LwidBrAvwbN, ZofBIK
| E S A B S o SULEFERIE 2 B L 720 0 THh 0, Z OMEIZFEARNICIZEIN CHE X N 2
[F—vTF4oT4] LIBIERALETH o7z, L L, FEEHORKERER . IO
ICOMOS(REELN [FH—k v T4 v T 4] DIE )P ULEFE I 2 WU E W &KL 72
2O, [ A v T 7V T 4] pPOEHEIN,
RERCTOMEMIEA R VEH L. L LW Lo THER ] & X 0 A WHIPICEEELZ 2 5 [#7
MR L ofEn i ons, KiEE L 7 7 v ZFEEOHEMROM T b HENRIH S 27k o 72,
F— VT AT AT AEBIGRISL K AONE 0, ZNIEEL LTI OFENEETH D,
FFEIELSHECELIMBNEINS 5720 TH 5,
F—t VT4 TARLYEOEEEE L TCEAI N, SRR SUESTIRIC 31 2 BERT ©
T 2 B LTz, LaL, HEUEEICBIL Tk, C oz o EERHO
HEICR->72dD0D, Fzv 7V AMD1THHIKTE2ZLREKEIN T AEro7, LA, &
ROCGEHFFCHF iR (A WHII TER T 282 200D TH o 7=,
A=t v T4 T AEELT (flifi] & 7V ba—b] 2HESTZ2EWIFELH L, 1F
¥Rl i3 A - v T4 v T4 LOBETHG LS L & B I BEE R ENE(OUV)
PILA D70 bHONET P va—FoHIGRIERONG, 20D, F—k VT4
VT 4 RBEE RN E T P Y o — MCBEAT 210k, IO REERBMETH B, [
BEEALT Y Ea— b et —kv T 42T 4%MMBT P va—b]EEXFILT,
filifi, 7 bV €a—t, A=V 747 4 OMEZBEENT Z20ENRH 2, £/, T YL a—
FoA—tv T4 T4 2 NICR 2720 T, T Ea—HOIE I LML ZE
L7z EC, EEOEMAROBMERL LTA— v T4 T4 2R LIEETHIL, N
ICDOWTIEE DICHIEZ D 2R DH 5,
d—tv T4y T 4 FMHFEEOHBICOHONE 2, REFLEHICET 2 ERIEICH EHH
Th b,
TEPEDHIPH T 1994 LA, RIGICIER L C&E 72y, 2D A=k VT 4T 4 DWERICOWT,
T HE A oERE, AT - #TEE . SRR BIEE R &, X I B o E~ D
EWETTARER DL, Vv T -~ T —VEEN A OTHY, Hitha I =7 4 2EER
HHEHES 720, A= v T 4T ADOEAICELTCEI LA IELEBLETH D, ZORITDN
TlE, KETFH LR S,
F— VT 4T 4N D D TIE RS, MW AbDTH L, 2D 2. 1 DDEEDY
FRCEB DA — Yy T AT ADBEET B, A—R VT4 T 4 ZEEWELEEED D 2 HHRIF
T L, MHBEET, [MHEHY R0 ? HEREIXEOLE., Z ORI IIHENES 2~ L
N, oL RAERESCEHEVPEETH 202 MAET 20130k WV HETH 5,
d—r VT4 vT 41k BREEEOMEDHENEL . HAR L UL OHBIEDBIR 2 b F g3~
XETHB, L DA, BEOT M va— DA —% VT4 2T 413, BEDEICH ZHF



DA VT YT A IHKHL T B,

F—t T AT 4 BRBENARLDOTH D, EOMRRB IV EIEXLZHW T 20 3NETH 3,
EOR, LMD LY EIELZFENRET 2050 ? HEEOEN~DONAICH 5 HE
BE 2 RBENRERICEAL T, [MAZAERET, A% 5 TldRwor?

F— VT4 TARBRREY —ALTHE, LEzd->T, HIFEHELT1IEODARH LN
F AR L LRI T, MFECHTIZ2ERREZ LA 28N A 7o R LTheEHR D
RETHD, BERGFOEBETCIOMESEEDI I ICHV 2D, HEHPLETH D,

A=V T AT ABMATE (2] OrZREICT 2L bBEETH L, 2FH . -y T4
VT4 ERAETE R, RROAICET 2 0TI, BHE A ENMEICRE S T, E
FEDBFICIIRHIORERENREE L VI L 2ERKT 2bIF iV TH 3,

2. VEVY - NYF—VDA—k VT4 TT4

I2=T4 B3V VT AN TVRBOWTEEAKEEAHS, 2l =T 4 EROGHEE
HL, Koo ICHZMEIT, X5 e o TOMEICHEY) 2 IEZ A 5 BER D 5, BT, 4 —
VT AT ADRAEEZBE L TE D LAifEZ ED XS ICFHliT 2025 2L TH 5,

A= VT AT 4 EVIWRICONT, MEQEHN P LEREFEDINLEDLD B,

fperE e ZLIZ YV ey 7 s N TV OREN BRI TH S, Ve v 7 - ~Y T — Y OHEFFIcL

FRBIEE, A /=y av, #HIGEL WOIHELL, A=V T4V T A4 EEDIIICEZD

Dh?

flifi, &V bFaI2=T42EERTIEHHREHAZEEZAC, A—v VT4 T4 0IHR

i3 SR O | S EOEHFE D H ?

THER LRI, LV DTRMEEFCHHO LT, A= VT4V T 4 E2EDIICEETL2O0?

EIES RN RERICER L 256, SOz oW 0n? YWEWERNEHL 2 RGEIC

HEEICHEEST 2B ARFTIZLIC, A=k v T4V T4 RADOLNLZ DD ?

HAloEOHD3ODFEAL VL

1. HEOT7 FIva—1t0HEFEICE, ZOEEOHELENLAMNLE ZoTwEdDbHh, 20
Ba. MElod—v v 74 v 7 4 PMEFEMEL Z o oMiRrcEETH 5,

2. FESR AR LB 2 LHRIF o Hi G T h 5, ARIE B e oBIfRMED X AE T
Hb, MEOBELZDEIT L R EHARAEICD > L FHTRETH B, D AR E AR,
AR & L& BRI E &9 fIRT 2 D2 ?

3. Vv s -~ TV FHEERDOY TH L, HEDOZOWHEEZEAIC LTI RbR, B
Wala=7 402XV —Af VI BEETRETHDL, A—k VT 4T 1 (3,
ANt ala=T 4 2BLCZOEREBAONE Y S 2, HNICHEEST 2 H0EDBH %,

FHERa Iz =74 ICBL Tk, Biafoza v X7 LAICHA RT3 0482135 5 5,

3. fitkoElics I 24—y T4 T4

KB DR EH L A —2 VT 4 T 4 DHEFFICHT 2 =2—XDANT v 22 ED XS ICNED
2?7 ZHICBEL T, Al - BRI & PR RO ER v R IRIUCTER I 2 B E S D
%,

lfifiE 222 Uy ¥ 7z A2 A H & v, —EBfiifididkbin s 2 &b & 2 fatkteoEEIC BT,
F— VT AT AREDIIICHEHMAT s DON? Enk A, HEIINMHEEAZEKL, LY
IVARERETIESE L 0T,

WO, FORRTH - VYT 4T 4 3@UINZO? FEHRodsBETREILED LS T
. BRI D iR v, ADES Lo bWV EINTLE I b Ltk 4 —
VT AT AL TTRTOME LR ZRDE LI TE 200 ?

189



190

o HHD 720 DN i eI oA —t2 v T 4 v T 413, BETREELELMAATDH 5,

o KEFOEME THils X O EBoBEEICH L GEEDT MY va— b eflifiz@ L TA—+t
TAYTAREETLICIE, KEPREZHICA -y T 42T 4 &) R7HIRE O BEN: % &
MEICE RS 2 Z L BEETH 5,

4, 7xu—T v 7D=HDHM :
LA— VYT 47 4ICHT 2HERVEMIZI SR Tn P, BERFOEBHICETZ O
DEBEICHAT 2 I E> T RIE X A ?
2. ZORETOamz LD XS ICHEL <. 1FEREZRNICSEET 25 ?



Appendix

International Conference on Cultural Heritage 2024
“World Cultural Heritage and Authenticity”
Part 1: “Examining the Issues of Authenticity in World Heritage Practice”

Part 2: “Examining the Challenges of Authenticity in the Post-Disaster Recovery Process”

General Information

1. Organisers and Partnership

This conference is organised by the Agency for Cultural Affairs, Government of Japan (Bunkacho), the
Cultural Heritage Protection Cooperation Office, Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO (ACCU Nara), and
the World Heritage Institute of Training and Research for the Asia and the Pacific Region under the auspices
of UNESCO (WHITRAP Shanghai), in collaboration with the International Centre for the Study of the
Preservation and Restoration of Cultural Property (ICCROM), the National Research Institute for Cultural
Properties (Tokyo and Nara), the Institute of Disaster Mitigation for Urban Cultural Heritage at Ritsumeikan
University, the Nara Prefectural Government and Nara City. Support is provided by the Japan Consortium

for International Cooperation in Cultural Heritage.

2. Background

In 1994, the Nara Conference on Authenticity in Relation to the World Heritage Convention (hereafter Nara
Conference) was held, marking its 30th anniversary this year. The Nara Document on Authenticity, adopted
during the conference, continues to significantly influence the field of cultural heritage protection three
decades later. However, it has also given rise to various interpretations across different countries.
Therefore, it is necessary for World Heritage practice to reconsider the meaning of ‘authenticity’ as
understood in the Nara Document. In response to this, the conference aims to clarify the original intentions
and objectives of the creators of the Nara Document, and to provide a platform for participants to share
insights on what has been accomplished and what challenges remain since the Nara Conference.
Authenticity addressed in this context refers to the “essential qualifying factor concerning values,” as
discussed in the Nara Document. The Nara Document is also cited in the Operational Guidelines for the
Implementation of the World Heritage Convention, where the concept of “authenticity” was intended to
serve as a tool for value assessment in conservation practices. However, specific guidelines for its
implementation remain unclear, hindering the fulfilment of its original purpose.

To explore the various interpretations of authenticity across different countries, the second part of this
conference will focus on the restoration and reconstruction of National Treasure-class historic sites and
buildings during post-disaster recovery. The reason for focusing on cultural heritage classified as national
treasures lies in the fact that, during the processes of restoration and reconstruction, it becomes evident
what each country considers to be the “most important value” of its cultural heritage. This “most important

value” ultimately reveals the notions of “authenticity” as understood by different countries. Furthermore,
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the focus on restoration and reconstruction in post-disaster recovery is significant because such efforts
require rapid assessments of the cultural heritage's value, while also necessitating consideration of
structural reinforcements to prepare for potentially similar disasters in the future. Additionally, this
includes the role of cultural heritage as a source of comfort for people affected by disasters. This situation
requires us to assess value from various perspectives, allowing for a broad discussion about “authenticity.”
Through this discussion, we hope to effectively share the extensive knowledge and examples from Japan,
a country frequently affected by disasters, while also providing an opportunity to exchange thoughts on

the actual situation related to the “theory” and  “practice” in different countries.

3. Dates and Venue

17 December (Tue) — 19 December (Thu)

Nara Prefectural Convention Center, Nara City, Japan

17 December: Excursion (Site visits to Horyu-ji Temple: World Heritage Site)

18 December: Opening Ceremony, Keynote Address, Presentations, Panel Discussion [Part1]

19 December: Presentations, Panel Discussion [Part2]

4. Programme
17 December (Tuesday) 9:00 - 17:00
Excursion (World Heritage Site Horyu-ji Temple)
ONO Shobo (Archdeacon Priest, Horyu-ji Temple )
OBAYASHI Jun (Special Research Chair, Nara National Research Institute for Cultural Properties)

IWANAGA Yuichiro (Conservation Architect, Nara Prefectural Government)

18 December (Wednesday) 10:00 — 17:00

Location: Nara Prefectural Convention Center, Room 203, 2nd Floor

Part 1: Examining the Issues of Authenticity in World Heritage Practice

- Opening Remarks by Organisers and Supporting Organisation

(Agency for Cultural Affairs, ACCU Nara, WHITRAP Shanghai, ICCROM)

- Keynote Address: Christina CAMERON (Emeritus Professor, University of Montreal, Canada) *°nline

- Presentation I: Gamini WIJESURIYA (Special Advisor to the Director General, WHITRAP Shanghai)

- Presentation II: Kristal BUCKLEY (Emeritus Professor, Deakin University and former Vice-President,
ICOMOS)

- Presentation 1ll: Rohit JIGYASU (Programme Manager, Sustainable Urban and Built Heritage
Conservation, Disaster and Climate Risk Management and Post-Crisis Recovery, ICCROM)

- Panel Discussion [Part 1] “Examining the Issues of Authenticity in World Heritage Practice”

Moderator: INABA Nobuko (Emeritus Professor, University of Tsukuba)

19 December (Thursday) 9:30 - 17:00

Location: Nara Prefectural Convention Center, Room 203, 2nd Floor



Part 2: Examining the Challenges of Authenticity in the Post-Disaster Recovery Process
- Opening Remarks and Overview of the Agenda
- Presentation IV: (Japan) MOTONAKA Makoto (Director General, Nara National Research Institute for
Cultural Properties)
- Presentation V: (France) Eric PALLOT (Chief Architect of Historic Monuments and President of
ICOMOS France)
- Presentation VI: (China) KOU Huaiyun (Associate Professor, Tongji University)
- Presentation VII: (New Zealand) Amanda OHS (Senior Heritage Advisor, Heritage Team,
Christchurch City Council) *online
- Presentation VIII: (Republic of Korea) JO Sangsun (Director, Jungwon National Research Institute of
Cultural Heritage) *online
- Panel Discussion [Part 2] “Examining the Challenges of Authenticity in the Post-Disaster Recovery
Process”
Moderator: INABA Nobuko (Emeritus Professor, University of Tsukuba)
Rapporteur: Rohit JIGYASU (Programme Manager, Sustainable Urban and Built Heritage
Conservation, Disaster and Climate Risk Management and Post-Crisis Recovery, ICCROM)
Panellists: All presenters
Commentators: NISHI Kazuhiko (Chief Senior Specialist for Cultural Properties, Office for
International Cooperation on Cultural Heritages, Agency for Cultural Affairs,
Government of Japan), Yong SHAO (Professor, Tongji University, and Director,
WHITRAP Shanghai, UNESCO Category 2 Centre),
EJIMA Yusuke (Project Manager, Programmes Unit, ICCROM), KANAI Ken (Head,
Resource and Systems Research Section, Tokyo National Research Institute for
Cultural Properties), Alejandro MARTINEZ (Associate Professor, Kyoto Institute of
Technology), UENO Kunikazu (Emeritus Professor, Nara Women’s University),
MASUDA Kanefusa (ICOMOS-ICORP, ICOM-DRMC), *°nine and NAITO-AKIEDA Yumi
Isabelle (ICOMOS Japan)
- Closing Remarks: MORIMOTO Susumu (Director, ACCU Nara)

5. Working Language

English (Simultaneous interpretation between English and Japanese)

6. Correspondence

Cultural Heritage Protection Cooperation Office, Asia-Pacific Cultural Centre for UNESCO (ACCU)
Nara Prefecture Historical and Artistic Culture Complex, 437-3, Somanouchi-cho, Tenri, 632-0032 Japan
TEL: +81-743-69-5010 Email: nara@accu.or.jp

WAKIYA Kayoko, Shaun MACKEY, YOSHIDA Machi, NAGANO Sekiroh
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