Minutes of Meeting of Tentative List Expert Advisory Group – 1 December 2008.

Attendance:

	Lord  Donald  Hankey (Chair)
	President ICOMOS UK

	Anne Costello
	DoEHLG – Heritage Policy

	Dermot Burke
	OPW

	Brian Lucas
	DoEHLG – Heritage Policy

	Dr. Peter Cox
	Vice-President ICOMOS Ireland

	Dr. Pauline Garvey
	NUI Maynooth

	Dr. Rebecca Jeffrey
	DoEHLG - NPWS 

	Charles Stanley-Smith
	An Taisce

	Dr. Claire Cave
	UCD

	Martin Colreavy
	DoEHLG – Chief Architect

	Mr. Adrian Phillips
	IUCN

	Eugene Keane
	OPW

	Prof. Eogan
	Archaeologist (Retired)

	Brian K Duffy
Ms. Pauline Gleeson
	DoEHLG – Chief Archaeologist
DoEHLG – Archaeologist

	Dr. Brendan Dunford
	Heritage Council

	Naomi Deegan
	DoEHLG – Heritage Policy


Apologies: 
Dr. Jukka Jokelihto, UNESCO Expert; Mr. Ciaran O’Keeffe, DoEHLG (National Parks and Wildlife Service); Mr. Joe Crockett (Local Authorities)

Agenda Item 1 – Adoption of Minutes of Meeting of 14 November 2008:

The Minutes were adopted with some minor amendments.

The group then spoke briefly about the public consultation process. The Chair mentioned that the first notice was coming out that day. He emphasised the need to avoid the autocratic way in which the Tentative List was compiled in 1992 and to carefully consider any issues in relation to the management of sites and stakeholders.
The Chair first reviewed the revised reports of sites by members of the group and held that the revised reports do not yet order the information as required in the revised format document, dated 14 November, and that the gap analyses have not yet been adequately carried out.  The Chair drew a comparison between The Burren and a World Heritage karst region in Slovakia and contended that there are very few karst sites with the potential that the Irish sites have, however a lot of work remains to be done to justify the OUV. Similarly, in the case of the Blasket Islands and its literary associations, the OUV still remains to be defined. 
Mr. Adrian Phillips indicated that, in the reports, a lot of sites were strongly argued from an Irish and not a global perspective. There is a need to rationalise OUV in a world context.                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                              Mr. Phillips pointed out that in assessing natural sites it should be kept in mind that there are comparative studies available and that there is a global network of experts to assist in the definition of  comparisons.

The Chair noted that there was no need to develop highly detailed reports but that the definition of OUV, and an outline knowledge of strengths and opportunities and any weaknesses and threats needed to be set out so that appropriate advice could be given to the Minister.  Brian Lucas indicated that the Department of the Environment, Heritage and Local Government and OPW (via Fáilte Ireland) may jointly fund a researcher to work in more detail on sites identified in the Tentative List review process. However the focus of funding would have to be on sites which are strong candidates for inclusion on the Tentative List as there is only limited funding available. The Chair agreed that the sites being reviewed for the Tentative List need eventually to be ranked in order of their completeness of information priority.  Eugene Keane apologized to the Chair for his late submission of the revised Cashel report and indicated a need for clear deadlines for the submission of reports. The Chair highlighted the need for the group to do its best within the time allotted. Brian Lucas pointed out the time allotted for the public consultation has been extended until March and that this should be of benefit to the group.
The Chair welcomed Pauline Garvey, anthropologist at NUI Maynooth, to the group.  He highlighted the importance of having an anthropologist on the group, to assist with the reports, as heritage sites have intangible values that have associated cultural beliefs. One of the problems of presenting a site to locals or tourists is the issue of interpretation and how to make the bridge between the past and today, and to give it cultural meaning. An anthropologist can assist the group in transmitting the human and historic character of a site. The Chair asked Ms. Garvey if she would mind writing a brief outline on what it means to look at sites anthropologically, especially in terms of interpretation and presentation.

Action: Pauline Garvey
Agenda Item 2 – Review of reports of sites on current Tentative List in terms of:

· The quality of information now available
· The gaps in the Tentative Lists of other States Parties and the WH list
· Ranking sites for completeness of information, and likelihood of meeting WH Committee requirements

(a) The Boglands of North-West Mayo and Clara Bog  - Ciaran O’Keefe

The Chair indicated that the statements of OUV for these sites should be done with other similar sites in mind and cited boglands in Estonia as an example which could be compared to the Irish sites. He noted the importance of carrying out a gap analysis, which involves quite a bit of research, cannot be overstated. This applies to all projects submitted so far.  
Agreed Action 
Ciaran O’Keeffe and Rebecca Jeffrey to revise the Boglands report. A deadline of 10 January was given.

Action: Ciaran O’Keeffe and Rebecca Jeffrey 
(b) Céide Fields – Dermot Burke
Dermot Burke indicated to the group that the Ceide Fields fill a gap on the World Heritage List representing the transition from a hunter-gatherer society to one sustained by agriculture.  Mr. Burke held that the Ceide Fields are to be interpreted as unique to world archaeology and not just in an Irish context.  Prof. Eogan point out that there is too much emphasis on the “fields” at the site and that it has many other archaeological elements, such as secular enclosures (dwellings) and tombs. It should be thought of in terms of a Neolithic cultural complex rather than just field systems. The site is important as it allows us to understand the economics in the lives of Neolithic people. 
Adrian Phillips commented that the site is extraordinary in terms of its archaeology, but also in terms of its relationship to the process of climate change, which may have been the reason for the abandonment of the site, as the climate got progressively wetter and the boglands encroached.
The Chair indicated that a scientific approach needed to be taken in regards to the site’s natural heritage and suggested that it be put in Group 3, in terms of priority. Dermot Burke added that the site should remain on the Tentative List, seconded by Prof. Eogan.

Agreed Action 
Dermot Burke to revise the report to follow the revised report format. 

Action: Dermot Burke
(c) The Burren – Brendan Dunford
The Chair indicated that the revised report on the Burren has not adequately developed the cultural or natural OUV. No schedule of sites related to the cultural heritage of the area is given within the report and it does not adequately identify threats to the management and how these could be overcome. There is also a need for a gap analysis. On the positive side, the bibliography is quite extensive and there is a lot of research still being carried out on the Burren.  

The Chair made the point that a report on the Aran Islands was needed. Prof. Eogan was of the view that you cannot have the Burren without the Aran Islands. Mr. Lucas regarded there to be enough to justify the Burren remaining on the Tentative List, however more work is needed on the international comparisons. Mr. Phillips agreed while the Burren was perhaps the only Irish site where natural values might be of OUV, it was not clear at present if it indeed would qualify for inscription under the proposed natural value (viii).  He offered his support to Mr. Dunford in revising the report.

The chair concluded that the Burren be put in Group 1. 
Agreed Action 
Brendan Dunford to revise the Burren report and to produce an Aran Islands report along the revised format, in time for the next meeting.  Brendan indicated that he would need some research assistance to address these tasks. 


Action: Brendan Dunford with Adrian Philips

(d) Rock of Cashel – Dermot Burke

Eugene Keane pointed out that the Rock of Cashel was iconic in Irish terms, but could benefit from being associated with other kingship sites around Ireland. Brian K. Duffy seconded this view. The other kingship sites are Rath Croghan, Dun Ailean and Eamhain Mhacha (Navan Fort). A report in the revised format would be circulated after the meeting by Mr. Keane in which criteria (ii), (iv) and (vi) would be identified for this site.  
The discussion then turned to whether it would be feasible to group the kingship sites together, as Cashel has medieval features, while the others are pre-Christian.  Mr. Duffy pointed out that Cashel is originally from the same period as Tara, however it developed into an ecclesiastical site. Mr. Cox agreed with the contention that Cashel would not stand up internationally on its own and it would be more beneficial to link it to the other sites. Three of these sites are in state ownership, one is in private ownership and another is in Northern Ireland. The Chair highlighted the need to view these sites as a group and to work out how they could be brought together into one management plan.  This grouping should ideally be put in the first group of sites, in terms of priority. A gap analysis would need to be carried out. Mr. Burke felt the need for external expertise on this grouping, however the Chair felt that it would be sufficient at this stage to have enough information to brief the Minister as required by the requirements of 14 November.
Agreed Action 
Dermot Burke to meet with Armagh Council next week and to report back on what the local reaction would be to a transnational nomination. 

Action: Dermot Burke 

(d) Killarney National Park – Rebecca Jeffrey for Ciaran O’Keeffe
Ms. Costello indicated that now Killarney has been identified as not being of OUV, this must be written up in a report to demonstrate that the group’s work was done in a transparent manner. Mr. Lucas added to this view, saying that at some point the group will have to go out to the public with a new Tentative List of sites and justify why certain sites have been taken off.  Mr. Phillips offered to draft a paper on how the WH Convention had matured since 1992 which might be helpful in this respect.
Agreed Action 
The Chair asked that the revised report be done by the 10th January and that a gap analysis be included. Adrian Philips to circulate a paper as offered.
Western Stone Forts – Professor George Eogan

Professor Eogan first spoke about the information made available to him by Claire Cotter and that it was not quite sufficient or in the revised format as proposed by the Chair. He described the Western Stone Forts as part of the wider cultural assemblage of Western Europe and drew comparisons between the stone forts and similar sites in Scotland, known as ‘brocks’, the emergence of which may have been influenced by the Irish stone fort. These were assumed to be circular living sites of the local elite, however they can also be found near ecclesiastical sites and many are also found on the Aran Islands.
The Chair questioned how much work would need to be done before the grouping could be nominated as a coherent whole. He pointed out that perhaps more archaeological research should be done, however for the revision of the Tentative List, more work is needed on the management and interpretation of the stone forts, as well as more information on them as a typology.
Prof. Eogan highlighted to the group that the Discovery Programme had carried out a large-scale research survey on the stone forts and that once Ms. Cotter’s report was published, we should know a lot more about them. 

Agreed Action 
The Chair was of the view that the Western Stone Forts go into the third category of sites, in terms of their priority, but that they remain on the Tentative List. The Chair asked Prof. Eogan to order the data according to the revised format of 14 November 2008, especially in terms of Authenticity/Integrity.

Action: Prof. Eogan

Agenda Item 3 - Review of sites not on current Tentative List and previous public submissions in terms of :
· The quality of information now available

· The gaps in the tentative lists of other States Parties and the WHList

· Ranking sites for completeness of information, and likelihood of meeting WH Committee requirements

(a) The Blasket Islands – Dermot Burke

Mr. Burke started the discussion on the The Blasket Islands and pointed out to the group that the revised document requires more work and needs to be redone in the revised format. He also reminded the group that the State was looking into the purchase of the   Great Blasket in order to set up a state historic park there.

Agreed Action 
The Chair proposed that this site be placed in group 3, in terms of its priority. Mr. Burke is to rework the report according to the revised format by the next meeting (16 January). Mr. Burke and Ms. Garvey are to work together on this report due to the importance of the cultural anthropological research related to this site. What past societal structures mean and the degree of people and place.  Can the continuity of cultural and social meaning of place be preserved.  There is a need to identify how it works at the socio political level as well as at the fabric level. There is also a need to draw up a comparative study of sites which identify language as an attribute. There also needs to be clarification on the site being put forward, is it the Blasket Islands or just the Great Blasket island?

Action: Mr. Burke and Ms. Garvey

(b) The Aran Islands – Brendan Dunford

Mr. Dunford initiated the discussion on the Aran Islands and indicated that the research done on the Burren would apply equally to the Arans in terms of the cultural landscape and glaciated karst. The discussion then turned to whether the Aran Islands would be best placed in a nomination alone, or with the Burren or with the Western Stone Forts. It would depend on the definition of OUV. Mr. Dunford was of the view that the Aran Islands would fulfill better the conditions of authenticity and integrity than the Burren. Mr. Phillips commented that it could be a cultural landscape nomination, if the Arans add something to the Burren, they could be put forward together.

The Chair proposed that the Arans go into Group 1 of the sites and defined theses priority groups as follows: 

· Group 1 to go forward almost immediately (eg. The Burren)

· Group 2 require more work (eg. Rock of Cashel)

· Group 3 need a lot more time

A discussion on the Burren then ensued, debating whether the Burren would adequately satisfy the conditions of integrity, i.e., is there adequate special protection already in place, is the site area of adequate integrity and authenticity to ensure representation and sustainability |of OUV. The Chair drew attention to the need to make sure that sites are adequately protected nationally before promoting them as WH. This should be built into planning legislation.

Development controls, impact statements and buffer zones are important for managing sites sustainably.

Agreed Action 
Mr. Dunford should write a report on the Aran Islands, according to the revised format and bearing in mind whether they would go forward with the Burren in one listing.

Action: Mr. Dunford 
(c) The Hill of Tara

The discussion on Tara focused on whether Tara should stand alone or as part of the Royal sites theme. 
It was agreed that more work was needed on the royal sites grouping and a report should be done in the revised format. The Chair discussed the merits of doing an impact statement for the site, this is important as a means of mitigating development before it damages the integrity of the site.

Clearly the Motorway and the interests of developers poses serious impact threats of future development on the landscape setting of this most historic and culturally significant site of Ireland. The chair suggested that the DoEHLG and this TL Group should have an opinion as to the nature of development that could be permitted without damage to the OUV, and of the required landscaping or screening that might be allowed and required.  
Brian Lucas and Eugene Keane queried whether or not there was a need for a very specific focus on this aspect in relation to Tara at this point in time.    

The discussion then focused on Tara as part of a group nomination with the other royal sites of Ireland, and who would have the capacity to write a coherent report on the group as a whole, taking into account the archaeology, historical assessment and planning aspects of the five sites.

Agreed Action 
Claire Cave offered to co-ordinate a report, in co-operation with the experts working on these sites and with the Dept of Archaeology at UCD. 

Action: Claire Cave 
(d) Georgian Dublin – Peter Cox
Mr. Cox is of the opinion that Georgian Dublin should not go forward onto the revised Tentative List as it requires a lot more research and putting it forward too early could damage its chances. Mr. Lucas commented that it would be interesting to see if Georgian Dublin is put forward as a submission during the public consultation. Mr. Colreavy added that criteria (ii) and (vi) could be linked up with this site. The Group felt that Georgian Dublin might in any case be placed in Group 3, in terms of its priority.

(e) Irish Walled Towns – Brian Lucas

The discussion on the Irish Walled Towns nomination focused on which towns would be suitable for nomination. Mr. Lucas suggested Youghal as one of the better preserved walled towns. The Chair felt that Derry city is the best preserved and that a statement of OUV and a gap analysis was needed to show whether these towns are actually unique and to see how they compare with other walled towns in Europe and the rest of the world. 

Mr. Colreavy pointed out that Derry walls are the most intact but that Kilkenny is the longest in Europe. Fethard is also well preserved. 

 Agreed Action 
The Chair reiterated that the OUV needed stating. He suggested Group 2 in terms of its priority. A finalised report on the walled towns, the extent of their extant walls, the nature of their OUV, and outlines of their required maintenance and management is needed. 


Action: Mr. Colreavy      
2Agenda Item 4 - Identification of  Experts to consider the 4 possible themes and thematic approaches:

The Stone Forts/fortifications 

Royal Sites of Ireland

Christianity 

Island/ literary theme

Stone forts theme was deemed to have already been discussed – likewise for the Royal sites of Ireland. 

The Christianity theme was difficult to define; the Chair saw it as the development of a Christian conscience which spread eastwards across Europe and influenced America. He pointed out that many people were taught by these early Irish Christians and that they drew up many manuscripts. The Island of Iona was founded by such monks. Mr. Duffy indicated that the family of Columban monks would be the best representation of this theme. Mr. Lucas made the point that a brief would need to be made on this topic.

Action:- Brian Lucas 

Agenda Item 5 - Agree Programme of Action and Public Consultation

Mr. Lucas outlined the proposed public consultation process and reminded the group of the need to advise the Minister prior to making the new draft list available to the public. The Chair pointed out that this is the launching of a long-term process. Mr. Lucas added that the benefits of WH inscription should be emphasised. Mr. Burke pointed out that some areas would be very positive about WH and also Failte Ireland would be delighted with an inscription on the WH list as it would boost cultural tourism. 

A date of 16 January was agreed for the next meeting at 10am. 

The revised reports are to be handed in to the secretariat by the 9 January.
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