Minutes of Meeting of Tentative List Expert Advisory Group – 23 October 2008.

Attendance:

	Lord  Donald  Hankey (Chair)
	President ICOMOS UK

	Dr. Brendan Dunford

Joe Crockett
	Member of Heritage Council

Local Authorities

	Professor George Eogan
	Retired Archaeologist

	Peter Cox 
	Vice President ICOMOS Ireland 

	Brian Lucas 
	DoEHLG – Heritage Policy

	Anne Costello
	DoEHLG – Heritage Policy

	Brian K Duffy   
	DoEHLG – Chief Archaeologist

	John McDermott 
	DoEHLG – National Monuments

	Dermot Burke 
	OPW

	Eugene Keane 
	OPW


Apolgies:

Dr. Jukka Jokelihto, UNESCO Expert; Dr. Claire Cave, UCD; Mr. Adrian Phillips, IUCN; Mr. Charles Stanley Smith, An TAISCE; Mr.Ciaran O’Keefe, DoEHLG (National Parks and Wildlife Service); Mr Finian Mathews, DoEHLG (National Monuments). 

Agenda Item 2 – Presentation by Brian Lucas Principal of Heritage Policy Section:

Due to the Chair’s flight being delayed Mr. Brian Lucas DoEHLG opened the meeting and welcomed Group members.  Mr. Lucas took Agenda Item 2 first.  He delivered his presentation to the Group on the Objectives of the Review and provided some background information on our responsibilities under the World Heritage Convention and the identification of the need to review our Tentative List as part of the Minister for the Environment Heritage and Local Government’s UNESCO World Heritage Programme.

On the arrival of the Chair Mr. Lucas extended a welcome and thanked Lord Hankey for taking on the role.  The Chair asked that a “tour de table” be undertaken to enable the Group members to identify their experience and their particular role in the Group.  Represented were the skills of architecture, conservation, archaeology, environmental biology, administration at County level, DoEHLG. Absentee members special experience relates to UNESCO requirements and World Heritage assessment, education, National Parks and Wildlife, and An Taisce.      
Agenda item 1 – Chairman’s Address to the Group:

In his address to the Group the Chair set out the parameters of the Task and indicated that management would provide significant challenges. Of particular significance for the Group was the programme for the work to achieve results by the end of March 2009 having carried out adequate consultation. It is quite achievable but requires efficiency from the Tentative List (T/L) Group.  
He complimented the DoEHLG on the development of the T/L Research Document which he considers to be very fair and balanced.  He indicated that it will be a very useful tool for guiding, informing and supporting the T/L Group in undertaking the review.  
He explained that UNESCO is moving towards developing a better understanding of social, community and cultural identities as is noted in the World Heritage Committee of UNESCO Policy for Global Strategies. He suggested that the DoEHLG might consider getting an Anthropologist on the Group to assist in the definition and interpretation of the social and intangible values of heritage sites.  The Chair will consult the Royal Anthropological Institute in London.  

The Chair, considered the methodology for the project and the timeframe for achieving the different stages. He suggested that more time was needed for diplomatic development of consensus.  He indicated that the timeframe for the project is quite tight for the variety of actions to be achieved, the quality of reports required, and the establishment of the OUV, significance, integrity and authenticity of potential WH properties. Much energy is required to get the T/L Group productive quickly.  The Chair then requested a “tour de table” to get the T/L Group Members response to their terms of Reference..  Recurring concerns and observations were expressed by Group members.  The main comments are listed below:-

· The public do not understand the WH Convention.
· There is a need for diplomatic consultation with the public

· The T/L of 1992 was formed after a public consultation process (advertisements in the newspapers) and assessment by an internal panel in the then National Parks and Monuments Service.  Comprehension of the implications of the WHL was at a lower level at that time than today and stakeholders felt somewhat aggrieved. The DoEHLG should avoid being autocratic on the selection of sites at this early stage as the consensus and participation of the public and the stakeholders in agreeing and subsequently managing heritage sites was essential. ”Contribution by the public was only as good as their comprehension of the opportunities and issues,”
· The time-frame for the project is tight. 

· The benefits of creating WHS status had to be assessed and expressed as part of the marketing to the local communities of the potential of any World Heritage Site. 

· Local agencies and stakeholders need to be aware of the benefits impacts and risks attached to World Heritage Sites and what is expected of them with regard to the management and protection of the OUV of World Heritage.’  

· The OUVs of the T/L needed to be well studied to stand up to peer review.  

· The local community had to be involved if they were to manage and protect the OUV of WHS 

· The Management Plan was the vehicle that would encourage local stakeholder involvement. 
· There was benefit in having a long tentative list, maybe keeping all of the properties on the current 1992 tentative list with some of the better properties/sites prioritized for earlier nomination. The considerations to be dealt with in the tentative list were very wide and required holistic consideration by a wide range of skills and agencies. 
· The investigation of the tentative list sites requires that existing state records for the registration of the sites is understood as to their extent and quality. 
· Marketing the WH “label” is important to promote understanding of the opportunities to be realized and actions to be carried out. 

· The meeting was informed that the Brú na Boinne Centre was noted at the ICOMOS International Conference in Quebec as an exemplar of promoting community awareness and bringing benefit to the local area. 

· In some cases the State may need to intervene to protect OUVs from invasive development of land use, infrastructure, etc. These possibilities should be noted in selecting the T/L sites.  
· The positive approach to the task was lauded, and the DoEHLG congratulated for establishing the T/L Group. The project is an educational tool for the government, the public and the professionals. 
Agenda Item 3 – Adoption of Research Document “Tentative List and WH Status”

Before moving to adopt the Research Document the Chair read out the comments of  Mr. Adrian Phillips on the document which were received by the Group Secretariat prior to 

the meeting.  The essence of Adrian Phillips’ remarks on the Research document were:-

· The very high standards required by UNESCO for WH nomination and the  concept of OUV including tests of integrity (all sites) and authenticity (cultural sites), adequate protection and management systems to ensure adequate safeguarding of such sites should be emphasized up front in the document.
· The third Advisory Body ICROM, which provides training on cultural heritage to be included with the other two Advisory Bodies (ICOMOS and IUCN) on page 2 of the document. 

· The role of IUCN in assessing cultural landscape sites is to ensure that the natural values of such sites are identified and managed page 2.
· The discussion on mixed sites versus cultural sites on page 2 needs clarification as they are not alternatives but different concepts.
· The fact that only sites on Tentative List can be nominated and only State Party can nominate needs to be made on page 3.
· There is a need to underline that serial nominations are not an easy option in the  discussion on approaches pages 8-10.
· There is a need to distinguish between informal advice provided by experts on the Group and the formal advice provided by the Advisory Bodies. 

The Group accepted the comments made and agreed that the Research Document be updated to take on board the amendments proposed by Mr. Philips.

The Tentative List Research Document was then proposed for adoption by Mr. Joe Crockett and seconded by Professor George Eogan. 

Agenda Item 4 – Review of Current Tentative List:

The Chair noted that there are both natural and mixed sites on the current 1992 Tentative List.  There is a need to promote natural heritage in the world heritage lists.  
Subsequent debate suggested that:- 
· The Bog sites may provide a strong nomination because they are unique  and almost absent around the world.
· The Trans-national potential of the Western Forts was a theme that related particularly to Ireland but in the future would extend to Western European shores.

The issue of whether we retain all the existing potential sites on the current Tentative List was discussed.  Some Group members indicated that for political reasons maybe all sites should be retained.  However, it was agreed that the sites should be examined to establish whether they meet the changed and exacting criteria now in place in the UNESCO Operational Guidelines.  If the sites do not demonstrate the OUV significance and authenticity and integrity to the satisfaction of this T/L Group, they possibly should not be on the list.  It was also suggested that a long list could be developed with the best options being prioritised for earliest nomination. 

The following actions were agreed by the Group;-

· That a paper study be carried out on the sites currently included on the Tentative List providing detail on their recording, listing, and all academic research which has been done.  
· This research should include Jukka Jokelihto’s reports on the sites visited from 9-14 December 2007 and April 2008.  His first report begins with an excellent summary of requirements for OUV, Statements of significance, and protection and management, under the heading "General Observations", and all Group Members are requested to read this closely, particularly those preparing reports on existing sites on the current Tentative List.  Jukka’s reports on the sites give important pointers to the strengths and weaknesses of the sites and indicate obliquely where further research is required. His notes must be taken into account by those evaluating the information available for our next meeting.

· That Experts should report back to the Group Secretariat 3-4 days before the next meeting (14 November) to enable the Group to come to the next meeting with feedback for consideration of sites to be included on the list and which sites should be prioritized.
Agenda Item 5 – Previous Public Submissions:

A list of suggestions by the public for potential WH sites was included in the folder of papers for the meeting.  The Group considered the document and:- 
· indicated that more detailed information on the OUV, for suggested properties will need to be identified.  
Agenda Item 6 – Review of Possible Themes and Thematic Approaches:

The Chair referred the Group to the Global Strategy on page 6 and 7 of the research document. It is important to take these UNESCO strategies into account in the process of selecting the T/L.  
· Viking Archaeology was considered by the Group to be a possible theme for further consideration.  
· The 5 Royal sites of Ireland  (Tara, Cashel, Armagh, Rath Crochán and Dún Alainn) was suggested as a theme, which will be considered by the OPW experts in liaison with Brian K Duffy and National Monuments Section of DoEHLG and a case prepared in relation to any “OUV” authenticity and integrity and significance on a Global basis.  
· The Christianity theme was also proposed for further consideration this might also be a trans-national option. 
· The Western Stone Forts might also be progressed as a theme which could become a transnational nomination with similar stone forts extending down along the Atlantic seaboard to Spain/Portugal.   It was indicated by the Chair that additional expertise may well be required to achieve this challenging task.  A paper study may need to be carried out involving top experts around the country to identify the best options. 
· The Group agreed that a paper study of Georgian Dublin was required for the T/L

· Ireland’s Walled Towns should be studied as potential T/L sites for the next meeting. The Chair will approach the subject in Northern Ireland as a cause for international liaison on walled City sites requiring a common World heritage Status. Such Transnational sites would require conformity of protection and management practice. Developing this harmony in management and thematic presentation might be a highly beneficial exercise. This should not be difficult to achieve - but in the long term only.

Agenda Item 7 – Possibility of Serial Nominations/Transnational Nominations:

Under this item the Group considered that the same process must be undertaken as with the thematic approaches to see what properties/themes etc have the potential to become part of a WH site Serial/Transnational Nomination.  It was agreed that we need to do an analysis of other State Party tentative lists to see what potential exists for this type of nomination.  We also need to look at sites/properties currently on the WHL to see if there is scope to include related aspects of the theme from cultural, mixed and or natural properties in Ireland.

Agenda Item 8 – Tasks Assigned to Group Members:

The following tasks were assigned to Group members for completion prior to next meeting.  

· Professor George Eogan agreed to carry out the paper exercise in relation to the Western Stone Forts.  He will try to get access to a very detailed work which has been developed by the Discovery Programme Team.

· Dermot Burke agreed to consider the Céide Fields and Cashel and the Blasket Island.

· Ciaran O’ Keeffe, National Parks and Wildlife expert was assigned the task of carrying out the paper study for Killarney National Park and the Boglands of North West Mayo and Clara Bog. 

· Dr. Brendan Dunford agreed to undertake the exercise insofar as the Burren and the Aran Islands is concerned.

· Peter Cox agreed to examine Georgian Dublin noting the work done by Jukka Jokilehto and others to date, including Henrietta Street and the literature of James Joyce and other historical, cultural and unique associations with Dublin and their impacts upon OUV.
· Brian Lucas DoEHLG agreed to pursue the Walled Towns Theme with Ms. Jacqui Donnelly of the Walled Towns Network Committee.  It was also proposed that there could well be potential for a transboundary nomination with Derry.  Mr. Lucas will report back on this to the Group at the next meeting.

· Anne Costello DoEHLG will draft sample Advertisements, for approval of the Group, before or at the next meeting informing the public that the process has been initiated, providing some detail on the criteria and inviting public comments, nominations and participation in the tentative list review process.

· Brian K Duffy will liaise with Dermot Burke on the Tara review
Agenda Item 9 – Timelines for Future Meetings:

The following dates were agreed by the Group for the next two meetings of the Group:

14 November, in Custom House 10.00am till 17.00 hrs full day meeting.

1 December, in Custom House 10.00am –17.00 hrs full day meeting
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