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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
1.1 Introduction  
The second session of course, a follow-up to the first session when the participants first 

presented the properties the State Parties were considering for nomination, was meant for the 

participants to present results of the work they had done over the eight months since the first 

session.  The session was also meant for the resource persons and mentors to review the state 

of the work done, give further advice and chat the way forward. Eight nomination dossiers 

are being prepared for submission to the WHC.   

 

During the second session, there were a total of 14 participants from eight state parties; five 

being female. The countries were Eritrea, Mauritius, Namibia, Nigeria, South Africa, 

Seychelles, Sudan and Uganda. As a result of various reasons, three participants who were in 

the first session could not attend the course.  

 

The resource persons and mentors were selected on the basis of their proven expertise in 

world heritage nomination processes and had contributed extensively to the success of the 

course. There were three external coordination members whereas the Namibian Museum staff 

formed the local coordination team.  

 

The advisory bodies represented were IUCN and ICOMOS. 

 

It is worth noting that because of the calibre of the resource persons and mentors of both the 

Anglophone and Francophone courses, through their efforts and those of the AWHF both 

directly and indirectly, five African properties have been included to the World Heritage List 

in 2011.  



1.2 Course Logistics 
The external coordination team, the resource persons and the mentors handled all pedagogical 

aspects of the course whereas the national/ground logistics were handled by the National 

Museum of Namibia. The CHDA were involved with both the implementation of the service 

management portfolio for the programme and pedagogical issues. 

 

Travel arrangements: CHDA facilitated international travel arrangements for all the 

participants, resources persons and the coordination team. The local travels as well as the 

immigration issues were handled by the National Museum of Namibia as the host institution. 

 

Living Arrangements: The course was held at the Gobabeb Training and Research Station in 

Erongo Region which is about 400 kilometres from Windhoek. The nearest town, being 

Walvis Bay, was about 120km away. The accommodations were shared, two persons per 

room for the participants whereas all the facilitators had their own accommodations albeit 

sharing villas. 

 

Catering: A modest living allowance and delicious meals were provided.  

 

Communication: There was very good telephone network; still a number of challenges with 

internet connectivity were observed. 

 

The team travelled from Swakopmund to Gobabeb Training and Research Station on Sunday 

21 August 2011 and back to Swakopmund on 2 September 2011.  

1.3 The Course 
The second session of the course focused more on the practical aspects of the nomination 

process. During the session, time was set to recapitulate the theoretical aspects which then 

paved the way for the practical sessions. The information given helped the participants 

formulate appropriate responses as required by the World Heritage Convention‟s Operational 

Guidelines. 

 

Right from its commencement, the participants were made to understand that they were 

required to apply themselves diligently to the tasks as there would be very little time for 

anything other than working on the dossiers.  

 

1.3.1 Course Objectives 

The broad objective of the nomination course is to build the capacity of African heritage 

practitioners in the world heritage nomination process. The course is therefore interactive, 

with participants encouraged to learn from and support one another in the nomination 

process.  

 



    
Fig.1. George Abungu- Overall coordinator      Ms. Deidre Solani, CHDA Director 

 

During the session, it was imperative that the resource persons understood the progress made 

by the state parties and hence participants were requested to make presentations on: 

 

1. Challenges they faced/were facing in the nomination process 

2. Mitigation measures or solutions employed to overcome them 

3. Boundaries of properties with appropriate imagery (Maps and other Illustrations) 

4. Stakeholder engagement 

5. Comparative analyses 

6. Statements of Outstanding Universal Values (previously, some sites have been 

deferred due to an inability to demonstrate that) 

7. Management Plans and Systems 

8. Action Plans  

9. Financial Plans 

 

The participants were further encouraged to take advantage of the presence of the World 

Heritage Centre and the advisory bodies, IUCN and ICOMOS in order to refine their 

dossiers.  

 

At the end of the course, the participants understood better the gaps within their dossiers, the 

perspectives to be taken in order to better argue for world heritage nomination and the work 

that would be required once they returned home.  

1.3.2 Course Material 

Hard copies of course material were distributed at the commencement of the course whereas 

the soft copies were distributed via DVDs. They included all presentations by the 

coordination team, resource persons and participants along with other reference documents. 

These were distributed at the end of the two week session to each person present.  

1.3.3 Course Content 

The course content will be presented below as a daily programme. 

2.0 COURSE PROGRAMME 

2.1 Introduction to Course 
The course commenced with remarks from the overall coordinator and resource persons 

stating the objectives of the training course. Introductions were later done.   



2.2 First Week  
The week set the tone for the activities to be held during the two weeks. It was hoped that the 

presence of the advisory bodies would enable the participants understand what the World 

Heritage Committee expects to be included in the dossiers. 

2.2.1 Introduction, Background, Objectives, Expected results, Work 
situation- GA/GP/HK/EM/TB 

Participants were welcomed to the training course and the coordination team took note of the 

brilliant work they had achieved whilst working on their dossiers during the eight month 

hiatus. The participants were informed that two properties, Kenya Lake Systems in the Great 

Rift Valley and Saloum Delta in Senegal, one each from Anglophone and Francophone 

Africa from the first cycle, were listed during the last session of the world Heritage 

Committee meeting in Paris. Special mention was also made of the other three African 

properties that had made it to the World Heritage List supported by different partners 

including the AWHF, ICOMOS, IUCN, CHDA and African heritage institutions such as 

CAPE NATURE. 

 

 
Fig.2. Guy Palmer, Deputy Overall Coordinator 

 

The advisory bodies indicated that they were more comfortable with the up-stream support 

where state parties would be engaged whilst working on their dossiers rather than being 

engaged at some stage in the evaluation process. More often than not, it would have been too 

late! Emphasis was made that conservation heritage properties and not listing, should be the 

major objective of the nomination process. 

 

 
                                     Fig.3.Tim Badman, IUCN- Resource person 

2.2.2 Namib Sand Sea Presentation 

A presentation was given by Dr. Mary Seely, the consultant working on the nomination of the 

Sea Sand of the Namib Desert. The particular challenges during the process have been 



determining and agreeing on the property boundaries, inclusion of the river basins and gravel 

paths.  

 

At the seafront, should the boundary be from the low tide mark or the high tide one??? There 

were management challenges that were as a result of different bodies having different legal 

instruments for managing the sea front and its environs.  

 

The immediate threat to integrity of the property was uranium mining that ought to be 

separated from the proposed nomination area. Whereas a buffer zone was not mandatory, it 

was needed to show how the threats surrounding the site would be managed. The property 

would be nominated on the basis of all four nature criteria. The dossier is to be submitted in 

2012. 

 

 
Fig.4. Mary Seely, Gobabeb Centre Director 

 

The group was then conducted on a tour of the desert in the vicinity of the station and they 

then took a foot excursion onto the dunes.  

 

 

 

 
Fig.5. Participants during the desert exercusion 

 

The resource persons for the first week were Tim Badman, Janette Deacon, and Pascall 

Taruvinga.  

2.2.3 Status Reports on Country Files 

The participants then gave presentations on the strides the State Parties had made during the 

break. Included, are the comments made during the discussion. This was the order of their 

presentations. 

 



Table 1: Country Presentations 

State Party: MAURITIUS Property Name: Black River Gorges National Park 

Category: Natural Site 

Localisation and Geographic Data   

Criteria   IX and X 

Description  Components: endemic flora and fauna, native 

forest, natural and managed habitat, endangered 

fauna,  

 Significant on-going biological processes 

Legal Protection  Wildlife and National Park Act  

 National Parks and Conservation Service 

 Conservation Management Areas  

Site Limits and Mapping  Have defined boundary and buffer around the park. 

Buffer strictly regulated by law as some are forest 

lands, mountain reserves and private owners. Some 

areas do not allow for development such as in the 

mountain reserves  

History and Development  Captive breeding programmes for endemic species 

 Active in-situ management 

Conservation and Management  National Parks and Conservation Services 

 Finance from the government 

 Finance from special fund 

 Outside funding through an NGO, the MWF 

 Strong local and international working agreements 

(e.g. Jersey Wildlife Trust, Seabird Project, ...) 

Values  Biodiversity hotspot with endemic and endangered 

species 

 On-going  biological processes 

OUV  Speciation process leading to different ecosystems 

and plant associations 

 Natural habitats for in-situ conservation of 

threatened species 

Integrity  Invasive species- interventions in place  

 New species being discovered  

 Able to halt invasion over a big area for a long 

time 

 Decline of biodiversity??? 

 Very last reserve for endemic flora and fauna 

Documentation   Extensive research had been undertaken 

Threats   Private land owners 

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Proactive management system of invasive alien 

species that affect endemic species 

 To undertake Comparative Analyses in terms of 

size with Seychelles and other tropical islands 

 To undertake Comparative Analysis with Reunion 

Island in terms of size and richness  

 A larger comparative analysis would be required to 

show „uniqueness‟ 

 To Undertake age differentiation between Reunion 

and Mauritius 

Objectives whilst on Break  Amended their work plan 

 Implemented it more as a daily rather than a 



monthly plan 

 To discuss the issue of private land in the proposed 

buffer by September during a cabinet meeting. The 

reason was that their lands were fenced off (by 

themselves) when they could add to the integrity of 

the proposed nomination. Besides, community 

consultation was extremely important as every 

voice needed to be heard 

 Set up a core team from the NCP 

 Local experts from the university and some NGOs 

involved 

 Need to rework criterion IX as it could be difficult 

to justify 

 With regard to size, the quality of the endemic 

species is very high 

State Party: ERITREA Property Name: Qohaito Archaeological Landscape  

Category: Cultural Landscape 

Localisation and Geographic Data  Bordered by the Red Sea, Djibouti, Ethiopia and 

Sudan 

 17km long x 4m to 400m across 

 14°773´N and 14°912´N and 39°403´E and 

39°448E  

   III  and V; might add another criterion after 

research 

Description  Components: Mounds, town ruins, cisterns, 

modern villages, asphalt and dirt roads, foot paths 

Legal Protection  Draft document 

Site Limits and Mapping  Zoning map developed 

History and Development  Living site 

Conservation and Management  Absence of proclaimed national legislation 

 Lack of management structures and systems 

 Modern construction practices 

 Graffiti and defacement of panels 

Values  Architectural  

 historical 

 Religious 

 Aesthetics 

 Archaeological 

OUV  Architectural masterpiece, living tradition, human 

interaction with environment 

Authenticity/Integrity  Continuity of a culture and system 

Documentation   Oral tradition, field research 



Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Lack of public awareness with negative results 

 Lack of human and financial resources 

 Conflict of interests 

 Insufficient data 

 Lack of  coordination with different stakeholders 

Opportunities 

 Collaboration among stakeholders 

 Draft management plan in place 

 Site presence- guards 

 Stone quarrying 

 Financial constraint 

 Invasive species 

Other information garnered whilst on 

Break 
 Submitted tentative list to WHC 

 Stakeholder consultation undertaken 

 Data collection/ research being undertaken 

 Revising existing draft document 

 Established a National Heritage Committee 

 Expanded their presentation to include so many 

attributes which were omitted last time 

 The trade route connected Qohaito to Adulis and 

finally to Axum 

 Historical dams present in the landscape 

 Rock art in different colours and techniques; 

paintings and engravings; geometric presentations 

as well as life scenes 

 Re-use of material- old houses were excavated and 

new ones constructed above  

 Appreciated the direction Eritrea had taken to show 

the entire story, with the attributes and attendant 

values clearly depicted 

 How are integrity and authenticity taken care of 

with regard to the various individual attributes? 

E.g. rock art exposed as it is to the climatic 

elements? 

 Being a living landscape, changes were inevitable. 

However, Management Plan being prepared has 

the property divided in zones reflecting current and 

future use to lessen impact on it and be able to 

manage that change   

 Management Plan is addressing many challenges 

such as land contestations  and is drawing on the 

strengths of the different stakeholders to drive 

process 

 Take note of layers which are associated values 

with present communities 

 There is an urgent need to date the different layers 

on the property- prehistory, rock art, architecture 

 Legal framework for the property still not in place. 

NHC is driving the process, is working with the 

Justice Department, to ensure it is speedily done 

 Multiple owners on the site such as military 

component. It might be hived off the core zone 

 Referred to compare with ZIWA  



State Party: NAMIBIA Property Name: Messum Welwitschia Plains 

Category: Nature 

Localisation and Geographic Data  2000km² within a proclaimed conservation area of 

8000km² 

 Ranges 1000km from the Kuiseb river in Namibia 

to the Coraca river in Angola 

Criteria   IX and X 

Description  „Living fossils‟ related to the evolution of 

flowering plants from the earlier conifers 

 Found in different habitats such as river beds and 

gravel plains 

 Welwitschia Mirabilis is iconic species 

Legal Protection  Exists within the Dorob Park declared in Jan 2011 

Site Limits and Mapping  Boundaries not agreed upon due to multiple 

players 

 Hoping the conservancy to the east of site will 

agree to be part of the world heritage site boundary 

History and Development  Fog dependent after absorbing it as it comes in 

from the coast 

 Data collection on-going to determine age and 

height 

Conservation and Management  Management Plan being formulated 

 Park regulations not gazetted 

 Track network being evaluated by Ministry of 

Tourism 

 No funds for track network renovations 

 No park warden has been appointed 

 No access control points to the area 

 Route confusion due to lack of tracks 

 Has commenced stakeholder consultation 

 Boundary issues yet to be agreed upon 

Values  Scientific 

OUV  Ongoing ecological and biological processes for 

understanding the evolution and development of 

terrestrial ecosystems and associated communities 

of plants and animals  

 Most important and significant natural habitats and 

associated ecological to ensure in-situ conservation  

Integrity  Intact with no human activities 

Documentation   On-going scientific research/ biological data 

including the grass species, invertebrates and any 

trees and shrub species 

 Traditional knowledge systems- team gathering 

oral data with the Damara Traditional Council 

 Trip to Angola planned after funding for 

comparative analysis has been sourced 

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  To confirm and prove that similar organisms are 

active elsewhere through a biological inventory 

 Provide adequate proof that the most important 

ecological processes regarding the Welwitschia 

mirabilis are intact 

 A species level inventory to be produced 



 The development of an appropriate management 

plan and management tools have already 

commenced 

 The development of appropriate management 

infrastructure and staffing will follow 

Objectives whilst on Break  The Dorob Park housed the Messum Welwitschia 

Plains 

 Components included gravel plain ecosystems, 

endemic fauna and flora, ephemeral river systems 

 Significant terrestrial interactions within global 

hyper-arid environment  

 Where was proof of integrity of property? 

 Should show proof that the welwitschia mirabilis 

was outstanding and healthy 

 Significant area for in-situ conservation of 

welwitschia mirabilis  

 To submit in 2013; will there be a good synergy  

between the Park Management and the dossier 

team 

 Park warden will be consulted in the nomination 

process as soon as s/he is appointed 

State Party: SEYCHELLES Property Name: Mission Ruins of Venn‟s Town 

Category: Cultural 

Localisation and Geographic Data  0.75ha of built area 

 Western coast of Mahé 

 Situated in the Morne Seychellois National Park, at 

an altitude of 450 m 

 General topography consists of a ridge with a flat 

summit, which is bordered by steep slopes 

Criteria   IV and VI 

Description  Town ruins with evidence of foundations 

 Some houses have some walls and window 

recesses 

 Lime buildings 

Legal Protection  Protected as part of the Morne Seychellois 

National Park 

 National Monument under the Monuments Act 

Site Limits and Mapping   

History and Development  Testimony to what was a happening during the 

colonial period in Seychelles. 

 Represent the Foundation of the Seychellois Creole 

identity 

 

Conservation and Management  Seychelles Heritage Foundation and Missions 

Limited 

 Different legislation managing the site 

 Site management structure 

 Seychelles Heritage Foundation 

Values  Historical 

 Cultural 

 Aesthetic  

 Religious  



OUV  Testimony to the aftermath of the abolition of 

slavery depicted in the few walls and buildings 

 Represents a period in history when people were 

confined at a certain time 

 Presented a significant period in the history of 

slavery around the world  

 It was an emblem of hope for humanity in a time of 

great injustices 

 Need the right personnel/institution to run the site 

to interpret the site properly  

 Unique version of Creole language, music, dance 

Authenticity/Integrity  Need to consolidate the existing structures 

 Site secure and not eroded  

Documentation   Research  

 Documentation  

 Archival material 

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Omit reference to the natural aspects as it is not a 

mixed nomination 

 Consider nomination as part of the slave route 

 Consider visitor management 

  More research required to determine the roots of 

these settlers 

 Without that, different versions of the site abound 

and hence values misrepresented 

  Implored to tell the story of the site 

 The stress should be on the site as being a place of 

memory, of enslavement 

 Use Genealogy to trace ancestry of early occupants 

of site 

 Management and Tourism Plans would help 

manage the multiple voices and players on the site 

 Avoid use of words such as „interesting‟, „unique‟, 

„slaves‟; the latter could be replaced with the 

“enslaved” 

 Were the different pieces of legislation 

complimentary; if they were to the contrary, then 

there was a serious need for dialogue 

State Party: SOUTH AFRICA Property Name: Liberation Heritage Route 

Category: Cultural Landscape 

Localisation and Geographic Data  South Africa and spanning a number of SADC 

countries 

Criteria   VI 

Description  Physical infrastructure such as graves, houses, 

museums, monuments, prisons, 

 memorials, sites of massacre 

Legal Protection  National heritage laws 

 Some sites already protected under various heritage 

laws 

Site Limits and Mapping  Not yet established 

History and Development  Places of liberation struggle and incarceration  

Conservation and Management  Some sites have Management Plans in place 

Values  Historical 



 Interchange of values 

OUV  Part and parcel of the common heritage of shared 

global values such as human rights, freedom, 

democracy etc. Within SADC it promotes dialogue 

amongst nations and cultures 

 Religious and indigenous values shaped the 

liberation struggle and continue to be cornerstone 

of reconciliation on the African continent  

 It illustrates the concept of human emancipation, 

ideas shaping human destiny through time and 

space, the liberation ideas and their subsequent 

influences that have shaped the process of peace 

and democracy in Africa and the World at large 

Authenticity/Integrity  Yet to agree on particular sites for consideration 

Documentation   Research records 

 Photographs 

 Physical examples 

 Oral information 

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Determine area of investigation 

 Credible source of information 

 Comparative analysis to be more detailed 

Objectives whilst on Break  

 
 They were starting the process on behalf of Africa 

 Still on consultative stage  

 Process had been endorsed even by the Head of 

State 

 Have adopted a multi-agency framework and 

inclusiveness in implementing the process 

 Identified sites to meet national heritage protocols 

and new sites should strengthen OUVs 

 With so many „points of departure‟ available, 

important to be able to determine the best angle 

from which to approach the nomination 

 Can broaden consultation to include Special 

Investigation Units, Special Pensions Unit, art 

institutions 

 Transnational serial nomination extremely onerous 

 „route‟ as a word in title, would cause confusion 

and might need to reconsider renaming dossier 

 Consider other criteria  

 Other conventions could help give credence to 

values such as Convention on Intangible Heritage, 

Memory of the World; nothing wrong to use more 

than one convention 

State Party: SUDAN Property Name: Old Dongola 

Category: Cultural Landscape 

Localisation and Geographic Data  Long. 30° 45‟ East, Lat. 18° 13‟ 

Description  Massive fortifications of thick walls 

 Throne hall later turned into a mosque 

 Holy Trinity Monastery with splendid murals 

 Traditional cemetery with domes 

 Monasteries 

Legal Protection  Antiquities Protection Ordinance  



Site Limits and Mapping  Mapped with site boundaries clearly delimitated 

History and Development   

Conservation and Management  Managed by the National Corporation of 

Antiquities and Museums (NCAM) 

 Civil guards and National Heritage police force 

Values  Religious 

 Architectural edifices 

 Historic 

 Archaeological 

OUV  Ensemble of churches and monasteries depict a 

very profound knowledge of developed 

architectural and artistic values among this 

population at that time 

 Continuity of use 

 Exhibited significant and harmonious co-existence 

between the Christian and Islamic religions 

evidenced from the architecture 

Authenticity/Integrity  Undertook conservation work 

 Buildings mostly intact 

Documentation   Archaeological research 

 drawings 

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Show evidence of the claim of largest citadel 

Observations  State party did not undertake any field work 

 Could not access funding from the AWHF; 

attributed to State Party not demonstrating its 

funding component 

 Different sources of funding could be explored 

such as from the UNESCO cluster offices, WHF 

(up to USD 30 000) 

 Participants might have utilised better the services 

of an external mentors as opposed to the one 

initially identified who happened to be their 

supervisor in the office. He did not avail his time 

as he was awaiting a formal engagement by the 

course team- coordination team to look at that 

 Desk top research would be fruitful in establishing 

the OUV 

 Tombs should be considered as part of the core 

zone 

 And the electric poles in their vicinity; could they 

be moved elsewhere? 

 Property could be regarded as a multi-layered 

cultural landscape incorporating Christian and 

Islam practices 

 Avoid use of terms such as „ruins‟ 

State Party: UGANDA Property Name: Nyero and Other Hunter Gatherer 

Rock Art Sites in Uganda 

Category: Cultural Site 

Localisation and Geographic Data  Eastern Uganda in Kumi District 

 1°22‟N, 33°50‟E 

Criteria   III and VI 



Description  Rock art panels 

Legal Protection  Historical Monuments Act 

Site Limits and Mapping  Nyero Mapped; 20 acres 

 Final boundary to be determined after other areas 

have been surveyed 

History and Development  Interchange of cultures; the hunter-gatherer to 

present  

Conservation and Management  Management Plan for Nyero made but not for the 

others.  

 Other Management Plans being written. Will 

consolidate them later on 

 By laws not enforced at Nyero 

 Conflicting interest at Kapir 

 Mold growth on certain walls 

 Grafitti 

 Site management committee present 

Values  Archaeological 

 Sacred/rain making ceremonies 

OUV  High degree of artistic ability 

Authenticity/Integrity  Paintings had never been retouched 

 Oil splatter but not yet removed 

 Small scale quarrying now stopped 

 Archaeological excavation trenches filled in 

 Deterioration of rock art due to weather factors 

Documentation   Archaeological excavations 

 Condition survey 

 Monitoring and Evaluation being undertaken 

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Change of name and scope will delay the 

nomination process 

 Initially, funding was given only for Nyero 

 Determine the claims of uniqueness/ sun moon- 

moon feet 

 Undertake extensive comparative analyses 

especially when larger listed sites exist 

 Dates must be authenticated 

 Clarify linkages with the Nile River 

Observations  Extended nomination to include other hunter-

gatherer sites in Uganda as Nyero had insufficient 

OUV  

 Re-developed their work plan and worked much as 

possible in line with it 

 Developed promotional tools such as T-shirts; 

booklet is about to be printed 

 Undertook stakeholder consultation  

 Hoped the consultation would help lessen or 

prevent negative practices on sites such as 

quarrying 

 How well documented are the newly incorporated 

sites? More work needed to be done 

 Juxtapositioning of rock art themes created drama 

 Needed to ascertain the Geology Department‟s 

interest at Nyero  



 Revise the tentative list 

 

 

 

 
Fig.6. Some of the participants during their presentations 

2.2.4 Refresher Lecture on Comparative Analysis- TB/PT-24.08.11 

This aspect was handled by the advisory bodies, IUCN and ICOMOS, represented by Tim 

Badman and Pascall Taruvinga. 

 

 
Fig.7. Class presentations 

 

This was two-pronged session that started with a theoretical approach and then followed by 

the more practical aspects during which participants worked on their comparative analyses 

aided by the resource persons and coordination team. 

 

Electronic copies of relevant documents were distributed and one was specifically referred to: 

„Preparing World Heritage Nominations‟. Participants were however, advised that it should 

not replace the Operational Guidelines (OG). It would, if properly used, help in giving clarity 

to sections of the OG. Another useful document was „Management Planning for Natural 

World Heritage Properties‟. 

 

Pointers on successful comparative analyses included:  

 Determine which criteria would best describe property 

 In  a serial nomination, organise all components together 

 Consider what already is represented on the World Heritage List and if the property 

being considered for nomination would fill any existing gaps. 

 Consider the values associated with the property 



 Comparative analysis needs to draw out conclusions 

 Consider if other sites were telling their stories better 

 Whether a serial or transboundary nomination would tell the story better 

 Dossier presentation has to be rigorous, objective keeping aside national pride, 

political pressure 

 Presentation should be supported by scientific evidence, using gray literature 

(including unpublished technical papers), Gap Analyses, and other studies done on the 

property 

 

A property could still have outstanding universal values in spite of having no sites to compare 

with. A comparative analysis is better critiqued by different categories of people and has 

one‟s judgment challenged. Expert review groups, outside the core group, can offer unbiased 

advice. 

 

Comparative Analysis can have pitfalls when: 

 

 it is not objective  

 sites being used to compare are irrelevant to the site values 

 it is not focused on the outstanding universal values being propounded  

 

In most instances, the comparative analysis is the weakest part of a nomination and so it is 

imperative that a lot of effort is applied in its writing.  

2.2.4 Country Presentations on Comparative Analyses-24.08.11 

After practical examples derived from some of the participants‟ work, the participants then 

prepared their comparative analyses with help from their mentors and resource persons. 

Participants were reshuffled in their specialities to help enrich the process and provide a 

platform for peer-based learning.  

 

The comments from the IUCN presentation are incorporated in the Black River Gorges 

presentation. Whereas some comments were particular to the property under discussion, 

others, though appearing under specific state party presentations, were not, and could be 

applied elsewhere.  

 

 



Table 2: IUCN Comparative Analysis  

State Party: MAURITIUS Property Name: Black River Gorges National Park 

Category: Natural Site  

Comments: 

 

 used online information and IUCN evaluation 

documents for their comparative analysis 

 IUCN advised that they use more recent 

nominations as criteria changed over time 

 International experts were another good source of 

information found in scientific literature  

 A comparative analysis was best done before work 

on the dossier was began- usually on the Tentative 

List preparation stage 

 Early critiquing was most helpful 

 OUV, CA and Management and Protection were 

the core of a nomination and needed to be 

excellently done 

 Draft nomination dossiers could be bounced off 

countries whose nominations had been successful 

 Thematic studies and Gap Analyses, though 

effective in providing guidance and showed 

underrepresented sites, could be biased 

 Comparative analysis was not about numbers but 

using values that were comparable to values one of 

the proposed property 

 Data gathering should be rigorous as nominations 

could only be done with available information- be 

alive to new discoveries 

 Criterion 7 had better be used when the „wow‟ 

factor could be substantiated 

 Objectivity of assessors was sometimes 

questionable 

 World Heritage Listing is a means to an end as it is 

a project to support conservation 

 Can use alternative conventions to raise the profile 

of the properties such as Geo-Parks, Ramsar, Man 

and Bio-sphere Reserve 



The ICOMOS presentation considered Qohaito Cultural Landscape of Eritrea and the point of 

departure was an interactive exercise on the formulation of a statement of Outstanding 

Universal Value. 

 
Table 3: ICOMOS’ Formulation of OUV/ Country Presentation of Comparative Analysis 

State Party: ERITREA Property Name: Qohaito Archaeological Landscape  

Category: Cultural Landscape 

Comments: 

Values  

 

 

 

 

 

Criteria  

 
Comparative Analysis 

 Archaeological- obsidian tools 

 Early settlements- trade, terraces, rock art 

[(geometric and human/animal figures) with 

red, white or black pigments] 

 Monumental architecture- kilns, traditional 

Hidmo houses, ancient trade route 

Values were used to arrive at a comparative 

analysis 

 Chose iii and v 

Using sites in Africa listed under criteria iii and v, 

including those on the Tentative List, arrived at: 

1. rock art- could be compared to 

Drankensberg, Kondoa, Chongoni...looking 

at chronology, technique, style, motifs, 

relationship to place, interpretation 

2. trade route- could be compared to 

Mapungubwe...looking at material used, 

form and design, continuity of use,..... 

 The process of a Comparative Analysis is NOT 

descriptive but analytical with scientific 

backing from nomination dossiers, 

publications, gray literature, thesis, etc. 

 Plot different layers on maps depicting changes 

from stone age, rock art, farming community 

(where did animals graze?), homesteads in 

relation to religious buildings 

 Management and Protection for authenticity 

and integrity- show value the local community 

place on property 

 Re-phrase the comparative analysis 

 More research required for archaeological 

evidence, significance of elements; therefore, 

will require a team comprising Janette Deacon, 

Pascall Taruvinga and university students, to 

document site for two approximately months 

 Management Plan to feed into the Legal 

Framework that is being developed 

 The outstanding Universal value cannot be 

developed without backing from scientific data 
State Party: NAMIBIA Property Name: Messum Welwitschia Plains 

Category: Nature 

Comments: 



 
 

 Exists only in Namibia and Angola 

 Highest density is in the Messum Plains 

 Oldest specimens found here 

 Stated that environment was intact 

 Advised to undertake a comparative analysis from a 

global level and end regionally 

 Integrity might be difficult to justify 

  

State Party: SUDAN Property Name: Old Dongola 

Category: Cultural Landscape  

Comments: 

 

 Structures such as temples and tombs should be the 

focus 

 Absolutely critical to map the features to determine 

boundary 

 

State Party: SOUTH AFRICA Property Name: Liberation Heritage 

Category: Cultural Landscape  

Comments: 

 

 In order to vary tactics, the liberation struggle was 

also fought intellectually 

 

State Party: SEYCHELLES Property Name: Mission Ruins of Venn‟s Town 

Category: Culture 

Comments: 

 

 Might need to include in comparative analysis, 

NASKI (Bombay), which was chosen before 

Seychelles for the emotional value. FRERE Town 

in Kenya can also be considered  

 Evaluate what difference was made by the „freed‟ 

labour- was it re-used?; were the Mission Stations 

for re-education of other population groups? 

 In short, look at hidden meanings beyond the brick 

and mortar 

State Party: UGANDA Property Name: Nyero and Other Hunter Gatherer Rock 

Art Sites in Uganda 

Category: Cultural Landscape 



Comments: 

 

 Because Tsodilo and Kondoa are associated with 

fertility, they are relevant in the Comparative 

Analysis 

 Omit some of the sites mentioned as they are 

irrelevant 

 Intangible aspects are most crucial in telling the 

story  

 Rock art might have physical connection 

 Rituals are on-going such as rainmaking 

ceremonies; find a way of incorporating them in the 

story 

 Concentric rings in the pottery decorations 

correspond with circles in the panels 

 Everything must be tied in the story of the property 

 

2.2.5 Refresher Lecture on Basic Management Planning Processes- JD 
24.08.11 

Thereafter, Janette Deacon gave an overview on the basics of the Management Planning 

Processes. She stated that there was no one recipe for managing a property as each one was 

unique. A Site Management Plan should be very easy to implement especially if the ones 

implementing did not take part in its preparation.  

 

 
Fig.8. Janette Deacon 

2.2.6 Refresher Lecture on Authenticity and Integrity- TB/PT-25.08.11  

Damir Dijakovic from the UNESCO Namibia Cluster office attended the presentation.  

 

The aim of the lecture was to act as a build-up to the construction of a good statement of 

outstanding universal value 

Authenticity and Integrity were one of the pillars of outstanding universal values (the others 

being Criteria, and Management and Protection). Authenticity applied only to cultural sites. 

The Outstanding Universal Value would only be complete with the presence of all three. A 

property should be of sufficient size for it to function adequately.  

 

Integrity dealt with wholeness or intactness whereas authenticity dealt with truthfulness or 

credibility. Criteria I to VI covered authenticity. Integrity was expressed through criteria VII 

to X. 



With regard to protection and Management, not all sites required Management Plans. 

Traditional Management and Indigenous Knowledge Systems could suffice.  

 

A number of examples from the presentations were discussed to explore further the idea: 

 Spirit of place was dependent on the layer under consideration 

 Buildings to be considered on a case by case basis considering the townscape too. 

Should there be need to include modern facilities, their inclusion should not be 

obtrusive 

 Rock art sites could show why tradition of painting was abandoned; can mention the 

local intangible values and not necessarily the rock art 

 Research was better done before informing the „masses‟ about intentions to nominate, 

otherwise one will have a lot of „owners‟ of the property. Serious management issues 

would then arise. The research would have helped see the connections people had to 

the site before they laid claim to it. 

 

Choice of boundaries was related to aspects of authenticity and integrity. The boundary must 

adequately encompass all the values associated with the property. The seriousness of issues 

such as administrative arrangements, land ownership should not be downplayed. The 

boundary choice must be logical; administrative boundaries might not clearly define the 

values of the property and hence will be deemed illogical. 

 

Finally, a class exercise depicting the process of arriving at an appropriate boundary was 

engaged in. „A‟ depicted the richest assemblage of attributes whereas „a‟ had interesting but 

not very rich attributes. 
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Figure 1: Depiction of Boundary 

 

It was noted that there were a number of determinants for arriving at an appropriate 

boundary. There was nothing wrong with a linear map so long as the choice of shape can be 

justified; are all attributes adding value incorporated? The choice of where the boundary line 

passes must therefore be related to attributes. Boundary line must be clear. Adjoining 

activities, if they added value to the property, could be considered. The property must have 

adequate legal protection. Communities could be included in the proposed boundary 

depending on their attachment to property. 

Later, Black River Gorges was used as a case study. As Mauritius belonged to the Mascarene 

Islands, she needed to consider values for the other Islands that would complement her 

nomination.  However, there was a potential for numerous problems in a bigger scope with 

multiple players . Should there be a problem with managing some resources, the advice was it 

was better to leave them out so as not to complicate the issue.  

N 



2.2.7 Country Presentation on Comparative Analysis- PT- 25.08.11 

During the afternoon country presentations, the following were the observations in order of 

presentations:  

 
Table 4: Authenticity, Integrity and Criteria 

No. State Party Property Comments 
1 Sudan Old Dongola  Used criteria IV 

 Criteria IV was to be used for exceptional 

architecture  

 Advised to use criterion III to  be able to address 

co-existence among „cultures‟ 

 Include the wording of the criteria in the 

statement 

 The statement should commence with values and 

not attributes  

 Management and protection aspects to go under 

SOUV 

 Consider threats such as tourism and 

developmental pressures at this stage 

2 South Africa Liberation Route  Used criteria II and IV 

 Asked to consider the values and attributes 

 Create the necessary linkages with an/other 

country/ies for criterion II to be relevant 

 Consider the tangible linkages for the route; has 

that influence created memorials, etc. 

 Contextualise Authenticity and Integrity into the 

various attributes of „route‟ 

 Is the nomenclature of „routes‟ correct? 

 

3 Mauritius Black River Gorges 

National Park 
 Used criteria IX and X 

 Asked to avoid giving examples under this 

section; that could be done under the description 

  Overall, good presentation and in the right track! 

 

4 Namibia  Messum Welwitschia 

Plains 
 Used criteria IX and X 

 Asked to make the density of the welwitschia in 

the property clearer 

 Wording such as highest density, most 

significant, biggest plants would add 

significantly in giving clarity to justification  

 Within the document, it would be prudent to 

show the selection criteria for this property as 

opposed to the initial site for nomination 

 Criterion IX can mention that it has one of the 

highest diversities for a desert area, vis- the 

Namib Desert 

 Comparative studies can look at other desert 

gravel areas 

 Can further compare with other arid areas with 

same levels of diversity, iconic species 

 Overall, good work! 

 



5 Eritrea  Qohaito 

Archaeological Site 

and Cultural 

Landscape 

 Used criteria III and V 

 Firstly, there needs to be clarity with nomination 

title; archaeological site or cultural landscape? 

 Dates to be included in the description 

 Show clearly the social interlinks as reflected in 

the Rock Art 

 Try to incorporate wording of criteria in the text 

 With criterion V, define the on-going human 

traditional use and typology; has it changed, is it 

relict, stable in the face of change? 

 Have there been any interventions to the 

attributes such as retouching the rock art? 

 More research required on rock art in the light of 

co-existence between the two groups of people 

or transition of the one into the other 

 To what extent could continuity be ensured; can 

the pastoral lifestyle be sustained? referred to 

study Ethiopia‟s deferred/referred nomination 

6 Seychelles  Venns Town Mission 

Ruins 
 Used criteria II and III 

 Reword II to show how slavery has had an 

interchange of values 

 What attributes showed the social memory of the 

site and its association with slavery? 

 Can extend as part of a serial nomination to 

include other sites within the Indian Ocean 

region 

 Add the spiritual dimension if that is connected 

to the offspring of the slaves 

 With authenticity and integrity, reword from 

„...diasporas...‟ to reflect spirit of place 

 Attributes should be under criteria  

 Prove claim that there was no intervention on 

property 

2.2.8 Country Presentation- Nigeria- 26.08.11 

Herman Kiriama chaired this session and welcomed Webber Ndoro from the African World 

Heritage Fund and the Nigerian participants to the training programme. He indicated that 

Deidre Prins-Solani would be leaving and thanked her for her contributions to the training 

programme, her chairing sessions and working as a resource person on the nominations.  

 

Dr. Ndoro was pleased to have been at the course and sharing in the process of nomination. 

He applauded the tremendous efforts being put in the exercise. Since he had previously met a 

number of participants in different forums, he was extremely pleased as it meant that they 

were actively involved in heritage matters.  

Ms. Prins-Solani gave her closing remarks. Though she had not been apart of the first phase 

of the second cycle training course, she was glad she had finally met the people working on 

the nominations. It was good to be able to put a face to a name. She reiterated the importance 

of continuity and implored that everyone took advantage of the layers of capacity. 

Networking was imperative, with the methodology adopted being inclusivity. Therefore, it 

was extremely important to be impartial in the selection of a team at home. 

 



Herman Kiriama gave an overview of programme as it had changed. Dr. Ndoro brought into 

the presentation the practicalities to be considered when stakeholders were incorporated.  

 
Table 5: Country Presentation by Nigeria 

State Party: NIGERIA Property Name: Kano Walls and Associated Sites 

Category: Cultural  

Criteria: II, III, and V 

Localisation and Geographic Data  Northern Nigeria 

Description  Buildings (palaces, museum, dye pits, market,) 

walls, gates and doors, early settlement sites 

 Some buildings still depict traditional Hausa 

architecture  

 Dala Hill- place of Islamic traditions and has iron 

deposits (metal slag) 

  

Legal Protection  Present but poorly enforced 

 Using local youth group to ensure adherence to 

laws 

Site Limits and Mapping  Mapped with help from cartographers and 

surveyors to come up with complete maps 

 Location maps showing proposed area for 

nomination, Kano city wall structure and the 17 

gates and associated sites  

 State of Condition map produced 

History and Development  Living culture and system 

Conservation and Management  Have done restoration works on the walls 

 Sensitisation of stakeholders/local community 

through an exhibition of the Kano City walls  

 Only five gates are standing in the traditional type; 

the rest are in concrete.  

 Some ancient doors have been recovered and 

stored in the Museum- which is a national 

monument of the earliest palace built in Kano 

 Challenges included erosion and incorporation of 

new building styles 

 Management strategies included identification of a 

buffer zone, installation of beacons with warnings, 

and labelling of some gates 

 The existence of a master traditional builder 

appointed by the Emir was a plus 

  

Values  Historical  

 Architectural 

 Archaeological  

 Traditional technology 

OUV  Outstanding evidence of architectural  traditional 

developments in  earthen wall fortification 

 Embodiment of an urban heritage culture, 

historical monument and  a dynamic society  

 An archaeological ensemble depicting interchange 

of cultural practices and iron smelting technology 

 Exceptional testimonies to African cultural 



traditions long distant trade and commerce 

 Islamic and pre Islamic cultural practices 

Authenticity/Integrity  Significant example of use of earth resources for 

human settlement and defense purposes  

 Continuity of the tradition and use of earth in 

construction and adaptation within an urban setting 

 Determine if there is a strong case for... 

 quarrying is destroying some attributes 

 Might need to use a whole range of possibilities 

and not look at authenticity of material; use of 

modern material with traditional architectural 

styles etc......spectacular architecture is missing...be 

more broad minded outside focusing on “material” 

 Consider memory and meaning in this landscape; 

knowledge, technique and architecture might still 

be present and argue for the changes etc 

  

Documentation   Research  

 Condition survey to assess the level of 

conservation. Showed collapsed, standing and 

encroached area of city wall.  

  

Main Issues/Issues from Discussions  Determine buffer zone especially for the walls 

 Consider the „harvest‟ of the laterite from the walls 

by the local residents 

 What about the visual impacts due to new 

construction 

 Consider human activities such as population 

pressures, infrastructures development, refuse 

disposal 

 Consider mitigation against natural factors 

affecting the city walls like rain water and wind 

 erosion 

 new building styles 

   

Objectives at home  Constituted the team back home and set off to 

work on Kano City Walls and Associated Sites 

based on the main issues as raised at last course 

 Did a synthesis of observation made at Etosha and 

included: 

 Mapping showing basic information 

 Clear boundary together with buffer zone 

 State of conservation 

 CA, OUV and criteria for nomination 

 Used diagrams to show stresses on site 

 Management plan with stakeholder 

involvement 

 to package the whole story on Kano and 

associated sites 

 request for mentor from AWHF  

 had applied to AWHF for funding 

 The NMMCommission would like to reconstruct a 

good representation of the old wall type 



incorporating a gate. Have identified an area.  

 They refined their statements of Authenticity and 

Integrity, CA and the OUV.  

 The OUV needed refining as it will be affected by 

the reconstructions, deviation in styles and material 

 Some attributes will be missing: the lack of roof on 

some reconstructed gates an issue...authenticity 

might be compromised now...a number of 

contradictions with regard to significance and also 

trying to- 28% is what is being constructed...32%  

under encroachment...40% collapsed 

 OUV seems to be focused more in Nigeria. E.g. 

trade is only one which seemed to connect outside 

Nigeria. Broaden the focus beyond Nigeria 

 Should clearly define the significance of the walls 

 Preparing Management Plan 

 Trade has a lot of information which buoy up the 

nomination- can bring the connection clearly in the 

document. With the palace, bring out the memory. 

The traditional architecture compares favourably 

with earthen architecture in other places...might 

have to consider Kano as a city though it looks 

chaotic 

  

 

 

 
Fig.10. Nigerian participant 

2.2.9 Country Presentations- Comparative Analyses-26.08.11 

Periodically, the teams were requested to work on their nominations as the second cycle was 

critical to ensuring that the participants were moving on the right track. Against that 

background, they were asked to present once more, their comparative analyses taking on 

board previous comments.   

 
Table 6: Country Presentations on Comparative Analyses 

No State Party Property Comments 

1 Sudan Old Dongola Criteria- II 

Comparative Analysis  

Hagia Sofia, Jabal Bakāryūs, similar sites on the Nile 

 Explain how including tourism is a parameter for measuring CA- not general practice.  Might 

need to re-consider it as it is normally in Protection and Management unless it is a holiday resort 

and is being comparing to others 



 Throne and crowning halls for crowning ancient kings of Nubia; function later changed to 

mosque. Could consider it under political system and the development of a centralised system of 

governance 

 Compare with Hagia Sophia in Istanbul which was transformed into a Mosque from church so as 

to depict that continuity 

 How is this site different from others on the Nile??? What does it bring on board? Might need to 

consider similarities and differences. E.g. changes from Islam to Christianity, continuity from one 

type of society to another. One might consider serial nomination or extension of Jabal Bakāryūs  

 Ultimately, should draw a conclusion from possible comparisons 

2 Seychelles Venn‟s Town 

Mission Ruins 

Criteria- IV, VI 

Comparative Analysis 

Le Morne, Other Indian Ocean Islands, Kenya, Tanzania, Goree Island, Brazil 

 Improvement since last presentation but need to capture the more serious issues- take it global 

 Omit word „small‟ from description of cemetery 

 Create a story from the dying of the children through diarrhoea and diphtheria 

 Compare with Le Morne in Mauritius, a place of pilgrimage and globalise the pilgrimage issues 

 Education being a value should be considered from an empowerment tool 

 Creole- go to the Indian Ocean Islands; music what does it add to the Sega  

 Aesthetics- well known paintings inspired by these places e.g. those in the Kew Gardens 

 Humanitarianism needs to be explained in a global dimension- how is it important to the rest of 

the world 

 CA lists most sites in Kenya and Tanzania- go as far as Brazil on the other side of the world. Can 

use also Goree Island in Senegal for example 

3 Eritrea Qohaito  Criteria- III, V 

Comparative Analysis 

Mapungubwe, Great  Zimbabwe, Axum, , Meroe, Matobo Hills, Kilwa, Kondoa 

 Rock art sites, terraced landscapes, even those outside of Africa should be considered 

 If considering serial nomination, consider to which extent Qohaito is representative of the other 

sites. Therefore, consider context and its importance to all 

 Cultural Landscapes have different components. It might have to be compared with other 

cultural landscape rather than comparing the different components. Management systems might 

be different and might need to consider Konso in Ethiopia. Sometimes, the rice terraces of 

Philippines might be considering only rice but there is continuity. Qohaito has more  

 Ina cultural landscape, look at the suite of components and how they interact with the 

environment 

 And the solutions people have found to sustain and adapt themselves in a hostile environment  

 Information currently available is baseline and considering the multilayer, see how the 

components have been interpreted, the connections and how they lead to continuity 

4 Namibia Messum 

Welwitschia 

Plains 

Criteria- IX, X 

Comparative Analysis 

Atacama Desert, Chihuahuan Desert, North African Desert, Namibian sites, Angola 

Considerations for arriving at decision: 

Lichen presence, Species, Endemic insect- newly discovered and considered possible pollinator 

Diversity of habitats, Water capturing plants- other species occurring elsewhere, Near threatened 

species, Density of Welwitschia, Health, Size and Age  



 A lot of work had been done  

 Why consider the welwitschia site separately? Might nominate it as part of the Namib Desert-it is 

not recommended to nominate a single species  

 Elaborate other species associated for welwitschia. Should the Namib Desert be nominated, what 

would be the advantage or disadvantage of welwitschia being a separate nomination? Might have 

to be very convincing that it is a different and complete ecosystem 

 Extinct in the wild, critically endangered, endangered, vulnerable, near threatened, threatened: 

consider which one applies  

 Welwitschia- the heading makes it seem as though it is one species. Consider name-change  

 Long-term logical way can be part of an extension 

 More information was being gathered and verified to justify single nomination and if found 

convincing would go that route  

 Welwitschia was being used as an iconic species...what other elements/components could be 

included? 

 Messum has always been known in literature as having a greater range of welwitschia and has 

been geologically well explored, so mineral-wise, nothing is there. It is within an extinct volcano. 

Currently, no Exploration Permit Licences are running and hence no interest from a prospecting 

perspective. Dorob Park has no human population, it is not part of the Namib nomination site, and 

cannot be an extension 

 Have entire ecosystem around them with insects and reptiles etc and need to verify the same 

assemblage exists there...might be variety as plants grow on different substrates. Other deserts do 

not support diversity as in the gravel plains of the welwitschia plains 

5 South Africa Liberation 

Heritage 

Criteria- VI 

Comparative Analysis 

African Liberation Movements, Auschwitz 

Considerations- struggle is about human rights not fight against racists 

 Many liberation movements on the African continents- Algerian, Guinea, ... whites on side of 

blacks also in Zimbabwe...what makes this one exceptional??? What is the OUV? 

 Make nomination more manageable...faces of liberation heritage rather than route...significant 

places would be the faces... move away from the route and zero in on iconic places such as 

Sharpeville; Soweto has more to it than liberation 

 Might bring in some of the safe houses and military places in Africa as potential faces 

 How is this different from places like Le Morne where some „values‟ as presented have existed 

there such as women fighters? 

 Because liberation struggle comparatively recent, there are so many emotions attached; how do 

we extract them so all humanity can identify with it 

 Move away from the “route”! 

 Wrestle with what is the change. Liberation can be used in different ways in different contexts, 

therefore, what is the societal transformation??? Understand the nature of the politics of change 

and transformation 

 Cromwell was a religious subjugator...look at European history from the labourers‟ view i.e. 

division according to gender, class, etc vis-à-vis  apartheid 

 Careful of politics by getting people that will chase the comparisons 

 Canvassing/mobilising the entire world to identify with the South Africa struggle is a plus 

 Tentative List- apartheid was not recognised as a governing system by the UN; can use that as an 

entry point. It is more about memory hence the ... selection of sites 

 Can use the Memory of the World Project as it is both of the intangible and tangible  

 How is it different from Robben Island as it encapsulates all the attributes the document is 

alluding to, where do we go? Specific places as opposed to faces  

 Auschwitz is listed and but it is not the only place where Jews were gassed. 

6 Uganda Nyero Rock Art 

and Other Hunter 

Criteria III, VI 



Gatherer Sites 

CA- Tsodilo, Mwela, Chongoni, MAtobo, Kondoa, Dranskensberg, Tchitundo Hulo, Mfangano 

 Be specific with the sites you are alluding to instead of saying Indian or Australian Rock Art 

sites  

 Why is Nyero significant in Uganda as compared to other sites? Demonstrate country 

significance first 

 Uniqueness is not the idea as similar sites can still have OUVs 

7 Mauritius Black River 

Gorge Nat. Park 

Criteria 

Comparative Analysis 

Mascarenes, Other World Islands, other world heritage sites with endemic species 

Considerations: CA used native species, density of trees, % of endemic species,  

Need to address Integrity  

 This is very good work and the detail is fantastic due to good research 

 In spite of the challenges, good information 

 Words such as % of native lists, will not count as justification for inscription  

 The nomination process is going in the right direction but without prejudice, what remains to be 

seen is whether it will go through 

 Though imbalance in representation is true, not a consideration when listing  

 Notwithstanding that a huge amount of area in world covered by nature, only 10% is world 

heritage 

 Hope the strategy for tackling the invasive species should be demonstrated; show the carryover 

and the implementation phase 

 Some herbivores are extinct and research is on-going to determine how to get back an extinct 

species- using tortoise. Are exotics preventing the indigenous from multiplying? 

 Mauritius‟ case shows that a lot of work is required to produce a good document  

2.2.10 Community Stakeholder Involvement and Sustainability- Webber 
Ndoro- 26.08.11 

This session was a precursor of the Management Planning presentation to be given by Janette 

Deacon in week two. It focused on Webber Ndoro many years of experiences formulating 

and implementing management plans. 

 

He gave an illustration of some work being done at Laetoli Footprints site in Tanzania, during 

which time the local community were not involved let alone informed as to what was 

happening on site. They paid dearly for that omission because the locals vandalised the site 

and used the material used to protect the site to make clothing. 

 

He lamented the fact that in Africa, parks and museums were synonymous with keeping away 

people, oftentimes using the most radical measures. In the past twenty years, science looks at 

local communities as major threats.  

 

When problems arise (identified as such by the heritage manager), an attempt is made to 

solve it without local community input. An external „expert‟ is brought on board to help find 

solution. It is even more insulting that a heritage manager would like to educate a local 

community on the latter‟s heritage. 

 

Alternative process to solving problems, particularly heritage related would be: 

 Involving local community from the beginning even if expert is available 

 together detail problem and the issues 

 design a solution 



 

Ndoro emphasised the need for continuous dialogue and ultimately that the community 

should be responsible for implementing the responses. Never should the community be 

spectators without any responsibility.  Even if a government was rich, it was important to 

give a community sense of ownership by making it responsible for implementation. Let not 

the government through the heritage organisation pay for everything- allow the community 

meet some of the costs such as for hosting the meetings. Avoid induced enthusiasm by giving 

out sitting allowances. Better to provide refreshments rather than monetary benefits.  

 

There was a danger in engaging communities at the first meeting. A myriad of problems will 

most likely be presented which might derail the discussion. Discouragement should not set in 

should that happen. Subsequent meetings often set the tone for discussion and those who will 

attend are those interested in heritage issues. In spite of the negatives, it was imperative to try 

and get everyone involved from the beginning. There must be a foolproof way of identifying 

all the stakeholders interested in the place.  

 

It was suggested that a Management Team with the authority to make decisions be formed to 

drive the process. The team can take praises for successes and blame for failures. They must 

be accountable. 

 

Communicating the Management Plan 

When nomination dossier is ready, the Management Plan must be communicated to all 

stakeholders. Find the right strategy to be able to easily disseminate the plan. A compressed 

document would be a plus as it would have just captured the salient points.  

 

Consider: 

 The different interest groups- whilst working with households might produce results, 

sometimes targeting groups or entire communities, would produce better results. 

Determine which strategy works best so interest can be sustained  

 What the communities‟ expectations are 

 What binds community together and emphasise on the common issues (avoid 

emphasising the differences) 

 Community interests might not coincide with yours as a heritage manager as a 

heritage place is often a place for resources. It is many things to many people. 

 How to reconcile conflicting interests 

 Giving access to the resource 

 Allowing the community manage part of their resources 

 

Usually community participation is tokenism; they are holders without stake! Do not engage 

stakeholders because a property was being nominated. Instead, conservation of the property 

should  be the overriding objective. 

 



 
Fig.11. Webber Ndoro 

 

Participants thereafter gave examples of how they have engaged their stakeholders.  

 

Namibia 

- Involved community through the chief who identified those who are repositories of 

baseline data 

- Stakeholders did not expect incentives 

 

Seychelles 

- Conferred with community about issues and got their views 

- Most stakeholders are willing to help especially those that have dealt with 

nomination dossiers before 

- Work is mostly voluntary and have a good number of them 

- Seychelles Heritage Foundation attempting to establish better way to intervene on 

site 

 

South Africa 

- National Heritage Council met stakeholders with tentative list they wanted 

endorsed 

- Stakeholders considered it non-inclusive and rejected it  

- National Heritage Council striving to regularise that 

 

Sudan 

- Met key stakeholders, the „high commissions‟ for rehabilitation of site  

- Made up of different types of communities 

- Compared to most, the site was well protected  

 

Nigeria 

- Response from communities was varied due to varied interests 

- Proposed actions well received  

- For a proactive approach, a Youth group was formed to enforce compliance to 

conservation guidelines 

 

Mauritius 

- No local communities in the Park but have held stakeholder meetings with various 

interest groups 

- Private landowners zealous to support conservation efforts 

- No one is paid to attend meetings 



 

Uganda 

- Initially thought they had invited all stakeholders 

- Had conflict with those who had been left out which translated in a long time 

being spent by the Museums trying to appease them 

- Those were then considered as stakeholders in subsequent meetings 

 

Eritrea  

- Have had stakeholder meetings at national, regional and local levels 

- Participants were willing to stop degrading but asked for alternatives to their 

practices 

- Action plans still in developmental stages 

 

There has recently been a paradigm shift. With the involvement of local communities, better 

conservation practices have been adopted. IUCN and ICOMOS would like to adopt these 

ideas, of community engagement, especially in managing World Heritage Sites.  

2.2.11 Fundraising- WN/DD- 26.08.11 

 

UNESCO cluster office in Namibia was represented by Damir Dijakovic. His participation 

was impromptu because he was at Gobabeb on a private visit.   

 

The participants had been indicating that their efforts to acquire funding from AWHF were 

not successful. As the coordination was in a position to respond, they left the session to the 

funding agency, AWHF, to help it clarify its position. This was a question and answer 

session.  

 

 Other sources of funding not indicated- USD15 000 would not be enough to undertake 

a nomination. It was granted on basis that the State Party demonstrate that it had other 

funds to meet total budget. Most did not do that. There was a danger that once the AWHF 

funds were exhausted, no work would be done and that would have been a waste of 

resources.  

 AWHF funds were supposed to complete work on the dossier. Possible uses included 

mentor intervention or mapping. It is not meant for field work but to complete dossier 

preparation 

 No equipment should be brought from these funds. That should be part of state party 

contribution 

 State Party was supposed to clearly show its commitment because if it were dependent on 

the USD15000, it was advisable that nomination did not commence as a process such as 

that required great amounts of funds 

 In later courses, successful applications would be presented to demonstrate compliance to 

funding requirements 

 Different sources of funding were available; whereas some dealt with conservation, others 

with maintenance of sites. Included were World Heritage Fund and UNESCO cluster 

offices. The latter usually had a budget for such activities  

 National Counterparts such as National Commissions for UNESCO, were another source 

 offices of funding partners will communicate to each other to understand who might have 

already funded certain aspects 

 He referred participants to the AWHF website www.awhf.net.  

http://www.awhf.net/


 He requested state parties to observe funding deadlines of 31 July. When the form had 

been reviewed by three people, AWHF recommends and award is given in March of the 

following year 

 Not entire USD15000 is given as not all aspects were funded 

 Sometimes AWHF fundraised for State Party nominations such as on behalf of Eritrea for 

their Qohaito Cultural Landscape nomination 

 Funding is necessary both for nomination and management of sites 

 Enquire how different funding institutions function to hasten the process of request for 

funding 

 

 
Fig.12. Damir Dijakovic 

Saturday 
The participants had a chance for a field trip that took them to some of the archaeological 

sites in the Namib desert, a visit to the city of Swakopmund as well as to the Welwitschia 

plains. The participants used Sunday to continue refining their dossiers. 

2.3 Second Week  

2.3.1 Refresher lecture on the Management Planning Process- JD- 29.08.11 

Tim Badman, the IUCN representative left that morning and the overall coordinator, George 

Abungu thanked him for his advisory role and asked that he continue guiding the participants 

until the dossiers had been submitted.  

 

Tim Badman thanked all for the wonderful interaction and emphasised that the nomination 

process was arduous hence the need for participants to work diligently. The interaction of 

IUCN and ICOMOS was fruitful. He had been pleased with the presence of nature dossiers 

and hoped to see more coming from places such as Eritrea. Special recognition went to 

CHDA and local host, and finally to all and urged continued hard work and dedication.  



 

 
 

The objective of this section was to re-cap on the Management Planning making process as 

protection and management was one of the three pillars of outstanding universal values. The 

product, either a Management Plan or documented traditional management system, ensured 

that the property‟s outstanding universal values were preserved and its significance protected. 

Hence, a successful plan-making process was an imperative that participants needed to 

understand by being given capacity on how to prepare it. Finally, it formed part of the 

documentation to be submitted for nomination and was submitted as an appendage to the 

dossier. 

 

Janette referred the class to the “Resource Manual for Natural World Heritage Properties”. 

Soft copies of the manual had already been distributed as part of the reference material for the 

nomination processes.  

 

 
 

 

Janette commenced with an overview of the management plan making process giving the 

steps to be followed to ensure success of the process. The steps included identifying 

stakeholders and their interests, determining property values and significance, identifying key 

issues, determining goals and objectives for management, developing strategies for 

implementing them, drafting an implementation plan, and documenting and monitoring the 

Management Plan. The state of conservation of the property which should include a visual 

record would allow for comparison during monitoring.   

 

Documentation of the stakeholder meetings should have details such as a list of stakeholders 

who had interest on the property including their addresses, venues of meetings and issues 



raised. Stakeholders should be encouraged to bring out contentious issues that would be 

discussed during the consultative process. It was important to consider what the plan could 

achieve from within the ambit of existing laws and policies.  

It is important to understand the point of departure for the Plan and approach it from whether 

it would be: 

 Value based 

 Issue based 

 Desired state or goal where one wants to be in future  

 

A team should then be identified to prepare the Plan; one could use a consultant the 

disadvantage being that s/he might not properly engage with the people who would be the 

ultimate users of the plan. It was advisable to include community leaders in the process. 

 

Using Paragraph 111 of the Operational Guidelines, Janette dissected the elements of an 

effective management system. She summarised the process as including Vision, Objectives, 

Policy and Actions and referred the participants to the Burra Charter (Australia) and 

ICOMOS website; these were applicable to cultural sites. The former took cognisance of 

traditional sites and their practices, looking beyond the tangible to the intangible.  

 

Strategies helped to implement objectives and an Action Plan should be prepared for each 

strategy. During implementation, it was necessary to identify the lead partner as a person or 

position tasked with prioritising, coordinating, costing and timetabling the programme. 

Actions must clearly set out interventions and were better presented as tables. In order to 

avoid a bulky Management Plan, the Action Plan should be extracted from it.  

 

Ultimately, goals and objectives should: 

 Feed into the Outstanding Universal Values 

 Be acceptable by implementer/ manager of place 

 Be affordable  

 Be flexible  

 

She used Mapungubwe and Matobos as case studies.  

Visitor Management Plan 
A Visitor Management Plan helped maintain the authenticity and integrity of properties. It 

should be well thought out. Strategies should be employed to better manage visitors to site 

and ameliorate their impacts. She used Twyfelfontein as a case study.  

 

Participants were then requested to prepare a vision, selecting a major issue that would have 

to be dealt with in the Management Plan. Afterwards, three objectives should be drafted.  

 

Using the summary of “Vision, Objectives, Policy and Actions”, participants drew up 

strategies for implementing one objective that should be addressed in the short term (1 year), 

medium term (3 year) and long term (5-10 year) action plans.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

No State Party Comments 

1 Eritrea 

 

 

 „Appreciation of...‟ is the right wording 

 Strategies seemed out of order- they should be in 

order of implementation and avoid duplications.e.g 

identification of stakeholders would come first to 

help in identification, capacity challenges,,,etc. Be 

logical!! 

 „Complete...‟is objective and everthing that follows is 

strategy for implementing objectives 

 What do preservation and dating have in common? 

 Vision- „appreciate  values‟ How will appreciation be 

measured? Therefore, can use “„manage‟ rock art so 

inhabitants and visitors...” 

 Vision is not measureable; objectives would have to 

be though 

2 Uganda 

 

 

 In vision, identify issue to be addressed 

 No logic is being followed as no issue has been 

identified 

 Seed bank- what has it got to do with Nyero? 

 Enhancing aesthetic value of rock art, how? The art 

will be cleaned as opposed to retouch 

 What is „wonderful‟? 

 How do you measure „encourage‟? 

3  Seychelles 

 

 

 The main issue has not been identified 

 With challenges such as poor capacity, promoting 

visitation would be problematic; where will those be 

addressed? 

 Issue is actually „Visitor Management‟ with objective 

being to control visitor traffic at site. The vision is 

conserving the cradle of seychellois creole traditions 

 Paintings, t-shirts and handicraft must be related to 

the seychellois tradition and not obtainable in Hong 

Kong 

 What is sustainable development? 

 Site is under no one persons jurisdiction 

 Set up management strategy, system etc 

4 South Africa 

 

 
 

 

 How is it different from the apartheid museum and 

other museums? The start point for this is way back 

and should promote human rights 

 Who is the public? Both local and international 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



5 Sudan 

 

 

 Vision- „spiritual links...‟ as the start point 

 Need policy on safe interaction to ensure heritage is 

utilised and local traditional practices are continued 

 Goal and objective not clear 

 What issue is being addressed?  

6 Namibia 

 

 

 Expand interest beyond welwitschia 

 Limit the list of policies- e.g. training can be 

swallowed up in other policies  

 What is the issue?- maintaining ecology of site 

7 Nigeria 

 

 

 Because some portions of the wall are falling, they 

can be restored 

 Need an overriding committee to manage the site due 

to multiple players 

 What is the issue- conservation, rehabilitation?- 

conservation of city wall 

8 Mauritius 

 

 

 Reviewing their Management Plan of 1998? A lot has 

changed and all those are being brought on board. It 

is being consolidated into one document 

 Validated at a number of workshops 

 The issue of the invasive alien species tampering 

with integrity needed to be well thought through as 

they could change ecological balances and cause 

extinction within the site 

 

The class understood the role of a Management Plan and how to take on board the many 

voices. However, priorities should be clear during its implementation. That was achievable 

with a clear understanding of the hierarchy of issues on a site. A vision could be modified to 

include all layers of history with new objectives and management plans developed when need 

arose.  

2.3.2 Refresher Lecture on Maps, Boundaries, Legal Framework and State of 
Conservation-AB/LD-30.08.11 

Alessandro Balsamo from the World Heritage Centre was welcomed to the training course 

and the success of Africa‟s five nominations in 2011 could be attributed to his intervention. 

It was the second time he was meeting the group after having previously worked on their 

dossiers. He urged the group to interrogate him and Leon Darsot, the mapping resource 

person, to get as much as possible out of them. As that was the second phase, his presentation 

would be shorter and faster and more interactive.  

 



George Abungu chaired the session. 

 

 
Fig.13. Alessandro Balsamo and Leon Darsot 

2.3.2.1 Identification and Comparative Analysis 

Guy Palmer- chairing session 

 

Mapping was an extremely essential component of a successful nomination dossier and a 

poor map was responsible for many dossiers that were rendered incomplete. It was essential 

that participants were made to understand how to prepare maps that would be acceptable. 

 

Special emphasis on Inadequate Maps with regard to Identification of Property 

Maps were essential for identifying the nominated property and the proposed buffer zone. 

They helped establish its extents and express the outstanding universal values and must be 

sufficient to protect the significance of the heritage property. A map could be used as a tool 

for managing the property. 

 

During the class discussion, it was determined that the map shown (which was the working 

example) had too much information and not basic as required to define property and buffer 

zone boundaries. The lines showing the core and buffer zones were not legible. It was noted 

that in a dossier, the map important document and must be clearly marked and legend 

provided.  

 

Whereas different jurisdiction required different legislation, sometimes mapping errors were 

made when the nomination dossier map showed those differences. Irrespective of that, the 

map should reflect the areas as being one. The buffer zone should be marked as responding to 

the legal protection chosen in a way that would help mitigate negative impacts on the 

property leaving the integrity of the core zone intact. Hence, delimitation must show the exact 

shape of the considered area as it existed on the ground. 

 

Other shortcomings included too much information that made identification of the site 

difficult, thick line for delimitating property (which can skewer the scale of attributes), 

illegible legend, poor choice of map, inadequate scale that did not clearly reflect reality on 

the ground, property being indicated as a circle, lack of coordinates to help establish property, 

use of other languages rather than the „language‟ of the convention (English and French), and 

use of phrases such as „protection zone‟ to mean core zone. 

 

Google maps and aerial photographs were acceptable due to a realisation that topographical 

maps were difficult to obtain in many places. Caution was however called for as not all aerial 



photos were well defined and the scale was often poor. Three dimensional drawings 

(perspectives, isometric, axonometric) could be used but as supplementary material to better 

understand aspects of a property. 

 

As an integral component of a nomination dossier, the importance of having good maps could 

not be overemphasised.  

 

A Basic map should define administrative boundaries, the topography of the site, the core and 

buffer zones; the detailed one could depict activities of the population within the property, 

components of the property, infrastructure, developmental pressures, and protected areas.  

 

A good map should also have:  a projection that help locate a property on the globe, the date 

on which the map was prepared, the source of the data on the map, coordinates for the 

attributes, datum, scale and the north pointer.  

 

Discussion  

 

During the discussion, Balsamo reiterated the importance of good mapping. A map spoke 

louder than words and a good map, even better. Most incomplete dossiers were due to poor 

maps. Huge areas should be well-defined and the smaller ones should have none of their 

attributes left out. The heritage managers should work with experts in mapping as the former 

would provide the information which the latter would plot out.  

 

The aim of the mapping exercise therefore, was to give participants knowhow so they could 

adequately supervise the process. The maps should support the argument for proposed criteria 

and therefore, need not be unnecessarily complex.  

 

As an exercise, participants were required to list the types of maps that would be required for 

their nomination arising from the information they had of their properties. 

 

In a serial nomination, the component parts were to be clearly delimitated even though they 

would be considered part of the whole nomination. The right map typology should be 

employed if adequate information was to be given. Typologies of maps could change within 

the same nominated area. 

    
An example of transboundary map 

 



An example was presented of a recent nomination of 111 component parts in six Alpine 

countries. The idea was to demonstrate how a serial transboundary nomination could be 

handled with multiple components. Besides the numerous maps that had been produced, they 

were clearly presented. A code was established to identify the different components of the 

nominated property. On each map, the legend and boundaries were clear, scale present, 

different elements of different sizes were unified, larger properties used central points and 

gave coordinates (size of proposed property and buffer represented), the table used with 

coordinates tied with maps, the code was easy to understand (example, AT-OŎ-01 meant  

Country Name- Province- component number; Austria, Attersee, component 1) 

 

The class agreed the model could be applied to the Tanzanian Slave Route nomination, which 

was approximately 1200km. 

 

Satellite maps were acceptable but were dependant on the size of property and its location. 

The images should be well defined so boundary can be well defined too. One ought to 

consider the potential threats and those were to be clearly shown. Then map would be 

considered good. 

  

In exceptional cases, a buffer would not be required when there were no perceived threats to 

property and the topography would help protect site. For example, the geology would confer 

protection when a site was on a hilltop or surrounded by a water body. Cultural Landscapes 

were usually large enough to protect property. However, it is not obligatory to have buffer 

zone.  

 

Buffer Zones should respond to a certain national level of protection because otherwise, 

during evaluation by the advisory bodies, it became problematic without adequate 

justification for choice of boundary. However, it was better for a property to have as large an 

area as possible to protect property. Decision should be made on case by case basis. Within 

the buffer, activities were to be regulated though it has no Outstanding Universal Value but 

protected those of nominated property. In a serial site, if component parts were close, one 

could have one Buffer Zone. 

 

With limited technology, the World Heritage Centre can provide international aid/experts 

assistance and technical or preparatory help to a state party. A boundary map was however, 

mandatory. 

Straight lines could be used to depict boundary but topographical elements were best used as 

elements for boundary definition. For completeness, consider what would be adequate to 

conserve site. Decision was to be considered on case by case basis. 

 

Mauritius‟ map should be considered as a serial nomination and therefore, requires a table 

presenting information for the two component parts. 

 

In the interim, Leon Darsot had analysed the available maps from the participants. His 

comments are summarised below. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

No State Party Comment 

1 Namibia  A map explains criteria required in nomination by demonstrating 

the attributes chosen 

 More than one map can be presented to better explain elements of 

property  

 Scrutinise maps after GIS team had prepared them 

 Grid, Scale, North missing 

2 Sudan  No coordinates on site map 

 Locate where site is in reference to the world 

 Site not defined on country map- cannot be read with the site map 

 Minimum elements must be used  

3 Eritrea  Contour line must be separated from site boundary line 

4 Uganda 

 
 Where is site boundary? Cannot use Uganda in nomination dossier 

to delineate property 

 

5 Mauritius 

 
 If possible, put scale bar 

 Part of buffer zone out of grid area and should therefore be included 

6 Seychelles Satellite image was used 

 Site is too small compared to Island and has many colours on map; 

but can be changed to reflect the same information clearly 

 Can be presented differently to clarify argument 

 It is not beauty but information for dossier that was required 

 The Buffer Zone can have implications on the Core Zone especially 

with regard to vistas; how are the views protected in the view 

shade? Might need building regulations outside the Park as 

unregulated developments might change values of site 

 Site at edge of national park 

 

He then proceeded to clarify what GIS essentially was and meant with „G‟- geo-references 

lat/long: surface, point (rock art site), line (river); „I‟- data, attributes, values. The two were to 

be connected and one without the other was useless. The „S‟- computer and software, 

(operating layers of land use, road, archaeological sites etc) completed the picture. When put 

together, one had a map. It was imperative therefore, that a heritage manager spent time with 

the GIS team to ascertain that all attributes had been captured as layers in computer.  

 

Discussion 

 

Some pointers were given as checklists before submission of the dossier: 

 

 Do not forget the Executive Summary- it might look repetitive but is very important 

 The nomination must be signed; the annexes need not be 

 Easy-to-Read Layout- by highlighting the chapters, it makes reading of nomination 

easy 

 In the dossier, use headlines as in the nomination format 

 Good to start geographical context from world, to country, to province to village. Thin 

lines to be used in topographic map and clearly delineate that core and buffer zones 

 Description- use of other maps and photos good to situate what is being described and 

explain context. Focus on area proposed for nomination or else confusion might creep 

in 



 Same is true for justification especially values- say only what needs to be told. Do not 

mention beauty of nature in justification of cultural site 

 Definition of criteria- give short description of criteria before amplifying on it 

 

Mixed Property 

 Have a clear table of contents and add a list of figures and tables  

 Acronyms and abbreviations have to be explained 

 Executive summary in two or three pages containing most important information of 

the site 

 Map can be reduced and can be packed separately.  Other maps can be used to 

enhance other types of information 

 If during evaluation boundaries are changed, the executive summary can be modified 

at the time 

 Description can use maps and plans and other illustrations 

 Text very easy to read when headlines are easy to find. Make sure everything is at its 

place. Note that nomination format is a series of questions and so they must be easy to 

find and must be well highlighted 

 Criteria as appearing in Operational Guidelines should be used and then justification 

given on selection 

 Statement of Outstanding Universal Values- used the format where have brief 

synthesis of site, reminded of values and justification of criteria and a short statement 

of Authenticity and Integrity and Protection and Management. 

 Note use of tables in Comparative Analysis apart from text as it is most visual way to 

provide argument 

 Table should be functional and give arguments for similarity and what are the 

differences 

 Split up Authenticity and Integrity into its two components if making arguments for 

the mixed site 

 

Balsamo then referred the class to section 4, “Writing and Preparing the Nomination” of the 

manual „Preparing World Heritage Nominations‟. The salient points were that the manual 

was absolutely useful as fundamental stages for nomination could not be missed when 

correctly used. It had useful examples on all aspects. He advised, however, that it should be 

utilized together with the text from the Operational Guidelines.  

 

Some examples were to do with aspects of Management in Section 5e for which re-

strategising of approaches would be required once new findings were had. Therefore, one 

would need to formulate a generic one indicating the main objective for the management of 

site. 

 

Evaluation of the dossier was partly based on ease of reading the document hence important 

to have good table of content. A Table of Contents helped arrange the document in order. It 

was important to identify the hierarchy of issues. Tables and figures should be easy to refer 

to. 

  

 



2.3.3 Country Presentations- Nomination Files- 30.08.11 

Mauritius had coordinates with the boundaries defined. The buffer zone clearly reflected the 

three areas under consideration. New maps would be required for quality of forest, geology, 

soil types. The 1960s one had to be digitised, showing locations, forest quality types, 

coordinates and so on. The forest types would be used to see map changes later due to 

management practices. It was important to get the highest quality of maps so that those 

changes (due to climate change, among others) would be visible. Maps should therefore, be 

regarded as baseline information to map change. 

 

Uganda needed a global map and one of Uganda indicating rock art sites, site boundaries for 

both core and buffer zone maps for all six maps. Site selection for nomination should be 

influenced by the Comparative Analysis. Appropriate scales could be adopted according to 

size of site; they need not be similar. 

 

Eritrea should have begun with identification of gaps within the dossier. To be mapped 

included areas where people are living in the area and should be graphically separated. That 

will have an impact on how Management Plan would be prepared. In Action Plans, spell out 

the details. Consider the implications of tourism around the area; would that be taken care of 

in the Management Plan. 3D maps can be used to illustrate topography of the site. 

 

Nigeria had to consider different sets of maps due to change in focus- from Kano City Walls 

exclusively to one that included all the associated sites. Aspects included the wall, which 

could be mapped according to age. It meant identifying the oldest structure and mapping its 

changes over time. The aspects of the site with authenticity and integrity could be presented 

as component parts.  

 

Namibia could access funding from the mining companies to undertake trip to Angola. They 

were willing to mitigate impacts due to their activities. There was a need to have a rational 

system of road network in area. The mining companies could provide equipment, funding or 

expertise for the exercise. There have been attempts to grow the welwitschia but even after 

germinating them in a laboratory, they could not thrive when introduced into the desert 

environment signifying that there must be ambient conditions. That could be attributed to the 

fact that plants occurred within age groups signifying appropriate climatic conditions.  

 

Sudan was currently using a provisional constitution. Issue of legislation would be sorted out 

before finalisation of the nomination. Further investigations would be held to make better 

choices of boundaries. Multiple maps can be used to depict attributes of the property. Sacred 

places such as mosque, cemeteries and other places of worship can be plotted onto one map. 

The boundary map should incorporate a number of topographical elements. Avoid it being a 

zoning map. Boundary must be closed in a polygon. 

 

South Africa was to redo her tentative list to incorporate new sites brought in as a result of 

the new approach. The current sites are not all protected, all inclusive and not representative. 

Most profile individuals rather than events. The lead nomination agency needed to network as 

it were currently working in isolation. There was a need to involve other countries and 

synchronisation of her legislation to be in sync with the others. The authenticity and integrity 

of individual sites was to be considered and finally consolidated into one. As a point of 

departure, it can be an extension of Robben Island to which can be added Constitution Hill 

and other sites with similar values that would be nationally recognised. The political angle 

needed to be sorted out to be more inclusive of the multiple voices.  



 

Seychelles needed to work closely with the GIS institution to get the maps correct.  

2.3.4 Country Presentations- Action Plans- 01.09.11 

 
Table 7: Action Plans 

No State Party Comments 

1 South Africa   Need different stakeholders to sign Memorandum of 

Understanding to allow the multiple voices. National 

Heritage Council will lead the process 

 Before listing, to have adequate documentation and must 

have proper management 

 CA with countries who underwent similar experiences 

 Authenticating documents imperative even in other 

countries 

 Different management systems in dossier must be 

harmonised with the South African National Heritage Act. 

They must reflect the multiple management layers 

 Because they have stepped away from the „route‟, 

confidently move forward 

 Heritage agreement can be drawn up as opposed to MoUs 

its in the NHRA 

 Documentation- linked securely with world heritage 

dossier. An archivist might be able to better package the 

doc 

2 Seychelles  Has not changed much from last years‟ one 

 Branch of anti-political cultural mapping exists where 

communities have been removed from where they lived. 

Taken back so their experiences can be documented as they 

are reliving the experiences 

 A map is then prepared 

 Is it possible that there are those who were there when the 

building was operating? 

 Going to Mauritius and Reunion is good, so confines to 

Island 

 Would have been nice to visit a place such as Bagamoyo for 

a different feel of having had mainland populations taken 

elsewhere. One language the kids were speaking was ki 

Swahili 

3 Sudan  Management Committee thought there was a higher level 

committee in place; the proposed is it going to be different? 

Higher Committee was established mainly for rehab of site 

with regard to tourism. Most members of this committee 

might be part of the proposed  as representing local and 

state government 

 Is the legal framework specific to Old Dongola?  

 So far no one has indicated when they would apply for 

funding especially that the actions are dependent on that. 

When received negative answer, to discuss with DG to 

show SP contribution. Should not take more than a week 

from here 

 No. 7; there is not demonstrated to send it to WHC. Always 

useful to send it to the centre as comments very useful and 



normally those reviewed have with less problems. If initial 

conditions were good, come back complete. 90% of 

incomplete did not pass through review. Suggest it should 

be sent to everybody 

4 Uganda  Submitting in 2013 

 Buffer Zone- has been set aside for small activities as 

opposed to being in the Core Zone 

 How long does gazetting take from past experience? 

Dependant on the parliamentarians‟ schedule. Delays 

sometimes are at the district. Have to take that in the 

submission intention as it is beyond the control of the 

participants. Have already submitted to govt a list of 600 

sites for possible gazetting  

 SEA is for all rock art sites to develop rock art tourism. 

That way, all issues would have been picked up that would 

help in developing mgmt system for sites on nom 

 Integrate diff mgmt system- might need an overall 

framework for all sites and so everyone should operate 

within that 

 Be very clear as they are official names- can we 

countercheck/verify 

 Training of tour guides (sits in office and works a route for 

you and goes on bus). Consider them as Tourist Guides as 

they stay at site and take tourists around 

5 Mauritius  Plan on course 

 Have had to incorporate comments from course 

 Submitting for review in Sept 2011 and final in Jan 2012 

 Principle much better if Management Plan is finished by 

February of second year after submission as that is the latest 

moment to take it into evaluation; as official document by 

28 January. Failure, will be considered as draft 

6 Eritrea  Take care of funding deadlines. Some are reviewed by 

advisory bodies and have to fit into the  

 Mentor consultation 2012- but not fixed 

 Not possible for serious review if late like in December for 

next year submission; leave at least three months prior to 

submission 

 Fundraising- put it as a range of say one year 

 They have a stakeholder Action Plan which was agreed by 

the Committee; hope their plan here reflects the stakeholder  

 No. 7 is data collection service and should inform the 

stakeholders. Research came first and Management Plan 

finalised later 

7 Namibia  Implementation of Action Plan will be hindered due to lack 

of Park Warden 

 The GPSed welwitschia are a good data for Comparative 

Analysis, class sizes, distribution. Are they to be protected? 

No. 

 Extend task to the area that it to be nominated 

 Will that be done in Angola??? No. But can use satellite 

imagery as the big plants can be seen 

 If Angola‟s are bigger, what next? To engage in possibility 

of transboundary serial nomination. 



 Currently in wildlife area, but has poor management 

 Interesting that Namib is considered a sub-species.... 

8 Nigeria  Management Plan would be ready in 5 days 

 Are you intending to use conservator? Centre for art 

construction in Jos, concerned and any project in Kano 

involves them though not stationed there. People they use 

there to work are the local traditional artisans; Museum 

staff supervise. The former are appointed by the king. 

Might need someone on site to look at the technical 

element. Can link themselves to Earthern Architecture 

Programme by Ishan and Lazare    

 Refuse collection is whole mindset change....2012, what 

does date mean? How will Museum take care of refuse 

disposal?  

 Not Museum responsibility, but because it affects site, 

thought of involving relevant ministry to do work and are 

part of the stakeholders. Date, means information would 

have reached the appropriate authority so they could react 

 Each unit/components have Management Plan... Palace, 

dye pits, Museum...incorporate and synchronise 

 Are those systems documented? Might not be hence the 

need to incorporate it into theirs 

 Before Management of site could be considered, need to 

understand to the small detail, which site  is under 

discussion 

 Site requires legal protection 

 2.3.5 Closing Ceremony- 01.09.11 

As part of the closing ceremony, participants were asked to give a synopsis of their 

nominations to the Guest of Honour, Dr. P. Shipoh, Permanent Secretary of the Ministry of 

Youth, National Service, Sport & Culture of Namibia abd board member of the AWHF. He 

was accompanied by the Director of the Namibia National Museum and the Namibian 

Permanent representative to UNESCO 

 

The guests appreciated the diversity of African heritage and commended the participants on 

the brilliant work being done to nominate more sites to the prestigious World Heritage List.  

 

The Permanent Secretary addressed the group whose speech is included in the appendices. 

They were invited to a lunch prepared in their honour. Certificates of Attendant were 

awarded to all participants thereafter. 

 
 



 
Dr. Shipoh with Seychelles participants                 The Guests with H. Kiriama 

2.3.6 Evaluation of Course- 01.09.11 

The last part of the course was its evaluation. 

 

Before that was done, Dr. George Abungu requested participants to develop proposals for 

funding to share with mentors prior to their departure. He beseeched them as individual state 

parties to coordinate funding requests to streamline the requests and avoid asking for funding 

for same aspects from different agencies. 

 

Allesandro Balsamo stated he would be working with Nigeria before she submitted her 

dossier to the World Heritage Centre. Other state parties would benefit because he had prior 

knowledge as to what they were working on and was aware of their issues.  He urged them to 

continue with the same tempo. 

 

Below were the participants‟ comments with regard to the course: 

1. The programme had been an eye-opener as it broadened their horizons beyond what 

they normally focused on 

2. Understood values of site and different approaches that can be applied to issues 

3. Useful programme as it would facilitate the success on a number of nominations as 

they had learnt a lot with regard to Core Zone, values, attributes 

4. Challenges- practical aspect of training would require some site visits to understand 

realities on the ground...be more formal and explain things clearly. Can use issues 

identified in discussions on the ground 

5. Opportunity to interact adequately with mentors  

6. Coordination should write to superiors to give time to country teams to concentrate on 

dossier 

7. Appreciated the simplified ways of presenting information. Coordination team could 

assist beyond the course as there was a lot of heritage that could be preserved. With 

only a few participants to such courses there can have increased diverse expertise in a 

particular country with 50-100 heritage practitioners in that country, should a national 

training be undertaken. It would simplify the understanding of heritage issues being 

from same country reading from same page; can have huge resource base  

8. There was an underutilising of experience and knowledge in home countries 

9. Heritage management and conservation went beyond nomination 

10. Find time for resource persons to give specific examples of successes and failures in 

the wider context. The course could use former participants that had success stories as 

resource persons 



11. The course needed to be focused more on the examples and not too much on process 

to follow to better explain the nomination process 

12. Networking amongst professionals would help people work better 

13. Limitation of heritage professionals- therefore, consider building capacity 

14. It was important to make the public and officials aware about the conservation issues 

and not just nomination 

15. The political dimension needed to be considered during a nomination 

16. Suggested that the presentations during the two phases of the course be more focused 

with the first be more theoretical and importance of each part and what should be 

considered and why; during second one, concentrate more on nomination dossiers by  

being more practical aspects 

17. Recommended use of old nomination dossiers‟ Comparative Analyses by 

downloading them from the website. The CHDA can have a data base of these 

nominations to ease extraction of relevant information. Models should be used very 

carefully because nomination formats changed every five years. Others might be 

tempted to present their dossier like the other one being referred to 

18. Use instead, always, the Nomination format and manual as the imperative; therefore, 

read the materials 

19. Resource Manual answered all challenges for nomination. And maybe course, could 

be structured around the Manual with practical examples along with the theoretical 

issues 

20. The programme should be distributed to participants before commencement of the 

course. At that time, their commitments and duties prior to getting to course should be 

emphasised. They would be better prepared to engage resource persons 

21. Appreciated everything that was done as an aid to the completion process  

22. More stringent criteria should be set for attending course especially the second phase 

23. At the beginning of the course, it would be more informative if a slot were included 

giving status of heritage in each country but not necessarily linked to nomination 

dossier; it could give information on legal framework, conservation issues etc 

24. It was imperative to submit regular reports to CHDA. Might need to work out how to 

keep in touch. A check list could be produced to see compliance- progress report, 

bottlenecks, how to address 

25. A lot of material was given in Etosha, though very few used it  

26. Drafting a dossier of a site represented at the course did not sit well at the first course 

as participants felt the state party had been helped draft its dossier.  Instead, it was 

better to use principles as discussed during the course 

27. The appropriate time for submission for pre-review appropriately 3 months before 

final submission so it can be analysed. That meant end of September and beginning of 

October of year before submission. Response was sent by 15 November to allow for 

response from the state parties. The dossier did not have to be complete but gave 

advisory bodies the direction being taken by state party. The more complete, the 

better as comments would be on submitted material 
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WORLD HERITAGE NOMINATION PROCESS TRAINING PROGRAMME 
2

nd
 PHASE, 22 August – 2

nd
 September 2011, Namibia 

WEEK 1 
 

Time Monday 22 Tuesday 23 Wednesday 24 Thursday 25 Friday 26 Saturday 7 

09:00-
10:30 

Welcome to 
participants 

GA/DP/EM/GP 

Country Work/Status 
Report 

Preparation of 
country reports by 

participants 
GA/GP/PT/JD/LK/DP 

Presentation 
Refresher Lecture of 
Comparative Analysis 

TB/PT 
 

Presentation 
Refresher Lecture on 

Authenticity and 
Integrity 

TB/PT   

Presentation 
Nigeria Nomination 

Participants/Mentors 
 

Preparation 
Preparation of CA 

Participants/Mentors 

SITE VISIT 

10:30-11 BREAK 

11:00-
12:30 

Orientation of the 
venue + status of 

Namibian  
nomination 
EM/GA/MS 

Presentation./Discuss 
Status reports on 

country files 
GA/GP/PT/DP 

Mentors 

Presentation 
Refresher Lecture of 
Comparative Analysis 

TB/PT 
 

Preparation  
Preparation of 

Comparative Analysis 
Participants/Mentors 

Presentation 
Country Presentation on 

Comparative Analysis 
Participants/Mentors 

 

12:30-14 BREAK 

14:00-
15:30 

Introduction, 
Background, 

Objectives, Expected 
results, Work 

situation 
GA/HK/GP/EM 

Presentation/Discuss 
Status reports on 

country files 
GA/TB/PT 
Mentors 

Preparation 
Preparation of Comparative 

Analysis 
Participants/Mentors 

 

Preparation  
Preparation of 

Comparative Analysis 
Participants/Mentors 

Presentation 
Country Presentation on 

CA 
Participants/Mentors 

 

15:30-16 BREAK 

16:00-
17:30 

 
 

17.30-
18.30 

Overview/Review of 
Training process 

GA/GP 
 

Preparation of 
country reports 

GA/GP/PT/JD/LK/DP 

Presentation/Discuss 
Status reports on 

country files 
GA/TB/PT 
Mentors 

 

Presentation/Discuss 
Country Presentations on 

Comparative Analysis 
Participants/Mentors 

 
Presentation  

Refresher Lecture on Basic 
Management Planning 

Processes 
JD 

Presentation/Discuss 
Country Presentation 

on Comparative 
Analysis 

Participants/Mentors 

Progress report and 
continuation with the 

Review (2012) 
HK/TM Participants and 

mentors 
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WORLD HERITAGE NOMINATION PROCESS TRAINING PROGRAMME 
2

nd
 PHASE, 22

nd
 August -2

nd
 September 2011 Namibia 

WEEK 2 
 

Time Sunday 28 Monday 29 Tuesday 30 Wednesday 31 Thursday 1 Friday 2 

09:00-10:30 Preparation 
Preparation for Group 
presentation and 
discussions for 2012 
nominations 
GA/PT/HK/Participant 

Presentation 
Refresher lecture on 

the management 
planning process 

JD  

Present/Discussion 
Refresher lecture on Maps, 

Boundaries, Legal 
Framework, State of 

Conservation etc 
AB/LD 

Presentation 
Example of successful 

Nominations 
AB 

Preparation 
Maps and Way Forward 

(2012) 
Participants/ Mentors 

 Presentation 
Action Plans 

 
Participants/GA/AB/JD 

 
Travel to Swakopmund 

10:30-11 BREAK 

11:00-12:30 Preparation 
Preparation for Group 
presentation and 
discussions for 2012 
nominations 
GA/PT/HK/Participant 

Presentation 
Refresher lecture on  

the management 
planning process 

JD 

Presentation 
Maps/GIS Illustrations for 
country nomination files 

AB/LD 
 
 

Presentation 
Maps and Way Forward 

(2012) 
Participants/ Mentors 

Presentation 
Synopsis of Nominations 

 
Participants/GA/AB/JD 

 

 
“ 
 
 
 
 

12:30-14 BREAK 

14:00-15:30 Free Preparation 
Preparation for Group 

presentations of 
Management Aspects   
Participants/Mentors 

Preparation 
Preparation on Maps 

Group presentations of 
Nomination files (2012) 

GP/LK/Participants 

Preparation 
Preparation of Action 

Plans (2012) and Synopsis 
of Nominations 

Participants/Mentors 

Closing ceremony 
 

All 
 

 
“ 

15:30-16 BREAK 

16:00-18:30 Free Presentation 
Group presentations 
of Nomination files  

for 2012 
Participants/Mentors 

 

Presentation 
Group presentations of 
Nomination files (2012) 

GP/LK/Participants 

Preparation 
Preparation of Action 

Plans (2012) and Synopsis 
of Nominations 

Participants/Mentors 

Mentors’ role and 
responsibilities – 
Development of 

protocols and ToR 
GA/HK  

Recomm. to AWHF 
GA/HK 

Evaluation of 2
nd

 phase 
LK 

 

 
“ 
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World Heritage Nomination Process Training Programme 

Coordination/Resource Personnel 
 

1. GA-   George Abungu 
2. PT-   Pascall Taruvinga 
3. GP-   Guy Palmer 
4. AB-   Alessandro Balsamo 
5. LD-   Leon Darsot 
6. JD-   Janette Deacon 
7. LK-   Linda Kanyemba 
8. DP-   Deirdre Prins 
9. TM-   Tim Badman 
10. HK-   Herman Kiriama 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

        
in collaboration with UNESCO-WHC, ICCROM, ICOMOS and IUCN  

 

 55 

 

 
 

LIST OF MENTORS FOR WORLD HERITAGE NOMINATION 

STATE PARTY PARTICIPANTS SITE BEING NOMINATED CATEGORY MENTOR/RESOURCE 

PERSONS 

Eritrea Hagos Futsum Qohaito Archaeological  Site and 

Cultural Heritage Landscape 

Cultural George Abungu 

Thomas Tesfaghioghis 

Mauritius Soobarah Gowoothum Black River Gorges National 

Park 

Natural Guy Palmer 

Kevin Ruhomaun 

Namibia Vincentius Mughongora Messum Welwitschia Plains Natural Eugene Marais 

Nigeria Aliyu Lass Abdu Kano Walls and Associated Sites Cultural George Abungu 

Suraj Wudil Yusuf 

Seychelles Julienne Barra Venns Town Mission Ruins 

Heritage Site 

Cultural Herman Kiriama 

Therese Barbe  

South Africa Alitta Musopyoe Liberation Heritage Cultural       George Abungu 

Amos Mulaudzi 

Sudan Rihab Khidir El Rashid Old Dongola Cultural Salah El Din Mohamed 

Ahmed/ Herman Kiriama El Tahir Adan El Nour 

Uganda Sarah Musalizi Nyero Rock Art Cultural Janette Deacon 

Jackline Nyiracyiza 
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Notes for Closing at Gobabeb: Thursday 01 September 

Phase 2 of the Training course on preparing World Heritage Nomination Dossiers 

 

Dr. P. Shipoh 

Permanent Secretary of the Ministry of Youth, National Service, Sport & Culture of 

Namibia 

 

Today is a day for celebration. It is the first day of the month, so all of us have just received a 

salary. It is also the first day of spring south of the Equator - the end of winter and the time to 

start thinking about the next harvest. It is fitting that this is also the end of this course, which 

may also result in a rich harvest of new and improved heritage sites in Africa. 

 

Last year, on 15 November, I welcomed you to Namibia. The first part of the course was held 

at the Okashana Development and Research Center at Omuthiya in the north of our country. 

Then it rained and never stopped, which for us in Namibia had disastrous results. I was 

informed that you barely arrived, in winter this time and in the desert, and then it rained 

again. I think many Namibians will hope that you take part of the rain back with you, but not 

all please. 

 

At Okashana I informed you that you were in a very special place – in a community with a 

rich intangible heritage consisting of several different cultural traditions, in an area of special 

significance in terms of natural heritage as it was right next to Etosha Pan with its 

extraordinary geology and wildlife, in an area with a rich and varied history from the remote 

past to the very recent Liberation history of our country, and at a research center which 

excelled at making use of indigenous knowledge for the purpose of development. 

 

This year you were hosted at another extraordinary place – a recognized African Center of 

Excellence in terms or scientific research, for applied research to combat desertification, and 

for developing tools to assist in formal and informal environmental education. The Gobabeb 

Training and Research Center has now existed for almost 50 years. In this time the center has 

adapted and evolved just as the life in the desert that is was originally intended to study. It 

has evolved from a mere place to house researchers, to a laboratory for study, to a center for 

development, to a center for training, development, and research.  At the same time, just as at 

Okashana, it is in a place of extraordinary natural beauty. The beauty of the Namib desert, 

and the amazing life that is found in its dunes, can very easily overshadow the people that 

inhabit the area. However, this area is as much an example of how special culture is. If you 

go and walk on the gravel plains surrounding Gobabeb, or even deep into the dunes, you find 

all over evidence of past human occupation. The archaeological evidence is not only of our 

more recent past, but stretches back for hundreds of thousands of years. Early Stone Age 

handaxes and other artefacts show that at the time when the renowned archaeological sites 

were occupied in Kenya, Ethiopia, and South Africa, some of which have been declared 

world heritage, there were also early ancestors inhabiting these seemingly hostile and remote 

desert expanses in Namibia. Not very far from here, deep in the dunes, there is a site where 

our African ancestors slaughtered an extinct species of elephant some 250 thousand years 

ago. More recent archaeological sites in this area show when animal herding, pot making, 
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metal working, and other technologies arrived in Namibia some 2000 years ago. The people 

currently living in the area, the ≠Aonin or Topnaar Nama, are some of the oldest cultures of 

the people of modern Namibia. When the first European seafarers that explored the coast of 

Africa to find a route to India arrived on the coast directly to the west of here, more than 500 

years ago in 1487, and even before they rounded the southern tip of Africa, they already met 

the ancestors of the present day ≠Aonin or Topnaar.  

 

At that time the people who lived year have already developed very close links with their 

environment. They harvest the desert melons – the !nara – and cook them before making 

them into cakes of fruit that can be stored for years. This fruit is very nutritious, and even 

today the seeds from the !nara are sought after by businesses. But they not only harvested 

desert fruits, they also had a very special tradition of hunting sharks and fish in shallow 

waters, like the Walvis Bay lagoon and at Sandwich Bay, by spearing them with oryx or 

gemsbok horns. They hunted the oryx, as well as zebra and springbok, by concealing 

themselves behind stone parapets, then jumping out and spearing the animal before they 

could run away or try to defend themselves. But before anyone believes they were only 

hunters and gatherers, at the same time they herded large herds of cattle and sheep along the 

river. These herds were so large that for centuries Namibia the European ships on the sea 

route to India stopped at Walvis Bay to trade with the people. For a very long time all the 

meat destined for the island of Saint Helena in the middle of the Atlantic was also obtained 

from Walvis Bay. Today of course this port has become a gateway for landlocked countries 

such as Botswana, Zambia, Zimbabwe, and others in the middle of the continent. 

 

The area was as important for our more recent history. The German colonizers entered 

Namibia through this area, the South Africans that replaced them also entered through here, 

Walvis Bay remained for many years one of the very large military bases that was used 

during the Independence Struggle for Namibia, and even after independence in 1990 Namibia 

still had to continue struggling to free the last bit of its territory until Walvis Bay was 

reincorporated into Namibia in 1994. 

 

Each venue for this course was therefore not only selected for the facilities that it provided 

for training, but also for a variety of potential resources on history, culture, nature, and 

challenges to conservation.   

 

I last year officially opened the second African World Heritage Fund training course on the 

Preparation of World Heritage Nomination dossiers for English-speaking countries. This year 

you were not officially welcomed back to Namibia, but then the course has not yet ended. 

Last year when you left Namibia it was not an end of a course, but just the beginning of a 

practical period while you implemented an action plan based upon the information you 

received. When you returned to Namibia, it was simply to resume the close interaction with 

your colleagues and fellow heritage professionals. This course is now coming to the end of 

what you can effectively learn from your facilitators. That is why we have an official closing 

ceremony now, on the last day of work for the course. I understand that you have some final 

logistical issues to discuss and arrange. More importantly, I trust and believe that the 

friendships you made and the ties that you developed will be a lasting heritage from this 
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course – that it will contribute to our aspirations as Africans to develop a qualified and highly 

professional network of specialists about world heritage. Such a network does not emerge 

from the sky like a meteorite. It is also not something that can be quickly created from some 

weeks of training. It takes hard work, dedication, and much experience. But one has to start 

somewhere, just like a field of omahungu it does not grow by itself – the soil needs to be 

prepared, the seeds need to be fertile, and then the emerging plants have to be nurtured and 

protected before they yield the harvest. Only at the time of harvest we start to celebrate, but 

of course when the fields are green with young plants you have a special feeling of 

achievement. It is at that point that we stand today. 

 

The purpose of the course is to assist and support African State parties to implement the 1972 

UNESCO Convention on the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage, and in 

particular to ensure that more and better nomination dossiers are submitted for evaluation to 

the World Heritage Center. 

 

As I mentioned before, Namibia has been substantially supporting the African World 

Heritage Fund. Hosting this series of courses in order to assist the AWHF to implement their 

strategic plan is part of that support.  

 

That these courses are very successful are beyond doubt. This year 5 new World Heritage 

sites were inscribed in Kenya (2), Ethiopia, Sudan, and Senegal. Although the course 

programme cannot claim credit for each of these sites, it still contributed the knowledge and 

expertise that may result in improving the rate at which Africa‟s rich cultural and natural 

heritage receives the recognition it deserves. This course was attended by nomination 

coordination teams from eight countries – by South Africa, Mauritius, Seychelles, Uganda, 

Nigeria, Sudan, Eritrea, and of course Namibia. While the course was ongoing, Namibia was 

also working on another dossier – the Namib and Sea – which will be submitted soon. I was 

informed that all of you have made great progress in the development of nominations. Of 

course you can expect that problems and challenges shall emerge while developing dossiers. 

We have experienced it ourselves when working on the Namib Sand Sea dossier when 

unexpected challenges emerge. The training you received, and the contacts that you 

developed, were to prepare you for those challenges. Learning from challenges is part of the 

process of gaining experience, and experience is what we need in Africa to confront new 

challenges. Do not be discouraged when you experience problems. It is just another learning 

opportunity in the path of becoming an expert. 

 

I wish to officially close this training course with that last piece of advice. I congratulate all 

of you, including your facilitators and advisors, for your hard work and dedication. A special 

word of thanks to 

 George Abungu, who was the academic coordinator for the course. 

 Herman Kiriama of the Center of Heritage Development of Africa, who had the 

unenviable task to coordinate the successful implementation of the course. 

 Guy Palmer, who so ably ensured that all p[arts of the academic programme remains 

on track. 
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 Pascall Taruvinga, who weared two hats – representing the opinions of ICOMOS, 

who is one of the advisory bodies to the World Heritage Centre, but also reporting to 

our South African colleagues who is attending the course. 

 Janette Deacon, world renowned for her knowledge of rock art and southern African 

archaeology, for her input into the course. 

 Leon Darsot, our colleague from Madagascar, an archaeologist and a Geographical 

expert, for his advice on how to ensure that the maps that you will produce will satisfy 

the requirements 

 Linda Kanyemba, our neighbour from Zambia and colleague at the National Heritage 

Conservation Commission of their country for her assistance, 

 Alessandro Balsamo from the World Heritage Center in Paris, who one of these days 

have to provide an opinion on your and our nomination dossiers, and who shows the 

interest that UNESCO has in these courses, 

 Our absent colleagues from I.U.C.N., Tim Badman and Leo Niskanen, who also by 

their presence and input showed the importance that their organization places on this 

course, 

 And lastly, our absent friends at the AWHF, Webber Ndoro and Souayibou Varissou, 

who made sure that this course can happen. 

 Of course, the host country also has responsibilities. Without the National Museum 

team appointed by Meme Esther to coordinate our input, it would have been very 

difficult. To Daphne, Benson, Ghirty, Willemien, Anzel and Eugene – my thanks for 

your efforts and doing my Ministry proud. 

 

I now officially close the second African World Heritage Fund training course on the 

Preparation of World Heritage Nomination Dossiers. 
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COUNTRY NOMINATION TEAMS 

 

SURNAME INITIALS CALLED POSITION & INSTITUTION CONTACT STATE PARTY/PHOTO 

PAULOS T.T. Thomas Acting Director of Heritage Management         

 

Head: Conservation and Restoration Unit 

 

National Museum of Eritrea 

 

P.O. Box 5284, ASMARA, Eritrea 

persi.love3@gmail.com 

 

tommytes14@yahoo.com 

Eritrea 

 

 

  Tel: +291 7160819      /       

+291 1122389 

Fax:  

HAGOS F. Futsum Coordinator National Protected Areas 

 

Ministry of Agriculture / National Heritage 

Committee 

 

P.O. Box 1048, ASMARA, Eritrea 

fuhageb@gmail.com 

  Tel: +291 7164568 

Fax: +291 1181274 

  

SOOBARAH Gowoothum Soobarah Director of Culture 

 

Ministry of Arts & Culture 

 

7th Floor, R. Seeneevassen Bdg, PORT LOUIS, 

Mauritius 

gsoobarah@mail.gov.mu  Mauritius 

 

 

  Tel: +230 2102441 

Fax: +230 2080319 

RUHOMAUN K. Kevin Senior Research & Development Officer (Wildlife) 

 

National Parks & Conservation Service 

 

REDUIT, Mauritius 

kruhomaun@mail.gov.mu  

  Tel: +230 4644016 

Fax: +230 4660453 

  

MUGHONGORA V. Vincent Museum Technician 

 

National Museum of Namibia 

 

P.O. Box 1203, WINDHOEK, Namibia 

vince100@webmail.co.za 

 

  Tel: +264 81 2974274 

Fax: +264 61 228636 

mailto:persi.love3@gmail.com
mailto:fuhageb@gmail.com
mailto:gsoobarah@mail.gov.mu
mailto:kruhomaun@mail.gov.mu
mailto:vince100@webmail.co.za
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BARRA J.B. Julienne Research Officer  

 

Head: Site Management & Protection 

 

National Heritage Research 

P.O. Box 573, La Bastille, MAHÉ, Seychelles 

barrajulienne@yahoo.co.uk Seychelles 

 

 

 

  Tel: +248 4321333 (ext. 8256)  

Fax: +248 4322531  

BARBE T. Therese Research Assistant (Site Management and Protection) 

 

National Heritage Research 

 

P.O. Box 573, La Bastille, MAHÉ, Seychelles 

mildred11@yahoo.com  

  Tel: +248 4321333 (ext. 8242)  

Fax: +248 4322531  

             

MULAUDZI N.A. Amos Coordinator Education & Advocacy 

 

National Heritage Council of South Africa 

 

P.O. Box 74097, LYNNWOOD RIDGE 0040,  

 

South Africa 

a.mulaudzi@nhc.org.za South Africa 

 

 

 

 

  Tel: +27 12 3481663  

Fax: +27 86 6602261  

   

ELNOUR OGEIL   Eltahir Senior Antiquities Inspector ogeileltahir@yahoo.com Sudan 

 

 
 

 

  National Corporation for Antiquities and Museums Tel: +249   

Box 178, Khartoum, Sudan Fax: +249 183 786784  

KHIDER TAHA Elrasheed Rihab Antiquities Inspector khiderrihab@yahoo.com  

  National Corporation for Antiquities and Museums Tel: +249 12 2028889  

Box 178, Khartoum, Sudan Fax: +249 183 786784  

mailto:barrajulienne@yahoo.co.uk
mailto:mildred11@yahoo.com
mailto:a.mulaudzi@nhc.org.za
mailto:ogeileltahir@yahoo.com
mailto:khiderrihab@yahoo.com
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MUSALIZI M.S. Sarah Conservator saramussasarah@yahoo.com  Uganda 

 

 

 

  Department of Museums & Monuments Tel: +256 772 183601  

P.O. Box 5718, KAMPALA, Uganda Fax:   

NYIRACYIZA N.J. Jackie Conservator of History & Archaeology jnyiracyiza@mtti.go.ug   

  Department of Museums & Monuments j4cyiza@yahoo.co.uk  

P.O. Box 5718, KAMPALA, Uganda Tel: +256 772 644397  

  Fax:   

   

ALIYU L. Abdu Heritage Manager aliyufatah@yahoo.co Nigeria 

 

 

 

  National Commission for Museums & Monuments Tel: +234 805 2735154  

Gidan Makama Museum, Box 2023, KANO, Nigeria Fax:   

SURAJO WUDIL Y. Yusuf Heritage Officer mrbay81@yahoo.co   

  National Commission for Museums & Monuments Tel: +234 806 2772020  

Gidan Makama Museum, Box 2023, KANO, Nigeria Fax:   

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:saramussasarah@yahoo.com
mailto:jnyiracyiza@mtti.go.ug
mailto:j4cyiza@yahoo.co.uk
mailto:aliyufatah@yahoo.co
mailto:mrbay81@yahoo.co
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TRAINING & FACILITATION TEAM 

 

SURNAME 

INITIA

LS CALLED INSTITUTION & POSITION CONTACT 

STATE PARTY/PHOTO 

ABUNGU 

  

  

G.H.O. 

  

  

George 

  

  

Course Coordinator g.abungu@mac.com 

 

CEO, O.A.H.C. Tel: +254 724 462883 

Box 496, KAREN 00502, Nairobi Kenya Fax:  

KIRIAMA 

  

  

O. 

  

  

Herman 

  

  

Immovable Heritage Coordinator kiriamah@yahoo.com  

 

Centre for Heritage Development in Africa (CHDA) Tel: +254 733 735577 

P.O. Box 90100-80100, MOMBASA, Kenya Fax:  

NISKANEN 

  

  

L.S.  

  

  

Leo 

  

  

Technical Coordinator: Conservation Areas and Species 

Diversity 

leo.niskanen@iucn.org 

 

IUCN Eastern & Southern Africa Regional Office Tel: +254 73 8420766 

P.O. Box 68200-00200, NAIROBI, Kenya Fax: +254 20 890615 

WIJESURIYA  

  

  

G. 

  

  

Gamini 

  

  

Project Manager gw@iccrom.org  

 

ICCROM Tel: +39 065 8553316 

mailto:g.abungu@mac.com
mailto:kiriamah@yahoo.com
mailto:leo.niskanen@iucn.org
mailto:gw@iccrom.org
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Via San Michele 13, ROME 00153, Italy Fax: +39 065 8553349 

PALMER 

  

  

N.G. 

  

  

Guy 

  

  

Scientific Manager: Biodiversity gpalmer@capenature.co.za 

 

Western Cape Nature Conservation Board Tel: +27 82 4151884        /      

+27 21 8668009 

Private Bag x5014, STELLENBOSCH 7599, South Africa Fax: +27 21 8661523      /     

+27 86 5280977 

 

 

 

 

TARUVINGA  

  

  

P. 

  

  

Pascall 

  

  

World Heritage Specialist p.taruvinga@nhc.org 

 

National Heritage Council of South Africa Tel: +27 82 6531193 

P.O. Box 74097, LYNNWOOD RIDGE 0040, South 

Africa 

Fax: +27 86 6671961 

DARSOT 

  

L. 

  

Léon 

  

Informaticion GIS darsot_r@yahoo.com 

 

University of Antananarivo Tel: +261 33 2872015 

DEACON 

  

  

J.C. 

  

  

Janette 

  

  

Retired janette@conjunction.co.za 

 

  Tel: +27 82 4915067 

49 Van Riebeeck St., STELLENBOSCH 7600, South 

Africa 

Fax: +27 21 8871540 

BALSAMO 

  

  

A.B. 

  

  

Alessandro 

  

  

Programme Specialist: World Heritage Nominations 

Manager 

a.balsamo@unesco.org 

 

mailto:gpalmer@capenature.co.za
mailto:p.taruvinga@nhc.org
mailto:darsot_r@yahoo.com
mailto:janette@conjunction.co.za
mailto:a.balsamo@unesco.org
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World Heritage Centre, UNESCO Tel: +33 1 45681136 

7, Place de Fontenoy, PARIS 75007, France Fax: +33 1 45685570 

BRUKU 

  

  

S. 

  

  

Sandra 

  

  

Research Assistant sb@nwhf.no 

 

Nordic World Heritage Foundation Tel: +47 94036595 

Fridtjof Nansens Plass 4,  OSLO 0160,  Norway Fax: +47 24140101 

VARISSOU 

  

  

S. 

  

  

Souayibou 

  

  

Head of Programmes souayibouV@awhf.net 

 

 

 

  

African World Heritage Fund Tel: +27 11 2563544        /     

+27 71 7557034 

AWHF/DBSA, MIDRAND, South Africa Fax:  

MAHASHA 

  

  

R. 

  

  

Raditshaba 

  

  

Assistant Director raditshaba.mahasha@dac.gov.

za 

 

Department of Arts & Culture Tel: +27 82 9095868 

51 Mamahlola Street, ATTERIDGEVILLE 0008, South 

Africa 

 

 

Fax:  

KANYEMBA 

  

  

L.M.M. 

  

  

Linda 

  

  

Architect kumalimu@yahoo.com 

 

National Heritage Conservation Commission Tel: +260 97 7700543 

P.O. Box 410339, KASAMA, Zambia Fax: +260 21 4221221 

 

 

NAMIBIAN FACILITATION TEAM 

mailto:sb@nwhf.no
mailto:souayibouV@awhf.net
mailto:raditshaba.mahasha@dac.gov.za
mailto:raditshaba.mahasha@dac.gov.za
mailto:kumalimu@yahoo.com
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EICHAS 

  

  

D. 

  

  

Daphne 

  

  

Technical Assistant: History dapheichas@gmail.com 

 

National Museum of Namibia Tel: +264 81 4124094 

P.O. Box 1203, WINDHOEK, Namibia Fax: +264 61 228636 

MURAMBA 

  

  

B. 

  

  

Benson 

  

  

Technical Assistant: Arachnology b_muramba@yahoo.com 

 

National Museum of Namibia Tel: +264 81 4659315 

P.O. Box 1203, WINDHOEK, Namibia Fax: +264 61 228636 

MARAIS 

  

  

 Eugène 

  

  

Chief Curator marais.eugene@gmail.com  

 

National Museum of Namibia Tel: +264 81 2463356 

P.O. Box 1203, WINDHOEK, Namibia Fax: +264 61 228636 

 

mailto:dapheichas@gmail.com
mailto:b_muramba@yahoo.com
mailto:marais.eugene@gmail.com
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