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Workshop Summary 
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Summary of Workshop Proceedings 

1. The Wo『kshoo on P『eoaration of Nomination files fo『 UNESCO World Heritae:e List 

took place at the Novotel Conference House in Suva, Lami Bay, Fiji, from 28 to 31 

January 2015. This was the first ever information-sharing initiative between Fiji and 

Korea regarding the World Heritage Programme. The workshop was aimed at increasing 

awareness of the implementation of the World Heritage Convention in Fiji and also at 

sharing experience in preparing nominations of heritage sites of outstanding universal 

value for inscription on the World Heritage List. Other aims were to enhance capacity for 

preparing World Heritage nominations in Fiji and to strengthen partnerships between 

the Republic of Korea and Fiji through capacity-building in preparation for World 

Heritage nomination. 

2. The Workshop was funded by the Cultural Heritage Administration of Korea in 

cooperation with the Korean National Commission for UNESCO. Experts from the 

International Council of Monuments and Sites Korea (ICOMOS-Korea) and the MAB 

(Man and Biosphere) National Committee of Korea were invited to help facilitate the 

workshop. 

3. Approximately 25 participants attended the workshop, including representatives from 

organizations involved in culture and heritage activities in Fiji including the iTaukei 

Affairs Board, the iTaukei Institute of Language and Culture, the National Trust of Fiji, 

the Department of the Environment, Biosecurity Fiji and the Department of Heritage and 

Arts of the government of Fiji. The administrative role for the workshop was assumed by 

the Pacific Heritage Hub in cooperation with the University of the South Pacific (PHH) 

and the Department of Heritage and Arts of the government of Fiji (together referred to 

as the Secretariat). (Annex) 

4. The Workshop began with a garlanding ceremony in the Novotel House Conference 

Room at Suva, Lami Bay. The Director of the Culture & Communication Division at the 

Korean National Commission for UNESCO, Mr. Kwi Bae Kim (Annex), then delivered 

some opening remarks. He expressed his gratitude to the government of Fiji for co

hosting the workshop and stated that heritage is humanity's legacy from the past and 

serves as an irreplaceable source of inspiration and life-enrichment for both the present 

and future generations. He also highlighted that at the end of this workshop participants 

would be able to fulfill their roles in promoting and preserving the cultural heritage of 

their countries and in pursuing the noble objectives of the UNESCO World Heritage 

Convention. 
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5. This was followed by a keynote address by Mr. Sipiriano Nemani, the Acting Principal of 

the Policy and Conventions Office at the Department of Heritage and Arts at the Ministry 

of Education, Heritage & Arts & National Archives of Fiji. (Annex). In his speech, Mr. 

Nemani noted that this workshop was a first of its kind, bringing together cultural and 

natural heritage sector stakeholders to discuss the nominations process, an important 

element of the 1972 World Heritage Convention. 

6. Mr. Nemani, as Master of Ceremonies for the workshop, then introduced the first 

speaker, Professor Hae Un Rii, President of ICOMOS-Korea, who gave a presentation 

entitled •Her presentation 

gave participants an overall understanding of the World heritage process of nomination 

and inscription with a case study example from the Republic of Korea, the 

~ and highlighted some important steps to take when submitting the 

nomination dossier. Dr. Rii also highlighted steps in preparing for the technical 

evaluation and preparing additional information regarding the nominated area. Lastly, 

she highlighted the importance of promoting the sites, and having appropriate plans for 

publishing leaflets, postcards, books and also videos of the site. 

7. Session 2, entitled •e was 

presented by Professor Jae-Heon Choi, Secretary-General of ICOMOS-Korea. He gave a 

brief overview of the World Heritage Convention and its importance in recognizing 

places that have 'Outstanding Universal Value' to serve as a tool for conservation. 

Professor Choi noted that World Heritage Sites are required to demonstrate Outstanding 

Universal Value through their physical attributes, focusing upon protection and 

management actions and institutional arrangements. He also presented the process of 

inscribing a property on the World Heritage List and the stakeholders involved in the 

inscription. He then briefed participants on preparing the statement of OUV 

(Outstanding Universal Value), which consists of 5 elements: i) a brief synthesis that 

summarizes the property's geographical and historical context, ii) the main features of 

the site, and attributes that convey its OUV, iii) a short justification for each of the 

chosen criteria, iv) a statement of integrity and statement of authenticity, and v) a 

framework for protection and management over time, including long term challenges. 

Professor Choi emphasized the importance of demonstrating a site's Outstanding 

Universal Value through showing, firstly, that a proposed site represents a masterpiece 

of human creative genius; secondly that it represents an important interchange of 

human values over a span of time or within a cultural area of the world, or 

developments in architecture or technology, monumental arts, town-planning or 

landscape design; thirdly, that it bears a unique or at least exceptional testimony to a 

cultural tradition or to a civilization which is living or which has disappeared; fourthly, 

that it is an outstanding example of a type of building, architectural or technological 
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ensemble or landscape which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in human history; fifthly, 

that it is an outstanding example of a traditional human settlement, land-use, or sea-use 

which is representative of a culture (or cultures), or human interaction with the 

environment especially when it has become vulnerable under the impact of irreversible 

change; and sixthly, that it is directly or tangibly associated with events or living 

traditions, with ideas, or with beliefs, with artistic and literary works of outstanding 

universal significance. Professor Choi also noted that the proposed site's authenticity 

and integrity is also critical, and that it must be supported by a credible or truthful 

information source as defined based on the Nara Document on Authenticity, and 

evidenced through a variety of attributes including form and design, materials and 

substance, use and function, traditions, techniques and management systems, location 

and setting, language, and other forms of intangible heritage, spirit and feeling, other 

internal and external factors. Professor Choi noted that integrity is a measure of the 

wholeness and intactness of the natural and/or cultural heritage and its attributes. 

8. Session 3 was conducted by the Sigatoka Sand Dunes Park Manager, Mr. Jason Tutani of 

the National Trust of Fiji. His presentation was entitled ~ 

~-He gave a brief overview of the Dunes as a cultural 

site that has been on the Tentative List on the World Heritage List since 1999. He stated 

that the sand dunes are located west of the mouth of the Sigatoka River and that they 

are a product of fluvial erosion in the coastal hinterland and coastal dune-forming 

processes. He also noted that they are the location of one of Fiji's earliest recorded 

prehistoric sites and that evidence of the past is clearly visible throughout the dune 

system as pottery scatters, stone tools, human remains and other archaeological relics, 

which continue to be uncovered by natural processes. Mr. Tutani elaborated on how the 

site's Outstanding Universal Value meets criteria (iii), (iv) and (vi) of the World Heritage 

Listing. He also mentioned that the Park has a management and protection system in 

place that assists the team patrolling the site of the dunes, which is a National Park. 

Finally, he noted that there are various activities that the National Park runs during the 

year and that the site receives visitors every day from all over the world. 

9. On 29 January 2015, the Workshop participants undertook a fieldtrip to the Sigatoka 

Sand Dunes National Park (SSDNP). The participants were received by the park manager 

and rangers at the SSDNP. Participants received a briefing on the Park's history and its 

tracks. They then took part in a two-hour walk on the Cake Track, hiking up the dunes 

from a nearby community, and stopping at the top of Juvonu peak for a discussion with 

the technical experts about ideas for changing the title of the submission and 

nomination site. (Annex) Participants then headed downhill towards the beachfront and 

then inland up Qaro track, back into the Mahogany forest and finally to the Information 

Centre. 
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10. Session 4 saw Mr. Nemani give a presentation entitled ~ 

• This presentation gave an overview 

on the process and challenges that the Department of Heritage and Arts and its 

stakeholders and agencies faced while preparing to inscribe Levuka as a Historical Port 

Town. He stated that it had been necessary to hold vigorous consultations with the 

various stakeholders regarding the nominated site. The site was successfully inscribed as a 

World Heritage Site and the World Heritage Unit is currently working with legal experts on 

the draft Fiji Heritage Decree, which needs cabinet approval to allow the protection of 

sites of World Heritage significance in Fiji. Mr. Nemani also highlighted that there is a need 

for public awareness on the concept of "Heritage", and a need for revision of the 

regulatory and legal mechanisms conducive to the promotion of heritage in Fiji. 

11. Session 5 was a presentation entitled ~ by the 

Director of the National Trust of Fiji, Mrs. Elizabeth Erasito. She presented three 

Tentative sites in Fiji: Sovi Basin (a Cultural Site), Yaduataba Crested Iguana Sanctuary (a 

Natural site), and Sigatoka Sand Dunes (a Cultural Site). She gave brief overviews of the 

three tentative sites and noted the criteria by which they are categorized. She then 

presented extra information on the tentative sites and the importance of the flora and 

fauna in the areas. 

12. Session 6 involved firstly a presentation by the Director of the Fiji Museum, Ms. Sagale 

Buadromo, entitled • Ms. 

Buadromo spoke about the island of Vatulele, which is a possible candidate for 

nomination as a Cultural Site, for its rock painting depicting a typical proto Polynesian, 

Austronesian or Lapita tradition. She stated that using red pigments (iron oxide), Lapita 

people or Proto Polynesians used such rock platforms as a way of showing information 

to those who followed their path of sailing through the islands. 

13. Secondly, the Director of the National Trust of Fiji, Mrs. Elizabeth Erasito, who is also the 

Secretary for Fiji National Protected Areas Committee (PAC), presented on behalf of the 

Chair for the Fiji National Protected Areas Committee, Ms. Susana Tuisese, who sent her 

apologies for not attending due to work commitments. Ms. Tuisese is also the Director 

of the Conservation International Fiji Programme, and her presentation was entitled 

•· In this presentation Mrs. Erasito 

highlighted the governing legal framework that assists the various stakeholders in 

carrying out their responsibilities and collection of data. She also elaborated on the role 

PAC plays and its key outcomes. She further spoke on the deliverables that the 

committee must achieve from a national perspective. Also in the presentation were 

terrestrial and marine data and a summary gap analysis, showing how PAC facilitates the 

exchange of data and information sharing between stakeholders. Mrs. Erasito noted that 
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it is hoped that in future PAC will be able to assist in identifying natural sites to be listed 

on World Heritage List. 

14. Session 7 saw Professor Hae Un Rii, President of ICOMOS-Korea, speak on ~e 

•· She shared the Korean experience 

of having a cultural site nominated and the challenges experienced in getting the site 

inscribed. 

15. Session 8 focused on Natural Sites with a presentation by Professor Do-Soon Cho, Vice

Chair of the UNESCO MAB National Committee of Korea, entitled ~ 

•· He informed the participantsthat 

there are 10 criteria for world heritage, of which four relate to natural sites: aesthetic 

value, geological value, ecological value, and biodiversity value. He also gave a briefing 

on the role of the International Union for Conservation for Nature (IUCN) as well as on 

Ramsar sites and Biosphere Reserves which are managed under UNESCO's Man and 

Biosphere (MAB) Programme. MAB is one of 4 science programmes run by UNESCO 

(MAB, IHP, IOC, IGCP). Professor Cho also gave a comparison analysis between World 

Natural Heritage Sites and Biosphere Reserves and stated that World Natural Heritage 

Sites are generally larger than World Cultural Heritage Sites, while Biosphere Reserves 

are generally larger than World Natural Heritage Sites. 

16. Session 9 saw Professor Rii present an analysis of the Sigatoka Sand Dunes conducted by 

the technical experts following the site visit on Thursday 29th January, 2015. 

17. Session 10 was devoted to discussing an action plan for preparing a nomination. SSDNP 

was identified as the next potential site for nomination on the World Heritage List, using 

lessons learnt from the field visit to the Sigatoka Sand Dunes and the expert analysis 

mentioned above. Participants were divided into groups and discussed strengths, 

weaknesses, opportunities and threats relating to SSDNP and its potential nomination. 

At the end of the discussions each group made a presentation. 

18. Following the final session Mr. Nemani presented a draft outcome summary of the 

Preparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List Workshop on behalf of 

the Secretariat (Annex). In going through the draft, participants discussed the 

importance of increasing advocacy and public awareness regarding the 1972 World 

Heritage Convention and the work done for heritage preservation and conservation. 

They also discussed pursuing community participation and noted that consent from all 

necessary stakeholders is pivotal in the lead up to nomination. Participants then 

endorsed the outcome summary in principle. 
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19. At the closing of the Workshop, Dr. Cresantia Koya Vaka'uta Associate Dean, Research & 

Internationalization at the Faculty of Arts, Law & Education of the University of the 

South Pacific, and Acting Director Pacific Heritage Hub, presented a vote of thanks on 

behalf of all the participants. In particular, she expressed her gratitude to the Korean 

National Commission for UNESCO and the three Korean experts from ICOMOS Korea and 

the UNESCO MAB National Committee of Korea. 

20. At the end of the workshop participants were presented with souvenirs to 

commemorate their participation, and remind them of the bond that had been 

established and/or rekindled during the workshop. 
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Outcome Statement 





OUTCOME STATEMENT 

We, the participants of the Preliminary Workshop on Preparation of Nomination Files 

for UNESCO World Heritage List held on the 28th - 31st January 2015 at the Novotel 

Conference Centre, Suva, Fiji: 

~ and appreciate the commitment and financial support shown by the 

Republic of Korea National Commission for UNESCO and the Cultural Administration for 

Korea in the implementation of this preparatory workshop on the Preparation of 

Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage. 

~ the assistance rendered to the organizing and facilitation of the 

workshop by the Pacific Heritage Hub (PHH) in cooperation with University of the South 

Pacific (USP), the National Trust of Fiji (NTF) and the Department of Heritage & Arts 

(DHA), Fiji. 

~ and appreciate the expertise, advice and knowledge shared by the 

Korean World Heritage Experts in as far as preparation of nominations files for world 

heritage listing is concerned: 

(a) Professor Hae Un RII, Dongguk University, and President of ICOMOS-Korea; 

(b) Professor Jae-Haeon CHOI, Konkuk University, and Secretary General of 

ICOMOS-Korea; 

(c) Professor Do-Soon CHO, Catholic University of Korea, and Vice Chair of 

UNESCO MAB National Committee of Korea 

~the ethos and principles of the 1972 UNESCO World Heritage Convention. 

~ and continue to uphold the values, objectives and strategies envisaged in the 

Pacific World Heritage Action Plan 2010 - 2015; 

~ and applaud the enormous work that had been undertaken by Fiji regarding 

the first nomination and successful inscription of the Historical Port Town of Levuka as 

a World Heritage Site; 

~ that in Fiji, the concepts of intangible cultural heritage and tangible cultural 

heritage are inseparable and complementary. 

In the spirit of sustaining knowledge and ideas learnt from the 4-Day Workshop, we, the 

participants conscientiously agree to work in partnership with the Department of 

Heritage & Arts, the National Trust of Fiji and the Fiji Museum to: 
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(a) Explore the identification, mapping, implementation of further research and 

studies, and gazzetting of potential natural and cultural heritage sites in Fiji e.g. 

the Cultural Space of the Chiefly Island of Bau; 

(b) Expand Fiji's UNESCO World Heritage Tentative List 

(c) Establish a national forum for discussions, ta lanoa, sharing of ideas and 

expertise in the field of natural and cultural heritage and the development of 

proposals for future nominations from Fiji 

(d) Increase advocacy, and public awareness regarding the 1972 World Heritage 

Convention and the work in terms of heritage, preservation and conservation in 

Fiji 

(e) Work with national and regional research institutions in the pursuance of further 

research in the area of heritage preservation and conservation in Fiji 

(f) Collaborate at the national level through partnersh ips developed for capacity 

building and building expertise in terms of world heritage nominations 

preparations 

(g) Strengthen the review of legislative frameworks, regulatory mechanisms and 

policies so that there is a holistic approach towards the safeguarding and 

management of potential world heritage sites in Fiji 

(h) Pursue community participation and consent which is pivotal in the lead up to 

the preparation and development of nominations for Potential World Heritage 

Sites and subsequently nominations for World Heritage Listing 

(i) Proactively pursue the inclusion of work pertinent to world heritage nomination, 

potential world heritage sites in Fiji and successfully listed World Heritage Sites 

in Fiji in the national education curriculum 

(j) Facilitate the translation of resource materials, studies, nomination documents 

amongst others in the iTaukei and Rotuman Languages to ensure that these are 

appreciated and understood with the local communities; and 

(k) Facilitate the implementation of the Sigatoka Sand Dunes Nomination Action 

Plan developed by participants during the workshop. 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 January 2015 

Nomination Process: 
Preparatory Process for the State Parties 

Presented by Prof. Hae Un Rii 
(President of ICOMOS-Korea) 

19 



Nomination Process: 
Preparatory Process for 

the State Party 

Hae Un Rii 
P 『esident, ICOMOS-Ko『ea

Workshop on Preparation of Nomination Files 
for UNESCO World Heritage List 

January 28, 2015 

WO『Id He『itage:
[ Tentative List 

P『ocess of the lnsc『iotion
Nomination 

Ul~ESCO World Heritage Centre 

ICOMOS/IUCN Evaluation 

Mission Desk Reviews 

I 
ICOMOS/IUCN WH Panel 

World Heritage Committee 
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The 1 st Vear in the Nomination Process 

Ap『II
Sep 

• SP submits the Nomination dossier to World Heritage Center 
• Consider the completeness of dossier and send confirmation letter 

• Send Nomination Dossiers to Advisory Bodies 
• IUCN (Natural ) / ICOMOS (Cultural ) 

• Evaluation Process by Advisory Bodies 
• Reports from Technical Mission / Desk Reviews 

• Preparation for the Panel by Advisors 
Oct.- • Mission Report, Desk Review reports , dossiers .... Evaluation report 
Nov 

• Panel byAdvisory Body( ICOMOS/IUCN) 
Dec I • I, R, D, NI / letter for Supplementary documents by at the end of Feb . 

The 2nd Vear in Nomination P『ocess

• If there is a 『equest f 『om ICOMOS about the additional 
info 『mation , SP should prepare and submit the additional 
info 『mation.

• The Second Panel - Recommendation 
• Reconsider the supplement documents 

• Submit the Recommendation by each AD body (ICOMOS/IUCN) 
• Open the recommendation to the WHC membership countries and 

State Pa rties 

• Decide the Inscription at the World Heritage Committee Meeting 
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How many years are needed tor the 
inscriotion? 

• Register in the Tentative list at least one 
year before the nomination 

• one and a half years after the submitting 
the nomination dossier 

• At least Two and a half years 

• In general, the nomination process is 
needed 5-10 years . 

case Study: Reoublic of Korea 
• Registration on the Tentative List 
• Preparation of Nomination Dossier 
• Submitting the Nomination Dossier 
• Preparation for the Technical Evaluation 
• Technical Evaluation (Mission) 
• Preparation for the Additional Information 
• Advertisement of the Nomination Site 
• Attending the World Heritage Committee 

meeting 
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Preoaration of Nomination Dossier 
• Local Government(s) 

- MOU between Cultural Heritage 
Administration and local governments 
where the possible cultural or natural heritage 
is located 

- C reated the Fou ndation for the Wo『Id

Heritage Nom ination 
• Funds come from local governments mainly 

- Writing the nomination dossier and 
appendices such as conservation and 
management plan , drawings & photos, etc. 
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NAMHANSANSEONG 
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""" .. , 
NAMHANSANSEONG 

What is lmoortant thing to do? 
• Title of Nominated He『itage

- Temples, Shrines and other structures of Ancient 
Kamakura (01 /10/1992) 

- Capital of Samurai , Kamakura (2013, NI) 

• Drawing the boundaries of Nominated 
area and Buffer zone 

• Finding the criteria 
- If it is a serial nomination, all components should 

fit to the same criteria 

• P resentation 
- Terminology, Maps, Drawings, Photos, etc. 
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• Conservation and Management 

- Statement 

- Short-, Mid-, and Long-term management 
plan 

• Monitoring 

- CCTV 

• Risk Preparedness 

• Tourism Industry 

- proper number of visitors, visitor center 

• Local Community Involvement 

Submitting the Nomination dossier 

• Writing the nomination dossier 
- Checking the Completeness in advance from the 

World Heritage Center 
• Submit by 30 September 

• Reviewing the dossier by experts 
• Publishing the nomination dossier 

- C HA does the financial support 
• Submitting the nomination dossier 

- 1 February 
• Receiving the completeness letter from WH 

Center 
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Nomination Dossier of 
Namhansanseong 
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Preoaration for the Technical Evaluation 

For better preparation, 

• Pre-technical evaluation by domestic 
World Heritage experts and foreign World 
Heritage experts 

• Presentation skills, timing, evaluation 
routes, etc. 

• After the mission person is decided, final 
rehearsal 

Technical Evaluation 

• Technical Mission does not evaluate the 
OUV and criteria . 

• Checking Boundaries for nominated a『ea
and buffer zone 

• Checking Conservation and Management 
- State of conservation and management 
- Monitoring statement 
- Tourism plan 
- Existanse of all related documents 
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Preoaration for the additional 
Information 

• ICOMOS sometimes ask the State Party 
for the additional information. 
- Requesting by ICOMOS 
- Well preparation of right answer upon the 

questions from ICOMOS and on time 
- Two possible times 

• August or September 
• After the 1 st Panel : the end of February. 

• The additional information might change 
the recommendation. 

Advertisement of the Site 

• Road map for publishing leaflet, postcards, 
books, etc. 

• It should follow the nomination process. 

• 10-15 minutes Video 

• About 3 minutes short video 

• Photos for four seasons 

• Education for the public, students, 
residents, etc. 

29 



Attending the World Heritage Committee 
Meetings 

• Try to understand the State Party on the 
nomination final process 

• Bring some documents to introduce to the 
others. 

• Make the State Party understand what is 
World Heritage and what they have to do 
after the inscription. 

Levuka Historical Port Town, Fiji 

、Yo

30 



Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 January 2015 

Preparing a Nomination Dossier and OUV 
for World Heritage 

Presented by Prof. Jae-Heon Choi 
(Secretary-General of ICOMOS-Korea) 
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Preparing a Nomination Dossier and OUV 
for World Heritage 

Prof. Jae-Heon Choi 
Geography/World Heritage Program, Konkuk 

University 
& 

Secretary General 
ICOMOS-Korea 

Republic of Korea • 
Background ideas of WH 

Convention concerning the Protection for the World Cultural and Natural 
Heritage -World Heritage Convention (for short) was adopted by UNESCO 
General Conference in 1972, ratified by 191 countries , establishing the World 
Heritage List as a m eans of recognizing places that have 'Outstanding Universal 
Value to serve as a tool for conservation . 

Properties are required to demonstrate Outstanding Universal Value through their 
physical attributes , focusing upon protection and management actions , institutional 
arrangem ents 

World Heritage Committee is composed of 21 States Parties elected by General 
Assem bly which can m ake decisions on inscription on the WH List 

UNESCO World Heritage Center supports WH Committee, advising State Parties 
on nomination preparation , organizing technical assistance, reporting on the 
conditions of properties , and adm inistering the World Heritage Fund . 

ICOMOS, IUCN, ICCROM as three advisory bodies 

• 
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Inscribing a property on the WH List 

Step one: The State Party prepares and submits an official inventory, called a 'Tentative List." 

Step two : A n omin ation is prepa red a n d su bmitted by th ose respon sible for property. 

Step th ree : An in depen dent evalu ation ofth e nornin ated property is made by experts . 

Step four: a decision on the nomination is made by the World Heritage Committee . 

Step five: ongoing commitmentto submitregular reports aboutthe state ofconservation and pro 
tection measures by State Party to WH Committee (46 properties on the List ofWH in Danger) • 
Preparing WH nomination 

Guideline documents: Operational Guidelines "formatfor the nomination of 
properties for inscription on the WH List" （血似- hc.unesco.org/en/guidelines/ 

World Heritage Resource Manuel "Preparing World Heritage Nominations" (http : 
I/w h c . u n esco.org/en/a ctivities/643) 

Nominated property should carry potentiality to justify Outstanding Universal 
Value, including integrity and authenticity, comparative studies in global and 
regional context as well as preservation and management requirements. 

Multi-yearnomination cycle in paragraph 168 of OG (e.g . deadline for 
submission ofnomination dossieron 1 Feb , 1700h GMT) 

Realistic preparatory work plan with a team approach is required . 

• 
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Statement of OUV 

Two pages summary consisting offive elements: 

• A brief synthesis that summaries the property' s geographi cal and histori cal context, main features , 
and attributes that convey its OUV 

• A short justification for each of the chosen criteria 
• A statem ent of i nteg rity 
• A statem ent of authenti city 
• Framework for protection and management incl uding long term challenges over time 

It must focus on the global values of the nominated property regardless of its 
local , regional and national values , as w ell as elaborate the reason to meet the 
WH criteria . 

It is the conceptual 'spine' of the nomination dossier, w hich everything should 
serve to ex plain , support, and confirm the proposed OUV. 

• It can be adjusted and refined over time as new and better explanations are 
developed in the progress of dossier w riting. 

Criteria of Outstanding Universal Value 

Criterion (i) : represent a masterpiece of human creative genius ; 

Criterion (ii): exhibit an important interchange ofhuman values, ove『 a span of time or withi 
n a cultural area of the world, on developments in architecture ortechnology, monumental arts 
, town-planning or landscape design ; 

Criterion (iii): bear a unique or at least exceptionaltestimonyto a cultural tradition or to a ci 
vilization which is living or which has disappeared 

Criterion (iv) : be an outstanding example ofa type of building, architectural ortechnological en 
semble or landscapewhich illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in human history; 

Criterion (v) : be an outstan din g example of a tradition al h u man settlement, lan d-use, or sea-u se 
which is representative ofa culture (or cultures), or human interaction with the environmente 
specially wh en it h as become vu ln erable u n der the impact of ir『eversible ch an ge ; 

Criterion (vi): be directly or tangibly associatedwith events o『 living traditions, with ideas, 
or with be|iefs, with artistic and |iterary works of outstanding universa| significance. (The Committ 
ee considers thatthis criterion should preferably be used in conjunction with other criteria) 

• 
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Boundary(nominated property) 

The proposed boundary should encompass all attributes and features 
conveying its potential OUV along with explicit rationale or explanation for 
the chosen boundary. 

The rationale can be based on historical, or geographical, or legal 
boundaries, or relevant other delineations including administration 
convenience that would not be the primary consideration. 

Serial nominations should concern an ensemble of components with 
specific cultural, social or functional links over time, in which each 
component contribute substantially to the OUV of the serial property as a 
whole. • 
Bufferzone 

Buffer zone is an area surrounding the nominated property that has 
complementary legal or customary restrictions places on its use and 
development to give an added layer of protection to the property 

It needs to include the immediate setting of the nominated property, 
important views and landscape, and functionally important attributes 
as a support to the property and its protection . 

Clear explanation of how buffer zone protects the property should be 
provided with clear rationale for chosen buffer zone boundary 
(protective designation) 

Buffer zone is a part of overall management system for the property . 

• 
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Authenticity 

credible or truthful information source based on Nara Document on Authen 
ticity, through a variety of attributes including 

• form and design ; 
• materials and substance; 
• use and function ; 
• traditions, techniques and management systems; 
• location and setting; 
• language, and other forms ofintangible heritage; 
• spirit and feeling ; 
• other internal and external factors 

"I nformation sources" are defined as all physical , written, oral, and figurati 
ve sources, which make it possible to know the nature, specificities, meani 
ng, and history of the cultural heritage. 

Reconstruction is acceptable only on the basis of complete and detailed d 
ocumentation and to no extent on conjecture • 
Integrity 

Integrity is a measure of the wholeness and intactness of the 
natural and/or cultural heritage and its attributes. 

Requires assessmenttowhich the property ; 

• a) includes all elem ents necessary to express its Outstanding Universal Value; 
• b) is of adequate size to ensure the complete representation of the features and 

processes which convey the property's significance; 
• c) suffers from adverse effects of developm ent and/or neglect. 

For properties nominated under criteria (i) to (vi) , physical fabric of 
the property and/or its significant features should be in good 
condition , and the impact of deterioration processes controlled 

• 
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Protection and management 

Nominated property must be protected from development or change that might have 
negative impacts. 

Significant visual qualities of the wider setting relevant to OUV should be protected and 
managed. 

Not having satisfactory protection will fail to achieve WH inscription . 

Necessary documented copies in English or French must be annexed 

Suitable management plan or documented management system , or a mechanism to 
undertake impact assessments for proposed changes is essential , demonstrating that 
various plans provided integrated effective management outcome to preserve OUV. • Without management plan , a suitable timetable for implementing the management system 
or plans should be included in Section 5.e. 

Nomination Dossier 

No required length for a nomination dossier, but a length of 200 to 400 
pages is common today. 

The focus should be on its contents, not on elaborate presentation , 
but it should be prepared for readers to be able to fully understand 
and easy navigate between sections in the dosser. 

The dossier must contain all information relevant to nomination with 
carefully selected annexes . 

• 
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General observations 

Use the standard format following Annex 5 of Operational Guideline 
and use the standard heading for each section and subsection 

[ Include a Table of Contents 

Use the appropriate terms like "nominated property" and "proposed 
boundary: 

\ 

[ Do not use abbreviations 

Make sure it is clearly written and intelligible with high standard of 
either in English or French 

\/ 

\/ 

• 

Format and table of content 

0. 
1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9 . 

• 

Executive Summary 
Identification of the Prope11y 
Description of the Property 
Justification for Inscription 
State of conservation and factors affecting the property 
Protection and Management 
Monitoring 
Documentation 
Contact Information of responsible authorities 
Signature on behalf of the State Pai1y{ies) 
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Executive Summary 

[ The information should be the same and identicaI as that provided in the main part of dossier ] 

[ The required map should be incIuded in the Executive Summary. ] 

• State Party 

• State, Province or Region 

• Name of Property 

• Geographical coordinates to the nearest second 

• Textual description of the boundary(ies) of the nominated prop 
erty 

• A4 (or " letter") size map of the nominated property, showing b 
oundaries and buffer zone (if present) 

• Criteria under which property is nominated (itemize criteria) 

• 
Executive summary (continue) 

Draft Statement of Outstanding Universal Value (text 1-2 page form 
at) 

• Brief synthesis 
• Justification for Criteria 
• Statement of I ntegrity (for all properties) 
• Statement of authenticity for properties nominated under criteria (i) to (vi) 
• Requirements for protection and management 

Name and contact info『mation of official local institution/agency 

• Organization: 
• Address: 
• Tel: 
• Fax: 
• E-mail: 
• Web address 

• 
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Section 1. Identification of the Property 

[눕t~:말盆?=：감寄?:{다雪#2:;u;;;ec,：;：：!：？ and size ]
• 1.a Country (and State Party if diffe 『ent)

• 1.b State, Province or Region 
• 1.c Name of Property 

• not exceed 200 characters, including spaces and punctuation. 
• 1.d Geographical coordinates to the nearest second: 

• latitude and longitude coordinates (N 45° 06' 05" W 15° 37' 56" ) 

001 

002 

003 

004 

。 | Etc.
Total area {inhectares) ha ha 

1.e Maps and plans, showing the boundaries ofthe nominated 
property and buffer zone 

• Annex to the nomination 
• Original copies of topographic m aps showing the boundaries of the nom inated 

property and buffer zone at the largest available and practical scale. Geographic 
Information in digital form is encouraged 

• A Location Map showing the location of the property within the State Party 
• Plans and specially prepared m aps of the property showing individual features are 

helpful and may also be annexed 

1.F Area of nominated property (ha.) and proposed buffer zone 
(ha.) 

• Area of nominated property: _ ha 
• Buffer zone ha 
• Total ha 

• 
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Section 2. Description 

멸르투도부부三군론”on: 
[2.a Description of P『Operty ]

• refer to all the significant features of the property 
• For cultural property, it can include a description of any building or build 

ings and architectural style, date of construction, materials, etc. 

[ 2.b Historyand Development ]
• Describe how the property has reached its present form and condition 

and the significant changes, including account of construction phases 
• Chronologically write for a global audience who is not familiar with majo 

r historical themes in your part of the world. • 
Section 3. Justification for Inscription 

Section three must account for OUVwith more detailed information 

[ 3.1 Justification fo 『 inscription 

\/ 

• m ake clear why the property is considered to be of "Outstanding Universal Value 

[ 3.1.a Briefsynthesis 

• It should comprise (i) a summary of factual information in geographical and 
historical context and main features and (ii ) a summary of qualities presenting 
OUV and necessity for protection and management with all stated criteria 

\

/ 

3.1.b C『ite 『ia underwhich inscription is p『oposed (and 
justification for inscription under these criteria) 

• describe for each criterion the relevant attributes 
• Provide a separate justification for each criterion cited 

• 
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[3.1. C Statement of lntegrity ]
• Integrity means that includes all elements necessary to express its Outstanding Univer 

sal Value; 
• is of adequate size to ensure the complete representation of the features and process 

es which convey the property's significance ; 
• suffers from adverse effects of development and/or neglect 

3.1.d Statement of Authenticity (for nominations made under crit 
eria (i) to (vi) 

• 'properties may be understood to meet the conditions of authenticity if their cultural val 
ues (as recognized in the nomination criteria proposed) are truthfully and credibly expr 
essed through a variety of attributes' 

• The following types of attributes might be considered as conveying or expressing Outs 
tanding Universal Value: 
• • form and design ; 
• • materials and substance ; 
• • use and function ; 
• • traditions , techniques and management systems; 
• • location and setting ; 
• • language and other forms of intangible heritage; 
• • spirit and feeling ; 
• • other internal/external factors . • 

3.1.e Protection and management requirements 

• It may be included in more detail in section 5, and should not 
reproduce the level of detail included in section 4 and 6. 

• It should include the necessary protection mechanisms, management 
systems and/or management plans, and address the threats to and 
vulnerabilities of the property. 

• These could include the presence of strong and effective legal 
protection, a clearly documented management system , including 
relationships with key stakeholders or user groups, adequate staff and 
financial resources, key requirements for presentation and effe 

• It needs to acknowledge any long-term challenges for the protection 
and management with long term strategy, as well as the most 
significant threats, vulnerabilities and negative changes of the property . 

• 
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Compa『ative Analysis 

\/ 

• The property should be compared to similar properties , whether on the World 
Heritage List or not. 

• The com parison should outline the sim ilarities the nom inated property has with 
other properties and the reasons that make the nominated property stand out. 

• The comparative analysis should aim to explain the importance of the 
nominated property both in its national and international context. 

3.3 P『oposed StatementofOutstanding Unive『sal Value 

• the official statement adopted by the World Heritage Committee at the time of 
inscription 

• It must be identical to the "Draft Statement of OUV" in the Executive Summary 
and should be concise and are set out in a standard format as follows: 
• a) Brief synthesis / b) Justification for Criteria / c) Statement of Integrity (for all 

properties) / d) Statem ent of authenticity for properties nom inated under 
criteria (i) to (vi) / e) Requirements for protection and management • 

Section 4. State of Conservation and factors 
affecting the Property 

[4.a Present state of conservation 
• It should present the base-line data necessary to monitor the state of conservati 

on of the nominated property in the future on physical condition , any threat to 0 
UV, and conservation measures ofthe property. 

• It should include major repair projects , indicators and statistical benchmarks to 
m onitor the state of conservation . 

[4.b Factors affecting the property 
• It should prov ide information on all the factors which are likely to affect or threat 

en the Outstanding Universal Value of a property as well as describe any difficul 
ties relevant to each specific property. 
• (i) Development Pressures (e.g. , encroachment , adaptation , agriculture , minin 

g) 
• (ii ) Env ironmental pressures (e.g ., pollution , climate change , desertification) 
• (iii ) Natural disasters and risk preparedness (earthquakes, floods , fires , etc .) 
• (iv) Responsible v isitation at World Heritage sites 
• (v) Num ber of inhabitants within the property and the buffer zone 

• 
43 



Section 5. Protection and Management of the 
Property 
[ Section five must demonstrate how effective protection is both provided ] 
and implemented on the ground. 

[The rationaIe for buffer zone should be provided. l 
[5.a Ownership 

• I ndicate the major categories of land ownership (including State, 
Provincial , private, community, traditional , customary and non-

[
governmental ownership, etc.). 

5.B Protective designation 

• List the relevant legal, regulatory, contractual , planning, institutional 
and/ or traditional status of the property 

• Provide the year of designation and the legislative act(s) 

\/ 

\/ 

• 

5.c Means of implementing protective measures. 

• Describe how the protection afforded by its legal, regulatory, 
contractual , planning, institutional and/ or traditional status indicated in 
section 5. b. actually works 

5.d Existing plans 『elated to municipalityand region in 
which the proposed property is located (e.g., regional o『 local 
plan, conservation plan, tourismdevelopment plan) 

• List the agreed plans which have been adopted with the date and 
agency responsible for preparation. The relevant provisions should be 
summarized in this section . 

• 
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5.e P『operty management plan o『 other management system 

• appropriate management plan or other management system is 
essential and shall be provided with sustainable development 
principles 

• A detailed analysis or explanation of the management plan or a 
documented management system as well as a timetable for 
implementation of management plan. 

5.f Sources and levels of finance 

• Show the sources and level of funding on annual basis 

• 
5.g Sources of expertise and training in conservation and 
managementtechniques 

• Indicate the expertise and training which are available from national 
authorities or other organizations to the property 

5.h Visitorfacilities and infrastructu『e

• describe the inclusive facilities available on site for visitors in relation to 
the provision of safe and appropriate access to the property 

• that may include interpretation/explanation (signage, trails , notices or 
publications, guides); museum/exhibition devoted to the property, 
visitor or interpretation centre; and/or potential use of digital 
technologies and services (overnight accommodation; restaurant; car 
parking; lavatories; search and rescue; etc.) 

• 
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5.i Policies and programmes 『elated to the p『esentation
and promotion ofthe property 

• provide information on the policies and programmes for the 
presentation and promotion of the nominated property 

5.j Staffing levels and expertise (professional, technical, 
maintenance) 

• I ndicate the skills and qualifications available needed for the good 
management of the property in relation to visitation and future training 
needs. 

• 
Section 6. Mon itoring 

6.a Key indicato『s for measuring state of conservation 

• List in table form those key indicators as the measure of the state of 
conservation of the whole property 

• I ndicate the periodicity of the review of these indicators and the 
location where the records are kept 

6.b Administrative a『『angements for monitoring p『operty

• Give the name and contact information of the agency(ies) responsible 
for the monitoring 

6.c Results of p『evious reporting exe『cises

• List, with a brief summary, earlier reports on the state of conservation 
of the property and provide extracts and references to published 
sources 

\。
46 



Section 7. Docu mentation 

7.A Photographsand audiovisual image inventoryand authori 
zation form 

• provide a sufficient number of recent images (prints, slides and, where 
possible, electronic formats , v ideos and aerial photographs) 
accompanied by the image inventory and photograph and audio-v isual 
authorization form 

Id Format Caption Date of Photographer/Dire ct Copy ri ght owner (if Contact deta ils N on ex clusiv 
No (slide/ Photo or of the v ideo d1fferentthan photo of copyright own e cession of 

pnnti v1 (mo/y r) grapher/d1rector of v er (N ame , addre rights 
deo) 1deo) ss, tel/fax , and e 

-mail) 

• 
7.B Texts relating to protective designation, copies of 
property management plans or documented management 
systems and extracts of other plans 『elevant to the property 

• Attach the texts as indicated in sections 5.b, 5.d and 5.e 

7.C Form and date of most recent records or i nventory of 
property 

• Provide a straightforward statement giv ing the form and date of the 
most recent records or inventory of the property 

7.D Address where inventory, reco『ds and archives are held 

[7.E Bibliography 

\/ 

• 
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8. Contact Info 『mation of 『esponsible
autho『ities

[8.a P『epare『

• Name: 
• Title: 
• Address: 
• City, Province/State, Country: 
• Tel: 
• Fax: 
• E-mail: 
bcd 888 ,̀ '̀ '̀  

Official Local Institution/Agency 

Other Local Institutions 

Official Web add 『ess

[9. Signatu 『e on behalfofthe State Party 

、
,
、
,
、
，
、
’

• 

Examples of defining OUV 

\。
48 



Criterion (i): represent a masterpiece of human 
C『eative genius 

• High intellectual or symbolic endowment, a high level of artistic , 
technical or technological skills 

• Uniqueness is not sufficient to justify inscription. The property must 
be considered in a broader cultural historical context. 

EXAMPLE 
Sydney Opera House (Australia) 

Inaugurated in 1973, the Sydney Opera 
House is a great architectural work of the 
20th century that brings together multiple 
strands of creativity and innovation in both 
architectural form and structural design. A I _J __ , r ...-:: 뀜 
great urban sculpture set in a remarkable 운 

waterscape, at the tip of a peninsula pro- --~ :-a;n-~.;:-..; 점 

jectin9 into Sydney Harbour, the buiIding l 
has had an enduring influence on architec- ------------o 
ture. The Sydney Opera House comprises three groups of interlocking vaulted 'shells' which 
roof two main performance hal ls and a restaurant. These shell-structures are set upon a vast 
platform and are surrounded by terrace areas that function as pedestrian concourses. In 

o:：「s'hwa\ce二ltteh: 『;롭『麟ttz0;；\: :：rnk:apre;；|CHa::＼＼:a;;p?：；：dt:：::sltnrtuee\「。~~i~nal jury to 

Criterion (ii): exhibit an important interchange of human values, over a span 
of time or within a cultural area of the world, on developments in architecture 
or technology, monumental arts, town-planning or landscape design 

• I nterchange of human values , two way flow of ideas, displaying 
cultural fusion or local adaptation 

EXAMPLE 

Samarkand - Crossroads of Cultures 
(Uzbekistan) 

The historic town of Samarkand is a 
crossroad and melting pot of the world's 
cultures. Founded in the 7th century BC 
as ancient Afrasiab, Samarkand had 
its most significant development in the 
Timurid period from the 14th to the 
15th centuries. Ensembles in Samarkand 
such as the Bibi Khanum Mosque and 
Registan Square played a semina l role in 
the development of Islam ic architecture 
over the entire reg ion, from the Mediterranean to the Indian subcontinent. 

• Also inscribed under criteria (i) and (iv). 
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Criterion (iii): bear a unique or at least exceptional testimony to a cultural tradition 
or to a civilization which is living or which has disappeared 

• Consider processes, cultural tradition, ov er a long period of time, 

defined a w ay of life or civ ilization in geo-cultural region w ith precise 

tangible results 

EXAMPLE 
Historic Centre of Macao 

(China) 

Macao bears a unique testi
mony to the first and 

longest- lasting encounter 
between the West and 

China. From the 16th to the 
20th centuries, it was the 

focal point for traders and 
missionaries, and the differ

ent fields of learning. The 
impact of this encounter 

can be traced in the fusion 
of different cultures that characterize the historic core of Macao . 

• lso inscribed under criteria (ii), (iv) and (vi). 

soa 

a6.ias 

o 

Criterion (iv): be an outstanding example of a type of building, architectural 
or technological ensemble or landscape which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) 

in human history 

• Illustrate more significant stages in history; historical moment of 

outstanding importance in regional or global impact; defined in terms of 

cultural history and the patterns of continuity and change in that history. 

EXAMPLE 
Rideau Canal (Canada) 

The Rideau Canal is an extensive, well 
preserved and significant example of a 
canal which was used for a military pur
pose linked to a significant stage in 
human history - that of the fight to con
trol the north of the American continent. 

The nominated property includes all the 
main elements of the original canal to
gether with relevant later changes in the 
shape of watercourses, dams, bridges, fortifications, lock stations and related archaeological 
resources. The original plan of the canal, as well as the form of the channels, has remained 
intact. The Rideau Canal has fulfilled its original dynamic function as an operating waten,vay 
without interruption since its construction. Most of its lock gates and sluice valves are still 
operated by hand-powered winches. 
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Criterion (v): be an outstanding example of a traditional human settlement, 
land-use, or sea-use which is representative of a culture (or cultures), or human 
interaction with the environment especially when it has become vulnerable 
under the impact of irreversible change 

• Settlement or use m ust be an outstanding representation of a 
culture or human interaction with environment 

EXAMPLE 
Agave Landscape and Ancient Industrial Facilities of Tequila (Mexico) 

The 34,658 ha site, between the foothills of the Tequila Volcano and the deep valley of the 
Rio Grande River, is part of an expansive landscape of blue agave, shaped by the culture of 
the plant used since the 16th century to produce tequ ila spirit and for at least 2,000 years to 
make fermented drinks and cloth. Within the landscape are working distilleries reflecting the 
growth in the international consumption of 
tequila in the 19th and 20th centuries. Today, 
the agave cultu re is seen as part of national 
identity. The area encloses a living, working 
landscape of blue agave fields and the urban 
settlements of Tequila, Arenal and Amatitan 
with large distilleries where the agave 'pine
apple' is _fermente~ and distill~d. !he _p_r~p
erty is also a testimony to the Teuchitlan 
cultures which shaped the Tequila area from 
AD 200-900, notably through the creation of 

. erraces for agriculture, housing, temples, ceremonial mounds and ball courts. 
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Criterion (vi): be directly or tangibly associated with events or living traditions, 
with ideas, or with beliefs, with artistic and literary works of outstanding universal 
significance. (The Committee considers that this criterion should preferably be 
used in conjunction with other criteria.) 

• The World Heritage List doesn't inscribe events , traditions , ideas , beliefs 
and artistic or literary works in themselves, but it may inscribe properties 
w hich are directly and tangibly associated with these. 

EXAMPLE 
Struve Geodetic Arc (Belarus, Estonia, Finland, 
Latvia, Lithuania, Republic of Moldova, Norvvay, 
Russian Federation, Sweden and Ukraine) 

The measu ring of the arc and its results are di
rectly associated with scientific inquiry about the 
shape and size of the world. It is linked with Sir 
Isaac Newton's theory that the world is not an 
exact sphere. 

Also inscri bed under criteria (ii) and (iii) . 

\。
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The Korean experience: 
Namhansanseong 

• 
Bird eye's View of N amhansanseong 
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广 Outwork 

\ 

Namhansanseong Emergency Palace, Historic Site No. 480 
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FourGates 
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Example of Namhansanseong 

• Criterion ii) 

amhansanseong exhibits the resulc of interchange between Korea, China and 

Japan during the 16th-18th centuries in its fortress layour and architecture. The seven 

years war with Japan (1592- 1598), the continuous invasion ofQing China (1627 - 1637) 

and the subsequent years in which Joseon recognized cl1e suzerainty of Qing had an im

mense inAuence on all aspects of the Joseon sociery. These changes introduced the need 

to construct an emergency capita l city with competent defensive capaciry to preserve the 

cabiliry of cl1e King and the government, thus resulting in the actual design, construc

tion, and continuous reconstruction of the fortress to suit the long term warfare and co 

effectively respond to the new weaponry and armaments introduced from the rwo major 

wars. Consuuction and complementary measures (aken at Namhansanseong resulted in 

the systemization ofJoseon's fort ress theories incorporating important aspects from vari

ous Ch inese military defense writings. 

。

(iv) be an outstanding example ofa type ofbuilding, architectural or technological 

ensemble or landscap e which illustrates (a) significant stage (s) in human histo ry; 

l 
。

din!! examole of amhansanseong is an outstanding example ofa mountain fortress chat preserve 

d1e long stand ing technical history offortress building in the region. Throughout the hi、

cory ofthe world, and especially in the history ofKorea, many fortresses and castles were 

built co defend one's livel ihood against an enemy force . The value of Na.111hansanseong 

lies in d1ar rhe fortress developed into being a living environment from being a single 

defensive scruccure only utilized in emergency. Maximizing che advantages of che rugged 

terrain and locating various facilities inside the fortress made it possible co function both 

as a city and a defensive structure. Recognized for its unportant geographical location, the 

ite preserves walls iliat have been constructed since the 7th century chat generates down co 

the 19th century preserving the distinct feacures ofeach period, especially so in the deveJ

opmenc ofwarfare. The techn iques employed co construct the walls and individual com

ponencs all respond co the technical development ofweaponry. The fortress is preserved in 

its entirety with administrative, military facilities and domestic urban infrastructu re that 

was laid out during the 17th century when over 4,000 people were moved into the forcre 

O SUPPOrc the funccion ofche cicy. 
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Evolution of Fort『ess Wall Const『uction

Unified Silla Period "J'h 
Century- Corn kernel shaped 
stone 

1686- uncut rectangular stones 

1624 - Coursed bond walls 
shapedlike 品

1709- Rectangular stones 

1638- irregular broken stones 

1753-uncutlarge rectangular 
stones 

[Thank you for your attention ]
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 January 2015 

Examining Sigatoka Sand Dunes 
-Tentative World Heritage Site (Fiji) 

Presented by Mr. Jason Tutani 
(Park Manager of Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park) 
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” Cultural Site 

OVERVIEW 
❖ u混SCO TentativeList 

❖ Sigatoka Sand Dunes 

❖ Justification for OUV 

❖ Protection & Management 

❖ InTime 

❖ SiteVisit 
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UNESCO Tentative List 
♦:• Date of Submission: 26/ 10/ 1999 

❖ Criteria: ~ 

❖ Category: Cultural 

♦:• Submitted by: 
National Trust for Fiji 

♦:~ Coordinates: Long. 177°30' E ; Lat. 18°20' S South 
West Coast of F~ji's main island of VitiLetu, 3 1血
V."est of Sigatoka Tovv'n . 

Sigatoka Sand Dunes 
TI1e Sigatoka Sand Dunes are located directly west of the 
mouth of the Sigatoka River the second largest river i11 Fiji. 
TI1ey are the product of fluvial erosion i11 the coastal hinterland 
and coastal dune forming processes. TI1e eAtensive dune system 
covers an area of 650 acres and comprises a series of parabolic 
sand dunes of various ages and activities. Approximately half 
the area is unstable, especially in the east. TI1e vegetation is 
predomi11antly native forest and introduced herbaceous 
communities. TI1e Sigatoka Sand Dunes are the location of one 
of Fiji's earliest recorded prehistoric sites. Evidence of the past 
is clearly visible tl1rougl1out the dune system as pottery scatters, 
stone tools, human remai11s and other archaeological relics 
conti11ue to be uncovered by natt1ral processes. 
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Justification of OUV 
❖ (iii) to bear a unique or at least exceptional 

testimony to a culniral tradition or to a civilization 
,vhich is living or ,vhich has disappeared; 

Archaeological deposits found dated to around 2700 
years. Strong link to the Lapita mi卽~ation into the 
remote Pacific. 

Excavation work in the Sigatoka Sand 
Dunes - 2012 
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Justification of OUV 
❖ (iv) to be an outstanding example of a type of 

building, architectural or technological ensemble or 
landscape ,vhich illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in 
human history; 

Occupation of the dunes is believed to be episodic- 6 
settlement phases have been identified. 

Pottery sequence at the 
Sand Dunes 

(T ! 
/·· '" 

? 

Fijian Plainware Phase 
pottery from Sigatoka, 
ca 1650 - 1500 years old 

( . .. > ·-

Y‘· 

= 
Vuda phase pottery 
from Sigatoka, ca 700-
500 years old 

Late Lapita Phase pottery 
from Sigatoka, ca. 2500 years 
old 

Navatu Phase pottery 
from Sigatoka, ca 
1450 years old 
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Justification of OUV 
❖ (v) to be an outstanding example of a tr·aditional 

human settlement, land-use, or sea-use ,vhich is 
representative of a culttue (or cultures), or human 
interaction ,,,ith the environment especially \\'hen it 
has become vulnerable under the impact of 
ilTeversible change ; 

Man's impact are significant: 

on the landscape- unique 

Buried history- La pita link 

Surviving dry dune forest pockets- unique 
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Management & 
Protection 

❖ Fiji Government petitioned to protect 
the Sigatoka Sand Dunes as a National 
Park. 

❖ In July 1989, 390 acres of the Sigatoka 
Sand Dunes became Fiji's First 
National Park. 

❖ Management handed to National Trust 
of Fiji 
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Legal Protection 

❖ NTF 1970 

❖ Cro,vn Land Acts 

❖ Criminal La,v 

♦:• La~· of Nuisance 

♦:• La'-'r of Trespass 

Site Management 
Site :tvianagement: 
• Adminisu·ation 
• Surveillance & 

Enforcement 
• Track:tviaintenance 
• Tour guiding 
• Visitor Infonnation 

65 

Governance 
• Lease conditions 
• NTF Sh·ategic Plan 

__ Ranger
Conservation 

| SSDNP| 



Partners 
❖ TI1e Govenunent & our 1Iit1istry 

♦:t TI1e Fiji 1\Iuseum 

❖ Local Govenunent 1\Iit1istries-NFA, Police, A잎'icultt1re 
Department, Provit1cial Office 

❖ NGOs- OISCA, LRI 

❖ Shangri-la's 1\Iarit1e Centre 

❖ Local Schools- Kulukulu Public School 

❖ Kulukulu Crimes Committee 

❖ \-illage Communit)' 

NP Activities 
•!• Visitors- to11rs, site programs 

- Yatabalavu & Yatolekaleka 

- International Student Volunteer program 

- DuneRace 

•!• School Outreach 

Eco-Workshops 

- Special day celebrations 
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NP Activities 
❖ Conservation 

Dune forest restoration & weed work 

Scientific Research- Butterfly surveys, Bird 1vionitoriI1g 

Archaeological digs 

❖ Community Outreach 

Community volunteer scheme 

Sigatoka Tov,n Council- 3R campaign & Beautification 
committee 

Kulul-:tllu Crimes Committee Coral Coast Chapter 
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NP Activities 
❖ Photography/Filming 

- Fashion photo-shoots 

- Boll}T\Vood 

Commercial campaigns 

❖ CommunityAccess 

- Firewood 

Challenges 
❖ Financial 

❖ IllegalActivities e.g. grazing 

❖ Sand extraction 

❖ Fire 

❖ Sigatoka To\vn Rubbish Tip 
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二 -..... 

SITE VISIT 
Walk Yatolekaleka 

Time: 1 hour 

뿐.：：：：：7 ,....w ..... 
3 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 January 2015 

The Successful Inscription of 
"The Historical Port Town of Levuka" 

- Legal Mechanism 

Presented by Mr. Sipiriano Nemani 
(Acting principal, Policy and Convention Officer, 

Department of Heritage & Arts) 
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THE SUCCESSFUL INSCRIPTION 
0F " The Historical PortTown of 
Levuka" - LEGAL MECHAN ISM . 
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■ Revision of initial draft of the Decree to focus 
spedficaUy an places cf wodd he,ritage• 
significance. 

■ Esta bllis hing a Fiji Heritage Counci I .. 
■ !Regi st er of Potentiall ·worlld Heritage Pllaces. 
■ Tentative and World Heritage List. 
■ Management (i nd. destruction etc.) of site . 
■ Establishment and management of buffer 

zone boundaries 

■ LEVERAGE~ safeg uard ing of heritage 
sites-t o become - and 
those - \nJOrld herit age sit es; 

■ COORDI NATED I eg al protect i 011 of sit es of 
world heri t age significance; 

■ MAXIIMISE hum an, physical and fin anci al 
resources boost ing work in t he herit age sub
sector esp,. on future nom inat ion s; 

■ IMPOSITION of penalt ies re:: dest ruct ion and 
deg radat ion of sit es of \nJorld herit age 
si g 11 ifi can ce ,. 
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WORLD HERITAGE IN FIJI: 
PERCEPTIQ,N . 

■ INe\riJ a nd int e restin g con cept; 
■ Levuka paved th e way fo r recognition ofth e 

nh eritage" con cept a nd work in Fiji; 
■ !Need fo r revi sion of reg ul atory a nd legal 

m ech ani sm s conducive to th e promotion of 
he ritage; 

■ Li nkin g worl d heritage to econom ic 
opportuni ti es, live lihood a nd employm ent 
generation .. 

■ Heritage in School s .. 
■ Mainta ining th e mom entum and work in re lation 

t o worl d h eritage 떼 

■ THANKYOU 

74 



Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World He『itage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 Janua『y 2015 

Other Tentative Sites in Fiji - A Synopsis 

Presented by Mrs. Elizabeth Erasito 
(Director ofNational Trust ofFiji) 
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이!fered by the TFC in the Register o 
Taukei Customary Fishing Rights. 
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Name I | Sovi Basin I | Yaduataba Oested | 
Iguana Sanctuary 

二:IOn I 
| 26/10/1999 1 | 2b/10/1999 | 

- I Cultuml | I NatumI | 

\ (iii) 
(iv) 
(v) 

\ I Department of Environment I 

urism industry. 
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ry t> years with max. increase 
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SOVI BASIN PROTECTED AREA (~~r~) 
MANAGEMENT & PROTECTION 
"T .... - -·-"-ction of the SBPA for fut 
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the SBPA 

Co函rvati.on of bcodiversiJy and ecosyslem £unctions is lo be the higJ.텨 management priority. 

':s s1otemenl 『et«t:s the original desigootion of the SBPA onci its status m one 여 F11i's most impo『Ian! natural 
hentoge cs딱s . 

2 . Lanidow函s ore equitci:>le beneficiaries ol the desig;nation of 1he 파e and any ma띠3emen1 interventions. 

e intent lhere is. lo ensu『e 1hat ihe landowners are eFective co-marogemenl partners anci 적ui table bereficimies 
of the SBPA. 

3 Ma~ment discussion and dec1sion·mc1난 is to be tramparenl and occoun1able. 

deei5~makm亡on5쇼r5 the mu1ri터曲dder a5pi『어ions In |Prticulo1, lhe la따”函 
gement Plan 1s the e~1eblishment al a Co-management framework for th ,s pu 『po효. 

Capacily building at both national a nd local I타el5. 

1s 1:s a commi1ment to capocfy building in the a『ea of scientific and techruc:al e1t;perl:se m well as in othe 『
I m아 be identf,ed b-: the landowner,. 

I viiilors f:o ,he SBPA.ha 
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Next Steps for Fiji's Tentative 
Lists 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World He『itage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 Janua『y 2015 

Possible Cultural Site for Nomination 

Presented by Ms. Sagale Buadromo 
(Director of Fiji Museum) 
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I MUSEUM 
VAL[ N I 

I YPlfA 
MAll.Oll.01 

Possible Cultural Site for 
Nomination 

The Fiji Museum looks after (as part of 
Fiji's tangible and intangible heritage) -

A rc h a e o l og i c a l/p a l a e o n to l og i ca l, 
material culture and oral traditions. 

Cultural site - the heritage feature -

rock painting depicts a typical proto 
Polynesian, Austronesian or Lapita 

trad ition .. 
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Vatulele Map 
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Justification of Outstanding Universal 

value. 
• The Heritage features here in Vatulele - are the red Rock art and are typical of 

those found of Lapita Rock paintings .. they are usually pl aced high on rock 
p|a.tforms facing oceans or |imestone rocks, as it is seen here in yatu|e|e. 
Using red pigments (iron oxide), Lapita people or Proto Polynes ians used such 
rock platforms as a way of showing information to those that followed their 
path of sa iling through the islands. The rock art showed faces that were 
painted, anima ls such as turtles, dolphins, roosters , birds, and a canoe and 
lots of hand stencils. 

• It is thought that these limestone cliffs have been used over many years, with 
many rock paintings fad ing away and " fresher" ones painted over the lighter 
ones. So perhaps the latest ones were done in the 1600s -1700s… 

• Criteria(iii) to bear a unique or at least exceptional 
testimony to a cultural tradition or to a civilization 
which is living or which has disappeared 
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APT tradition - or Austronesian Pa inting 
Tradition 

- Ch ris Ba lla rd ( 1990s) 

-10 metres h igh off grou nd 
-in inaccessible a reas 

- It was suggested that 
this placement may have had significance in 

terms of the association of the paint-

ings with funerary rites/beliefs as indicated by 
the locationaI co-association ofthe 

painted a rt with h u ma n bu ria ls, includ ing 
boat/ca noe bu ria ls. 
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Vatulele Rock Art 

red" rock art as those found 
in Vatul ele, drawings in red 
pigment of such things as 
men wearing masks or paint, 
breadfruit leaves, hand 
stencils, roosters, etc 

Vatulele Rock Art 
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"Conveying Social information" 

• Rock art on Vatulele and 
Nawakakau conveying social 
information ... (Wobst, 1977) 

요arison with other 

similar QI약erties: 

i) Kakadu National Park 

North Australia 

ii) France - Lascaux 

UNESCO Pictures. 
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Not similar to those other two sites 

• This site highlights Lapita or Austronesian 
travellers, …we have something similar in the 
Limestones and caves in New Caledonia, 
Indonesia, Vanuatu, (in areas that the Lapita 
people had spread through the Pacific)… 

In Fiji, they were put in areas that were "highly 
travelled" to convey to those following that these 
places contain - these kinds of people, food, Masi, 
etc. and even water, which would allow them to 
refuel and replenish their sources ... etc. 

Vinaka 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 January 2015 

Establishing a Framework for Protected Areas 
in Fiji 

Presented by Ms. Susana Tuisese 
(Fij i National Protected Areas Committee) 
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Establishing a Framework for 
Protected Areas in Fiji 

Susana Tuisese 

Director, Cl Fiji Program 

Chair, Fiji National Protected Areas Committee 

30 January 2015 

Environment 
Environment 

Management Act 2005 

Section 7(1): … 
establishes the 
National Environment 

National Council 

Section 8(2): 
The National Council 
may appoint any technical 
committee necessary to 
advise it on 
matters affecting 
environmental p『otection

and resou 『ce management. 
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Role of 

Protected Area Committee 
Provide technical advise to National Environment Council 

Key Outcomes 
✓ Identify gaps in the existing protected area system, including 

the extent of protected areas, the state of scientific 
knowledge and the adequacy of existing management 
measures 

✓ Facilitate consensus on national priority areas for 
conservation, including terrestrial, freshwater and marine 
protected areas 

✓ Mapping of adequate and representative national protected 
area system 

► Identify actions for the establishment and effective 
management of protected areas to be implemented by 
government, non-government organisations and the private 
sector 

► Identify options for sustainable financing of protected areas 
✓ ~the exchange of.-.,g 

between stakeholders. 
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Major Deliverables 

✓ Action Plan for PoWPA 2010 

✓ |dentification of gaps in the existing 
protected area system, state of scientific 
knowledge and the adequacy of existing 
management measures 

✓ Facilitate consensus on national priority 
areas for conservation, including terrestrial, 
freshwater and marine protected areas 

✓ Mapping of adequate and representative 
national protected area system 

1 ;;:et I :aar:::al 1 

NOTES | 
17% 16.7% l. ~ 

protected and based on eco|ogica| 

~is an additional~ 

~osedtobe 

PROTECTED. 

2. Olson (2010) recommended 40% 

of native forest area which is 

equivalent to 20% of Fiji's 

landmass. 

10% 30% 1. 꼬 Mauritius Declaration 

100 

committed that hY..1.QZQ._Fiji would 

protect 30% of coasta| and marine 

areas. 

2. By 2012: 16.6% of coastal and 

marine areas are effectively 

protected 



Dry forest -60% 

Tropical Island 
Freshwater System 

Fresh Water 
Bodies: 14% 

Rivers/Streams: 

Freshwater wetland Mangrove - 0% 
vegetation Peat a nd sago 

swamp:11% 

Endemic palms 
(37% 
Sago palm (0 
Birds (42%) 
Bats (100% 
Reptiles :100% 
Amphibians :50% 
Land snails: 63% 

Freshwater fauna 
:2% 

% 1% 1% target l '}o 
Protected I Proposed I covered 
(under !Protected !(existing +lg 
existine: PAl I Areas I orooosed 二

21.5 62 

Upland forest
(13.3%) 
Lowland forest -
3.9% 

83.5 16.5 78% 

100 13.3 34 47.3 52,7 35% 

60% 
II | | 17% 

managed 

40% 3.9 | 19 22.9 77.1 

ected 

100 60% (YT) 46 100 33 % 

100 | 。 | | 60 

100 14 19.9 86 

100 11 。 100 
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Vegetation Type 

三
Remarks 

I Cloud/Montane Forest | 

廳
| Upland Rain FO『est | 
Lowland Rain Forest 

| Dry Forest | 
| Mangrove Forest and I 

Shrubs 
Smaller 

Vegetation 

Island 

Coastal Strand 
Vee:etation 
Freshwater Wetland 
Vegetation (Peat and sago 
swamn\ 

100% 100 % of the existing 

100% 100 % of the existing 

60% - Managed 
forest 

40%- 벨ected 

100 % 100 % of the existing 

100% 100 % of the existing. 

100 % - Managed In habitat & Uninhibited 
forest 

30% protected (forest 
policy) 

100% managed Left as they are 

100 %. Natural lakes, swamps and 
rive『s and creeks 

I MAP LAYERS USED I 

Map of 
proposed 

rotected Ar 
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Analysis 編
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00000 6s

4

l

2 

peent 

g 10 

&u 

A ̀e 
§v \O 

`¢ 

S0 
L ` 섰

 

&
、&

` 

&` 
\0 人

he 

\̀  A0 

4 Se 

8 & 

.̂  §C
` ̀ 

§v ̀
 

0\ 
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-----’ 1 , 

Other 
Permanent Harvest Unknown Management 

10.4 121.8 49.9 1113.5 

53.0 119.8 30.0 1302.3 
5.3 17.4 0.0 186.3 
0.6 6.1 0.0 44.7 

14.3 131.0 17.7 8651.9 
Effectiveness scores from Mi |ls et al. 2011 (lower range) | -_ 
---
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Potential WH Activities for PAC 

• Review PA System for nomination of Natural 
Sites to the Register of Potentia I World 
Heritage Sites, Fiji 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 January 2015 

World Heritage (Cultural) in Korea and 
Sharing Nomination Experience 

Presented by Prof. Hae Un Rii 
(President of ICOMOS-Korea) 
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World Heritage in Korea and 
Sharing Nomination Experience : 

Cultural Heritage 

Hae Un Rii 
President, ICOMOS-Korea 

Workshop on Preparation ofNomination Files 
for UNESCO World Heritage List 

January 30, 2015 

WORLD HERITAGE IN KOREA 
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World Heritage in Korea 
Name of World Heritage Year Criteria Serial 

1 
Haeinsa Temple Janggyeong Panjeon, the Deposi 

1995 (iv) (vi) 
tories for the Tripitaka Koreana woodblocks 

2 Jongmyo Shrine 1995 (ivl (iv) 

3 I Seokguram Grotto and Bulguksa Temple 1995 (i) (iv) 。

4 ChangdeokgungPalace Complex 1997 (ii) (iii) (iv) 

5 Hwaseong Fortress 1997 (ii) (iii) 

6 I Gochang, Hwasun and Ganghwa Dolmen Sites 2000 (iii) 。

7 I Gyeongju Historic Areas 2000 (ii) (iii) 。

8 I Jeju Volcanic Island and Lava Tubes 2007 (vii) (viii) 。

9 I Royal Tombs ofthe Joseon Dynasty 2009 I (iii) (iv) (vi) 。

10 I Historic Villages of Korea: Hahoe and Yangdong 2010 (iii) (iv) 。

11 I Namhansanseong 2014 (ii)(iv) 。

3 
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Seo沖ram Grotto and 
Bulguksa Temple 

❖ December 1995 

❖ Criteria (i)(iv) 

❖ Serial nomination 

❖ the Seokguram Grotto : 
❖ A monumental statue of the Buddha looking at the sea 

in the bhumisparsha mudra position. 

❖ A masterpiece of Buddhistart in the Far East. 

❖ Bulguksa Temple and Seokguram Grotto form a 
religious architectural complex of exceptional 
s ignificance 
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Haeinsa Temple Janggyeong Panjeon, 
the Depositories for the Trlpltaka Koreana woodblocks 

❖ December 1995 

❖ Criteria (iv) (vi) 

❖ Its religious significance aside, the Tripitaka 
Koreana preserved in impeccable condition 
testifies to the outstanding achievements of 
medieval Koreans in science and technology, 
especially printing and publishing. 
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Jongmyo Shrine 

❖ December 1995 
❖ Criteria (iv) 
❖ The first Jongmyo of the dynasty was erected in 

Seoul in 1395, and the Main Hall, Jeongjeon, 
contained seven rooms. Each room was used for the 
memorial tablets of one king and his queen(s). 

❖ The 4th king of the dynasty, King Sej ong, had an 
additional hall, Yeongnyeongj eon, Hall of Eternal 
Comfort. With successive reigns and an increasingly 
large number of memorial tablets, however, 
additions had to be made to the facilities. 

❖ Jongmyo is the term used for a place where 
memorial services are performed for deceased kings. 

뇨-따’t척 
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Changdeokgung Palace Complex 

❖ December 1997 

❖ Criteria (ii) (iii) (iv) 

❖ Changdeokgung Palace was built during the Joseon 
Dynasty(1395 - 1910) and has more buildings 
preserved than any other palace from that period. 

❖ This palace was a favorite ofthe kings because it 
was the most purely Korean of all the palaces. 
A particularly distinctive feature is the fact that it 
was built with minimum effect on the natural 
environment and designed to harmonize with 
nature as completely as possible. 
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Hwaseong Fortress 

❖ December 1997 

❖ Criteria (ii) (iii) 

❖ The fortress is the shining accomplishment 
of a sagacious king who led a political and 
cultural renaissance with the counsel of 
young scholars seeking institutional reforms 
and practical application of academic 
theories. 
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Gyeongju Historic Areas 

❖ December 2000 
❖ C rite ria (ii) (iii) 
❖ Serial Nomination : 

c Namsan Mountain Belt / The Wolseong Belt / The 
Tumuli Park Belt / Hwangnyongsa Temple Belt / 
Mountain Fortress Belt 

❖ The Gyeongju Historic Areas contain a remarkable 
concentration of outstanding examples of Korean 
Buddhist art, in the form of sculptures, reliefs, 
pagodas, and the remains of temples and palaces 
from the flowering of this form of unique artistic 
expression. 
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Gochang, Hwasun and Ganghwa 
Dolmen Sites 

❖ December 2000 
❖ Criteria (iii) 
❖ Serial Nomination 

口 Gachang, Jeollabuk-do Province 
□ Hwasun, Jeollanam-do Province 
口 Ganghwa-gun, Incheon Metropolitan City 

❖ These are of great archaeological value for the 
information that they provide about the prehistoric 
peoples who built them and their social and political 
systems, beliefs and rituals, arts and ceremonies, etc. 

❖ These sites contain the highest density and greatest 
variety of dolmens in Korea, and indeed of any country. 
They also preserve important evidence of how the stones 
were quarried, transported, and raised and ofhow 
dolmen types changed over time in north-east Asia. 
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Royal Tombs of the Joseon Dynasty 

❖ 2009 /2013(minor modification) 
❖ Criteria (iii) (iv) (vi) 
❖ Serial Nomination 

CJ 40 Royal Tombs in the 18 Clusters 
CJ located in Seoul Metropolitan Government, 

Gyeonggi-do Province, and Gangwon-do Province 
❖ The tombs were built to honor the memory of 

ancestors, to show respect for their achievements, 
to assert royal authority, to protect ancestral 
spirits from evil and to provide protection from 
vandalism. A royal tomb was a sacred place where 
the deceased could "live" in the afterlife amidst 
dynasty-protecting ancestral spirits. 
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Nan獻1nseok (Stone guardrail) / 
Byounapunaseok (Retaining 

Stone) 

Munseogin (Stone Image 
of Civil Official) / 

Museogin (Stone Image 
of Military Official) 



Historic Villages of Korea: 
Hahoe and Yangdong 

❖ 2010 
❖ Criteria (iii)(iv) 
❖ Serial Nomination 

口 Hahoe(Andong) & Yangdong(Gyeongju), Gyeongsang 
buk-do Province 

❖ The two villages represent the two typical modes 
by which aristocratic clan villages were formed. 
口 Hahoe was a pioneering s라tlementformed when Ryu 

Jong-hye, of the Ryu clan, selected the land as the 
permanenthome for his descendants at the end of the 
Goryeo Dynasty in the 14th century. 

口 Yangdong Village by contrast began to grow into a 
village of the nobility when the Son clan hailing from 
anothervillage moved to a wife's hometown in 1457. 
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Namhansanseong 
❖ 2014 
❖ Criteria (ii) (iv) 
♦:♦ Serial Nomination 
♦:♦ It was designed as an emergency capital for the Joseon 

Dynasty , in a mountainous site. 
♦:♦ Built and defended by Buddhist monk-soldiers, it could 

accommodate 4,000 people whose descendants living 
till today and fulfilled important administrative and 
military functions. 

♦:♦ The city embodies a synthesis ofthe defensive military 
engineering concepts of the period, based on Chinese 
and Japanese influences, and changes in the art of 
fortification following the introduction from the West of 
weapons using gunpowder. 
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Nominated Area and Buffer zone 

Legend 

Proposed Area of World Heritage Nomination =~=:,: .... 
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Tentative list of Korea 
I Name of Heritage | -Ancient Mountain Fortresses in Central Korea 

2 Daegokcheon Stream Petroglyphs 

3 Gongju and Buyeo Historic Sites" 

4 Iksan HistoricAreas* 

5 Kangjingun Kiln Sites 

6 Mt. Soraksan Nature Reserve 

7 Naganeupseong, Town Fortress and Village 

8 O eam Village 

2010. 01.11 

2010. 01.11 

2010. 01.11 

2010. 01.11 

1994.09 .01 

1994.09.01 

2011. 03.11 

2011.03.11 

* World Heritage Committee recommended to nominate two as 
one under the title of 'Baekje Historic Areas' . 

• Name of Heritage | -9 Salterns 2010. 01.11 

10 Seoul City Wall 2012.11.23 

11 Seowon, ConfucianAcademies of Korea 2011.12.09 

12 Sites of fossilized dinossaurs throughout the 
Southern seacoast 

2002.01.25 

13 Southwestern Coast Tidal Flats 2010. 01.11 

14 Upo Wetland 2011.01.11 

15 Gaya Tumil ofGimhae-Haman 2013.12.11 

16 Traditional Buddhist Mountain Temples of Korea 2013.12.12 

17 The Goryeong Jisandong Daegaya Tumuli 2013.12.12 
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NOMINATION EXPERIENCES 
Property Name Year Type Tentative List 

Royal Tombs of Joseon Dynasty 2009 Cultural/Serial 2006 

Historic Villages of Korea : 
2010 Cultural/Serial 1998 / 2002 Hahoeand Yangdond 

Namhansanseong 2014 Cultural/Se『ial 2010 
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Royals Tombs in Joseon Dynasty 
❖ 40 Tombs out of 42 Tombs in 18 clusters 

located in Seoul, Gyeonggi-do province and 
Gangwon-do province 

❖ Managed by CHA (government from the 
Joseon Dynasty) 

❖ Some tombs have been used other purposes 
such as military camps, athletic facilities, etc. -
made the detail management plans for each 
tombs 

❖ all tombs are designated as 'Historic Sites' and 
some buildings are as 'Treasures', etc. 

Historic Villages of Korea: 
Hahoe and Yangdong 

❖ Located both in Gyeongsangbuk-do province 
❖ the two typical modes by the aristocratic clan 

villages being designated as 'Important 
Folklore Cultural Heritage' / 'Treasures', etc. 

❖ Both were formed in 14th Century 
❖ Each village has its own Conservation 

Committee by residents 
❖ Needs the Umbrella organization to conserve 

and manage two villages 
❖ Almost of alllands are private owned 
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Nanthansanseong 

❖ Located Gyeonggi-do province 

❖ The Land is owned by public & private 

❖ People have lived over 300 years (11th 
generation)- commercial activities by 
residents are common 

❖ 'Historic Sites' - Namhansanseong 
(fortress) and Hanggeung (emergency 
palace) 

Preparation for the Nomination 

Domestic and International Conferences 
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Joseon Royal Tombs 

128 



Preparing the Dossier 

Property Na me Main Preparation Institution 

Royal Tombs of Joseon Dynasty I Cultural Heritage Administration 

Historic Villages of Korea : 
Hahoe and Yangdong 

Namhansanseong 

ICOMOS-Korea / funded by two 
cities (Andong & Gyeongju) 

Namhansanseong Culture and 
Tourism Initiative / ICOMOS-Korea 
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Preparing Dossier 

❖ After writing dossier, you have to send the 
draft dossier to the World Heritage Center 
to check up the format by 3 0th of September. 

❖ Notto long 

❖ Clean language 

❖ Reviewing from evaluator's viewpoint 

♦:♦ Photos and Video (DVD) 
❖ Better presentation 

c 
조선왕: 

I i ;;,깊 
。
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Preparation for the Technical 
Evaluation 

Invited Domestic and International Experts on 
World Heritage to check the boundaries and 
conservation and management on the site(s), 
evaluation routes, etc. 
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TechnicalEvaluation 

Introduction on the site first, and visit the site 
with brief explanation at the each point 
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Field Eva~ation for UNESCO World Heritage lnscttion 
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Yangdong Village 
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Mahoe Village 

Namhansanseong 
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Attending WorldHeritage 
Committee Meeting 

The 33rd World Heritage Committee 
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After the Inscription 

Goyuje 
(Ritual Ceremony at Jongmyo 

Shrine) 
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Reco1n1nendation by WHC 

Recommends that the State Party : 

a) Produce guidelines for appropriate 
development in the remaining 12 buffer 
zones; 

b) Develop and implement a sustainable 
tourism management plan including in
depth site interpretation. 

Conservation and Manage1nent 

► Comprehensive Management Plan for 
Royal Tombs to recover the original form 

► According to the nomination dossier and 
recommendation on the conservation and 
management, the plan is accomplishing 
based on the schedule. 

► Creating 'Joseon Royal Tombs 
Management Office' 
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Planning 
and 

Operation 
Team 

(7) i 11 

CHA 

Joseon Royal Tombs Management Office 

Established 2012 (444) 

Teams Regiona l Office 

Repairing Traditional | Eastern Central 
and Landscape Regional Regional 

Restoration Architecture Office Office 
Team Team : I (20) I I 

(3) 1.1 (3) I II (22) 

Western 
Regional 

Office 

(19) 

• Administrative Supporting Staffs : 353 
• Public Service Personnel : 17 

Royal Tomb Museum of 
the Joseon Dynasty 
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Historic Villages of Korea 

► Provincial Council passed the ordinance about 
the conservation and management 
organization like World Heritage Committee of 
Gyeongsangbuk-do Province 

► The Committee consisted of CHA persons, 
officers from province and two cities, experts, 
and residents. 

► Each village manages differently based on the 
characteristics of the village. 

► National Cultural Heritage Committee decides 
any activities including repair works in the 
villages. 

근`H 
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Conservation and Management 
❖ Directly managed by Local Government 

口 Andong City and Gyeongju City 
• Hahoe Village Management Office 

• Historic Village Management Team 

❖ To repair any buildings or change anything 
口 Residents should get the permission and 

financial supports from 
Local Government / GyeongsangBuk-do Province / 

Cultural Heritage Administration 

National Cultural Heritage Committee 
• Historic Site Subcommittee & World 

Heritage Subcommittee 

NCTI Changed the name 
to Namhansanseong 
World Heritage Center 
to better management. 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World He『itage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 Janua『y 2015 

World Heritage (Natural) in Korea and 
Sharing Nomination Experience 

Presented by Prof. Do-Soon Cho 
(Vice-Chair of UNESCO MAB National Committee of Korea) 
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Natural World Heritage in 
Korea and Sharing 

Nomination Experience 

Do-Soon Cho, Ph.D. 

Professor , the Catholic Univ. of Korea 
Vice-chair of MAB National Committee of Korea 

Contents 

1 . C 「 ite 「 ia fo 「 Natu 「 al Wo 「 |d 日 e 「itages

2. Examples of Natu 「 al Wo「 |d 日 e 「 itage

Sites 

3 . I nternational Natural Protected A「eas

4. Nomination Process of "Jeju Volcanic 
Island and Lava Tubes " Natu 「 al
Wo 「 |d He 「 itage Site 

5 . Suggestions 
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1. Criteria for Natural World Heritages 

* There are 10 criteria for world heritages 

* Four criteria are for natural sites 

* (vii) : aesthetic value 

* (viii) : geological value 

* (i x) : ecological value 

* (x) : biodiversity value 

(v ii )contain superl ative natural phenomena or areas of 
exceptional natural beauty and aesth eti c importance; 

(v iii )be outstandin g examples representin g major stages of 
earth' s hi story, in cludin g th e record of life, signifi cant 
on—goin g geolog ical processes in th e development of 
landforms, or signifi cant geomorphi c or phys iog raphic 
features; 

(ix) be outstandin g examples representin g signifi cant on— 
goin g ecological and bi olog ical processes in the 
evoluti on and development of terrestri al, fresh water, 
coastal and marin e ecosystems and communiti es of 
plants and animals; 

(x) contain th e most important and signifi cant natural 
habitats tor in —situ conservati on of bi olog ical diversity, 
in cludin g th ose containin g threatened species of 
Outstandin g Universal Value from the point of view of 
science or conservation. 
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Integrity and/or Authenticity 
* Properti es nominated under criteria (i) to (vi) (i. e. cultural 

sites) must meet the con dition s of authenticity. 

* Integ rity is a measure of the wholeness and intactn ess of 
th e natural and/ or cultural heritag e and its attributes . 
Examinin g th e condition s of integrity , th erefore requires 
assess in g th e exten t to which th e property 

* a) in cludes all elements necessary to express its 
Outstand in g Unive 「sa l Value; 

* b) is of adequate siz e to ensure the complete 
representation of th e features and processes which convey 
th e property 's sign ifi cance; 

* c) suffers from adverse effects of development and / or 
neglect . 

Integrity for Natural Sites 

* In addition, for properti es nominated under criteria (v ii ) to 
(x), a corresponding condition of integrity has been defin ed 
for each criterion 

* Properties proposed under criterion (ix) should have 
sufficient size and contain th e necessary elemen ts to 
demon strate the key aspects of processes th at are essen ti al 
for th e long term conservation of the ecosys tems and th e 
biologi cal diversity they contain . For example, an area of 
tropical rain forest wou ld meet th e condition s of integrity if it 
includes a certain amount of variation in elevation above sea 
level, changes in topography and soil types, patch sys tems 
and naturally reg enerating patches; similarly a coral reef 
should include, for example, seagrass, mangrove or other 
adjacent ecosystems that regulate nutrient and sediment 
inputs into th e reef. 
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Integrity for Natural Sites 
* Properti es proposed un der criterion (x) should be th e most 

important properti es for the conservati on of biological 
diversity. Only those properties which are the most 
biologically diverse and/or representative are likely to meet 
this criterion. Th e properti es should contain habitats for 
maintaining th e most diverse faun a and fl ora characteri sti c 
of th e bi o—geographic prov in ce and ecosystems under 
cons iderati on . For example, a t ropical savann ah would meet 
th e conditi ons of integrity if it in cludes a complete 
assemblage of co—evolved h erbivo 「es and pl ants; an island 
ecosystem should include habitats for maintaining endemic 
biota; a property containing wide ranging species should be 
large enough to in cl ude the most criti cal habitats essential to 
ensure th e survival of viabl e populati ons of th ose species; 
for an area containin g migratory species, seasonal breed in g 
and nestin g sites, and migratory routes, wherever th ey are 
located, should be adequately protected. 

IUCN (International Union for 
Conservation of Nature) 

* I UCN : The official advisory body for natural world 
heritage sites and sites for cultural landscapes 

* IUCN: founded in 1948 

* Headquarter is located in Gland , Switzerland. 

* World Conservation Congress is held every 4 years 
(Last meeting was held in Jeju Island , South 
Korea, in 2012) 

* I UCN has 6 commissions composed of volunteers 
( 11 ,000 experts) : WCPA, SSC , CEC , CEESP, 
WCEL, CEM : WCPA is in charge of world 
heritages. 

* IUCN is composed of over 1,200 Members 
(member organizations: GOs and NGOs) 
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Headquarter of IUCN in 
Gland . Switzerland 

2. Examples of Natural World 
Heritage Sites 

* There are 10 criteria for world heritages 

* Four criteria are for natural sites 

* (vii): aesthetic value 

* (viii) : geological value 

* (ix) : ecological value 

* (x) : biodiversity value 
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(vii)-Aesthetic value, (x)-biodiversity value 
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Bayawak (Palawan water lizard: Palawan water monitor, 
Varanus palawanensis) 
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Alaska- G lacier Bay: (vii} , (viii} , (ix) , (x) : 
(property area: 98,391 km2) 

Canadian Rocky Mountain Parks: 
(vii), (viii) , {property area: 22,991 km2) 
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3. International Natural Protected 
Areas 

* Ramsar Sites: wetlands protected by Ramsar 
Convention which was launched in Ramsar , I ran , 
in 1971 , with the Headquarter in Gland , 
Switzerland 

* World Heritages: protected by World Heritage 
Convention of UNESCO. 

* Biosphere Reserves: managed by MAB (Man and 
Biosphere) Program of UNESCO. MAB is one of 
the 4 science programs of UI\J ESCO (MAB , IHP, 
IOC , IGCP) 

* Global Geoparks: managed by Global Geoparks 
Network which started in 1999 (GGN is assisted 
by UNESCO). 

Current International Natural 
Protected Areas 

* Ramsar Sites: total 2, 186 sites from 168 
countries ( 19 from South Korea , 4 in Jeju 
Island) 

* World Heritages : total 1 ,007 sites form 161 
countries: 779 cultural sites , 197 natural sites , 
31 mixed sites ( 11 sites from South Korea) 

* Biosphere Reserves : total 631 sites from 119 
countries , (5 sites from South Korea) . 

* Global Geoparks: total 111 sites from 32 
countries , (29 sites from China and 1 site from 
South Korea) 
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Comparison between Natural World 日eritages

and Biosphere Reserves 
Natural World Heritages Biosphere Reserves I 

UNESCO World Heritage Convention MAB (Man and Biosphere) 
involvement Program 

Purpose Conservation only 
Sustainable development 

Criteria for Aesthetic. geological. Biod i vers ity value s 
appIication ecological, and biodiversity 

values 

For Best in the worl d Representative ecosystem in the 
designation biogeog rap hic province 

Nomination Advisory Body (IUCN) IACBR (I nternational Advisory 
Evaluation Committee for Biosphere 

Reserves) 

Deci si on Worl d Heritag e Com m itte e ICC (International Coordinating 
Making (21 member states) Council (34 member states) 

Periodic Every 6 years Every 10 years 
Reports 

Area Generally larger than cultural Generally larg er than natural 
world heritages world heritag es 

4. Nomination Process of "Jeju Volcanic 
Island and Lava Tubes" Natural World 
Heritage Site 

* Summary of Jeju World 日eritage Site : 

Country: Republic of Ko 「ea

Location: N33 28 8, E1 26 43 13 
Year of I nscription : 2007 
Criteria: ( vii ) , (viii ) 

Property: 9,475ha (94 .8km익 

Buffer: 9,371 ha (93.7km익 
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Process of N omination and I nscription 
* 200 1 : Registered on Tentative Li st of World Heritag e Sites 

* 2002, December: Des ignated as Biosphere Reserv e of UI\J ESCO 

* 2003 —2004: Prelimin ary report for world l1 eritag e nomination 

* 2003, July: Invited IUCN specialists on vegetati on and geology 

* 2005, December: Fin al nomination documents prepared 

* 2006, January: Nomination documen ts submitted to World 
Heritag e Center of UNESCO 

* 2006, October : Fi eld evaluation by IUCI\J speciali st (Paul 
Dingwall from New Zealand) 

* 2006, October : International Workshop hosted by 1-<orea 
Protected Areas Forum: Invited many members of IUCN WCPA 

* 2007, March : IUCI\J Pan el Meetin g, in Gland, Switzerland 

* 2007, Jun e: In scribed on th e list of World Heritag es at 31 stt 
World Heritage Committee Meetin g in Chri st Church, NZ. 

Jeju Volcanic Island and Lava Tubes 

* Jeju Volcanic Island and Lava Tubes together 
comprise three sites that make up 18,846 ha. It 
includes ( 1 ) Geomunoreum , regarded as the finest 
lava tube system of caves anywhere , with its 
multicoloured carbonate roofs and floors , and 
dark-coloured lava walls; (2) the fortress-like 
Seongsan llchulbong tuff cone , rising out of the 
ocean , a dramatic landscape ; and (3) Mount Halla , 
the highest in Korea , with its waterfalls, multi
shaped rock formations , and lake-filled crater. The 
site , of outstanding aesthetic beauty , also bears 
testimony to the history of the planet , its features 
and processes. 
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Mt. Halla, with crater lake at the summit 
( 1 ,950m above sea level) 

Summit of Mt. Halla ( 1 ,950m) 
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Anothe『 Crate『 Lake Wetland in Mt . Halla (a 
Ramsar International Wetland Site) 

Seongsan llchulbong (Sunrise Peak) Tuff 
Cone: A volcano erupted under the sea. 
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A different view of Seongsan I lchulbong 
(Sunrise Peak) Tuff Cone 

Crater of Seongsan I lchulbong Tuff cone 
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Yongcheon Cave: Decorated with limestone elements 
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Paul Dingw래 (IUCN WCPA) on his duty fo『 field evaluation in October. 2006 
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Mt. Sorak of South Korea was nominated in 1 995, but failed for 
inscription on the list of world heritages. (A photo of field evaluation) 
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5. Suggestions 

* When biodiversity is the main focus , nomination for 
both Biosphere Reserve and World Heritage (e.g. 
Komodo Island of I ndonesia is both a World Heritage 
site and a biosphere reserve) can be considered. 

* Yaduataba Crested Iguana Sanctuary can be 
nominated for natural world heritage site based on 
criterion (i x) (rare rain shadow forest or tropical dry 
forest if original vegetation with high endemicity is 
maintained) , and on criterion (x) (habitat for 
endangered endemic Fiji crested iguana, 
Brychy/ophus vitiensis) . 

* To be inscribed on the list of world heritages , 
comparative studies are essential: scientific 
research results on the ecosystems and biodiversity 
of Yaduataba and adjacent areas are necessary. 

Spring wild flowers of Mt. Sorak Biosphere Reserve 
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Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World He『itage List 

Suva, Fiji / 28-31 Janua『y 2015 

Analysis of the Sigatoka Sand Dunes 

Presented by Prof. Hae Un Rii 
(President of ICOMOS-Korea) 
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SIGATOKA SAND :DU·NES 

Possibility for the Nomi om1nat1on 
• As a Cultural Heritage category? 

- No. Sand Dune itself may not be. 
- With Archeological site? Might be. 

• Changi ng the title 
- 'Veivadradra Archeological Site 
- Focus on Archeological things 

• Cultural Heritage Category? 
- Yes, possible criteria (iii), (ii), (iv)??? 
- Presentation of the site is crucial as well as 

scientific research background 
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River 
` mouth 

I:-;-----
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Evidence? 

• Salt maki ng faci lities 
• Trading post? 
• Fishery? 
• Collecting Turtle egg 
•1 or ? 
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Most important thing is 

• Find 
- Immovable Tangible evidence 
- Salt making facilities? 
- pottery making facilities? 
- settlement? Houses, other buildings? 

• Drawing the boundary of Nominated 
area and buffer zone 

Additional works 

• Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park 
could be played the buffer zone or even 
nominated area. 

• It is not suitable for Biosphere Reserve. 
• More archaeological excavation are 

needed. 

•· Finding the appropriate presentation 
way? 
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• 

Q&A 
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Opening Remarks 

Mr. Kwibae Kim 
Director 
Division of Culture and Communication 
Korean National Commission for UNESCO 

Distinguished guests, Ladies and gentlemen, 

On behalf of the Korean National Commission for UNESCO, it is my great privilege to 

welcome you all to the Workshop on Preparation of Nomination Files for the UNESCO World 

Heritage List. I would like to first and foremost express my deepest gratitude to the 

government of Fiji for co-hosting this workshop. I look forward to strengthening the deep 

goodwill that exists between Korea and Fiji through this meaningful workshop. 

On this special occasion, I am very pleased and gratified to acknowledge the presence of 

Prof. Hae Un Rii, Prof. Jae-Heon Choi and Prof. Do-soon Cho, who have kindly accepted our 

invitation to lead the workshop. I am certain that with their extensive knowledge and 

experience on UNESCO World Heritage, this workshop will be well guided and bear fruitful 

outcomes. 

Ladies and gentlemen, 

Heritage is our legacy from the past and serves as an irreplaceable source of inspiration and 

life-enrichment for both the present and future generations. Cultural and natural heritage 

provide the foundation for sustainable development of mankind. Therefore, it is our 

responsibility to protect, preserve and promote our valuable heritage around the globe. 

Currently, around 150 items from 33 countries in the Asia Pacific region have been included 

in the World Heritage List. However, there are many countries in the region that have 

insufficient inscriptions of their cultural and natural heritages on the List. Asia Pacific's 

heritage should be further recognized and promoted through the active participation of 

under-represented countries. 

In this regard, this four-day training workshop has particular importance as it is designed to 

strengthen your understanding of the intricacies of the nomination form for the World 

Heritage List so that you can better present the value and significance of your cultural 

heritage. 
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I am certain that during the next few days, the impressive team of experts will inspire you 

with their depth of experience and insight. At the same time, I hope the experiences you 

gain from taking part in this training workshop will help each and every one of you to better 

fulfill your role in promoting and preserving the cultural heritage of your country as well as 

in pursuing the noble objectives of the UNESCO World Heritage Convention. 

Finally, I would like to conclude my remarks by expressing my sincere gratitude to our co

organizers for their enthusiastic support in organizing this meaningful event. I hope our 

collaboration through this workshop will provide a firm base from which to take our 

relations forward into the future. 

Thank you very much. 
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Opening Address 

Mr. Sipiriano Nemani 
Acting Principal Policy, Planning and Conventions Officer 
Department of Heritage, Culture and Arts - Ministry of Education, Heritage 
and Arts and National Archives of Fiji 

Director Mr. Kwi Bae KIM, Division of Culture & Communication, Korean National 
Commission for UNESCO, Ladies and Gentlemen 

On behalf of the Minister for Education, Heritage and Arts and the National Archives of Fiji, The 

Directors of Heritage and Arts, it is my great privilege to welcome our guests and Technical Experts 

from the Korean National Commission for UNESCO, cultural and natural heritage sector stakeholders 

to this first ever Wo『kshoo on Preoa『ation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World He『itae:e List to 

discuss this important element of the 1972 World Heritage convention which is "nomination". 

As you all know Fiji is a party to the 1972 World Heritage Convention which is the corner stone to 

what we will be discussing this whole week. Similarly in 1990 we signed and ratified the convention 

by the 태ian government. And since then we had until 2013 have successfully inscribed the Historical 

Port Town of Levuka, this a historical and huge achievement and a lot have stakeholders have 

participated The Director National Trust and her team with the Ministry of itaukei affairs and 

colleagues from the Department of Environment and Country planning office and the stakeholders 

who have assisted and the Fiji Museum department all who have assisted in working towards the 

inscription of Levuka as a Historical port Town. 

In the Pacific World Heritage is a new concept and I would like to start by reading to you from the 

Preamble of an important document which guides Pacific islands states in-terms of 

implementing works relevant to the World Heritage Convention , This is the ~e 

Action Plan 2010 - 2015 and the Preamble states;-

"We the people of the Pacific Islands offer a unique contribution to the World Heritage community, 

through the enormous wealth of cultural diversity, as well as of the island and ma『ine biodiversity 

of our region, much of which is endemic, and covers one third of the earth's surface. 

For us, indigeneity is inseparable from heritage. Our indigeneity has the following characteristics; 

• Heritage in the Pacific defines our cultural identity and remains inseparable from our 

social, economic and environmental well-being, now and fo『 future gene『ations;

• Our heritage is holistic, embracing alllife, both tangible and intangible, and is understood 

through our cultural traditions"; 
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So from the Preamble we can see that in the Pacific of course we in Fiji our way of living how we 

approach World Heritage Listing of World Heritage Sites, is inseparable. It's portable like intangible 

and tangible all sectors and sects of our society contribute towards the maintenance and 

sustainability of this important heritage that we are trying to safeguard. 

In the Pacific there are issues that we face regarding capacity training and the Korean National 

Commission with the support of our Key Experts have come at the right time not only have you 

boost the momentum of Fiji trying to submit more nominated sites for world Heritage Listing at the 

same time it boosts intellectual capacity of the people in our communities and of course 

government officials, statutory bodies and other stakeholders who will put together this important 

document for nomination. 

However as we have learnt from the case of Levuka it is something that takes a while its almost 

twenty years to list the Historical Port town of Levuka. That just shows how difficult it is in terms of 

scenario and cases. One thing is trying to identify the other thing is changing the mindsets of the 

communities and the people so that they can adjust themselves and see the importance of the need 

to maintain this important relics, important artifacts that we have . So for us Levuka is a milestone 

we have so many conditions and initiatives that we have to pursue so that the listing itself is 

comprehensive and holistic. So this is a key challenge for the government of Fiji and key stakeholders. 

For us today the journey was very long we ratified in 1990 and in 2013 we were able to list the first 

site. Finally we were able to implement some of the conditions that are listed in the World Heritage 

Convention since we are a state party. So after the listing of Levuka as you all know we had so much 

happening at this point in time we have projects initiative happening in Levuka and of course 

Institutional, legislation and safe guard policy frameworks training happening and at the government 

level. And this is something we are pursuing in this point in time. As I had mentioned earlier we have 

come at the right time because it will boost capacity for our culture sectors, stakeholders and 

personal of this section. 

So again we thank you the Korean National Commission for UNESCO and at the same time our 

Technical Experts from the three Universities that are here to share with us Knowledge, ideas and 

elements that we can learn from so that we can pursue for further nomination of sites in Fiji and of 

course assist our sisters in the Pacific. Once Again with this few words I again welcome you our 

Experts and Delegates and we hope you will have a very enlightening and at the same time you will 

love our country and of course our people who will be here with you throughout also sharing what 

they have learnt in this workshop. 

Vinaka Vakalevu and Thank You 
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Thematic Group Work 

Using the ~ as the next potential site for nomination for World Heritage Listing; 
using lessons learnt from the field visit to the Sigatoka Sand Dunes yesterday; and experts analysis 
given; groups discussed on STRENGTHS, WEAKNESSES, OPPORTUNITIES AND THREATS for Sigatoka 
Sand Dunes National Park as a potential site for world heritage nomination. 

Using the resource presentations given by the various experts and resource peoples, the following 
groups will ensue: 

G『Oup # I Names of members 
1 I M『s. Elizabeth Erasito 

G『oup Name Activity 
Tagimoucia 

Ms. Tavenisa Luisa 
Ms. Emi Bainimarama 
Mr. Jotame Naqeletia 
Mrs. Mere Rasolo 

2 
Professor Do-Soon CHO 
Mr. Jason Tutani 
Mr. Visoni Timote 
Ms. Rosarina Rafai 
Mr. Opeta Alefaio 

Focus on identification of strengths 
currently evident at the SSNDP which 
can enhance its status and potential as 
a nominee for world heritage listing. 

Strengths; 
1. Legally protected ( Cabinet Decision, Crown Lease) 
2. Natural Buffer zone 
3. Management of Park indirectly protects 

archaeological sites 
4. Well researched by Fiji Museum and international 

partners (Simon Fraser University) 
5. High evidence of human migration and early 

settlement 
6. Low visitation has helped protect the site 
7. Serial site nomination 

Makosoi | Focus on weaknesses evident at the 
site, and which can be improved to 
increase its potential for nomination. 

Weaknesses; 
1. No Buffer zone ( Crown Land/ Private Land) 
2. Not enough evidence (excavation done outside the 

park) 
3. Need more scientific research 

a) Carbon dating 
b) Encourage in depth studies 
c) Compare with other archaeological sites in 

the Pacific (Published works) 
4. Preservation of existing archaeological sites on the 

dunes (no markers where present site) 
5. Natural disturbances ( coastal dune system/sand 

dunes is exposed to storm system) 
6. Security 

a) Legislation/strengthen penalties (Open 
National Park, also need for strengthening 
legislation) 
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b) Resources (equipment & staff) & Finance 
7. Building community profile 

a) Demonstrate benefits 
b) More public awareness 

8. Dwindling fauna & flora (Original) 
a) Identify flora to restore dunes 
b) Identify fauna to restore 
c) Existing plantations to exotic species 
d) Feral animals 

9. Sigatoka Rubbish Dump 
3 Professor Hae Un RII Bua Focus on opportunities regarding 

Ms. Mere Sauya SSDNP current and how these can also 
Ms. Elizabeth be used as mechanisms to enhance its 
Niumataiwalu potential for world heritage listing. 
Mr. Simione Sevudredre Opportunities; (NB: using points as guidelines refer to 
Mr. Viliame Kaiyabia sketch) 

1. More excavations (need to find out whether pottery 
was being made in the area) 

a) For pottery 
b) For settlements 

To facilitate more exploration 
2. National Park/Dunes could be a buffer zone 

(excavation site to be nominated area) & also 
nominated area (nb: area in the freehold to be 
nominated and the sand dunes to be the buffer 
zone) 

3. "Veivadrava" (to change/amend leave) 
4. Settlement to be located near the river 

(Diagram) 
5. Salt making 

a) When did this start? 
b) Why did they stop 
c) How did they make salt? (all the 

information to be consolidated and produce 
a documentary/video) 

6. Comparative studies of other similar sites close to 
the site 
a) What was the nature of the "salt track" 
b) Nature of the barter system? 

7. If sand dunes are nominated opportunity exists for 
an in-depth/comprehensive management plan 

8. To network/collaborate with local and international 
stakeholders 

(Diagram) 

4 Professo『 Jae-Heon CHOI Jale Focus on imminent threats to the 
Mrs. Lusiana Fotofili potential nomination of SSDN P site for 
Mr. Maleli Nakasavu world heritage listing. 
Ms. Sagale Buadromo Threats; 
Ms. Melaia Tikoitoga 1. External (Factors) 

a) Natural disaster - no reef 
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b) Erosion by tidal waves 
c) Instability of sand dunes - bones unearthed 
d) Global warming 
e) Sea level rise 
f) Human intervention 

I. Urban development 
I I. Housing construction 

2. Internal (factors) 
a) Land tenure ship (many land owning units) 
b) Lack of public awareness (Public may not 

know what WH is) 
c) Business exploitation of sand dunes 
d) Lack of support from community 
e) Lack of consultation with other stakeholders 

Suggestion; 
Chiefly meeting house (different types of house 
'Vatanitawake') 
Canoe Building skills (intangible heritage) 
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Discussion Nates 

Workshop on P『eparation of Nomination files fo『 UNESCO Wo『Id He『itage List 

Discussion 

Item# Topic Questions Comments 

1 Nomination Process: - Levuka case 
Preparatory Process for Historical case before Inscription;-
State Parties Very rigorous involvement 

*Dossier - compilation of documents that 
need to be submitted for nomination 
*OUV - outstanding Universal Value 

Before a site is nominated it needs to be 
listed in the WH Tentative Listing. 

1. Sigatoka Sand Dunes 
2. Sovi Basin 
3. Yaduataba 

When trying to argue why the nominated 
site is important one must show justification 
comparing this globally. 

2 Preparing a Nomination There is a need to invite technical experts to 
Dossier and OUV for assist the local stakeholders in the process 
World Heritage of Nomination and writing up of dossier for 

nomination. 

When submitting the nomination additional 
information needs to be submitted to assist 
the reviewers in final endorsement. Also 
importantly there is a need for a 
management plan for the site. The 
structural buildings will need to be 
maintained. 

3 Examining Sigatoka Sand What does the Kulukulu It's a committee consisting of the police and 
Dunes -Tentative World Crimes Committee do? members of the community that assists in 
Heritage Site (Fiji) looking after Sigatoka Sand Dunes National 

Park{SSDNP}. 

Near settlements close to the Dunes, the 
entry point into the communities is the 
police post which looks after the community 
which holds a record of the settlement data. 

What was the original Based on local literature the Sigatoka Sand 
form of the sand Dunes was a forest dune, but when the 
dunes? Was it a barren people moved there they removed the 
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dune system or forest forest thus creating the sand dunes. 
dunes or human 
inhabitation? Due to limited resources it is vital that we 

link up with local communities to preserve 
the dunes, raising community awareness. 

Looking at the title "Sigatoka Sand Dunes" 
one would think it is a natural site but in the 
tentative list it is listed as a cultural site. The 
name should probably be changed to show 
its importance as an archaeology site in the 
context of the Lapita migration. We also 
need to find out how the people lived in the 
settlement. 

Similar to the case of Levuka, Department of 
Heritage and Arts(DHA) needs to really look 
at the site's name and its importance in the 
community. 

4 World Heritage (Cultural) What is the legal The consultation was carried out in different 
in Fiji and Sharing community (referring phases;-
Experience of Levuka & to the presentation l51 1-community stakeholders 
Legal Mechanism (Draft slide show) 2-lawyers 
Fiji Heritage Decree) 3 - World Heritage Advisors 

There must be There were vigorous discussions with the 
discussions with the local community regarding Heritage to get 
community. Was any of Levuka nominated as Heritage Site. 
that carried out? A lot of dialogue on the zoning and more 

consultation with local people. 

5 Other Tentative Sites in Is Sovi Basin still classed It is something that needs to be reviewed. 
Fiji - a synopsis as Cultural or Natural The Tentative list is yet to be reviewed from 

site? researches and more data should be 
collected. In fact it is a very important 
natural site by biodiversity significance, as 
literature today would show. 

The Financing mechanism is a challenge to 
establish Trust fund (4 ½ million) 

1. Identify the funds for the fund 
2. Savi consists of 16 Mataqali's -

needs their consent for the trust 
fund 

3. How best to achieve benefits to the 
landowners and the fund 

Need to consider if it is possible to include 
indigenous language in their vocabulary in 
preparation of nomination, as a way to 
show indigenous awareness/consciousness. 
The ministry would be happy to assist with 
this. 
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Are there any The conservation area is not accessible to 
communities in Savi people. There are five villages within two 
Basin provinces around the nominated site. The 

University of the South Pacific carried out a 
socio-economic survey in 2006 and National 
Trust of Fiji(NTF) carried out another in 
2011. An eco - tourism survey was also 
carried out and this identified eco-tourism 
as an income generating activity for the 
area 

Are there any sacred The site's location is such that there are no 
sites in the area, Are villages there - its slopes are above 30 
the slopes steep? degrees in angle and logging is not 

sustainable in the area. The area is also in a 
water catchment area. 

The Technical Experts Director of NTF showed experts a map of Fiji 
would like to see where and pointed out the areas where the sites 
in Fiji the two sites are are located. 
located. 

Buffer zones - copper The Namosi Joint venture encompasses the 
mine, Forestry have other side from the site. 
been trying to work 
with government; Can In the past JICA had approached for hydro 
PAC highlight the buffer scheme potential in an area close to the 
zones to assist forestry nominated site, however JICA had strict 
as a legal mechanism? principles which gives no go area. 

Alllarge projects must undergo an EIA 
assessment thus it is still undergoing this 
process. 

6 Consideration for other In conveying social There are a lot of these examples in the 
natural and cultural sites information area - they can also function as totems. 
in Fiji 

How many rock In one small area there are more than 200 
paintings in the area? rock paintings 

Have you studied the Lapita pottery about 35,000 years old was 
paintings in the area? found in the area (to the leeward side). 

The museum relies on international 
researchers for equipment and research 

There is a story telling session on the 
epistemology of the area. 

7 Establishing a Framework There are different There are 26 pieces of legislation which 
for Protected Areas in Fiji types of protected indicate a protected area. 

areas - how many 
layers are there for a Certain communities identify marine 
site to be classed a protected areas for food sustenance 
protected area 
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PAC has different layers of data identifying 
marine, terrestrial and archaeological sites 
and information which could assist the WH 
community in listing sites. 

The committee does not release 
information to anyone or any organization 
without approval from the 
owners/organizations of the data provided 
and therefore one must submit written 
requests for such information to be 
released. 

9 World Heritage (Cultural) What about benefits to The main purpose of World Heritage is 
in Korea and Sharing the communities conservation. 
Nomination Experience in/around the sites? 

When a certain site is listed, the site then 
belongs to the international community. 
Should there be any problems the 
international community has funds to assist 
in preserving and conserving the site. 

Once the site is inscribed then the 
international community automatically 
gives attention to the site. The site must 
have a well-designed tourism industry. 

Public Awareness - everyone is aware that 
this is a heritage site and such public 
awareness enhances the ability to protect 
the site. 

10 World Heritage (Natural) Yaduataba - While the Iguana is a critically 
in Korea and Sharing endangered species the difficulty with the 
Nomination Experience world heritage nomination is the size of its 

habitat (it is very small- 70 hectares). Just 
thinking of ways we can expand this-
perhaps we could have a marine sanctuary 
around the island to be used as a buffer 
zone. 

Another consideration is nomination as a 
Biosphere Reserves. (c.f. The comparison 
table for WH and Biosphere Reserves in the 
presentation) 

Taveuni is a site that has potential value as a 
heritage site. Possibility for a serial site 
nomination can be considered. 
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I. Background 

General Information 

WORKSHOP ON PREPARATION OF NOMINATION FILES 

FOR UNESCO WORLD HERITAGE LIST 

Suva, Fiji 

28-31 January 2015 

Heritage is our legacy from the past, what we live with today, and what we shall pass on to 

future generations. UNESCO has been encouraging the identification, protection and 

preservation of cultural and natural heritage around the world - considered to be of 

outstanding value to humanity - through the Convention concerning the Protection of the 

World Cultural and Natural Heritage, adopted in 1972. As an important part of the 

Convention, the World Heritage List has been used as a powerful tool for States Parties to 

increase worldwide awareness of the existence and significance of cultural and natural 

heritage within their national territories and safeguard these heritages of outstanding 

universal value. 

There are currently 154 items from 33 countries in the Asia-Pacific region included in the 

World Heritage List. However, there are still many States Parties in the region that have 

insufficient inscriptions of their heritage on the List. In this regard, the Korean National 

Commission for UNESCO and the Cultural Heritage Administration of Korea would like to 

assist fellow States Parties in the Asia-Pacific region to identify their cultural and natural 

heritages and have their valuable heritages recognized and added to the World Heritage List 

as part of the upstream process of World Heritage nominations, which UNESCO and the 

World Heritage Committee have recommended as an effective modality in facilitating 

cooperation with relevant States Parties in developing World Heritage nomination. 

II. Objectives 

- To increase awareness of the implementation of the World Heritage Convention in Fiji 

- To share experience in developing nominations of heritage sites of outstanding universal 

value for inscription on the World Heritage List. 
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Ill. Expected Outcomes 

- Enhanced capacity for developing World Heritage nominations in Fiji 

- Strengthened partnership in the capacity building of World Heritage sites management 

between Republic of Korea and Fiji. 

IV. Organizers 

The national training workshop will be jointly organized by the Korean National Commission 

for UNESCO, Cultural Heritage Administration of Korea, Pacific Heritage Hub incorporation 

with the University of the South Pacific with support of the Department of National Heritage, 

Culture & Arts(DHA) and National Trust of Fiji. 

V. Date and Venue 

1. Date: 28 to 31 January 2015 

2. Venue: Novotel Suva Lami Bay, Fiji 

VI. Expert Delegates f『om Republic of Ko『ea

The workshop will be led by three of the following experts: 

1. Prof. Hae Un Rii (President, ICOMOS-Korea) 

2. Prof. Jae- Heon Choi (Secretary-General, ICOMOS-Korea) 

3. Prof. Do- Soon Cho (Vice-Chair of UNESCO MAB National Committee of Korea) 

VII. Participants 

The workshop will bring together representatives from government agencies, organizations, 

and NGOs involved with UNESCO World Heritage Programme in Fiji. 

VIII. Working Language 

The working language of the training workshop will be English. All relevant documents and 

information for the seminar will also be in English. 

IX. Travel and Accommodation 

For delegate experts, the organizers will provide a roundtrip flight ticket and local hospitality 

(accommodation, meals, and local transportation). 

For the local participants of the workshops, they are encouraged to arrange their own 

accommodation and transportation around the workshop venue (except for site visit). 

Meals will be provided by the organizers during the official schedule of the workshop. 

* Any expenses not mentioned above (e.g. private drinks/meals, laundry, phone bills, 

personal insurance, other services, etc.) will not be covered by the organizers. 

X. Contact 

All correspondences should be addressed to: 
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Ms. Jiwon Chang 

Senior Programme Officer 

Culture & Communication Team 

Korean National Commission for UNESCO 

26 Myeongdong-gil (UNESCO Road) 

Jung-gu, Seoul 100-810 Korea 

Tel: +82 2 6958 4114 / Fax: +82 2 6958 4252 

E-mail: c~unesco.or.kr 

Ms. Temalesi Waqainabete 

Project Assistant 

Pacific Heritage Hub 

Oceania Centre for Arts, Culture and Pacific Studies 

Faculty of Arts, Law and Education 

University of the South Pacific 

Laucala Bay Road 

Suva, Fiji 

Tel: (679) 323 2655 

Email:wa~ 

Ms. Vaciseva Kuli 

World Heritage Assistant 

c/o Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts Level 4, Takayawa Building 

Suva, Fiji 

Tel: (679) 3316955/956/957 / Fax: 3310357 

Email: ~ 

Website: www.culture.gov.fj 
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Workshop Programme 

| Wednesday, 28 January 2015 (Day I) 

14:30 - 15:00 Registration 

15:00 - 15:30 Opening Ceremonies 
(Mr. Sipiriano Nemani - Master of Ceremonies) 

• Garlanding of Guests 

• Introductory Remarks 
Mr. Kwi Bae KIM 
Director, Division of Culture & Communication, 
Korean National Commission for UNESCO 

• Welcome Address: 
Mr. Sipiriano Nemani 
Acting Principal Planning and Conventions Officer 
Department of Heritage and Arts, Ministry of Education, Heritage and Arts 

15:30 - 16:00 Nomination Process: Preparatory Process for State Parties 
(Pro£ Hae Un Rii, President ofICOMOS-Korea) 

16:00 - 16:20 Photo Session & Afternoon Tea Break 

16:20 - 16:30 Preparing a Nomination Dossier 
(Prof. Jae-Heon Choi, Secretary-General ofICOMOS-Korea) 

16:30 - 17:10 Examining Sigatoka Sand Dunes -Tentative World Heritage Site (Fiji) 
(Mr. Jason Tutani, Park Manager, Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park) 

17:10 - 17.30 Q&A I Discussion 

17:30 - 19:30 Dinner & Cocktail at Husk Restaurant Novotel Suva, Lami Bay 

atoka Sand Dunes 

09:00 - 11 :00 Depart Novotel Suva, Lami 

11 :00 - 11 :30 Arrival and Briefing at SSDNP by Site Rangers 

11 :30 - 13 :30 SSDNP Site Visit (Yato Balavu) - 2 hours walk 

13:30 - 14:30 Luncheon 

15:00 - 17:00 Depart Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park 

18.00 - 20:00 Dinner at MingDu Restaurant 
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| Friday, 30 January 2015 (Day IID 

09:30 - 10:15 World Heritage (Cultural) in Fiji and Sharing Experience ofLevuka & Legal 
Mechanism (Draft Fiji Heritage Decree) 
(Mr. Sipiriano Nemani, Acting Principal Planning and Conventions Officer, 
Department of Heritage & Arts) 

10:15 - 10:45 Other Tentative Sites in Fiji-A Synopsis 
(Mrs. Elizabeth Erasito, Director National Trust ofFiji) 

10:45 - 11 :20 Morning Tea Break 

11 :20 - 11 :50 Consideration for other Cultural Sites in Fiji 
(Ms. Sagale Buadromo, Director Museum) 

11:55 - 12:30 Consideration for other Natural Sites in Fiji 
(Mrs. Elizabeth Erastio, Secretary, Fiji National Protected Areas Committee) 

12:30 - 13:30 Lunch 

13:45 - 14:30 World Heritage (Cultural) in Korea and Sharing Nomination Experience 
(Prof. Hae Un Rii, President ofICOMOS-Korea) 

14:35 - 15:15 World Heritage (Natural) in Korea and Sharing Nomination Experience 
(Prof. Do-Soon Cho, Vice-Chair ofUNESCO MAB National Committee ofKorea) 

15:15 - 15:45 Afternoon Tea 

15:45 - 16:15 Presentation on Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park 
(Prof. Hae Un Rii, President ofICOMOS-Korea) 

16:15 - 16:45 Q&A 

16:45 -17.00 Wrap Up by MC 

17:30 - 19:00 Dinner at Mango Cafe 

| Saturday, 31 January 2015 (Day IV) 

09:00 - 10:30 Group Work - SWOT Analysis for Sigatoka Sand Dunes 

10:30 - 10:50 Morning Tea Break 

10:50 - 11 :20 Group Work Feedback 

11 :20 - 11 :55 Q&A Session 

11.55 — 12.00 Closing Remarks & Vote of Thanks - Dr. Cresantia Koya-Vaka'uta 
(Associate Dean, Research & Internationalization, Faculty ofArts, Law and 
Education, University ofthe South Pacific and Acting Director Pacific Heritage Hub) 

12:00 - 13:30 Lunch at Husk Restaurant, Novotel Suva, Larni Bay 

THEEND 
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Media Release 

Workshop on Preparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List 

About 20 senior officials from government departments, statutory bodies, non-government 
agencies and other culture and heritage sector agencies attended a 4-day training workshop 
on the "Preparation of Nomination Files for UNESCO World Heritage List " held at the 
Novotel Conference Centre, Lami between the 28th and 31 st January 2015 . 

The training workshop was conducted by Pacific Heritage Hub in cooperation with The 
University of the South Pacific (USP), the Department of Heritage and Arts, the National 
Trust of Fiji and with financial and technical assistance from the Korean National 
Commission for UNESCO and Cultural Heritage Administration of Korea. 

Director, Division of Culture & Communications of the Korean National Commission for 
UNESCO, Mr. Kwi Bae Kim, in his opening remarks said, "Heritage is our legacy from the 
past and serves as an irreplaceable source of inspiration and life-enrichment for both the 
present and the future generations. Cultural and natural heritage provide the foundation for 
sustainable development of mankind. Therefore, it is our responsibility to protect, preserve 
and promote our valuable heritage around the globe." 

Mr. Kwi Bae Kim said that this four-day training workshop has particular importance as it is 
designed to strengthen relevant stakeholders understanding of the intricacies of the 
Nomination Form for the World Heritage List as this can better present the value and 
significance of our cultural heritage. 

Recently, Fiji successfully nominated the Historical Port Town of Levuka as a UNESCO 
World Heritage Site. There are other unique heritage spaces, heritage buildings and elements 
in Fiji that also deserves to be recognized. This training workshop focused on the nomination 
process involved for submission of a potential heritage site from Fiji to UNESCO to be part 
of the prestigious UNESCO World Heritage List, providing opportunity to review and 
discuss Fiji's tentative list. The workshop culminated with the development of a draft Action 
Plan for the Sigatoka Sand Dunes National Park Nomination and an Outcome Statement 
developed by participants to be implemented by the Department of Heritage & Arts and its 
agencies. 

The moderator for the workshop Mr. Sipiriano Nemani of the Department of Heritage & Arts 
in his overview of the workshop said that the convergence brought together for the first time 
cultural and natural heritage sector stakeholders to discuss this important element of the 1972 
World Heritage convention which is "nomination". As a result, one of the principal 
outcomes of the workshop agreed to by participants is the establishment of a permanent 
forum to continue national discussions and 'talanoa' on the subject at the national level so 
that the momentum continues. 
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The training workshop was facilitated by Korean World Heritage Nomination Experts and 
Reviewers; Professor Hae Un Rii (President, ICOMOS-Korea), Professor Jae-Heon Choi 
(Secretary-General, ICOMOS-Korea) and Professor Do-Soon Cho (Vice-Chair of UNESCO 
MAB National Committee of Korea). 

*ICOMOS — International Council On Monuments and Sites (Advisor to UNESCO on World Heritage Sites). 

Workshop Participants with Experts from the Korean National Commission for UNESCO 
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List of Participants 

No O『ganisation Name Email Add『ess

M『s. Rosarina Rafai 

Unive『sity of the 
Teaching Assistant 
Oceania Centre for Arts Culture & 

1 South Pacific 
Pacific Studies {OCACPS) 

rafai r@usp.ac.fi 
(USP) 

Faculty of Arts, Law and Education 
University of the South Pacific 

Mrs. Elizabeth Erasito 
2 Director eerasito@nationaltrust.org.fj 

National Trust of Fiji 
’ 

National Trust of 
Ms. Elizabeth Niumataiwalu 

3 
Fiji {NTF) 

Information Communications info@nationaltrust.org.fj 
Officer 

l 

Mr. Jason Tutani 

4 
Park Manager 

ituta ni@nationa ltrust.org.fi 
Sigatoka Sand Dunes 
National Trust of Fiji 

Mrs. Lusiana Fotofili 
Director 

5 Department of Heritage & Arts lusiana.fotofili@govnet.gov.fj 
Ministry of Education, Heritage & 
Arts & National Archives 

l 

Mr. Sipiriano Nemani 

Department of 
Acting Policy, Planning and 
Conventions Officer 

6 Heritage & Arts 
Department of Heritage & Arts 

snema ni@govnet.gov.fj 
{DHA) 

Ministry of Education, Heritage & 
Arts & National Archives 

’ 
Mrs. Ana Kalougata 
Senior Project Officer-Levuka 

7 Department of Heritage & Arts heritageofficer levuka@y_ahoo.com 
Ministry of Education, Heritage & 
Arts & National Archives 

Nature Fiji - Viti Ms. Me『e Sauya 
8 Ma『eqe『eti Project Manager mere@naturefiji.org 

(NFM) Nature Fiji-MaraqetiViti 

Department of Mr. Maleli Nakasava 
9 Fisheries & IG Parks & Conservation avesidina@gmail.com 

Fo『ests Ministry of Fisheries & Forests 

Department of 
Ms. Tavenisa Luisa 

10 Awareness Officer tavenisa.luisa@environment.gov.fj 
Environment 

Department of Environment 
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D『. Visoni Timote 

11 
Biosecu 『ity Manager 

vtimote@baf.com.fi 
Autho『ity of Fiji Standards, Policy & Compliance 

Biosecurity Authority of Fiji 

Ms. Sagale Buadromo 
timaimaB@gmail.com 

12 Director 
Fiji Museum 

sagale@hotmail.com 
l Fiji Museum 

{FM) 
M『. Jotame Naqeletia 

13 
Field Officer 

tnaqeletia@va hoo.com 
Archaeology Department 
Fiji Museum 

Dr. C『esentia Koya - Vakauta 
University of the Associate Dean 

14 South Pacific Research & Internationalization cresantia.koy_avakauta@us(:1.ac.fj 
(USP) Faculty of Arts, Law and Education 

University of the South Pacific 

Mr. Simione Sevudredre 
Senior Admin Officer - Research 

15 iTaukei Institute of Language and simione.sevudredre@govnet.gov.fj 
Culture 
Ministry of iTaukei Affairs 

’ 
Mrs. Me『e Rasolo 
Administration Officer - Culture 

16 iTaukei Institute of Language and mrasolo@govnet.gov.fj 

Ministry of 
Culture 
Ministry of iTaukei Affairs 

l iTaukei Affairs 
Mrs. Emi Bainimarama 

17 
Acting Principal Admin Officer 

ebainimarama@govnet.gov.fi 
iTaukei Institute of Language and 
Culture 

’ 
Ms. Melaia Tikoitoga 
Clerical Officer 

18 iTaukei Institute of Language and melaia.tikoitoga@govnet.gov.fj 
Culture 
Institute of Language and Culture 

Mr. Amani Cirikisuva 

Fiji National 
Secretary General 

19 Commission for 
Fiji National Commission for 

amani.cirikisuva@govnet.gov.fj 
UNESCO 

UNESCO 
Ministry of Education, Heritage and 
Arts 

iTaukei Affairs 
Mr. Viliame Kaiyabia 

20 
Board 

A/PAS-PSD v.kaiy_abia@govnet.gov.fj 
iTaukei Affairs Board 

Mr. Opeta Alefaio 

Department of 
Director 

21 National Archives of Fiji o12eta.alefaio@govnet.gov.fj 
National Archives 

Ministry of Education, Heritage & 
Arts & National Archives 
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Facilitators 

Professo『. Hae Un RII 

1 ICOMOS - Ko『ea President rii51l2@hanmail.net 
ICOMOS - Korea 

Professo『. Jae- Heon CHOI 
geojay_@naver.com 

2 ICOMOS - Ko『ea Secretary General 
choijh@konkuk.ac.kr 

ICOMOS - Korea 
Professo『. Do- Soon CHO 

3 
MAB National Vice-Chair 

dscho@catholic.ac.kr 
Committee of Ko『ea UNESCO MAB National Committee 

of Korea 

Korean National Commission for UNESCO (Secretariat) 

Mr. Kwi Bae KIM 
Director 

1 Division of Culture&Communication kbkim@unesco.or.kr 
Ko『ean National Korean National Commission for 
Commission for UNESCO 

l 

UNESCO Ms. 』iwon Chang 
Senior Programme Officer 

2 Culture and Communication Team cjw@unesco.or.kr 
Korean National Commission for 
UNESCO 

Fiji Government (Secretariat) 

Mrs. Alumita Romanu 

1 Department of Heritage & Arts alumita.romanu@govnet.gov.fj 
Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts 

l 

Mr. Jovesa Matakasa 
2 Department of Heritage & Arts jovesa.matakasa@govnet.gov.fj 

Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts 
’ Department of Mr. Simione Tuimalega 

3 Heritage & Arts Department of Heritage & Arts si m ione .tu i ma lega@govnet.gov.fj 
{DHA) Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts 

l 

Mr. Meli Korovua 
4 Department of Heritage & Arts meli.korovua@govnet.gov.fj 

Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts 
’ 

Mr. FeretiSosefo 
5 Department of Heritage & Arts fereti.sosefo@govnet.gov.fj 

Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts 
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’ 

6. 
Ms. Vaciseva Kuli 
Department of Heritage & Arts 
Ministry of Education, Heritage & Arts 

Pacific Heritage Hub (Secreta 『iat)

Ms. Temalesi Waqinabete 
Pacific Heritage Hub 

1 
Oceania Centre for Arts, Culture and 
Pacific Studies 
Faculty of Arts, Law & Education 

Pacific Heritage Hub University of the South Pacific 
(PHH) Mrs. Vilma Ratumudu 

Pacific Heritage Hub 

2 
Oceania Centre for Arts, Culture and 
Pacific Studies 
Faculty of Arts, Law & Education 
University of the South Pacific 
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