Assessment One: Why Heritage Matters?
According to UNESCO’s website, heritage is ‘our legacy from the past, what we live with today, and what we pass on to future generations. Our cultural and natural heritage are both irreplaceable sources of life and inspiration.’[footnoteRef:1] But, why does it matter? To examine what current institutions understand the meaning of specifically tangible heritage to be, how tangible heritage should be preserved, and why it matters, this reflective essay will focus specifically on UNESCO, a United Nations agency promoting preservation and heritage through the adoption of an international approach.  Accompanying this discussion will be the case study of the City of Liverpool, providing a contemporary example of UNESCO applying and later revoking their prestigious World Heritage Status designation, and the effects this has on definitions and understandings of heritage.   [1:  UNESCO, ‘About World Heritage’, https://whc.unesco.org/en/about/ [accessed 23/02/2024].] 

The 1972 UNESCO Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage[footnoteRef:2] developed out of the perceived need for ‘international cooperation for reconstruction and restoration’[footnoteRef:3] following the destruction of historically significant sites during the Second World War. Key to UNESCO’s heritage objectives outlined in the convention was the belief that certain tangible sites possess an Outstanding Universal Value (OUV), and thus, these localities would be designated as World Heritage Sites. UNESCO defines OUV as a ‘cultural and/or natural significance which is so exceptional as to transcend national boundaries and to be of common importance for present and future generations of all humanity.’ For scholar Jukka Jokilehto, it means ‘a particular creative quality, a uniqueness, and the quality of being “true”, original, authentic, as a constituent part of the common, universal heritage of humanity.’[footnoteRef:4]  [2:  UNESCO, Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage, 1972 World Heritage Convention, (Paris: 1972).]  [3:  Dennis Rodwell, ‘The Unesco World Heritage Convention, 1972–2012: Reflections and Directions’, The Historic Environment: Policy & Practice, 3:1 (2012), 64-85, (p.65).]  [4:  Jukka Jokilehto, A History of Architectural Conservation (Oxford: Elsevier Butterworth-Heinemann, 2004), pp.  295–96.] 

However, UNESCO and Jokilehto fail to clarify what OUV means in practice without embracing further abstract nouns. Terms such as “original, authentic, exceptional, and common importance” all require definitional expansions to deduce what is specifically intended by the author. Noting UNESCO’s open-ended definition, Rodwell writes ‘does, for example, outstanding universal value signify the most outstanding places in the world? If so, who is making the objective assessments?’[footnoteRef:5] He successfully highlights two overlapping core tensions inherent to UNESCO’s international application of tangible heritage. The first being what real-world implications are present when trying to legislate a homogenised framework of outstanding-ness from a subjectively applied definition? And second, based on this definition, who adjudicates what legacies and sites are classified worthy of possessing an OUV? Adding to the discussion, Rodney Harrison focuses on the second word in OUV, claiming that universality can be a driver for equal representation, as ‘by expressing itself as a universal convention relating to the world’s heritage, the World Heritage Convention is explicitly forced to confront the issue of representation whenever claims that run counter to its definition of heritage are made.’[footnoteRef:6] That said, Harrison’s understanding of representation still focuses on a top-down perspective to heritage, as he believes UNESCO should be held accountable for not applying their own standards to universality as out of the 933 UNESCO Cultural World Heritage sites, 485 of them are in Europe or North America. Yet, as De Cesari writes, ‘It is crucial, however, to understand these processes from below as well,’[footnoteRef:7] by focusing on how heritage discourse affects those whose cities or places are affected by UNESCO’s top-down decisions. [5:  Rodwell, Reflections and Directions, p.76.]  [6:  Rodney Harrison, 'Intangible Heritage and Cultural Landscapes,' Heritage: Critical Approaches (Abingdon, Oxon: Routledge, 2013), p.116.]  [7:  Chiara De Cesari, 'Thinking Through Heritage Regimes,' in Heritage Regimes and the State ed. by Regina F. Bendix, Aditya Eggert and Arnika Peselmann (Göttingen: Universitätsverlag Göttingen, 2013): 399—413, (p.409).] 

The tensions present in the discussion of the scholars and sources above are evident when examining the Maritime City of Liverpool. Liverpool gained World Heritage status in 2004 because of its ‘outstanding example of a world mercantile port city, which represents the early development of global trading and cultural connections throughout the British Empire.’[footnoteRef:8] Its historic centre, including ‘the Royal Liver Building, the Cunard Building, and Port of Liverpool Building; the Dock area with its warehouses, dock walls, remnant canal system, docks and other facilities related to port activities’ served as testaments to this. However, as of 2021, Liverpool has had its status on the World Heritage List removed by UNESCO at their World Heritage Committee by twenty voting members. According to the transcript of the meeting, since gaining World Heritage Status, Liverpool has negatively impacted its designated World Heritage Site by redeveloping the desolate and derelict Bramley Moore Dock into a football stadium.[footnoteRef:9]  [8:  UNESCO, ‘Liverpool – Maritime Mercantile City’ https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1150/ [accessed 29 February 2024].]  [9:  UNESCO, ‘Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage,’ extended forty-fourth session, (16-31 July 2021), p.71, https://whc.unesco.org/archive/2021/whc-21-44com-inf19-Summary-Records.pdf.] 

Stripping Liverpool of its World Heritage Status highlights unavoidable fundamental pressure points when an international body legislates on living tangible heritage sites. Central to this are the stringent limitations surrounding the continual development of a heritage site, especially of a large, everchanging urban centre such as Liverpool. As De Cesari notes, ‘in terms of tangible heritage, the “world-heritagization” of sites commonly acts as an obstacle to their use by local communities ... In fact, it often leads to the outright suspension of everyday livelihood activities.’[footnoteRef:10]  Prior to the construction of the stadium, The Bramley Moore Dock was an empty, inaccessible brownfield site to the public, being preserved by UNESCO in the exact method that De Cesari write further about; as a ‘frozen area.’[footnoteRef:11]  [10:  De Cesari, 'Heritage Regimes,' 409.]  [11:  De Cesari, 'Heritage Regimes,' 409.] 

Furthermore, the divide between an international heritage body such as UNESCO and the people of Liverpool appears absolute. A survey conducted by Everton Football Club asked over forty thousand fans and Liverpool residents whether they approved of the redevelopment of the Dock, with ninety six percent supporting the project.[footnoteRef:12] Ninety six percent of those polled also ‘support the proposed reuse of historic features at Bramley-Moore Dock, including the preservation and restoration of the dock’s Hydraulic Tower.’[footnoteRef:13] Since this survey, Everton has written on their website that ‘the team worked in consultation with KM Heritage, Liverpool City Planning, Historic England and other stakeholders to ensure our construction design respected the heritage importance of all site features.’[footnoteRef:14]  [12:  The Liverpool Echo, ‘Huge vote of confidence in Everton’s “The People’s Project,”’ https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/special-features/huge-vote-confidence-evertons-the-17388328 [accessed 14/03/2024].]  [13:  Liverpool Echo, ‘” The People’s Project.”’]  [14:  Everton FC, ‘Everton Stadium’s Nod To The Past,’ https://www.evertonfc.com/news/2858889/everton-stadiums-nod-to-the-past [accessed 14/03/2024].] 

Despite more impactful preservation works taking place now in the Docks than when Liverpool gained World Heritage Status, and almost universal support for heritage to be a factor in the Dock’s redevelopment, according to UNESCO ‘the dock area with its horizontal landscape of water-filled docks no longer retains sufficient attributes of OUV to demonstrate integrity and authenticity of these areas, and this in turn undermine the OUV of the whole property.’[footnoteRef:15] [15:  UNESCO, ‘Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage,’ p.71. ] 

In conclusion, this quote symbolises the split between local and international heritage approaches, and what each party infers from why heritage matters. For the people of Liverpool, Everton Football Club, and the city authorities, heritage clearly matters, as it does for UNESCO. Yet, for the city, this cannot result in institutional inertia. This differs significantly from UNESCO’s top-down approach that prioritises frozen preservation. The term “horizontal landscape” found in the above quote embodies this approach, reflecting the vista of Liverpool presented from a satellite’s still image, and not from walking the streets of Liverpool itself. 

Bibliography:
De Cesari, Chiara. 'Thinking Through Heritage Regimes,' in Heritage Regimes and the State ed. by Regina F. Bendix, Aditya Eggert and Arnika Peselmann (Göttingen: Universitätsverlag Göttingen, 2013).
Everton FC. ‘Everton Stadium’s Nod To The Past.’ https://www.evertonfc.com/news/2858889/everton-stadiums-nod-to-the-past [accessed 14/03/2024].
Harrison. Rodney. 'Intangible Heritage and Cultural Landscapes,' Heritage: Critical Approaches (Abingdon, Oxon: Routledge, 2013).
Jokilehto, Jukka. A History of Architectural Conservation (Oxford: Elsevier Butterworth-Heinemann, 2004).
Rodwell, Dennis. ‘The Unesco World Heritage Convention, 1972–2012: Reflections and Directions,’ in The Historic Environment: Policy & Practice, 3:1 (2012).
The Liverpool Echo. ‘Huge vote of confidence in Everton’s “The People’s Project.”’ https://www.liverpoolecho.co.uk/special-features/huge-vote-confidence-evertons-the-17388328 [accessed 14/03/2024].
UNESCO. ‘About World Heritage.’ https://whc.unesco.org/en/about/ [accessed 23/02/2024]. 
UNESCO. ‘Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage.’ 1972 World Heritage Convention (Paris: 1972). [accessed 14/03/2024].
UNESCO. ‘Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage.’ extended forty-fourth session, (16-31 July 2021), https://whc.unesco.org/archive/2021/whc-21-44com-inf19-Summary-Records.pdf.
UNESCO. ‘Liverpool – Maritime Mercantile City.’ https://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1150/ [accessed 29/02/2024].










