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Panel II - Chair Professor Seija Virkkala, Vaasa University seija.virkkala@uwasa.fi 

 

II. Local and Global Consequences of Cultural and Geographical Mapping 

A map is an abstraction in which certain aspects of an area are prioritized, underscored or given special values. A 

new map is an expression of intentions, will and special knowledge of the actors drawing the borders and inserting 

symbols on the map. Becoming a World Heritage site implies that values put forward in the convention will be 

‘mapped’ on an area where other values probably have had higher priority earlier. To be a World Heritage site on 

the map opens for new economic and cultural possibilities and new threats. World Heritage status implies that new 

actors and groups of experts will have influence on ‘the mapping’ and construction of the area. How should lay and 

expert knowledge be mixed in the process of developing a World Heritage? How can local influence be part of the 

process? Who should decide on ‘the staging’ and marketing of the site? 

 

1. Senior Researcher Katriina Siivonen, PhD, University of Turku  katriina.siivonen@utu.fi 

 

Places as tradition, heredity and heritage 

Places are culturally defined in everyday life through common tangible and intangible cultural items: artefacts, 

buildings, cultural landscapes, means of livelihood, meanings and symbols, oral tradition, customs and habits, 

world views. These items transfer locally, glocally and globally as tradition from one individual to another, also 

from younger people to older ones. Thus, tradition consists of both change and continuity. Tradition it is good 

and bad, beautiful and ugly – it consists of the entirety of life. 

The spirit of a place is a collection of traditions, heredity, which are in some manner common for a group of 

people. Heredity consists of intangible and tangible items of everyday culture shared through relatively tight 

mutual interaction. Interactions and community can take place in a place, but also in a social structure, on 

Internet or through common interests, media, international companies, and international trade. People can be a 

part of several communities and their heredity simultaneously and after each other. 

There is a difference between heredity and heritage. Cultural heritage consists of symbols with tangible and 

intangible elements, which functions as instruments for creating images of places and/or groups of people with 

their cultures as original wholes. Cultural heritage consist of specially chosen, valuable cultural elements, and it 

is seen as a natural presentation of the culture in question. Cultural heritage is a central concept in cultural and 

regional politics in Europe. The aim is to create with it a strong common identity for people in certain area or 

group of people in order to support welfare and economic development. 

In mapping of places in a culturally sustainable way, all of these qualities of culture should be considered. Thus, it 

is the creative, changing, heterogeneous cultural interaction process between individuals and their surroundings, 

which primarily calls for safeguarding. Also, the possibility of having an impact on your own life and the 

conditions of life demand protection. And thirdly, common cultural heritage should be selected, defined and 

used in cooperation between those people who are in any way involved. 

 

2. PhD student Martin Paju, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences martin.paju@slu.se 

 

Regional reconstruction in changed mode of production 

This contribution discusses effects by a World Heritage construction in a context of Swedish regional 

development work. Through empirical studies in Hälsingland, a rural province in northern Sweden I will raise 

some questions concerning the use of regional mapping and how such work confirms particular historical 
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notions. Such specific notions often encourage visitors to employ romanticized images of places and landscapes, 

which are met with both negative and positive sanctions. 

In the case around Hälsingland in northern Sweden several actors has worked with two different World Heritage 

nominations. In January 2011 a nomination act of seven farms was submitted to UNESCO under the heading 

“Decorated Farmhouses of Hälsingland”. With focus on fifteen production sites, previous nomination document 

(2009) where assessed on the level of Deferral. Painted interiors and feast-traditions from the period 1800-1870 

is the basic theme for the nomination. The explanation of the nomination 2011 highlights the seven farms 

representing an outstanding example of how free and independent farmers in a small region in northern Europe 

used its financial surplus to build large and lavish homes and to create rich and create environments for 

celebrations. It should be noted that one part in the nomination is located outside the geographical border of 

Hälsingland and the narratives of self-ownership, freedom and economic surplus are strongly questioned. 

During the period 2006-2011, the work with two WH nomination acts also implied a dilution of Hälsingland as 

former forestry and food-producer and strengthened a regional image as a provider of mainly aesthetic 

environments. These proceedings also emphasize differences between a regional image defined by its socio-

cultural values among local actors and the county authorities dominated by administrative-political mandates 

affected by regional policy making on a national and international level. One implication of such “cultural turn” is 

the effects on spatial self-perception and identities among different actors in this region.  

 

3. Associate Professor Allan Sande, University of Nordland Allan.Sande@uin.no 

The battle between oil and World Heritage in the Barents Sea 

In the high north, the Barents Sea has large undiscovered resources of petroleum and sustainable populations of 

capelin, herring and cod. The exploitation of petroleum exposes ecosystems to the risk of pollution and damage. 

The national states of Norway and Russia, who manage the Barents Sea jointly, have ratified UN conventions on 

biodiversity conservation. This challenge of implementing the convention and at the same time managing 

international competition of exploitation of natural resources in the Barents Sea, has been solved by the 

Norwegian government by making a large scale ecosystem based national management plan for Barents sea and 

the Norwegian sea. The national goals are both sustainable use of petroleum, fishery resources and conservation 

of the ecosystem. These goals are implemented by the designation and planning of the Lofoten islands and 

adjacent areas of the Barents Sea as a World Heritage sites. These designated areas are the spawning ground for 

cod and herring, sites for international tourism and the most promising areas for exploitation of petroleum on 

the Norwegian continental shelf. In the paper, I will present an empirical case study of the Norwegian national 

decision making in ecosystem based management of the Barents Sea and nomination of the Lofoten islands as a 

World Heritage site. I will discuss the social effects of the new environmental policy and environmental 

institutions in Norway. The question is: Is government based eco-system management planning the institutional 

framework for solution the conflicting interests within the Norwegian society? 

 

4. Scientific Officer Barbara Engels Federal Agency for Nature Conservation in Germany 

barbara.engels@BfN.de 

 

Local and global consequences of cultural and geographical mapping 

My presentation “World Heritage as a map” will flash 10 ideas on mapping of WH and will deal with three 

aspects: a) what’s special about the WH map today , b) what does the WH map mean and c) is there a need for 

changing the map? This presentation should be understood in the context of the discussion of the “Future of the 

Convention” at eve of the Convention’s 40 anniversary in 2012. The 10 ideas will touch on: 
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1) The WH-List is as MAP of the world which highlights 936 places (a bit more if you count the serial sites 

separately) of the world 

2) This map gives a strange picture of the world: as WH is not evenly distributed from the geographic 

perspective (percentages per region; reflect on “eurocentrism”) 

3) If mapped – nature and culture  show global differences (but the largest sites are natural ones) 

4) Mapping natural sites:  the percentage of transboundary/transnational sites is higher (12 out of 2001 vs. 12 

out of 725): may be because the need to work transboundary to conserve is higher? Or because cultural sites 

are more linked to national pride compared to natural sites 

5) The local map looks very different:  locals views on what should be WH differs from what the criteria of the 

Convention is able to map  

6) What is the map good for – why do places want to get mapped? – some findings from a recent study 

7) Tourism: does WH status mean that out of a sudden a site appears on the touristic map? Yes and no – some 

figures 

8) A need to change the “WH Map”? 

9) How much space is on the WH Map? 

10) The Global Strategy: a tool to change this map? 

 


