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World Heritage and the Concept of Environment -
Ethical and Aesthetic Perspectives

ABSTRACT

The need for an integrative relation in the protection and preservation
of heritage viewed through the concept of sustainable development has
placed man, nature and culture through the concept of the environment
in a comprehensive relationship in which each category of world heritage
(both cultural and natural) is considered through the synthesis of material
and immaterial values, whereby sustainable development represents a
unifying paradigm of ethical and aesthetic approach in understanding the
heritage science. The concept of environment is not just a scenography for
one of the heritage categories, but it contains ethical and aesthetic values
that classify it as a world heritage. This paper draws special attention to
the complex relationships within the architectural heritage seen as equally
material (physical, tangible) and immaterial (“living”, dynamic, untan-
gible. The aesthetic experience of architecture is a key point of sustainable
access to heritage. On the other hand, ethics opens up issues of goodwill
and freedom, problems of duty and purpose, the relationship between
morals and actions that we take in the environments. All of the above
points to the necessity of re-examining the heritage policies, bearing in
mind the distinct influences and consequences of the modern era.
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The Role of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage
Faced with Global Challenges

INTRODUCTION

The commemoration of the fiftieth anniversary of the adoption of the Convention
Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage (1972)" is an
occasion for a solemn review of the issue of world heritage preservation seen in the
global context of contemporary challenges. The world has changed drastically since
1972, facing the consequences of increasingly intensive modernization, industrializa-
tion, urbanization and globalization.

Climate change, global warming and biodiversity loss, air, water and soil con-
tamination, terrorism, wars and military conflicts, global health issues, poverty, access
to food and hunger, children’s poor access to healthcare, education and safety, human
rights violation, migration, sexual harassment, corruption, etc. — countries cannot
fight these global challenges individually, but it is necessary to join forces to achieve
transnational goals, collaboration of international institutions, national governments,
non-governmental organizations (NGOs), universities, local communities, enthusiasts
and creative individuals is needed.

In addition to the general picture of today’s world being very dark and pessimis-
tic, humanity still manages to resist numerous challenges of the modern age, many
battles are won rather than lost. In terms of protection and preservation of world
heritage, great progress has been made during the 50 years of the Convention. We
can talk about the constant evolution and improvement of approaches in the World
Heritage domain, thanks to the Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the
World Heritage Convention,” which are updated every two years in order to follow the
challenges of the modern age and enable the updating of the implementation of the
WH Convention.

Following the policies of UNESCO, everything we undertake today with heritage
should be sustainable, smart and inclusive. In the general heritage policies, the Policy
for the Integration of a Sustainable Development Perspective Into the Processes of the
World Heritage Convention® is particularly emphasized — a document that seeks to
integrate a sustainable development perspective into the World Heritage Convention,
ensuring policy coherence with the UN sustainable development policies and the 2030
Agenda.* The main goals of the WH Convention, seen through identifying, protecting,

1 UNESCO, Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage (1972), Paris:
UNESCO, https://whc.unesco.org/archive/convention-en.pdf (accessed June 2023). Hereinafter referred
to as the World Heritage Convention or WH Convention or Convention.

2 UNESCO, Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention (2021),
Paris: UNESCO, WHC.21/0. July 31, 2021, https://whc.unesco.org/en/guidelines/ (accessed June 2023).
Hereinafter referred to as the Operational Guidelines (1977-2021 depending on the year of issue).

3 UNESCO, Policy for the Integration of a Sustainable Development Perspective into the Processes of the
World Heritage Convention (2015), Paris: UNESCO (WHC-15/20.GA/INE13). This policy document
was adopted by the General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention at its 20 Session (Paris,
2015), by its Resolution 20 GA 13.

4 General Assembly, Transforming our world: the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, October 21,
2015, Paris, https://sdgs.un.org/2030agenda (accessed June 2023).
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conserving, presenting and transmitting cultural and natural heritage properties of
Outstanding Universal Value, contribute significantly to sustainable development and
the well-being of people. This especially refers to the achievement of environmental
sustainability and inclusive social, cultural and economic development in order to
foster peace and security. The 2030 UN Agenda for Sustainable Development recognizes
the importance of the protection and safeguarding of the world’s cultural and natural
heritage within its 17 ‘Sustainable Development Goals — where the achievement of
inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable cities and human settlements is especially
highlighted in Goal No. 11.°

The perpetual effort to integrate the sustainable development perspective into the
framework of the WH Convention resulted in greater and more intense social mobility.
Many stakeholders who are responsible for the implementation of the Convention have
intensified their activities, especially when it comes to education, not only of experts,
but of ordinary citizens (local community), which until today has resulted in a change
of view on what we consider heritage. This is further discussed in this paper, especially
regarding the concept of environment, which in the context of safeguarding heritage
is not considered only from the position of heritage properties that have Outstanding
Universal Value, but from the angle of ethical and aesthetic perspectives that advocate
for the “democratization” of the concept of world heritage.®

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK, RESEARCH METHODS AND MATERIALS

The theoretical framework is related to the consideration of today’s very current and
complex concept of environment, which unites the areas of natural, built and social
environment (fig. 1). Environmental research methodology includes interdisciplin-
ary and up-to-date approaches applied by many disciplines from ecology, biology,
economics, sociology, politics to architecture and urban planning. The main goal of
environmental research refers to looking at connections and relationships regarding
the question: How nature works and how human activity affects the environment
(both natural, built and social), which has an impact on the formation of sustainable
environmental approaches and practices.

Although the study of environments is a very wide-ranging field,” research into
the complex role of the environment in the context of heritage science and World Heri-

5 Ibid. 14
A. Pastor Pérez, D. Barreiro Martinez, E. Parga-Dans, P. Alonso Gonzalez, “Democratising Heritage Val-
ues: A Methodological Review” Sustainability 2021, Volume 13, Issue 22, 12492. https://doi.org/10.3390/
sul32212492 (accessed August 2023).

7  Environmetal studies are mostly focused on the topics of air and water pollution, soil contamination,
environmental health, changes in biotic and abiotic world, etc., and concern the natural environment,
while topics related to the built and social environment are on the second place. https://www.frontiersin.
org/journals/environmental-science/researchtopics?gad_source=1&gclid=Cjo0KCQiAgqGrBhDtARIsAM
550_ns4U0IOHOU4eUZagalAFgrfXCxX8VhhHBB-pQtob6xyCObUVY9spQaAiJOEALw_wcB (accessed
June 2023).
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Fig. 1

Types of environment:
Natural, Built and Social
Environment

(© 1. Kuletin Culafi¢)
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tage policies® represents a significant methodological approach that unites the entire
heritage: cultural, natural and mixed (sites that contain elements of both natural and
cultural significance) heritage, but also tangible and intangible heritage. The main task
of the WH Convention is to define the type of natural, cultural or mixed sites which
can be considered for inscription on the World Heritage List.” The main criteria of the
WH List are uniqueness and diversity. In order for a site to be inscribed on the WH
List, it must have Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) and fulfill at least one of the ten
selection criteria. The Criteria for selection are explained in the Operational Guidelines
for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention, which is the main working
tool on World Heritage besides the original text of the Convention.

Starting with the 1960s, the relocation of the Nubian Monuments from Abu Simbel
to Philae, which were moved in their entirety to a nearby location due to the creation
of the Aswan High Dam and Lake Nasser — was the main impetus for the reaction and
drafting of the WH Convention document. In contrast to what was ongoing in the 70s
at the time of the birth of the Convention, the view on heritage has changed in many
ways. First of all, a big change happened in 1992, when the WH Convention, as the first
international legal instrument, recognized and established ‘cultural landscapes’ as a new

8  UNESCO, The World Heritage Policy Compendium is a database of World Heritage policies. It is organized
around the 5 Strategic Objectives of the Convention - “5 C’s“: Credibility, Conservation, Capacity Build-
ing, Communication and Communities. See: https://whc.unesco.org/en/compendium/?action=about
(accessed June 2023); https://whc.unesco.org/en/compendium/?action=theme&id_theme=1,2,3,4,5,6
(accessed June 2023).

9  Hereinafter referred to as the WH List.
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category of heritage,"” which eliminated the strict division into natural and cultural heri-
tage. With the adoption of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural
Heritage'' in 2003, the values of heritage that is not tangible, material and physical, but
‘living; immaterial and dynamic, were highlighted. The ICH Convention pointed to the
invaluable importance of intangible cultural heritage (ICH) that refers to the practices,
representations, expressions, knowledge and know-how, transmitted from generation to
generation within communities, created and transformed continuously by them, depend-
ing on the environment and their interaction with nature and history."> The concept of
environment is recognized as a significant value which in many categories of heritage
represents an essential bond that connects nature and culture, but also changes the entire
relationship of ethical and aesthetic perspectives in the understanding of heritage.

The adoption of the ICH Convention significantly changed the view of heritage, which
was paradigmatically viewed through the concept of ‘monument’ - seen as a tangible cul-
tural asset that is movable and immovable (including movable heritage, such as: paintings,
sculptures, furniture, etc. and immovable heritage like: historical buildings-architecture,
monuments, archaeological sites, etc.). This view of the WH Convention as the most suc-
cessful international instrument for the protection of heritage did not refer only to cultural
heritage seen from the perspective of the monument paradigm, but to natural heritage
which was seen as a “closed” concept according to which a certain property can be called
naturale heritage if it fulfills one of the established Selection Criteria and in whole or in
part represents the Biosphere Reserves. Thus, the Man and the Biosphere Programme
(MAB Programme), which was launched by UNESCO in 1970, was a significant instru-
ment of UNESCOs policies, the views of which largely agreed with the views of the WH
Convention, and with the help of the MAB Programme, the implementation of the WH
Convention on Natural Heritage Sites that are included in the WH List was coordinated.
Therefore, obtaining the status of the Biosphere Reserve was to a large extent an advantage
when a property was to be included in the WH List.”* For example, in the same year 1987,
Sian Kaa in Mexico received the status of Biosphere Reserve and was inscribed on the WH
List." In this way, Sian Kaa as a “monument of nature” received dual protection.

The deviation from the observation of heritage through the paradigm of monuments,
seen as monuments of culture or monuments of nature, was made precisely by the estab-

10  UNESCO, Operational Guidelines (1994), Paris: UNESCO, https://whc.unesco.org/archive/opguide94.
pdf (accessed June 2023), Points 35-40 which designate inclusion of cultural landscapes in the WH List,
13-15.

11 UNESCO, Convention for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage (2003), Paris: UNESCO, (Edi-
tion 2022), https://ich.unesco.org/doc/src/2003_Convention_Basic_Texts-_2022_version-EN_.pdf (ac-
cessed June 2023). Hereinafter referred to as ICH Convention.

12 UNESCO, Media Kit for 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage, Sixth
session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage,
November 22-29, 2011, Bali, Indonesia, https://ich.unesco.org/doc/src/15164-EN.pdf (accessed June
2023).

13 UNESCO, Technical Guidelines for Biosphere Reserves (2022), https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/
pf0000375692 (accessed June 2023).

14  Sian Kaan (Mexico) - WH property based on natural criteria (vii) and (x). https://whc.unesco.org/en/
list/410/ (accessed June 2023).
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lishment of the category of cultural landscape, which improved the implementation of the
WH Convention by establishing democratic ethical overlaps with the ICH Convention. The
greatest contribution was seen in connecting ethical and aesthetic values through the con-
cept of cultural landscapes,'” where the components of the human way of life and cultural
expression permeated with the natural environment from which they are inseparable.

Atalmost the same time as the birth of cultural landscapes, the concept of ‘sustain-
able development’'® became popular, especially since 1992, when the United Nations
Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED) was held in Rio de Janeiro.
From the 1990s to today, the concept of environment is a key element for research and
recognition of the complex values of natural heritage sites, mixed heritage sites and
cultural landscapes, which represent places where sustainable development practices
are monitored and examined in an almost laboratory-like scientific manner. However,
there are many environments in the world that are not on the WH List,"” although they
possess aesthetic and ethical values seen through uniqueness and diversity. Different
forms of environments (natural, urban, social - which includes, for example, the digital
environment as one of today’s most prominent forms of social environment) represent
domains for further improvement and examination of manifestations of culture and
nature that are in close and cause-and-effect relationships. Therefore, their interactions
can be seen through different methodological approaches in researching the impor-
tance of the environment for future ways of implementation of the WH Convention
and its Operational Guidelines.

THE CONCEPT OF ENVIRONMENT — THE RELATIONSHIP
BETWEEN CULTURE AND SUSTAINABILITY

Bearing in mind the previously expressed evolution of the perspective of understand-
ing the concept of World Heritage, the architectural heritage that is considered in the
context of the concept of environment in this paper is not only seen as a physical,
material heritage that can be touched, physically destroyed, damaged and threatened,

15 UNESCO, Cultural Landscapes, https://whc.unesco.org/en/culturallandscape/#1, (accessed June 2023).

16  The term ‘sustainability’ was used for the first time in the modern sense of the word in 1983 by the
United Nations Commission on Environment and Development, and in 1987 this Commission pro-
duced the Brundtland Report entitled “Our Common Future, in which ‘sustainable development® was
defined as development that meets the needs of the present without compromising the ability of future
generations to meet their needs in the future. At the UNCED Conference (United Nation Conference
on Environment and Development) in Rio de Janeiro in 1992, known as the Earth Summit, several
important documents and agreements were adopted, the most important of which are: the Rio Declara-
tion on Environment and Development, and Agenda 21, which institutionalized the strategy and goals
of sustainable development. At the Rio+20 Conference (2012), a resolution known as “The Future We
Want“ was reached by member states. Among the key subjects agreed on were poverty eradication, en-
ergy, water and sanitation, health, and human settlement. In 2015, the UN General Assembly adopted
the Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) or Global Goals for the period 2015-2030. These are 17
goals related to the world’s global challenges such as health, poverty, hunger, inequality, climate change,
environmental degradation, economic development, education, peace and justice, etc.

17 The most recent example of a cultural landscape nominated for inscription on the WH List in 2022 is the
Ba¢ Cultural Landscape. https://fub.rs/kulturni-predeo/ (accessed June 2023).
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Fig. 2
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but special attention is addresed to the intangible components of the architectural
heritage (in the sense of separate buildings and the whole given in the form of urban
environments) which carries within itself symbolic, historical, anthropological, ethical
and aesthetic meanings that have essential significance for the community.

Architectural heritage represents the built environment, which is inextricably
linked to the social environment. Although urban environments are viewed indepen-
dently - separated from natural environments, let’s keep in mind that cities were created
by insert into nature through the ever-advancing process of urbanization. Therefore,
the built environment constructs an important relationship with the natural environ-
ment, as well as with smaller parts of the natural environment (parks, forests, green
areas, trees, greenery, green roof gardens) located within the city.

Ethics and aesthetics are philosophical disciplines, both stemming from man’s
anthropological relationship to the world, and therefore in terms of safeguarding
Word Heritage, ethics indicates moral values, standards and decision making,
while aesthetics is focused on critical thinking about natural, artistic and cultural
elements of heritage. Ethics and aesthetics both deal with issues of value, and
when we consider the ethical and aesthetic perspectives of understanding world
heritage, its preservation and protection, we are talking about axiology and the
constant examination and re-examination of the value of heritage, as well as what
we classify as heritage.

Shortly before Socrates, Protagoras, one of the leading sophists, in the 5™ cen-
tury BC, said: “Of all things the measure is man, of the things that are, that they are,
and of the things that are not, that they are not.“'® Protagoras’ statement focuses on
the concept of value - according to which our reality is a relative category that is pre-
sented to each person in a different way. This thesis of Protagoras can be seen today
as a statement about the importance of tolerance, democracy and respect for other
people’s opinions, cultural expression of diversity and different views on the world.
It is a statement that introduces subjectivism and relativism, and shows us that true
human knowledge about nature and the truth in the world as a whole is not possible.
However, this statement gives us an optimistic hope that man should be a responsible,
reasonable and moral being who creates a socio-political and cultural reality in which
he establishes good and fair value relations and systems. That is why people need laws,
conventions, recommendations, principles and rules in order to make a consensus
between individual and public interest — good and well-being.

The World Heritage Convention, as the most significant instrument for protection
of cultural and natural heritage, views the entire world heritage through a dichoto-
mous relationship between nature and culture,” but the essence of the contemporary
ethical perspective by which this convention is applied is not aimed at the separation
of natural and cultural heritage, which is further defined by categories of heritage

18  Platon, Protagora — Gorgija, Beograd 1968; Platon, Theaitet, 36.

19 Article 1 and Article 2 of the WH Convention. UNESCO, op. cit. 2. https://whc.unesco.org/archive/
convention-en.pdf (accessed July 2023).
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(where cultural heritage includes: monuments, groups of buildings, sites and cultural
landscapes - as category that includes both cultural and natural features; and natural
heritage includes: natural features of biological and physical formations, geological
and physiographical formations and natural sites or precisely delineated natural areas),
but the key to understanding the ethical essence of the WH Convention lies precisely
in the understanding of unity and the need for integral protection, whereby views on
culture and nature permeate and give a unique picture of a complete and comprehen-
sive ethical and at the same time aesthetic effort to protect, interpret, popularize, and
sustainably use the assets of nature and culture (fig. 2, 3).

Culture itself is seen in the complex interactions of the natural, built and social
environment, for which we are all responsible and in charge in order to preserve
the priceless values of the world heritage for future generations and the times that
are ahead of us.”” Nowadays, we are aware of the fact that the spheres of nature and
culture intertwine with each other, although we live in a deeply technical world.
Despite our claim that we have largely overcome, but also threatened nature, nature
still remains the one that provides us with existential resources for life. Without
the preservation of nature, there is no culture, and without the preservation and
construction of cultural values, there is no sustainable action in the natural, built
and social environment.

Today, there is still a disproportion in terms of theoretical considerations and
the very application of inclusive and sustainable integration of culture within the
framework of UNESCO’s heritage policies. From the moment when the UN World
Commission on Environment and Development adopted a report called “Our Com-

mon Future“

in 1987, when the concept of Sustainable Development was defined
primarily as an economic balance between the consumption and production of re-
sources that will not harm the life and survival of future generations, the basic ques-
tions of sustainability were focused on the preservation and protection of the diversity
of the natural environment and its resources, and only later in the third millennium
did cultural issues begin to occupy an increasingly significant place in Sustainable
Development policies.

The concept of sustainable development applied to the sphere of world heritage
protection advocates an inclusive and integral approach that includes economic, tech-
nological, social, ecological and cultural components with the common idea of balanced
consumption of the world’s resources (whether it is the sustainability of natural and
cultural resources, or access to basic resources in food, education, health, culture, reduc-
tion of poverty, violence, wars, etc.). The integration of the world policy of sustainable

20  UCLG,“Culture: Fourth Pillar of Sustainable Development’, Committee on Culture for 2011-2013,
https://www.agenda21culture.net/sites/default/files/files/documents/en/zz_culture4pillarsd_eng.pdf
(accessed July 2023).

21 UN World Commission on Environment and Development, Report on the World Commission on Environ-
ment and Development: Our Common Future (1987), New York: United Nations - World Commission on
Environment and Development, https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/content/documents/5987our-
common-future.pdf (accessed July 2023).
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Fig 4

Historic Center of Urbino —
1998 inscription on the World
Heritage List, criteria (i), (iv)

(© I. Kuletin Culafi¢)

Fig. 5

An urban environment in Rome
- The neighborhood around the
streets: Villa Balestra and Via
dei Monti Parioli, Via Antonio
Gramsci, Via Sebastiano Conca
and Via Pietro Paolo Rubens

(© I. Kuletin Culafi¢)
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development into the domain of world heritage care is, in a word, focused on the fight
for a healthier, more ethical, more humane and more inclusive life.??

Sustainable development represents one of the biggest issues nowadays, based
on three spheres, that is, three pillars of sustainability: Environmental, Social and
Economic. This three-pillar paradigm originates from the 1980s, when the theoretical
concept of ‘sustainability’ was formed in a historical sense.”” Three-pillar dimensions
seen through: economic growth, social inclusion and environmental balance, place
the area of culture in the social pillar, however, the matter is far more complex because
in terms of heritage, culture appears and permeates all three environments: natural,
built and social.*

In the Sustainable Development policy, culture is seen as an element that shapes
social development processes and people’s behavior patterns, while for cultural heritage
policies, culture is the basis and driver of development seen through the “5C’s“. In both
cases, culture is an important influencing factor that primarily forms the built (urban
and architectural) environment and social environment, but also directly affects the
natural environment. The cohesion of cultural elements in all three types of environ-
ment marks better opportunities for preserving the value of these environments,
where people within the community participate in the promotion of creativity, useful
and sustainable use of modern technologies, industry, business, with a significant
emphasis on education - as one of the main factors in raising the general awareness
of individuals and communities about the importance of the natural, urban and social
environment for the entire future of the planet and people.

INTERDEPENDENCE OF ETHICAL AND AESTHETIC
VALUES AND THE WORLD HERITAGE POLICIES

The WH Convention recognizes cultural heritage that has Outstanding Universal
Value from the point of view of history, art and aesthetics, science, ethnology or
anthropology, while the Outstanding Universal Value of natural heritage Conven-
tion looks at it from the point of view of aesthetic and natural beauty, science or
conservation. However, we must be aware that when we talk about the totality, i.e.
the totality of the works of history, science, art, ethnology and anthropology, then
works of nature that reach different scales of aesthetic, scientific and conserva-
tion criteria — many works of nature and culture possess the stated values, but are
not found on UNESCOQO’s WH List, which does not mean that UNESCQO’s criteria

22 UNESCO, Policy for the Integration of a Sustainable Development Perspective into the Processes of the
World Heritage Convention (2015), Paris: UNESCO, (WHC-15/20.GA/INE13).

23 B.Purvis, Y. Mao, and D. Robinson, ,Three pillars of sustainability: in search of conceptual origins‘, Sustain-
ability Science (2019) 14:681-695, https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-018-0627-5 (accessed August 2023).

24 1. Kuletin Culafi¢, Visions of Architecture in the Context of Environmental Aesthetics, in Conference
Proceedings of Second International Conference SmartArt: Art and Science Applied: Experence and Vision,
ed. Milan Prosen, Faculty of Applied Arts, Belgrade 2022, 87-105. https://smartart-conference.rs/wp-
content/uploads/2023/01/SmartArt-2021-2-086.pdf (accessed August 2023).

331



332

Educational Programs - the Future of World Cultural and Natural Heritage

50 Years /1972-2022/ of the Convention Concerning the Protection of World Cultural and Natural Heritage

Fig. 6 Built environment in Belgrade consisting of the following
streets: NiSka, Sredacka, Ljubostinjska, Pozarevacka, Tomasa
Jeza, Vojvode Dragomira and Mileevska (former Sava
Kovacevica Street). Today’s view of Ljubostinska Street — on
the right side is the building that was built on the site of the
demolished ”Sava Kovacevi¢” Primary School

Built environment in Sredacka Street, built during the 90s

The building on the site of the former "Sava
Kovacevi¢” elementary school, corner of
Ljubostinjska and Niska streets, Vracar, Belgrade,
built during the 90s

The rest of a piece of green area where there used to be
a memorial bust of the national hero, commander and
participant of the National Liberation Struggle, Sava
Kovacevi¢

(© 1. Kuletin Culafi¢)
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should be “loosened® in order to introduce democracy into UNESCO’s policies. On
the other hand, we should think about “opening up” the concept of understanding
world heritage, which can contribute to the improvement of education and research
methodologies in the field of heritage.

Great attention in UNESCO?’s policies is devoted to the values: tolerance, respect
for cultural expressions of minority groups, democracy, freedom of expression for all
inhabitants of the world, equality, openness, transparency, etc., and for this purpose,
“5’C“ - strategic objectives: Credibility, Conservation, Capacity-building, Communi-
cation and Communities, were created. These objectives of the WH Convention are
exclusively concerned with monitoring the nominations on the WH List and ensuring
the credibility and balanced WH List (fig. 4).

In addition, there are still many forms of heritage, primarily personal, intimate,
but also collective heritage that is significant for individuals, smaller groups and com-
munities. There are forms of heritage that are crucial to our daily lives, but which will
never (and should not) be found on the WH List. However, those forms of heritage
constitute a valuable view on heritage that uses methodological material and methods
of researching the environment and atmosphere created by the interaction of nature,
architecture and culture (fig. 5).

Here I will cite a personal example of the change in aesthetic experience during
the perception of the environment, which arose as a result of the breakup of Yugo-
slavia in the 90s, bad practices and non-functioning policies for the protection and
preservation of the urban and social environment, which was an important constituent
of tangible and intangible heritage. I was born and grew up in Vracar in Belgrade, an
area whose built environment has been drastically changed, aesthetically and ethically
ruined and seriously damaged in the last thirty years. Not only did significant mate-
rial elements that constitute my memories, as well as the memories of my neighbors,
friends and residents of that area disappear in that environment, but that area itself
lost numerous historical, artistic, aesthetic, social, emotional and anthropological
characteristics (fig. 6).

Formerly, at the corner of Ljubostinjska and Niska Streets, there was the “Sava
Kovacevi¢“ Elementary School for pupils from grades 1-4. In front of the school, next
to the main entrance, in a small park-like environment, there was a memorial bust
of the national hero, commander and the National Liberation Struggle participant
Sava Kovacevi¢. Every new school year, on Republic Day on November 29, a new
generation of first-grade students took the pioneer oath in front of the monument to
Sava Kovacevi¢, thus becoming pioneers. Generations and generations of pioneers in
their sideboards probably still keep photos recorded during this solemn moment in
an environment designated by historical, anthropological, sociological, ideological
and aesthetic factors. In the 1990s, the aforementioned “Sava Kovacevi¢“ Elemen-
tary School was demolished, and along with it the monument to Sava Kovacevi¢. A
residential-business and fitness center was built on that site in the manner of horrible
postmodern anti-aesthetic architecture, after the demolition of the school, pupils
from grades 1-4 moved to the school building in Vojvode Dragomira Street, which
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was intended only for grades 5-8 until then. Soon in 2002, the school changed its
name, restoring the old name from before the Second World War, the same thing hap-
pened with the neighboring street, which stopped bearing the name of the national
hero Sava Kovacevi¢ and returned to its former name of MileSevska. This testimony
speaks of the memories that bind us to a certain urban and social environment, to
a certain historical time and era of our existence. In this example, we see how the
experience of the environment can include a small space bounded by the streets of
one or several urban blocks. That environment have a high ethical-social value for
community members that is related to the material, physical and aesthetic compo-
nents of heritage, but especially to those intangible components of heritage that are
easily perishable and at the same time related to the material built environment that
has been transformed or that has disappeared.

This is where we come to the role of the concept of social environment, which is
inextricably linked with built, i.e. urban environment. The communication links estab-
lished by the members of a community are of great importance for the formation of a
social environment. Social environment is intrinsically connected to the constitution
of certain personal and general attitudes and to the formation of the concept of value
itself. Values arise when a certain number of individual social attitudes are integrated
into one more general attitude that is common to a larger number of social phenomena.
By achieving this kind of integration, a value is formed that becomes a determinant
for a wide range of individuals’ behavior - and it is related to what individuals, groups,
communities in the broader sense of society strive for and want to achieve, and these
are often abstract ideas: good, justice, well-being, i.e. what is considered valuable,
significant and desirable.” Therefore, differences in values represent a key aspect of
the diversity of societies, communities and cultures.”® It is important to point out that
the values characterized by a certain social environment do not only represent differ-
ences between different societies (Asian, European, African - a position that is rep-
resented in most of UNESCO?s heritage policies), but there are significant differences
that can be identified even within one society, small group of people or community.
That is why the addition of the fifth ‘C’ in the form of Community in 2007 was a very
significant step in the opening of UNESCO’s heritage policy in the implementation
of the WH Convention, where the important role of the communities in everyday
life, management, promotion and development of World Heritage was recognized.
The local communities as bearers of a World Heritage property are recognized as key
actors in the process of identification, management and sustainable development of
a heritage property. For this reason, it is important to strengthen the involvement of
local communities through strengthening the dialogue that can significantly contrib-
ute to decision-making and greater collaboration and mobility between the various
stakeholders involved in the heritage preservation process.

25  N.Rot, Osnovi socijalne psihologije, Beograd 1994, 43.
26  The Council of Europe, Convention on the Value of Cultural Heritage for Society (2005), Faro: CoE;
https://rm.coe.int/1680083746 (accessed August 2023).
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CONCLUSION

Nowadays, there is an increasingly present tendency to “democratize and open up
the concept of World Heritage, as what we can call heritage. The professional public
is divided on this issue, while the prevailing opinion is that such a democratic view
of heritage can seriously threaten and damage the credibility and value standards, the
ethics of the profession and institutions dealing with heritage protection. First of all,
UNESCO and its governing bodies do not approve of this “open” view of heritage, but
rather protect the credibility of the World Heritage List, guided by the prescribed ten
Selection Criteria for inclusion on the WH List according to which a certain heritage
site must have Outstanding Universal Value and meet at least one out of ten selection
criteria.”” Therefore, the essential determinant of what we can call heritage can only be
seen through Outstanding Universal Value and the mentioned ten Selection Criteria,
while numerous forms of heritage (either cultural or natural, tangible or intangible)
that are important and significant for the life of communities remain outside the ethi-
cal and aesthetic position of evaluation.

We can conclude that UNESCO's policies favor “vertical”i.e. qualitative application
of the WH Convention, which is defined by legal acts, recommendations and initiatives,
while on the other hand there is a whole range of heritage that is not included in UNES-
CO’s evaluation, and can be characterized as a tendency for “horizontal“i.e. by quantita-
tively expanding the perspective on World Heritage. It is quite clear that the quantitative
application of the WH Convention cannot cover all people and their communities, but
it is useful to note that the democratization of heritage is a long-term process (Table 1)
and has influenced the view of heritage to change over time since the introduction of the
concept of “cultural landscapes” (1992),*® adoption of the Nara Document on Authenticity
(1994), ratification of the Convention on the Protection of Underwater Cultural Heritage
(2001), ratification of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heri-
tage (2003), establishment of “5Cs* - strategic objectives, establishing a framework for
post trauma recovery and reconstruction - contrition of the Warsaw Recommendation
on Recovery and Reconstruction of Cultural Heritage recovery (2018), until the global
pandemic crisis that froze the world in 2019 and caused millions of deaths pointing to
the fact that heritage can serve no one if people’s health is threatened.”

The tendency for the democratization and universalization of cultural heritage
leads us to think about how the concept of World Heritage has evolved towards a
better and more humane view of heritage, which today includes above all the crucial
goal of sustainability. The ethical perspective is always complex because it seeks to find
a balanced path that includes different stakeholders and their points of view, which
UNESCO in its world heritage development policies should constantly review, so that
human society continues to develop in accordance with what was started in 1948 by

27 UNESCO Selection Criteria: https://whc.unesco.org/en/criteria/ (accessed August 2023).
28  See the important initiatives given in table 1.
29  UNESCO, World Heritage in the Face of Covid-19, Paris: UNESCO, 2021.
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signing the United Nations Universal Declaration of Human Rights — paying particular
attention to Articles 22-27, which include economic, social and cultural rights, in
order to achieve general healthcare, well-being and standards of good living, but also
personal dignity and free development of individual personality.*’

Finally, we can conclude that nature and the natural environment constitute the
greatest common heritage of the world, which stands in close interdependence with
the built environment and social environment. Faced with the numerous challenges of
today’s age, we are becoming more and more aware of the value of these environments
and their interpolations, interpenetrations and overlaps, which form the significant
foundations on which we must base good heritage policies. Precisely because we live
from those environments — the resources for our lives are within them, then we live
in environments - there are our homes and friends, dear places that bear witness to
shared and intimate social histories and connections. Environments are places of our
memories, places that have special values for us (emotional, intellectual, historical,
aesthetic, etc.),” places we love and where our every day life takes place. Environments
are places of history and culture, from which our life draws meaning, and within these
environments we develop our identity and need for expression.

Table 1

Date | Main events and initiatives related to the evolution of the implementation of the World Heritage
Convention

1972 | Adoption of the Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage
1975 | = Ratification of the WH Convention

1978 | = First Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention (cre-
ated to coordinate early additions to the WH List)

1992 | = Cultural landscapes (the concept of cultural ladscape’ included by WH Committee as a cat-
egory of world heritage that reperesent a “combined works of nature and man“ designated in
Article 1 of the WH Convention)

1994 | = Adoption of the Global Strategy The Nara Document on Authenticity

1997 | = Proclamation of Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity (UNESCO has
launched programme concerning Proclamation of Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible
Heritage of Humanity, which has started the instrumentalization for establishing the concept of
’intangible heritage’)

2002 | = Budapest Declaration On World Heritage, (Enhance WH Program by promoting strategic objec-
tives — “4 C’s“: Credibility, Conservation, Capacity-building and Communication)

2003 | = Ratification of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

2005 | = Convention on the Value of Cultural Heritage for Society (Faro Convention)

2007 | = The '‘Community’ was added as “5Cs“

2018 | = The Warsaw Recommendation on Recovery and Reconstruction of Cultural Heritage recovery
2022 | 50" Anniversary of the WH Convention

30  UN, Universal Declaration of Human Rights, Paris: UN https://www.un.org/sites/un2.un.org/
files/2021/03/udhr.pdf (accessed August 2023).

31 J. O'Neill, A. Holland, A. Light, Environmental values, London, New York 2008, 1.
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NPEHA V. KYJIETVH RYJTAOU T

YHunBepauTeT y beorpay — ApXUTEKTOHCKM hakynTeT
[enapTmaH 3a UCTOPUjy U TEOPU]Y apXMUTEKTYPE U YMETHOCTY

CBETCKA BAWTWHA U TTOJAM OKPYXEHA/KMBOTHE CPEANHE
- ETWYKE W ECTETCKE NEPCNEKTWNBE

Ckyn Koju je ofpskaH y fienieM6py 2022. rogyiHe Ha APXUTEKTOHCKOM (QaKyITeTy
YuuBep3autera y beorpany nop Hasusom ,,O6pasoBHu mporpamu: bynyhHocT cBeTcke
Ky/ITypHe U IpupopnHe 6amruHe. 3Hamwe-KomyHnkanyja-IIpesenTanuja“ nosogom
obernexxaBama IefieceT TOAMHA Off yCBajarba KoHBeHIje 0 3alITuTy CBeTCKe KYITypHe
u npupopHe 6amrnHe (1972-2022), okynno je mehyHapogHe cTpydmake Koju ce
6aBe Hacnehem u pecTaB/bao je 3HAYAjaH MOACTUIIAj 32 MHCTUTYIMje Ha bamkany
y IoIZIely MpOXKMMara MCKYCTaBa, carjefjaBatba MepCIeKTUBa Jlajbe capajiibe U
yHamnpebema flefoBamwa 1 Mpakcy y CBeTy KOji ce cyodaBa ca OpPOjHUM 1M3a30BUMa
caBpeMeHOT 106a. Y TOM CBeTIIy 0Baj pajj pa3MaTpa K/by4Ha I1Tamka Be3aHa 3a eTHYKe
U eCTeTCKe Ioriefie Ha KoHuenT CeTckor Hacneha v mpuMeny KoHBeHIyje y ycmoBuMa
CaBpeMeHOT I7106aTHoT 100a.

JemHO o HajaKTyeNTHMjUX MUTAKA JAHALIBLLIE THYE ce HocTu3ama Onp>KUBOT
pasBoja Koju motude cBe cepe caBpeMeHOTr XMBOTA. CTATHOM CBENPUCYTHOM
MONy/apu3alljoM U yK/byu4MBambeM MapafiuTMe OJp>KUBOT pa3Boja y MOMIUTHUKE
ouyBama Hacneha, yoyaBa ce morpeba ia ce TpMIapTUTHA IOfe/Ia Ha TPU CTyba
OZIP>KMBOT pa3Boja (eKOHOMMja, APYIITBO 1 €KOIOTMja OTHOCHO XMBOTHA CpefjuHa/
OKpY>KeIbe) Ojadya HaIJlalllaBalbeM y/Iore KyIType Koja 61 ce fofiana Kao 4YeTBPTH
YMHIIALL 3Ha4YajaH 32 OAP>KMBOCT JAHAIIbET I[JIOOATHOT IPYLITBA.

Pan ce 6aBu pasMaTpameM KOHIIENITa OKPYXKea Tj. >KUBOTHE CpefiuHe (eHr.,
environment) Koja je K/bydHa 3a pa3Boj JbYACKUX 3ajefHNLIA, ogHOCe Mehy /pyauma
U OFHOC JbYAM IIpeMa >KMBOj ¥ HEeXXMBOj IPUPOAU. Y pajly ce KOHIENT OKPYKemba
pasMaTpa Kpo3 TPy BPCTe OKpY>Kema: IIPUPOJIHO, M3rpaheHo u conmjamHo, Koja ce
HajIa3e y y3ajaMHOj MeDhyIoBe3aHOCTH 1 IpefCcTaB/bajy JOMeHe KOjy Cy Off K/byqHe
Ba)KHOCTM 3 IIOCTH3ambe ITIobamHor 1yyba OnpxmBor passoja. [Ipupoano, narpabeno
VI COLIMjaTHO OKPY>Kebe KapaKTepUIIly Hallly CafjalllibocT 1 6yayhHOCT, a mpahemwe n
pearopame Ha IPOMEHE KOje HAaCTajy Y TUM OKPY>KEIbMMa je Off U3PAa3UTOr 3Havaja 3a
Hallly ersUCTeHINjY, IPYIITBO, EKOHOMH)Y, 3[JpaB/be U KY/ITYPY.

Y pany cy HarjaueHe eTM4Ke M eCTeTCKe IepCIIeKTMBe IPeNCINTUBAbA [10jMa
Caerckor Haceha, y KOHTEKCTY aKTye/THNX IMUTamba Koja IIpefodaBajy IpoLIpemne,
IIeMOKpPATM3aIMjy 1 TEHAEHIIN]y 3a YHUBep3aaM3alyjoM KoHenTa CeeTckor Hacneha
KOje ce Iopef, YHeCKOBMX ITO/IUTHKA, MOKe TIOCMAaTPaTy U Ha OTBOPEHMjU HaYMH KOjU
je 6M3aK OOMYHMM JbYAVIMa — CTAHOBHUIIVIMA 3ajefHUIIA Off KOjUX HajBMIIIe 3aBVICU
caMa IIpaKca O4yBaba MaTepyjaTHOT I HeMaTepyjaTHor Haceha.
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Hapymapame 11yMa, peka, jesepa, pasHuX IpefieNa, an U UICTOPUjCKUX [eoBa
rpajia MMa eTU4Ke, eCTeTCKe U Ky/ITypHe IIOC/eIMIe, IIPe CBETa 3aTO IUTO jeHO
OKpY>Kebe ITOCENyje BeOMa CTIOKEH M JIeIMKaTaH CKYIl BpETHOCTY KOje Cy Off KIby4He
BXHOCTH 3a ITOjeINHIA U 3ajefHNLy. Y IUTaly Cy Pa3InIuTe eCTETCKE, eTIYKe,
€KOJIOIIKe, ICTOPUjCKe, KYITypPHE, EKOHOMCKE, IPYLITBEHE, TOTUTUYKE BPETHOCTH 1
CTIMYHO, KOje KapaKTepyIry Heko Hacnehe (mpupogHo nmm/v KynTypHO, MaTepyjamTHo
U HeMaTepujaslHo) Koje y BeMuKoM Opojy ciaydajeBa Hehe OuTM mpemosHaTo n
BpEIHOBAaHO Kpo3 Kputepujyme KonBeHumje koja Hacnebe carmefaBa nck/py4nBo
Kpo3 VI3BaHpegHy YHUBep3aIHy BPEHOCT I ieceT KPUTEPHjyMa, YiMe ce HeKM 00K
Hacneha kBamdukyje 3a ynuc Ha JIncty cBeTcKe GalITHHE.

Ha kpajy momasumo 1o 3ak/bydKa Jja je OKpPY>Ke€be Tj. )KMBOTHA CpefiHa y
K0jOj KMBYMMO, y Y>KeM U MIMpeM CMUCTY (HMBO KBapTa y KOjeM >KMBMMO MU HUBO
I/IaHeTe KOjy HaCTakbyjeMo), IPeICTaB/ba 3a HaC HajBehy IparoreHoCT 1 BpeHOCT, jep
YIIPaBO Y KOHTEKCTY Te MUKPO VIV MAaKpO CpefiyiHe MM pOPMIUPAMO CBOjy TMYHOCT,
coIlMjajiHe Be3e ca APYTUM JbYAVMA, Be3e ca mpupopoM (6mpKkaMa, KMBOTUHAMA
u aTMOCepCcKUM KIMMATCKMM elleMEeHTMMA), Y TOj cpeinHu Mu npuspebyjemo,
pasBMjaMo ce 1 ycaBpIlIaBaMoO Ce U Kao IojeiMHal] 1 Kao 3ajeqHuiia. Crora je BaXKHO
BPLINTYU CTAa/lHO NPENCINTUBAKbe NOTUTHUKA Hacneha y HacTojamy fja ce ocurypa
OJP>XMBUjY, 30PABUjY, MHKITYSUBHV)Y M €TUYKWjY KMBOT JbyIM U Hallle IIJIaHeTe.
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