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I n t roduction : the need to assess the impact of 

the European Heri t age Day s

In 1999, eight years after their launch, the E H D have become the main European 

cultural event, the fruit of exceptional efforts on the part of government institutions,

NGOs, associations and volunteers in all 47 countries falling under the European

Cultural Agreement to mobilize public interest*.

On top of these fi g u re s ,w h i ch reflect the bu rgeoning suc-

cess of E H D, the event has cert a i n ly also ushered in a new

way of fo s t e ring closer links between the public and their

h e ri t ag e. M o re ove r, t h ey have illustrated that the conserva-

tion and promotion of heri t age is no longer mere ly the

p rovince of specialists, but rather a shared re s p o n s ab i l i t y.

As the years have gone by, E H D h ave moved far beyond the

initial principle of opening up monuments and heri t ag e

sites and have developed into a far broader cultural activity.

For instance, t h ey have provided an effe c t i ve response to the

l e g i t i m ate call for access to a collective heri t age and to aspi-

r ations to fo rge an identity linked to that heri t age –fi r s t ly on

a local or regional basis, and subsequently at Euro p e a n

l evel– and to make a significant contri bution towards 

changing the way people think about safeguarding their

h e ri t ag e. H aving started out in the early 1980s as eve n t s

documenting a fa s t - g rowing tre n d , both ch ro n o l o g i c a l ly and

t y p o l o g i c a l ly speaking, regarding what heri t age is all ab o u t ,

E H D h ave gradually pro g ressed to become one of the fa c t o r s

t h at actually support this tre n d , for each year they at t r a c t

attention to thre atened or underr ated cultural assets.

To d ay, in these pivotal times, the E H D a re having to face up

to several major ch a l l e n g e s. First of all there is the ch a l l e n g e

of looking beyond the E H D as mere ly an eve n t .Then there is

the second ch a l l e n g e, posed by the need to accentuate the

E u ropean dimension of the E H D, f lying in the face of both

the dilution of cultural identities in the context of globaliza-

t i o n , and of the incre a s i n g ly virulent danger of people 

losing their sense of cultural identity.

W h at steps have been taken to attain these objective s ?

P re c i s e ly what meaning should be given to the concept of a

E u ropean identity, and how can such an identity be bro u g h t

a c ross to people in practice? W h at kind of people take part

in the E H D and what are their expectations? W h at impact do

the E H D h ave on heri t age conservation policies? In short ,

looking back over the first 10 ye a r s ,w h at is our qualitat i ve

assessment of the E H D on both the national and Euro p e a n
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l evels? And lastly, h ow do we see this major cultural eve n t

d eveloping in the future ?

These are some of the lines of questioning which the

Council of Euro p e, the King Baudouin Fo u n d ation and the

t h ree official Regions of Belgium sought to fo l l ow, in some

d e p t h , at the first intern ational colloquy entire ly devoted to

the E H D.The colloquy was organized in conjunction with

the Heri t age and A r ch i t e c t u re Department of the Fre n ch

M i n i s t ry of Culture and the Open Monu m e n t e n d ag

Fo u n d ation in the Netherlands, and took place in Bru s s e l s

on 22-24 A p ril 1999. In all, some 250, c o n s e rvation pro fe s-

sionals and heri t age promotion experts attended the collo-

q u y, f rom 42 European and non-European countri e s. At the

c o l l o q u y, the pre l i m i n a ry findings of the first intern at i o n a l

s u rvey on the E H D commissioned by the Council of Euro p e,

with the active collab o r ation of the King Baudouin

Fo u n d ation and the Fre n ch Ministry of Culture and

C o m mu n i c at i o n , we re pre s e n t e d .

This publ i c ation comprises a summary re p o rt and critique of

the pre s e n t at i o n s ,e x changes and discussions that took place

over the three days of the meeting.The cro s s - d i s c i p l i n a ry pic-

t u re that emerges essentially highlights three major aspects :

the concepts for which the E H D h ave served as a ve h i c l e,

m o re specifi c a l ly the notions of heri t age and European iden-

t i t y ; the E H D’ impact on society, highlighting the political,

economic and social aspects of such an awa re n e s s - r a i s i n g

o p e r at i o n ; and fi n a l ly the future of the E H D.To prevent them

f rom running out of steam, the E H D must remain innovat i ve

and try to meet visitors' needs as best they can, either by

d r awing inspiration from other actions of a similar type in

E u rope and elsew h e re or by consolidating the links fo rg e d

with the nu m e rous partners within the netwo r k .

A b ove all, this summary re p o rt is intended to be constru c-

t i ve. By making some specific suggestions in its conclusion

it sets out to encourage and develop initiat i ves by nat i o n a l

c o o r d i n ators and the large number of volunteers playing an

a c t i ve role in the fi e l d .M o re ove r, we would like to take this

o p p o rtunity to pay tri bute to all these people and to thank

them for their enthusiasm. Our thanks also go to the 

s p e a kers at the colloquy whose pre s e n t ations and analy s e s

c o n s i d e r ably enri ched the lines of thinking and discussion

about the European Heri t age Day s.

KI N G BAU D O U I N FO U N DAT I O N

August 1999

* Council of Europe Convention (Paris, 1954). The States bound by this convention 

declare their willingness to adapt a common policy in order to safeguard European 

culture and to encourage its development.



In 1984 France launched its first “Journée Portes ouvertes des

Monuments historiques” (Historic Monuments Open Day). That event

was based on an original, effective principle, which has re m a i n e d

u n a l t e red ever since, namely, the opening up to visitors free of charg e

of monuments and heritage sites that are normally difficult to access.

The following year, at the second European conference of ministers

responsible for cultural heritage, held in Granada, French minister,

Jack Lang, suggested to the Council of Europe that the idea be imple-

mented at a European level. Accord i n g l y, several countries, like the

Netherlands, the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg, Malta, Belgium, the

United Kingdom (Scotland) and Sweden staged events inspired by the

F rench Open Day.

After the conference in Granada, the Council of Europe considered the

establishment of a European event devoted to heritage. In part i c u l a r

the event entailed identifying a certain number of principles that would

be likely to bolster the coherence and international dimension of the

existing initiatives. In 1991 this process ended in the official launch of

the “European Heritage Days” (E H D) .

Ever since, the Council of Europe has mandated a Coordination Off i c e

for a limited period to take care of the technical and practical aspects

of organizing E H D. From 1991 to 1993 this mission was fulfilled by the

Stichting Open Monumentendag (Open Monument Day Foundation) in

the Netherlands. In 1994, it was Belgium’s King Baudouin Foundation

that was placed in charg e .

Since the heritage days were launched at a European level, they have

seen their importance grow each year, both in terms of the number of

p a rticipating countries (which has increased from 11 in 1991 to 44

in 1998) and in terms of their public success (more than 19 million

visits re g i s t e red to the 28,000 monuments and sites opened up in

1 9 9 8 ) .

What is more, in 1994 the European dimension of the E H D took a more

c o n c rete form when the “European Heritage Days Aw a rds” were intro-

duced. Six annual grants worth a maximum of 6,000 euros each are

given to enable the realization of projects requiring international or

c ro s s - b o rder collaboration. 1999, at last, saw the adoption of a com-

mon theme : “Europe, a common heritage” – reflecting the campaign

of the same name launched by the Council of Europe. The aim behind

the adoption of such a theme was to portray the European nature of 

heritage to the citizens of the countries involved. 

The European Union has duly awarded subsidies to the E H D since 1991

as part of its eff o rts to enhance the conservation and promotion of

E u ropean cultural heritage.

7
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The E H D : a reflection of cultural diversity in Euro p e ?

B e f o re considering the real consequences for society of the European Heritage Days event, the speakers

examined the scope of some of the key concepts that guide European cultural heritage activities. The

v e ry concepts of “heritage” and “identity” are a constant source of re f e rence for those who have been

e n t rusted with the safeguarding and the promotion of the legacy of the past. Over-employed and over-

hyped by the media, however, these two concepts risk losing much of their depth of meaning and beco-

ming ubiquitous. They are bound by complex ties, but their unavoidable human dimension is constantly

t h reatened by the identity issue. More o v e r, with the trailing adjective “European” they attempt to re f l e c t

this shared sense of belonging that underpins the process of European integration that is promoted by

the European Council and the European Union.

EXTENDING T HE SCOPE OF HERITA G E

Cultural heri t ag e, as RAY M O N D WE B E R reminded us at the

opening of the colloquium, is a concept that has underg o n e

d e e p - rooted change : in just a few years we have made the

transition from “ h i s t o ric monu m e n t s ” to “collections and

s i t e s”, thence to “ a r chitectural heri t ag e ” , and fi n a l ly to “ c u l-

tural heri t ag e ” .This semantic shift reflects the continu a l

extension of the scope of heri t age : i n i t i a l ly centred on pre s-

tigious monuments of national history, s u ch as castles and

c at h e d r a l s , it is expanded to embrace not only histori c a l

t owns and ve rnacular arch i t e c t u re, but also vestiges of our

i n d u s t rial and technological past as well as certain intangibl e

aspects of our culture such as tradition and fo l k l o re. YA N N I S

TS I O M I S noted that by taking a more anthro p o l o g i c a l

ap p ro a ch to heri t age we can in many cases today move

b eyond the traditional, p hysical view of heri t age and talk of

“cultural spaces”. According to the UNESCO defi n i t i o n ,

these are the central areas of popular and traditional cultural

activities as well as a space in time generally ch a r a c t e ri z e d

by a certain periodicity (cyclical, s e a s o n a l ,c a l e n d a r, e t c.) or

by an eve n t .This place in time and space owes its existence

to the cultural events that traditionally take place there

(UNESCO statement on masterpieces of oral and intangibl e

h e ri t age of humanity).

R e c e n t ly there have been moves to extend the notion of 

h e ri t age to the landscape as a whole, looking beyond the

s e p ar at i on of culture and nat u re by bringing the manag e-

ment of cultural heri t age and general env i ronmental manag e-

ment as close together as possibl e. In this re g a r d , the example

quoted by DAV I D LOW E N T H A L o f Va l l o m b rosa abb ey, n e a r



F l o re n c e, is part i c u l a r ly signifi c a n t .This prestigious place of

worship where Milton wrote his most famous poems has

t o d ay become a re fe rence site in the world of fo re s t ry.

Its heri t age dimension is thus fed by re l i g i o u s , l i t e r a ry, a rt i s t i c

and env i ronmental va l u e s. L e aving aside its specifi c a l ly cultu-

ral aspect, the concept of heri t age today has other import a n t

dimensions : a political dimension, tied in with the notion of

a gre ater Europe and based not just on geograp hy but also on

s h a red va l u e s ; an economic dimension because of its inter-

re l ationship with the marke t , regional economic deve l o p-

m e n t , cultural tourism and the cre ation of new jobs; a social

dimension insofar as it is a factor enhancing know - h ow and

social re i n s e rt i o n ; and an identity dimension, an anch o ri n g

point to the actual geographical terri t o ry for nat i o n s , re g i o n s

and minori t i e s. As AR AC E L I PE R E DA pointed out, the concept

is thus expanding in conjunction with a growing awa re n e s s

since the 1960s of the importance of safeguarding our 

h e ri t age to ensure the quality of life of the citizens.

W H AT  ARE THE VALUES FOR HERITA G E ?

The concept of cultural heri t ag e, as stressed by DAG

MY K L E B U S T, is the function of a process of perception and

i n t e rp re t ation based on the knowledge and experience of

e a ch individual. A ny object manu fa c t u red by man is liable to

become a cultural relic that is protected for its innate va l u e s ,

but it will not enter our cultural heri t age until it is re c o g-

nized as such .The scope of the concept of cultural heri t ag e

c o n s e q u e n t ly depends on the recognition of a certain nu m-

ber of the inherent values of the objects in question. One of

the most complex issues that heri t age pro fessionals have to

explain to the general public is that there is a hierarchy of

values with a corresponding set of tailored administrat i ve

i n s t ruments : t h u s , h e ri t age considered to be of nat i o n a l

value is protected by national legislation whereas some

c o u n t ries ap p ly pro t e c t i ve measures at the regional leve l .

Just as often, one will encounter heri t age protection 

p rovisions in the town and country planning re g u l at i o n s

m a n aged by municipal authori t i e s.

M U LTIPLE IDENTITY AND CULTURAL HERITA G E :  

A COM PLEX INTERACT ION

DAG MY K L E B U S T went on to say that the second concept

w h i ch often arises in this area is that of identity.This is cer-

t a i n ly not a simple concept and must ab ove all not be con-

s i d e red solely at the –simplistic and dangerous– dimension

of national identity.To take that path can easily lead to exces-

s i ve introspection and the kind of ethnic tension and con-

flict that unfo rt u n at e ly still exists today.

The fact is that as human beings we all carry a number of

identities around with us which can be interp reted as the

feeling of belonging to a group or as a series of commitments

t owards certain ideals.These identities express themselves in

c e rtain situat i o n s. F i r s t ly, we identify ourselves as parts of a

fa m i ly unit on the basis of a set of more or less close re l at i o n-

s h i p s. Next we are members of a neighbourhood, a part y, a

p ro fessional association or some other body.These are the

most commonly recognized identities we consider ourselve s

as hav i n g. N ational identity, in Euro p e, fo rt u n at e ly only

comes into play on rare occasions, and mostly in the 

s p o rting arenas when we are backing our favo u rite team or

in a country as stro n g ly centralised politically as France.

A survey on the E H D, p e r fo rmed by IPSOS Opinion upon

the request of the Fre n ch Ministry of Culture in 1997,

i n d i c ated that for most of the Fre n ch people, h e ri t age 

is stro n g ly linked with fa m i ly and national va l u e s ,a s

MI C H E L CL É M E N T pointed out.
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We often justify the need to safeguard our cultural heri t ag e

because we view this as a pillar of our own identity. It pro-

vides us with a frame of re fe re n c e, underlining our fe e l i n g

of belonging to a commu n i t y. H oweve r, in the view of DAG

MY K L E B U S T the undeniable identity value of heri t age mu s t

not be stressed to such an extent that it hides all other

identity values which are just as import a n t , s u ch as ag e,

h i s t o ry, i n s t ru c t i o n ,a rt ,s y m b o l i s m , u s age and even com-

mercial va l u e s.

W h at is more, the identity value of heri t age is highly depen-

dent on the perspective in which it is viewe d . If we consider

the example of traditional Norwegian dre s s , the Norwe g i a n s

t h e m s e l ves will easily be able to identify an article of tradi-

tional dress from the Hallingdal re g i o n . For a fo re i g n e r, o n

the other hand, it will be nothing more than a local inter-

p re t ation of the Empire style of dress that was in vo g u e

d u ring the Napoleonic era.

It is this re l ativity and the highly polysemic nat u re of the

notion of heri t age that makes its interaction with identity an

e xercise that is both ri ch from the philosophical point of

v i ew and delicate given the many diffe rent readings and

i n t e rp re t ations that are possibl e.

THE EMERGENCE OF A  EUROPEAN CONSCIOUSNESS

In his intro d u c t i o n , RAY M O N D WE B E R also stressed the fa c t

t h at these days the notion of national heri t age is gradually

being replaced by the concepts of regional heri t age on the

one hand and European heri t age on the other. A more 

limited dimension with a high social content thus coexists

alongside a bro a d e r, continental dimension, w h i ch 

n eve rtheless suffers from a lack of defi n i t i o n .W h at do 

we understand by “ E u ro p e a n ” identity and heri t ag e ?

According to DAV I D LOW E N T H A L, the idea of a Euro p e a n

e n t i t y, rooted in Greek my t h o l o g y, has developed over more

than 2,000 ye a r s.The first sign of this identity came in

t e rms of opposition to the outside wo r l d , less in terms of

t e rri t o ry and more in terms of culture and re l i g i o n .S i n c e

the Middle A g e s , in fa c t , while Christianity became the key

ch a r a c t e ristic defining what was considered to be Euro p e a n ,

it did so ch i e f ly because it opposed Islam, w h i ch at the time

re p resented a constant thre at for the We s t .T h e n ,f rom the

15th century onwards intern ational trade, the conquest of

n ew continents, m i g r ation and the spread of language all

helped to export the European model of civilization and 

to establish a multitude of links between Europe and the

outside wo r l d , while at the same time enhancing the 

awa reness of diffe re n c e.The European culture and institu-

tions we re thus at the centre of an extraordinary process of

g l o b a l i z ation that provided a model for adoption “ f ro m

Va n c o u ver to V l a d i vo s t o ck ” .

H oweve r, DAV I D LOW E N T H A L points out that the feeling of

belonging to a European entity had long been the exclusive

realm of a small minority of political leaders, ch u r ch m e n ,

fi n a n c i e r s , scientists and art i s t s.At this time Europe was mar-

ked by three ch a r a c t e ristics : the constancy and spread of

C h ri s t i a n i t y, the birth of a trading economy and the deve l o p-

ment of the art s , most notably arch i t e c t u re, s c u l p t u re, p a i n-

t i n g, l i t e r at u re and mu s i c. H oweve r, we have to wait until

the end of the 17th century befo re a broader Euro p e a n

consciousness starts to emerg e. Pa r a d ox i c a l ly, it was the

n ationalist spirit engendered by the philosophy of Herder

and the conquests of Napoleon that helped to develop this

n ew transnational fe e l i n g. D e fenders of life s t y l e, l a n g u ag e

and ve rnacular culture in Germ a ny, S c a n d i n avia and the

S l avic countries discove red that they had many things in

1 1



c o m m o n .F i n a l ly, the development of the first national heri-

t age protection programmes served as a springboard for the

d evelopment of a wider view of identity re l ated to social

and political pro g ress being made in Euro p e.

The specific history of Europe has helped to build a set of

d e e p ly rooted and often contradictory va l u e s.Thus it wa s

t h at ,h aving given birth to the concept of democracy, E u ro p e

also witnessed the development of fascism and Nazism.T h e

sense of commu n i t y, w h i ch was offi c i a l ly established some

50 years ag o, t o d ay appears to have the upper hand over a

number of factors of dive rgence such as linguistic dive r s i t y,

fi n a n c i a l ,d e m o g r aphic and geographic dispari t i e s , the gap

t h at exists between administrat i ve Europe and the Europe of

the citizens, e t c.

In this context, the notion of cultural heri t age –this sense of

a historical past that is integrated with the present and

c o n s e rve d , used and exhibited on behalf of the collective

ego– is a pure ly European inve n t i o n .This living, b re at h i n g

symbiosis with monuments and other elements of our 

man-made env i ro n m e n t , plus written history that transcends

n ational fro n t i e r s , can make a huge contri bution to the

c o n s o l i d ation of the European identity, e s p e c i a l ly if we ag re e

to look beyond local, regional and even ethnic acceptance of

this heri t ag e. L i ke RAY M O N D WE B E R, we can defi n e

E u ropean heri t age as a body of wo r k s , a shared heri t age and

the search for cohesion. Its European dimension is to be

found not so mu ch in its content –as broad as it is pro bl e-

m atic– but in an ap p ro a ch , an at t i t u d e, a need to present a

h e ri t age or a special fo rm of transmitting and re p re s e n t i n g

the past and the collective memory. It is the way in which

we present the discourse that accompanies our heri t age that

t e s t i fies to its specific European quality. As Je a n - M a ri e

D o m e n a ch says in E u r o p e , le défi culturel : “ C u l t u re resides not so

mu ch in our heri t age as in the way that we choose to pro-

mote it; this ap p ro a ch assumes that we have a plan, and this

in turn assumes that we have the desire ” .

As we attempt to draw conclusions, it is essential that we try

to define a little more accurat e ly what we understand by

these concepts which , as YA N N I S TS I O M I S pointed out, h ave

often suffe red in the past from being used totally non-cri t i-

c a l ly by supporters of a stri c t ly regionalist or nat i o n a l i s t

ap p ro a ch to cultural identity on the one hand, and by those

who pre fer to sacri fice these dimensions on an oecumenical

E u ropean altar and who would rather paper over any diffe-

rences and iron out any peculiari t i e s.

In this context, DAV I D LOW E N T H A L S comment said ab o u t

the European identity being “an emerging concept” is the

c rux of the mat t e r. At their own leve l , the E H D d i re c t ly

c o n t ri bute to this new enterp rise of defining an identity by

helping to extend and re f resh the notion of heri t ag e.

So what message for identity emerges from this series of

eve n t s , looking beyond the diffe rences in content, o rg a n i z a-

tion and ap p l i c ation on the gro u n d ?

DAG MY K L E B U S T maintains that , as things stand, and despite

the Council of Euro p e ’s insistence on the “ E u ropean dimen-

s i o n ” of the E H D, w h at re a l ly encourages 19 million people

to visit their heri t age sites one we e kend in September is not

this still quite abstract dimension, but rather the fact that this

is still a local, regional or, in some cases, n ational eve n t .T h e

E u ropean spirit of initiat i ve results from the feeling that one

is taking part , along with millions of other people in

E u ro p e, in an exercise of discove ry of one’s local heri t ag e,

something to which people at t a ch a certain importance and

w h i ch is liable to strengthen the individual’s awa reness of

his identity through the perception of a set of va l u e s. It is in
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In a society such as that of Nort h e rn Ireland which is scarred by re l i-

gious conflict, any initiative that seeks to raise the identity issue

quickly becomes something of a Chinese puzzle, and all the more so

when the thorny issue of the multicultural dimension of heritage is

tackled. The organization of an E H D event is thus an especially risky

business. To avoid offending sensibilities and to avert any misunder-

standing, each detail of the organization must either be kept as neu-

tral as possible or must use symbols with which everyone can identi-

f y. PR I M R O S E WI L S O N explained how problems can arise from the very

outset, when choosing the flags, emblems and colours for the event.

P ro g ress can be painfully slow when, to use the colours orange and

g reen –associated with loyalism and nationalism in Ulster– you have

to rechristen them “terracotta” and “mustard”, and when even the

Council of Europe flag could be mistaken by some as an emblem of

the IRA. The choice of buildings also has to reflect the need to illus-

trate the multicultural nature of Nort h e rn Irish society : for example,

a Catholic church in Armagh dedicated to Saint Patrick, is open at the

same time as a Protestant church in Fermanagh dedicated to the same

saint. However, the event also invites people to visit Quaker meeting

houses and Presbyterian and Moravian churches. Other monuments

bring back painful memories, like the workhouse in Derry, or are 

related to extreme Protestantism, like the Apprentice Memorial Hall in

the same town.

By encouraging visitors to safely discover the monuments belonging to

other communities and by placing a strong emphasis on educational

initiatives in schools, the Nort h e rn Ireland E H D help, in the space of a

weekend, to defuse the passions aroused by identity and present the

heritage as a vector of otherness and tolerance.

Defusing the egocentric identity : E H D in Nort h e rn Ire l a n d

this way that the E H D help promote a vision of Euro p e a n

cultural diversity by adopting a single ap p ro a ch . H oweve r,

this also implies being open to the rest of the world and

i nvites us to turn our backs on a Euro c e n t rist view.We mu s t

avoid another “ Festung Euro p a ” ,u n l i ke other continents

w h i ch have incidentally also contri buted to the wealth of

E u ropean heri t ag e.

Z o o m
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Fo l l ow-up of the events : the E H D and their continu at i o n

From their humble origins as a initiative to heighten heritage awareness, the E H D have now

become a genuine social phenomenon. Yet what is the true extent of the general public’s involve-

ment, and what are people’s views about this event? What is the role of the public authorities in

organizing and promoting the days? What structure does the European dimension of the EHD take?

Beyond their existence as events, do the E H D have any lasting knock-on effects on the cultural

habits of Europeans and on policies for safeguarding and improving heritage?

THE EHD AUDIENCE : FROM CURIOSITY TO INVOLV E M E N T

Q u a n t i t at i ve estimates made in the va rious countri e s

i nvo l ved have shown an annual increase in attendance of

b e t ween 10 to 15%. H oweve r, little info rm ation has been

ava i l able at the European level about the make-up of this

a u d i e n c e, its degree of invo l vement in the eve n t , and its 

visiting hab i t s. This info rm ation gap made it difficult to

pinpoint any difficulties in the operation and perception 

of the E H D or to devise tailor-made solutions allowing the 

c o n s t ru c t i ve development of activities in the future.

Thanks to some of the answers provided by the colloquy and

to the provisional findings from the first intern ational survey

on the E H D, as conducted by the Council of Europe with the

assistance of the King Baudouin Fo u n d ation and the Fre n ch

M i n i s t ry of Culture and Commu n i c at i o n , we have today a

c l e a rer image of the pro file displayed by these visitors who,

in their millions, spill out across their region in search ,c o n-

s c i o u s ly or otherwise, of vestiges of their own history.

The E H D attract audiences of all ag e s. H oweve r, according to

the results of the survey presented by FA B R I C E D E KE R C H OV E,

it would appear that the age cat e g o ry with the highest re p-

re s e n t ation is the 45-55 gro u p. In contrast, the age gro u p

with the lowest part i c i p ation is that of teenagers and yo u n g

adults aged 15 to 25.This group shows more interest in the

E H D in the countries of Central and Eastern Europe than in

the We s t . In countries that have eva l u ated the socio-pro fe s-

sional cat e g o ries to which visitors belong, it would seem

t h at audiences generally come from middle-ranking social

c at e g o ries and are educated to a fa i r ly high leve l . Te a ch e r s

a re the most highly re p resented pro fe s s i o n , along with col-

lege lecturers and heri t age pro fe s s i o n a l s , p a rt i c u l a r ly in the

c o u n t ries of Central and Eastern Euro p e.This info rm at i o n

has been consolidated overall by the results of a survey car-

ried out in France in 1997 and commissioned by the

F re n ch Ministry of Culture. It was commented on at the

colloquy by MI C H E L CL É M E N T.

G e n e r a l ly, the growth of the E H D d e m o n s t r ates that the



s t e a dy increase in attendance at sites and activities goes

hand in hand with an incre a s i n g ly diverse audience, i n

both social and cultural term s.

| Scho ols  |

The E H D h ave also showed to be an effe c t i ve means of

i n c reasing awa reness in sch o o l s , as confi rmed by

AN NAC H I A R A CE R R I on the basis of the study. S ch o o l s

i nvo l vement covers both the arrangement of class visits as

well as the org a n i z ation of heri t ag e - re l ated activities

t h rougout the ye a r. S chools are also mobilized through par-

t i c i p ation in nu m e rous competitions and special operat i o n s

designed to establish a living, p l ay-based re l at i o n s h i p

b e t ween young people and heri t ag e.

In this re s p e c t , TI M CO P E L A ND’s account was part i c u l a r ly

i l l u m i n ating : s t a rting out from the observation that 

building heri t age fo rms a vital component of the world in

w h i ch ch i l d ren –and adults– live, he sees it as vital fo r

them to understand why the buildings we re actually bu i l t ,

h ow they ap p e a red in the past, and why they have evo l ve d .

This should be done while avoiding any ove r ly technical 

or contemplat i ve ap p ro a ch . In this re s p e c t , the E H D, by 

welcoming ch i l d ren to visit a number of bu i l d i n g s , c a n

enlighten them about the specific ch a r a c t e ristics of this 

h e ri t age and the va rious ways of interp reting them.

| Her i tage as  a teaching a id  |

According to TI M CO P E L A ND, h e ri t age also offers a perfe c t

t e a ching aid for making certain aspects of the school cur-

riculum more live ly and understandabl e. In turn ,t h e s e

aspects are shown to be inva l u able when it comes to lear-

ning about the diffe rent values that re l ate to this heri t ag e.

H i s t o ry and geograp hy, of course, a re harnessed to enhance

h e ri t age analysis by pupils and answer their questions on

this topic. L a n g u age is vital for gat h e ring info rm ation and

c o m mu n i c ating re s e a r ch fi n d i n g s. H oweve r, s u b j e c t s

whose ap p ro a ch can be more difficult at times, s u ch as

m at h e m at i c s , can also promote ch i l d re n ’s understanding of

an architectural phenomenon. For example, t h ey can be

t a ken to a building and asked to identify shap e s , p ro p o r-

tions and symmetry, to understand how re p e ated motifs are

u s e d , and quantify the ch a r a c t e ristics of rooms or specifi c

a reas of the stru c t u re in order to grasp the importance of

the va rious spaces; it is possible to “ fa m i l i a ri z e ” them with

the building in question by harnessing their basic know-

ledge of mat h e m at i c s. S i m i l a r ly, suggesting to ch i l d ren that

t h ey interp ret a building as a set of answers to human needs

– s u ch as shelter, c o m fo rt ,e at i n g, beauty and love– and com-

p a re the diffe rent ways in which the same needs are met in

va rious countries around Europe and the wo r l d , m ay

i n c rease their awa reness of diffe re n c e s , but will ab ove all

m a ke them more awa re of the common traits shared by dif-

fe rent peoples, as expressed through architectural heri t ag e.

| Audience att i tudes |

R e t u rning to the survey ’s fi n d i n g s , w h i ch here again 

c l o s e ly reflect those from the IPSOS Opinion survey 

mentioned earlier, audiences in the first instance perceive

h e ri t ag e ’s “ l o c a l ” values by pre fe rring to visit the monu-

ments and sites closest to where they live, or indeed those

in a neighbouring town or, in more exceptional cases,

those in a diffe rent re g i o n . O n ly in small countries –such

as A n d o rr a , Monaco and Luxe m b o u rg– or in fro n t i e r

regions is there any significant part i c i p ation in the E H D of 

a neighbouring country.

U l t i m at e ly, as a hap py mix of cultural discove ry and the
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c o nviviality of a we e kend leisure pursuit, the E H D ch i e f ly

attract visitors who travel in fa m i ly groups or in groups of

f riends rather than by themselves or as part of org a n i z e d

t o u r s.

| A broadly  pos i tiv e  per cept ion… |

The general publ i c ’s perceptions of heri t age days are ve ry

p o s i t i ve.This ap p re c i at i o n , according to the paper by

FA B R I C E D E KE R C H OV E, is manifested ch i e f ly in the grow i n g

demand for guided tours and more detailed info rm at i o n

about monuments and their re s t o r at i o n , as well as interest in

meeting heri t age pro fessionals and discove ring traditional

skills as well as construction and re s t o r ation tech n i q u e s.

Audiences want to learn , but they also want to have fun.

T h ey are proving to be incre a s i n g ly keen on activities that

i nvo l ve making the most of monuments and sites, w h e t h e r

t h rough the org a n i z ation of theat re pro d u c t i o n s ,d a n c e

s h ow s ,c o n c e rt s ,i l l u m i n ations or more fe s t i ve or play - o ri e n-

t ated activities.To a lesser degre e, access to neglected or

u n k n own aspects of heri t ag e, in the same way as compa-

risons between periods and a broadening of the notion of

h e ri t ag e, a re also aspects of the ap p re c i ation that audiences

d i s p l ay about the E H D.

Lastly, free access to monuments and the distribution 

of information brochures and leaflets undoubtedly

contribute to the success of the E H D. In some countries as

well, the European dimension of the event is perceived 

as a form of legitimizing action undertaken at the national

or the local level.

| … and some negative  point s |

Some of the negat i ve points cited by part i c i p ating countri e s

stem from the ve ry success of the eve n t .T h u s , bigger 

audience numbers noticeably result in a gre ater risk of

d a m ag e, d e l i b e r ate or otherwise, caused by the influx of

visitors to what are generally ill-suited ve nu e s. S e c o n d ly, i n

contrast to what is viewed as positive point, it would seem

t h at the importance at t ri buted to organized activities is per-

c e i ved by some as like ly to detract attention from the mon-

ument itself and its intrinsic va l u e s. Depending on the

c o u n t ry, t h e re is also criticism of the lack of funding (that

would enable the org a n i z ational quality of the event to be

enhanced and its impact consolidat e d), i n s u f ficient info r-

m at i o n , the fact that E H D do not last longer, or diffi c u l t

access to events in some cases for the young and/or less

abl e - b o d i e d .

THE E HD ORGANIZERS :  A  NECESSARY COLLABORATION 

BETWEEN PUBLI C AUTHORITIES AND PRIVATE SECTOR

While they we re often ori g i n a l ly the result of pri vate initia-

t i ve –since only pri vate initiat i ve offers all the guarantees of

flexibility and effe c t i veness crucial to the pilot phase of

i m p l e m e n t ation– once the E H D became successful, as EM I L

VA N BR E D E RO D E n o t e d , ve ry quick ly attracted the authori t i e s

re s p o n s i ble for safeguarding our heri t ag e. S e n s i bly exploi-

ting the huge image potential of the E H D, the authori t i e s

h ave invested more and more heav i ly in their org a n i z at i o n ,

to the point where they are the main bodies in ch a rge in

most countries today. This mounting “ i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z at i o n ”o f

the E H D is also being accompanied, according to the initial

findings of the re p o rt presented by VA L É R I E RO C H E, by a

s t e a dy increase in staff numbers and budgets earm a r ked to

these eve n t s.

N eve rt h e l e s s , the role of pri vate associations and fo u n d at i o n s

remains pivo t a l .The nu m e rous volunteers working in this

sector act as key partners for the public authorities duri n g
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the org a n i z ation of the E H D and provide re l ay and vital 

p resence on the gro u n d .

| The role of local committees in the Netherlands and Flanders |

According to EM I L VA N BR E D E RO D E, the tremendous success

e n j oyed by the E H D in the Netherlands –over 15% of the

p o p u l ation is re p o rted to have attended on one or more

occasions– can be ch i e f ly at t ri buted that the role played by

the local committees.T h ey are the ones that take re s p o n s i-

bility for the programme by selecting the monuments to be

opened to the public as well as the activities to be org a-

nized to mark the occasion.T h ey can also decide to pursue

the theme established nat i o n a l ly or adopt a specific one of

their ow n . E a ch committee’s nu m e rous other tasks include

attending to contacts with the owners of monu m e n t s ,

re c ruiting vo l u n t e e r s ,p roducing leaflets and bro ch u re s ,

a rranging exhibitions and dealing with broadcasting and

c o m mu n i c at i o n .The example of the Netherlands there fo re

s h ows the effe c t i veness of synergy between the re l eva n t

a u t h o ri t i e s , p ri vate heri t age protection associat i o n s ,l o c a l

g ove rnment and monument ow n e r s.

E l s ew h e re, a panel of local committees has provided the

basis for a survey conducted by the Flemish Region after ten

years of Heri t age Days in Flanders. Its aim has been to pro b e

the diversity of these committees as well as better under-

stand their impact on policy and the deb ate surro u n d i n g

h e ri t age pro t e c t i o n .

The survey ’s fi n d i n g s ,p resented by JO K E VA N D E NA B E E L E,

highlight the potential of the E H D to rev i ve dialogue on local

policies for safeguarding and developing heri t age and to

s t i mu l ate cre ativity in this sphere.Thanks to the E H D, t h e

local community is being encouraged to re d i s c over new

m o numents and sites and increase its knowledge of them.

At the same time, t h ey are helping to catalogue this heri t ag e.

The extent to which experience va ries on local committees

often plays a driving role in this process of discove ry and re -

a s s e s s m e n t , even to a point that goes beyond the E H D in the

s t rictest sense.

F u rt h e rm o re, the survey highlighted the importance of the

d i versity of partnerships at the local leve l . A committee

ought to bring together actors with a wide va riety of skills

who can add to the heri t age protection deb ate – non-exis-

tent in some cases owing to members’ l a ck of experi e n c e.

T h ree types of key actors we re identifi e d .F i r s t ly there are

the members of socio-cultural org a n i z ations or other cultu-

ral bodies who contri bute on a wholly vo l u n t a ry basis to the

s t aging of EHD-re l ated eve n t s.Then there are the members

of local history clubs or tourist associations who are cultiva-

ting their interest in the re g i o n ’s history, fo l k l o re and arch i-

tectural heri t ag e. T h i r d ly there is the small cat e g o ry of peo-

ple who are concerned with heri t age in a pro fe s s i o n a l

c apacity (architects or civil servants) or as part of their

l e i s u re activities (associations for the protection of heri t ag e

or a particular monu m e n t ) . At committee level it is some-

times possible to successfully bridge the gap between vo l u n-

t a ry wo r kers and pro fessionals and develop a fruitful wo r-

king re l ationship that benefits both sides. H oweve r, d e s p i t e

the positive impact of the E H D and the active role of the

committees as mentioned ab ove, s everal local organizers did

e x p ress their disappointment at the lack of real pro g re s s

a ch i eved in terms of safeguarding heri t age in their local

d i s t ri c t s.The absence of ap p ro p ri ate commu n i c ation and

d eb ate fo rums has meant that there is little awa reness on

the part of local authori t i e s. It is noticeable how commit-

tees facing this type of situation operate on a perfunctory



basis and put fo r ward the same programme eve ry ye a r.

U l t i m at e ly, the survey has revealed the need to establ i s h

h o ri z o n t a l , as opposed to hierarch i c a l , c o m mu n i c at i o n

b e t ween the diffe rent bodies active in organizing the E H D,

n o t ably between the regional authorities and local actors.

Instead of simply being “ u n i l at e r a l ” , w h i ch is often 

reflected by regional dominance over local affa i r s , c o m mu-

n i c ation should be “ mu l t i l at e r a l ” and re s e m ble more the

way in which a network operat e s.

EHD  AS A  PHEN OMENON OF SOCIETY
| I mpact  on the cul tu ral  pract ices of  Europeans |

This picture would not be complete if we did not comment

on the nu m e rous indirect effects –hard to quantify, but clear-

ly perceptible– that events of this kind inva ri ably generate in

the va rious part i c i p ating countri e s. As emphasized by

AN NAC H I A R A CE R R I, the E H D re p resent a privileged ve c t o r

t h rough which to develop the populat i o n ’s cultural practices.

This phenomenon is visible on va rious levels : in most par-

t i c i p ating countri e s ,t h e re we re higher numbers of visits to

m o numents and sites, cultural trips throughout the ye a r, d i s-

c ove ry walks and circuits focusing on a specific heri t ag e

a s p e c t , c o n c e rts staged at monu m e n t s , h i s t o rical theat re pro-

ductions and exhibitions, a n d , fi n a l ly, the cre ation thro u g h-

out the year of events inspired dire c t ly by the E H D. In addi-

tion to these positive knock-on effe c t s ,t h e re are those cited

by EM I L VA N BR E D E RO D E w h i ch also help improve the

i n f r a s t ru c t u re welcoming the cultural touri s t ; the ap p e a r a n c e

of a large number of published wo r k s , not just in the pre s s ,

but also in the fo rm of multiple bro ch u re s , guides and spe-

cialist productions which have often plugged serious gaps in

h e ri t age documentat i o n , p a rt i c u l a r ly in Central and Eastern

E u ropean countri e s.Then there is the production of nu m e-

rous re s t o r ation and survey projects within local committees

re s p o n s i ble for organizing the E H D. In addition, training is

g i ven to nu m e rous confe rence guides within the E H D f r a m e-

wo r k , who then continue to work as guides at non-E H D

eve n t s. F i n a l ly, the survey has highlighted the role of the E H D

in encouraging the development of a community sector

d evoted to the conservation and enhancement of heri t ag e.

| Impa ct on heri tage pol ic ies |

B eyond their impact in terms of heightening public awa re-

n e s s , the E H D a re a part i c u l a r ly effe c t i ve leve r, g i ven the

attendance levels and European signifi c a n c e, in conv i n c i n g

politicians of the need to bolster and extend actions to safe-

guard and improve heri t age at the national or regional leve l .

As EM I L VA N BR E D E RO D E a f fi rm e d , the E H D h ave now

a c q u i red what is undeniably a political dimension, and it is

r a re for a speech or guideline paper on the safeguarding of

h e ri t age not to hold them up as an example.

The study in pro g ress has also confi rmed the importance of

the impact of the E H D in this sphere. In most of the part i c i-

p ating countri e s ,t h ey exe rt an influence over heri t age safe-

guarding and enhancement policies, as reflected ch i e f ly in

i n c reases in the ava i l able budgets and staff in ch a rge of this

m atter at the nat i o n a l , regional and local leve l .This positive

t rend is also leaving its mark on the gro u n d , ch i e f ly thro u g h

better site layout and maintenance, g re ater interest on the

p a rt of local authorities in their heri t ag e, faster pro c e d u re s

for the listing of monuments cove red by the themes adopted

d u ring the E H D, the production and updating of survey s ,

and the impact on cultural touri s m .
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| T he s i tuat ion  in  Centr a l and Eastern  Eur opean countr ies  |

This phenomenon is part i c u l a r ly noticeable in the countri e s

of Central and Eastern Euro p e, w h e re the E H D h ave made a

s i g n i ficant contri bution to drawing attention to heri t ag e

under serious thre at and to supporting effo rts made in 

the last few years to implement policies on integrated 

c o n s e rvat i o n .The papers by JA RO S L AV KI L I A N (on behalf of

the E H D in Slova k i a ) , JU R I S DA M B I S (Lithuania) and YV E T T E

FU L I C E A ( f rom the Romanian city of Sibiu) highlighted

these positive effe c t s.T h ey thus spotlighted the benefi c i a l

e f fects generated by the part i c i p ation of their countries in a

unifying activity such as the E H D, ch i e f ly by promoting the

E u ropean integration of countries in Central and Eastern

E u ro p e. For a town such as Sibiu, the E H D event has helped

heighten public awa reness of the exceptional fe at u res of this

multicultural centre where Germ a n s , R o m a n i a n s ,c o l o n i s t s

f rom the Meuse va l l ey and Flanders have lived side by side

for centuri e s , and have helped raise the pro file of the effo rt s

made for its protection at national and European leve l .

The mounting success of these also helps to legitimize 

p u blic authority action in such countri e s.To that end, t h e

central and eastern part of the continent has seen an incre a s e

in budgets and staff numbers assigned to the E H D a n d , to a

lesser extent, h e ri t age conservation in general.

As was emphasized by JU R I S DA M B I S, the E H D can also act as

a cat a lyst in promoting the development of new part n e r-

s h i p s , as demonstrated by Lithuania. Since 1995, the E H D

t h e m s e l ves have evo l ved to include the active invo l vement of

a growing number of institutional and pri vate actors fro m

the media or business circles, and are contri buting to the

e m e rgence of the community sector. L o c a l ly, the E H D a re

giving rise to real emu l ation among Lithuania’s va ri o u s

regions and between ow n e r s , who have, m o re ove r, i n i t i at e d

c o n s t ru c t i ve dialogue with heri t age specialists and with their

p a rent authori t i e s. F u rt h e rm o re, t h ey are contri buting to

e f fe c t i ve ly promoting the study and safeguarding of heri t ag e

buildings as a hundred or so sites are made the focus of 

special attention eve ry year with a view to the E H D.

F i n a l ly, the impromptu pre s e n t ation by Pro fessor TO D O R

KR E S T EV, after highlighting the potential of the E H D i n

B u l g a ri a , focused on the possible role they could have fo r

raising awa reness in the Balkans as from September 1999.

The cre ation within the E H D f r a m ework of cultural

i t i n e r a ries devoted to ve rnacular arch i t e c t u re in this re g i o n

would indeed contri bute to re - e s t ablishing awa reness of the

open nat u re of culture and the need for dialogue and

e x change between diffe rent identities. It was a we l c o m e

m e s s age of optimism and hope, w h i ch also paved 

the way for the declaration on Ko s ovo published at the end

of the vo l u m e.

I N T E R N ATIONAL DIMENSION OF THE EHD 

Since 1991, the added value that the E H D h ave contri bu t e d

to national heri t age policies has gone hand-in-hand with the

eve n t ’s intern ational deve l o p m e n t .The steady rise in the

number of part i c i p ating countries bears witness to this :

f rom 11 in 1991, to 44 in 1998 and 46 this ye a r.

N eve rt h e l e s s , as EM I L VA N BR E D E RO D E e m p h a s i z e d , it is not

enough simply to stage E H D eve ry year at the same time in

eve ry European country if they are to tru ly become eve n t s

on a European scale.

In terms of their ve ry org a n i z at i o n , people are striving to

inject this European dimension into the E H D, ch i e f ly via the

o rg a n i z ation in Strasbourg of an annual assembly of nat i o n a l

c o o r d i n at o r s. Among other things, this assembly allow s

2 0



c o o r d i n ators to compare their ideas, e x change experi e n c e s

and draw up common pri n c i p l e s.The official opening cere-

m o ny for the E H D, w h i ch takes place eve ry year in a diffe-

rent country, also offers a major opportunity to demonstrat e

i n t e rn ational cohesion between the va rious initiat i ves put

fo r ward by the participant countri e s. F i n a l ly, the benefi c i a l

c o o p e r ation established for several years now between the

Council of Europe as the initiator of the E H D and the

E u ropean Commission, w h i ch provides them with fi n a n c i a l

s u p p o rt eve ry ye a r, is most defi n i t e ly of symbolic value in

this re g a r d .The intro d u c t o ry speech e s , as delive red by

RAY M O N D WE B E R, SP Y RO S PA P PA S a n d LU C TAYA RT D E

BO R M S, highlighted this vital aspect, also emphasized on

p revious occasions by JO S É MA R I A BA L L E S T E R.

A b ove all, h oweve r, c o n c rete actions are what have allowe d

this transnational dimension to become established and

b ridges to be built between va rious national or regional ini-

t i at i ve s.To d ay, this is embodied ch i e f ly in two types of

action presented at the colloquy by FA B R I C E D E KE R C H OV E :

c ross-border and intern ational exch a n g e s ,e n c o u r aged 

since 1994 by the “E H D Awa r d ” ; and activities aimed at

highlighting locally the diversity of a common heri t ag e.

| C ro s s - b o rder  and internat ional  exchanges |

C ross-border exchanges account for some three quarters of

local gove rnment actions implemented to mark the E H D.

T h ey are often in keeping with a tradition of cooperat i o n

b e t ween neighbouring regions or existing netwo r k s ,s u ch as

E U RO R E G I O. In most cases, h oweve r, the E H D a re the con-

text within which specific actions are dev i s e d , and a fa i r

number of these initiat i ves result in lasting cooperat i o n .

This is the case with nu m e rous theme-based itineraries or

routes that enable a region to re d i s c over a cultural identity

b eyond its national borders.The cooperation that has been

pursued these past nine years between the Lorraine and

Saarland re g i o n s , Grand Duchy of Luxe m b o u rg and Wa l l o n i a

p rovides a part i c u l a r ly notable example of this.

The survey has confi rmed an upward trend in intern at i o n a l

c o l l ab o r at i ve action aimed at a young audience. Often initia-

ted locally, these are pro g re s s i ve ly being opened up to part-

ners in other countri e s , mu ch like the “ E x p e riencing monu-

ments through intern ational photograp hy ” (EPIM) contest

c o o r d i n ated by Cat a l o n i a ,w h i ch brought together a dozen

or so countries in 1998, or the triennial “ H i s t o ry… of

m at e ri a l s ”p ro j e c t ,w h i ch was the subject of a pre s e n t at i o n

d u ring the colloquy (see zoom p21). It is wo rth noting how

the bestowing of a “E H D Awa r d ” , as was the case for these

t wo initiat i ves in re s p e c t i ve ly 1997 and 1998 ve ry often

c o n t ri butes to promoting the development of these actions

i n t e rn at i o n a l ly.

L a s t ly, the organizing countries often re p o rt one-off collab o-

r at i o n s , m o re often than not bilat e r a l ,w h i ch are org a n i z e d

a round specific topics or within the framework of part i c u-

l a r ly important celeb r at i o n s , as was the case in 1998 with

the 900th annive r s a ry of the Cîteaux abb ey.These take the

fo rm of intern ational confe re n c e s ,p ro fessional exch a n g e s ,

twinning programmes and even travelling exhibitions.

| Enhancing the d iver si ty  of cu l tures  |

Again taking the paper by FA B R I C E D E KE R C H OV E as the basis,

over and ab ove partnerships established within the netwo r k

of E H D o rganizing countri e s ,t h e re has been a noticeabl e

d evelopment of late in actions on a local scale that are aimed

at enhancing cultural diversity in Euro p e.This type of 

i n i t i at i ve makes it possible to re a ch out to the general publ i c

b eyond the borders of regions that are tradit i o n a l ly open to
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other culture s.Whether this invo l ves confe rences and 

exhibitions on European heri t ag e, the opening of embassies,

or the distri bution of posters and press articles containing

details of E H D p rogrammes in other countries 

(to mention just a few examples), these activities attempt to

place the emphasis on cultural cro s s overs and shared influ-

ences or to pinpoint the position occupied by the culture of

a country or region within a broader context.

In this sense, adopting a unifying theme will serve to

e n c o u r age the development of this type of initiat i ve.

Although there have been instances of conve rgence on spe-

c i fic themes in the last few ye a r s , o n ly re c e n t ly did most of

the countries ag ree to place the 1999 E H D under the theme

of “ E u ro p e, a common heri t ag e ” .This is also the title of the

i n t e rn ational campaign launched by the Council of Euro p e

in the 47 countries that have signed the European Cultural

C o nve n t i o n .

| P e rcept ion of  the  Eur opean character  of  the  EHD |

The European nat u re of the event is shown by its pro m o t i o-

nal tools such as flags bearing the E H D logo as well as share d

posters and info rm ation leaflets, d i s t ri buted each year to

eve ry corner of the continent. H oweve r, d eveloping the sha-

red aspect of E H D still va ries a gre at deal from one country

to the next. In some cases, indeed in too many cases, a dis-

tinction is made between national days and European day s

w h e reas the activity invo l ved is the same.

I n d e e d ,w h e reas a gradual increase in cultural exchanges has

been noticeabl e, perceptions of the European nat u re of the

E H D remain low - key : in 62% of the respondent countri e s ,

less than a quarter of the population is awa re of this. In only

20% of the countri e s , m o re than one inhabitant in two is

awa re of the existence of E H D.
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France : composition of groups taking part

If there is one event where parity between men and women is re s p e c-

ted, it is undoubtedly the E H D. Diff e rences show up more clearly in

t e rms of ages and levels of education : the 35-60 group appears to be

m o re interested in the E H D, whereas 15-25 year olds are not very

involved at all. The most involved groups are senior managers, medi-

um-level professionals and pensioners; the least re p resented are far-

mers, craftsmen, traders and company. The most interested gro u p

o v e rwhelmingly comes from a university education background, fol-

lowed fairly closely by people educated to secondary level. Those who

have taken technical studies and primary education have a far more

modest re p resentation. A large number of people questioned practise

cultural pursuits fairly regularly (reading, visits to museums, etc.).

F i n a l l y, it would appear that the most common form of involvement for

61% of those questioned involves attending with their partner or with

their family. Trailing a long way behind are visits with friends (19%,

m o re especially among the under 35s) and visiting alone (13%) or in

a group (5%). Involvement in the E H D is there f o re thought of as a local

family event since 88% of people say that they visit locations close to

w h e re they live.

I nvo l vement of the Fre n ch publ i c

The E H D, which are now a genuine happening in society and one of

the high points at the start of the school year, have expanded their

cultural offer with each passing year.

Aw a re of the fact that one person might discover several sites, the sur-

vey highlights how historical monuments in the public domain

– c h u rches, stately homes, etc.– remain the most visited places (58%),

followed by private pro p e rties –stately homes, houses, etc.– with 36%,

seats of government (20%), gardens (14%), museums (12%), arc h a e-

ological sites (9%), places of work such as industrial heritage sites

(7%), organized tours (2%), etc.

These choices are determined by a wide range of factors (cited in ord e r

of pre f e rence) : apart from the chosen theme and the activities on

o ff e r, the visitor above all seeks to take advantage of site openings, to

l e a rn about them, to visit them out of interest or personal taste, to

e x p l o re, to get to know more about their town or region, for the sake

of history or heritage, to take advantage of the free admission, for plea-

s u re, to let their children discover the sites, to see some nice things,

to discover traditions, and so on.

F re n ch public expectat i o n s

Expectations centre on the desire for the event to last longer, with the

highest response rates re c o rded by participants (61% as opposed to

51% on average and 44% in the case of non-participants). The pri-

m a ry desire here is for there to be more E H D during the year (31%) or

for the duration of the event as it stands today to be lengthened

(14%). Next, the shortage of information is echoed in the demand for

m o re communication, above all from non-participants (35%).

F i n a l l y, improvements could be made to how the events are run (on

average, 22% of respondents mentioned this issue). This would

involve ensuring that attendance is reduced (7%) or free admission

extended (5%).
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The E H D in France under the microscope : IPSOS Opinion survey findings

In 1998, in France alone some 11 million people visited 13,000 monuments opened to mark the E H D. After

14 years, the question arises whether the somewhat outmoded image of the historical monument has been

replaced by a broadened sense of heritage that each individual takes a degree of pleasure in re d i s c o v e r i n g .

Conscious of the change taking place for several years now in how heritage is perceived, with the E H D p ro v i d i n g

the most striking illustration of this, France’s Ministry of Culture and Communication commissioned an IPSOS

Opinion survey in December 1997. MI C H E L CL É M E N T ’s paper presented the surv e y ’s chief findings.

Z o o m
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The “History… of materials” programme was the result of a conver-

gence of the interests of several bodies : the Cultural Affairs Dire c t o r a t e

for the Rhône-Alpes region (France), the French-speaking cantons of

Switzerland, the Aosta Valley autonomous regional authorities, and

M o u t a rd, a French publishing house specializing in the production and

f ree distribution of information media for young people. Observing how

the E H D, despite their considerable success, were lagging a long way

behind in terms of what they had to offer young audiences and fami-

lies, the specially-formed committee decided in 1996 to implement

this cro s s - b o rder programme on the E H D in 1997, 1998 and 1999.

The intention was to open up the heritage world to young people

t h rough the history of various materials (wood in 1997, stone and eart h

in 1998, metal in 1999). The programme featured activities on a mate-

rials theme, wide-scale distribution of a programme outlining the range

of activities, a promotional campaign targeting the media in three coun-

tries, and publication of a free issue of the Guide du Moutard, focusing

on the chosen topic (100,000 copies distributed in 1998).

These operations are programmed each year by a steering committee

made up of bodies from the three participating countries. The com-

mittee defines the strategy and direction to take, determines the vari-

ous stages involved in arranging the programme of activities and, with

the help of heritage experts, validates the chosen options and the con-

tents of the Guide du Moutard. The initial assessment? Some diff i c u l-

ties, linked to transnational cooperation between very diff e rent part-

ners, limited interest in cro s s - b o rder action on the part of local

authorities or companies, problems in coordinating communication

due to the diversity of the chosen national topics, and difficulty in

most countries of accommodating the programme in school activities.

N e v e rtheless, the experiment has already proved to be a success com-

plete with an enthusiastic audience, numerous cro s s - b o rder trips, the

G u i d e ’s adoption as an ongoing heritage discovery tool, the imple-

mentation of numerous institutional, cultural and professional part-

nerships, the appearance of new projects inspired by this pro g r a m m e ,

the launch of numerous training exercises … and, last but not least,

E u ropean recognition in the form of an “E H D Aw a rd” earned in 1998.

“History… of mat e r i a l s”
A cross-border programme for a young audience (Fra n c e , I t a ly, S w i t ze rl a n d )

Z o o m



2 5

In 1991, re p o rted DE N I S E BA R B A S O N, re p resentatives from institu-

tions responsible for heritage at the national, regional and local levels

met in order to lay the foundations for cro s s - b o rder action to mark the

E H D. The re p resentatives came from the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg ,

L o rraine, Rhineland-Palatinate, Saarland, the area around Tr i e r, and

Wallonia. Despite the constraints imposed by the available budgets

and very tight deadlines, they succeeded in launching an inaugural

joint action that same year by publishing a bilingual programme out-

lining the activities being organized in the various regions. In 1992, it

was decided to increase public awareness of a heritage aspect under

t h reat by organizing a cro s s - b o rder organ tour. This essentially involved

exploring this fragile and often neglected heritage aspect as well as 18

c o n c e rts at a similar number of venues over two weekends. It was a

busy programme that had mixed success. During the next three years,

in order to reach a bigger audience, the working group opted to pro-

duce video films. Each year, the emphasis was placed on a topic evo-

king the issues of conservation or alternative use and examples taken

f rom the various participating regions. In 1993, H i s t o i res de jard i n

[ G a rden Tales] illustrated the assorted historic points of call in ord e r

to relocate this “living” and fragile heritage within its cultural context.

In 1994, Patrimoine industriel. Mémoire et devenir [ I n d u s t r i a l

Heritage. Memory and Evolution] highlighted issues at stake in the

c o n s e rvation of numerous, often abandoned sites. The film earned an

“E H D Aw a rd” that year, making it possible to produce another one the

following year : A rc h i t e c t u re publique. Un héritage en mutation

[Public Arc h i t e c t u re. A Changing Heritage], devoted to buildings saved

by the public sector and earmarked for new functions. In 1996, a very

tight budget only allowed the organization of a cro s s - b o rder itinerary

on the trail of sites and monuments accessible on the E H D. Lastly, the

years 1997, 1998 and 1999 have seen the introduction of a new 

t r i l o g y. This has retained the idea of cro s s - b o rder tours with a local

f l a v o u r, albeit supported by “heritage files” centred each year on a

specific topic : Abbayes. Passé et devenir [Abbeys. Past and Future ]

in 1997; Patrimoine défensif commun [Common Defence Heritage] 

in 1998; and L’ E u rope, un patrimoine commun : arc h i t e c t u res du 

X Xe siècle [ E u rope, a Common Heritage : Arc h i t e c t u re in the Tw e n t i e t h

C e n t u ry] in 1999.

This is an exemplary initiative, backed up by a small, well-knit 

working group whose “can do” spirit, sense of openness to others and

lively imagination have helped overcome the numerous, mainly 

b u d g e t a ry difficulties peculiar to transnational cooperation.
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G rand Duchy of Luxe m b o u rg , L o r ra i n e , S a a rl a n d ,Wallonia 
In search of a shared heritage – nine years of cross-border actions
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W h at does the future hold for the E H D? 

D i rections and perspective s

While we have drawn some generally positive conclusions regarding the E H D, we must also 

heed the lessons of past experiences and consider along what lines this major cultural event can

develop in the future. Thus we need to look beyond the E H D as an event and seek to bring in all 

sectors of society to a far greater extent, promote new partnerships, underline that this is a

shared activity, and open up to different cultural worlds. If we can rise to meet these challenges

then we will be able to further strenghten the quality aspect of the European Heritage Days.

The provisional findings of the survey commissioned by the

Council of Euro p e, along with interventions by the va ri o u s

p a rticipants at the colloquy, c o n fi rmed and illustrated the

re m a r k able extent to which the E H D h ave developed ove r

recent years in terms of their increased geographical spre a d ,

h e ri t age extension and eve r-higher at t e n d a n c e s.

This spectacular adva n c e, w h i ch is borne out by impre s s i ve

fi g u re s , goes hand in hand with the development of quality.

This can be seen on several leve l s , no more so than at the

o rg a n i z ational level with the implementation of more effi-

cient stru c t u res and the emergence of new types of part n e r-

s h i p. It is also ap p a rent in terms of what is on offe r, as wit-

nessed by the effo rts made to improve the way in which

visitors are we l c o m e d , the info rm ation provided and the

special events org a n i z e d .The aim is to encourage more

a c t i ve audience part i c i p ation by choosing specific themes

and to heighten awa reness among ch i l d ren and teenag e r s.

This development of quality is also dri ven by demand fro m

an incre a s i n g ly motivated audience whose expectat i o n s

g row with each passing year as it constantly deepens its 

l evels of awa reness and know l e d g e.

A VITAL  TO OL FOR SOCIAL PA RT I C I PAT I O N

To d ay, the event has become tru ly pan-European and is a

vital tool for social part i c i p ation and democrat i z ation as

regards culture and heri t ag e. It is also one of the most effe c-

t i ve contemporary vectors of citizenship and humanism. B y

p l aying its part in heightening awa reness and even educat i n g

the public in the mu l t i faceted wo rth of heri t ag e, a n d

u n e a rthing tales re l ating to little-known or endangere d



aspects of the past, the event is active ly helping to deve l o p

p u blic views on heri t ag e.The trend now is away from an

ap p ro a ch highlighting the aesthetic angle –a solidly

e n t re n ched ap p ro a ch , despite the fact that it is a hangove r

f rom the 19th century, t h at pre fers to view monuments in

i s o l ation from their context– and towards a more “ a n t h ro-

p o l o g i c a l ” ap p ro a ch , in the words of YA N N I S TS I O M I S, o n e

t h at places man and his daily env i ronment at the focal point

of concern s.The E H D t h e re fo re lie within the framework of

urban policy in which the suitably info rmed city-dweller is

able to express himself and part i c i p ate in the actual deve l o p-

ment of his city. As such , the E H D events are becoming an

i n c re a s i n g ly integral part of any policy aimed at enhancing

and –through the effects generated– pre s e rving heri t ag e.

O R I E N TAT IONS FOR THE NEXT MILLENNIUM

F u rt h e rm o re, the phenomenal success of the E H D m e a n s

t h ey will never be safe from a “quality dri f t ” –according to 

a concern expressed during the colloquy by BE R N H A R D

FU R R E R– in our society with its gre at liking for spectacular

fi g u res and imag e s. In the wa ke of the steady rise in at t e n-

d a n c e s , the E H D c o m mu n i c ation policy could become a vic-

tim of its own success and –like some kind of heri t age audi-

ence measuring device– feel obliged to produce ever more

dazzling fi g u res and stat i s t i c s. B eyond the huge org a n i z a-

tional demands that an unch e cked expansion of the E H D

would entail and the inev i t able dangers of damage to monu-

ments and sites, in BE R N H A R D FU R R E R’s view we should

m a ke allowances for the –more damaging– danger of pin-

ning all our hopes on E H D and slow ly whittling down the

other awa reness actions implemented throughout the course

of the year in Europe as these become squeezed into a single

eve n t .T h e re is another danger re l ated to this quality drift : i f

s u ch a drift did occur then the E H D could turn into a loosely

m a n aged heri t age “junk ya r d ” in which va l u able heri t ag e

and more considered awa reness initiat i ves would be ru bb i n g

shoulders with other edifices or activities that re a l ly have no

place within this framewo r k .

To d ay, t h e n , the E H D event stands at the cro s s roads : h av i n g

noted the enormous success, the re m a r k able commitment of

all the part i c i p ating countries and some of the negat i ve

aspects revealed in the quality assessments, it is import a n t

for us to imagine how the E H D might look in the next 

m i l l e n n i u m . So quality and consistency might be the 

bu z z words for this event in the years ahead, together with

i n t e rn at i o n a l i z at i o n , social part i c i p ation and a broader vision

of heri t ag e. In this re g a r d ,s everal ave nues of deb ate and

action we re mapped out at the colloquy.These are re p ro-

duced below along with general comments.

| R e i n f o rcing perceptions of the common dimension of the E H D |

As RAY M O N D WE B E R re i t e r at e d , the E H D in each of the

c o u n t ries invo l ved have hitherto been aimed at making 

people more awa re of their own heri t age via open day s ,

exhibitions and publ i c - awa reness campaigns. F u rt h e rm o re,

it should not be fo rgotten that this national or re g i o n a l

acceptance of the initiat i ve is reflected in the results of the

s u rvey, w h i ch demonstrates how people’s perceptions of the

E u ropean nat u re of E H D remain generally low across the

b o a r d , with the public often drawing an art i ficial distinction

b e t ween national and European day s. As a re s u l t , m a j o r

e f fo rts are needed to ensure that the activity’s trans-nat i o n a l

dimension –which is also a vital part of any heri t age com-

ponent– becomes visible in the eve ry d ay reality of the E H D.

The culmination of closer ties between several countri e s

a round a particular theme –such as the choice in 1998 of
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h e ri t age pro fessions and traditional building techniques by

F r a n c e, N o r way, the Netherlands and Slovakia– can alre a dy

c o n t ri bute to joint ap p ro a ches by promoting intern at i o n a l

c o o p e r at i o n .A b ove all, h oweve r, the establishment of unify-

ing themes such as the one proposed for 1999 –“Euro p e,

a common heri t ag e”– ought to make it possible to move

b eyond any ove r ly confined heri t age teaching and re a ch out

to touch a wider audience.This theme, p a rt i c u l a r ly because

it is so general in nat u re, nonetheless has to be interp re t e d

c o rre c t ly if it is to be implemented constru c t i ve ly on the

g ro u n d .The discussion paper produced by the E H D s t e e ri n g

committee in Flanders to define actions re l ated to the theme

of  “ E u ro p e, a common heri t ag e ”p rovides a good example

h e re. Entitled “ Via Euro p e.Tr avelogues in stone”, it show s

h ow cross-border travel and the movement of people, i d e a s

and objects have left a lasting impression on our monu-

ments and sites.T h ree associated themes, i l l u s t r ating the

multiple aspects of the main theme, we re thus defined :

“ Fo reign stories in the lives of our monu m e n t s ” ;“ A n o t h e r

m a n ’s dominat i o n ” ; and “ E u ropean traces in the landscap e ” .

A second line of action emphasized the growth of pro j e c t s

aimed at developing trans-national cooperation and 

enhancing the many cultural streams that have helped to

s h ape our heri t ag e. In this re g a r d , the fifth edition of the

“E H D Awa r d s ” in 1999 for which “ E u ro p e, a common 

h e ri t ag e ” was also the chosen theme, was opened not only

to cross-border projects involving partners from at least two

p a rt i c i p ating countri e s , but also to local initiat i ve s , on the

p roviso that these enhance the cultural cro s s overs and the

e x changes that have enri ched European heri t age in the past.

| Going beyond the “ev ent” d imension o f the  E H D

and pro lo nging their  impact  |

Held in September of each ye a r, the E H D a re the not-to-be-

missed event marking the start of the new academic ye a r.

The results of a Fre n ch survey conducted by IPSOS Opinion

has revealed how people like to attend events with fa m i ly or

f ri e n d s. H e ri t age discove ry is heightened by a host of special

events laid on for the Heri t age Days : these are popular in

most cases, but in others are seen as interfe ring with the dis-

c ove ry of a monu m e n t .Although the re p e ated staging of the

E H D eve ry year is pro g re s s i ve ly contri buting to a deepening

of awa reness on the part of the general publ i c, the authori-

ties and the business sector, as has been highlighted in pre-

vious ch ap t e r s , mu ch still remains to be done if we are to

m ove beyond the “ eve n t ” dimension and extend the impact

of the E H D by ensuring gre ater interaction with more 

p e rmanent actions.

This would mean utilizing the multiplier effect of the E H D

to encourage those invo l ved with heri t age (politicians,

a s s o c i at i o n s , site administrat o r s , e t c.) to focus on heri t ag e

c ove r age in the media and heri t age events throughout the

ye a r.This is all the more valid in countries with less 

e x p e rience organizing the E H D and where the event still

does not dovetail perfe c t ly with heri t age policies.The sug-

gestions made during the colloquy focused ch i e f ly on :

i m p roving commu n i c ation befo re and after E H D; o rg a n i z i n g

events inspired by E H D over the rest of the ye a r; and incre a s-

ing the number of trans-national and nat i o n a l , regional or

local projects that call for a longer- t e rm commitment fro m

the people invo l ve d . By adopting a more pro fe s s i o n a l

ap p ro a ch to the org a n i z ation and management of the E H D,

in particular through the active part i c i p ation of the institu-

tions re s p o n s i ble for heri t age at the nat i o n a l , regional and
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local leve l s , then this, t o o, would pave the way for the 

q u a l i t at i ve development of the initiat i ve.

M o re ove r, deepening the effe c t i ve invo l vement of schools 

–a vital point developed elsew h e re in this ch apter– will

e n s u re that E H D l e ave a lasting impression on those who will

be called upon to shoulder society’s burdens in the future.

In this way the E H D m ay evo l ve, according to MI C H E L

CL É M E N T, “ f rom a commu n i c ation policy to one involving 

cultural action”.

| I m p rov ing publ ic  part ic ipat ion  and involv ement  |

The E H D quality assessment, the IPSOS Opinion survey and

some of the views expressed at the colloquy highlighted the

fact that the steady increase in attendances at sites and eve n t s

is being accompanied by mounting audience dive r s i fi c at i o n .

N eve rt h e l e s s ,t h e re are still three cat e g o ries of visitors whose

p a rt i c i p ation and invo l vement leave some room fo r

i m p rovement : s chool audiences, young adults (15-25 ye a r

o l d s ) , and socially and culturally disadva n t aged segments of

the populat i o n .

W h e re schools are concern e d , the survey confi rmed their

i n t e rest in E H D and the significant number of initiat i ve s

being organized to mark the eve n t .H oweve r, the survey also

recorded the fact that scheduling the event in September

means in some countries that it takes place too early in the

s chool year and makes proper pupil pre p a r ation for the

event diffi c u l t . In any eve n t , a gre at deal of potential re m a i n s

u n t apped in this are a ,w h i ch is undoubtedly the most

p romising one in terms of the future. S everal examples of

activities suggested at the colloquy might boost heri t ag e

t e a ching and interest among school audiences. In this

re s p e c t , the method for ap p ro a ching heri t age issues with

young pupils applied by TI M CO P E L A N D (see page 16) 

p rovides a ve ry stirring example of the possibilities in this

s p h e re. M o re ove r, the same speaker also highlighted the

need to devise commu n i c ation and awa reness methods

a d apted to the specific needs of this audience by stre s s i n g

the highly beneficial interaction between heri t age analy s i s

and learning parts of the school curri c u l u m .Adding a we e k-

d ay to the we e kend curre n t ly programmed as a means of

e n c o u r aging the part i c i p ation of sch o o l s ,d evising an “ e d u-

c ation pack ” in order to promote correct heri t age interp re t a-

tion among ch i l d re n , and utilizing the highly extensive pos-

sibilities offe red by multimedia technologies –part i c u l a r ly

the Internet– that many schools can now access, we re some

of the practical suggestions made during the colloquy that

might contri bute to boosting the eve n t ’s impact in sch o o l s.

M o re ove r, h aving school audiences part i c i p ate in trans-

n ational cooperation projects on heri t age and devising spe-

c i fic projects aimed at young audiences –such as “ H i s t o ry. . .

of mat e rials”– can but add to the message of openness and

e x change behind the E H D. Other proposals also examined

the more effe c t i ve inclusion of heri t age awa reness activities

in the schools curriculum and even the intro d u c t i o n , s u g-

gested by TI M CO P E L A N D, of “ H e ri t age Education Day s”.

R e s e rved for young people, these could fo rm a link with the

N ational A r chaeology Days organized in Gre at Britain by the

Young A r chaeologist Club. U l t i m at e ly, it is clear that the

e f fe c t i ve invo l vement of schools in the E H D and the inclu-

sion of heri t age as a teaching tool in the schools curri c u l u m

should come about by info rming teachers and giving them

s p e c i fic training so that they become we l l - versed in this type

of action.

D evising targeted commu n i c ation strategies is also necessary

in order to ensure more extensive and dynamic part i c i p at i o n

3 0



on the part of teenagers and young adults (15-25 year olds).

H e re, the use of multimedia technologies can prove to be

p a rt i c u l a r ly useful in allaying the “ b o ri n g ”i m age of heri t ag e

by prompting this particular audience to discover the va l u e s

of heri t age through play - o ri e n t at e d , p ro - a c t i ve initiat i ve s.

The “ p l ay ” aspect of the E H D can also fo rm an attraction fo r

a lesser educat e d , or less economically adva n t aged audience

whose part i c i p ation in the event is ve ry limited today. T h e

chief basis for this revo l ves around the org a n i z ation at most

sites of a range of special events (show s , c o n c e rt s ,t h e at re

p ro d u c t i o n s , h i s t o rical pag e a n t s , e t c.) that are designed to

t u rn the E H D into a celeb r ation of monuments cap able of

i nvolving each and eve ry segment of the populat i o n . A

w i d e s p read policy of free admission also plays a part in this.

| C reat ing new partnerships  |

The invo l vement of society’s va rious actors in the org a n i z a-

tion of the E H D is one of the conditions –and cert a i n ly one

of the reasons– for their success. In most countri e s , the E H D

h ave been introduced by a public body (Ministry of Culture,

the Env i ro n m e n t , E d u c at i o n , Regional Deve l o p m e n t ,U r b a n

and Regional Planning, H e ri t ag e, e t c. ) ,w h i ch takes ch a rg e

of organizing them or delegates this to administrat i ve bodies

in ch a rge of monuments and sites, local gove rn m e n t ,o r

even non-gove rnmental org a n i z at i o n s ,a s s o c i ations and 

p ri vate fo u n d at i o n s.This tremendous diversity among the

people invo l ved is often mirro red within the org a n i z i n g

c o m m i t t e e s , w h e re it can also add to the quality of the

d e l i b e r ations and deb ates on safeguarding heri t age and org a-

nizing the E H D. D i versity also ch a r a c t e rizes the sources of

funding for activities, w h i ch are notable for the ever incre a-

sing presence alongside public subsidies of backing fro m

s p o n s o r s. Sponsors ove r w h e l m i n g ly belong to business sec-

tors linked dire c t ly or indire c t ly to heri t age : c o n s t ru c t i o n ,

m e d i a ,t o u ri s m ,t r a n s p o rt , c o m mu n i c at i o n , finance and

i n s u r a n c e.

P u blic authorities and the pri vate sector there fo re comple-

ment one another, with the fo rmer often re lying on the lat-

ter to actually implement actions on the gro u n d . In this

re g a r d , it should be pointed out that E H D o f fer a highly

s t i mu l ating env i ronment for the development of the com-

munity sector, w h i ch deri ves gre at benefit from the pro fi l e

and credibility obtained through this medium.

F u rt h e rm o re, the diversity among the actors invo l ved should

c o n t ri bute to the development of fo rms of trans-sectoral

p a rt n e r s h i p, p a rt i c u l a r ly between the heri t age sector and

those involving contemporary cre at i o n , e d u c at i o n ,t o u ri s m ,

traditional crafts, t e chnology deve l o p m e n t , regional deve l o p-

m e n t , and so on.These would help anchor the E H D m o re

fi rm ly in society, p roduce more innovat i ve initiat i ve s ,a n d

d evelop dynamic heri t age learning across several disciplines.

THE CONTRASTING OF EXPERI ENCES

In order to nu rt u re the deb ate on the future of the E H D, t h e

time seemed right to establish parallels with other awa re n e s s -

raising actions that pursue comparable objective s , but are

o rganized along diffe rent lines and take place over diffe re n t

lengths of time.T h ree of these initiat i ves we re presented at

the colloquy. Regardless of whether they are known as

C u l t u re Week (Italy ) ,H e ri t age Month (Tunisia) or Culture

D ays (Queb e c, C a n a d a ) , t h ey are aimed ch i e f ly at bri n g i n g

the citizen and heri t age or (according to a broader vision)

c u l t u re closer together. E a ch event has its own individual

aspects that can open up fresh perspectives in the deve l o p-

ment of the E H D.The trans-sectoral and cre at i ve ap p ro a ch to 
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c u l t u re chosen by Italy and Quebec may provide a source of

i n s p i r ation for the development of initiat i ves aimed at esta-

blishing links between heri t age and other areas of culture

within the framework of the E H D. The three examples out-

lined below are also examples of events that last longer than

the E H D. All of which further fuels the argument put fo r-

ward by nu m e rous parties –as shown ch i e f ly by the IPSOS

Opinion survey– in favour of adding one or more days to

the present timetable of eve n t s.

| C u l t u re  Week in  Ita ly |

H av ing been granted more extensive powers in 1999, t h e

n ew Ministero per i Beni e le Attività culturali in Italy wa s

anxious to mark its new - found status by organizing its fi r s t

ever Culture We e k ,w h i ch was held from 12 to 19 A p ri l .

Replacing the traditional Cultural Tre a s u res We e k , the new

i n i t i at i ve –presented at the colloquy by RO S E L L A BE N NAT I

LE N E R– allowed audiences to discover diffe rent areas of cul-

t u re in accordance with a cro s s - d i s c i p l i n a ry ap p ro a ch by

i nviting them to attend exhibitions and concerts in mu s e-

u m s ,s p o rting events and theat rical and cinema pro d u c t i o n s.

This initiat i ve, w h i ch is pri m a ri ly national in ch a r a c t e r,

should ideally interact with the E H D o rganized in Italy since

1 9 9 5 ; the latter will now be aimed at promoting Euro p e a n

perceptions of cultural heri t age in the Italian peninsula.

| Her i tage  M onth  in  Tunisia  |

Since 1992,Tunisia has been staging an annual Heri t ag e

Month between 18 A p ril (Intern ational Heri t age Site Day )

and 18 May (Intern ational Museum Day ) .As LOT F I

BO U Z O U I TA e m p h a s i z e d ,c o o r d i n ation of the first few edi-

tions was centred in the hands of institutions re s p o n s i ble fo r

h e ri t age –the National Heri t age Institute and the Tu n i s i a n

b o dy in ch a rge of heri t age enhancement and cultural pro-

motion– befo re being extended to the va rious prov i n c e s

t h rough regional culture commissari at s. H e ri t age Month

p rovides an opportunity to generate media publicity for 

h e ri t age in all its fo rm s , its dive r s i t y, and the dangers it fa c e s.

The month fosters deb ate and exchanges of ideas aro u n d

themes re l ating to the safeguarding and enhancement of

h e ri t ag e. It is also a favo u red framework for the launch of

n ew projects such as official openings of new museums or

u nveilings of new ly re s t o red monu m e n t s. For several ye a r s ,

the choice of theme has helped to direct the attention of

p ro fessionals and citizens towards the specific issues that are

at stake. In 1999, for instance, H e ri t age Month was devo t e d

to the 20th century.The pursued aim was not only to mark

the end of the century but also, and ab ove all, to institute an

action plan to promote the safeguarding of heri t age aspects

t h at people in Tunisia are often unawa re of and which are

being thre atened by urban deve l o p m e n t .

| C u l t u re  Days  in Quebec (Canada)  |

S t aged each year over the last we e kend of September,

Q u eb e c ’s Culture Days we re launched in 1997 fo l l owing the

u nveiling –at the Prov i n c e ’s economy and employment sum-

mit held in the autumn of the previous year– of plans

designed to place culture at the heart of Queb e c ’s deve l o p-

m e n t .The gamble seems to have paid off, since 1998 saw

m o re than 150,000 people take part and some 950 activities

on offer in 246 towns and villages across the Prov i n c e.T h e

t h ree days are designed to heighten awa reness among

Q u eb e c ’s people about the necessity, usefulness and social

value of culture. I n d e e d , as SI M O N BR AU LT i n d i c at e s , t h e

D ays highlight the role and purpose of the work of cre at o r s ,

a rtists and cultural vehicles and their contri bution to 
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individual and collective self-fulfi l m e n t . The activities 

s cheduled within this framework are highly dive r s e, w i t h

i nve n t i veness to the fo re : a theat re dress re h e a r s a l ; a guided

tour around a television studio; a late-night walk to view a

d i s t ri c t ’s arch i t e c t u re in a diffe rent light; the wri t i n g, c o m-

p o s i t i o n , a rrangement and recording of a song by a wri t e r-

composer with pupils in a class; the opening-up of a 

mu s e u m ’s re s t o r ation wo r k s h o p ; visits to a glass fa c t o ry ;e t c.

A d m i n i s t e red by a permanent secre t a ri at , the Culture Day s

re c e i ve financial support from the Quebec gove rn m e n t .T h i s

c overs some 30% of their bu d g e t , with the rest coming

f rom assorted major companies and artists and craftspeople

who finance their activities.The event can also count on

c o o p e r ation from the media, w h i ch publishes and bro a d-

casts free adve rtising for this eve n t . P r a c t i s i n g, as SI M O N

BR AU LT put it, a fo rm of “emotional bl a ck m a i l ” t h at urg e s

the authorities and the pri vate sector to become more

i nvo l ved in cultural action, the Culture Days do not port r ay

t h e m s e l ves as a cultural pro d u c t , but as an “incursion into

the cultural sector”.

| Encour aging exchanges wi th  Me diterranean count r ie s |

As RAY M O N D WE B E R re i t e r at e d , contrasts with diffe rent cul-

tural wo r l d s ,s u ch as those in North A m e rica or in southern

M e d i t e rranean countri e s , would generate additional va l u e,

u n d e rpinning the chief function of cultural heri t age that the

E H D s t ri ve to pro m o t e :g re ater openness towards others;

links between diffe rent culture s ; and bri d g e - building acro s s

g e o g r aphical borders.

This is the spirit in which the King Baudouin Fo u n d at i o n

l a u n ched a feasibility study of the possible extension of E H D

to include non-European countries around the

M e d i t e rr a n e a n . Conducted in conjunction with 11 part n e r

c o u n t ries within the framework of the Euro p e a n

C o m m i s s i o n ’s EUROMED heri t age pro g r a m m e, this pro j e c t

set out to use a survey of existing awa reness initiat i ves and

the re l ated needs expressed by Mediterranean countri e s.

At the same time, this project seeks to identify potential

p a rtners with a view to cre ating a Euro - M e d i t e rranean net-

work for exchange and cooperation on heri t age issues and

the establishment of pilot schemes aimed at raising publ i c

awa re n e s s.
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S t atement on Ko s ovo

The war deva s t ating the Balkans is the dramatic outcome of ethnic, religious and cultural 

a n t agonisms which affect the continent and are radically opposed to the construction of a wide

d e m o c r atic safe Euro p e.

We are seeing in Ko s ovo a human trag e dy carrying immense consequences. Human beings are

being killed, forced to leave and violently separated from their fa m i ly, s o c i a l , cultural and nat u r a l

e nv i ro n m e n t .

The dynamics of destruction tri g g e red off do not come to a stop with the suppression of social

c o m munities and ethnic gro u p s , but aim also to suppress their heri t ag e, m e m o ry and identity, i . e. ,

the mat e rial and spiritual values which link the past of a society to its future. In the case of Ko s ovo,

a multicultural heri t age that is part of our common heri t age is being thre at e n e d .

The participants in the Brussels Colloquy, re p resenting 42 European and non-European countri e s ,

conscious of the spirit which gives life to the European Heri t age Day s , and the surge of solidari t y,

s h a ring and democratic citizenship symbolised by these Day s :

- appeal for an immediate cessation of any action of violence;

- express their hope of a re t u rn of all the displaced populations to their place of ori g i n ;

- ask for the respect for cultural heri t age as a guarantee for the building of a sustainable and shared 

peace together with all the European citizens, w h at ever their ori g i n , religion or culture may be.

As a result of the tragic events that have devastated the populations and heritage sites in the Balkans

and which run totally counter to the aims of openness and tolerance conveyed by European Heritage

Days, on 24 April 1999 the participants at the colloquy adopted the following declaration :
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Philippe T H IÉRY
DIRECTOR OF THE MONUMENTS AND SITES DEPA RT M E N T,
M I N I S T RY OF BRUSSELS CAPITAL REGION (BELGIUM)

Els T I J S K E N S
PROJECT COORDINATOR AT THE “OPEN MONUMENTENDAG VLAANDEREN”, 
KING BAUDOUIN FOUNDATION (BELGIUM)

Emil van BREDERO D E
PRESIDENT OF THE “OPEN MONUMENTENDAG” FOUNDATION (THE NETHERLANDS)

B rigitte VANDER BRU G G H E N
EHD COORDINATOR IN THE BRUSSELS CAPITAL REGION, MONUMENTS AND SITES
D E PA RT M E N T, MINISTRY OF BRUSSELS CAPITAL REGION (BELGIUM)
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COUNCI L OF EUROPE
P a r l i a m e n t a ry Assembly
N OTHOMB Charles-Fe r d i n a n d

PRÉSIDENT DE LA COMMISSION DE LA CULTURE ET DE L’ E D U C ATION -  
ASSEMBLÉE PA R L E M E N TAIRE DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE, PALAIS DE L’EUROPE, 
F - 67075 STRASBOURG

S TAES Pa u l
ALGEMEEN VERSLAGGEVER VOOR HET CULTUREEL ERFGOED BIJ DE COMMISSIE 
VOOR CULTUUR EN ONDERWIJS VAN DE RAAD VAN EUROPA, PALAIS DE L’EUROPE , 
F - 67075 STRASBOURG 

S e c re t a r i a t
WEBER Ray m o n d

DIRECTEUR DE L’ E N S E I G N E M E N T, DE LA CULTURE ET DU SPORT AU 
CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE, PALAIS DE L’EUROPE, F - 67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, 
TEL. +33-3-88-41.22.75, FAX +33-3-88-41.27.50

BALLESTER José Maria 
CHEF DU SERVICE DU PATRIMOINE CULTUREL DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE, 
PALAIS DE L’EUROPE , F - 67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, TEL. +33-388-41.22.50, 
FAX +33-388-41.27.55, E-MAIL : j o s e - m a r i a . b a l l e s t e r @ c o e . f r

CERRI A n n a ch i a r a
A D M I N I S T R ATEUR AU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE, SERVICE DU PATRIMOINE CULT U R E L ,
DIRECTION DE L’ E N S E I G N E M E N T, DE LA CULTURE ET DU SPORT, PALAIS DE L’ E U R O P E ,
F - 67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX, TEL. +33-3-88-41.22.54, FAX +33-3-88-41.27.55, 
E - M A I L : a n n a - c h i a r a . c e rr i @ c o e . f r

ION Liviu
S E C R É TAIRE DE LA CAMPAGNE “L’EUROPE, UN PATRIMOINE COMMUN” DE LA
DIRECTION DE L’ E D U C ATION, DE LA CULTURE ET DU SPORT DU CONSEIL DE L’ E U R O P E ,
PALAIS DE L’EUROPE, F - 67075 STRASBOURG, TEL. +33-3-88.41.36.27, FAX +33-3-
88.41.27.50, E-MAIL : l i v i u . i o n @ c o e . f r

F R E S H WATER Ja n e
S E RVICE DU PATRIMOINE CULTUREL, DIRECTION DE L’ENSEIGNEMENT DE LA CULTURE ET
DU SPORT, CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE, PALAIS DE L’EUROPE, F – 67075 STRASBOURG CEDEX,
TEL. +33-3-88-41.35.16, FAX +33-3-88-41.27.55, E-MAIL : j a n e . f re s h w a t e r @ c o e . f r

EUROPEA N UNION
PA P PAS Spy ro s

DIRECTEUR GÉNÉRAL DE LA DGX, INFORMATION, COMMUNICATION, CULT U R E ,
AUDIOVISUEL DE LA COMMISSION EUROPÉENNE, RUE DE LA LOI 200, 
B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-295.94.75 & 80, FAX +32-2-299.92.04, 
E - M A I L : s p y r i d o n . p a p p a s @ d g 1 0 . c e c . b e

M AGRANER A n a
A D M I N I S T R ATRICE À LA DIRECTION GÉNÉRALE X DE LA COMMISSION EUROPÉENNE, 
RUE DE LA LOI 200, B - 1000 BRUXELLES

List of Pa rt i c i p a n t s
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A L B A N I A
DHAMO - POJANI Iri s

DIRECTEUR DU PATRIMOINE CULTUREL DU MINISTÈRE DE LA CULTURE, 
DE LA JEUNESSE ET DES SPORTS, 1 DËSHMORËT & KOMBIT BOUL., TIRANA, 
TEL. +35-5-42.282.63, FAX +35-5-42.282.63, E-MAIL : i p o j a n i @ i c c . a l . e u . o rg

A N D O R R A
P L A NAS de la MAZA Mart a

CHEF DE SERVICE DES MUSÉES ET MONUMENTS AU PATRIMONI CULT U R A L
D’ANDORRA, CARRETERA DE BIXESSARI, S/N AIXOVALL, ANDORRA, 
TEL. +376-84.41.41, FAX +376-84.43.43, E-MAIL : p c a . g o v @ a n d o rr a . a d

A R M E N I A
DANEGHIAN Lili

DESK OFFICER FOR THE COUNCIL OF EUROPE, MINISTRY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, REPUBLIC
SQUARE 2, AM - 375 010 YEREVAN, TEL. +374-2-50.58.21, FAX +374-2-50.72.50

A U S T R I A
KEIL Ve re n a

B U N D E S D E N K M A L A M T, HOFBURG - SCHWEIZERHOF - SÄULENSTIEGE, 
A - 1010 VIENNA, TEL. +43-1-534.15.221, FAX +43-1-534.15.252, 
E - M A I L : d e n k m a l @ b m u v i e . g v. a t

N E U W I RTH Franz
DIRECTOR AT THE FEDERAL MINISTRY OF EDUCATION AND CULTURAL AFFA I R S ,
M I N O R I T E N P L ATZ 5, A - 1014 VIENNA, TEL. +43-1-531-20.36.34, 
FAX +43-1-531-20.36.99, E-MAIL : F r a n z . N e u w i rt h @ b m u k . g v. a t

B E L G I U M
A LT Raoul

INTERPRÈTE, RUE FÉLICIEN MOSRAY 9 A, 1300 LIMAL, TEL. +32-10-41.25.42

ARRE Kat a ri n a
A RT HISTORIAN, GENERAL SECRETA RY OF THE SWEDISH ASSOCIATION OF MUSEUMS, 
AVENUE LOUISE 421, BTE 10, B - 1050 BRUXELLES, TEL ; +32-2-640.35.40, 
FAX +32-2-640.35.40, E-MAIL : K a t a r i n a . A rre @ v i l l a g e . u u n e t . b e

BAEYENS Ja n
PENNINGMEESTER VAN ICOMOS VLAANDEREN-BRUSSEL, LANGESTRAAT 49, 
B - 9473 DENDERLEEUW, TEL. +32-2-553.75.62, FAX +32-2-553.75.25, 
E - M A I L : j a n p . b a e y e n s @ a z f . v l a a n d e re n . b e

BAIWIR A l b e rt
DIRECTEUR DE L’ ASSOCIATION POUR LA PROMOTION TOURISTIQUE 
ET CULTURELLE DE L’ A B B AYE DE VILLERS-LA-VILLE - APTCV, FERME DE L’ A B B AY E ,
AVENUE G. SPEECKAERT 24, B - 1495 VILLERS-LA-VILLE, TEL. +32-71-87.88.62, 
FAX +32-71-87.65.02, E-MAIL : a p t c v @ g a t e 7 1 . b e

BARBASON Denise
AT TACHÉE À LA DIVISION DU PATRIMOINE DU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WA L L O N N E ,
RUE DES GUILLEMINS 16/34, B - 4000 LIÈGE, TEL. +32-4-254.10.01, 
FAX +32-4-252.17.06, E-MAIL : d p @ s k e n e . b e

B A RTHELEMY Je a n
PRÉSIDENT DU COMITÉ ORGANISATEUR DES JOURNÉES DU PATRIMOINE EN WA L L O N I E ,
MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE - DGAT L P, RUE DES BRIGADES D’IRLANDE 1, 
B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-65-37.45.01, FAX +32-65-31.74.18

B E E R NA E RT Bri g i t t e
KUNSTHISTORICA BIJ DE DIENST MONUMENTENZORG VAN DE STAD BRUGGE, 
OOSTMEERS 17, B - 8000 BRUGGE, TEL. +32-50-44.85.82, FAX +32-50-34.45.73

B E VAN Roger Va u g h a n
INTERPRÈTE, RUE DES RÉSISTANTS 49, B-7030 SAINT-SYMPHORIEN, 
TEL. +32-65-33.82.07

CARPENTIER Chantal
R E S TA U R ATRICE DE TEXTILE ANCIEN À L’INSTITUT ROYAL DU PAT R I M O I N E
A RTISTIQUE, STAT I O N S S T R A AT 32, B -1850 GRIMBERGEN

C L I C H E ROUX Emile
DIRECTEUR GÉNÉRAL HONORAIRE DES EAUX ET FÔRETS, AVENUE EMILE MAX 167, 
B -1030 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-734.40.67 

COLLIGNON Robert
MINISTRE-PRÉSIDENT DU GOUVERNEMENT WALLON, 
RUE MAZY 25-27, B - 5100 JAMBES

CONTIS Nicolas
AT TACHÉ JURIDIQUE À L’AMBASSADE DE FRANCE, BOULEVARD DU RÉGENT 42, 
B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-548.88.26, FAX +32-2-513.47.44, 
E - M A I L : n i c o l a s . c o n t i s @ d re e . o rg

C O R D E I RO Pa u l a
ARCHITECTE, RUE DE LA VICTOIRE 192 C, B - 1060 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-537.26.52, FAX +32-2-537.26.52

C O RTEMBOS T h é r è s e
PREMIÈRE AT TACHÉE À LA DIVISION DU PATRIMOINE DU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION
WALLONNE, RUE DES BRIGADES D’IRLANDE 1, B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-81-33.21.82,
FAX +32-81-33.22.93, E-MAIL : T. C o rt e m b o s @ m rw. w a l l o n i e . b e

DE GHELLINCK Bénédicte
ETUDIANTE EN CONSERVATION, RUE DU MAIL 59, B - 1050 BRUXELLES,
TEL. +32-2-534.45.93, FAX +32-69-45.61.81
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DE GREEF Chri s
A D J U N C T-ADVISEUR BIJ DE CEL HISTORISCH ERFGOED VAN DE STAD BRUSSEL,
A N S PACHLAAN 6, B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-279.30.14, FAX +32-2-279.31.28

de KERCHOVE Fab ri c e
CHARGÉ DE MISSION À LA FONDATION ROI BAUDOUIN, COORDINATEUR DES JOURNÉES
EUROPÉENNES DU PATRIMOINE, RUE BREDERODE 21, B - 1000 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-549.02.45, FAX +32-2-512.00.35, E-MAIL : j e p . e h d @ k b s - f r b . b e

de PIERPONT Géry
CHARGÉ DE MISSION À LA FONDATION ROI BAUDOUIN, RUE BREDERODE 21, 
B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-549.02.57, FAX +32-2-512.00.35 

DE SALLE Je a n
PRÉSIDENT DU COMITÉ SCIENTIFIQUE DES JOURNÉES DU PATRIMOINE EN RÉGION 
DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE, RUE EM. VAN DRIESSCHE, 17, B - 1050 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-534.50.35, 
FAX +32-2-534.50.95, E-MAIL : s o c i e t e @ c o o p a rc h - r- u . b e

de SAN A n n e
S E C R É TAIRE GÉNÉRALE DU QUARTIER DES ARTS ASBL - KUNSTWIJK VZW, RUE DE LA
PÉPINIÈRE 20, B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-512.05.39, FAX +32-2-648.35.41

DE SCHRIJVER Mach t e l d
VOORZITTER VAN CULTURAMA VZW, BARON DE VIRONLAAN 140, B - 1700 DILBEEK,
TEL. +32-2-569.27.74, FAX +32-2-569.31.44 

de VILLEGAS de CLERCAMP A l o n z o
PRÉSIDENT SECTION PATRIMOINE DU PAYS DE LA MOLIGNÉE ASBL, RUE DE LA
MOLIGNÉE 55, B - 5537 WA R M A N T,  TEL. +32-82-61.49.16, FAX +32-82-61.49.17

DEMEYERE Sophie
MEDEWERKER SECRETA R I A AT OPEN MONUMENTENDAG VLAANDEREN 
BIJ DE KONING BOUDEWIJNSTICHTING, BREDERODESTRAAT 21, B - 1000 BRUSSEL,
TEL. +32-2-511.18.40, FAX +32-2-511.52.21

DOUBLET Dany
S E C R É TAIRE À LA FONDATION ROI BAUDOUIN, RUE BREDERODE 21, 
B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-549.02.57, FAX +32-2-512.00.35

DURIEUX Georg e s
ARCHITECTE AU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE - DGAT L P, RUE DES BRIGADES
D’IRLANDE 1, B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-81-33.21.75, FAX +32-81-33.22.93

ENGELEN - STRAU T I NA Ineta
A S S I S TANTE DE L’AMBASSADEUR, MISSION DE LA LETTONIE AUPRÈS 
DE L’UNION EUROPÉENNE, RUE D’ARLON 39-41 BTE 6, B - 1000 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-282.03.68, FAX +32-2-282.03.69, E-MAIL : i n e t a @ s o f t h o m e . n e t

ENNEKENS Chri s t o p h e
PROJECTMEDEWERKER BIJ ANTWERPEN AVERECHTS VZW, KRONENBURGSTRAAT 34,
B - 2000 ANTWERPEN, TEL. +32-3-248.15.77, FAX +32-3-248.50.71,
E - M A I L : b n d a m 3 9 @ h o t m a i l . c o m

ENNEKENS Kat h e ri n e
PROJECTMEDEWERKER BIJ ANTWERPEN AVERECHTS VZW, KRONENBURGSTRAAT 34,
B - 2000 ANTWERPEN, TEL. +32-3-248.15.77, FAX +32-3-248.50.71,
E - M A I L : k a t h e r i n e . e @ o n l i n e . b e

ETIENNE Stéphanie
A S S I S TANTE MEDIANA, RUE DE LA MUTUALITÉ 25, B - 1190 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-340.67.53, FAX +32-2-340.67.54, E-MAIL : s e t i e n n e @ c a r a m a i l . c o m

FIERS Dominique
MEDEWERKER COÖRDINATIEBUREAU EMD BIJ DE KONING BOUDEWIJNSTICHTING,
B R E D E R O D E S T R A AT 21, B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-549.02.77, 
FAX +32-2-512.00.35, E-MAIL : j e p . e h d @ k b s - f r b . b e

FLORENCE Delphine,
RESPONSABLE DE LA PROMOTION ET DE LA COORDINATION D’ARCADIA, 
RUE DE MÉTAL 38, B - 1060 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-534.38.19, FAX +32-2-5 3 4 . 6 0 . 7 3

G E L LY Isab e l l e
BUREAU PICARDIE/ESSEX, AVENUE DE LA RENAISSANCE 19, B -1000 BRUXELLES,
TEL +32-2-732.51.40, FAX +32-2-732.62.54, E-MAIL : b x l . p i c a rd i e @ p o p h o s t . e u n e t . b e

GESCHE - KONING Nicole
C O L L A B O R ATEUR SCIENTIFIQUE AU CENTRE DE RECHERCHES ET 
D’ETUDES TECHNOLOGIQUES DES ARTS PLASTIQUES, ULB, AVENUE F. ROOSEVELT 50,
CP 175, B - 1050 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-650.24.66, FAX +32-2-375.87.27

GILLET Pat ri c i a
RESPONSABLE DES PUBLICATIONS AU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE, 
D G AT L P, RUE DES BRIGADES D’IRLANDE 1, B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-81-33.23.87,
FAX +32-81-33.23.82, E-MAIL : c . t r i c o t @ m rw. w a l l o n i e . b e

GIZDULICH Sandra
PHD RESEARCHER ON TERRITORIAL HERITAGE, UNIVERSITY OF FLORENCE, 
CHAUSSÉE SAINT- PIERRE 49, B - 1040 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-296.83.11, 
FAX +32-2-296.52.61, E-MAIL : s a n d r a . g i z d u l i c h @ d g 1 b . c e c . b e

GOEDLEVEN Edgard
DIRECTEUR VAN DE AFDELING MONUMENTEN EN LANDSCHAPPEN VAN 
HET MINISTERIE VAN DE VLAAMSE GEMEENSCHAP, E. JACQMAINLAAN 156 BUS 7, 
B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-553.82.11, FAX +32-2-553.82.05, 
E - M A I L : e d g a rd . g o e d l e v e n @ v l a a n d e re n . b e

GOEDLEVEN - DE RIDDER Veerle 

HANOSSET Y ve s
C O N S U LTA N T, RUE JEAN-BAPTISTE STOUFFS 43, B - 1332 GENVAL, TEL. +32-2-
653.81.28, FAX +32-2-653.81.28, E-MAIL : y v. h @ Wr i t e m e . c o m

HERMAN A ri a n e
ATTACHÉE AU CABINET DU MINISTRE-PRÉSIDENT DE LA RÉGION DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE, 
RUE DUCALE 7-9, B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-506.32.34, FAX +32-2-514.40.22
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HEYMANS Vi n c e n t
HISTORIEN DE L’ A RT À LA CELLULE PATRIMOINE HISTORIQUE DE LA VILLE DE
BRUXELLES, PROFESSEUR À L’UNIVERSITÉ LIBRE DE BRUXELLES, AVENUE DU ROI
S O L D AT 8, B - 1070 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-279.30.11, FAX +32-2-279.31.28 

HEYNOLD - KAPLAN Va l e n t i n a
INTERPRÈTE, AVENUE DE L’ORÉE 15, B -1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-640.77.13

HOUDET Chantal
AT TACHÉE AUX AFFAIRES EUROPÉENNES À LA DÉLÉGATION GÉNÉRALE DU QUÉBEC, 
AVENUE DES ARTS 46, B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-512.00.36, 
FAX +32-2-514.26.41, E-MAIL : c h a n t a l . h o u d e t @ m r i . g o u v. q c . c a

HUHN Esther
INTERPRÈTE, RUE DES PÈRES BLANCS 51, B -1040 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-732.77.54, FAX +32-2-734.91.29

HUT A n d r é
J O U R N A L I S T- A N I M ATEUR, CTL - CULTURE, TOURISME, LOISIRS, BOÎTE POSTALE 1334, 
B - 1000 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-218.33.32, FAX +32-2-218.33.32

H U T E AU Isab e l l e
C O L L A B O R ATRICE DE PROGRAMME À LA FONDATION ROI BAUDOUIN - 
BUREAU DE COORDINATION DES JEP, RUE BREDERODE 21, B - 1000 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-549.02.76, FAX +32-2-512.00.35, E-MAIL : j e p . e h d @ k b s - f r b . b e

JACOBS Mari ë t t e
A D J U N C T-ADVISEUR BIJ DE PROVINCIALE DIENST VOOR CULTUUR VAN DE PROVINCIE
W E S T-VLAANDEREN, PROVINCIEHUIS BOEVERBOS, KONING LEOPOLD III-LAAN 41, 
B - 8200 BRUGGE

JACQMIN Y ve s
HISTORIEN DE L’ A RT AU SERVICE DES MONUMENTS ET DES SITES DU MINISTÈRE 
DE LA RÉGION DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE -C.C.N., RUE DU PROGRÈS 80 BTE 1, 
B - 1030 BRUXELLES

JORIS Fre d dy
CHEF DE CABINET ADJOINT AU CABINET 
DU MINISTRE-PRÉSIDENT DU GOUVERNEMENT WALLON, 
RUE MAZY 25-27, B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-81-33.14.57, FAX +32-81-33.14.56

J U R DANT Eri c
DIRECTEUR DU COMMISSARIAT GÉNÉRAL AU TOURISME WALLON, 
PLACE DE LA WALLONIE 1 B3, B - 5100 JAMBES, 
TEL. +32-81-33.40.23, FAX +32-81-33.40.33, E-MAIL : e r i c . j u rd a n t @ s k y n e t . b e

J U R DANT Claude

KITSOS Nondas
R E S T O R ATION ENGINEER, YORK UNIVERSITY, DORP 31-33, B - 2980 ZOERSEL, 
TEL. +32-3-309.46.30, FAX +32-3-309.46.30, E-MAIL : e l f i . h e rm a n s @ v i l l a g e . u u n e t . b e

KIVELA Risto
COUNSELLOR OF THE PERMANENT REPRESENTATION OF FINLAND 
TO THE EUROPEAN UNION, RUE DE TRÈVES 100, B - 1040 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-287.86.54, FAX +32-2-287.86.83, E-MAIL : r i s t o . k i v e l a @ f o rm i n . f i

KNOPS Guido
VOORZITTER VAN DE STUURGROEP OPEN MONUMENTENDAG VLAANDEREN EN 
DIRECTEUR BIJ DE KONING BOUDEWIJNSTICHTING, BREDERODESTRAAT 21, 
B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-549.02.14, FAX +32-2-512.00.35, 
E - M A I L :  j e p . e h d @ k b s - f r b . b e

L AC ROIX Genev i è ve
JOURNALISTE INDÉPENDANTE, CHEMIN DAMOISEAU 2, B - 1341 CÉROUX-MOUSTY, 
TEL. +32-2-649.02.21, FAX +32-2-649.02.21

L AC ROIX Je a n
ARCHITECTE, RUE JOSEPH STA L L A E RT 19, B - 1050 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-344.57.75, FAX +32-2-344.57.75

L A M B E RT Cécile
HISTORIENNE DE L’ A RT À LA CELLULE PATRIMOINE HISTORIQUE DE LA VILLE 
DE BRUXELLES, RUE GOFFA RT 18, B - 1050 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-279.31.56, FAX +32-2-279.31.28 

L AOUREUX Denis
HISTORIEN DE L’ A RT À LA CELLULE PATRIMOINE HISTORIQUE DE LA VILLE DE
BRUXELLES, RUE GOFFA RT 18, B - 1050 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-279.31.56, 
FAX +32-2-279.31.28

LEGRAND Manu
C U LTURA EUROPA ASBL, RUE DE LA PÉPINIÈRE 21, B -5000 NAMUR, 
TEL. +32-81-22.41.79, FAX +32-81-22.00.80

LEMAIRE - THOMAS Mari e - L o u i s e
CONSEILLER GÉNÉRAL DE L’ O R G A N I S ATION MONDIALE DE LA PRESSE PÉRIODIQUE -
O . M . P. P., RUE SPRUYT 10, B - 1090 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-427.76.55, 
FAX +32-2-427.76.55 

MARCHAND-LONG Chri s t i n e
INTERPRÈTE, RUE REMBRANDT 21, B -1000 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-733.41.34, FAX +32-2-733.41.34

MEUNIER Pa u l i n e
A S S O C I ATION POUR LA PROMOTION TOURISTIQUE ET CULTURELLE DE L’ A B B AYE 
DE VILLERS-LA-VILLE - APTCV, FERME DE L’ A B B AYE, B - 1495 VILLERS-LA-VILLE, 
TEL. +32-71-87.88.62, FAX +32-71-87.65.02, E-MAIL : A P T C V @ g a t e 7 1 . b e

MIGOM Serg e
C O Ö R D I N ATOR BIJ HET PROVINCIAAL CENTRUM VOOR CULTUREEL ERFGOED VAN 
DE PROVINCIE LIMBURG, KASTEEL RIJKEL, DIONYSUS VAN LEEUWENSTRAAT 23, 
B - 3840 BORGLOON, TEL. +32-11-69.11.88, FAX +32-11-69.14.59, 
E - M A I L : p c c e @ l i m b u rg . b e
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MINNECRE - PRIOR Marjoly n
TOLK, HENDRIK PLACESTRAAT 40, B -1702 GROOT-BIJGAARDEN, 
TEL. +32-2-734.91.29, FAX +32-2-734.83.02

M O U T U RY Sarah
HISTORIENNE DE L’ A RT À LA CELLULE PATRIMOINE HISTORIQUE DE LA VILLE DE
BRUXELLES, RUE BOSQUET 52, B - 1060 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-279.30.15, 
FAX +32-2-279.31.28, E-MAIL : s a r a h . m o u t u ry @ s k y n e t . b e

NEISSE Judith
GÉRANT MEDIANA, AVENUE VICTOR-EMMANUEL III 83, B - 1180 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-340.67.53, FAX +32-2-340.67.54  & 374.21.08, 
E - M A I L : m e d i a n a @ i n f o n i e . b e

PANIER Chri s t i a n
DIRECTEUR À LA FONDATION ROI BAUDOUIN, RUE BREDERODE 21, B - 1000 BRUXELLES,
TEL. +32-2-549.02.21, FAX +32-2-512.00.35

P I C QUÉ C h a r l e s
MINISTRE-PRÉSIDENT DU GOUVERNEMENT DE LA RÉGION DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE, 
RUE DUCALE 7-9, B -1000 BRUXELLES

PLUMIER Nicole
C O O R D I N ATRICE DES JOURNÉES DU PATRIMOINE EN WALLONIE ET AT TACHÉE 
À LA DIVISION DU PATRIMOINE DU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE - 
D G AT L P, RUE DES BRIGADES D’IRLANDE 1, B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-81-33.23.84,
FAX +32-81-33.23.82, E-MAIL : N . P L U M I E R @ m rw. w a l l o n i e . b e

P OTY Vo ny
A S S I S TANTE PRINCIPALE AU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE, 
RUE DES BRIGADES D’IRLANDE 1, B - 5100 JAMBES, 
TEL. +32-81-33.23.96, FAX +32-81-33.23.82

QU I N TA RT A n n e
C O L L A B O R ATRICE SCIENTIFIQUE AU MUSÉE DUCAL DE BOUILLON, RUE DU PETIT 1-3, 
B - 6830 BOUILLON, TEL. +32-61-46.69.56, FAX +32-61-46.84.64

ROMBOUTS Jo
B E S T U U R S S E C R E TARIS CULTUREEL ERFGOED BIJ DE PROVINCIE VLAAMS-BRABANT,
DIESTSESTEENWEG 52, B - 3010 LEUVEN, TEL. +32-16-26.76.31, 
FAX +32-16-26.76.76, E-MAIL : j ro m b o u t @ v l - b r a b a n t . b e

SALLE Philippe
ARCHITECTE, AVENUE MONGOLFIER 47, B - 1150 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-779.27.68

SALLE Georg i a
AVENUE MONGOLFIER 47, B - 1150 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-779.27.68

SANTINELLI Sauro
C U LTURA EUROPA ASBL, RUE DE LA PÉPINIÈRE 21, B - 5000 NAMUR, 
TEL. +32-81-22.41.79, FAX +32-81-22.00.80

S E L F S L AGH Bénédicte
C O N S U LTANTE POUR LES AFFAIRES INTERNATIONALES À LA DIVISION DU PAT R I M O I N E
DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE, VICE-PRÉSIDENTE DU CC-PAT, RUE D’AUMALE 12-14, 
F - 75009 PARIS, TEL. +33-1-42.82.98.92, FAX +33-1-42.80.98.33, 
E - M A I L : b e n e d i c t e . s e l f s l a g h @ w a n a d o o . f r

SENESAEL Daniel
AT TACHÉ AU CABINET DU MINISTRE-PRÉSIDENT DU GOUVERNEMENT WALLON, 
RUE MAZY 25-27, B - 5100 JAMBES, TEL. +32-81-33.14.43, FAX +32-81-33.14.56

SIMEONE Gian Giuseppe
C O N S U LTANT ET HISTORIEN DE L’ A RT, ELIZABETHLAAN 4, B - 3080 TERVUREN, 
TEL. +32-2-767.10.22, FAX +32-2-767.10.22, 
E - M A I L : g i a n . g i u s e p p e . s i m e o n e @ s k y n e t . b e

S PAPENS Chri s t i a n
MEMBRE DU COMITÉ SCIENTIFIQUE DES JOURNÉES DU PATRIMOINE EN RÉGION 
DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE, CHAUSSÉE D’ALSEMBERG 647, B - 1180 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-345.31.84, FAX +32-2-345.31.84

TASSIN Désiré
A D M I N I S T R ATEUR À L’ A S S O C I ATION ROYALE DES DEMEURES HISTORIQUES 
DE BELGIQUE, AVENUE CORDIER 34, B - 1160 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-673.94.92,
FAX +32-2-673.94.92

TAYA RT de BORMS Luc
A F G E VAARDIGD BEHEERDER VAN DE KONING BOUDEWIJNSTICHTING,
B R E D E R O D E S T R A AT 21, B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-549.02.05, 
FAX +32-2-549.03.13, E-MAIL : t a y a rt . l @ k b s - f r b . b e

T H IÉRY Philippe
DIRECTEUR DU SERVICE DES MONUMENTS ET DES SITES DU MINISTÈRE DE 
LA RÉGION DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE, CCN (7E ÉTAGE), RUE DU PROGRÈS 80/1, 
B - 1030 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-204.24.49 & 204.21.11, FAX +32-2-204.15.22, 
E - M A I L : p t h i e ry @ m r b c . i r i s n e t . b e

TIJSKENS Els
P R O J E C T C O Ö R D I N ATOR VAN DE OPEN MONUMENTENDAG VLAANDEREN,
B R E D E R O D E S T R A AT 21, B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-549.02.48, 
FAX +32-2-512.00.35, E-MAIL : o m d @ k b s - f r b . b e

VAN A E R S C H OT - VAN HAEVERBEECK Suzanne
ADJUNCT VAN DE DIRECTEUR BIJ DE AFDELING MONUMENTEN EN LANDSCHAPPEN 
VAN HET MINISTERIE VAN DE VLAAMSE GEMEENSCHAP, GROOT BEGIJNHOF 18, 
B - 3000 LEUVEN, TEL. +32-16-22.03.00, FAX +32-16-23.66.33,
E - M A I L : SUZANNE.VA N H A E V E R B E E C K @ L I N . V L A A N D E R E N . B E

VAN A L S E N OY Ja n
SOCIOLOOG EN ONDERVOORZITTER VAN ANTWERPEN AVERECHTS VZW, 
R U D O L F S T R A AT 37, B - 2018 ANTWERPEN, TEL. +32-3-237.08.04, 
FAX +32-3-237.75.39, E-MAIL : j a n . v a n a l s e n o y @ s k y n e t . b e
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VAN BEVER A n d r é e
PREMIÈRE AT TACHÉE AU PATRIMOINE CULTUREL DU MINISTÈRE DE LA COMMUNAUTÉ
FRANÇAISE, AVENUE DES FRÈRES LEGRAIN 57, B - 1150 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-733.81.00, FAX +32-2-413.20.07

VAN DER HEYDEN Emmanu e l
HISTORIEN DE L’ A RT - ARCHÉOLOGUE, MEMBRE DE LA COMMISSION PROVINCIALE
DES MONUMENTS, SITES ET FOUILLES - C.P.M.S.F - LIÈGE, RUE LOUVREX 63, 
B - 4000 LIÈGE, TEL. +32-87-34.10.82  OU  04-232.18.04, FAX +32-87-35.46.60

VAN DRO O G E N B ROECK Wi l l e m
MEDEWERKER BIJ HET DEPA RTEMENT LEEFMILIEU EN INFRASTRUCTUUR VAN 
HET MINISTERIE VAN DE VLAAMSE GEMEENSCHAP, HENRY DUNANTLAAN 36/26, 
B - 1140 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-705.36.15

VAN SCHOORS Pa u l
ALGEMEEN COÖRDINATOR VAN DE VLAAMSE CONTACTCOMMISSIE MONUMENTENZORG
VZW - VCM, EIKSTRAAT 27, B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-549.07.32, 
FAX +32-2-502.43.30

VA N D E NABEELE Jo ke
WETENSCHAPPELIJK MEDEWERKER BIJ DE ONDERZOEKSGROEP MILIEU, MAAT S C H A P P I J
EN EDUCATIE - FA C U LTEIT PSYCHOLOGIE EN PEDAGOGISCHE WETENSCHAPPEN VA N
DE K.U. LEUVEN, VESALIUSSTRAAT 2, B - 3000 LEUVEN, TEL. +32-16-32.47.44, 
FAX +32-16-32.62.11, E-MAIL : j o k e . v a n d e n a b e e l e @ p e d . k u l e u v e n . a c . b e

VANDENSANDE T i n n e
OPDRACHTHOUDER BIJ DE KONING BOUDEWIJNSTICHTING, BREDERODESTRAAT 21,
B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-549.02.79, FAX +32-2-512.00.35

VANDER BRUGGHEN Bri g i t t e
C O O R D I N ATRICE DES JOURNÉES DU PATRIMOINE EN RÉGION DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE -
S E RVICE DES MONUMENTS ET SITES, CCN (7E ÉTAGE), RUE DU PROGRÈS 80/1, 
B - 1030 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-204.24.49, FAX +32-2-204.15.22, 
E - M A I L : b v a n d e r b ru g g h e n @ m r b c . i r i s n e t . b e

VASSEUR A n n
MEDEWERKER SECRETA R I A AT OPEN MONUMENTENDAG VLAANDEREN BIJ DE KONING
BOUDEWIJNSTICHTING, BREDERODESTRAAT 21, B - 1000 BRUSSEL, 
TEL. +32-2-549.02.74, FAX +32-2-512.00.35, E-MAIL : o m d @ k b s - f r b . b e

VERMOESEN Luc
DESKUNDIGE MONUMENTENZORG BIJ HET O.C.M.W. VAN DE STAD ANTWERPEN,
B A L L A E R S T R A AT 35, B - 2018 ANTWERPEN, TEL. +32-3-240.07.21, 
FAX +32-3-240.07.12

WASSEIGE Manoëlle
HISTORIENNE DE L’ A RT AU SERVICE DES MONUMENTS ET DES SITES DU MINISTÈRE DE
LA RÉGION DE BRUXELLES-CAPITALE, CCN (7E ÉTAGE), RUE DU PROGRÈS 80/1, 
B - 1030 BRUXELLES, TEL. +32-2-204.24.49, FAX +32-2-204.15.22, 
E - M A I L : m v a s s e i g e @ m r b c . i r i s n e t . b e

WILLEMSENS Dominique
F O R M ATRICE À L’ASBL PATRIMOINE À ROULETTES, DRÈVE DU TUMULUS 29, 
B - 1495 VILLERS-LA-VILLE, 
TEL. +32-71-87.43.59  OU 32-2-286.95.72, FAX +32-71-87.43.59

ZUCCA Au r é l i e
ETUDIANTE 

Z WAENEPOEL Dirk
C O Ö R D I N ATOR BIJ HET DEPA RTEMENT LEEFMILIEU EN INFRASTRUCTUUR VAN 
HET MINISTERIE VAN DE VLAAMSE GEMEENSCHAP, E. JACQMAINLAAN 156/2, 
B - 1000 BRUSSEL, TEL. +32-2-553.71.19, FAX +32-2-553.71.08, 
E - M A I L : d i r k i o . z w a e n e p o e l @ l i n . v l a a n d e re n . b e

BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA
M AGLAJLIC Sanja

MINISTÈRE DE L’ E D U C ATION, DES SCIENCES, DE LA CULTURE ET DU SPORT

B U L G A R I A
KRESTEV To d o r

PRÉSIDENT D’ICOMOS BULGARIE, PL. SLAVEYKOV 11, BG - 1000 SOFIA, 
TEL. +359-2-980.56.56, FAX +359-2-980.60.50, E-MAIL : i c o m o s @ m a i l . c y b e r l i n k . b g

C A N A D A
B R AU LT Simon

DIRECTEUR GÉNÉRAL DE L’ECOLE NATIONALE DE THÉÂTRE DU CANADA, 
RUE SAINT-DENIS 5030,  MONTRÉAL (QUÉBEC) H2J 2L8, TEL. +1-514-842.79.54, 
FAX +1-514-842.56.61, E-MAIL : i n f o @ e n t - n t s . c o m

S I C U RO Louise
DIRECTRICE GÉNÉRALE DES JOURNÉES DE LA CULTURE, COMPLEXE DES JARDINS, 1, 
CASE POSTALE 7, MONTRÉAL QUÉBEC H5B 1B2, TEL. +1-514-281.22.85, 
FAX +1-514-281.07.10, E-MAIL : j o u rn e e s d e l a c u l t u re @ q c . a i r a . c o m

C R O AT I A
SIMCIC V j e ko s l ava

SENIOR ADVISER AT THE DIRECTORATE FOR THE PROTECTION OF CULTURAL AND
N ATIONAL HERITAGE OF THE MINISTRY OF CULTURE, TRG BURZE 6, 
HR - 10000 ZAGREB, TEL. +385-1-456.90.27, FAX +385-1-456.90.95, 
E - M A I L : n i n a . o b u l j e n @ m i n - k u l t u re . h r
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CZECH REPUB LIC
M ATO U S KOVA A n n a

PRÉSIDENTE DE L’ A S S O C I ATION DES CITÉES HISTORIQUES DE LA BOHÈME, 
M O R AVIE ET SILÈSIE, TOVAVVI 32, CZ - 26601 BEROUN, 
TEL. +420-311-65.41.88, FAX +420-311-62.19.91, E-MAIL : b e 2 @ m u b e r a i n . c z

VANICEK Jiri
MEMBER OF THE ASSOCIATION OF HISTORIC TOWNS OF CZECHIA, 
M O R AVIA AND SILEZIA, KECHLUMU 257, CZ - 39003 TABOR, 
TEL. +420-361-73.21.23, FAX +420-361-89.15.09, E-MAIL : s i l o n @ s i l o n . c z

D E N M A R K
ERIKSEN Pe r

HEAD OF OFFICE AT THE NATIONALKOMITEEN, GRIBSKOVVES 23 STU, DK - 2100
COPENHAGUE, TEL. +45-39.18.41.85, FAX +45-70.22.12.90

HOFFMEYER Henrik B.
CHAIRMAN OF THE DANISH NATIONAL LEAGUE FOR BUILT HERITAGE AND LANDSCAPE,
VIBORGVEJ 4, DK - 7500 HOLSTEBRO, TEL. +45-97-42.43.60, FAX +45-97-42.43.60, 
E - M A I L : h o g h f @ p o s t . t e l e . d k

KIRKEGAARD Je n s
ARCHITECT AT THE SKOV- OG NATURSTYRELSEN, HARALDSGADE 53, 
DK - 2100 KOBENHAVN, TEL. +45-39-47.24.54, E-MAIL : j k i @ s n s . d k

OLSEN Knu d
PRESIDENT OF THE NATIONALKOMITEEN, AHORNVAENGET 3, DK - 7800 SKKIVE, 
TEL. +45-97-52.37.01, FAX +45-97-52.37.65

E S T O N I A
TAMM Ja a n

GENERAL DIRECTOR OF THE ESTONIAN BOARD OF ANTIQUITIES, UUS STREET 18, 
EE - 10111 TALLINN, TEL. +372-6-411.263, FAX +372-6-411.268, 
E - M A I L : t i i a @ m u i n a s . e e

VANN T i i a
EXECUTIVE SECRETA RY TO THE GENERAL DIRECTOR OF THE ESTONIAN CENTRAL
BOARD OF ANTIQUITIES, UUS 18, EE - 10111 TALLINN, 
TEL. +372-6-41.12.67, FAX +372-6-41.12.68, E-MAIL : a n t o n @ rm a . k i . e e

F I N L A N D
N I I N I KOSKI Eero

DIRECTOR OF THE FINNISH ASSOCIATION FOR LOCAL CULTURE AND HERITA G E ,
K O S K E N R A N TA 38, SF - 45700 KUUSANKOSKI, TEL. +358-204-15.2100, FAX +358-
204-15.2186, E-MAIL : EERO.NIINIKOSKI@UPM-KYMMENE.COM

S A N TAHOLMA Kaija
CHIEF ARCHITECT AT THE MINISTRY OF THE ENVIRONMENT, DIVISION OF THE LAND
USE PLANNING, P.B. 380 , SF - 00131HELSINKI,  TEL.  +358-9-19.91.95.83, 
FAX +358-9-19.91.95.88, E-MAIL : k a i j a . s a n t a h o l m a @ v y h . f i

F R A N C E
BESSIN Gaëlle

E T U D I A N T E - S TAGIAIRE AU MINISTÈRE DE LA RÉGION WALLONNE - DGAT L P, 
RUE DU MONT PELVOUX 22, F - 72100 LE MANS, TEL. +33-2-43.85.84.28, 
E - M A I L : g . b e s s i n @ c a r a m a i l . c o m

BLANCHARD Louis
A S S O C I ATION LYONNAISE POUR LA PROMOTION DE L’ARCHÉOLOGIE 
EN RHÔNES-ALPES - ALPARA, RUE ROGER-RADISSON 25, F - 69005 LYON, 
TEL. +33-4-74.00.30.04, FAX +33-4-74.00.30.04 

B O U TOU Bern a r d
RESPONSABLE DES JEP EN LORRAINE - DIRECTION RÉGIONALE DES AFFAIRES 
C U LTURELLES LORRAINE, PLACE DE CHAMBRE 6, F - 57045 METZ CEDEX 1, 
TEL. +33-3-87.56.41.23, FAX +33-3-87-75.28.28, E-MAIL : b o u t o u @ c u l t u re . f r

C H A P PAZ Clari s s e
A S S I S TANTE À PATRIMOINE SANS FRONTIÈRES, 61, RUE FRANÇOIS TRUFFA U T, 
F - 75012 PARIS, TEL. +33-1-40.02.05.90, FAX +33-1-40.02.05.91, 
E - M A I L : I N F O @ PAT R I M s f . O R G

CIVILISE A n n e - M a ri e
PRÉSIDENTE DE RENAISSANCE DES CITÉS DE FRANCE, PLACE SAINT- C H R I S T O LY 8, 
F - 33000 BORDEAUX, TEL. +33-5-56.48.14.23, FAX +33-5-56.51.93.34, 
E - M A I L : c i t e s @ q u a t e rn e t . f r

C LÉMENT Mich e l
DIRECTEUR RÉGIONAL DES AFFAIRES CULTURELLES DES PAYS DE LA LOIRE, 
RUE STANISLAS BAUDRY 1, - BP 63518 , F - 44035 NANTES CEDEX 1, 
TEL. +33-2-40.14.23.00, FAX +33-2-40.14.23.01, 
E - M A I L : c h a rd ro n @ l o i re . c u l t u re . f r

CSORGEI Jo s e t t e
MAIRE ADJOINT DE LA VILLE DE BOURGES, RUE JACQUES RIMBAULT 11, 
F - 18000 BOURGES, TEL. +33-2-48.57.80.32, FAX +33-2-48.57.82.94

DE DURFORT Béat ri c e
PRÉSIDENTE DE PATRIMOINE SANS FRONTIÈRES, RUE FRANÇOIS TRUFFAUT 61, 
F - 75012 PARIS, TEL. +33-1-40.02.05.90, FAX +33-1-40.02.05.91, 
E - M A I L : i n f o @ p a t r i m s f . o rg

D E L ATTRE Bri g i t t e
CHEF DU SERVICE DE LA COMMUNICATION À LA CAISSE NATIONALE DES MONUMENTS
ET DES SITES, RUE SAINT-ANTOINE 62, F - 75186 PARIS CEDEX 04, 
TEL. +33-1-44.61.21.42, FAX +33-1-44.61.20.36, 
E - M A I L : d e l a t t re @ m o n u m e n t s - f r a n c e . f r
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D E M O LY Au d rey
YOUNG & RUBICAM, ALLÉE MAILLASSON 23, F - 92100 BOULOGNE-BILLANCOURT, 
TEL. +33-1-46.84.31.05, E-MAIL : g d e m o l y @ c y b e rc a b l e . f r

D R A N S A RT Sophie
ETUDIANTE À L’UNIVERSITÉ DE PARIS PANTHÉON-SORBONNE, RUE JEANNE D’ARC 162, 
F - 75013 PARIS, TEL. +33-1-55.43.96.34, FAX +33-1-40.77.19.86, 
E - M A I L : s o p h i e . d r a n s a rt @ u n i v - p a r i s 1 . f r

D RO C O U RT Daniel
DIRECTEUR DE L’ ATELIER DU PATRIMOINE DE LA VILLE DE MARSEILLE, 
10 SQUARE TER BELSUNCE, F - 13001 MARSEILLE, 
TEL. +33-4-91.90.78.74, FAX +33-4-91.56.14.61

EDELMANN Frédéri c
JOURNALISTE AU QUOTIDIEN LE MONDE, RUE CLAUDE BERNARD 21, F - 75242 PARIS, 
TEL. +33-1-42.17.20.00, FAX +33-1-42.17.21.06, E-MAIL : edelmann@lemonde.fr 

GRADIS Bern a d e t t e
LUNDI DU PATRIMOINE, RUE JEAN GOUJON 23, F - 75008 PARIS, 
TEL. +33-1-42.89.30.60, FAX +33-1-42.89.30.70

KNEUBÜHLER Mich e l
DIRECTION RÉGIONALE DES AFFAIRES CULTURELLES RHÔNE-ALPES, 
LE GRENIER D’ABONDANCE - QUAI SAINT-VINCENT 6, F - 69283 LYON CEDEX 01, 
TEL. +33-4-72.00.44.49, FAX +33-4-72.00.43.30, 
E - M A I L : k n e u b u h l e r @ c u l t u re . f r

L U DWIG Gunther
C O N S U LTANT EN PATRIMOINE, RUE MANIN 20, F - 75019 PARIS, 
TEL. +33-1-53.19.09.04

MULLER François
CHEF DE LA MISSION DE LA COMMUNICATION, DIRECTION DU PATRIMOINE ET 
DE L’ARCHITECTURE DU MINISTÈRE DE LA CULTURE ET DE LA COMMUNICATION, 
RUE DE VALOIS 3, F - 75042 PARIS CEDEX 01, TEL. +33-1-40.15.80.00, 
FAX +33-1-40.15.80.48, E-MAIL : e p i c a rd @ v a l o i s 2 . c u l t u re . f r

PEDELABORDE Fab i e n
ARCHITECTE - CONSULTANT POUR RENAISSANCE DES CITÉS, PLACE SAINT- C H R I S T O LY 8, 
F - 33000 BORDEAUX, TEL. +33-5-56.48.14.23, FAX +33-5-56.51.93.34

P O N DAVEN Philippe
MAIRE DE BORDEAUX - MEMBRE DU CONSEIL D’ADMINISTRATION DE RENAISSANCE
DES CITÉS DE FRANCE, PLACE SAINT- C H R I S T O LY 8, F - 33000 BORDEAUX, 
TEL. +33-5-56.48.14.23

ROCHE Va l é ri e
C O N S U LTANTE AU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE, RUE SAINT-JACQUES 171, F - 75005 PARIS, 
TEL. +33-1-56.24.91.61, FAX +33-1-48.75.40.95

S T I E V E NARD - BILLERE Bri g i t t e
RESPONSABLE DU SERVICE DU PATRIMOINE DE LA VILLE DE BOURGES, 
RUE JACQUES RIMBAULT 11, F - 18014 BOURGES CEDEX, 
TEL. +33-2-48.57.81.46, FAX +32-2-48.23.02.69

S Z T E I N S Z NAIDER Cori n n e
CHARGÉE DE PROJETS À PATRIMOINE SANS FRONTIÈRES, RUE FRANÇOIS 61,
T R U F FAUT F - 75012 PARIS, FAX +33-1-40.02.05.90, E-MAIL : i n f o @ p a t r i m s f . o rg

TOUCHET Frédéri c
DIRECTEUR DES EDITIONS DU MOUTARD, AVENUE JEAN MERMOZ 47 – BP 8483, 
F - 69359 LYON CEDEX 08, TEL. +33-4-78.00.32.34, FAX +33-4-78.01.07.98

TSIOMIS Ya n n i s
PROFESSEUR - ARCHITECTE À L’ ATELIER YANNIS TSIOMIS ARCHITECTURE, 
RUE DU PONT AUX 17, CHOUX, F - 75003 PARIS, 
TEL. +33-1-48.04.39.99, FAX +33-1-48.04.39.98, E-MAIL : t s i o m i s @ w o r l d n e t . f r

VEGLIANTE Gianfranca
CHARGÉE DE LA VA L O R I S ATION DU PATRIMOINE À LA DIRECTION RÉGIONALE DES
A F FAIRES CULTURELLES DE FRANCHE COMTÉ, RUE CHARLES NODIER 7, 
F - 25043  BESANCON CEDEX, TEL. +33-3-81.65.72.00, FAX +33-3-81.65.72.72, 
E - M A I L : g i a n f r a n c a . v e g l i a n t e @ c u l t u re . f r

G E O R G I A
TOGONIDZE Dav i d

DEPUTY HEAD OF THE DEPA RTMENT OF CULTURE AT THE MINISTRY OF FOREIGN
A F FAIRS, CHITADZE STR. 4, GE - 380018 TBILISI, TEL. +995-32-98.93.41, 
FAX +995-32-99.72.49, E-MAIL : d t o g o n i d z e @ h o t m a i l . c o m

G E R M A N Y
BEYER - ROTTHOFF Bri g i t t e

PR MANAGER AT THE LANDSCHAFTSVERBAND RHEINLAND - 
RHEINISCHES AMT FÜR BODENDENKMALPFLEGE ,  ENDENICHER STR. 133, 
D - 53115 BONN, TEL. +49-228-98.34.171, FAX +49-228-60.46.53.07

HILGER Hanna
PROJECT MANAGER AT THE DEUTSCHE STIFTUNG DENKMALSCHUTZ, KOBLENZER
STRAßE 75, D - 53177 BONN, TEL. +49-228-95.74.878, FAX +49-228-95.74.880, 
E - M A I L : dsd.witt@t-online.de & info@denkmalschutz.de

KÜHN Heike
PROJECT ASSISTANT AT THE DEUTSCHE STIFTUNG DENKMALSCHUTZ, KOBLENZER
STRAßE 75, D - 53177 BONN, TEL. +49-228-95.74.819, FAX +49-228-95.74.880 
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G R E E C E
E VGENIDOU Despina

DIRECTEUR DU DÉPA RTEMENT DES MUSÉES BYZANTINS AU MINISTÈRE DE LA
C U LTURE, BOUBOULINAS 20-22, GR - 10682 ATHINAI, TEL. +30-1-820.14.20, 
FAX +30-1-820.11.86, E-MAIL : p ro t o c o l @ d b m m . c u l t u re . g

H U N G A RY
CSEREPES T i b o r

DEPUTY GENERAL DIRECTOR OF THE TREASURY PROPERTY DIRECTORATE, ZOLTAN U. 16, 
H - 1054 BUDAPEST, TEL. +36-1-311.08.27, FAX +36-1-353.11.35, 
E - M A I L : k v j v s z @ k i n c s v i g . d a t a n e t . h u

KISS Dora
PRODUCT MANAGER OF THE HUNGARIAN NATIONAL TOURIST OFFICE, MARGIT KRT. 85, 
H - 1024 BUDAPEST, TEL. +36-1-356.44.19, FAX +36-1-356.53.37, 
E - M A I L : k i s s @ h u n g a ry t o u r i s m . h u

R ACZ Jo l a n
C O O R D I N ATOR OF INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS AT THE NATIONAL BOARD FOR THE
PROTECTION OF HISTORIC MONUMENTS, TANCSICS M.U. 1, H - 1014  BUDAPEST, 
TEL. +36-1-212.76.13, FAX +36-1-212.76.14

V U KOV Ko n s t a n t i n
HEAD OF DEPA RTMENT AT THE MINISTRY OF CULTURAL HERITAGE, SZALAY UTCA 10-14, 
H - 1055 BUDAPEST, TEL. +36-1-332.67.27, FAX +36-1-331.25.27 

I R E L A N D
G R A DY A n n e

E D U C ATION AND MARKETING OFFICER AT THE DEPA RTMENT OF ARTS, HERITA G E ,
G A E LTACHT AND THE ISLANDS, ST-STEPHEN’S GREEN 51, IRL - DUBLIN 2, 
TEL. +353-1-661.31.11 EXT. 23 34, FAX +353-1-661.67.64, E-MAIL : v i s i t s @ i n d i g o . i e

I TA LY
A L B E ROTANZA Robert a

CHARGÉE DU CONSEIL DE L’EUROPE AUPRÈS DU MINISTÈRE DES BIENS ET 
DES ACTIVITÉS CULTURELS, A DEL COLLEGIO ROMANO 27, I - 00186 ROMA, 
TEL. +39-06-672.32.65, FAX +39-06-679.04.26

B E N NATI LENER Rosella
CHEF DU SECRÉTA R I AT DU MINISTÈRE DES BIENS ET DES ACTIVITÉS CULT U R E L S ,
RESPONSABLE DE LA SEMAINE DES BIENS CULTURELS, VIA DEL COLLEGIO - ROMANO 27, 
I - 00186 ROMA, TEL. +39-06-672.32.81, FAX +39-06-678.47.49 

BOSCHI Ruggero
INSPECTEUR AU MINISTÈRE DES BIENS ET DES ACTIVITÉS CULTURELS, 
B R E S C I A - C R E M O N A - M A N T O VA, VIA GERIO CALINI 26, I - 25126 BRESCIA, 
TEL. +39-030-377.27.55, FAX +39-030-29.65.94 

F O R E S TA Laura
FONCTIONNAIRE AU MINISTÈRE DES BIENS ET DES ACTIVITÉS CULTURELS, VIA DI SAN 
MICHELE 22, I - 00153 ROMA, TEL. +39-06-5843.23.58  & 56, FAX +39-06-5843.23.44 

FOSSON A n n a
DIRECTION DES RAPPORTS INSTITUTIONNELS, RÉGION AUTONOME DE LA VA L L É E
D’AOSTE, PLACE DEFFEYES 1, I - 11100 AOSTE, TEL. +39-1-65-27.38.31, 
FAX +39-1-65-27.38.16 

RONC Cri s t i n a
RÉGION AUTONOME DE LA VALLÉE D’AOSTE, PRÉSIDENCE DU GOUVERNEMENT,
DIRECTION DES RAPPORTS INSTITUTIONNELS, PLACE DEFFEYES 1, I - 11100 AOSTE,
TEL. +39-1-65.27.34.12, FAX +39-1-65.27.38.16 

J O R D A N
QUSOUS Wa fa

DIRECTOR OF THE CHILDREN CULTURAL DEPA RTMENT AT THE MINISTRY OF CULT U R E ,
GARDENS STREET P.O. BOX 61.40 , 11191 AMMAN, 
TEL. +962-6-562.46.52 & 534.32.38, FAX +962-6-569.65.98

L AT V I A
DAMBIS Juri s

HEAD OF THE STATE INSPECTION FOR HERITAGE PROTECTION, M. PILS IELA 19, 
LV - 1050 RIGA, TEL. +371-7-22.92.72 &  22.94.00  &  21.37.57, 
FAX +371-7-22.88.08, E-MAIL : wkpai@parks.lv & vkpai@latnet.lv

L I T H U A N I A
J O M A N TAS A l f re d a s

CHEF DU SERVICE DES RELATIONS INTERNATIONALES DU DÉPA RTEMENT DE LA
PROTECTION DU PATRIMOINE CULTUREL AU MINISTÈRE DE LA CULTURE, SNIPISKIU 3,
LT - 2000 VILNIUS, TEL. +370-987-47.72 (MOBILE)  & 370-2-72.40.84 (ALSO FA X )
FAX +370-2-72.40.58, E-MAIL : c e n t r a s @ h e r i t a g e . l t

L U X E M B O U R G
FRESSON A l i x

CHARGÉE DE MISSION À L’INSTITUT EUROPÉEN DES ITINÉRAIRES CULTURELS, 
TOUR JACOB PLATEAU DU RHAM , L - 2427 LUXEMBOURG, 
TEL. +352-24.12.50, FAX +352-24.11.76, E-MAIL : i n s t i t u t @ c u l t u re - ro u t e s . l u
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LANGINI A l e x
C O N S E RVATEUR DU SERVICE DES SITES ET MONUMENTS NATIONAUX, RUE MÜNSTER 26,
L - 2160 LUXEMBOURG, TEL. +352-478.66.50 & 66, FAX +352-46.17.79, 
E - M A I L : g d o c k e n d @ p o p 2 . re s t e n a . l u

M O N A C O
M AGAIL Cori n n e

A D M I N I S T R ATEUR À LA DIRECTION DES AFFAIRES CULTURELLES DE LA PRINCIPA U T É
DE MONACO, WINTER PALACE, BOULEVARD DES MOULINS  4, MC - 98000 MONACO,
TEL. +37-7-93.15.83.02  &  93.15.85.15  , FAX +37-7-93.50.66.94, 
E - M A I L : c m a g a i l @ g o u v. m c

M O R O C C O
S KOUNTI A h m e d

CHARGÉ DE RECHERCHE À LA DIRECTION DU PATRIMOINE CULTUREL DU MINISTÈRE
DES AFFAIRES CULTURELLES, RUE MICHLIFEN 17, M - 10 000 AGCDAL / RABET, 
TEL. +212-7-67.13.81, FAX +212-7-67.13.97 

THE  NETHERLANDS
den HARTIGH Edith

PROJECTLEIDER BIJ DE STICHTING OPEN MONUMENTENDAG, ERFGOEDHUIS
HERENGRACHT 474, NL - 1017 CA AMSTERDAM, 
TEL. +31-20-422.21.18, FAX +31-20-422.28.69, E-MAIL : o m d @ e rf g o e d h u i s . n l

van BREDERODE Emil R.
VOORZITTER VAN DE STICHTING OPEN MONUMENTENDAG, ERFGOEDHUIS,
HERENGRACHT  474, NL - 1017 CA AMSTERDAM, TEL. +31-20-422.21.18, 
FAX +31-20-422.28.69, E-MAIL : o m d @ e rfgoedhuis.nl & n c m @ e rf g o e d h u i s . n l

N O R WAY
ERIKSEN Heidi

HEAD OF SECTION AT THE DIRECTORATE FOR CULTURAL HERITAGE, DRONNINGENSGT.
13 PO-BOX 8196 DEP, N - 0034 OSLO, TEL. +47-22-94.05.63, FAX +47-22-94.04.04, 
E - M A I L : h e i d i . e r i k s e n @ r a . d e p . n o

MYKLEBUST Dag
SENIOR ADVISER ON INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS AT THE DIRECTORATE FOR CULT U R A L
H E R I TAGE - RIKSANTKVAREN, P.O.BOX 8196 DEP. , N - 0034 OSLO, 
TEL. +47-22-94.04.00, FAX +47-22-94.04.04, E-MAIL : d a g . m y k l e b u s t @ r a . d e p . n o

P O L A N D
F O K T- W I L L M A N N M a l g o r z ata 

CHARGÉE DES RELATIONS INTERNATIONALES, DIRECTION GÉNÉRALE DU PAT R I M O I N E ,
UL. KSAWERÓN 13, PL - 02-656 VARSOVIE, 
TEL. +48-22-48.13.19, FAX +48-22-48.53.53

SZMYGIN B o g u s k aw 
DOCTOR AND TUTOR AT THE TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY OF LUBLIN, URZEDOWSKA 142,
PL - 20-727 LUBLIN, TEL. +48-81-526.29.29, FAX +48-81-534.62.37

P O RT U G A L
PAES Maria da Conceicao

CHEF DE DIVISION À L’INSTITUT DU PATRIMOINE, 
PALÀCIO NACIONAL DA AJUDA , P - 1300 LISBOA, 
TEL. +351-1-364.78.20 (DIRECT) & +351-1-364.90.79, FAX +351-1-363.70.47

R O M A N I A
FULICEA Y ve t t e

ADVISOR TO THE MINISTER OF CULTURE, PIATA PRESEI LIBERE 1, 
R - 71341 BUCURESTI, TEL. +40-1-222.71.47, FAX +40-1-223.28.09 

KISILEWICZ Victor Dan
INSPECTEUR DES MONUMENTS HISTORIQUES À LA DIRECTION DES MONUMENTS
HISTORIQUES DU MINISTÈRE DE LA CULTURE, PIATA PRESEI LIBERE 1, 
R - 74341 BUCURESTI, TEL. +40-1-224.28.89, FAX +40-1-224.28.89, 
E - M A I L :  v d k @ c i m e c . ro  &  dan@cimec.sfos.ro

RUSSIA N FEDERATI ON 
I VA N N I KOVA Raïssa

SPÉCIALISTE PRINCIPALE À L’ A D M I N I S T R ATION POUR LA PROTECTION DU
PATRIMOINE CULTUREL AU MINISTÈRE DE LA CULTURE, KITAYGORODSKY PROEZD 7,
RU - 103693 MOSCOW, TEL. +7-95-923.93, FAX +7-95-928.49.25 

TA B A KOV Mikhaïl Iva n ov i t ch
DIRECTEUR DU MUSÉE DE L’ANCIENNE SAREPTA, VOLGOGRAD, RUE VYNOGRADNAIA 6,
RU - 400026 VOLGOGRAD, TEL. +7-8442-67.02.80, FAX +7-8442-69.16.11 

SA N MARINO
BENEDETTINI A n t o n e l l a

CONSEILLÈRE AUPRÈS DE LA MISSION PERMANENTE DE SAINT MARIN, 
AVENUE FRANKLIN ROOSEVELT 62, 1050 BRUXELLES, 
TEL. +32-2-644.22.24, FAX 32-2-644.20.57
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S L O VA K I A
KILIAN Ja ro s l av

SCIENTIFIC DIRECTOR OF ARCHITECTURAL CONSERVATION STUDIES AT 
THE ACADEMIA ISTROPOLITANA NOVA, PROSTREDNA 13, SK - 900 21 SVATY JUR, 
TEL. +421-7-44970452, FAX +421-7-44970455, E-MAIL : k i l i a n @ n e t r a . a i n o v a . s k

L I P TAY Ja ro s l av
ARCHITECT AT THE SECTION OF LANDSCAPE AND MONUMENTS OF 
THE MINISTRY OF CULTURE, DOBROVICOVA 12, SK - 813 31 BRAT I S L AVA, 
TEL. +421-7-592.664.68, FAX +421-7-592.664.75, 
E - M A I L : j e s e k @ m k s r.sanet.sk & snm@snm.sk (National Museum)

S L O V E N I A
B ATIC Je rn e j a

A S S I S TANT DIRECTOR OF THE CULTURAL HERITAGE OFFICE AT THE MINISTRY OF
C U LTURE, PLEONIKOV TRG 2, SLO - 1000 LJUBLJANA, TEL. +38-661-126.13.21 
& 125.94.67, FAX +38-661-125.94.51, E-MAIL : j e rn e j a . b a t i c @ g o v. s l

S PA I N
M ACH i BOSCH Esteve

DIRECTEUR DU BUREAU DE GESTION DES MONUMENTS, DIRECTION GÉNÉRALE DU
PATRIMOINE CULTUREL DU DÉPA RTEMENT DE LA CULTURE, PALAU MOJA, 
CARRER PORTAFERRISA 1, E - 08002 BARCELONA, TEL. +34-93-316.27.43, 
FAX +34-93-316.27.41, E-MAIL : o g m @ c o rre u . g e n c a t . e s

P E R E DA A r a c e l i
DIRECTRICE DE LA FUNDATION LAZARRO GALDIANO, C/ SERRANO 122, E - 28006 MADRID,
TEL. +34-91-561.60.84, FAX +34-91-561.77.93, E-MAIL : a p a re d a @ f l g . e s

S W E D E N
M I N N H AGEN - ALUSTEN Monica

HEAD OF THE INFORMATION DEPA RTMENT AT THE NATIONAL HERITAGE BOARD,
S T O R G ATAN 41 - P.O. BOX 5405, S - 114 84 STOCKHOLM, TEL. +46-8-519.18.090,
FAX +46-8-519.18.083, E-MAIL : m d w @ r a s h m . s e

S W I T Z E R L A N D
B E RTI ROSSI Sylvie

A S S O C I ATION MÉDIA ET CULTURE - AMEC, CHEMIN DU BOIS DE VAUX 24, 
CH - 1007 LAUSANNE 3, TEL. +41-21-625.10.84, FAX +41-21-625.11.35, 
E - M A I L : a rc h e o d u n u m @ b l u e w i n . c h

FURRER Bern h a r d
PRÉSIDENT DU COMITÉ FÉDÉRAL DES MONUMENTS HISTORIQUES, POSTFACH 636, 
CH - 3000 BERN 8, TEL. +41-31-321.60.93, FAX +41-31-321.60.99 & 10, 
E - M A I L : d e n k m a l p f l e g e r @ b e rn . c h

KOELLIKER Mart i n e
CONSEILLÈRE EN CONSERVATION DU PATRIMOINE ARCHITECTURAL À LA VILLE DE
GENÈVE, ROUTE MALAGNOU 19, CP  10, CH - 1211 GENÈVE 17, TEL. +41-22-4 1 8 . 6 5 . 2 2 ,
FAX +41-22-418.65.01, E-MAIL : m a rt i n e . k o e l l i k e r @ d a c . v i l l e - g e . c h

MORIER - GENOUD Elisab e t h
ARCHITECTE À LA SECTION MONUMENTS HISTORIQUES DU DÉPA RT E M E N T
INFRASTRUCTURE DE L’ E TAT DE VAUD, PLACE DE LA RIPONNE 10, 
CH - 1014 LAUSANNE, TEL. +41-21-316.73.35, FAX +41-21-316.73.47

VONESCH Gian-Wi l l i
DIRECTEUR DU CENTRE NATIONAL D’INFORMATION POUR LA CONSERVATION DES
BIENS CULTURELS - NIKE, MOSERSTRAßE 52, CH - 3014 BERN, TEL. +41-31-336.71.11,
FAX +41-31-333.20.60, E-MAIL : vonesch.nike-kultur@bluewin.ch & nike-kultur@bluewin.ch

S Y R I A
EMMRAN Hazar

DIRECTEUR DE L’INSTITUT MOYEN D’ARCHÉOLOGIE À LA DIRECTION GÉNÉRALE 
DES ANTIQUITÉS, QASR AL-HIR AL-GARBI, DAMAS, 
TEL. +963-11-22.20.214, FAX +963-11-22.47.983 

T U N I S I A
B O U Z O U I TA Lotfi

DIRECTEUR TECHNIQUE DE L’AGENCE DE MISE EN VALEUR DU PATRIMOINE ET 
DE PROMOTION CULTURELLE, RUE 8010 MONTPLAISIR 20, - B.P. 345 , 1002 TUNIS,
TEL. +216-179.17.12, FAX +216-178.19.93 

K H A Z NAJI A d e l
DIRECTEUR DU CENTRE NATIONAL DE LA CALLIGRAPHIE, PLACE DU CHÂTEAU 4, 
1002 TUNIS, TEL. +216-1-56.13.96, FAX +216-1-56.24.52

U K R A I N E
K U RO L E N KO Iri n a

FIRST SECRETA RY OF THE DEPA RTMENT OF CULTURAL COOPERATION AT THE
M I N I S T RY OF FOREIGN AFFAIRS, MYKHAILIVSKA SQ 1,., UA - 252018 KYIV, 
TEL. +380-44-212.85.08  OR  212.84.11, FAX +380-44-226.31.69  &  -229.59.26



UNITED KINGDOM
A DAMS Sheenag h

HEAD OF POLICY AT HISTORIC SCOTLAND, LONGMORE HOUSE
S A L I S B U RY PLACE , UK - EH9 1SH EDINBURGH, TEL. +44-131-668.87.99, 
FAX +44-131-668.87.88, E-MAIL : SHEENAGH.ADAMS@SCOTLAND.GOV. U K

COPELAND T i m
HEAD OF THE INTERNATIONAL CENTRE FOR HERITAGE EDUCATION, 
C H E LTENHAM AND GLOUCESTER COLLEGE OF HIGHER EDUCATION, 
PO BOX 220 - THE PARK CAMPUS - THE PARK, UK- GL50 2QF CHELT E N H A M
GLOUCESTERSHIRE, TEL. +44-1-242.53.27.00 & 53.27.60, FAX +44-1-242.53.28.10,
E - M A I L : t c o p e l a n d @ c h e l t . a c . u k

CRAIG Peter 

GERRARD Jo h n
TECHNICAL DIRECTOR OF THE SCOTTISH CIVIC TRUST, 
THE TOBACCO MERCHANTS HOUSE, 42 MILLER STREET, UK - GLASGOW G1 1DT, 
TEL. +44-141-221.14.66, FAX +44-141-248.69.52, E-MAIL : s c t @ s c o t n e t . c o . u k

GRIFFITHS Mat t h ew
DIRECTOR OF THE CIVIC TRUST FOR WALES, 2ND FLOOR, 
EMPIRE HOUSE MOUNT STUART SQUARE,  UK - CARDIFF  CF1  6DN, 
TEL. +44-1222-48.46.06 & /48.66.06, FAX +44-1222-48.20.86, 
E - M A I L : m a i l @ c i v i c t ru s t w a l e s . d e m o n . c o . u k

H E N NA RT Eliab e l
ARCHITECTE, 54 WA L M G ATE, UK - YO1 2TJ YORK, E-MAIL : EH117@YORK.AC.UK

L OWENTHAL Dav i d
PROFESSOR EMERITUS OF GEOGRAPHY AT UNIVERSITY COLLEGE LONDON,
56 CROWN STREET, HARROW ON THE HILL, UK - MIDDLESEX  HA2 0HR, 
TEL. +44-20-84224603, FAX +44-20-84224603, E-MAIL : d . l o w e n t h a l @ u c l . a c . u k

WILSON Pri m ro s e
CHAIRMAN OF THE HISTORIC BUILDINGS COUNCIL, ULSTER, 5-33 HILL STREET, 
UK - BELFAST BT1 2LA, TEL. +44 1232 543 078  & .050, FAX +44 1232 543 076 
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