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of significance and to the relevant attributes of
authenticity. For example:
• Many buildings and sites have considerable
significance as evidence of particular historical
events or periods or technologies.16 The
significance of such heritage resources,
particularly if the significance as historical
evidence is great, rely on the fabric itself being
protected in order to sustain its authenticity
and provenance as evidence,17 which should
not be ‘falsified’.18
• Many buildings and sites are characterised by
periodic change whose ‘layers’ signify growth
and change, and whose (usually lesser) significance
suggests/implies ongoing/continual functional
growth and change.19
• Many buildings, complexes or ‘set pieces’ are
important architectural objects or places
designed by renowned architects, having positions
in the history of architecture (local, regional
or national), whose significance relies on their
preservation, even restoration, as works of the art
of architecture.20
• Some sites/places are important because of events
that took place (or still take place) there and,
regardless of built form, are significant simply
as the place of that event/activity.

5.

PRINCIPLE: MANAGEMENT OF
THE VISUAL SETTING/FRAME

In many cases, the significance of a heritage resource
relies at least in part on its visual setting or frame.21
In such a case, the particular visual image or
context should be protected by managing this
frame/buffer/context.

THE CONSULTATION
6. PRINCIPLE:
OF INTERESTED PARTIES

In cases where significance has been established
to be considerable, where that significance is claimed
by heritage claimants, and where proposed
interventions may impact on or affect that significance,
the scrutiny, assessment and approval processes should
include interested party consultation in respect of the
likely impacts of the proposed intervention.22

SIGNIFICANCE,
7. PRINCIPLE:
APPROPRIATE SKILLS AND COMPETENCE

The significances of the site and its surrounds and
the potential for an intervention to have an impact
on those significances should determine the skills
of the assessors, designers and other practitioners
employed to be responsible for all phases and
components of such intervention. No professional
engaged in working with heritage should carry
out work that he/she is not competent to do.23
This principle should apply equally to the composition
of the authorities’ decision-making structures.24
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the South African Constitution establishes
both the right of every person/group to their
cultural identity and to the protection of
any component of the environment that their
identity may be contingent upon.
CONCLUSION

The seven principles articulated here do not exhaust
the range of principles developed in the international
(or other national) charters; they are well-established
principles articulated in the charters that encourage
clarity in decision-making. They are also echoed in the
structure and provisions of the NHR Act.
Importantly, however, given the recognition that
every claim of heritage invokes, however tentatively or
indistinctly, state-action or responsibility, all heritage
discourse must invoke the South African Constitution.
It establishes both the right of every person/group to
their cultural identity and to the protection of any
component of the environment that their identity may
be contingent upon25 the right to just administration,
as well as which is defined to be administration that is
lawful, reasonable and fair.26 ■
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