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From Venice to Ha Noi: An Evolving Discourse

“The discourse has progressively moved from authenticity of fabric towards authenticity of 
relationships and continuity.”

1964 | Venice 
Charter
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What Kind of Heritage Are We Trying to Understand?

NETWORKHERITAGE 
ECOSYSTEM

SITES OF 
MEMORY

LIVING 
HERITAGE

CULTURAL 
LANDSCAPELANDSCAPESITE / 

PLACEMONUMENT

“As the conception of heritage expands, the relationships between heritage 
elements become increasingly significant to understanding heritage value.”

Tangible  
Intangible Culture  Nature Place  

Community Past  Present Local  
Transnational

FROM



What Does Authenticity Mean Today?

Form & design Materials & substance Use & function Traditions & techniques

Location & setting Language & intangible 
heritage Spirit & feeling Internal / external factors

“Authenticity is not merely confined to material fabric.”

ATTRIBUTES OF AUTHENTICITY AS PER OPERATIONAL GUIDELINES

Existing discourse increasingly recognizes relationships as integral to heritage value and authenticity.

So… is there the Gap?

Can these relationships themselves be conceptualized, evidenced and assessed?



Proposed framework to address the gap

THE GAP IS NOT THE ABSENCE OF IDENTIFICATION OF RELATIONSHIPS

Relationships, interconnectedness, continuity, landscapes, communities and heritage ecosystems are already 
recognized in contemporary heritage discourse.

The gap is in their consolidation

There is no clearly articulated framework that treats 
networks and linkages themselves as a distinct dimension through which authenticity can be expressed, 

evidenced and assessed.

What exists separately ?
Context | Setting | Landscape | Living heritage | Ecosystem | Interconnectedness | Networks | Linkages

What is proposed?
NETWORK and LINKAGE as an additional / complementary attribute of Authenticity



Networks and Linkages: The Proposed Distinction

N3

N1

N4

N5

N7

N10

N12

N11

N9

N2

N8

N6

NETWORK as Structure
A system of interconnectivity across nodes

LINKAGE as Process
Processes within and between nodes shaped by 
natural elements, communities, mobility, 
knowledge systems, beliefs and practices.

NODE (N)
Tangible and/or intangible markers of culture 
embedded within built/natural ecosystems.

“Together they reveal the relationships that 
connect and sustain heritage.”



Why “Location and Setting” Is Not Enough
LOCATION & SETTING

primarily asks:

Where is the property situated and what is its surrounding context?

BUT A NETWORK ASKS:

What connects this place to other places?
AND A LINKAGE ASKS:

What processes have created, sustained or transformed that connection?

SURROUNDINGS

SETTING NETWORK

“Setting contextualizes a property; network and linkage articulate relationships across properties and through 
time.”

PROPERTY
PROPERTY IN A NETWORK CREATED, 
SUSTAINED, AND TRANSFORMED 
THROUGH LINKAGES



Network & Linkage as a Relational Dimension of Authenticity

FROM THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE PLACE → TO THE AUTHENTICITY OF THE RELATIONSHIP

“The authenticity of the whole may depend not only on the authenticity of its constituent nodes, but also on 
the credibility, continuity and legibility of the relationships that connect them.”

Existing focus Proposed extension

Form & design What survives at the node

Materials & substance Material evidence of the node

Use & function Functions performed at the node

Traditions & techniques Practices transmitted through the network

Location & setting Relationship of the property to its context

Intangible heritage Meanings, knowledge and practices

— Network: structure of relationships

— Linkage: processes sustaining relationships

Nodes Connections

Processes of 
exchange / 
movement / 
transmission

Distributed 
heritage system

Relational 
authenticity



What Makes a Network / Linkage Authentic?

AUTHENTICITY 
OF NETWORKS 

& LINKAGES

2. Historical / Traditional 
Veracity

Does the relationship have 
credible historical or 

traditional basis?

3. Persistent / Traceable 
Transformation

Can continuity and 
transformation be traced 

over time?

4. Interchangeable / 
Reciprocal Heritage

Do exchanges between nodes 
contribute to shared cultural 

expressions?

5. Custodial / 
Management Practices

Are relationships sustained 
through communities, 

traditions and management 
systems?

1. Legibility / Physical 
Traceability

Can the network and linkage be 
identified through tangible, spatial 

or landscape evidence?

FIVE INDICATORS



Asia Pacific : A Region of Connected Heritage

A significant body of heritage in the region is 
distributed across places, communities, 

landscapes and routes rather than 
concentrated in a single monument.

“Heritage relationships frequently 
extend beyond the boundaries of 

individual properties.”
Maritime Routes | Migration Routes | Pilgrimage Routes | Cultural 

Landscapes | Sacred Landscapes | Trade Networks | Island Networks



CONTENT COURTESY

CASE 1
JINGKIENG JRI / LYU CHRAI CULTURAL LANDSCAPE



Living Root Bridges of Meghalaya embody an exceptional example of a living cultural tradition in where human 
ingenuity is seamlessly intertwined with nature. 

These Ficus-based loading structures reflect a harmonious and sustainable relationship between the Khasi and Jaintia 
communities’ and their environment—an interdependence preserved over the past 2000 years and rooted in 

indigenous belief, knowledge and practice.



LIVELIHOOD

CONNECTIVITY

COMMUNITY

KEYSTONE

SKILLS

PLANT-INSECT-HUMAN
REMEDIATION

REFORESTATION

Jingkieng Jri / Lyu Chrai / Living Root Bridges embody deep nature-culture
interdependence, uniting traditional knowledge, belief and skills with biodiversity and

community resilience within a living system that supports connectivity, livelihoods, and
ecological restoration.



Khlaw (Forests)

Lynti iaidkjat (Pathways/routes)

Ki Maw (Stone signifiers) Bri (Traditional farms)

Um (Water) Jingkieng jri (Living root bridge)

Attributes shaping the Landscape (Tangible Markers)



Clockwise Images

1. Ka shad tynrai bad ka tem ka put 
(Traditional dance and music)

2. Ki sbai ki rupa bad ka suh ka 
thain (Traditional jewellery and 
weaving)

3. Jingialeh kai (traditional games)
4. Ka Thain kti (Hand weaving)

Attributes shaping the Landscape (Intangible Markers)

Traditional knowledge of weaving Living Root Bridges

1 2 3

4



 Located in the Khasi and Jaiñtia Hills of Meghalaya, within the eastern Indian Peninsular Plateau. 

 A living cultural landscape containing the greatest diversity and concentration of Ficus-based Living Root 
Bridges. 

 For over 2,000 years, Khasi-Jaiñtia communities have nurtured bridges, forests, pathways, cultivation areas and 
water systems as an interconnected landscape. 

 Shaped by the region’s extreme rainfall, mountainous terrain and deep river gorges. 

 Rooted in Indigenous knowledge, customary institutions and a philosophy of harmony, collective well-being and 
coexistence with nature. 

 The landscape reflects a deep culture–nature relationship, where ecological stewardship and living traditions 
continue to shape each other.

Brief Synthesis

Criteria (i) (iii) (v)



Collectively, the Living Root Structures form a landscape-scale laboratory for sustainable, nature-based construction, 
offering insights into climate and disaster resilience.



 The landscape demonstrates a high level of authenticity through continuing oral traditions and community 
practices. 

 Indigenous communities continue traditional practices involving Living Root Structures, routes, stone 
signifiers, and drinking water sources. 

 Customary governance and traditional family structures continue to guide the management of forests, 
cultivation sites, and fishing places. 

 Traditional knowledge of the life cycle of Ficus and its application in Living Root Structure cultivation remains 
active through continued community participation. 

 The traditional use of ancestral lands continues, maintaining cultural continuity and underlying relationships 
and practices. 

 Recent infrastructure development and socio-economic changes highlight the need for sustained protection, 
conservation, and innovation. 

 Cooperative-based conservation and development initiatives, together with the Sixth Schedule of the 
Constitution of India, support Indigenous rights, customary institutions, and community resource governance.

Statement of Authenticity



Jingkieng Jri: Reinforcing the Existing Discourse
What is the heritage?

Living cultural landscape | Living root bridges | Natural heritage | Community knowledge | Traditional practices

What does it demonstrate?
Place  Community | Nature  Culture | Knowledge  Practice | Generation  Generation

NETWORK
Distributed heritage attributes (nodes) in a cultural landscape

LINKAGES
Traditional knowledge, rituals, custodianship, ecological practices & cultural transmission as continuous processes sustaining node/s

“Jingkieng Jri reinforces the relational dimensions already emerging within the cultural landscape 
and living heritage discourse.”

Jingkieng Jri through 
the five indicators

Indicators Jingkieng Jri
Historical / traditional veracity Traditional knowledge and cultural practices

Persistent transformation Continuing community relationship
Reciprocal heritage Culture–nature interaction
Custodial practices Community stewardship
Physical traceability Various identified attributes



CASE 2: PROJECT MAUSAM
MARITIME CONNECTIVITY WITHIN INDIAN OCEAN REGION



Project Mausam: Heritage Without a Continuous Route

THE INDIAN OCEAN AS A SPACE OF CONNECTIVITY

Project Mausam approaches the Indian Ocean as a historically interconnected maritime space shaped by:

Land-based heritage routes
NODE ━━━━━━━━━━━━━ NODE

The route itself may survive as a physical trace.

Oceanic heritage networks
NODE · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · · NODE

The connecting medium is dynamic and often leaves no continuous physical trace.

Monsoon winds 
and seasonal 

mobility

Trade and 
movement of 
commodities

Migration and 
settlement

Pilgrimage and 
religious 
mobility

Exchange of 
knowledge, 
ideas and 

technologies

Transmission of 
artistic and 

architectural 
traditions

Merchant and 
cultural 

communities

“At an oceanic scale, connectivity exists as a relationship even when the physical route does not exist.”



Without a physical route, how do we establish the connection?

Project Mausam transnational narratives demonstrate that connectivity can be reconstructed through multiple 
forms of evidence

“Can we establish the historical relationship between the nodes?”

Network Connection may be demonstrated through

Early Buddhist Networks Associated heritage sites • inscriptions • sculptures • architectural evidences • 
archaeological finds • texts

Bronze Age Maritime Trade Archaeological sites • pottery • beads • seals • weights • commodities • 
technologies

Mercantile Settlements Merchant communities • migration • urban form • architecture • trade

Sugar & Indentured Labour Harbour/Port sites • ships • immigration depots • plantations • settlements

Spice Lanes Production sites • inscriptions • literary accounts • documents • ceramics • ports 
• monuments



What, then, is the Authentic Element?

NOT NECESSARILY THE ROUTE RATHER THE INTERLINKED STRUCTURE OF NODES (NETWORK)

“For distributed maritime heritage, authenticity may reside not in the survival of a continuous physical route, 
but in the credibility and traceability of the relationships that historically connected its nodes.”

Maritime heritage

AUTHENTIC NODE ········· AUTHENTIC NODE

The authenticity of an oceanic heritage system may be expressed through the:

Historical credibility of the connection 

Traceability of the relationship between nodes through time 

Reciprocity of exchange between nodes 

Continuity of associated practices, communities or traditions 

Legibility of the relationship through surviving evidence



What Does the Argument Contribute?

CONCEPTUAL

Network = structure || Linkage = process

↓

METHODOLOGICAL

Five indicators for examining authenticity of relationships

↓

REGIONAL

A framework particularly applicable to:

Cultural landscapes | Maritime networks | Routes | Interconnected Landscapes | Serial heritage networks | 

Transboundary heritage 

“From authenticity of attributes → towards authenticity expressed through relationships between attributes, 
places, people and processes.”



The Resulting Contribution

01 
Heritage may derive authenticity not only from what it is, but from 

relationships through which its values have been created and sustained.

02 
Networks provide the structural dimension; linkages provide the 

processes connecting and transforming that structure.

03 
For distributed and transboundary heritage in the Asia-Pacific, making 

these relationships explicit can complement existing approaches to 

authenticity.

THREE FINAL PROPOSITIONS:



Thank You…



























KHẢO CỔ HỌC VÀ TÍNH XÁC THỰC 
TRONG MỘT THẾ GIỚI ĐANG THAY ĐỔI 

(TRƯỜNG HỢP DI SẢN THẾ GIỚI 
HOÀNG THÀNH THĂNG LONG)

Hà Nội, năm 2026

PGSټTSڄټTốngڄTrungڄTín
CńủڄtịchڄHộiڄKńảoڄcổڄhọcڄViệtڄNam



Việc nghiên cứu kinh đô Thăng Long được bắt đầu từ cuối thế kỷ 19, được đẩy mạnh từ năm 2002 đến ngày nay.
Năm 2010 do kết quả nghiên cứu khảo cổ học thu được thắng lợi lớn cho nên Khu di sản Trung tâm Hoàng thành
Thăng Long được UNESCO công nhận là Di sản Thế giới













































Năm 2011: có 4 hố khai quật quanh nền 
điện Kính Thiên.

Năm 2023: có 4 hố khai quật bên trong 
nền điện Kính Thiên, bao quanh nhà 
Pháo Binh-CT04

Vị trí nghiên cứu

Năm 2025: khai quật nền nhà Pháo 
binh-CT04

VỊ TRÍ KHAI QUẬT CHÍNH ĐIỆN KÍNH THIÊN: NĂM 
2011, 2023 VÀ 2025



Lớp đất hiện đại: 0,10-1,15m
Lớp văn hóa thời Nguyễn 
(Tk19-20): 0,30-0,35m

Lớp văn hóa thời Lê sơ 2b 
(TK 15): 0,35-0,44m

Lớp văn hóa thời Trần 3a 
(TK 13-14): 0,40-0,47m

Lớp văn hóa thời Trần 3b 
(TK 13-14): 0,50-1,50m
Lớp văn hóa thời Lý (TK 11-
12):0,85m

Lớp văn hóa thời Tiền Thăng Long 
(TK 7-10): 0,54-0,96m)

Lớp văn hóa thời Lê sơ và 
Lê Trung hưng 2a (TK 15-18): 1,80m (móng 
cột Lê Trung hưng 4m)

Lớp văn hóa thời Lê sơ 2c 
(TK 15): 1m

ĐỊA TẦNG HỐ KHAI QUẬT NĂM 2025 DÀY 6M VỚI 6 LỚP VĂN HÓA CHỒNG XẾP LÊN NHAU

6m
Tây



Dấu tích móng cột kép điện Kính Thiên, thời Lê, kích thước 5,4 – 6,1 x 2,7 – 3m

DẤU TÍCH ĐIỆN KÍNH THIÊN, THỜI LÊ



DẤU TÍCH NỀN ĐIỆN KÍNH THIÊN NHÌN TỪ PHÍA ĐÔNG



XÁC ĐỊNH MẶT CẮT ĐỊA TẦNG HỐ KHAI QUẬT DÀY KHOẢNG 6M

- Nghiên cứu chi tiết móng nền thời Lê sơ



Lớp đất hiện đại: 0,10-1,15m
Lớp văn hóa thời Nguyễn 
(Tk19-20): 0,30-0,35m

Lớp văn hóa thời Lê sơ 2b 
(TK 15): 0,35-0,44m

Lớp văn hóa thời Trần 3a 
(TK 13-14): 0,40-0,47m

Lớp văn hóa thời Trần 3b 
(TK 13-14): 0,50-1,50m
Lớp văn hóa thời Lý (TK 11-
12):0,85m

Lớp văn hóa thời Tiền Thăng Long 
(TK 7-10): 0,54-0,96m)

Lớp văn hóa thời Lê sơ và 
Lê Trung hưng 2a (TK 15-18): 1,80m (móng 
cột Lê Trung hưng 4m)

Lớp văn hóa thời Lê sơ 2c 
(TK 15): 1m

ĐỊA TẦNG HỐ KHAI QUẬT DÀY 6M VỚI 6 LỚP VĂN HÓA CHỒNG XẾP LÊN NHAU

6m
Tây



BẢN VẼ MẶT CẮT MÓNG CỘT



Cấu trúc móng cột D1-2 điện Kính Thiên, thời Lê 81 lớp đầm, cao 4m



Dấu tích còn lại của chân tảng đá khu vực chính 
điện kính Thiên, gần móng cột E3. Mặt tròn đã bị 
vỡ. Mặt bên bị đục phá
Chiều cao toàn bộ còn lại 78cm

- NGHIÊN CỨU CHÂN TẢNG ĐÁ KÊ CỘT GỖ



Dấu tích còn lại của chân tảng đá tại móng cột F3. Chiều dài còn lại 120cm



Ví dụ về kích thước móng cột điện Kính Thiên
Kích thước móng cột đơn to nhất: G3 (3,73 x 3,33m).
Kích thước móng cột kép to nhất E1-E2 (6,15 x 3,05m).
Kích thước hố móng lõi cột: cột cái: 1,85x1,89m

cột quân: 1,6x1,5m
cột hiên: 1,37x1,4m



HIỆN TRẠNG DI TÍCH THỜI LÊ (L2-L3) SAU KHI BÓC MÓNG NHÀ CT04, TỔNG DIỆN TÍCH 1484M2

- Các cuộc khai quật tại khu
vực nền chính điện Kính
Thiên vào các năm 2011,
2023, 2024, 2025 và 2026
đã xuất lộ tổng cộng 33
móng cột, trong đó có 18
móng cột đơn và 15 móng
cột kép. Như vậy phần mặt
bằng đã xuất lộ của điện
Kính Thiên có hình chữ
nhật, 7 gian 2 chái, với 10 vì
kèo, mỗi vì có 6 chân cột



Kích thước tổng thể của nền điện và sân điện Kính Thiên:
Chiều Đông-Tây: 56,06m Tổng diện tích nền điện và sân điện Kính Thiên: 2388,156m2
Chiều Bắc-Nam: 42,6m

Kích thước nền điện Kính Thiên:
Chiều Bắc-Nam (mép đá đến bó nền
gạch vồ): 30m. Chiều Đông-Tây: 56,06m.
Diện tích nền điện 1681,8m2

Kích thước sân điện:
Chiều Bắc-Nam 12,6m.
Chiều Đông-Tây: 56,06m. Diện tích sân
điện 706,356m2

Diện tích hố thám sát tại gian C-D và D-
E diện tích khoảng 90m2HIỆN TRẠNG KHAI QUẬT NỀN CHÍNH ĐIỆN KÍNH THIÊN (Tỷ lệ 1:100)



Kỹ thuật xây xếp gạch bức tường phía Đông sân điện và điện Kính Thiên 37



Sân điện Kính Thiên



Dấu vết sụt lún của sân điện Kính Thiên



BẢN VẼ PHỤC DỰNG NỀN CHÍNH ĐIỆN KÍNH THIÊN



THANK YOU!



ASIA-PACIFIC DIALOGUE ON HERITAGE AND AUTHENTICITY (APA 2026)

THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

A Few Thoughts on Heritage and Authenticity Based 
on Non-Material Evidence and Living Heritage:

The Case of Trang An Landscape Complex
Tran Tan Van / Vietnam Institute of Geosciences and Mineral Resources (VIGMR), trantv@gmail.com
Hanoi - Ninh Binh, Viet Nam | September 2026



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Trang An - From Changing Landscapes to a Human Adaptation Record

• Quaternary Sea Level Changes: 
Repeated marine transgressions-regressions 
transformed Trang An between inland 
terrestrial plains and a karst archipelago.

• >30,000-Year Human Presence: 
Archaeological evidence proves continuous 
human occupation enduring extreme climatic 
and environmental changes.

• A Living Archive of Survival: Prehistoric 
communities actively adapted their survival 
strategies rather than being displaced by 
environmental changes.

• An Ancient Capital: Within Trang An is Hoa 
Lu - the capital of the first three feudal 
dynasties of Vietnam during the 10th century.

Ancient coastlines 9200-9000 and 7800-7000 years agoAncient coastlines 6500-5000 years agoAncient coastline 4000-3000 years ago



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Wave-Cut Marine Notches as Geological 'Stratigraphic Benchmarks'

• Flandrian Marine Transgression: 
Reached its peak ~6,000 years BP, carving 
prominent marine notches at 4-6m elevation 
(up to 8m in places) with bio-erosion marks.

• Quang Xuong Marine Transgression: 
Occurred between 2,500-1,500 years BP, 
leaving distinct wave-cut notches at 1-2m 
elevation on limestone cliffs.

• Irreversible Climate Records: Physical 
benchmarks testifying to radical 
environmental transformations that human 
populations successfully navigated.

Ancient Trang An during Mid- and Late Holocene



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Cave Stratigraphy: Evidence of Shifting Livelihoods

• Lower Cultural Layer (Hang Moi): 
Dominated by freshwater stream snails, land 
snails, and forest mammal bones/teeth, 
reflecting dry valley hunting-gathering.

• Upper Cultural Layer: Yields abundant 
marine shells, sea snails, marine fish bones, 
and early pottery as rising sea levels 
inundated valleys.

• Adaptive Survival Strategy: Proves 
prehistoric humans flexibly pivoted from 
terrestrial foraging to marine exploitation 
during inundation periods.

Caves and rockshelters in Trang An

Hang Moi Cave Stratigraphy



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Lessons from the 2014 'Discontinuity' in Criterion (v) Nomination

• Prehistoric Limitation: The 2014 
World Heritage Statement of OUV 
restricted Criterion (v) strictly to 
prehistory (c. 30,000 to 1,200 years 
BP).

• Lack of Publications & Rigid 
Views: Driven by a lack of peer-
reviewed international publications on 
10th-century Hoa Lu Capital and rigid 
'material authenticity' standards.

• A Fragmented Narrative: Excluded 
the feudal historical era, relegating 
Hoa Lu Ancient Capital to a 
background setting and severing 
cultural continuity.



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Landscape Adaptation: From Prehistoric Shelters to Hoa Lu Capital

• 10th-Century Karst Citadel: Dinh 
and Early Le dynasties built the capital 
by incorporating natural karst walls into 
defensive ramparts without flattening 
mountains.

• Hydrological Engineering: 
Utilized underground karst water 
networks and dug channels (Dap / Da 
Nhay canal, Ben Dang river) for 
drainage and flood control.

• Living Continuity: Reflects an 
unbroken tradition of living with 
inundation and adapting to harsh 
wetland environments across 
millennia.



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Traditional Festivals: Living Water Rituals in Karst Valleys
• Co Lau / Hoa Lu Festival: 

The Water Procession (Rước
nước) along Hoang Long and 
Sao Khe rivers symbolizes the 
sacred life-link between people 
and water.

• Den Tran & Thai Vi 
Festivals: Honor Saint Quy 
Minh and Tran Dynasty kings, 
embodying indigenous 
knowledge and reverence for 
natural forces.

• Living Cultural Memory: 
Community-led rituals maintain 
intangible cultural practices 
rooted in environmental survival 
traditions.



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Indigenous Belief Systems: Spiritualizing the Karst Landscape

• Mountain Deity Worship: 
Veneration of Mountain Deities 
(Tu Tran Hoa Lu: Saint Cao 
Son, Saint Quy Minh) protecting 
valley entrances.

• Saint Minh Khong & Caves: 
Cult of Saint Minh Khong 
associated with herbal healing 
and sacred karst cave systems 
(Bai Dinh, Hoa Son).

• Mother Goddess Worship 
& Tu Phap: Light-and-shadow 
karst cave interiors serve as 
ideal spaces for Mother 
Goddess (Đạo Mẫu) and Four 
Dharmas spiritual practices.



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

In-Situ Cliff Inscriptions & Interconnected Regional Karst Belt

• In-Situ Cliff Inscriptions: Stone 
inscriptions at Cua Dong (Hoa 
Lu) and Thai Vi temple cliffs 
preserve immutable historical 
memory across centuries.

• Northern Karst Heritage Belt: 
Trang An forms a unified geo-
cultural corridor with Van Long, 
Kim Bang, Tam Chuc, Lac Thuy, 
An Nghia, and Huong Son.

• Landscape-Spiritual Integrity: 
Authenticity resides in the 
holistic landscape-spiritual 
ecosystem sustained by local 
communities across 
generations.



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Expanding Authenticity: From 'Material Fabric' to 'Living Continuity'

• Nairobi (2025) & APA (2026) 
Spirit: Advocates a pluralistic, context-
specific view of authenticity adaptable 
to non-Western heritage realities.

• Equal Status for Non-Material 
Evidence: Inscriptions, oral lore, 
rituals, and living practices possess 
equal evidentiary value to buried 
structures.

• Continuity Over 'Frozen Stone': 
For storm- and war-prone regions like 
Viet Nam, authenticity is preserved 
through living community practices, not 
stagnant ruins.



APA DIALOGUE 2026 | THEME 1: AUTHENTICITY IN A CHANGING WORLD

Policy Recommendations and Future Outlook (Conclusion)

• Enhance Operational Guidelines: 
Recommend UNESCO/ICOMOS 
formalize guidelines accepting 'non-
material evidence and living heritage' 
under Criterion (v).

• Pave Way for Regional 
Nominations: Trang An's experience 
offers a theoretical foundation for future 
serial karst heritage nominations in 
Northern Viet Nam.

• Core Message: Human adaptation is 
not merely a 30,000-year prehistoric 
relic, but a vital living lesson for 
humanity's climate future.



The Asia Pacific Dialogue on Heritage and Authenticity

AUTHENTICITY IN MARITIME TRADING TOWNS: 
COMPARATIVE LESSONS FROM HOI AN (VIETNAM) 
AND JAPANESE PORT HERITAGE FOR WORLD 
HERITAGE PRACTICE

Prof. Dr. Nguyen Van Kim  ·  Dr. Nguyen Ngoc Minh
University of Social Sciences and Humanities, Vietnam National University, Hanoi
28 SEPTEMBER 2026



Trading ports are not static heritage

Trading hubs where commodity flows converge, 
while also functioning as 'touchpoints' for cross-
border cultural and intellectual currents

Its characteristic features include openness, 
dynamism, convergence, tolerance, and continuing 
processes of cultural acculturation
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Hoi An – a port city with thousands of years of history

Sa Huỳnh
Early coastal culture and long-distance 
exchange

Lâm Ấp / Champa
Cham maritime networks across the region

Global entrepôt
Peak trade with China, Japan, Europe and West 
Asia

Living heritage
Community stewardship sustains continuity
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The authenticity of Hoi An heritage was shaped first and foremost by continuity and transmission across multiple 

historical periods and cultural traditions.

The characteristics of Hoi An heritage accumulated traces of successive communities and cultures. 



Alongside continuity and transmission, the accumulation, acculturation, exchange, and diffusion of culture form a second major 

frame of reference shaping the distinctive character of Hoi An Ancient Town.

Hoi An was an important international trading port and one of the principal centers for the production, concentration, and 

circulation of goods connecting Dai Viet with Asian, regional, and global markets.

Most importantly, the authenticity of Hoi An heritage is vividly demonstrated by the central role of the community of heritage 

bearers - the genuine owners of the cultural space. Building upon indigenous cultural values, generations of Hoi An residents 

have actively preserved, practiced, transmitted, created, and disseminated culture.



Acculturation

JAPANESE BRIDGE CHINESE ASSEMBLY HALLS SILK · AGARWOOD · CERAMICS
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the authenticity of Hoi An heritage has never been, and can never be, a singular value. Any understanding of 
Hoi An’s authenticity must incorporate cultural acculturation, temporal continuity, and spatial connectedness, 
and must situate the property within the broader whole of a heritage ensemble and complex.



Nara Document on Authenticity

Authenticity  is  necessarily  relative  and  must  be  understood  in  depth  within  the  cultural  context  
that  produced  the  heritage



DEJIMA (NAGASAKI)

Artificial fan -shaped island created in Nagasaki Bay 07

Dejima – a fan-shaped artificial island, was created in 1636. 
From 1641, it officially became the privileged trading post of 
the Dutch East India Company (VOC). 
During more than two centuries, Dejima was not merely an 
international commercial and transshipment point. I t also 
functioned as a strategic laboratory or “filter,” and as Japan’s 
principal gateway for contact with the outside world.



RANGAKU

Western knowledge of medicine, 
astronomy, military affairs, and science 
gradually entered Japan through Dejima

08

a hub for economic, cultural 
and scholarly exchange



Dejima Restoration Project is officially 
launched in 1996

A long process of cultural acculturation through the presence of 

architecture ensembles representing different historical periods.

The coexistence of Edo- and Meiji-period architectural layers 

constitutes a core element in defining the spatial and temporal 

authenticity of Dejima. 

It is the authenticity of a continuous historical trajectory encompassing 

the formation, rise, decline, and revival of the heritage site. 

Such authenticity offers the most faithful expression of successive 

cultural layers, accumulated heritage memories, and the 

multidirectional capacity for cultural acculturation characteristic of an 

international trading port.



HOI AN

Living continuity
Multi-layered fabric · community authority · adaptive daily use

DEJIMA

Evidential reconstruction
Archaeology · archives · phased rebuilding · interpreted use

Shared principle: authenticity is dynamic cultural continuity — not a frozen original state.
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Conclusion

Authenticity of port heritage - 
a more practical and flexible 
approach 

The authenticy of trading port heritages have 
been highly diverse, often distinctive and 
must be located within an integrated whole 
encompassing natural and human conditions



Thank you
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