
WG.1 - Shared Heritage Notion

On November 18, 2021, WG1 of the International Scientific Committee on Shared 
Built Heritage held its first webinar. WG1 carries the mandate to foster reflections 
on the theories and manifestations of shared built heritage sitting at the core of our 
ISC. Part of this focus is the responsibility to sustain the institutional memory of the 
group and an awareness that such memory was at risk of being lost following the 
changes in leadership and the uncertainties surrounding the pandemic. This first 
meeting looked precisely at the history and roots of our ISC. A summary of the 
activities carried out in the first twenty years of the group's existence was presented 
based on the historical document compiled by Siegfried Enders – former president 
of the ISCSBH for three terms (available at: 
(http://sbh.icomos.org/index.php/what-we-do/history-of-the-founding-of-sbh-isc) 

Four former board members kindly agreed to attend this event and present their personal 
memories of the first two decades of the ISC: Prof. Benedict Goes (former G Secretary), 
Prof. Siegfried Enders (former President), Ms. Susan Stepowski  (former Vice President) 
and Mr. John Ward (former G Secretary). Following the welcoming speech by Maria José 
de Freitas, the current President, the timeline of the ISCSBH history was presented by 
Romeo Carabelli (Vice President) and Mariana P. L. Pereira (EP representative) – the 
slides are available here: ISCSBH_WS#01.pdf. The presentation showed the main 
activities in the history of the ISC from its inception to the present and an emphasis on the 
main underlying questions fueling discussions about shared built heritage – cf. WS#01- 
Annex1.

Prof. Benedict Goes gave an overview of the early years of ISCSBH’s history, the 
inspirations and activities that molded the group and shaped its name. The second 
speaker, Prof. Siegfried Enders, provided a series of reflections structuring the three terms 
of his presidency. One of the most noticeable challenges continues to be the almost lack of 
ICOMOS members in the ISCSBH coming from former colonial powers. Such observation 
contrasts with the starting core of our ISC – colonization – and its first name ‘Shared 
Colonial Architecture and Town Planning’. The need for more engagement, cooperation 
with outside institutions and the fostering of transcultural and multicultural heritage values 
were emphasized. A final point was also made on the challenges the ISC has faced in 
communicating and documenting its achievements. We will certainly have to keep relying 
on the archival work done by Prof. Siegfried Enders and keep a written track of our 
activities. Then, Ms. Susan Stepowski provided additional information regarding the 
activities and conceptualisations underpinning the experiences of the board members. 
Finally, Mr. John Ward used his direct experience to open up future scenarios for our ISC.

SBH Newsletter 2021 nº 4– December

Dear Members of the ISC on Shared Built Heritage,

Colleagues and Friends,

Here we are, once again, at the time of the year when it is common to send our greetings 
for the season, express our wishes for happy holidays and to share our hopes for a better 
new year. We all continue, however, to �ght an epidemic that persists in giving us no 
respite.

This has been a di�cult year for all of us, a year full of doubts, struggles, progresses, and 
setbacks. A year in which, above all, we were resilient and persistent, both in our personal 
and professional spheres and in what we consider, here in our shared heritage group, to 
be our collective responsibility to protect.

2021 was also an exciting year: we gathered a group of volunteers, embraced a project, 
and proposed an application to the SBH's board, which was accepted in January.

Our candidacy signi�es the commitment with which we seek to achieve the goals 
we set ourselves: to share common heritage, talk about it, discuss its origins and its 
multiple manifestations, to visit places of interest, disseminate information and 
organize conferences and workshops, to conduct research and also to share news. 

Little by little, we are seeing some results: we are proud to be publishing this newsletter, 
we held our �rst online conference re�ecting on the origins of SBH. These were signi�-
cant, but we want to do more. We want to continue this joint re�ection on SBH, we want 
to hold more online conferences, or face-to-face events when possible, we need to 
include other topics on the agenda, such as climate-change, shared heritage in danger, 
and so many other issues that we have tried to include in working groups, which also 
comprise thematic, in-person and virtual study tours.

Our e�orts are beginning to bear fruit, but we want more and for that we count on 
everyone's collaboration.

Fortunately, we now have more members, including emerging professionals, who bring 
new dynamics, fresh perspectives, innovative approaches and solutions.

It certainly stands out from the webinar that a reflection on the content of our ICS has always 
been present – as it is normal and right. The webinar was attended by 35 people, a 
successful stepping stone for future engagements. As activities acquire a virtual format due 
to the ongoing pandemic, we plan to provide much needed live interactive conferences, to 
improve our webinar structures and master the required technology.

Written by Romeo Carabelli (Vice President) and Mariana P. L. Pereira (EP representative)

* Note: The session was recorded and the video file can be sent to members upon request. 
Please contact Romeo. The documents shared in this newsletter are not yet available online 
given recent technical issues in updating the website. We are working on a solution.
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On what we have accomplished this year, here I leave this last newsletter of 2021, 
including a forecast of activities for next year, so that you can start planning where SBH 
must have a prominent place in your own endeavors. Because we count on everyone’s 
support.

Let us continue and enter this new year with the strength to tackle new challenges!

My thanks to the board members who have been doing their best and responding with 
commitment to the programs we've put together.

And �nally, thanks to all who have participated in this adventure and have contributed to 
making it a great success!

MERRY CHRISTMAS AND HAPPY NEW YEAR!

Maria José de Freitas

President

ICOMOS International Scienti�c Committee on Shared Built Heritage

It certainly stands out from the webinar that a reflection on the content of our ICS has always 
been present – as it is normal and right. The webinar was attended by 35 people, a 
successful stepping stone for future engagements. As activities acquire a virtual format due 
to the ongoing pandemic, we plan to provide much needed live interactive conferences, to 
improve our webinar structures and master the required technology.

Written by Romeo Carabelli (Vice President) and Mariana P. L. Pereira (EP representative)

* Note: The session was recorded and the video file can be sent to members upon request. 
Please contact Romeo. The documents shared in this newsletter are not yet available online 
given recent technical issues in updating the website. We are working on a solution.
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WG.2 - ISCSBH Members Book

Dear members, we are now preparing our Members 
Book, which will include everyone in the ICOMOS 
ISCSBH, and your contribution is needed!
We have designed a questionnaire and would kindly 
ask if you could fill it in with your current interests, 
current work or occupation, and share with us pictures 
linked with your work and life. 
We will be making a digital Members Book to share with 
all of you. 
Please click: https://jinshuju.net/f/aSbRMo
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WG.3 - Study Tours

The 2022 AGA is to be held in UdonThani, Thailand. 
Only by February 2022, however, and after 
discussion between ICOMOS Board and ICOMOS 
Thailand, will there be more certainty on whether the 
event will be held as planned, held in a virtual 
platform as the past two years, or in a hybrid 
manner. We have been advised by ICOMOS 
Thailand that a Scientific Symposium led by 
PRERICO is planned to move ahead. For this 
reason, this WG will follow up with PRERICO to 
deliberate on including the SBH’s activities into the 
2022 AGA program.

For “Awareness Raising in Safeguarding the SBH in Thailand”, planned together with WG1, a 
2-stage program will be arranged for the year 2022. Stage 1 will be a symposium (to be held 
virtually) in April 2022 on SBH in Thailand, and Stage 2 will entail a SBH Thailand Study Tour 
together with a mini workshop (Bangkok, Ayutthaya and Udon Thani). Dr Hathaya Siriphatthanakun 
and Dr Peeraya Boonprasong from ICOMOS Thailand have agreed to facilitate our activities in 
Thailand. Furthermore, our potential partners are the EU Team in Thailand and Luc Citrinot, a 
French journalist and researcher of European Heritage-linked destinations in Southeast Asia. 

For more information click here

WG.4 - Virtual Tours

The history and shared cultural heritage 
reminiscing on the cultural legacies of the 
EU-Thailand relations are recorded in a video 
series called "EU Urban Heritage". It is a 
collaboration between the Delegation of the 
European Union (EU) in Thailand with the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs; the Bangkok 
Metropolitan Authority; the Embassies of 
Belgium, Denmark, France, Italy, the 
Netherlands and Portugal; as well as prominent 
academics, archaeologists, and architects. The series aims to raise public awareness of 
the underlying potential of cultural heritage for sustainable urban development and to 
encourage everyone to contribute to its preservation. The series highlights the 
long-standing relationship between Thailand and Europe, as well as the importance of 
cultural heritage for sustainable urban development in the modern world. It narrates the 
history of selected cultural heritage sites, including historic buildings in Thailand that EU 
member states have preserved in Bangkok since the 19th century, when European 
embassies and consulates were constructed on the banks of the Chao Phraya River in 
Bang Rak district, at the time considered the ‘Gateway to Bangkok’.

For more information click here
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WG.1 - Shared Heritage Notion

On November 18, 2021, WG1 of the International Scientific Committee on Shared 
Built Heritage held its first webinar. WG1 carries the mandate to foster reflections 
on the theories and manifestations of shared built heritage sitting at the core of our 
ISC. Part of this focus is the responsibility to sustain the institutional memory of the 
group and an awareness that such memory was at risk of being lost following the 
changes in leadership and the uncertainties surrounding the pandemic. This first 
meeting looked precisely at the history and roots of our ISC. A summary of the 
activities carried out in the first twenty years of the group's existence was presented 
based on the historical document compiled by Siegfried Enders – former president 
of the ISCSBH for three terms (available at: 
(http://sbh.icomos.org/index.php/what-we-do/history-of-the-founding-of-sbh-isc) 

Four former board members kindly agreed to attend this event and present their personal 
memories of the first two decades of the ISC: Prof. Benedict Goes (former G Secretary), 
Prof. Siegfried Enders (former President), Ms. Susan Stepowski  (former Vice President) 
and Mr. John Ward (former G Secretary). Following the welcoming speech by Maria José 
de Freitas, the current President, the timeline of the ISCSBH history was presented by 
Romeo Carabelli (Vice President) and Mariana P. L. Pereira (EP representative) – the 
slides are available here: ISCSBH_WS#01.pdf. The presentation showed the main 
activities in the history of the ISC from its inception to the present and an emphasis on the 
main underlying questions fueling discussions about shared built heritage – cf. WS#01- 
Annex1.

Prof. Benedict Goes gave an overview of the early years of ISCSBH’s history, the 
inspirations and activities that molded the group and shaped its name. The second 
speaker, Prof. Siegfried Enders, provided a series of reflections structuring the three terms 
of his presidency. One of the most noticeable challenges continues to be the almost lack of 
ICOMOS members in the ISCSBH coming from former colonial powers. Such observation 
contrasts with the starting core of our ISC – colonization – and its first name ‘Shared 
Colonial Architecture and Town Planning’. The need for more engagement, cooperation 
with outside institutions and the fostering of transcultural and multicultural heritage values 
were emphasized. A final point was also made on the challenges the ISC has faced in 
communicating and documenting its achievements. We will certainly have to keep relying 
on the archival work done by Prof. Siegfried Enders and keep a written track of our 
activities. Then, Ms. Susan Stepowski provided additional information regarding the 
activities and conceptualisations underpinning the experiences of the board members. 
Finally, Mr. John Ward used his direct experience to open up future scenarios for our ISC.

WG.5 - Shared Heritage at risk

Fraser’s Hill, Pahang (Little England)

Figure 1: Survey Map of Fraser’s Hill (1947)

 (Source: Survey Department, Malayan Union Number 109, Singapore National Archive

Fraser’s Hill (4,100 feet above sea level) is one of the four (4) hill stations (Penang’s Hill 
in Penang, Maxwell’s Hill in Taiping Perak, Cameron Highland in Pahang, and Fraser’s 
Hill in Selangor/ Pahang). It was named after Louis James Fraser, an accountant by 
profession turned gold prospector, first in Australia and then in Pahang. In 1894, Fraser 
acquired land in Pahang and collected ore from Chinese workings on tribute, mainly 
from Yet and Sempan Valleys. Fraser’s mines were prosperous and included many 
small “lampangs” in the Tras valley. In 1917, the Bishop of Singapore rediscovered the 
place and made a proposal to the High Commissioner to turn it into a Hill Station. This 
was due to the climatic conditions, the urgency to have a hill station (health station) after 
WW1, a better environment for officers in a short vacation after the wide spread of 
disease (Malaria) and for economic reasons (the site had road connections for 
transporting tin ore, it was in close proximity to Kuala Kubu train station, to the new 
administrative centre Kuala Kubu Bharu and to the former mining site that was cut up by 
the “lampangs”, and was now suitable for a golf course). The construction of the Hill 
Station commenced in 1920 and was undertaken by the F.M.S Government. In 1936, 
Fraser’s Hill was opened to booking, and so would the railway station.

For more information click here
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WG6- WEBSITE/OTHER PUBLICATIONS

Articles Published:

Development of Digital Display Platform and Simula-
tion Experience System of Historic Buildings Based 
on BIM: James Jackson Museum as an Example  by 
WU Shabing and XU Ying 

Information collection and data processing of histori-
cal buildings based on BIM: James Jackson Gymna-
sium as an Example by LI Jie and XU Ying 

Digital Regeneration: the reutilization of Wuhan 
Sino-Soviet Friendship Palace by LI Jie, XU Ying, 
WU Shabing and WANG Jinke 

Books Published: The Yangtze River Civilization by 
FENG Tianyu, MA Zhiliang and DING Yuan 

For more information click here

Finally, the book entitled “Claudio Verdugo, an 
architect of Spanish origin in Morocco” is available in 
PDF format.

Enfin, le livre intitulé “Claudio Verdugo, un architecte 
d'origine espagnole au Maroc” est disponible au 
format PDF. 

L'ouvrage aborde l'ensemble de l'œuvre 
architecturale et urbaine développée au Maroc 
(Rabat, Casablanca, Agadir) par Vedugo, architecte 
né au Maroc, d'origine espagnole et formé en 
France. 

Son travail mérite d'être connu pour son rôle dans 
l'architecture marocaine de la seconde moitié du 20e 
siècle.

1º Lien      2º Lien 

Cordialement
Antonio Bravo Nieto

https://www.academia.edu/63597564/Claudio_Verdugo_un_arquitecto_de_origen_espa%C3%B1ol_en_Marruecos_1928_2017_Claude_Verdugo_un_architecte_d_origine_espagnole_au_Maroc
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/349961621_Claudio_Verdugo_un_arquitecto_de_origen_espanol_en_Marruecos_1928-2017_Un_architecte_d'origine_espagnole_au_Maroc


WG.8 - Activities & Events

China:

Crossover Series 2021: 10th Crossover Forum

The Crossover Series are now coming to their 10th anniversary! Organized by our 
members in Wuhan under the auspices of the ICSSBH Board and with the help of 
ISCSBH members, the 10th Crossover Forum was held on Dec. 5, altogether with the 
Youth Crossover Forum on Nov.6 and the Crossover Dialogue on Dec.3. This year, the 
theme of the Crossover Forum was "Engineering, Culture, Heritage: modern industrial 
heritage conservation and reutilization". President of ICOMOS ISCSBH Maria José de 
Freitas gave a keynote speech at the global webinar, and speakers from universities 
in China, Israel, Turkey and Spain gave wonderful speeches on site and online. 

Youth Crossover Forum

Over 360 students participated in the Youth Crossover Forum themed in "A Shared 
Future in Creation" and prepared their speeches on heritage and the future. Our 
colleagues Maria José de Freitas and Ning Liu also participated in this event. The 
theme of the Crossover Dialogue was on mutual learning between civilizations and 
was held on a Yangtze River cruise in Wuhan and in Paris. Our ISCSBH member Ning 
Liu from France organized the Paris part. The president of ICOMOS France participat-
ed in this event.

More information can be found on www.crossoverforum.com

Malaysia:

2ND WEBINAR SERIES | MALAYSIAN “NEW VILLAGES”
For more information click here

Portugal / China:

Cultural Heritage and Urban Landscapes – – Chinese and Portuguese Experiences
For more information click here



WG.9 - Climate Change

ICOMOS webinar series « Culture, Heritage and Climate Change », co-sponsored by 
UNESCO, IPCC and ICOMOS

The ICSM CHC has been held virtually the week of December 6, 2021

The International Co-Sponsored Meeting 
on Culture, Heritage, and Climate Change 
(ICSM CHC) builds on growing calls for 
international attention to culture, heritage 
and climate change. It requests attention to 
the many connections between culture and 
the human past and how these intersect 
with the modern phenomena of climate 
change. It also highlights the need to 
address culture and heritage gaps in global 
climate science and climate change 
response and seeks to advance the 
contributions of culture and heritage to 
climate change mitigation and adaptation.

The webinar recording can be visualized by following the link below:
https://www.cultureclimatemeeting.org/news/

The report of the ICSM CHC will be provided to the IPCC and may serve as a resource 
in the scoping of the products for the IPCC seventh assessment cycle in 2022.

ISCSBH climate change focus point will continue to follow up the upcoming events on 
this subject in 2022. ISCSBH climate change focus point has lately applied to join the 
ICOMOS group work on climate change issues. 

For more information, click here (please link the website of seminar announcement)
https://www.cultureclimatemeeting.org/

ISCSBH members contributed to the world report « The Role of Culture in Climate 
Resilient Development » presented at COP26 in Glasgow, edited by Culture 21 UCLG 
and Climate Heritage Network 

The UCLG (United Cities & Local Governments) committee, after the joint call for 
projects with ICOMOS international, selected one of ISCSBH member’s work “A Music 
Platform in the Township of Cape Town (South Africa) - Innovating Eco-construction 
for People”: as best case study example in the category “Governance: Ambition, 
Climate Justice & Just Transition”. 

ISCSBH Climate Change Focus Point Newsletter editor: Dr. Ning LIU

For more information click here



WG.10 - Emerging Professionals

The Emerging Professionals Working Group (EPWG) of ICOMOS-Nigeria organised a 
3-day webinar titled; “Heritage Naija 2.0” held between 5th and 7th of October, 2021, 
as part of the events commemorating Nigeria’s independence through heritage. 
Topical discussion topics drew from ICOMOS 2021 theme: ‘Complex Pasts: Diverse 
Futures’. 

It was a three-day event hosted on Zoom and broadcast on Facebook and Youtube.

For more information click here





SHARED BUILT HERITAGE 


AN EVOLUTIONARY CONCEPT 


FROM THE ROOTS TO THE FUTURE


November 18, 2021


Webinar on the Zoom platform


https://cnrs.zoom.us/j/91978894944?pwd=NlFXQkgwL2NpNWxuTXZQbCtrcHhadz09


* The event will be recorded


Romeo Carabelli – Mariana P. L. Pereira


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage



https://cnrs.zoom.us/j/91978894944?pwd=NlFXQkgwL2NpNWxuTXZQbCtrcHhadz09





Webinar program


● Introduction 
○ by Maria José de Freitas


● Timeline of the ISC SBH history
○ by Romeo Carabelli and Mariana P. L. Pereira


● Guest speakers - ISCSBH member of former 
boards


○ Prof. Benedict Goes (former G Secretary)


○ Prof. Siegfried Enders  (former President)


○ Ms. Susan Stepowski (former V President)


○ Mr John Ward ( former G Secretary)


● Round Table 
○ moderation by Romeo Carabelli and Mariana 


P. L. Pereira


Chapel of St. Michael, Macau. Built in 1875. Listed heritage site


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage







International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage


St. Paul’s Ruins - Macau- 1603-1640. World Heritage site


WS #01 - SHARED BUILT HERITAGE: AN EVOLUTIONARY CONCEPT FROM THE ROOTS TO THE FUTURE


Thanks for being with us.


In our first online conference we are going to talk about our scientific group Shared Built Heritage from
its foundation to the present days. To remind us of this long history, we have prepared a record in the
form of a timeline that Mariana and Romeo will show us later.


After that, we will listen to members from previous boards who will talk about the group's vicissitudes,
the remarkable situations and, certainly, the enriching experiences they had. All of these are narratives
deserving our attention were at the origin of the path taken by SBH by then and of what we are today.


Thank you for the presence of: Benedict Goes, Siegfried Enders, Susan Stepowski and John Ward.
Finally, a broad discussion among the participants will allow us to hear other opinions, experiences
and, who knows, maybe we can follow other paths.


Talking about shared heritage is talking about almost everything, however if we approach the concept
of “shared built heritage” we already have a more contained object of analysis, but still distributed by
3 different categories: shared, built and heritage.


Shared: when is it shared? At construction, usufruct, or both?


Built: was it built to be heritage or is it recognised later?


Heritage: when is it recognised as such?


We are thus trapped by an analytical epistemology to which the “time” factor is not alien. Past,
present and future are an integral part of what values our search and what our scientific group is
based on, so we are going to look for the roots to better envision our future. We say that SBH is an
evolutionary concept and in fact it has taken a journey through time, it is this journey that we are now
going to enjoy.


I take this opportunity to make a small parenthesis: behind me you can see what is left of the Church
of Mater Dei in Macau, included on the UNESCO classified heritage list since 2005. The church was
part of a vast complex: St Paul College, built by the Jesuit priests in the 17th century, where western
knowledge was shared and disseminated in eastern lands, it was from here that the missionaries
departed in the evangelization of Southeast Asia. The facade was designed by an Italian Jesuit
architect Carlo Spinola and in its construction worked local artisans and even Japanese Jesuits when
expelled from Japan. In 1835, a violent fire destroyed the college and the church, only remaining the
stone façade, attached to taipa (earth) walls.


Since then this baroque altar, with symbols of Western and Eastern cultures, was chosen by the
population as Macau symbol, it is a place of visit and pilgrimage for different religions and a stage for
cultural encounters in the symbiosis that the shared built heritage represents and transmits.


Mariana and Romeo: the floor is yours Maria José de Freitas







Timeline of the ISC SBH 
History


Romeo Carabelli (VP) and Mariana P. L. Pereira (EP)


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage
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The History of an International Scientific CommitteeInternational Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage
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Cape Town
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Shared Colonial Architecture and Town Planning (SCAT)International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage


★ Creation of the International 


Scientific Committee


★ Starting Block(s): The Netherlands


and Sri Lanka


Shared
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Shared Built


Shared Heritage


Shared Built Heritage







Shared Colonial Architecture and Town Planning (SCAT)
Journal on Mutual Heritage


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage


Shared


Colonial


Architecture


Town Planning


Mutual


Shared Built


Shared Heritage


Shared Built Heritage


1999
★ Meeting in Cape 


Town, South Africa


1999
★ Workshop 


in Galle, 
Sri Lanka







Shared Colonial Architecture and town Planning (SCAT)
Journal on Mutual Heritage


Shared Colonial Architecture
Shared Built Heritage (SBH)


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage


2005
★ Study tour in 


Qingdao, China


2004
★ Round Table Forum 


in Melaka, Malaysia


Shared


Colonial


Architecture


Town Planning


Mutual


Shared Built


Shared Heritage


Shared Built Heritage


2008
★ Workshop  in 


Wiesbaden, 
Germany


2009
★ International 


Conference in 
Lviv, Ukraine 


★ 2002/2003 New name for the ISC
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Shared Colonial Architecture and town Planning (SCAT)
Journal on Mutual Heritage 


Shared Colonial Architecture


Shared Built Heritage (SBH)


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage


2011
★ Conference ‘Our 


Living Heritage: 
Modern 
Industrial 
Buildings and 
Sites of Asia, in 
Seoul, South 
Korea


2014
★ Study Tour to South-


East Asia: Malaysia 
and Indonesia


Shared


Colonial


Architecture


Town Planning


Mutual


Cultural Landscapes


Shared Built


Shared Heritage


Shared Built Heritage


2013
★ Military Heritage 


in the Americas, 
in Cuba


2012
★ Workshop, Symposium and 


Study Tours in Wuhan, 
Beijing and Tianjin, China
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2011
★ Conference in Cape 


Town, South Africa 


2010
★ Conference on 
Shared Heritage in 
Historical Cultural 


Landscapes in 
Suriname


2014
★ ‘Shared Built Heritage’ 


reconsidered in Florence, 
Italy







Shared Colonial Architecture and town Planning (SCAT)
Journal on Mutual Heritage 


Shared Colonial Architecture


Shared Built Heritage (SBH)


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage


2015
★ Study Tour to 


SBH, Japan 


Shared


Colonial


Architecture


Town Planning


Mutual


Cultural Landscapes


Transcultural


Shared Built


Shared Heritage


Shared Built Heritage


2017
★ Preserving 


Transcultural 
Heritage: Your Way or 
My Way, in Lisbon, 
Portugal
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★ 202* Covid-19 Pandemic


2017
★ Shared Built Heritage of 


Bengal: Issues & 
Opportunities, India


2016
★ Study Tour SBH in Central Europe – Border Region 


Germany-France- Luxemburg2016
★ Study Tour to 


Nova Scotia, 
Canada


2018
★ Study Tour to 


Morocco 







Shared Built Heritage (SBH)International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage
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★ 2003 New name SBH


★ 2010 Cultural Landscapes


★ 2014 Reconsidered


… and now?


Shared


Colonial


Architecture


Town Planning


Mutual


Cultural Landscapes


Transcultural


Shared Built


Shared Heritage


Shared Built Heritage







Thank you for listening! 


Maria, Mariana and Romeo


International Scientific Committee on Shared Built Heritage








Shared Built Heritage, a continuous self-questioning 


Inside the ICOMOS family – and together with 107 National Committees – there are 28 
International Scientific Committees (ISC). Many of these ISCs are delineated by what appear 
to be more technical and tangible boundaries in terms of their working area (e.g. Earthen 
Architectural Heritage, Fortifications and Military Heritage or the ISC on Stained Glass). Other 
ISCs have more open and modifiable parameters of intervention, particularly those focusing 
on cultural aspects (e.g. Cultural Landscapes, Cultural Routes or Cultural Tourism). SBH 
(Shared Built Heritage) looks into elements that can pertain to disparate heritage categories 
and focuses on the triple notion of ‘shared’, ‘built’ and ‘heritage’, which implies a strong – a 
very strong – interest in questions of terminology, temporality, transborder and transculturality. 
This pushes the ISC on SBH to be particularly open and fluid, dealing with an endlessly 
changing mandate. 


Working Group (WG) 1, dedicated to discussing the boundaries, depths, and multiplicities of 
shared built heritage, has organized its first virtual meeting – a product of our time and 
technology. In this meeting, we proposed taking a retrospective look at our ISC’s activities, 
understanding that the questions we are addressing have already been raised by the SBH 
committee members throughout its more than two decades of life (1998 – present). The 
meeting sought to share the experiences, memories and observations of the members who 
played a crucial role in the ISC’s past, bringing a personal depth to the activity reports that 
have taken place over the years. It makes sense to capitalise on the work that has been done 
and do some 'heritage justice' to our ISC’s past, which constitutes the historical identity of our 
committee. 


The first name of the committee – Shared Colonial Architecture and Town Planning – has 
changed as issues and sensitivities shifted throughout the world. The choice to position the 
ISC always in relation to the theme of 'shared' (whatever the condition, status and extent of 
this 'shared') implies engaging with more than one single identity and challenging 
interpretations that emphasize single narratives and voices, in order to produce multiple and 
mutual narratives. Shared Built Heritage has outgrown the initial material focus and expanded 
itself towards production and knowledge transmission intrinsically connected to intangible 
processes of heritage. While Shared Built Heritage rose from a focus on expressions 
intersecting colonialism and the constitution of globalization, there is a need to actively 
interrogate the origins of this ISC and to decolonise its approaches.  


The notion of shared, for example, arises with respect to both the moment of construction or 
creation and the process of valorising an element or expression as cultural heritage. 
Theoretically, not only what is built as shared could become shared heritage, but also 
something that is born without being shared might, in the course of its ‘lifetime’, be taken as 
being mutual or shared. ‘Shared’ sits precisely at the point of encounter between different 
cultures, encounters which could have been voluntary or forceful. The fact that heritage is 
shared, however, may not entail the need for its safeguarding. Indeed, complex questions 
regarding ‘shared responsibilities’, power imbalances or multivocality require continuous 
reflection and engagement (van Donkersgoed et al, 2021). 


We challenge the ISC members to think of the limits of ‘shared’, with the aim of bringing the 
topic to the forefront during the AG in Sydney 2023. We need to interrogate exchanges and 







cross-influences (Cohen, 2021; King, 2003) that have taken place in the past and mainly in 
the modern-era centuries (Restifo, 2002; Turrel, 2003). We question the production of 
genuinely multi-identity spaces, ecosystems that do not (cannot, do not want to) belong to a 
single cultural entity (Gipouloux, 2018; Subrahmanyam, 2021). Obviously, the more or less 
voluntary transboundary processes also include systems of cultural polarization that are often 
(always?) expressed through the constitution of a polarised model of thought - ‘mine’ VS 
‘yours’ (Chomsky and Herman, 2008). 


Future discussions must include: 


 How shared heritage can induce different emotions and reactions, and recognition that 
these can change in relation to the same ‘shared heritage’; 


 The relation between SBH and the SDGs: the contribution SBH can give to fostering 
respect / appreciation for cultural diversity (parag. 8, Introduction, 2030 Agenda; Target 
4.7 of SDGs); the role of SBH in alleviating social inequalities and support social 
cohesion, as well as the dignity of communities (SDG 10); 


 Exploring how communities of interest interact and gain recognition, or are made 
invisible, through shared heritage;  


 The use of shared heritage in heritage diplomacy (see van Donkersgoed et al, 2021).  


These are some initial reflections we hope will lead to fruitful and much needed conversations 
on Shared Built Heritage. 


Romeo Carabelli and Mariana P. L. Pereira 


 


References 


Chomsky, N., Herman, E.S., 2008. La fabrication du consentement: de la propagande 
médiatique en démocratie, Nouvelle éd. revue & actualisée. ed, Contre-feux. Agone, 
Marseille. 


Cohen, J.-L., 2021. Formes urbaines en mouvement : l’architecture de l’interurbanité. Collège 
de France, Paris. 


Gipouloux, F., 2018. La Méditerranée asiatique: villes portuaires et réseaux marchands en 
Chine, au Japon et en Asie du Sud-Est, XVIe-XXIe siècles, Biblis. CNRS éditions, Paris. 


King, A.D., 2003. Writing transnational planning histories, in: Nasr, J., Volait, M. (Eds.), 
Urbanism: Imported or Exported? Wiley-Academy, Chichester, England; Hoboken, NJ, pp. 1–
14. 


Restifo, G. (Ed.), 2002. Eredità del XX secolo in Medio Oriente. Selene, Milano. 


Subrahmanyam, S., 2021. Histoire connectée des empires à l’époque moderne. Collège de 
France, Paris. 


Turrel, D. (Ed.), 2003. Villes rattachées, villes reconfigurées XVIe-XXe siècles. MSH “villes et 
territoires” : Presses universitaires François Rabelais, Tours. 


Van Donkersgoed, J.,Vermeulen, R., Padawangi, R., Tajudeen, I., Gultom, A. M., 2021. 
Abstract of the Roundtable “Shared Heritage: Postcolonial Realities in Southeast Asia”. 
International Convention of Asia Scholars. Kyoto. 








 


WG.10 - Emerging Professionals 


 


HERITAGE NAIJA 2.0 


COMPLEX PASTS DIVERSE FUTURES  


PROGRAM 


 


Day 1 - 5 October 2021: Nigeria’s Heritage: Yesterday, Today and Tomorrow: Prof Patrick 


Okpoko from the University of Nigeria Nsukka gave the keynote presentation on the day’s topical 


discussion; Nigeria’s rich history from past centuries, efforts at preserving these heritages and 


challenges across social, economic, cultural and environmental milieus. 


 


Day 2 - 6 October 2021: Heritage Laws and Practice: The Status of Heritage Laws in Urban 


Planning of Nigerian Cities: Tpl Olutoyin Ayinde gave the keynote presentation setting the 


stage for the day’s topical discussion. The discussions examined the impact of the rapid rise in 


urban population, housing demand and attendant impact on heritage protection. Discussions 


addressed the constant threat to the deterioration and disappearance of cultural heritage property. 


 


Day 3 - 7 October 2021: Complex Pasts and Diverse Futures of Heritage in Changing 


Climate: Olufemi Adetunji gave the keynote presentation, which set the stage for the day’s 


topical reflections. The day’s debate examined the slow- and sudden-onset climate risks (such as 


drought, flooding, coastal erosion etc) affecting various cultural heritage sites in Nigeria. 


 


More information available in YouTube, please click here: 


Day 1: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6swZ-SxrDnM&ab_channel=ICOMOSNIGERIA 


Day 2: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=lzdGNrnYLOE&ab_channel=ICOMOSNIGERIA  


Day 3: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x9AddhUXKbs&ab_channel=ICOMOSNIGERIA  


 


 


 



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=6swZ-SxrDnM&ab_channel=ICOMOSNIGERIA

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=lzdGNrnYLOE&ab_channel=ICOMOSNIGERIA

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=x9AddhUXKbs&ab_channel=ICOMOSNIGERIA






 


WG.3 - Study Tours 


The 2022 AGA to be held in UdonThani, Thailand. However, only by February 2022 after discussion 


between ICOMOS Board and ICOMOS Thailand if the event will be held as planned or turned to be 


virtual platform as the past two years or in hybrid manner. We are advised by ICOMOS Thailand that 


the scientific symposium will be led by PRERICO, thus to plan forward, this WG will follow up with 


PRERICO if to include the SBH’s activities into the 2022 AGA program.  


 
 


 
 
 


For “Awareness Raising in Safeguarding the SBH in Thailand”, together with WG1, a 2-stage program 


will be arranged for year 2022. State 1 with symposium (virtual platform) in April 2022 on SBH in 


Thailand, and Stage 2 with SBH Thailand Study Tour together with mini workshop (Bangkok, 


Ayutthaya and Udon Thani). Dr Hathaya Siriphatthanakun and Dr Peeraya Boonprasong from 


ICOMOS Thailand agreed to facilitate our activities in Thailand. Besides, potential partners are EU 


Team in Thailand and Luc Citrinot, a French journalist and researcher of European Heritage-linked 


destinations in Southeast Asia. 


 


 


 


Figure 1:  
SBH Study Trip 2022  
Bangkok – Ayutthaya – Udon Thani 
 
Bangkok - Ayuthaya (by bus 1 hour) 
Bangkok – Udon Thani (by Air 1 hr) 
Ayutthaya – Udon Thani (by bus 9 hrs) 







 
 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 
 


 


 


Figure 2: 
Phrathat Don Kaeo, Udon Thani, Thailand.  
The Lan Chang-style pagoda has 3 square-shaped diminishing tiers like the Pha That Luang of 
Vientiane, Lao. According to study of Silpakorn University’s archaeologist, the pagoda is over 1,500 
years old and the Sema boundary of Dvaravati Era was built in 11B.E. Lao people emigrated from Roi 
Et and Chaiyaphum to settle down at Don Kaeo, and their leader, Tao Shin together with help from 
villagers, renovated the pagoda. An ancient Lao letters inscribed at the base of the pagoda. The 
renovation completed in 1898. In the 1970, Phra Kru Sangkharuk (Chon), the abbot, renovated the 
pagoda for its durability. 


Figure 3:  
Muang Udon Thani Museum, Udon Thani, Thailand.  
It is located in the centre of Udon Thani and is a two-story brick building in Neo-Palladian style built in 
1920. This museum has on display exhibits from Udon Thani history, archaeology, natural science, 
geology, folk history and arts and culture. There is also a section dedicated to Krommaluang 
Prachaksinlapakhom, the founder of Udon Thani town. 
 
 








 
 


WG.4 - Virtual Tours 


 


 “It is important to remember how Europe has always been present here, 
as a friend, as a partner. Heritage is part of our partnership”, said H.E. Mr. 
Pirkka Tapiola, Ambassador of the European Union in Thailand  
 
“The relations between Thailand and Europe can be traced back to the 
Ayutthaya period. It shows our confidence in receiving cultures and relations 
without losing the sense of ourselves. Architects from Europe influenced many 
beautiful western-style buildings in Thailand. This shows Thailand’s open-
mindedness – that we welcome any ideas that we find pleasing. This spirit 
of open-mindedness has remained intact in Bangkok, which presents a 
unique mixture of western and Thai styles and makes this place a beautiful 
place”, said H.E. Mrs. Chulamanee Chartsuwan, Director-General of the 
Department of European Affairs, Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Thailand   


 
The stories and memories of the European-Thai cultural legacy are presented in four (4) themes 
 


1. Heritage Embassies 
- Portuguese Embassy and House 
- French Embassy and House (Residence of France) 


 
Video link: https://www.facebook.com/EUinThailand/videos/503149897553453  
(Explained by Asst Prof Pirasri Povotong, Faculty of Architecture, Chulalongkorn University)  
 


2. Heritage Residences  
- Dutch Ambassador Residence   
- Belgian Ambassador Residence  
- Italian Ambassador Residence of Ambassador  


 
Video link: https://www.facebook.com/EUinThailand/videos/254739243095042  
(Explained Asst Prof Pirasri Povotong, Faculty of Architecture, Chulalongkorn University)  
 


3. Religious Heritage 
(explained by Pongsakorn Kwanmuang, Bangkok Metropolitan Administration (BMA), 
Spokeperson) 
- Wat Ratchaborphit temple 


(Explained by Thanaphat Limhassanaikul, Art Historian) 
- Luang Kocha Itsahak Mosque 


(explained by Suniti Chutamas, Islamic Archaeologist)  
- Holy Rosary Church 


(explained by Patison Benyasuta, Art Historian) 
 


Video link: https://www.facebook.com/EUinThailand/videos/296853232023357  
 


4. Renovated European Architecture 
References:  
1. EU-Thailand heritage highlighted, https://www.bangkokpost.com/travel/2133779/eu-thailand-


heritage-highlighted 
2. Reminiscing on Cultural Legacy of the EU – Thailand, 


https://www.thereporter.asia/en/2021/06/14/eu-thailand/ 



https://www.facebook.com/EUinThailand/videos/503149897553453

https://www.facebook.com/EUinThailand/videos/254739243095042

https://www.facebook.com/EUinThailand/videos/296853232023357

https://www.bangkokpost.com/travel/2133779/eu-thailand-heritage-highlighted

https://www.bangkokpost.com/travel/2133779/eu-thailand-heritage-highlighted

https://www.thereporter.asia/en/2021/06/14/eu-thailand/





3. Uncolonial: How did European Style Architecture come about in hidden corners of Thailand’s 
Mekong?, https://coconuts.co/bangkok/lifestyle/uncolonial-european-style-architecture-
hidden-corners-thailands-mekong/ 
 
 


 
 


 



https://coconuts.co/bangkok/lifestyle/uncolonial-european-style-architecture-hidden-corners-thailands-mekong/

https://coconuts.co/bangkok/lifestyle/uncolonial-european-style-architecture-hidden-corners-thailands-mekong/






 
 


WG.5 - Shared Heritage at risk 
 


Fraser’s Hill, Pahang (Little England) 
 
Over the last 100 years, there are several events that have safeguarded Fraser’s Hill from massive 
development: WWII in 1942 to 1945; the Malayan Emergency (Communist Insurgency) between 1948 
to 1960; discovering of Uranium (within 10 miles from the holiday resort) in 1955; second Emergency  
(communist activities in the jungle) between 1968 to 1989; land matter (situated under 2 different states 
– Selangor and Pahang) cause confusion on local council’s responsibility on maintenance and 
management of the place. Today, Fraser’s Hill becomes target for development by private and public 
sectors. The local community has vowed to safe Fraser’s Hill, and wishing for a more sensitive insertion 
so to ensure any development proposal will cause minimum impact to the environment, preserve the 
cultural and heritage of the place. Community engagement in planning and development proposal stage 
is paramount.    
 
Videos link:  
Fraser’s Hill, a precious gen, https://youtu.be/uA51moICQVY  
 
Bukit Fraser, Pahang, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9n6zuWmebno  
 
Massive makeover for Fraser’s Hill on the Cards: Plans to save dying hill resort raise other 
concerns of overdevelopment and high density,  
https://www.thevibes.com/articles/news/46088/massive-makeover-for-frasers-hill-on-the-cards  
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
Figure 1: Fraser’s Hill at 4,250 feet above sea level) 
(Photo taken by Goh Ai Tee (2021) 
 
 



https://youtu.be/uA51moICQVY

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9n6zuWmebno

https://www.thevibes.com/articles/news/46088/massive-makeover-for-frasers-hill-on-the-cards





 


 
 
 
Fraser’s Hill is one of the three places captured under ICOMOS Malaysia (joint programme by SBH, 
CIIC and CIVVIH) 2021 study trip between 29 Oct 2021 and 31 Oct 2021 (refer to itinerary). Our 
members Ar Najib Ariffin (with initial assistance of Rosli Nor and appointments assisted by Dr Nik 
Mastura) kindly organized for the study trip. Special thanks go to Nik Jassmin of Persatuan Alam & 
Warisan Bukit Fraser (PAWBF) for providing informative handout for our short visit and Yap of PAWBF 
for informal face-to-face discussion on 28 Oct 2021.  
on 28 Oct 2021.  


  
 
Figure 2: Cicely Bungalow (left) and stand-alone Garage along the driveway (right) 
The Cicely Bungalow was constructed in 1925. It is timber frame with stone construction, raised 
floor with ventilation to ensure dampness not damage the timber floor board. The house with large 
roof overhang protecting user from sun and rain. A terrace outside living room for sitting. 
(Photo taken by Goh Ai Tee (2021) 







SBH Group Field Trip to KKB - Fraser's Hill – Rasa/Chuang New Village: 
Proposed/Tentative Itinerary 


 
3 Days 2 Nights (29 Oct 2021 to 31 Oct 2021, Friday to Sunday) 
Transport: Self-Drive basis 
 
Accommodation:  
- Fraser’s Hill (Silverpark? Bungalow v Nik Jassmin?) 
- KKB (Shophouse hotel? Homestay v Afzal?) 
 
Number of Participants: 20 pax (max) – open to SBH, CIIC, CIVVIH, NVWG members 
 
DAY 1 Friday, 29 October 2021 
09:00   Assemble at KKB venue TBC (Old Fire Department bldg / BOMBA lama?) 
10:00   Meet Majlis Daerah Hulu Selangor (MDHS),  


Briefing by/discussion with LAr Mohd Fadhil B. Mohd Lani 
Director of Landscape Dept, MDHS 


12:00   Lunch at local eatery joined by Peskubu (Persatuan Sejarah Kuala Kubu)   
Friday prayer for Muslim men 


14:00     KKB Technical Walk - 'KKB Garden City' guided by TPr Afzal Azhari 
16:00     The Kaya Puff Story by local host during teatime at Sesama Café, Galeri Peskubu, KKB 


End of Day 1 Formal Program.  
17.00 Drive up to Fraser’s Hill before sundown 
 
Check-in at respective hotel/bungalow 
Dinner – Group free and easy  
 
 
DAY 2 Saturday, 30 October 2021 
Breakfast at respective hotel or eatery of choice 
09.00 Fraser’s Hill Story walkabout with Persatuan Alam dan Warisan Bukit Fraser (via Nik Jassmin) 
11:30  Head down back to KKB 
12.00  Meet-up/Ramah-mesra with Temuan Orang Asli? (Agenda?) 
13.00   Lunch at local eatery (KKB or along the way) 
14:00  Check-in at respective KKB hotel 
16.00  Explore KKB Free and Easy on own/groups OR if Jasmin can do her Heritage Walk 
17:00  Teatime/refreshment at a heritage eatery TBC 
End of Day 2 Formal Program.  
 
Dinner – Group free and easy – May have Group Discussion, maybe joined by a few 
locals/MDHS/Peskubu et al, to invite where relevant 
 
DAY 3 Sunday, 31 October 2021 
 Breakfast at respective hotel or eatery of choice, check-out and head to nearby Rasa 
11:00  Rasa Heritage Walk - 'Chuang New Village Heritage and Lifestyle' guided by Hamim Zuhaier  
13:00  Lunch at a Rasa Hakka kopitiam  
 
End of Day 3 Formal Program.  
Farewells and disperse, till next meet-up. 
 
 
Prepared by: 
Nadge Ariffin (with initial assistance of Rosli Haji Nor), and appointments assisted by Dr. Nik Mastura 
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Welcome to Fraser’s Hill 
ICOMOS 


Enjoy your short visit!







Introduction
Fraser’s Hill today is best enjoyed on a week day when it is quiet  
from the weekend crowds. There are two things here, nature and  


heritage. It is the best setting for get together retreats and explorations.  


We provide The Fraser’s Hill Story Walk, however its availability is  
limited. Alternatively, we are working on a self guided tour service  


similar to what you will experience today. 







Cicely Bungalow
Built in 1925, it was named after Cicely Brewster. Who was  


the wife of E.J Brewster, former Resident of Pahang.  They were 
one of its early visitors and Cicely Brewster took an interest in the  


upkeep of the hill.  Like many other areas about the hill there need  
to be more research to uncover stories of the place, the built  


environment and its people.  It is our goal to document and share them.







Suggested Itinerary for 30th October 2021


Morning Walk - Cicely Bungalow - Hemmant Trail - Kedai Makan Hamzah


You will pass a number of houses -  Muar Cottage.  Built in 1928. Now owned by one of 
the original Hainanese families that were brought by the British to serve the hill.  The 
only descendants of settlers who managed to buy the bungalow their family worked in up 
to this day.


Whittington Bungalow (Former Guthrie now Sime Darby) - Said to once be the home 
of EJ Hancocks, an English miner who owned the only radio on the hill during the war. 


Istana Kelantan - The late Sultan Ismail and family often visited especially in the 1980s. 
The palace donated an elephant by the name of Siti to Fraser’s Hill’s Mini Zoo. Siti was 
then donated to Zoo Negara when the Mini Zoo closed.







Wavertree -  Not much is known about this private home. It is suggested that it was built later than 
the older stone ‘cottages’. 


Victory House- This big house built in 1926 is not visible from the road. It is privately owned and 
being derelict for decades, it is the least occupied building on the hill. It was one of the three 
military convalescent homes built in Fraser’s Hill funded by the British Red Cross Society and the 
order of St John Jerusalem.  It once housed the Tamil School and was once used to grow 
mushrooms, hence it was known as the Mushroom Farm in the 1980s.  


Hemmant Trail - The best trail for family with children. 1km leisure trekking. It was named after 
Frank Hemmant, a well known golf course architect and designer who in 1921 developed and 
designed the nine hole Fraser’s hill golf course. He used this trail to survey his work on the 
course.


Kedai Makan Hamzah -  Established in 1983, it was located at the Children’s Playground where 
present Food Garden is located. It moved to this present location in 1994.  Hamzah and his wife 
are still running the restaurant up to this day with their children and grand children.  You might 
see him making drinks or the roti canai in the morning. 







Morning Walk - Kedai Makan Hamzah - Town Centre (Hamlet) - Selangor 
Border


Scott (Tavern) - Scott Pub and Restaurant was known as the Tavern, it was one of the two 
watering holes in Fraser’s Hill back in the early days.  Maxwell Arms was the other establishment.


Maxwell Arms - Became Ah Joon Shop and Hill View Restaurant by 1960s, the beautiful 
building was demolished in 1970s to make way for development of Puncak Inn.  


Puncak Inn - Built in the late 70’s, became the heart of the town. It was vibrant, it was the 
heart (high street) of the town. Back when cars were scarce, locals relied on the public bus to 
take them to the next towns. This was also where the bus stopped.  Puncak Inn housed Hill 
View Restaurant, a souvenir/gift shop, a laundry, a mini market, Restoran Puncak and Restoran 
Arzed.  In 2016, the shop owners who had been operating there for decades were given only 
one week notice to clear their shops for new developments. 


Clock tower - Built in early 1990s. Contrary to popular belief it is not old, however it has 
since been branded as the icon of Fraser’s Hill.  







Post Office- There’s a signboard explaining its history. 


Police Station - Part of Jejak Warisan


Dispensary - Part of Jejak Warisan (For years the appointed hill’s 
medical officer lived and worked here.) 


Puncak Lodge - Was the hill’s bakery, and then grocery shop- Ah 
Hong’s shop, now accommodation. 


Kheng Yuen Lee Eating Shop - One of two Chinese eateries in 
Fraser’s Hill. Known as the Coffee Shop. Has been in the same 
family since the beginning of its establishment over 80 years ago. 
This is the Muar Cottage Family.







Public Works/Labourer Quarters -  Only one house left, the other houses on the same row 
demolished in recent years.  Spot the single bungalow in the middle facing the open parking 
space. 


MCA Building - If you look up above the labourer quarters you will see a building in the timber 
mock Tudor Selangor Club like design.  That was initially quarters, then the first Chinese School, 
then school moved due to landslide and then when it was secured again, the school moved back 
in again and in 1968 the school had a new building.  The building remain as a community hall for 
the Chinese community, even when it was used as MCA’s office.  Presently, Persatuan Alam dan 
Warisan Bukit Fraser (PAWBF) is working on restoring the building and establishing it as 
PAWBF Discovery Centre. 


Sundry Shop -  An old garage turned shop. Has been a shop for decades. 


Make way to Puncak Inn’s Reception - Ask for access to the Bird Interpretive Centre.  Someone 
should guide you there.  It’s a gallery and tiny museum that you shouldn’t miss. Also ask for 
Fraser’s Hill Heritage Buildings Book to browse through or purchase if you’re interested.  







Bird Interpretive Centre - Glasshouse Fraser’s Hill - The Paddock - Glen


Bird Interpretive Centre - Is situated in the Sports Complex.  It is known as the Sports 
Complex as there were golf, squash and swimming pool in the building back in time. 
Today, aside from The Bird Interpretive Centre, there is a community library and 
several conference halls. 


Fraser’s Hill Golf Course - Nine-hole golf course developed and designed by Frank 
Hemmant. It is the oldest working golf course in the country. It was the second golf 
course developed in Malaya after the Taiping Golf Course.  Very popular with the 
Royals and elites in the 1980’s before other highland golf courses mushroomed all over.


Souvenir Shop - This was the cold storage where milk from the old dairy farm was 
stored, sold and distributed. Over the years, it served as the iconic Information 
Centre for Fraser’s Hill, which had a museum and gallery. 







Parr Bungalow (Pekan Bungalow) - A beautiful house that is derelict and dilapidated and stands as 
a reminder of a huge mistake.  Many of the bungalows owned by PKBF (Perbadanan Kemajuan 
Bukit Fraser) were leased out to Dato’ Kam who over the years abandoned the buildings and 
refused to service the lease.   It is one of the 5 bungalows that is under legal dispute.  Named after 
Cecil William Chase Parr, the British Resident of Pahang (1916-1921), it was one of the first 
buildings built by Federated Malay States for the use of civil servants in Fraser’s Hill.  


Shahzan Inn -  It began operations in 1976 as Merlin Hotel Fraser’s Hill.  With it came new 
developments to the hill.  The hill has never seen so many visitors and residents before the hotel. 
It was the most hip and happening highland hotel of its time.  It is still a functioning hotel with a 
good restaurant, it also houses a small gallery on Fraser’s Hill History that’s worth the time.


Make way to Glasshouse - It is situated at the back of Lady Guillemard Garden. 


Lady Guillemard - You will notice the name at Taman Lady Guillemard. It is also the name 
of the road.  Lady Guillemard is a friend Sir George Maxwell who played an integral role 
in the development of Fraser’s Hill. George Maxwell, his wife and Lady Guillemard put 
their hearts and souls into making Fraser’s Hill the hill station of their dreams. 







Glasshouse  -  It began operations in 2019.  The space and adjacent building had been abandoned 
for over 30 years. It was the old Shell station.  Although Fraser’s Hill has had two petrol stations in 
the past, it is not conducive for it. Hence it never took off.  Sean Yap, a third generation Hainanese 
Chinese from the hill who had been frustrated with the way Fraser’s Hill had been misunderstood 
and mishandled challenged himself to turn things around one step at a time.  Glasshouse is now 
the most blogged about space in Fraser’s Hill and is the most ‘instagrammable’ spot according to 
many online portals.  It is a succulent retail cafe with an outdoor garden.


Make way back to Cicely Bungalow.  Just a little uphill before you will be back at the 
junction by Hemmant Trail.  


The Paddock - As the name suggests, it is where the horses stable is. Horse riding is an iconic 
activity synonymous to Fraser’s Hill.  It is a lovely area to enjoy the scenery and watch the day goes 
by. 


Glen Bungalow - Belongs to KTM as handed down from FMS Railway. It was built in 
1929. Aside from town. This is where the golf course if most scenic.  It’s called the Glen 
because of this view. 







Thank You!
We hope you have enjoyed your walk.  It should have taken you about  


3-4 hours depending on how much time you spent along the way.  


Please come back on a week day sometime and spend at least  
two nights here.  There are other services and activities you can book.  


Look up for FH Events and PAWBF  
(Persatuan Alam & Warisan Bukit Fraser) on FB or IG.
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摘 要 武汉市登记在册的优秀历史建筑截至2019年共有208处，其中190处建于1861年—1937年期间，


占总数的91.35%，是武汉市优秀历史建筑保护利用工作的重点和当务之急。这些建筑的档案缺失严重，


建档工作较难，影响了相关的研究、保护、展示和利用工作。该研究根据武汉市优秀历史建筑档案的具体


类别，结合文献研究，实地走访了相关机构、采访了有关专家，并进行了互联网、内网信息搜索。研究总结


了武汉市优秀历史建筑档案发掘的四条主要路径，并总结了武汉市优秀历史建筑档案管理的现存问题，


提出建档建议。按照建档类别，结合建议要求，可以初步构建武汉优秀历史建筑档案体系，完成建成于


1861年—1937年期间的武汉市优秀历史建筑的建档工作，并为优秀历史建筑、文保单位等建立完善的建


筑档案提供借鉴。


关键词  武汉市优秀历史建筑  档案  发掘路径  查档  建档


Abstract Up to 2019, 208 outstanding historical buildings have been listed in Wuhan, 


among which 190 were built from 1861 to 1937, accounting for 91.35% of the total. They are 


the focus and urgent matter for the protection and utilization of the outstanding historical 


buildings in Wuhan. The serious lack of archival data makes it difficult to build archives of 


these buildings, which affects relevant research, protection, display and utilization works. 


According to different categories of the archive data and based on literature research, we 


carry out investigations to relevant institutions, interview with relevant experts, and 


search on the Internet and Intranet. We also summarize four main approaches to excavate 


the archives and the existing problems in the archive management, and put forward some 


suggestions on the archiving work. According to the categories of archives and combined 


with suggestions and requirements, the archives system of outstanding historical buildings 


in Wuhan can be preliminarily established including the archive of outstanding historical 


buildings in Wuhan from 1861 to 1937, so as to provide a reference for the establishment of 


full architectural archives of outstanding historical buildings and cultural relics sites.


Keywords  Outstanding historical buildings in Wuhan, Archives, Excavation Approach, File 


Searching, Archiving
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武汉市1986年被国务院公布为第二批


国家级历史文化名城，历史文化资源丰富。目


前，全市共有市级以上文物保护单位275处，


市级优秀历史建筑208处。作为国家级历史文


化名城，武汉市尚无优秀历史建筑档案管理


体系，也没有对优秀历史建筑档案的系统性


研究。这208处优秀历史建筑，档案管理机构


分散，有大量档案资料缺失，对保护、修缮与


再利用都带来了负面影响。尽快开展武汉市


优秀历史建筑的查档建档工作，构建历史建


筑档案库并不断维护更新，不仅有利于历史


文化名城建设，也将为其他城市提供极具典


型意义的经验参考。


1  武汉市优秀历史建筑的地域年代特征


武汉市于1993年正式公布第一批优秀


历史建筑，到2019年已公布了十二批、274处


优秀历史建筑，其中57处后期公布为文物保


护单位①，9处遭拆迁或拆毁 ②。现存优秀历


史建筑208处（含1处异地保护③），分布在江


岸区、江汉区、硚口区、汉阳区、武昌区、洪山


区、青山区、东湖生态旅游风景区、东湖新技


术开发区、新洲区和黄陂区等12个区。其中以


曾建有五国租界的江岸区数量最多，达到138


处，武昌区其次，达到30处，此外江汉区和硚


口区分别拥有13处和11处，其余各区皆零星


分布。


就年代分布而言，武汉市优秀历史建筑


分布最集中的年份是1912年—1937年之间，


即中华民国成立至抗日战争全面爆发期间，


占总数的2/3以上。其次是1861年—1911年


之间，即汉口开埠至武昌首义爆发期间，占


总数的1/5～1/4。综合表1、表2的统计数字


可知，武汉市建成于1861年—1937年期间


的优秀历史建筑达190处之多，占据总数的


91.35%，充分说明了武汉三镇在近代开埠以


来至抗日战争全面爆发之前所取得的近代化


建设的突出成就。


这批优秀历史建筑的建筑风格以极富时


代特色的中西合璧式为主，彰显着中西文化


与建筑思潮在近代武汉的交流与融合。其用


途多样，有以金城银行为代表的金融建筑；以


基督教圣救世主堂为代表的宗教建筑；以法


国领事馆为代表的外交建筑；以英商太古洋


行汉口分行为代表的工商业建筑；以英美烟


草公司办公楼为代表的办公建筑；以涂堃山


公馆为代表的名人故居建筑；以三德里为代


表的近代住宅建筑；以文华大学文学院为代


表的教育建筑；以翟雅各健身所为代表的体


育建筑；以协和医院包氏楼为代表的医疗建


筑，涵盖武汉近代生活的方方面面。


加强对这批优秀历史建筑的研究和保护


利用工作，将极有利于武汉近代史迹型历史


文化名城的建设，传承城市文脉，留住城市记


忆。而尽快建立此批优秀历史建筑的档案库，


则是挖掘并弘扬其历史文化价值、指导其正


确修缮保护和合理活化利用的重要基础。


2  建成于1861年—1937期间的武汉市优秀历


史建筑的民国档案保存状况


众所周知，一个档案库的建立需要大量


档案资料的支撑。就建筑类档案库而言，在


建筑落成前后形成的原始档案无疑是最真实


可靠的。遗憾的是，清末民国时期武汉三镇持


时段 数量 占比


明末 1 0.48%


1861年—1911年 41～52④ 19.71%～25%


1912年—1949年 143～154⑤ 68.75%～74.04%


1950年—1962年 14 6.73%


时段 数量 占比


1912年—1937年 139～150⑥ 66.82%～72.16%


1938年—1945年 1～2⑦ 0.48%～0.96%


1946年—1949年 3～4 1.44%～1.92%


表1   武汉市优秀历史建筑时段分布统计表


表2   民国时期武汉三镇优秀历史建筑时段分布统计表


图1   研究思路
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续动荡，房产档案资料也一直处于多头管理


状态，导致在此期间建造的优秀历史建筑档


案资料大多缺失或难以查找。


辛亥革命后，武汉的地方政府很难组织


较大力量收集整理较为完备的档案资料，尤


其是1946年汉口市政府的回迁档案不知何


故，未能抵汉⑧。这对清末民国武汉优秀历史


建筑档案造成的损失不可估量。


在政府控制力度不强的民国时期，武汉三


镇政府不重视房产与建筑图纸类档案的收存，


房产档案处于多头管理状态，缺失严重，管


理、存放杂乱，这直接导致目前大多数武汉民


国优秀历史建筑档案资料缺失或难以查找。


3  武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料的分类


从档案 查找与建 档管 理两个不同的角


度，可以对武汉市优秀历史建筑档案采取两


种不同的分类方法（图1）。


查档分类：现存的优秀历史建筑档案主


要分为物质档案与非物质档案两大类，分别


包括传统意义上的“档案文件”和有档案意


义的其他资料。其中，物质档案包括已数字


化文件的物质载体，和大量未数字化的原始


文件。如何在不同的机构中查找具有档案意


义的资料并整理归档，是本课题的重点和难


点。非物质档案中同样包括大量未经整理的


数字资料，如何查找并整理归档也是本课题


的难点。


建档分类：系统性地整理各类资料并为


每一栋优秀历史建筑建档，需要从内容方面


对档案进行分类。本研究共将优秀历史建筑


档案分为三大类八小类：本体信息（基本资


料、历史资料、技术资料）、使用信息（日常管


理、历次维修、适应性利用）和参考资料（文


献资料、图像影音）。具体内容如下：


基本资料：建筑的基本信息（现名称及


原名称、地址、面积、结构、位置等）、整体概


述、现使用情况及价值评估等。


历史资料：历史沿革（产权变更）、历史图


片（历史照片、历史地图）、设计、施工者的历


史资料及使用者、相关名人、历史事件资料等。


技术资料：原设计图纸、测绘图纸、平面


与立面图纸、建筑特征、使用现状、建筑定


位、历次加建及修缮工程概要、现状建筑照片


（立面、屋顶、重要保护部位、周边环境及航


拍照片）、综合评估、修缮建议等。


日常管理：保护铭牌、保护要求、紫线控


制图、权属及使用变更信息、日常巡查记录、


历次房屋安全鉴定报告、相关规划图纸及说


明、管理规定、日常保养方案等。


历次维修：历次加建及修缮工程图纸、建


材供应资料、施工单位资料等。


适应性利用：历任使用业主及业态相关


资料、内部装修装饰图纸、建材供应资料、施


工单位资料等。


文献资料：出版物、研究报告、文章、论


坛贴吧网文等。


图像影音：新闻、电影、电视剧、纪录片、


录像、录音、照片等。


4  武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料的发掘路径


基于理论研究和调研，最终确认了武汉


市优秀历史建筑档案资料发掘的4条主要途


径：各级（国家、省、市、区）、各类（城建、设


计单位、施工单位）档案馆及相应网站查找、


图书馆和相关机构（政府机关、博物馆、企事


业单位）查找、各类数据库和互联网及内网网


站查找、咨询走访。其中前二者是武汉市优秀


历史建筑档案资料最主要的发掘途径。


4.1 途径一：各级（国家、省、市、区）、各类（城


建、设计单位、施工单位）档案馆及相应网站


查找


本途径是最主要的途径，获取的是传统


意义上的“档案资料”，其中部分资料已经数


字化，绝大多数资料为纸质、缺乏整理。具体


可查询的场所包括：中国第一历史档案馆、中


国第二历史档案馆、湖北省档案馆、武汉市档


案馆、武汉市城建档案馆、武汉市房管局档案


处、江岸区/江汉区/硚口区/武昌区/汉阳区房


管局等。


相较而言，武汉市房管局和各区房管局


是武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料保存最多、


最全面完好，管理和利用相对最到位的机构，


档案资料则以技术、管理类为主。


4.2 途径二：图书馆和相关机构（政府机关、


博物馆、企事业单位）及相应网站查找


本途径是较为主要，但也是困难较大的


途径，获取的资料不属于传统意义上的“档


案资料”，但可按照标准整理归档，能够大量


补充现存档案的不足。相关机构可能还保存


了一些由个人或单位捐赠的档案资料。具体可


查询的场所包括：中国国家图书馆、湖北省图


书馆、武汉市图书馆、武汉市各高校图书馆、


省外相关图书馆、武汉市地方志办公室、湖北


省博物馆、武汉市博物馆、相关房产公司等。


4.3 途径三：各类数据库、互联网及内网网站


查找


本途径主要针对已数字化的非档案资


料，在查找中，需要注意信息来源，审慎释


读、去伪存真。具体可查询的数据库及网站


包括：中国知网、读秀数据库、全国报刊索引


（包括现代数据库及民国期刊报纸数据库）、


前述各相关机构官网、汉网论坛等论坛。境外


的相关学术网站还包括：南加利福尼亚大学


图书馆网站、布里斯托大学历史图片网站、哈


佛大学图书馆等。除各种学术网站外，孔夫子


旧书网等旧书网及拍卖网站，也会有相关信


息，需要注意收集。


在当今的网络时代，互联网包罗万象，大


量武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料可从各大网


站、贴吧中找到，包括历史照片、居民回忆文


字乃至档案资料，利用好网络系统，对于拓展


武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料的发掘途径、


整合管理武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料的数


字化信息都有重要意义。


4.4 途径四：咨询走访


对历史建筑现住或曾住的老居民以及有


深入研究的专家学者的深入访谈，可补充历


史建筑档案的缺失信息，口述信息还可与相


关资料进行对比分析，订正资料的错讹之处。


在部分优秀历史建筑现有档案资料不充分、


不明晰的情况下，开展必要的现场走访与实


地勘测活动也能够适当补充档案的缺失。相


关优秀历史建筑的老居民对相关建筑的回忆


以及提供的历史照片等资料，对于补充资料


记载的缺失、纠正错漏都有重要意义，在准备


充分的情况下对相关老居民进行访谈是获取


武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料的有效方法。


如果条件允许，应扩大访谈范围，集合更多老


居民的记忆，相互比对，有助于获得更准确的


建筑历史沿革信息与早年布局情况。


5  武汉市优秀历史建筑档案管理的现存问题


及建档建议


基于调研结果，武汉市优秀历史建筑档


案管理的现存问题可以总结为以下几个方面：


多头管理，查档难度高、步骤繁琐，共享机制


不足；著录事项不全，缺项漏项较多；查询系
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统建设滞后，不利于档案利用；控制档案较


多，开放机制不足；档案数字化程度低。基于


这些问题，本研究对武汉市优秀历史建筑建


档工作提出以下建议：


实体档案管理建议：建立健全档案分级


管理制度；建立健全档案更新制度；建立健全


政府机构内部的档案资料馆际交流与拾遗补


缺机制；积极搜集、调研，广泛征集，利用科


技手段尽量补充完善档案内容；建立共享档


案机制，扩大开放档案范围。


电子档案建档建议：建设统一的信息化


档案管理中心及相应管理系统，做好保存工


作；编制适合武汉市优秀历史建筑档案资料


保存 状况的武 汉市优秀历史 建 筑“一处一


档”，结合科技手段，建立较为详备的武汉市


优秀历史建筑档案资料库和数据库；面向公


众，做好成果展示。


全周期综合档案库建设建议：基于HBIM


（历史建筑信息模型）构建可回溯、易更新、


全周期的历史建筑技术资料档案库，集成历


史信息、测绘资料及修缮方案，便于档案信息


管理及应用。在此基础之上，结合GIS（地理


信息系统），可以构建综合性、可定位、可视化


的历史建筑档案信息管理体系。


在做好武汉市优秀历史建筑档案管理的


规范化和制度化工作的同时，应注重对各类


成果的展示，使其更有效地服务于广大市民，


让市民学会感知城市的文化韵味、加深文化


自信、增强历史建筑保护意识，进一步推动


武汉市政府对优秀历史建筑保护及其档案收


集整理与管理工作的重视，保护好武汉的城


市风貌与文化底蕴。相关部门还应充分发挥


优秀历史建筑档案的信息服务功能，积极参


与相关优秀历史建筑的修缮和改造开发等项


目，在掌握最新信息的同时，主动为设计施工


单位提供参考数据和信息咨询服务，将档案


资料转化为现实生产力。                                  


资料来源：


文中图表均为作者自绘。


注释


① 2019年，西商赛马俱乐部大看台并入文物保护单


位西商赛马俱乐部旧址。


② 俄国领事馆官邸、三菱公司办公楼、万国跑马场看


台、文华公书林、 文华大学职员住宅、刘佐龙官


邸、卢家老宅、花楼街321号、广益桥清真寺（民权


路清真寺）。


③ 共勉街牌坊。


④ 有11处优秀历史建筑暂无法判定具体建造于清末


还是民国时期。


⑤ 有2处优秀历史建筑的建造年代跨越清末、民国


（日本居留民团办事处、瑞典教区旧址）。另有三


处优秀历史建筑暂无法判定具体建造于清末还是


民国时期。


⑥ 有1处优秀历史建筑的建造年代分别为1912年—


1937年和1946年—1947年（武汉大学农学院）。


⑦ 有1处优秀历史建筑的建造年代暂无法判定具体建


造于1938年—1945年还是1946年—1947年（维新


百货商店）。


⑧ 消息来源：武汉市地方志办公室2006年调研报


告，武汉地方志办公室抗战课题调研小组：《抗战


时期武汉政府损失调研报告》。
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基于 BIM的历史建筑数字展示平台与
仿真体验系统的开发
———以翟雅阁博物馆为例


Development of Digital Display Platform and Simulation Experience System of


Historic Buildings Based on BIM


———Taking James Jackson Museum as an Example
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【摘 要】随着数字技术的发展，数字化成为历史建筑保护修缮与再利用的新趋势。历史建筑的管理者、使用者和游客也都能够借


助这一趋势获得便利。论文从用户的需求出发，以武汉市优秀历史建筑———翟雅阁博物馆为例，基于历史建筑信息模型（HBIM），探


索了历史建筑数字展示平台的基本架构、设计方法和仿真体验系统的开发方式，也是一次打造“智慧博物馆”的有力探索。


【Abstract】With the development of digital technology, digitalization has become a new trend for the preservation, repair and reuse of


historic buildings. Managers, users and visitors of historic buildings can also take advantage of this trend. Starting from the needs of users,


this study takes James Jackson Museum, an Outstanding Historic Building in Wuhan, as an example. Based on the Heritage Building


Information Model (HBIM), this study, which is also a powerful exploration for building a“smart museum”, explores the basic structure,


design methods and development methods of the digital display platform of historic buildings and the simulation experience system.


【关键词】BIM；历史建筑；数字展示；仿真体验
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1 引言


近年来，随着数字技术的发展，“数字敦煌”等一系列数字


化文化遗产保护项目大量出现。不可再生的文化遗产实现了


“数字孪生”甚至“数字重生”。通过数字化展示，文化遗产的历


史原貌能够得到精准再现，一些不易被探知了解的细节也能


够“触手可得”。目前，利用数字技术对馆藏文物进行展示已经


成了博物馆建设的新趋势。但对于历史建筑来说，其本身就是


值得进行数字化的一件“藏品”。本研究基于武汉市一家小型


博物馆———翟雅阁博物馆开展，目的是探索历史建筑的数字


展示与仿真体验系统的开发及应用。


翟雅阁博物馆在修缮之前称为“翟雅各健身所（James


Jackson Gymnasium）”，是为纪念文华大学（现为华中师范大


学）首任校长詹姆斯·杰克逊（James Jackson）所建的一座中西


合璧风格的二层体育馆建筑。建筑由美国传教士设计师柏嘉


敏（J. Van Wie Bergamini）设计，建成于 1921年。柏嘉敏主张


建立基督教建筑时应结合中国传统因素，有意识地同“中国本


土式”风格靠拢，以便教化国人。它的设计建造远早于“中国固


有形式”运动，是武汉近代教育建筑中对中式形制与西式结构


相融合的大胆探索，对后来中国建筑民族主义风格流派形成


具有启迪、引领作用。


翟雅各健身所为 2层砖混结构，庑殿抱厦顶，清水红砖外


墙，中轴对称“凹”字形布局。正立面一层正中为拱券门，两侧
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为混凝土框套方窗。二层外廊设中式柱础、额枋、梁头、雀替、


栏杆等，均为混凝土浇筑。屋顶采用钢木混合梁架，形成了大


跨度无柱室内空间，便于当时作为体育馆使用。


建筑后因年久失修，空置近 10年。2016年，翟雅各健身所


完成修缮之后，更名“翟雅阁博物馆”，成为武汉“设计之都客


厅”，成为举办展览、会议、活动的场所，完成了其功能的置换。


在其普通博物馆的功能之上对其进行数字展示与仿真体验的


系统开发，能够推动其建筑的保护和文化遗产价值的传播。


2 建立历史建筑数字展示平台与仿真体验系


统的需求分析
建立历史建筑数字展示平台与仿真体验系统，要从使用


需求、内容需求、性能需求 3方面进行考量。


1）使用方面。系统首先需要面向历史建筑的参观及使用


者，促进他们对建筑的理解；也需要面向历史建筑的管理


者，增强他们对建筑的管理和控制能力，从而达到保护与合


理利用文化遗产的目的；还需要面向历史建筑的修缮、服务


单位，在管理者授权的前提下，这些单位可以接入系统，了


解建筑使用的相关情况、通过传感器等提供的数据了解建


筑不可探知或不易探知的部位的现状，做好修缮维护的前


期准备工作。


2）内容方面。历史建筑的参观及使用者对建筑的来龙去


脉尤其是其中发生的故事和建筑的美学特征较感兴趣。因


此，系统针对这一需求，设置了历史建筑的历史背景介绍、历


史照片、建筑的特色部位、三维全景欣赏等内容进行展示。展


示类功能是历史建筑数字化平台内容方面的基本需求。在这


些功能的基础上，了解建筑修缮过程、修缮前后对比、建筑解


构等，并进行仿真虚拟体验，则是参观使用者更深一层次的


需求。


对于历史建筑的管理者来说，历史建筑的修缮加固信息、


历史构件倾斜偏移受力等状态的监测、机电信息、管线信息，


都是其设置数字平台的基本需求。在此基础上，整合安防、消


防等功能，对特殊事件进行模拟，则可以更有效地利用平台进


行历史建筑使用管理，便于在日常保养维护和突发事件中良


好应对。


对于历史建筑的修缮、服务单位来说，历史建筑的数字


展示平台能够为其提供数字化的档案资料和实时监测数据，


还能够进行修缮工程前的相关模拟，为修缮及相关工程提供


依据。


3）性能方面。平台需要在满足展示需求的基础上，尽可能


实现轻量化。一方面可以不用过分依赖高配置的设备，便于场


馆布置；一方面便于减短加载时间和点击-响应时间，减短用


户等待时间，便于用户使用。同时，安全可靠、便于修改、可拓


展更新、便于移植到手机等其他设备，也是平台设计需要满足


的性能要求。


3 历史建筑数字展示平台的开发


3.1 基本架构


翟雅阁博物馆数字展示平台 PC端部分功能面向用户展


示，部分功能面向历史建筑的管理者。展示平台整体使用 UE4


（Unreal Engine 4）和 C++结合 BIM软件 Autodesk Revit进行


开发，数据库采用 SQL进行管理。


展示功能分为 10个模块，分别为：首页概况、项目介绍、


建筑赏析、修缮前后、门禁系统、监控系统、消防演示、机电系


统、建筑剖切、建筑导览。


其中，利用 BIM 技术建立历史建筑模型，通过 Revit、


3Dsmax、Navisworks、Unity、Fuzor等软件，结合橄榄山等相关


插件，对历史建筑进行建模还原，能直观地呈现历史建筑的改


造情况，为未来的运维保障提供数字底板和基础。而且，通过


虚拟现实的技术、数字化的呈现，不但可以将历史建筑的原貌


进行复原，更可以将历史元素和历史上发生的事件与建筑进


行有机的结合，从而对建筑本身的历史风貌和与之相关的历


史进行更好的呈现。


为了增强易用性，展示平台在功能方面体现了高度的人


机交互特征，能够实现系统模块、历史建筑 BIM模型方面的


交互。BIM模型方面，通过交互，能够实现建筑场地虚拟游览、


建筑内部虚拟游览、历史影像和在历史建筑中开展的活动欣


赏、建筑组成构件信息查看、修缮前后对比、安防监控动态、消


防疏散模拟等功能。


3.2 数据采集与整合建模


通过整合传统测量、无人机航拍、三维激光扫描及摄影测


量技术，结合 BIM技术及理念，本项目首先对翟雅阁博物馆


进行了信息采集，并对数据进行深度处理，建立了三维模型。


在三维模型基础上，整合历史信息、修缮资料、运维信息与传


感器信息，最终建立数字展示平台。


对翟雅阁博物馆采集的建筑数据包括 3部分内容：历史


资料，含建筑基本信息、历史图纸、民国老照片、修缮前资料照
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片等；建筑信息，含基础测绘数据、无人机倾斜摄影数据、点云


数据、细部数据、结构资料、材料资料、修缮工艺、施工记录等；


运维信息，含设备信息、管件信息、运营信息、展陈方案等。


通过 BIM建模，将采集到的来自不同时代的建筑信息、


结构信息、材料信息、特殊构件、水电暖通管件信息、运维管理


信息和建筑的完损程度、修缮手段，整合在一个“四维”模型之


中———既可进行三维观测，又可进行时空回溯，甚至能够对未


来进行精确预测。但由于软件平台的局限性和数据整合的复


杂性，历史建筑的信息处理面临着软件功能不匹配、数据冗


余、数据丢失、数据误差等问题，需要通过识别冗余数据、加强


数据兼容性等手段进行处理。BIM在处理数据方面。具有一定


的先进性。如在处理点云数据方面，能够实现完整数据的三维


传递，从而减少建模中的信息损失，有利于提高建模的精度。


在建模中，尤其需要注意的是历史建筑具有艺术价值、科


学价值的特色部位，需要结合点云数据，实现其历史信息真实


性的有效表达，还原其历史肌理。


4 历史建筑仿真体验系统的开发


利用 BIM模型，翟雅阁博物馆数字展示平台设置了仿真


体验系统，包括消防疏散模拟功能和虚拟展览功能。


消防疏散模拟功能对历史建筑的管理者和使用者均能起


到帮助的作用。翟雅阁博物馆中，屋架、地板等木结构构件较


多，展览设施也存在一定的易燃性。因此，消防是进行翟雅阁


博物馆建筑保护与管理的一项重要任务。基于建筑 BIM模


型，结合建筑导览功能，能够实现第一人称视角的逃生模拟；


通过建筑的剖切、展示，能够实现全知视角的逃生模拟。针对


建筑 1层展厅、1层办公室、1层设备间、2层设备间、2层会议


室等不同部位起火，可以分别计算最优的逃生路线，引导迅速


疏散。结合传感器，运用物联网技术，则可以实现火灾实时监


控，实现实时逃生指引。


翟雅阁博物馆的展览功能，也在能够通过数字展示平台


进行仿真体验，通过对展品、展览空间的数字采集，观众可以


远程通过手机或结合 VR眼镜，以第一人称视角进行虚拟参


观。在后疫情时代，这种“云展览”不仅能够防止人群过度聚


集，也能够通过数字信息的整合，为观众提供更丰富的展览体


验。除实现已有展览的数字呈现之外，翟雅阁博物馆的数字模


型本身就是 1个可复制、可布展的虚拟空间。后疫情时代，实


体观展受限较多，直接将展览布置成为虚拟展，通过“云端”展


陈，能够最大限度地扩大展览的覆盖广度。


翟雅阁博物馆的建筑本身也是其最重要的展品。对于这


件展品来说，虚拟体验能够弥补实体展览中肉眼观察不够细


致、无法贴近观察的不足。通过 BIM完成的翟雅阁博物馆模


型，可以实现将建筑的每一个角落展现在观赏者面前的效果。


实体展览无法看到或看清的地下室、屋顶桁架细节、建筑构件


细节以及修缮时对历史建筑的精心“修补”，都能够通过模型


的展现、解构来实现观众的虚拟体验，实现对建筑本体展览的


精细化。


5 历史建筑数字展示、仿真体验与“智慧博物


馆”的结合
何为“智慧博物馆”？有学者指出：“通过充分运用物联网、


云计算、大数据、人工智能等新一代信息技术，感知、计算、分


析博物馆运行相关的人、物、活动等信息，实现博物馆征集、保


护、展示、传播、研究和管理活动智能化，显著提升博物馆服


务、保护、管理能力的博物馆发展新模式和新形态。”[1]通过建


立历史建筑数字展示平台与仿真体验系统，将历史建筑的展


示纳入“智慧博物馆”的体系，能够有效地实现历史建筑的活


化利用。


目前，我国的智慧博物馆案例还缺少可复制推广的案例，


主要停留在对某一业务环节的智能化方面。“尚缺少全业务流


程并具有‘透彻感知’‘智能融合’‘万物互联’等特征的智慧化


发展模式。”[2]针对翟雅阁博物馆进行的数字展示与仿真体验系


统，是一次基于历史建筑使用者、管理者、维护者的“全业务”数


字探索。


值得注意的是，市面上较为流行的“云游博物馆”和“虚拟


展览”，与翟雅阁博物馆基于“智慧博物馆”理念的数字展示与


仿真体验系统有本质的不同。多数“云游博物馆”和“虚拟展


览”采用的是对实体展览进行全景拍摄，再加入场景切换、展


览介绍、背景音乐、一键导览等功能的做法。虽然成本较低，但


对实体展览的依赖性极强，本质上是实体展览的复制和线上


推广，仍存在实体展成本较高、修改不易、展览时间有限、交互


困难的问题。翟雅阁博物馆的数字展示则以建筑 BIM模型为


基础，可以直接在模型提供的虚拟空间中搭建展览，能够实现


同时多展、出现问题及时修改、人机交互等功能，更好地促进


历史建筑的展示与利用。
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除前述所提的无线路灯集控系统外，码分多址


（GPRS/CDMA）智慧路灯控制系统等在工作理念上均与之类


似，主要差异体现在传输机制的层面。对于 GPRS/PLC无线路


灯集控系统，其利用 PLC有线传输给分路灯，而 GPRS/CDMA


智慧路灯控制系统则应用网络的无线传输模式。


3 多功能智慧灯杆的标准化


标准化设计的基本思路在于灯杆不同高度搭载设备的


标准化，不同高度设备搭载情况见表 1；灯杆不同功能数量


对应灯杆等级的标准化，以搭载功能数量为依据的灯杆分类


见表 2。


表 1 灯杆不同高度设备搭载情况


高度范围/m 加载功能


＞8 照明设备、环境监测设备、5G通信设备


5.5～8 交通信号灯、监控设备、标志牌


2.5～5.5 路名牌、标志牌、行人信号灯、显示屏


0.5～2.5 检修舱门、舱内设备、应急系统


表 2 以功能数管为依据的灯杆分类


杆体类别 搭载功能总数/个


I 10


II 6


III 5


IV 4


V 3


3.1 灯杆杆体型材的标准化


标准化是实现产业规模化生产的必要前提，在践行标准


化的设计理念并采用科学的设计方法后，方可缩短灯杆设计


和生产耗费的时间，并减少人力资源、材料等方面的投入，提


高经济效益。例如，设计出带有可加装和可拆卸功能的滑轨式


灯杆型材，其灵活性较强，后期基于现有灯杆的增减配置工作


更便捷，为功能优化和整体升级创设了良好的条件。


3.2 拔插模块的标准化


类似于国际通行的 USB插接孔，在拔插模块的标准化设


计与建设中，要求各适配了拔插模块对接插头的装置之间均


实现精准对接，随之打通彼此间的“技术隔阂”，将拔插模块共


同联系至一体。在促进拔插模块标准化水平的提升后，为多功


能智慧灯杆后期的运维工作提供了便捷条件，同时高效完成


对现有灯杆的功能拓展。


4 结语


市场需求给多功能智慧灯杆行业的发展带来了推动作


用，5G、物联网等提供了技术领域的支持，有助于多功能智慧


灯杆的高质化发展。在此背景下，需要合理应用技术资源，并


在设计及建设中践行模块化和标准化的理念，提高多功能智


慧灯杆内部元件的集约化水平，打破各元件相互独立的僵局，


提高多功能智慧灯杆的整体运行水平，为智慧型城市的构建


贡献力量。


【参考文献】


[1]蔡仁丰.智慧灯杆在道路照明改造中的应用[J].智能建筑与智慧城


市，2020（4）：29-30.


【收稿日期】2021-08-27


（上接第 134页）


6 结语


历史建筑的价值展示与阐释、其细节的监控与管理都离


不开最新的数字化手段。本研究通过对武汉市优秀历史建


筑———翟雅阁博物馆进行数字建模，探索了城市历史建筑数


字展示平台及仿真体验系统的建设方法，对于推广“智慧博物


馆”做了有益的探索。


【参考文献】
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通过建筑信息模型（Building Information 


Modeling, BIM）实现建筑在虚拟空间中的映


射，实现其“数字孪生”，目前已经在工程


建设领域深入应用。历史建筑方面，结合


精细测绘与 HBIM（Heritage BIM），也能够


构建其“孪生”建筑，并通过 BIM 软件的


档案整合、仿真模拟等功能，结合传感器


的应用，为其保护与修缮提供参考。由于


战争、自然灾害、城市拆迁、建筑不敷使


用等多种原因，有许多优秀的建筑已经被


毁损、被拆除。在不刻意仿古、不改变遗


存现状的情况下，利用 BIM 技术，同样可


以实现这些建筑的“数字重生”，重现记忆，


并实现其在虚拟空间内的活化利用。针对


曾在武汉市民心中占据重要地位的武汉展


览馆（武汉中苏友好宫）开展的“数字重生”


实践，通过数字展览的形式实现了其活化


利用。


1. 武汉中苏友好宫概览


武汉中苏友好宫于 1955 年 11 月 16 日


破土动工，1956 年 3 月 15 日建成。它是


“一五”期间继北京、上海和广州之后建设


的第四个中苏友好宫，为展示苏联经济和


文化发展的成就而设计。建筑占地面积 11


万平方米，主楼建筑面积 23085 平方米。


主楼共四层，总高度 25 米，是当时武汉最


壮观的建筑之一。


中苏友好宫及周边的景观体现了 20 世


纪 50 年代苏式建筑在中国的发展趋势。苏


联建筑最典型的特点是类似于新古典主义


建筑的三段式设计。建筑呈中轴对称，主


楼（工业馆）为四层钢筋混凝土框架结构，


两翼（农业馆、文化馆）为两层混合结构。


各种精美的柱式、屋檐和室内天花板构件，


使这种苏式建筑复杂而不繁琐、高雅而有


品位。厚厚的外墙使建筑保持了良好的保


温性能。通过这些设计手法，武汉中苏友


好宫展现了一种庄严、坚固和精致的感觉。


中苏友好宫隔宽达 60 米的解放大道与


著名的武汉中山公园相望。公园建于 1910


年，最初是武汉“地皮大王”刘歆生的私


家花园。公园 1927 年被国有化，1929 年起


开始对公众开放，是中国最早的现代公园


之一。中山公园内，建筑风格主要为希腊、


罗马及拜占庭式，但其大门为 1956 年重新


设计，是苏联风格。重修的中山公园大门


为配合中苏友好宫及其广场的功能，顶端


设置了观景台。公园大门—解放大道—中


苏友好宫的整体景观成为了武汉当时群众


庆贺游行等大型活动的中心。


1953 年，苏联专家巴拉金为武汉起草


了第一份城市规划草案，其中包括了武汉


的中轴线。按照巴拉金的方案，武汉城市


轴线西起中山公园门前的人民广场（即中


苏友好宫——武汉展览馆所在地），经南岸


嘴渡江抵武昌江边，再经洪山广场到达武


汉大学。这是武汉城市规划中的第一个城


市轴线设计，将武汉三个独立的城镇联结


成一个共生发展的集群。武汉的城市扩张


也最初沿着这条轴线推进。


2. 拆除与数字化重建的设想


1966 年，由于国际形势变化和中苏关


系的破裂，中苏友好宫改名为武汉展览馆


（简称“武展”）。到了 80 年代末期，展览


馆东西两翼的展厅天棚开始漏雨，中央大


厅主楼外墙也因地质不均匀沉降导致了局


部墙体开裂。经过修缮之后，武展仍然不


敷使用。1995 年 4 月，武展因外商计划投


资兴建多功能大型建筑而被拆除。但 1997


年亚洲金融风暴导致投资受阻，许多武汉


市民愈发为其拆除而感到惋惜，这一个区


域的景观也从此发生了根本性的变化。中


山公园的苏式大门在解放大道加建高架之


后变得更加孤立，这一整体性的中心广场


就此被分割开来。


在武汉展览馆的拆除不断引起回忆和


反思的今天，城市更新的“留、改、拆”


问题极受关注。本项目通过 BIM 技术对展


览馆进行数字化重建，也希望能藉此唤醒


人们对于建筑及城市景观的记忆。


BIM (Building Information Modeling)，


最早由 Charles Eastman 于 1975 年提出。其


意义在于将从前期的概念设计、施工图到


竣工后的建造过程和建筑运行的所有信息


进行整合。所有参与项目的人员都可以利


用模型的数据库进行协调，从而提高工作


效率和准确性，降低项目成本。


由于建筑遗产的复杂性和科学性，以


及需要处理大量的建筑信息、不断更新和


管理新的建筑信息，BIM 的优势由此凸显


出来。HBIM 是专门用于建筑遗产保护的


BIM 的一个分支。它与新建筑项目最大的


区别在于处理现有建筑遗产和周围环境的


方式。


HBIM 项目主要分为三个步骤 : 初步综


“数字重生”：武汉中苏友好宫的再利用实践


文｜中信建筑设计研究总院有限公司  李杰  许颖  吴莎冰  王金科


【摘要】武汉中苏友好宫又名武汉展览馆，是新中国成立后武汉市建造的标志性建筑，具有


重要的历史意义。它于 1995 年被拆除，成为武汉人的一大遗憾。结合历史资料梳理考证、


图纸信息收集与处理，本项目通过 BIM 技术完成了其模型建造、外观模拟与展览置入，不


仅实现了其在虚拟空间内的重生，也将其转变为了一个数字博物馆，实现了它的数字化再


利用。


【关键词】武汉中苏友好宫；武汉展览馆；BIM ；数字重生；数字博物馆
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合调查与评估、BIM 建模与数据生成、干


预策略研究。


初步调查的重点不仅是历史建筑遗产


本身，还包括建筑遗产所在的城市和文化


评价。对既有建筑与历史建筑传统的调查


方式是人工测量，建筑细节上的美学、复


杂性和独特性往往被忽视。随着科学技术


的发展，利用三维激光扫描设备和无人机，


可以对复杂的历史建筑进行精确的三维激


光扫描，并将大量数据导入相关设计软件，


生成精确的建筑模型。但是对于已经被破


坏、拆除的建筑，就只能根据历史资料和


存档数据进行建模。武汉展览馆的数字化


重建就是采用了这种方法。


3. 武汉展览馆的数字建模


武汉中苏友好宫的设计由武汉城市建


筑设计院（今中信建筑设计研究总院有限


公司）承担，由主任工程师黄康宇担任项


目设计总负责人，蔡德庄、唐觉后、杨继


业等设计师设计。本次数字建模使用了设


计院保存的原始图纸作为基础，恢复了这


座建筑中苏友好宫时期的全貌，包括“中


苏友好宫”字样、门楣上的“苏联经济及


文化建设成就展览会”标语，和大门左右


两侧的中、俄文标语——“中苏两国人民


牢不可破的友谊万岁”及木门上的中俄文


“和平”“友谊”字样。


建筑初步的绘制使用 Rhino 软件进行，


用于将原始平面图、立面图和剖面图转换


为 3D。建模工作由 Rhino 软件中的 BIM 插


件 Visual ARQ 辅助。借助 Rhino 软件强大


的建筑建模设计功能，利用 Visual ARQ 在


进行特殊的建模设计时，可以帮助输入关


键的建筑模型信息。


基于 Autodesk BIM 系列软件优秀的流


程系统，选择 Revit 软件作为 BIM 模型的


输出软件。项目将在 Rhino 中完成的建筑模


型导出为带有建筑信息的 .ifc 格式文件，然


后导入到 Revit 软件中进行 BIM 模型和建


筑信息深化工作，进而完成相应的 MEP 机


电和管道设计。


数字建模的难点主要表现在纹理的选


择和细节的再现上。虽然原始图纸中包括


文字、花饰、柱、灯、地坪、线脚等处的


大样图，但是建筑立面材质、内部装饰等


细节需要更多的支撑才能进行更贴切地还


原。项目组搜集了与武展相关的历史照片，


并进行了一系列的访谈，获取了口述史材


料，并结合同一时期设计的北京、上海、


广州三处中苏友好宫的历史图片和现状细


节，对武展的相关细节进行了推断。调研


过程中，项目组接触到了位于武展原址、


竣工于 2001 年的武汉展览中心（简称“新


武展”）的业主方汉商集团的负责人。汉商


集团在近期对新武展的装修中，留出一层，


专门以老武展的风格进行了装修，“恢复”


了一个苏式会议厅、一个休息室和一系列


具有老武展风格的景观元素。根据项目组


对该负责人的采访，装修前他调研了北上


广的三处中苏友好宫，收集了风格、材料、


象征元素和室内设计的资料，并根据这些


资料定制了装修中使用的灯具、地毯等相


关材料。对老武展的 BIM 建模中，也借鉴


了“新武展”恢复的苏式元素。


完成后的模型还原了展览馆前的中心广


场、绿化及荷花型喷水池。建筑外立面采用


原设计的米黄色水刷石饰面，内部中央大厅


还原了花饰、水磨石地坪及八角穹顶，配色、


灯饰则参考了广州展览馆及“新武展”的布


置。中央工业馆还原了 18 个圆拱、30 米跨


度的拱形薄壳结构及四边二层回廊，内部装


饰及风格参考了上海展览馆的大厅。两翼农


业馆和文化馆还原了两层楼的建筑式样。


4.“数字重生”：数字博物馆


由于武汉展览馆承载了丰富的市民情


感，其 HBIM 模型需要展示给大众才能达到


最好的效果。由于这一建筑过去的主要功能


是举办展览及展会，目前的建筑模型也最好


能够实现同一功能，并兼顾建筑赏析。


最终，项目组将完成后的武汉展览馆


转化成数字展厅，并布置了“大城崛起——


张之洞督鄂兴汉纪念展”。虽然在模型内可


以直接观展，但是为了达到更好的网络传


播效果，通过输出模型全景图片，导入通


用的在线全景平台，添加了文字、图片及


语音导览，从而完成了模型的轻量化展示


和网络访问。该数字博物馆展厅的特点如


下：第一，展览基于 HBIM 模型设置，展


览流线可以按需排布，在模型内以构建墙


壁的方式搭建，结合武展工业厅原有的拱


顶大空间，可以举办大型线上展览。第二，


展厅一层与二层可结合布展，也可分开布


置专题展览。展厅具有可复制性，每一个


展览可以作为子模型单独留存，随时可以


在网络上进行访问。第三，由于数字展览


的特殊性，可直接在展览中放置视频、动


图等在传统展览中需要通过特定设备展示


的资料，与传统展览相比成本更低、效果


更好。第四，由于数字模型可以在浏览时


选择需要观测的具体位置，建筑的细部能


够直接拉近、放大，也可以通过高清照片、


视频等形式多角度展示，可以更加具象、


突出地展示在浏览者面前展现建筑的科学


价值、艺术价值。


除布置展览外，武汉展览馆的 HBIM


模型还可以用于 3D 打印，便于收藏历史记


忆。结合数字模型与 VR、AR 等虚拟现实


技术，能够获得良好的虚拟体验，便于后


续结合相关软件在网络上进行虚拟展会或


者开发相关游戏。
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■  中信建筑设计研究总院有限公司 李杰 许颖


基于BIM的历史建筑
信息采集与数据处理
——以翟雅各健身所为例


本研究受武汉市科技计划项目企业技术创新专项资助（ 项目编号：2018010402011181 ）


信息采集与数据处理是历史建
筑保护与修缮工程必须进行的基础
工作。历史建筑的信息采集包括对其
历史、本体、环境及使用情况等项目采
集与记录，其实施手段和获取到的数
据类型均较为多元。《威尼斯宪章》第
十六条指出：“一切保护、修复或发掘
工作永远应有用配以插图和照片的分
析及评论报告这一形式所做的准确的
记录。清理、加固、重新整理与组合的


每一阶段，以及工作过程中所确认的
技术及形态特征均应包括在内。”据
此，国际古迹遗址理事会于1996年通
过了《古迹、建筑群及遗址的记录工作
原则》，其中，对“记录工作”有如下定
义：“记录工作是指在不同时间对古
迹、建筑群及遗址的物理构造、状况以
及使用的信息予以记录，它是保护程
序中重要的基础步骤”。


如今，高科技手段正在让记录工


作的方式变得更加多元，本研究整合
传统测量、无人机航拍、三维激光扫描
及摄影测量技术，结合BIM技术及理
念，以武汉市优秀历史建筑——翟雅
各健身所为例进行信息采集，并对数
据进行深度处理，研究构建三维模型
及信息系统，以期对成果进行统一管
理与集成输出，为历史建筑的保护修
缮提供可靠的依据，并成为历史建筑
的数字化永久档案。
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历史建筑的信息采集


翟雅各健身所建筑基本情况


翟雅各健身所建成于1921年，由


美国传教士建筑师柏嘉敏（J. Van Wie 


Bergamini）设计，是一座典型的“中西


合璧”建筑，其跨度为17米的钢木桁架


结构，在当时达到了世界先进水平。自


建成以来，翟雅各健身所一直作为文


华大学、华中大学、华中师范大学和湖


北中医药大学的体育馆，供师生及周


边社区居民使用。建筑将中式庑殿顶


的造型与西式钢木、砖石结构体系相


结合，是我国现存为数不多的基督教


本土文化运动的产物实证。其设计建


造远早于“中国固有形式”运动，是对


中西文化融合的大胆探索与尝试，对


后来中国建筑民族主义风格流派的形


成具有启迪、引领作用。


建筑中式屋面之下的西式钢木


桁架结构，形成了独具特色、高大空间


的二层室内运动场，与二层之上的看


台共同构成了极具震撼的内部空间。


建筑的柱础、额枋、梁头、雀替、栏杆等


细部均采用中国传统元素，与窗框、拱


门、楼梯、圈梁一同采用当时最为先进


的建筑材料、钢筋混凝土进行建造。因


年久失修，建筑修缮前，由于屋面瓦件


缺失等原因，漏水严重，桁架的木质杆


件糟朽腐蚀、钢制杆件及连接构件锈


蚀，受力性能受到严重影响。混凝土


梁、柱也出现裂缝，内部钢筋外露，碳


化锈蚀严重。墙面由于雨水侵蚀、地下


水毛细作用、植物孳生、自然老化及人


为损坏等原因，出现不同程度的风化、


剥落和泛碱。门窗、室内空间及场地


环节也都存在较多问题，影响了建筑


的使用，存在一定安全隐患。2015年—


2016年，由中信建筑设计研究总院有


限公司负责修缮设计，2016年底修缮


工程完成。修缮后的建筑更名为“翟
雅阁博物馆”，成为“武汉设计之都客
厅”，通过举办主题活动、展览、讲座等
活动，成为推动片区乃至整个武汉市
文化发展的中心。


对翟雅各健身所的建筑信息采集


本研究通过传统测量、无人机航
拍、三维激光扫描和摄影测量等方法，


对翟雅各健身所的建筑信息进行了
采集，包括历史资料、建筑信息、运维
信息三个部分，以获取包括建筑尺寸、


全景、带有地理坐标的几何尺寸与纹
理信息和细部色彩纹理信息等数据。


历史资料，包括建筑基本信息、历史图
纸、民国老照片、修缮前资料照片等；


建筑信息，包括基础测绘数据、无人机
倾斜摄影数据、点云数据、细部数据、


结构资料、材料资料、修缮工艺、施工
记录等；运维信息，包括设备信息、管
件信息、运营信息、展陈方案等。


（1） 历史资料的采集


通过对历史档案、相关书籍资料
的整理，获取了翟雅各健身所的原始
图纸、设计人员信息、使用过程信息、


民国老照片、修缮前的资料照片等历
史资料，还原了翟雅各健身所的历史
发展过程。


（2） 建筑信息资料的采集


其主要包括基础测绘、无人机倾
斜摄影、三维激光扫描、结构及材料资
料的收集、修缮资料的收集等方面的
工作内容。


基础测绘。基础测绘采用全站仪、


测距仪、卷尺、摄影测量等传统测量设
备，获取了基础尺寸数据和图像纹理
信息，为后续的数据采集与建模提供
了定位基准、基础数据支撑和数据拼
接连接点。


无人机倾斜摄影。无人机倾斜摄


影技术在传统航拍技术取得正射影


像的基础上，对整个场地进行多角度


倾斜拍摄，可为历史建筑BIM建模提


供参考数据支持。针对修缮后的翟雅


阁博物馆，本研究采用了大疆无人机


“御”Mavic 2专业版，配备全向感知系


统，采用QcuSync 2.0全高清数字图传


技术，支持1080p高清图传。摄影选取


了翟雅各健身所鸟瞰视角，各立面近


景、远景等不同角度进行环绕飞行，全


方位对建筑外立面进行信息采集，获


得了6.82G的照片和视频数据。


三维激光扫描。三维激光扫描技


术是一种无损无接触式快速信息采集


技术，精度高、速度快，且有颜色信息，


还可以根据该点云数据直接生成高精


度模型，并可在模型上叠加颜色信息，


生成精确的三维数字模型。该模型可


以直接用作展示，也可根据模型运用


3D打印直接生成该构件的三维实体。


该项目利用天宝SX-10三维扫描仪生


成的点云数据进行拼接，生成完整的


点云数据模型，并在相关软件中对建


筑进行制图与建模。


结构及材料资料的收集。请专业


机构对翟雅各健身所进行了综合性的


结构检测，得到了包括构件砼强度、混


凝土强度、砼构件碳化深度、砌体砖强


度、砌体砂浆强度、基础形式、钢筋砼


梁挠度、砼构件及墙体损坏情况、承重


墙体圈梁、砼构件箍筋间距、砼构件钢


筋配置、房屋倾斜情况、屋架挠度、木


屋架构件损坏情况、屋架间支撑构件


损坏情况、钢木屋架墙内支承长度、二


层木楼枕损坏情况、看台木构件损坏


情况、一至二层墙体结构、木屋架及支


承结构等在内的结构检测报告。


修缮资料的收集。通过联系修缮


设计单位、施工单位、监理单位，本研
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究获取了翟雅各健身所的修缮方案、


过程图片及视频、施工图、施工记录、


修缮前后对比图等信息。


（3） 运维信息的采集


本研究通过实地考察和图纸、资
料收集，采集到了设备、管件、门禁系
统、监控系统、消防系统等现行运维系
统的相关信息。


基于BIM的历史建筑信息处理
基于BIM理念，本研究采集到来


自不同时代的建筑信息、结构信息、材
料信息、特殊构件、水电暖通管件信
息、运维管理信息和建筑的完损程度、


修缮手段，都能够整合在同一个既可
进行三维观测又可进行时空回溯，甚
至能够对未来进行精确预测的“四维”


模型内。但由于软件平台的局限性和
数据整合的复杂性，历史建筑的信息
处理面临着软件功能不匹配、数据冗
余、数据丢失、数据误差等问题。


BIM信息处理特点


本研究使用Autodesk Revit及3D 


smax、Navisworks、Unity、Fuzor等 软 件
和平台，结合橄榄山等相关插件，对收
集到的历史建筑信息进行处理。在建
模之前，需要对相关数据尤其是点云
数据进行初步加工，以便于后续建模。


目前，经常使用的技术是需要把点云
数据降为二维信息，容易造成数据信
息的浪费，也容易导致建模中的重复
工作和不准确性。通过BIM处理点云
数据，实现完整的点云信息三维传递，


能够减少建模中的信息损失，有利于
提高建模的经度。


点云数据的处理


将点云数据整合到BIM中，需要
对点云数据进行坐标转换，从而将数
据纳入建筑模型的坐标系之中。在三
维激光扫描过程中，偶尔会有不属于
建筑本体的数据点也被记录在点云数
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据之中。在使用数据之前，需先检查每


站点云数据是否有效完整，再对噪点、


无效、重叠部分进行删减处理。


数据丢失问题的处理


在数据整合的过程中，由于软件、


插件直接不完全兼容，容易产生数据


丢失的问题。基于实测数据，需要判断


模型中显著不合理的地方，再在BIM


软件中进行局部补充、调整与修改。


基于BIM的翟雅各健身所
模型构建信息整合


建筑主体模型构建


本研究根据处理后的数据，构建


翟雅各健身所的模型，总体流程为：创


建项目基准文件—场地建模、建筑建


模—场地、建筑模型初步整合—模型


调整。


首先，将场地CAD文件通过链接


的方式置入Revit软件中，按照CAD中


翟雅各健身所主体的轴网和标高，以


室 外 地 坪 的 标 高（-0.200）为 基 准 在


Revit软件中进行绘制参照文件，并在


此基础上开始场地模型的创建。


场地平面的建立，主要有以下两


种方法：一是按照CAD中的高程点在


Revit软件中拾取高程点来建立场地；


二是依据场地地坪的标高，采用分块


绘制楼板，并对其进行拼接的方式来


代替场地平面存在有高差的部分，通


过绘制斜楼板来处理。


两种方法相比较，第一种能够更


真实地反映场地的实际情况；第二种


则能更直观地表现地形的高差变化情


况。考虑到建筑主体所处地形较为平


整，周边道路的高程点较为复杂多变，


故此次采用第二种方法来建立场地。


场地中的挡土墙可分为两类：一


类为普通的挡土墙。绘制该类型时，确


定挡土墙的底部约束和无连接高度可
完成绘制；另一类为随地形高差变化
而产生的倾斜挡土墙。对于该类型，先
在对应的平面视图中绘制普通的挡土
墙，后在立面视图中对其轮廓进行编
辑，确定斜向挡土墙起止位置的对应
高度并将其连接完成绘制。


目前，在Revit软件中构建建筑墙
体有五种方式：使用幕墙命令、使用窗
族方法、基于体量的填充图案、基于线
的常规模型、使用橄榄山插件。最终，翟
雅各健身所使用了“窗族”的排砖方法，


对建筑外墙进行了较为精确的构建。


这一方式的主要步骤为：确定砌
筑方式—利用“窗族”建立基本砖块—


对砖块进行排列。这一方式的优点是
理解简单，500mm厚砖块的砌筑方式
能够表现，门窗洞口都可以按照实际
创建；其缺点是速度较慢，需要进行多
次手动调整。


历史建筑墙体样式丰富多样，根
据砌筑方法不同，常见的有实心墙、灌
斗墙和花式砌法墙；根据灰缝形式不
同，有平缝、凹缝、斜缝和凸缝（凸矩形
缝、凸圆缝又称“元宝缝”）。同类型墙体
又可以细分为多种建造方式，以实心
墙为例，又包括全顺、全丁、一顺一丁


（十字缝、骑马缝）、梅花丁、多顺一丁、两
平一侧等不同建造逻辑。


考虑到BIM传统排砖插件无法满
足历史建筑的个性化需求，研究拟开
发专门性的历史建筑排砖软件，以实
现实际工程的精细建模和准确算量。


插件能够提供常见砌法和灰缝样式的
选择，提供不同共享参数（如设置砖的
平面形状、边长、厚度等参数）的定义路
径，并能够统计砌体数量，导出清单表。


特色部位建模


翟雅各健身所的屋顶，是其最有
突出价值的特色部位。此次建模使用


了Revit软件中基于体量填充图案的


方式建构，具体分为以下四个步骤：建


构屋面体量；拉成三层（分别为檩条、


望板、瓦屋面）；檩条由幕墙生成，望板


由面墙、瓦屋面基于体量贴自制填充


图案族形成；建构屋脊。


结合点云数据，模型还实现了历


史信息真实性的有效表达。翟雅各健身


所使用的“阜成”清水红砖、饰以龙纹的


现浇栏杆和入口处的石质门匾等历史


肌理，都在模型中做到了原样还原。


多元信息整合


在信息整合阶段，本研究将翟雅


各健身所各阶段的建筑信息融合在同


一个BIM模型中，建筑修缮前的状态、


修缮措施、结构加固信息、修缮前后的


对比、机电信息等一目了然。结合传感


器，利用物联网技术，还能够实现对历


史构件倾斜、偏移、受力等状态的实时


监控、风险报警和消防疏散的引导。


综上所述，多样化的历史建筑信


息，需要通过多元化的手段进行采集，


而对采集到的海量数据进行记录、使


用，是历史建筑测绘、建模的一项重点


工作。当前，无人机、三维激光扫描等


技术在建筑信息采集中已经有了较好


的应用，结合BIM技术进行信息深度


处理，能够以集约化的手段，将各类信


息整合，为历史建筑的保护与修缮提


供可靠的依据。
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		Development of Digital Display Platform and Simulation Experience System of Historic Buildings Based on BIMTaking James Jackson Museum as an Example

		Digital Rebirth  The reuse practice of Sino-Soviet Friendship Palace in Wuhan

		Historical building information collection and data processing based on BIM James Jackson Museum as an example










 
 


WG.8 - Activities & Events 
 
Malaysia 
 
2ND WEBINAR SERIES | MALAYSIAN “NEW VILLAGES” 
 
Members of the ICOMOS ISCSBH are pleased to invite you to a 2nd Webinar featuring three (3) New 
Villages in Malaysia on 18 December 2021 (Saturday), 9.00 am - 11.00 am. (GMT +8) 
  
Register in advance for this webinar by 16 December 2021 at: 
https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_8Qkd-vIsR6GpzNFTVGC1JA 
  
Join our Facebook Live at: 
https://www.facebook.com/IcomosMalaysia 
  
The New Villages capture in this webinar with majority Chinese (Hakka) Community: Pulai New Village 
in Kelantan, Chuang New Village in Selangor, Mantin New Village in Negeri Sembilan. All the three 
New Villages evolved differently overtime yet become cultural depositories of the local inhabitants: Pulai 
New Village suffers from second emergency which delays the development of the village; Chuang New 
Village with financial sustainability issues when the tin mining activities at the adjacent area reduced; 
and Mantin New Village is experiencing enormous challenge in preserving its existence.  
    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Moderated by Dr Nik Mastura Nik Mohammad, the session will look into the three (3) New Villages, 
their social history and cultural heritage. 
  
Member’s Publication 


     



https://us02web.zoom.us/webinar/register/WN_8Qkd-vIsR6GpzNFTVGC1JA

https://www.facebook.com/IcomosMalaysia





Conservation Statement for Beserah Resthouse, http://openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2517/ 
(member involved in this include Ar Dr Goh Ai Tee, Dr Nik Mastura Nik Muhammad, TPr Afzal Azhari, 
Kenneth Wong See Huat) 
 
 
Members’ Event (Webinar and Virtual Tour) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


     


     



http://openarchive.icomos.org/id/eprint/2517/





ICOMOS MALAYSIA Study Trip 1 (29-31 Oct 2021) 
- A Joint Program between SBH, ICCH, CIVVH 


 
Our members Ar Najib Ariffin (with initial assistance of Rosli Nor and appointments assisted by Dr Nik 
Mastura) kindly organized for the study trip. 
 


1. Kuala Kubu Bharu, Selangor Malaysia 
KKB was planned in 1924 by Charles Reade, the 1st town planner in the Federated Malay State. 
KKB designed with garden city planning lines similar to other planned town such as Letchworth 
Garden City (1903) in Hertfordshire and Hamstead Garden Suburb (1907) in North-West of 
London in England, and Mitcham Garden Suburb (1917) in Adelaide, South Australia. A briefing 
session from local council (Majlis Perbandaran Hulu Selangor (MPHS) on the Special Area 
Plan (gazette in 2010) on Kuala Kubu Bharu (KKB) for heritage and eco-tourism.  


 
Recommendation from ICOMOS Malaysia: 
Icomos Malaysia President, Ar. Tiong KB suggests MPHS to consider set up transnational 
group for township designed with Garden City Planning lines and as group working towards 
transnational WHS listing on Garden City around the world. 


 
For report compiled by Dr Nik Mastura Nik Mohammad, click here 


  
Videos link:  
1. Kuala Kubu: The Story of A Sunken Town, (Oct 2020) 


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XXZLuMsOBew 
 


2. The Story of Kuala Kubu Bharu Village, 
https://x.facebook.com/watch/?v=925904114861374&_rdr  
 


3. Story of Kuala Kubu Bharu, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=719PCE1Ajls  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


 
Briefing from MPHS (Planning Department and 
Landscape Department) at Fraser Valley, KKB 
 
 


 
Meeting with local NGO-  Peskubu (Persatuan 
Sejarah Kuala Kubu or The Kuala Kubu 
Historical Society) at Peskubu’s Gallery  
 
Note: The studo of Rehman Rashid when he 
wrote the book “Small Town: A personal 
tribute to KKB, Hulu Selangor, Malaysia” 



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=XXZLuMsOBew

https://x.facebook.com/watch/?v=925904114861374&_rdr

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=719PCE1Ajls





 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


2. Bukit Fraser (Fraser’s Hill), Selangor/ Pahang Malaysia 
This place with nickname ‘Little England”. The team has the experience on the calm and 
pleasant life living in Fraser’s Hill. The Natural and Heritage are two treasures that appreciate 
by local community, thus urge for a more sensitive development is preferred. The community 
engagement in planning and development proposal is paramount and the local NGO - 
Persatuan Alam & Warisan Bukit Fraser (PAWBF) is taking the lead on safeguarding their 
heritage (Natural environment and Built Heritage).  


 
Videos link:  
1. Fraser’s Hill, a precious gem, https://youtu.be/uA51moICQVY  


 
2. Bukit Fraser, Pahang, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9n6zuWmebno  


 
3. Massive makeover for Fraser’s Hill on the Cards: Plans to save dying hill resort raise 


other concerns of overdevelopment and high density,  
https://www.thevibes.com/articles/news/46088/massive-makeover-for-frasers-hill-on-the-cards  


 
KKB Technical walk guided by TPr Afzal Hj. 
Azhari. He was standing beside a manmade 
stream for irrigation in front of Ampang Pecah 
Mosque. 
 
Note: the architecture of Ampang Pecah 
Mosque similar to Demak Mosque in Indonesia. 
 
 


 
Short meet up with Tan Sue Suen, one of the 
editor for Book “Membina Kehiduan Baru: 
Cerita Kampung Tersusun di Negeri Selangor 
(1st print on March 2018) 
 
Note: Meeting held at Tan’s shop (Cafe Ilmio) 
at KKB town centre  
 
 


 
Ridzuan Idris, from local NGO – PESKUBU 
guided us on interview session with Asu 
(aboriginal, Orang Temuan) who was resettled 
to Taman Tun Razak, KKB in 1963 after the 
Emergency (1948-1960) 
 
Note: The new settlement with school and 
close proximity to amenity. The given plot size 
no longer suitable overtime due to expanded 
family structure.  
 


 
TPr Afzal Hj Azhari presented a talk titled 
“Kuala Kubu Bharu: Evergreen & Everlasting” 
at living room of Cicely Bungalow at Fraser’s 
Hill 
 
Note: the presentation slides included in report 
compiled by Dr Nik Mastura Nik Mohammad 
 



https://youtu.be/uA51moICQVY

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=9n6zuWmebno

https://www.thevibes.com/articles/news/46088/massive-makeover-for-frasers-hill-on-the-cards





 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


3. Chuang New Village in Rasa, Selangor 
The existing Rasa village was established over 120 years, and famous with its tin mine industry 
until WWII. It used to have a population of 3,000 to 4,000 people at its peak before WWII. The 
state of “Emergency” was declared at certain district of Perak and Johor on 16 June 1948, after 
3 European planters (Arthur Walker, the manager of Eiplhi Estate on Lintang road in Sungai 
Siput near Ipoh, John Allison, manager and his assistant Ian Christian of Phin Soon Estate), a 
Chinese’s head laborer (Senai Estate, Johore) and a contractor (who was a Kuomintang 
supporter, on an estate in Taiping Perak) were murdered by the Malayan National Liberation 
Army (MNLA), the armed wing of the Malayan Communist Party (MCP) on 16 June 1948. The 
“Emergency” is declared on 18 June 1948 for the entire Federation of Malaya as well as 
Singapore. Lieutenant-General Harold Briggs was appointed as the Director of Operations on 
3 April 1950. He realized the importance of isolating the CTs from their sources of food and 
creating a sense of security in populated areas so that people would be more willing to provide 
information. He also persuaded the High Commissioner, Sir Henry Lovell Goldsworthy Gurney, 
to set up committees containing representatives of all civil and military agencies involved in the 
campaign so that a co-ordinated response to the CTs could be formulated. The policy was 
developed from “coercion and enforcement” in 1950 to win the “hearts and minds” of villagers 
in 1951 to defeat the CTs by “Resettlement and Regroupment” squatters and villagers. It was 
hoped that most of the resettlement could be completed within about 18 months. A 3-tier 
command and committee (later named Briggs Plan) to improve the Emergency administration 
and inter-agency coordination with aim to eliminate the MCP’s forces and its mass organization 
(Min Yuen) – as counter insurgency strategies. Only by Jan 1951, Lieutenant-General Harold 
Briggs sent memorandum to all the SWECs outlining ten (10) major guidelines for resettlement, 
followed by notes on the design and layout of resettlement areas to all British Advisors and 
Resident Commissioners at the suggestion of the British Advisor Selangor on 23 Feb 1951 from 
T.A.L. Concannon, the Town Planner of Federation of Malaya. By June 1951, the resettlement 
program was in full swing. 


 
The Chuang New Village was set up in 1950 under the resettlement programme during the 
Malayan Emergency (1948-1960). There are no standard guidelines, design and layout were 
outlined for over 1000 villagers, when they were forced to vacant their existing houses and 
moved to the new village. Villages were compensated with 30 pieces of roofing sheet and $100 
relocation cost for rebuilding their house. The new village was surrounded by barbed wire, 
watch tower, 3 access security gates. Curfew and food ration were performed like other new 
villages set up during the period.  Explore the 3 videos link below to know more on Chuang 
New Village in Rasa, Selangor.  
 


 
Discussion with Yap (PAWBF) on BF’s 
community concerns over master plan proposal 
from state government.  
 
 


 
Group photo at the clock tower in front of the 
Post Office at Fraser’s Hill 
 
Note: not in the original plan but become 
tourists spot for photo 
 







 
 
Videos link:  
1. Story of Rasa (Part 1), https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ymCnw8IljHU&t=44s 


 
2. Story of Rasa Part 2), https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S5Z2WKG4KTk&t=25s  


 
3. Story of Rasa Part 3, https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eivHMAs2_kQ&t=25s  


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Kindly refer to the ICOMOS Malaysia New Village Working Group 2nd webinar series on “Malaysian 
New Village” scheduled on 18 Dec 2021, TPr Afzal Hj Azhari will talk about Cultural Heritage of Chuang 
New Village.  


 
 


 
1st generation house of Hakka community living 
in Chuang New Village. 
 
 


 
Interview session with the local.  
 
Note: with local translator  
 



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ymCnw8IljHU&t=44s

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=S5Z2WKG4KTk&t=25s

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=eivHMAs2_kQ&t=25s
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Seminar 中葡研讨会 


Cultural Heritage and Urban Landscapes 


Chinese and Portuguese Experiences 


文化遗产与城市风貌的中葡经验 


 


 


主办单位：葡萄牙驻沪总领馆、同济大学 


承办单位：联合国教科文组织亚太地区世界遗产培训与研究中心（上海）（WHITRAP）、中西学院 


时间：12 月 17 日，17:30 


地点：同济建筑设计集团一楼展厅 


Organizer: Consulate General of Portugal in Shanghai, Tongji University 


Host: WHITRAP(Shanghai), Sino-Spanish Campus 


Date: 17th, Dec, 2021, 17:30 


Venue: Tongji Architecture Design Group, Ltd., Ground Floor 


ZOOM 直播：ZoomID 82290153804，密码 355848 


 


外方来宾： 


Guests: 


1.葡萄牙驻沪总领事馆总领事伊萨瓦 


C.G. Sr. Israel Saraiva, 


Consul General of Portugal in Shanghai 


2.UNESCO 讲席教授特蕾莎·古纳·费蕾拉教授（线上参会） 


Prof. Teresa Cunha Ferreira, 


UNESCO Chair “Heritage, Cities and Landscapes. Sustainable Management, Conservation, 


Planning and Design”, Faculty of Architecture of the University of Porto（online） 


3.里卡多·罗德里格斯建筑师（线上参会） 


Architect. Ricardo Rodrigues, 


Technical-scientific responsible for the nomination (extension) of the Historic Center of Guimarães 


and Leather Zone to the World Heritage List and editor-coordinator of the World Heritage 


Management Plan of Guimarães. （online） 


4.葡萄牙驻巴黎联合国教科文组织总部代表团成员克拉拉·博尔创德·卡布拉研究员（线上参会） 







Expert. Clara Bertrand Cabral, 


Portuguese Commission for UNESCO. Focal Point for the HUL Recommendation. PhD Candidate 


in Social Sustainability and Development, Open University. （online） 


5.葡萄牙驻沪总领事馆中方工作人员龚沁伊 


Ms. GONG Irene 


Employee of Consulate General of Portugal in Shanghai 


 


中方代表： 


China Part: 


1. 同济大学副校长 娄永琪 


Prof. LOU Yongqi, 


Vice-President 


2. 同济大学外事办公室主任 陈翌 


Prof. CHEN Yi, 


Director of International Cooperation and Mobility Office,Tongji 


3. 同济大学建筑与城市规划学院教授、博导， 


联合国教科文组织亚太地区世界遗产培训与研究中心（上海）（WHITRAP）执行主任 邵甬 


Prof. SHAO Yong, 


Executive Director of WHITRAP(Shanghai),  


Professor of College of Architecture and Urban Planning, Tongji 


4. 析達規劃及設計有限公司，建筑师 吕泽强博士（线上参会） 


Dr. Architect. LUI Chak Keong (online) 


CITA Planning & Design,  


member of ICOMOS, member of ICOMOS CHINA 


5. 同济大学建筑与城市规划学院副教授、同济大学中西学院科研协调人 田唯佳 


Prof. TIAN Weijia, 


Associate Professor of College of Architecture and Urban Planning, Tongji 


Coordinator for Research Affairs, Sino-Spanish Campus, Tongji 


6. 同济大学中西学院项目协调人 俞吉恩 


Ms. YU Jien 


Program Coordinator, Sino-Spanish Campus, Tongji 


 


 


Agenda: 







日程： 


主持人：田唯佳副教授 


Moderator: Prof. TIAN Weijia 


 


17:00-17:30 签到及酒会 Registration and reception 


17:30-17:35 同济领导致欢迎辞 Welcome Speech by Tongji 


17:35-17:40  葡萄牙驻沪总领事致开幕式辞 Opening Speech by C.G. Sr. Israel Saraiva, 


 


17:40-17:50 特蕾莎·古纳·费蕾拉教授 


Prof. Teresa Cunha Ferreira 


主题：波尔图历史城市景观：研究及教学经验 


Theme: Historic Urban Landscape of Oporto: research and education 


experiences 


 


17:50-18:00 吕泽强博士 


Dr. Architect. LUI Chak Keong 


主题：承先啓後-澳門的建築遺產保護 


Theme: Inheriting the Past-Architectural Heritage Protection in Macau 


 


18:00-18:10 里卡多·罗德里格斯建筑师 


Architect. Ricardo Rodrigues 


主题：城市历史景观——以吉马良斯古城为例 


Theme: Urban Historical Landscape—Evaluation of a practical case: Guimarães. 


 


18:10-18:20 邵甬教授 


Prof. SHAO Yong 


主题：历史性城镇景观十周年的启示 


Theme: Insights from the Historical Town Landscape during Decade 


 


18:20-18:30 克拉拉·博尔创德·卡布拉研究员 







Expert.Clara Bertrand Cabral 


主题： 2011 联合国教科文组织推荐名录的“参与”和相关文献探讨 


Theme: ‘Participation’ in the 2011 UNESCO Recommendation and other related 


documents 


 


18:30-19:00 现场观众提问互动 Q&A 


 








 
 


WG.9 - Climate Change 
 


ISCSBH members contributed to the world report « The Role of Culture in Climate 


Resilient Development » presented at COP26 in Glasgow, edited by Culture 21 UCLG 


and Climate Heritage Network  


 


The UCLG (United Cities & Local Governments) committee, after the joint call for projects 


with ICOMOS international, selected one of ISCSBH member’s work “A Music Platform in 


the Township of Cape Town (South Africa) - Innovating Eco-construction for People”: as 


best case study example in the category “Governance: Ambition, Climate Justice & Just 


Transition”.  


 


Quotation from the committee’s report:  


 


The creation of a music platform in Cape Town township is a great example of how cultural 


activity and knowledge generation can contribute to raising awareness and empowering 


communities in climate resilience and environmental responsibility by providing them with the 


infrastructure for artistic expression and cultural sharing.  


 


This participatory project, initiated in the township of Steenberg in the Cape Town region - an 


area affected by the aftermath of Apartheid where people too often lack access to basic public 


services, including cultural services - has not only provided the community with a real space 


for creating and practising music, but has also generated awareness among the population, 


and particularly among young people, of the ecological impact of human activities - and thus 


their direct impact - on the environment. 


 


The project is designed and built by Building For Climate architects, represented by Ning LIU 


and Nicolas JOBARD (Paris, France), together with local university partners and NGOs at the 


benefice of Steenberg High School in Cape Town, South Africa.  


 


The report « The Role of Culture in Climate Resilient Development » is coedited by Climate 


Heritage Network and UCLG working group 5 which focuses on using culture to promote 


climate resilient sustainable development. The case studies associated to this report have been 


presented at the COP26, in the session " Culture as a Pathway to Climate Resilience and 


Sustainable Development ", co-organized by Climate Heritage Network and British Council, 


on 5th November 2021 in Glasgow.  


 


For more information, click here (please link the website of agenda21 report download link) 


 
https://agenda21culture.net/sites/default/files/report_10_-_culture_and_climate_resilient_development_-_en.pdf 


 


ISCSBH Climate Change Focus Point Newsletter editor: Dr. Ning LIU 


 



https://drive.google.com/file/d/1zlE9hjS0Tr79IXLST1ZbzCDkHNvJzh5_/view?usp=sharing

https://agenda21culture.net/sites/default/files/report_10_-_culture_and_climate_resilient_development_-_en.pdf





