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In no more than 500 words each, explain and 2-4 references:

1- Select a cultural site and discuss the impacts of a proposed measure on this site within the framework of conducting a cultural heritage impact assessment.

























Cultural Heritage Impact Assessment: The Pyramids of Giza

The Pyramids of Giza, at the World Heritage property of Memphis and its Necropolis, are an appropriate cultural site for heritage impact assessment. The importance of this site lies in the fact that it embodies ancient Egyptian civilization, royal burial practices, architectural successes, religious faith, and historic landscape design. It contains the Great Pyramid, pyramids, the Sphinx, temples, tombs, causeways and other archaeological remains. Due to its international cultural importance, any proposed activity in the vicinity of the site will be considered carefully using a cultural heritage impact assessment.
The idea under consideration here is the building of a tourist walkway and a route of organised access to the pyramids. This would serve to improve the movement of visitors, decrease visitor congestion, ensure visitor safety and enhance the visitor experience from the tourism sector. This can be seen at first as a positive project, as it can help to manage tourist flows and minimise tourist straying over sensitive areas. But, the usefulness of a project is not only part of heritage impact assessment. In addition, it examines the potential impact of the project on the authenticity, integrity, setting, views, archaeology and cultural significance of the site.
The first step in a heritage impact assessment would be to identify the values and attributes of the Pyramids of Giza. These include the monuments themselves, the Sphinx monument, ancient tombs, buried archaeology, desert landscape, traditional views, and the monuments' interactions with their environment. Heritage impact assessment plays a significant role because it enables the manager to have an understanding of the potential impacts of development on the World Heritage property before the project is approved (Ashrafi et al., 2022). Thus, direct, indirect, visual, cumulative and long-term impacts should be taken into account in the assessment.
There may be some positive impacts from the proposed tourist walkway. It may be able to lead them through predetermined trails and minimize damage from unmanaged people traffic. May also enhance accessibility for the elderly and disabled. Finally, better visitor routes can enhance interpretation as they allow tourists to have an organised understanding of the site. In this context, the measurement might be used to guide the tourism use/need balance.
The project also can have some negative effects. If not surveyed properly initially, construction activities may pose a threat to the archaeological resources of the site. New paving materials, signs, lighting, barriers or modern materials can also introduce visual intrusion into the historic landscape. This is significant, since the very integrity of the image is a key issue in World Heritage management. According to Ashrafi et al. (2021), one of the reasons for carrying out a heritage impact assessment is to raise awareness of threats to visual and urban developments before they cause irreversible damage. The site of the Pyramids of Giza is particularly sensitive as the Pyramids are closely linked with the desert landscape and with the ancient spatial organization.
There are broader conservation pressures affecting the site. According to Hemeda and Sonbol (2020), the Giza pyramids are plagued by environmental and structural issues such as threats posed by urbanisation and groundwater. This implies that no additional development of the tourist infrastructure should impose further stresses on the site. Likewise, Shetawy and El Khateeb (2009) include the conflict between conservation, tourism and urban development on the Giza Plateau. The studies indicate that such projects, which are designed to benefit tourism, can also cause harm when not properly planned.
The heritage impact assessment should include recommendations for mitigating the negative impacts, in order to minimize the effects. These can include archaeological investigation prior to construction, avoiding highly sensitive areas, reversible construction methods, limiting the height and visibility of the structures, the control of lighting and monitoring of visitor movement after construction. Heritage professionals, archaeologists, tourism planners, local authorities and community stakeholders should also be engaged in the project.
Overall, the proposed tourist walkway at the Pyramids of Giza could have a positive and negative impact. It can have benefits in terms of visitor management, safety and access, whilst also having potential negative impacts on archaeology, visual integrity, authenticity and the historic landscape. In a cultural heritage impact assessment process, the project should not proceed unless it safeguards site's values of culture and avoid irreversible damage. The management of cultural heritage has to focus on balancing the development of tourism with the conservation of the heritage values as they are not easily replaceable if damaged.
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