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Creating a New Strong Geopark Identity in front of Other World
UNESCO Territories: The PPF Concept
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Abstract: There are currently 90 Geoparks across 27 countries and regions, organized through the Global
Geoparks Network (GGN). Despite UNESCO'’s central role in establishing this network, its support to Geoparks
has been defined as “ad hoc” for over a decade. And now GGN should be formalized as an international initiative
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or programme. This formalization would benefit Geoparks through improved governance, enforced network and

better utilization of resources. To achieve that, with the unique core features, Geoparks should not duplicate or
conflict with other UNESCO territories, but complement other UNESCO programmes. The PPF concept presented
in this paper is an effective method to realize this complement, creating a new and strong Geopark identity in front

of other world UNESCO territories.
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More than 10 years after the creation of the first
Geoparks, for some scientists, stakeholders, politicians
as well as for local and National authorities, a
confusion between Geopark and others territories
promoted by UNESCO still exists.

The question concerning the real difference
existing between Geoparks(G), World Heritages
Sites(WHS), Biospheres Reserves(BR) or Natural
Regional Parks(NRP) is still active.

This embarrassing situation, which could be
problematic for the Geoparks development worldwide,
needs a clear analysis with evident and pertinent
solutions.

The difference between these territories is much
more difficult to established between G and BR, by
reference to their “founding” definitions.

Even if the field reality of Geoparks differs
significantly with BR, it could be theoretically
considered that, in the concept, Geoparks should be
considered like a BR specialized on Geological
Heritage values.

In spite of the important achievements of the
Global Geoparks Network operation and management
since 2004, the Geopark’s unique and fundamental
networking, the true transnational cooperation, the
exchange of experience and staff, the establishment of
a territory revalidation each four years, the “Geoparks
are like a BR sub-category”.

This situation is relatively the same within a
comparison between Geoparks and French NRP if we
don’t take in consideration the topic of revalidation 4
years period.

Geoparks should appear to their visitors totally
different with the other categories of territories. But,
for several reasons, they have real difficulties to make
it evident.

In this territorial juxtaposition, the Geoparks, as
experimental territories, need to promote their
singularity both on the field and on their techniques to
manage their territories. If Geoparks avoid
demonstrating to the public fundamental conceptual
differences from others territories and innovative
territorial management techniques their similarity with
all classic “natural” territories will work against
Geopark.

For example, Geoparks are offering to visitors, in
many cases, the same interpretation and communica-
tion tools used by any kind of protected and managed

territory. Following the supports created by the first
American National Parks in 1872, they are still limited
in a vision of “nature equipment trilogy” based on
pedagogic trails, museum, pedagogical panels. Trilogy,
which has no conceptually evolution — a part on a
design point of view — from 150 years.

The unique clear particularity is that a visitor will
meet in Geoparks “more” panels on geological heri-
tage!

Therefore in the core of their concept, from their
first origin, the Geopark embody an indisputable
uniqueness, which seems nowadays forgotten. This
unequalled Geopark feature, base of their utility,
necessity and function has to be founded in the real
semantic significance of the Geological Heritage.

Speaking on geology, on the “Memory of the
Earth” is, overall, speaking about time.

Because of its focus on Geology, a Geopark is the
unique territory able to provide new questions about
time, about that it’s considered like the surrounding
reality, about the necessary relativity that it has to be
given to the actual interrelation and vision that the
human society is developing with the planet, using the
human time scale like unique temporal referent.

Coming back to the Geopark concept, the consti-
tutive aim of a Geopark is not simply to “teach geol-
ogy”, but to educate, share and to inspire thoughts on
another vision of time, the vision of the 4.5 billion
years of the earths, its millions of paleo-environments,
past “faces” of the planet. It’s providing a fourth
dimension to the daily vision of the planet.

Geoparks, like others natural territories, are
trying to open a kind of “time window”. But this
attempt is limited on an elementary round trip
Present-Past-Present. For example, a landscape or a
site, like it’s directly seen, is explained and its genesis,
its geological origin is interpreted.

Even if this type of pedagogy constitutes a step
for including a fourth dimension vision, it can’t be
considered conceptually satisfactory. Time is a
continuum which can’t be stop in a “present” and
getting sense in a two-way vision “Past-Present”.

Geoparks have to offer a time fourth dimension,
in an attempt of a better comprehension and thoughts
of a “today”, needs to be completed necessarily by a
vision of a future. A vision, as for a past vision, should
only be given by Geosciences.

With  this  time

conceptual necessity,
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the-Past-Present-Future ~ concept—(PPF  concept)
should afford the complete specificity and unques-
tionable difference between the Geoparks and the
other territories. PPF concept, on development from
2000(Zouros et al., 2003; Martini, 2003, 2006, 2010;
Martini et al., 2008, 2010), is based on the systematic
use, in Geoparks, of interpretative supports which
could present, on each site open to visitors, three
superimposed images of the locality corresponding to
its present situation, its origin and genesis and its
future evolutions.

The time scale used for the determination of the
image for “Future” could be different from a site and
based on the necessary time, which will produce
significant changes to the present situation.

To materialize PPF concept, in Geopark, three
categories of interpretative supports can be defined:
classic interpretative static panels composed by a three
time segmentation; dynamic interpretative panels;
virtual interactive panels which constitute the best
solution to provide to visitors the sensation of tempo-
ral continuum through an easy time travel play and
experience.

With a complete and coherent PPF concept
equipment in their territory, Geoparks will be match-
less with any kind of existing territory and will
demonstrate clearly its uniqueness and function.

A territory is offering another experience with the

planet, a true travel in the time, a different place where
visitor are invited to develop new thoughts and ex-
periences around the time.

A territory is where visitors are walking in a
fourth dimension.
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