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Text analysing questions:
Q1) What forms of heritage are regarded as relevant to the assessment of climate change impacts (salience)?
Q2) What heritage conservation measures and strategies are dominant in the selected text (salience and credibility)?

Q3) What is the process of producing UNESCO and IPCC reports? How are stakeholders engaged (credibility and legitimacy)?

Reponses to Q1-3 and
UNESCO/IPCC’s
Indigenous engagement
are manually drawn
from the coded and
categorised texts. The
outcome is summarised
in Table 1 in the paper

Transposing
responses to Q1-3
into effectiveness

criteria (i.e.,

salience,
credibility, and
legitimacy) as
summarised in
Tables 2-4




