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Executive Summary

One of the objectives of the Odeuropa project is to develop policy recommendations for Euro-
pean tangible and intangible cultural heritage brokers and policymakers to help identify, preserve
and safeguard our past and future olfactory heritage. To reach this objective, Odeuropa is devel-
oping a fine-grained strategy: identifying stakeholders, researching state of the art and possible
opportunities for policy making, developing useful input for policy makers, and organizing policy
making events. In this policy brief, we describe our strategy framework and initial activities, and
present the insights obtained on the basis of a first round of research. The outlined strategies are
intended to result in the deliverable of a Olfactory Heritage Toolkit and Policy paper in the third
year of the project (D7.5).

This document outlines the policy making strategy of the Odeuropa project (D7.1) This report
should be read alongside the other policy related Odeuropa reports: the Communication Plan
(D7.7), the Dissemination and Exploitation Plan (D7.8), and the Impact Activities Report (D7.2).
Aims and objectives

• present and discuss a working definition for olfactory heritage as a concept;

• review past and current initiatives to safeguard smells of heritage value;

• identify relevant stakeholders for olfactory heritage policymaking;

• outline a plan of action for policymaking as part of the project activities

Findings
Three intersecting elements have been identified as pillars for a definition of the concept of

olfactory heritage:

1. smells as objects with cultural significance (e.g. ambergris, oud, or historical perfumes);

2. smells as attributes of historic objects and spaces that carry valuable information about the
objects, spaces, and the past and are therefore worthy of study and protection (e.g. smell
of sniff, pomanders, historical libraries, factories, battlefields);

3. smells associated with cultural practices significant for a certain community (e.g. incense
burning in churches, or the use of the nose in certain crafts).

A review of past and current initiatives to safeguard smells of heritage value reveals there have
been (some) policy, legal, community-led and academic approaches to the task. The Odeuropa
project can build its policy framework on these initiatives, also monitoring further progress in the
coming years.

A total of 50 policy stakeholders - organisations for olfactory heritage have been identified as
listed in Table 1.

Finally, a 3-year action plan for policymaking has been developed as follows.

• Year 1 (2021) focused on (a) Concept formation / research (establishing state of the art)
and (b) Strategy development.

• Year 2 (2022) focuses on (a) Finalising research and strategy development; (b) Develop-
ment Olfactory Heritage Toolkit (OHT); and (c) Start Strategic Policy Making, targeting dif-
ferent stakeholder groups.

• Year 3 (2023) focused on (a) Finalising OHT; and (b) Strategic Policy Making, workshops

Details of this strategy and key targets are presented in Table 2 including achieved targets for
Year 1.

https://odeuropa.eu
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Policy body type Scope No Policy bodies targeted
Cultural Heritage National 4 Slovenian National Commission UN-

ESCO,
Organizations / Platforms RCE, Centre des Monuments Na-

tionaux,
Flanders Heritage Agency

EU 7 NEMO, E-RIHS, ECCO, Europa Nos-
tra,
Heritage Research Hub, SITEM,
DASA Dortmund

Global 6 ICCROM, IIC, ICOMOS,
IUCN, ICOM, ICOM-CC

Digital Cultural Heritage National 3 National and University Library Slove-
nia,

Collections / Platforms CIRDOC, Cultuurlink

EU 3 Europeana, DARIAH, Interreg Europe

Global 2 IRCAI, Iconclass
Intangible Cultural Heritage Local 4 Inventaire du Patrimoine pour la

Région
Organizations / Platforms Bretagne, PETR Pays Vallée du Loir,

BICHRC, Service Patrimoine Nor-
mandie

National 3 DICH, WIE
DGP - Direction Générale des Patri-
moines

EU 2 SIEF, IMP

Global 2 ICH UNESCO, ICH-NGO
Government Local 2 Hures-La-Parade (Lozère),

Estonian National Agency
Perfume Archives / National 2 Osmothèque, Grasse,

Museums Library of Smells Poland
Global 1 Nez

(Inter)national research councils National 3 American Historical Association,
and Science Foundations AHRC, NWO

EU 7 JPI-CH, Marie Skłodowska-Curie Ac-
tions,
EU DATATHON, Creative Europe, IN-
DICES,
HERA, Horizon Europe

Table 1: Policy stakeholder organisations for olfactory heritage. *This table only integrates
general policy bodies; individual GLAMs and entrepreneurs are targeted through the Communi-
cation, Dissemination, Exploitation Plans
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Communication Reached organization in Y1 and Strategy Target
Y2/Y3

General Communication 25 Estimation is that at least 50% of the policy
bodies

50

learned about olfactory heritage through
Odeuropa’s
general communication

Organization 10 In Y1 168 members joined the Odeuropa net-
work. Amongst

30

Membership GLAM professionals, olfactory artists and
sensory studies

of Odeuropa researchers, also 10 Cultural/Olfactory Her-
itage bodies

Network / Newsletters joined (Olfactory Art Keller, Nez, Wellcome
Trust, Spanish
National Research Council (CSIC), Centre for
Human and Social
Sciences (CCHS), Spanish National Re-
search Council (CSIC),
Institut für Museumsforschung, Estonian Na-
tional Agency,
Seppia Cultura)

Odeuropa Board 8 JPI-CH, Dutch National Cultural Heritage
Board (RCE), E-RIHS,

10

Membership of ICCROM, DICH, Intangible Cultural Heritage
&

Organizations Museums Project’ (IMP), SIEF International
Society for
Ethnology and Folklore, UNESCO Interna-
tional Research
Center on AI (IRCAI)

Presentations for heritage 2 SITEM, DASA 6
policy organizations
Odeuropa workshops for 4 2 workshops organized by Odeuropa,

reached at least 24 & 25
4

heritage professionals GLAMs and 4 heritage policy organizations /
perfume archives
(Nez, IAO, Osmothèque, Centre des Monu-
ments Nationaux)

Personal visits 17 Slovenian National Commission for UN-
ESCO, Osmothèque, Nez,

25

online meetings JPI-CH, E-RIHS, RCE, Centre des Monu-
ments Nationaux, IRCAI,

interviews Europeana, Library of Smells Poland,
Grasse, Inventaire du
Patrimoine pour la Région Bretagne, CIR-
DOC, DGP - Direction
Générale des Patrimoines, PETR Pays Vallée
du Loir,
Hures-La-Parade (Lozère), Service Patri-
moine Normandie

Co-creation 3 DICH, NUK, American Historical Association 20

https://odeuropa.eu
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Implementation
Implementation of Olfac-
tory

1 Iconclass (in progress) 2

heritage classes in
Websites, Ontologies,
Lexica
Integration of Olfactory 2 JPI-CH, DICH 10
/ Sensory Heritage in
Calls,
Platforms,
Policy Communication
Overview
Identified Policy Making 30
Organizations at start
of project
Targeted Policy 10
Making Organizations
for Y1 at start
of the project
Total of identified 60
Policy Making
Organization
(at end of Y1)
Total of Policy 44
Making Organizations
reached in Y1

Table 2: Policy actions planner for olfactory heritage.
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Figure 1: ‘Le “patrimoine sensoriel” des campagnes enfin reconnu par la loi’, Positivir 3 Feb. 2020

1 Introduction

What is olfactory heritage and how can we safeguard it? Why would we? One of the objectives of
the Odeuropa project is to develop policy recommendations for European tangible and intangible
cultural heritage brokers and policymakers to help identify, preserve and safeguard our past and
future olfactory heritage. How can we help to recognise and promote Europe’s olfactory heritage,
to preserve its tangible elements, and safeguard its intangible practices? To reach this objective,
Odeuropa is developing a fine-grained strategy: identifying stakeholders, researching state of
the art and possible opportunities for policy making, doing research, developing useful input for
policy makers, and organizing policy making events. In this policy brief, we describe our strategy
framework and initial activities, and we present our insights obtained on the basis of a first round
of research.

2 What is olfactory heritage and why should it be safeguarded?

Olfactory heritage is a fairly new concept, a “concept under construction” one could say. The
term is so new that google N-grams (which covers data up to 2019) does not spot it. “Patrimoine
sensoriel / heritage olfactive” are also hardly used. In 2021 we can see some searches on smell
heritage. As is illustrated by the Google Trends graph in Figure 2, if we are to compare olfactory
heritage to some similar concepts, it seems that smell heritage and taste heritage attract similar
attention. More popular are the more general related concepts: tangible heritage, digital heritage
and intangible heritage. It is interesting to observe that in Google searches on the Web in 2021,
intangible heritage consistently attracts more attention than tangible heritage, while on average
over the last year tangible heritage and digital heritage attracted almost the same interest.

Although olfactory heritage is a fairly new, and not yet recognized concept, it has started to
gain some notoriety in the last years. In the fields of (art) history and museology, scholars have
started to research the role of smell in artistic practices; here, sometimes the concept of olfactory
heritage is put forward [Verbeek, 2016]. Although research into the history of the senses has
been booming since the 1990s (see the 700 title PastScent bibliography the Odeuropa consor-

https://odeuropa.eu
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Figure 2: Google trend results for smell heritage and related terms

tium collected for D5.1), it is quite rare to use the concept “olfactory heritage” in this domain. In
the domain of heritage science, specifically at the UCL Institute of Sustainable Heritage research
and the Smell of Heritage project, olfactory heritage is both conceptualized and investigated,
e.g. with the identification and conservation of the smell of old books and libraries [Bembibre and
Strlič, 2017]. This research is grounded in research into emissions of VOCs from heritage objects
and conservation concerns (e.g. in the PaperVOC project [MatijaStrlič et al., 2009]. Furthermore,
scholars have started to research fragrant spaces and urban and rural smellscapes as olfac-
tory heritage [Boswell, 2008, Davis and Thys-Şenocak, 2017, Xiao et al., 2021]. In the French
language domains “patrimoine olfactif”, “heritage olfactif” have mostly been used in the context
of the rich tradition of perfume making. Recent studies have started to expand the concept to
the domain of cultural anthropology and history [Candau, 2016a, Peraldi-Mittelette and Gélard,
2019]. The first Wikipedia page for Olfactory Heritage was constructed in 2020, through input of
the Smell of heritage project. However, the first Wikipedia page defined the term specifically from
the context of material cultural heritage and heritage science. Since 2021, the page is regularly
updated to incorporate, for instance, also the intangible aspects of olfactory heritage. The UCL
Institute of Sustainable Heritage now also hosts a designated Olfactory Heritage research group.

Odeuropa is the first EU funded project on olfactory heritage. One of the tasks of the policy
making team of Odeuropa is to provide a concept description for Olfactory Heritage. We start
with a definition that incorporates three different aspects of olfactory heritage:

1. smells as objects with cultural significance (e.g. ambergris, oud, or historical perfumes);

2. smells as attributes of historic objects and spaces that carry valuable information about
the objects, spaces, and the past and are therefore worthy of study and protection (e.g.
smell of sniff, pomanders, historical libraries, factories, battlefields);

3. smells associated with cultural practices significant for a certain community (e.g.
incense burning in churches, or the use of the nose in certain crafts);

These aspects intersect: smell scapes will be culturally significant when they have been part
of cultural practices [Fraigneau, 2020]. The spice bazaar of Istanbul has been described as a

https://odeuropa.eu
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fragrant space, “to raise awareness about how scent constitutes an important component of the
heritage of place” [Davis and Thys-Şenocak, 2017]. The significance of the space is analysed
by mapping the cultural practices and values connected to it. Although olfaction is an essential
element of cultural heritage, smells are not yet fully and formally recognized as such. There
are many factors influencing this oversight:

• European cultures have a long history of undervaluing the sense of smell, especially since
the nineteenth century onwards. We are not accustomed to “think with our noses” [Le Guérer,
2002, Classen et al., 2002];

• Only when fragrant places (e.g. flower gardens, cattle markets, farms, the smell of bakeries
in the morning, a certain perfume taken out of the market) are lost or become contested do
people realise their significance [Davis and Thys-Şenocak, 2017];

• Most heritage engagement is proposed from a visual point of view; GLAMs (Galleries, Li-
braries, Archives, and Museums) have often viewed smells as disturbances in the visitor
experience [Classen, 2017, Drobnick, 2014];

• We lack vocabularies and ontologies to help identify, describe, and catalogue the olfactory
in heritage context [Lisena et al., 2021];

• (intangible) heritage brokers lack the tools to sensitise heritage communities to recognise
the role of scents and smelling in heritage practices [Elpers et al., 2022]. (In)tangible cultural
heritage inventories and digital platforms (e.g. ‘PCI LAB’ in France, or UNESCO’s ‘Dive Into
Heritage’) have a blind eye for olfaction [Duijvenvoorde, 2021];

• There is a lack of research into olfactory heritage, which is partly due to the complexity of
the topic [Gélard, 2016], but also to the fact that (inter)national research councils have little
eye for sensory heritage in their funding schemes;

• Smells related to heritage object collections are mostly seen as a source of conservation
risk and in need of removing [Bembibre and Strlič, 2017].

This lack of acknowledgement of olfactory heritage and models for its identification are a missed
opportunity. As we aim to show in the Odeuropa project, olfaction can offer an excellent means
to support Europe’s cultural heritage, its preservation and its safeguarding. Olfactory heritage
moves beyond the established canon of art works, objects, texts and people, tapping right into
daily life experiences across regions and time periods, blurring the boundaries between nature
and culture, between human and non-human animals. The aim of the Odeuropa project is to
change this overall disregard for olfactory heritage, and help policy makers, heritage brokers and
practitioners to identify its value.

3 What has been done so far for the recognition and protec-
tion of olfactory heritage?

Although olfactory heritage is not yet internationally recognised, and although there are currently
no international guidelines for the recognition and protection of olfactory heritage, over the last
decade, we can observe some promising developments in this direction:

• In 2001, the Ministry of the Environment in Japan had compiled a list of the country’s 100
most ‘fragrant’ and ‘aromatic’ places, which until this year, was the closest any country had
come to value and protect olfactory heritage. A panel of 8 judges examined more than 600
entries, including both cultural and natural heritage sites, with the ultimate goal in mind to
“raise the awareness of people [about the value of pleasant smells] at the local level and
lead to a rediscovery of fragrant areas and their preservation” [JapanTimes, 2001]. Among

https://odeuropa.eu
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the selection there are natural scents such as flowers, trees, sea breeze, hot springs, fruits
such as mandarin oranges, kabos and apples, as well as traditional crafts such as glue,
ink, incense, tea, salted seaweed and local special products [JapanMinistryofEnvironment,
2001].

• In the Burra Charter (originally created in 1979, and adopted in 2013 by ICOMOS in the
Charter for Places of Cultural Significance) sensory aspects are included in the heritage
guidelines: ‘the smells and sounds associated with the place and its use’ are understood to
contribute to cultural significance. They should be considered when defining the character
of a historic area because they can affect our experience of places. [BurraCharter, 2000]

• In 2018, UNESCO recognised the first inscription of olfactory heritage by adding the skills
related to perfume making in Pays de Grasse to the list of Intangible Cultural Heritage (ICH).
The skills cover three different aspects: “the cultivation of perfume plants; the knowledge
and processing of natural raw materials; and the art of perfume composition”. [Candau,
2016b]

• In 2021, the City of Melbourne recognised as a “site of local significance” the former Kraft
Vegemite factory in Fishermans Bend, in part because of the “distinctive odour” of the
iconic Australian food which was produced there since the 1920s. National Trust (Victoria)
lobbied for the inclusion, noting that, “Our campaign for the smell to be recognised is about
acknowledging that the significance of this place goes beyond the bricks and mortar of the
factory building.” [Touma, 2021] In different places, grassroots projects are set up to protect
industrial heritage, partly through the olfactory value of the buildings [Skrede and Andersen,
2021] [Otero-Pailos, 2008]

• In 2021 the French Code de l’Environnement aiming to define and protect the cultural her-
itage of the countryside, added the words ‘les sons et les odeurs qui les caractérisent’
(defining sounds and smells) as part of the ‘patrimoine commun de la nation’ (Figure 1).
The legislation is the first to not only inscribe the notion of sensory heritage into the law, but
also to define sensory heritage as an inextricable part of a nation’s shared heritage, and
to provide some (albeit very broad) guidelines for the operationalisation of the defining and
protecting of the countryside’s sensory heritage [Fraigneau, 2020, Duijvenvoorde, 2021].

• Environmental standards in collections [Grzywacz, 2006, Tétreault, 2021] provide guide-
lines on how to deal with volatile organic compounds (VOCs). There is also a Health and
Safety standard (HSE, 1999) that specifies a maximum concentration of VOCs in a working
environment/exposure for 8 hrs. These provide an operative framework.

The Odeuropa project can build its policy framework on these initiatives, also monitoring
further progress in the coming years.

4 Who are the stakeholders for olfactory heritage?

To reach our objectives, we first have to identify the stakeholders relevant to policy making. This
poses a challenge since, as we explained above (paragraph 2), olfactory heritage cross-sects
through different heritage domains. So far, we have identified three major domains:

• Tangible Cultural Heritage

• Intangible Cultural Heritage

• Digital Cultural Heritage

These heritage domains come with their specific stakeholder groups: GLAM professionals
and international GLAM organizations, (inter)national cultural heritage agencies, conservation

https://odeuropa.eu
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and heritage science communities, intangible heritage practitioners and platforms. For olfactory
heritage specifically stakeholder groups such as perfume (and odor) archives and industries, and
health and safety regulation bodies are also important.

We have developed a Stakeholder spreadsheet where we are recording different stakehold-
ers for these groups, listing the different strategies and tasks to target these communities, and
the Odeuropa partners responsible for these tasks. As olfactory heritage is not a devolved issue
in Europe, we will also engage policymakers at national level. Furthermore, we are developing
strategies to bridge the gap between the different domains. How can we for example help mu-
seum conservators to engage with intangible heritage practices around sensory heritage? How
can we bring tangible and intangible heritage bodies together, and help them to intersect different
paradigms and different ideas about how to safeguard heritage?

5 What are the actions Odeuropa aims to undertake?

5.1 The main strands of action (divided over three years)

Year 1:

a. Research (establishing state of the art);

b. Strategy development.

Year 2:

a. Finalize research and strategy development;

b. Development Olfactory Heritage Toolkit (OHT);

c. Start Strategic Policy Making, targeting different stakeholder groups.

Year 3:

a. Finalize OHT;

b. Strategic Policy Making, workshops.

The research strand focuses on providing:

1. a state of the art on the concept of olfactory heritage;

2. a state of the art on EU, national policies around sensory heritage, patrimoine sensoriel,
and;

3. a pilot study (ethnological research) on the significance of scent in current intangible cultural
heritage practices (a bottom-up approach to capture olfaction as part of living heritage).

This research will partly be conducted through internships, supervised by KNAW. The re-
search will inform the strategy development (setting specific goals for the stakeholders) and will
provide input for the main deliverable of this action: the Olfactory Heritage Toolkit (OHT). The
OHT is a toolbox with future-oriented recommendations and methodologies for sensory heritage
policies and practices, including:

• A report with a description of the concept of Olfactory Heritage, explaining the significance
of scent in current intangible cultural heritage practices, and the significance of Olfactory
Heritage for cultural heritage professionals and practitioners;

• A report with a description of the concept of Olfactory Heritage, explaining the significance
of scent in current intangible cultural heritage practices, and the significance of Olfactory
Heritage for cultural heritage professionals and practitioners;

https://odeuropa.eu
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• The Odeuropa Strategy for Olfactory Heritage Recognition will be a policy maker-oriented
tool providing suggestions on how to include olfactory heritage in national and international
heritage strategies and policy documents, such as charters and declarations;

• An Olfactory vocabulary / ontology enabling heritage documentation systems (e.g. digital
collections of libraries, archives, museums, (in)tangible heritage lists, heritage classification
systems) to include olfaction and the sense of smell.

On the basis of the OHT we will be able to offer policy recommendations for relevant decision
makers, such as the State Parties and NGOs within the framework of the UNESCO’s intangible
heritage convention, to sensitise them to the relevance of olfactory heritage. The Olfactory Her-
itage Toolkit will be presented at workshops with intangible heritage intermediaries and heritage
policy makers on How to safeguard olfactory heritage? Furthermore, Odeuropa’s overall media
policy will help to sensitise heritage communities and raise awareness of the significance and the
value of sensory cultural heritage.

6 What has been achieved in the first year of the project?

6.1 General Communication

The first year of the Odeuropa project has been very fruitful for putting olfactory heritage on the
strategic agendas of cultural heritage practitioners and professionals. In November 2020, the
press release of the Odeuropa project receiving EU funding for researching and safeguarding
olfactory heritage spread across the globe, putting olfactory heritage squarely on the media map.
All over the world the public eye was drawn to the idea that historical smells and smell scapes
merit more attention, and that AI technologies and (digital) heritage collections can play a pivotal
role in this. For our press appearances we took care to present and explain the concept of
“olfactory heritage”, together with our research strategy “sensory mining”.

At the time of writing, the Odeuropa video on youtube received around 4,500 views. In the first
year of the project members of the Odeuropa team had around 200 extensive press appearances,
with interviews for radio and TV, podcast shows, newspaper articles and extensive coverage
in such seminal media such as the New York Times, the Guardian, BBC (World), NPR, CBS,
CNN, Le Figaro, Le Monde, Liberation, ZDF, La Stampa, National Geographic, El Paı́s, NOS,
Volkskrant, Trouw, Arte, The Horizon, the EU Research and Innovation Magazine. Independent
press agencies copied and covered the news in their online journals and shows. New youtube
movies were made, such as the video on the Shiny Peanut, which attracted 65,026 views in 1
year. Media specifically targeted at GLAMs and cultural heritage research, such as European
Heritage Tribune, eMuzeum, and De Erfgoedstem, also covered the Odeuropa project, as did
media dedicated to perfume culture and research, such as Nez magazine.

As a result of the press attention, Olfatory Heritage gained global notoriety. A google search
for “olfactory heritage: now yields 9,180 hits, while “patrimoine olfactif” receives nearly 6,000 hits
(website queried on 20 November 2021). The Odeuropa team designed a Smell Tracker where
visitors can keep track of the Odeuropa news coverage. The tracker also provides visitors the
possibility to explore mentions of smell in different media and historical text corpora.

To specifically engage heritage professionals around the topic of olfactory heritage, Odeuropa
organized two workshops (for a description of these workshops see D7.2 Impact Activities Re-
port). Furthermore, the Odeuropa team was invited to present its project in a 3-hour long session
at the SITEM salon: the international trade show for museums, heritage sites and tourism.

6.2 Tangible Cultural Heritage

State of the Art

https://odeuropa.eu
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Figure 3: May 14 2021, the UK National Archives posted a perfume of the archive on Twitter: “For
those that can’t live without that archive smell”.

Smells in heritage guidelines are recognised as a valuable attribute of material heritage, for
example the 1999 Burra Charter states that the scents of a place are part of its aesthetic value:
“aesthetic value includes aspects of sensory perception for which criteria can and should be
stated. Such criteria may include consideration of the form, scale, colour, texture and mate-
rial of the fabric; the smells and sounds associated with the place and its use” [BurraCharter,
2000]. Similarly, heritage organization Historic England recognised that sensory qualities should
be taken into account during the stage of assessing the significance of a heritage asset, listing
smell among a check-list of potential attributes of a setting that may help to elucidate its contribu-
tion to significance [England, 2015]. Recently, studies have started to document the contribution
of the environmental smells to the identity of heritage buildings. For instance, visitors to the his-
toric library at St Paul’s cathedral in London compared experiencing the aroma of the library to
‘inhaling the knowledge’ [Bembibre and Strlič, 2017]. On the basis of this research, Bembibre
and Strlic have developed a framework to preserve culturally significant scents, including:

• an assessment of significance aligned with heritage values;

• a characterisation step with chemical and sensory analysis, and;

• a documentation stage, where the data is merged into accessible visualisations such as
olfactory heritage odour wheels.

Odeuropa will validate the proposed framework within the scope of the project, by integrating
the knowledge developed by computer linguists and computer vision and semantic web experts
to develop and adapt historically-relevant taxonomies that can serve as metadata for heritage
smell archives.

Further to the mentioned study on value and smell in the library [Bembibre and Strlič, 2021],
there is similar evidence for the olfactory qualities and valuation of historic artefacts: in a 2013
study, archive users value the smell, texture and sound of historic manuscripts, qualities that are
not accessible via digital archives yet can act as valuable sources of information [Beentjes et al.,
2013]. Archives, libraries and commercial companies recognize the cultural fascination for the
“smell of history”, old books, and reading rooms, advertising for instance, as the UK National
Archive did, a perfume of the archive (Figure 3).

https://odeuropa.eu
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In addition to considering the role of existing smells in the assessment of significance of her-
itage places and collections, many new smells are introduced in heritage spaces for the purposes
of education, as artwork or with the aim to engage the public. The impact of smells in museums,
historic buildings and archaeological sites is not widely understood, nor the interpretation strate-
gies for communicating with smell are integrated with current training. For this reason -lack of
awareness or knowledge, concerns about risks to health or collections, many heritage profes-
sionals are reluctant to work with scents (cf. Deliverable D6.1 “Biases and concerns of olfactory
experiences in GLAMs”).

A study conducted in the context of Odeuropa WP6 research tasks evidenced that over half
heritage professionals reported concerns around the potential VOC impact on buildings and mu-
seums (D6.1). Of those professionals, conservators in particular are focused on the care and
protection of buildings and collections. Conservation guidelines, as cited above, provide safe
concentration limits for pollutants in museums. In the case of VOCs, responsible for most smells,
evidence shows most of the compounds do not represent a risk in low concentrations while they
can still be perceived by the human nose. Further research is, however, needed, to develop
methodologies to test the impact of olfactory exhibitions. As of 2021, Odeuropa is, in collab-
oration with GLAMs, making progress in this field, with best practices supporting a preventive
conservation assessment. [Bembibre and Strlič, 2021]

Finally, although there is a tradition of exploring sensory heritage in several countries, not all
work can be found in a common language, presenting barriers for collaborative developments
and international perspectives.

Steps Needed
The state-of-the-art review reveals that smells are considered during the significance assess-

ment process, and that odours can play a meaningful role for people experiencing places and
collections (D6.1). To develop a policy strategy for the protection of scents connected with mate-
rial heritage, these are some areas for consideration:

• Communicating and involving professionals working with cultural properties (and their rep-
resenting bodies such as ICCROM, UNESCO, ICOMOS) as stakeholders in the develop-
ment of a strategy for heritage smell protection;

• A thorough study understanding the barriers and concerns preventing galleries, libraries,
archives and museums from working with scent;

• The validation of a preservation framework, in order to systematise the documentation of
valuable smells and their connection with expressions of material heritage;

• Developing training materials to raise awareness and educate heritage professionals about
olfactory heritage.

Actions Undertaken
Odeuropa’s policy work on material heritage plans to build on existing guidelines highlighting

the role scent can play in the experience of ‘sense of place’ when visitors experience historic
places, implying there is a relationship between people and the space, with the potential to create
a long-lasting and meaningful connection. ‘A sense of place is one of the fundamental ‘felt’ senses
a person develops along with the sense of self and sense of community’[CityofPerth, 2021]. With
regards to the steps identified above, in the first year of the project we developed new channels
to communicate with heritage professionals by:

• inviting them to participate in two workshops highlighting the relevance of working with scent
and providing practical approaches to doing so. These workshops were conducted by the
team in Odeuropa’s WP7 in May and December 2021, engaging over 100 heritage profes-
sionals (cf. D7.2 Inger Leemans & Sofia Ehrich, Odeuropa Y1 Impact Activities Report);

https://odeuropa.eu
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• conducting a qualitative study to identify barriers and concerns related to working with scent
in GLAMs and developing best practices and accessible resources for doing so (cf. D6.1
Guidelines on the use of smells in GLAMs);

• We are in discussions with the Osmothèque Perfume and Historic Perfume Materials Archive,
a perfume conservatory with a collection of over 4000 historic scents and 30 years of expe-
rience in smell-based training and public engagement regarding the development of training
materials on olfactory heritage aimed at heritage professionals. Conversations are ongo-
ing, with a recent meeting taking place in October 2021 at the Osmothèque’s premises in
Versailles. Here, we also collaborate with our sister project Odotheka [Odotheka, 2021]

• We have drafted a state of the art in smell research (D5.1 Odeuropa PastScent Bibliog-
raphy), and collected information about how visitors perceive the smells of museums and
heritage sites [Michel, 2021];

• To bridge the gap between scholars working around olfactory heritage and translation, we
have started an international interest group on olfactory heritage to exchange knowledge
and explore collaborative research. In this group, Odeuropa is currently represented by
Victoria-Anne Michel (WP5) and Cecilia Bembibre (WP6). The last meeting took place in
Paris in September 2021;

• The framework validation is scheduled as WP6’s work, scheduled to commence in M18.
The Odeuropa Deliverable D6.1 Guidelines on the use of smells in GLAMs, submitted to
the EU for approval in 2021, will be developed into technical notes aimed at communicating
and engaging with the heritage conservation community. This, as well as the methodology
for impact assessment and resulting findings, will serve as the basis for future policy and
communication strategies with this group of stakeholders.

6.3 Intangible Cultural Heritage

State of the Art
Intangible heritage is always multi-sensual. Or, as ICH policy expert Hanna Schreiber puts

it: “[It] cannot exist without sensuality, without experience, because it engages the carnality, en-
gages humans. The sensuality of experiencing the intangible heritage is something inseparably
connected with it. It is simply its essence” (Interview Odeuropa with Hanna Schreiber, 10-05-
2021, [Duijvenvoorde, 2021]). It is therefore surprising that the senses seem to be excluded in
the 2003 UNESCO Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage and its
Operational Directives. In 2021, Odeuropa conducted a research pilot in which we looked at nom-
ination files for the international intangible cultural heritage lists of UNESCO. We hardly found any
direct descriptions of sensory experiences (some exceptions being the above mentioned perfume
making in Grasse, French gastronomy and incense burning in holy week processions), while the
accompanying UNESCO films did suggest this. Considering the extent to which our sense of
smell is intertwined with emotion and memory ([Willander and Larsson, 2006], and assuming
that it consequently plays a significant role in cultural heritage practices, we argue that olfactory
aspects should be (better) identified, consolidated and promoted in the realm of ICH.

Steps needed
First, we need a more thorough investigation on which role smell actually plays in the practice

and experience of ICH. We therefore conduct a literature study, and ethnographic fieldwork, and
send out surveys among ICH practitioners. Second, we ask how policy recommendations can
be best developed and put into operation in the ICH policy field, taking into account that ICH
paradigm calls for participatory bottom-up methods.

Actions undertaken

https://odeuropa.eu
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In the first year of the Odeuropa project, we conducted two pilot studies into intangible heritage
practices [Duijvenvoorde, 2021, CityofPerth, 2021]. The studies were conducted by two interns
(MA student and graduated MA), supervised by KNAW, and resulted in two research reports. The
pilots focused on two main case studies:

• A study into the 2021 French law on the protection of rural sensory heritage was con-
ducted, in order to get more insights in policies of smell protection. The report Integrating
small in heritage policy: the case of France’s law on the protection of rural sensory her-
itage”, provides a methodology for researching smell in ICH policy making. It provides an
analysis of the text and framework of the French law, qualitative interviews with diverse
central stakeholders in the development of the law and its implementation, and a thorough
discourse analysis of newspaper articles. The results show that the French law concerns
one of the first governmental initiatives worldwide that label (everyday) smell as heritage.
Smells can have three different roles in the case concerned: smell as a connecting and dis-
tinguishing factor between (groups of) people; smell as a source of knowledge in heritage
practices; and smell as a tool that informs about the (identity of the) place [Duijvenvoorde,
2021, Prévost et al., 2014].

• Seeking to analyse and emphasise the (conscious and unconscious) role of smell in the
practice, safeguarding, and transmission of intangible cultural heritage, we analysed the
practices and experiences surrounding milling in Poland. The report The role of smell in
intangible cultural heritage: the case of milling in Poland sketches a methodology for re-
searching olfaction in ICH contect, it provides qualitative interviews with millers, and (as far
as the pandemic allowed) participating observations. The results show that smell plays a
central role in three areas of the milling craft in Poland: the production of flour, the space
of the mill, and the consumption of flour, and that smell has a multidimensional significance
[Miłkowska, 2021].

The research questions of the two studies and the first results were published in the Dutch-
Flemish ethnological journal Volkskunde [Elpers et al., 2022]. In a second academic publication,
on the concept of olfactory heritage, we aim to furthermore present the results of these pilot
studies for an international audience.

After two case studies on French sensory heritage regulation and the role of olfaction in Polish
intangible heritage practices, in 2022, in collaboration with the Dutch Centre for Intangible Cul-
tural Heritage (DICH), we will investigate Dutch/Flemish heritage practices. In December 2021,
to capture more intangible heritage practices around smell, Odeuropa and Meertens Institute
crafted a questionnaire on scent language and olfactory practices for Dutch language commu-
nities (Odeuropa, Meertens Institute and NeusWijzer, 2021). The questionnaire is connected to
the ‘NeusWijzer’ (Nose Wiser) project, a sister project of Odeuropa, which is intended to pub-
lish a guide for Dutch smell language and culture. The questionnaire is targeted to the general
audience, specifically for diverse communities, such as regional, or immigrant communities, and
communities with different religious and social backgrounds. To help distribute the questionnaire
we conduct a series of three workshops in diverse regions, and we are preparing a communica-
tion strategy. The press release of the questionnaire is targeted for January 2022. Furthermore,
Odeuropa and DICH have prepared a survey which, in the beginning of 2022, will - be sent out to
the 188 ICH communities (practitioners) inscribed in the inventory of ICH in the Netherlands (In-
ventaris (immaterieelerfgoed.nl). In the survey we ask the communities which role smell plays in
the practice and experience of their intangible cultural heritage. The quantitative results of these
surveys will be complemented by (further) qualitative interviews with some specific communities
(e.g. millers in NL, practitioners of religious ICH, et cetera). The results will be compiled and
analyzed in a report at the end of 2022.

On the basis of the three reports and with the help of ICH policy experts we will develop policy
recommendations for the inclusion of olfaction in ICH policies.

https://odeuropa.eu
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Figure 4: Poster and wordcloud for the ‘NeusWijzer’ (Nose Wiser) project, a sister project of
Odeuropa, which aims to capture ‘living’ Dutch smell language and culture, to be published in a
the NeusWijzer Guide in 2023.

6.4 Digital Cultural Heritage

Article 1 of the Charter on the Preservation of Digital Heritage of UNESCO defines digital heritage
as follows: “digital heritage consists of unique resources of human knowledge and expression.
It embraces cultural, educational, scientific and administrative resources, as well as technical,
legal, medical and other kinds of information created digitally, or converted into digital form from
existing analogue resources.” 1 European digital heritage collections guard a wealth of information
on cultural practices and values, amongst which rich knowledge on sensory heritage. To identify
and safeguard olfactory heritage, and provide access to it for a variety of audiences, we need to
tap into a wide array of digital text and image resources.

To make the olfactory related information that is present in digital materials more visible and
accessible, the Odeuropa project will develop an olfactory ontology, diverse digital methods and
services for semantic annotation, and analysis of historic texts and images that can be potentially
useful for digital collections. Our objective is to show that digital heritage collections, by providing
access to the sensory storylines of the past, can become more tangible and reach a higher
impact.

The Odeuropa project recognizes librarians as important stakeholders of digital text collec-
tions, and plans to reach out to them through specialized public events. To this end we have
established a collaboration with three seminal partners in (digital) heritage. The Slovenian Na-
tional and University Library (NUK) has agreed to incorporate some of the project results in their
digital library, and to host a hackathon to attract the public to the collections around the topic
of olfactory language and practices. A workshop on How to safeguard olfactory heritage will be
organised together with the International Centre for the Preservation and Restoration of Cultural
Property (ICCROM), and the UNESCO International Research Centre on Artificial Intelligence
(IRCAI), which aims to provide a coordination point and exploitation accelerator for approaches

1Charter on the Preservation of Digital Heritage. UNESCO. October 15, 2003. http://portal.unesco.org/en/ev.php-URL
ID=17721andURL DO=DO TOPICandURL SECTION=201.html Accessed 20 December 2021.
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to the United Nations Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) that make use of Artificial Intel-
ligence (AI). In this first year, we have started discussions with our collaborative partners on
how to present and validate the project’s results, to promote olfactory heritage in Slovenia and
internationally.

7 Conclusion

In this report, we have outlined our first indication of the concept of olfactory heritage, and our
framework for policy making on this topic. We have started a first line of investigations to get
an overview of the state of the art and of the issues in this field. We have drafted a list of
designated stakeholders and tasks, and have started to approach these stakeholders for future
dissemination of our intended assets. Furthermore, the Odeuropa workshops, presentations, and
publications, as well as the overall press interest for the project, have already been very fruitful in
putting olfactory heritage on the map of a wide, international group of possible stakeholders, both
heritage / perfume professionals and the general public with an interest in ‘patrimoine sensoriel’.
For the next phase of the project, we are looking forward to further consolidating our investigation
and description of the strategic concepts of olfactory / sensory heritage, and to embed them in a
sustainable way in local and international heritage policies.

https://odeuropa.eu
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[Boswell, 2008] Boswell, R. (2008). Scents of identity: Fragrance as heritage in Zanzibar. Journal
of Contemporary African Studies, 26(3):295–311.

[BurraCharter, 2000] BurraCharter (2000). The burra charter ( the australia icomos charter for
places of cultural significance ).

[Candau, 2016a] Candau, J. (2016a). L’anthropologie des odeurs : un état des lieux. Bulletin
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