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Abstract
Mount Carmel Caves, subjected to multi-disciplinary research since the late 1920’s, are undoubtedly among the
most famous prehistoric sites. The importance of the site’s four caves lies in their long cultural sequence incor-
porating at least 500,000 years of human evolution (from the Lower Paleolithic to the present), paleo-environ-
mental fluctuations, and the unique presence of both Neandertals and Early Anatomically Modern Humans
(EAMH) within the same cultural context. The site witnessed important cultural revolutions particularly the
Middle Paleolithic burials of both EAMH (the earliest in the world to date) and Neandertals, and the passage
from nomadic hunter-gatherers to complex, sedentary agricultural societies. The caves constitute an important
heritage site for human cultural and biological evolution within the background of paleo-ecological changes
(relevant to bio-diversity management and ecological conservation), the recent history of cave use and the history
of archaeological and paleontological research. 
The potential for local and international education and community involvement requires integrated educational
endeavors considering groups of various ages, religious and social backgrounds, and the scientific community.
Maintaining the delicate balance between the various stakeholders, and encouraging mutual recognition and
respect, is at the heart of successful management and enhanced heritage value of the site. 
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Resumen
Las cuevas del Monte Carmelo han sido estudiadas de continuo y en forma multidisciplinar desde los años 1920
y sin duda constituyen uno de los más importantes sitios prehistóricos del mundo. Está formado por cuatro
cuevas y abrigos bajo roca, y su importancia principal está basada en la larga secuencia cultural expuesta, que
abarca desde el Paleolítico Inferior hasta el presente, representando por lo menos medio millón de años de evo-
lución humana. Su registro expone varias fluctuaciones paleo-ambientales en una larga secuencia geológica,
sedimentológica y antropogénica. Además, el sitio es singular por la presencia única de restos Neandertales y
Homo sapiens arcaico. Fue testigo de importantes cambios culturales y revoluciones en el modo de vida de sus
habitantes, lo que queda claro en las numerosas sepulturas del Paleolítico Medio con Homo sapiens arcaico, las
más antiguas del mundo, y de Neandertales. Además, se registra el paso de la sociedad cazadora/recolectora a
la agrícola y sedentaria.
En consecuencia, el sitio es un importante Patrimonio que relata la cultura humana y la evolución biológica,
junto con los cambios paleo-ecológicos. Otros aspectos de valor patrimonial, son la historia de la propia inves-
tigación arqueológica y paleo-ecológica, así como la interpretación de la biodiversidad actual y la historia etno-
gráfica moderna. La gestión, interpretación y presentación de este Patrimonio ha de considerar variados factores
con el fin de asegurar la accesibilidad de un amplio público de diferentes edades, credos y afinidades sociales,
así como amantes de la naturaleza, científicos o público en general.
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1. Introduction
The Mount Carmel Caves, Israel, are un-
doubtedly one of the most famous prehistoric
sites in the world. Figuring prominently in all
relevant textbooks dealing with human evo-
lution, e.g., [1], the site has been recently
proposed as a candidate for nomination as a
World Heritage Site. The site is located ca 20
km south of Haifa (32º 40’ 12” N; 34º 57’ 55
E”), on the southern cliff of Nahal
Me‛arot/Wadi el-Mughara (within the Nahal
Me‛arot Nature Reserve), where it opens to
the coastal plain and comprises four natural
caves and rock-shelters (Figure 1, from west
to east): Tabun, Jamal, el-Wad and Skhul.
Formed within one of the most completely
exposed fossilised rudist reefs in Israel, to-
gether they represent a cultural and natural
heritage site with significant global interest.
The archaeological layers exposed at the site
bear witness to a long sequence of human
evolution through the major stages of the
Stone Age and exhibit the roots of our cultu-
ral and evolutionary diversity. 

2. Heritage values
Within this context, the unique significance
of the Mount Carmel Caves, which makes
them worthy of being a world heritage site,
derives and is best expressed through the fo-
llowing main points.

2.1. Long cultural continuum and chan-
ges in ways of life
The long cultural sequence that is exposed
at the four caves and rock-shelters that
make up the site extends from the Lower
Paleolithic to the present day [2], represen-
ting at least half a million years of human
evolution (Figure 2). Thus the site has long
been recognized as a yardstick for the study
of the prehistory of the southern Levant.

Documented within this long sequence
are some of the most significant develop-
ments in human evolution in terms both of
cognition and culture. One is the early exis-
tence, within the Middle Paleolithic of the
intentional burial of the dead [3]. Signifi-
cantly, Skhul cave is among the world’s first
burial sites demonstrating evidence of ritual
burial as early as 100,000 years ago [4, 5].
Another issue is the transition from noma-
dic hunter-gatherers to complex, sedentary
communities and the adaptations they were
developing which led soon afterwards to the
advent of agricultural societies. This is best
expressed at el-Wad Cave and Terrace
where thick accumulations attributed to the
Natufian culture were discovered. 

The four main periods represented in the
Mount Carmel caves site are the Lower Pa-
leolithic, the Middle Paleolithic, the Upper
Paleolithic and the Late Epipaleolithic (Fi-
gure 2). Later remains are also present in the
caves and terraces but are less dominant. 

The importance of the site’s long se-
quence was fully acknowledged following
Garrod’s excavations [2], as conveyed by
the statement of C.N. Johns, the excavator
of the nearby Athlit Crusader castle: “Of the
caves to be seen from the road, the lowest
[el-Wad] and highest [Tabun] prove to have
been inhabited by early man over long pe-
riods, the highest first, the lowest last; but
the occupation of the latter commenced be-
fore the former was abandoned, hence the
two caves together give a continuous range
of human occupation … It is rare to find
such a range of ‘industries’ as we have
found in these caves, layer upon layer, in
such depth and with such a variety of skele-
tal remains, animal and human” [6]. 

The Lower Paleolithic period is best re-
presented at Tabun Cave (Figure 3), with



Figure 1. The site: a) Location map; b) general view of the caves at the beginning of the first exca-
vations in 1929 (photo courtesy of IAA archives); c) plan of cliff and caves  
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some occurrences at Jamal and Skhul. The
earliest lithic assemblage in Tabun Layer G
was defined by Garrod as Tayacian [2].
This small assemblage encompasses some
hand axes and crude flakes and was later
ascribed to the Acheulian. The Acheulian
industry of Tabun Layer F is specifically
associated with the presence of handaxes
and scrapers. 

An impressive and long Acheulo-Yabru-
dian sequence (Yabrudian and Amudian)
was found in Layer E that contains all the
typical characteristic facies of this unique
Levantine culture and presents seven meters
of archaeological accumulations. While the

lithic assemblage ascribed to the Yabrudian
facies is dominated by thick scrapers and
some hand axes, the Amudian facies, found
in one-meter thick accumulations at the top
of Layer E, is typically a blade-oriented in-
dustry [2, 7]. In this regard, it is worth men-
tioning Jelinek’s suggestion that the entire
Lower Paleolithic of Tabun Cave should be
regarded as a single cultural sequence 
(coined the Mugharan Tradition) based on
the similarities in lithic technology [8]. 

The Middle Paleolithic is represented by
a long Mousterian cultural sequence charac-
terized by the widespread use of Levallois
technique at Tabun Cave, at the top of which
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Figure 2. Schematic cultural and chronological framework of the caves

a Neandertal burial was uncovered, and at
Skhul Cave with its prolific burials of Early
Anatomically Modern Humans (EAMH).
Meagre evidence was also uncovered at the
bottom of the el-Wad Cave sequence. The
Tabun sequence is the only one in the Levant
where the three variants of this culture were
unearthed, designated Tabun D, Tabun C and
Tabun B type industries, differentiated by
their techno-typological characteristics,
constituting the key sequence for the Middle
Paleolithic of the Levant [2, 8, 9]. 

The Upper Paleolithic was found only at

el-Wad Cave. The lithic assemblages here
were attributed to the Levantine Aurigna-
cian and provided essential data for deline-
ating the Upper Paleolithic sequence of the
Levant [2, 10]. 

The Epipaleolithic period is represented
only by the Natufian (ca. 15,000-11,500
years BP), a culture of complex hunter-ga-
therers on the threshold of agriculture that
culminates the Epipaleolithic sequence.
Later prehistoric periods are less well repre-
sented.



Figure 3. The archaeological sequence of Tabun Cave (photo by R. Yeshurun). G-F, Acheulian; E,
Acheulo-Yabrudian (Mugharan); D-B, Mousterian
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2.2. Human evolution
A large number of human fossil remains
have been found at three of the four caves
and adjoining terraces of Nahal Me‛arot.
These can be roughly separated into three

groups. At Tabun Cave, the complete skele-
ton of a Neandertal woman, known as “The
Woman from Tabun” was discovered by Do-
rothy Garrod in the 1929-1934 excavation
[2]. At Skhul, 11 skeletons of EAMH were
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uncovered by Theodore McCown between
1929 and 1934 [3]. While most Levantine
Neandertals are currently dated to ca. 60-
50,000 years BP, the Skhul skeletons are
dated to ca. 80,000-120,000 years BP [4].
The third and largest group of human re-
mains (at present numbering over 100 indi-
viduals) was unearthed in the Natufian
cemetery of el-Wad [2, 11, 12]. 

The site is an exceptional example
where both EAMH and Neandertals have
been found in the same cave complex (a Ne-
andertal in Tabun Cave and EAMH in Skhul
Cave). It is important to emphasize that in
the southern Levant Neandertals are later
than Early Anatomically Modern Humans
(in Europe, where EAMH are absent, the
Neandertals are followed by fully modern
humans).The occurrence of these two
human types within one geographical re-
gion and the same Middle Paleolithic cultu-
ral entity, the Mousterian, is unmatched
anywhere in the world. As the caves of
Mount Carmel represent the southern extre-
mity of the Neandertal range, as well as the
northernmost known remains of EAMH
(Figure 4), this situation is unique to the
Nahal Me‛arot site, and as such is of outs-
tanding significance to the study of human
dispersals and evolution [13]. 

Both fossil human types are key speci-
mens in the debate concerning the demise
of Neandertals and the origin of Homo sa-
piens, as summarized in, e.g., [1]. Together
with Qafzeh Cave in the Lower Galilee
(some 35 km east of Mount Carmel) Skhul
exhibits the earliest ritual burials, including
grave offerings (faunal remains and marine
mollusks) discovered to date [3, 14, 15]. 

The Natufian remains are significant
for the data they provide concerning demo-
graphics, pathologies and ways of life, e.g.,
[16] of these local groups on the threshold
of agriculture. Important insights into
symbolic and religious aspects of this cul-
ture are offered by the varying burial

modes and the wealth of associated arti-
facts and decorations found within the bu-
rial contexts. 

2.3. Paleo-environmental reconstructions
The many paleo-environmental fluctuations
registered in the site’s geological and anth-
ropogenic, as well as the zooarchaeological
and paleo-botanical sequences [17, 18, 19],
can be related to both regional and global
climatic changes [8], that encompass fluc-
tuations in humidity, as evidenced by chan-
ges in the rich faunal and floral
assemblages, and sea-level changes.

Multi-disciplinary research highlights
the various paleo-environmental changes
and their relationship with the main socio-
cultural processes and human impact on an-
cient environments, e.g., [8, 18, 20, 21]. 

2.4. Natufian el-Wad: The transition
from nomadic hunter-gatherers to com-
plex, sedentary communities
The site of el-Wad Cave and Terrace, the pa-
ragon of this unique Levantine entity, was
the first Natufian base camp to be explored
within the culture’s Mediterranean ‘core
area’ and the culture was largely defined by
Garrod, following her 1929-1933 excava-
tions [2, 22, 23]. The length and extent of
the excavations at el-Wad (both cave and te-
rrace) makes this site one of the most inten-
sively excavated Natufian sites, which has
yielded rich assemblages of material culture
including hundreds of thousands of flint
items, dozens of stone tools made mainly of
basalt, numerous bone tools, art and deco-
rative items, ochre, as well as a wealth of
faunal remains and mollusks [2, 11, 24, 25,
26]. This key site incorporates the complete
Natufian sequence – from its earliest appe-
arance to its final stages, documenting the
transition from hunter-gatherers to seden-
tary communities on the threshold of agri-
culture [11, 27, 28]. As characteristic of
large semi-sedentary or sedentary Natufian



Figure 4. Overlap of Neandertal and EAMH approximate ranges (based on [1])

hamlets, the site displays stone-built archi-
tecture, rock-cut installations and numerous
graves (Figure 5). 

The Natufian cemetery of el-Wad contains
more than 100 individuals, interred in a va-
riety of burial modes [2, 12]. This is the richest
and most diverse Natufian cemetery ever
found, testimony to the complex social orga-
nization of the last hunter-gatherer society and
the various adaptations it underwent prior to
the adoption of agriculture, e.g., [29, 30]. In
many respects, the extensive Natufian occu-
pation of the site signals the transition from
Paleolithic to Neolithic ways of life, from
plant gathering and animal hunting to plant
and animal-domestication and husbandry. 

2.5. History of research
The outstanding archaeological value of the
site of Nahal Me‛arot was first realized in
1928. The government of the British Man-
date over Palestine had decided to construct
a new deep-water harbour at Haifa, for which
the cliffs of Wadi el-Mughara were conside-
red a potential quarry. As the Department of
Antiquities was already aware of the poten-
tial historic significance of the area due to the

plain visibility of the caves themselves, and
the ‘flints and flakes in large numbers
[which] cover the slopes’ [31], C. Lambert,
Assistant Director, was dispatched to inves-
tigate the site. Three weeks of trial excava-
tions at el-Wad Cave during November 1928
yielded a wealth of flint and bone imple-
ments, querns, beads, stone structures and
human remains [12]. The most striking find
was a bone sickle haft, carved in the shape
of a young animal, which was the first exam-
ple of Stone Age art to be published from the
Near East. As a result of this first sounding,
the British School of Archaeology in Jerusa-
lem together with the American School of
Prehistoric Research concentrated their 
efforts on the Wadi el-Mughara caves, and
embarked on seven seasons of excavation
from 1929 to 1934, headed by D. Garrod and
T. McCown. It was in these formative years
that the first archaeologist, Dorothy A. E. Ga-
rrod, established the cultural yardstick, which
provided the general chrono-stratigraphic
framework for the prehistory of the Levant
[2]. Dorothy M. A. Bate constructed the first
paleo-environmental curve ever drawn for
any prehistoric site in the world [17]. 
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Figure 5. Natufian el-Wad. a) Round structure during excavation; b) living floor with gazelle horns;
c) Late Natufian burial; d) rock cut basins; e) human figurine; f) bone beads/pendants; g) bone im-
plement (a, b, d photo by R. Yeshurun; c, photo by D. Kaufman; e) from [34; fig. 58] ; f-g from [11;
figs. 16-17]
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In the years that have elapsed since the
onset of excavations at the site, it is subject
to continuing scientific exploration and re-
search, frequently referenced in relation to
archaeological excavations elsewhere.
Worth noting are Jelinek’s (University of
Arizona) and Ronen’s (University of Haifa)
excavations at Tabun [8, 18, 32]. The exten-
ded history of research at el-Wad includes
a trial excavation on the terrace [33] and the
ongoing excavations of Weinstein-Evron et
al. [11, 34] in the cave and on the terrace.

Archaeological, anthropological and en-
vironmental researches at the site are among
the earliest systematic, multidisciplinary stu-
dies carried out. Historically, the excavation
and analysis methods have always incorpo-
rated all major scientific breakthroughs and
advanced technologies in the archaeological
sciences and have thus been at the forefront
of archaeological practices. This is best ex-
pressed by numerous publications dealing
with the site, which appears as a key site for
studying the chrono-cultural sequence of the
Levant and the global scheme of human evo-
lution in most textbooks.

2.6. Natural and environmental values
Nahal Me‛arot/ Wadi el-Mughara, with
its rudist reef and the multiple caves
within it, is a natural landmark clearly
visible from the coastal plain which par-
allels its western slopes, and is of re-
gional geological significance [35]. It
provides important insights into the geo-
logical history of the area and the forma-
tion processes of its caves. 

The rudist reef is a geological phenome-
non unique in its size and exposure through-
out the Middle East. This reef, a typical
Upper Jurassic – Lower Cretaceous era phe-
nomenon, is formed by rudist bivalve mol-
lusks and is nowadays found on
continental-shelf areas of the same era in the
Mediterranean, the Middle East, Southeast
Asia, the Caribbean and the Gulf of Mexico. 

The caves provide an expansive view of
the coastal plain and Mediterranean Sea to
the west and of the large variety of environ-
mental settings. Incorporating the Mediter-
ranean maquis, the nearby stream bed,
coastal fresh water and saline marshes and
the coast itself, these rich settings provided
the essential subsistence resources for the
prehistoric inhabitants of the region. Be-
cause of this ecotonal setting, the site is cru-
cial for an in-depth understanding of
various biotopes and their relationships to
human-environment sustainable develop-
ment, bio-diversity management and eco-
logical conservation.

3. Social action and community involve-
ment
The Mount Carmel caves have been occu-
pied in prehistoric times and used by the
local shepherds throughout history practi-
cally until the first excavations [34]. Thus,
they have long been recognized as a local
landmark and perceived by local inhabitants
as a site of historical significance. This is to
be noted especially against the fact that
Mount Carmel is riddled with hundreds of
caves, many of which contain prehistoric
remains. Yet, the site’s notable aspect, cle-
arly visible from the coastal plain, together
with the considerable length of el-Wad
Cave, was particularly associated with the
beliefs and superstitions of local groups
well into the 20th century: 

“It is also worth noting that this cave [el-
Wad] is highly regarded by the local she-
pherds. Although none of them use, or will
willingly enter, the tunnel (which is suppo-
sed to be without end) there is considerable
competition for the use of the cave itself for
wintering their flocks of goats. The reason
for this lies in a belief that she-goats here
wintered produce twins and never suffer
from abortion. There is further evidence
that this place preserves in local people’s
eyes a rather special character; for the slo-
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ping area between the cliff-face and the en-
closing wall was chosen some years ago by
a pious individual as a suitable site for es-
tablishing a “Sabil” [in Arabic - public
fountain], of charitable work, by planting a
grove of prickly-pear trees, the fruit of
which is free to everyone.” [31].

Following a series of excavations and var-
ious geological and environmental researches,
the caves and their surroundings were de-
clared a National Nature Reserve in 1971, and
a protection and development plan was pre-
pared and implemented. With the growing
recognition of the site’s universal significance,
a decision was made to facilitate visitor access
and enhance the experience of the site through
the presentation of prehistoric life.

It is rather difficult to present the signi-
ficance and values of prehistoric sites to the
public as the remains they offer, usually in
the form of chipped stones and bones are
mainly comprehensible to professional au-
diences. These finds hardly leave a lasting
impression on members of the general pu-
blic, and much imagination is required to
make the connection between the non-mo-
numental site, the apparently trivial fin-
dings, and the historic and scientific story
they represent, all this in stark contrast to
the uniqueness and rarity of the evidence
they bear on the history of mankind. This
could offer an explanation to the under-re-
presentation of prehistoric sites on the
world heritage list [36]. At the Nahal
Me‛arot/Wadi el-Mughara site, the exis-
tence of prehistoric hominids can be expe-
rienced mainly through the attributes of the
caves and their environmental context, the
impressive stratigraphic section left by the
excavators at Tabun and the Natufian archi-
tectural remains at el-Wad Terrace. The sig-
nificant hominid remains and artifacts
which have been uncovered at the site du-
ring more than 80 years of excavations are
on display or in storage off site, in museums
and academic institutions around the world. 

With this in mind, and in view of the
growing recognition of the outstanding
value of the site, the Israel Nature and Parks
Authority (INPA) undertook a major up-
grade of the Nahal Me‛arot Nature Reserve
in 1989. This included the fencing of the
site, the construction of stairways, paths
between the caves, and facilities such as a
visitor’s center and staff offices. All expla-
natory measures at the site, such as the stra-
tigraphic display at Tabun Cave (Figure 6),
were aimed at promoting awareness of pre-
history and enhancing the accessibility of
the site to the public.

A considerable part of the guided acti-
vity in the Nature Reserve was and still is
geared towards young children of kinder-
garten and early primary school age, as to-
pics related to prehistory are particularly
appealing to these ages. Much of the inter-
pretation at the site is aimed at this group,
particularly the displays at Jamal Cave, de-
picting day-to-day family life through life-
size figures of children and adults. The
display includes reconstructions of wooden
and stone utensils, hunted animals, leather
processing, and gathered plants. Deep in-
side el-Wad Cave, some 50 meters from the
entrance, the geological history of the caves
and the story of the Mount Carmel prehis-
toric people are presented in audio-visual
effects of lights, shadows and sounds follo-
wed by a 20 minute movie, considered as
the highlight to the visit to the site. The Car-
mel Educational Guiding Centre located at
the site offers the educational training pro-
grams on site and at the local schools. It of-
fers the local Jewish and Arab sectors
activities relating to prehistoric people, such
as making objects from natural materials,
“cave fashions”, and dramatic reconstruc-
tions of prehistoric life (Figure 7).

Since 1994, scientific expeditions have
been ongoing in the Natufian hamlet of el-
Wad Terrace [11] with the intention of in-
corporating these into future educational



Figure 6 Explanatory sign at Tabun Cave with visitors (photos by Avi Bromberg (left) and R. Lib-
erty-Shalev (right))
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and presentation programs. The objective
is to highlight aspects such as site organi-
zation, architecture, burial practices,
symbolic behavior, paleo-environments
and subsistence strategies. The results of
these intensive multidisciplinary studies
are regularly provided to the Israel Nature
and Parks Authority, and presented to the
Carmel Educational Guiding Centre staff
and site guides as part of an annual update.
Other public organizations such as Rotary
Clubs and tour guide courses have also at-
tended lectures and presentations descri-
bing new developments at the el-Wad
archaeological excavation. 

The State of Israel submitted in January
2011 a nomination for the Mount Carmel
Caves to be inscribed as a World Heritage
Site. A nomination is always a concerted ef-
fort, and this nomination was special in as
much as it has been the result of the initiative
and driving force of various stakeholders wi-
thin the local community. Whilst previous
nominations submitted by the State of Israel
were mostly led by national bodies, such as
the Israel Nature and Parks Authority or Is-
rael Antiquities Authority (IAA), this dos-

sier, named Sites of Human Evolution at
Mount Carmel: the Nahal Me‛arot/Wadi el-
Mughara Caves, was initiated and prepared
by the Hof HaCarmel Regional Council
(HHRC), with the assistance of the Carmel
Drainage Authority (CDA), and the acade-
mic support of the University of Haifa, all
this in full cooperation with the Israel Nature
and Parks Authority.

Accordingly, a Steering Committee of
stakeholders headed by the Hof HaCarmel
Regional Council was established to facili-
tate the process of forming the nomination.
This committee included representatives
from local bodies (the two adjacent villages
– Kibbutz Ein Carmel and Moshav Geva
Carmel, the University of Haifa, the Carmel
Drainage Authority, the local non-profit
Carmelim Tourism Organization), and na-
tional bodies (INPA, IAA, the Society for
the Protection of Nature in Israel, the So-
ciety for Preservation of Israel Heritage
Sites), which met periodically to discuss
and formalize decisions in regard to the
site’s management and protection. Despite
the possible financial implications, the local
delegates on the steering committee were
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Figure 7. Dramatic reconstruction of prehistoric life at Jamal Cave (photo by R. Rousseau)

committed to ensuring that the lands su-
rrounding the site and owned by the adjoi-
ning communities remain designated
agricultural lands, thus preventing future
development. 

In the event that the nomination turns
out to be successful and the site is inscribed
on the world heritage list, this steering com-
mittee will become the governing body of
the site at the regional level. It will convene
regularly to discuss and coordinate the in-
terface between ongoing research, site acti-
vities, the local community, national INPA
policies, and long term plans.

The nomination process included an
evaluation mission to the site by
UNESCO’s advising bodies, ICOMOS and
IUCN. To this end, a visit took place in Oc-
tober 2011, during which members of the
local communities convened to discuss the
site with the two evaluators. At this meeting

some interesting questions were asked and
the answers they garnered reveal in part the
deep relationship between the site and its
surrounding community. When asked if
there was interest in repatriating findings
(which are presently held at some 40 acade-
mic institutions and museums around the
world [2]) and developing a museum for
their display at the site, two local educators
responded emphatically “no, we don’t need
a museum to mediate between our environ-
ment and ourselves. The real museum is the
outdoors all around us; for us the whole
area is an open air museum”. 

As these interactions make clear, the so-
cial action is straightforward in this case –
there is a bottom up initiative towards the
preservation of the site, which coincides and
resonates with the world heritage initiative
and fully accords with the UNESCO state-
ment on Social Action and Archaeology in
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World Heritage [37]. The inscription was
not conceived as a platform for develop-
ment, nor is there an unrealistic expectation
that tourist numbers will change drastically
in a way which will transform the local
economy. No clear financial gains are en-
visaged by the people living near the site.
Rather, the nomination reflects years of
local involvement – academic, as in the case
of The University of Haifa; educational
(local schools and families); local towns
and agricultural communities, and the
Carmel drainage authority ― an impressive
group of stakeholders. The nomination of
the site is supported by this population be-
cause it enables them to be the protagonists
of this process, to play a central role in pro-
tecting this site which they value and per-
ceive as their very own heritage asset, and
which deserves to be universally acknow-
ledged for its outstanding value.

Significantly, the process of writing this
nomination and the communal decision-ma-
king it encouraged was a much welcome
outcome in itself, arguably more significant
in determining the site’s future than the ins-
cription itself. It brought together all the ob-
vious and less obvious stakeholders to
discuss their values and expectations of the
site, to identify areas of responsibility, and
to collaborate in order to achieve the shared
goal of safeguarding the site. 

Naturally, over the years, the relations-
hip between the local community and the
site became less immediate, yet whilst the
local population nowadays is no longer con-
nected to the site through a system of reli-
gious or spiritual beliefs, a strong sense of
pride and local identity remains associated
with the site. There seems to be great res-
pect for the timelessness of the place, and
the sense of continuity it espouses. It re-
mains an acknowledged local landmark,
despite the fact that most local residents are
not aware of the full scientific significance
of site. It would seem that the local popula-

tion perceives the site as an integral part of
their historic environment, the axis around
which their identity as the current link in a
chain of long term settlement in the area re-
volves. 

4. Conclusions
The Mount Carmel caves are, undoubtedly,
among the most well known prehistoric
sites in the world, and a key site for the
study of human biological and cultural evo-
lution. Their scientific value is largely based
on the long archaeological sequence and the
impressive history of prehistoric, environ-
mental and anthropological research. 

The local community perceives itself as
intimately connected to and interacting with
the history and landscape of the site. To
them, as well as to the wider audience, the
site provides a connection to place and time
in the form of human heritage that is rele-
vant to all, transcending national, ethnic and
religious divides.

This contribution is dedicated to Prof.
Mike Turner in appreciation of his long
commitment and enthusiastic support
throughout.
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