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Abstract

The Palace of Guzara and its Environs: its Heritage Management and Conservation
Kedir Endris
Addis Ababa University, 2018

Ethiopia is both fortunate and unfortunate as far as Culturdritage Management is
concerned. It is fortunate because the country at large and the study area in particular are home
for various heritages. Unfortunately, it is very unfortunate that we are unable to take care of our
spectacular cultural heritages. As result, they are all in a deplorable state which could be
totally damaged soon unless immediate action is devised. The problem is becoming intense as
these heritages are not adequately researched, documented, conserved, and promoted. The study
assessedche management and conservation of Guzara Palace and its surrounding monuments,
located in the Woredas of Gonda Zuria and Libo Kemkem, Amhara National Regional state,
North West Ethiopia. To attain the objective of the research, seven heritages nanmelatee

of Guzara, Dil Amba Giorgis Church, Gobatit Dildey, Debsan/Debresan Gemb, Bahri Gemb,
Debre Mitmak Cave Church, and Washa Endrias Cave Church were selected purposely based
on the objective of the research. In order to collect data, the researohducted serious field
observation, and field survey. And, field data recording tools were also used to collect
information on the field. Interview was also employed to collect data (23 informants were
selected purposely). Additionally, the researcher bE® consulted secondary sources from
previous researches, books, i nternet sources,
the gathered data, qualitative method was used. The finding of the study shows that all of the
selected monuments of thedstliarea are in a deplorable state. The study reveals that both man
made and naturaimade hazards were the cause for the deterioration of the heritages. This is due
to the less attention given for the protection, preservation, and conservation of the misnoyne

the government. This shows that Heritage Management activity in the study area is negligible.
Hence, immediate preservation and conservation measures are crucial to keep the resources

from any threat, to use it for sustainable development and gattsthe next generation.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION
1.1 Background of the Study Area

1.1.1 Naturd Setting

The study area is located in the North Western Ethiopia of the Amhara Regional State,
particularly in theWeredasof Gondar Zuria and Libo kemkem situated in North and South
Gondar Zones respectively. The sites selected include the Palace od,Runas of Del Amba
Giorgis Church, Gobatit Deldey, Debsan Gemb, Bahri Ginb St. Michael Church, and Debre
Mitmak Cave Church that are found in Gondar ZiWkeredaand Washa Endrias Cave which is

located in Libo KemkenwWereda

Amhara region is one of the nine national regional states of Ethiopia. Its capital is Bahirdar. The
region includes Lake Tana, the largest lake in Ethiopia, and Semien Mountain National Park
which also includes the highest mountain, Ras Dashen (ANRSBO®; 20.1).

The Amhara Regional State is located atl9° N and 3640°E North West of Ethiopia. The
region is divided into three major agricultural climatic zones: highland (above 2,300 meters
above sea level), serhighland (1,500 to 2,300 meters abosea level) and lowland (below
1,500 meters above sea level) sharing 20%, 44% and 28% respectively. This variety of ecology
contributes to have diversified agriculture (ANRSBCT, 200619

Geologically, North West Ethiopia, where the study arefousd, is made up of Mesozoic
marine sediments. And, the tertiary lava flows overlies it (Mesfin, 1972: 37). According to the
same source, the higher parts of Begemeder, which now includes the study area, is characterized
by a sharply rising and falling gace and great structure, with its peaks rise over 4000 meters
above sea level and receives average rain fall of-1d00 mm a year in summer seasons (June,

July and August). Similarly, the physical geography is characterized by mountainous, highland
plateaus, escarpments and valleys, and floods which flows towards the Lake Tana basins
(Simons, 1960 in Gedef, 2014:29), with the escarpment has from 78000 feet altitudinal

ranges and the plain has an altitude of around 6000 feet (Dombrowski, 197%). 21
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1.1 Map of the Study Area (Source: made by Ahmed Musa)

Gondar ZuriaWeredais found in Amhara Regional State of North Gondar administrative zone.

It is one of the 22Neredadn the zone. Its found adjacent to Gondar city administration in the
north, Libo KemkemWeredain the south, West Belesa in the east, Dembia in the west, and
Wegera in the north east. It covers an area of about 114,986 hectare of which 22.86% being
Degaand 77.14%VNeynaDega(GZWCTO, 2018).

The geographical setting of tM#eredaconsists of plateaus, mountains, and valleys with each
type of landscape accounting 65%, 25%, and 10% respectively. The color of the soil includes
black soil (45%), red soil (20%), and brown co(86%). Gondar ZuriaNe r e dilatddmal

range varies from186R700 m.a.s.l. with an average annual rain fall of from-8885 mm. The
average temperature of the area ranges fro@32degree centigrade (GZWAO, 2018).



In terms of availability of water resirce, theWeredais very rich in streams and rivers that are
suitable for irrigation and its water coverage is 58%. Arno, Garno, Magach, Gumara, Angarab,
and Demaza are the main rivers of WWereda If we see the type of plants grown in tereda

weyra (Olea Africana),semizagirar, qulqual wanza(Cordial africana)pahirzaf (eucalyptus)
(GZWWRDO, 2018; GZWAO, 2018) are worth mentioning .The researcher has observed that
teff, mashila (millet),dagussa bakeila (bean),ater (pea), gebs(barley) are themajor crops

produced in thisWereda

Geographically, South Gondar zones | ocated between 11A 3906 59.
0066 | ongitude within the Amhara Nat-360al Re
m.a.s.l. On average, the area reesifrom700 mm1300 mm rainfall and its temperature ranges

from 17-19°% (Behailu and Haftamu, 2017:2).

Libo KemkemWeredais one of the teWeredasand two administrative towns found in South

Gondar administrative zone in Amhara Regional State, North West Ethiopia. It is found at
11°226120 nort h®25dBi8oudeongyrnid u8& and has a bor
Wereda in the north, FogeWderedain the south, Ebnat/eredain the east and Gonder Zuria

Wereda andrana Hayk in the west. Addis Zemen, the seat of Libo kemRéreda is crossed

by Bahirdar Gondar road and is far from the center of South Gondar administrative zone, Debre
Tabour, by 6Zm, from Bahir Dar by 80 km, from Gondar by 85 km, and from Addis Ababa,

capital city of Ethiopia, by 652 km (LKWCTO, 2017, LKWADO, 2018).

The landscape is mountainous and plain lowland. The lowland part oiVthhedais partly
covered with Acacia treesd the soil is black which cracks deeply during the dry season.-Small
scale irrigation is started in the plain lowland part of\Wareda(Kassahun, nd: 3). If we see the

land use of th&Vereda it seems 39.6% is used for agriculture, 14.3% for animalrgyaz.6%
covered by forest, and others cover 41.5%. The color of soil in the Woreda consists of 60 %
brown , 22 % red , 15 % black , and 3% gray (LKWADO, 2018).

Libo Kemkem Wereda covers 1081.57 square km from which 42% is plateau, 21 % is
mountainous,uggedness (a sharply rising and falling
and valleys cover 1% from the total square kilo meter. Weredais divided into 29
countryside/ villages and 5 townskébele(LKWGCO, 2018; LKWCTO, 2018).



According to LKWCTO (2017), the geographical setting ranges from 1800 to 2850 m.a.s.| in
which the area consists of bdifega( covers 4.1%) antlVeyna Degdcovers 95.9%) climatic

zones. The average temperature of the area ranges from 11.1 to 27.9 ¢ whereas the average
annual rain fall ranges from 900 to 1400 mm.

The rural population is relatively poor, relying on traditional farming and livestock production.
Rainfed subsistence farming of crops (maize, millet, teff and sorghum), animal husbandry, and
irrigated rice culivation remain the principal agricultural activities despite poor soil fertility and
highly variable rainfall in most areas (LKWADO, 2018). Various types of crops and cereals,
vegetables and fruits, and spices are produced in Libo KenWwereda.For exampé, from

crops and cerealeff, dagusawheat, barley, sorghum, pea, beans, chickpeas; from vegetables
and fruits potato, tomato, banana, lemon, papaya; and from spices, garlic and re¢d onions
corianderdinbilal), bishops weedngech azmudand black cumin(tikur azmud, fenugreek
(abish are produced (ibid)

1.1.2 Cultural Setting
The Amhara Region, as to CSA 2015/16, has a population of 20,558,851 out of which
10,149,282 were men and 10,409,569 were women (CSA, 2015/16).

In North West Ethiopia, where thetudy area is situated, there are various communities whose
languages are generally grouped under two main language families_ thAskdtic and Nile
Saharan. For instance, the Af#fsiatic language family of the Semitic speaking Amhara,
Omotic speakinghenasha, Kushitic speaking Agew, Bete Israel, Kimant, and the Gumuz of the

Nilo-Saharan language family has lived (Simoons, 1960 as cited in Gedef 2014: 29).

Followers of the Orthodox religion are the dominant population settled in GondaN¥eiréa
The majority of the people (94.8%) are Christians while Muslim communities also live in the
area sharing 5.2% (GZWCTO, 2018). According to the 2007 National Census, the total
population of Gondar Zuri#/eredawas 191, 351 from which 97,363 were men and 33y9&re

women.

Similarly, in GondaiZuria Wereda Amhara population is the dominant population lived in Libo
KemkemWereda Besides, small number of nationals of both Tigray and Oromia regions and

around Lake Tana at Kiregna Kab Kebele administration apgobwpopulation calledVeytq



whose subsistence depends on fishing, lived in the area. Even though majority of the population
are followers of Christianity, followers of Islam and Protestant religions are also found in this
area (LKWCTB, 2017).

In Libo KemekemWeredathe total population, in 2010, was around 223,526 of which 113290
were males whereas 110236 were females. In the countryside, the number of population was
213509 of which males were 108916 whereas females were 104509; in the town 10017 people
lived from which 4374 were males while females were 5643 in number (LKWGCO, 2018).

1.2. Background of the Study

Heritage is the basic record of past human activities, thus, its protection and proper management
is vital so as to let archaeologists and owolars study and interpret for the benefit of both the
present and future generation (ICOMOS, 1990:12).

Mouch and Smith (2010:20) stated that in some countries heritage management and protection
practices began many years ago. It was around the begiohthe 1800s that India formulated

laws regarding its rich heritage (Ota, 2005, as cited in Mouch and Smith, 2010:20). Likewise,
Renfrew and Bahn (2012:552) points out that England attempted to protect its heritage by
formulating laws of Ancient Monumés Act as early as 1882 whereas America drew American
Antiquities Act in 1906. However, cultural heritage management in many countries of the world
such as in Argentina (Endere, 2000), Brazil (DeBlasis, 2003), and Peru (Silva, nd) is a recent
developmentds cited in Mouch and Smith, 2010:20). Until 1984, in the world there was almost
no international discussion on heritage management issues (Cleere, 1989, as cited in Mouch and
Smith, 2010:18).

Africa has an extremely rich and varied cultural heritage hwtastifies the great civilizations of

the past populations (ICCROM, 2008: 6). However, the continent is unable to safeguard these
vast cultural heritages (Mabulla, 2000:32 Thus, these resources are threatened by many
factors such as environmental mees, lack of awareness about the value of heritage, lack of
inventories, illicit trafficking, clandestine excavation, low levels of funding, and inadequate
expertise, and equipment (ICRROM, 2008: 12; Kassaye, 2009:12). This is due to the absence of



any grong official policy which insists on the protection and preservation of the heritages of the
third world, including Africa (Greene, 1995: 180). In line with this, in 2014, the International
Federation of Arts Council and Culture Agencies (IFACCA, 2014) httempted to gather
information about cultural policies in 213 countries around the world. Of these, in Africa only 27
countries have cultural policies with Pr eser vati on, promotion and
heritage and memooy ( p . 4 ) alementstohtlee poti@ep. e source noted that the
oldest cultural policy, in the continent, is the 1996 South African White Paper on Arts, Culture
and Heritage while the latest being the Cultural Policy of Sierra Leone in May 2014. Thus,

Cultural heriage management is a newly emerging issue in Africa (Osireditse, 2016: 1).

Ethiopia is a home for diversified heritages (Mitchel and Coles, 2009: 85). They are bequeathed
by from the past to the present and rithgee f ut t
management system is relatively poor. This case is similarly reflectaghat Stanislaw
(1969:11)mentioned that in Ethiopia the transfer of heritages from the past to the present is not
done with understanding of the importance of preservatiorus,Thhis shows heritage
management in the country is a newly emerging issue. However, Abba Paulos Tzadua (1968)
cited in Solomon Gebreyes (20051 argued that management of cultural heritages, especially
church treasures, in Ethiopia dated as far bacthasearly 15 ¢ as the Ethiopian Orthodox
Tewahdo Church treasures received a concern for its protection and preservation under the rule
of Fetha Nagast. Even some others pushed the date back to the Aksumite period as the emperors
who reigned after kinfezana made a private collection of royal materials (Dagfe Gabra Tsadiq,
1990 cited in Solomon Gebreyes, 2003)1 Nevertheless, Mitchell and Coles (2009) cited in
Gebre Kirstos (2016: 2) argued tmaanagement of heritages in Ethiopia is much less suatess
Likewise, Somasekharaf2016: 99) noted that in Ethiopia the endorsement of laws for the
protection and preservation of cultural heritage is a recent phenomenon as compared to many
colonized countries of sub Saharan Africa. He further mentioned tiihthe 1966 there were

no standardized heritage laws or professional restoration programs even though the history of the
countryob6s archaeol ogi-miadteentheenrg.r ch dat es back

After wards, in 1974, the Provisional Military Governmeng&ttiopia, recognizing the need and
responsibility of safeguarding the Cultural Heritage of Ethiopia, formed a center with in the

ministry of culture and signed the world convention concerning the preservation of cultural



heritage. Hence, the Center fordearch and Conservation of Cultural Heritage (CRCCH) was
established with the goal of undertaking inventories and surveys; enforcement of legal
protections; setting up of effective administrative machinery, institutions, museums, and the
undertaking of sentific research and training. CRCCH was composed of four sections:
Anthropology and Archeology, the National museum, inspection and inventory, and preservation

and presentation section (Solomon Woredekal, 1969: 42).

Later on, the Constitution of the FedeDemocratic Republic of Ethiopia (FDRE) gave attention

to the protection and preservat i Arle®lfinsubhe ¢ ou
Article (3) of the 1995 Constitution, on page 25, states that the Federal GoveriShatlht

establsh and implement national standards and basic policy criteria for public health, education,
science, and technology as well as for the protection and preservation of cultural and historical
heritag® ( p . 25) . Besi des, t h e en&ted thecQultural odlicy dfi ni st
Ethiopia in October 1997. The policy, with regard to the conservation, preservation and
inspection of heritage, on page 6, points out very important points such as preparing national
heritage map which includes the distrilbui o f the countryds histo
heritages,; preservation of t he countryos he
preconditions to protect heritage sites from manmade damages such as construction, and
development; keeping our litages from theft, illicit trafficking, illegal exchanges, expatriation

etc.

Finally, a more elaborate concern for protection of our heritages has come very recentlyewith
endorsement of proclamation No. 209/2000 which initiates for research andvetinse of
cultural heritages of the country. This proclamation is a good move as it clearly devises ways and
means for the full protection and preservation of cultural heritages. It has also established
institutions such as Authority for Research and @oretion of Cultural Heritage (ARCCH)

with full power and duties. However, though it seems comprehensive as compared to the

previous drafted proclamations of the country, it has major gaps.

Accordingly, though the country endorsed such heritage relateql taany including the present
researcher argued that these rules are not fully implemented on the ground, screnenatble



heritages are deteriorated, damaged, and even lost forever which should instead be transferred to

the present and the next geatten.

Therefore, the country has still a very poor cultural heritage management system, the result of
which is its heritages are under the state of deterioration or damage due to a number of human
and natural related calamities. For example, if we lddkeheritages that are found in the study

area such as around Enfraz (Guzara Palace, Gobatit Dildey, the Debsan Ginb), around Addis
Zemen (Washa Indrias Cave Church), around Maksegnit (Bahri Ginb St. Michael Church
building), and around Degoma (Debrematkn Cave Church), they have not received the
necessary heritage management activities. As a result, this thesis is intended to assess the

heritage management and conservation of the palace of Guzara and its environs.

1.3 Statement of the Problem
Ethiopia isendowed with various cultural as well as natural heritages (Stanislaw, 1969:11;

Binaye and Yihesew, 2016: 421; ETDP, 2009: 7; FEBREMP, 2015: 4516; Proclamation No.

209/ 2000: 1) . However, due to variousoff actor
destruction due to less attention given for heritage management and conservation. In line with
this, Somasekharan (2016:99) mentioned the following:

émost built heritages i n Et hi opi a have been
interventions. Such phigal interventions have disregarded structural authenticity and
integrity of the monuments. Due to different factors attention to cultural heritage and the

implementation of heritage legislation has been negligent (p. 99).

According to Eskinder (2015:4)t the time of conservation of historical monuments, an
appropriate selection of the binding materi al
and chemical properties of binding materials should match as close as possible to those of the
unat er ed ori ginal bi nding materi al ssGemb,pneofd) 6 b
the site in the study area, was conserved with concrete cement of the dome shaped part of the
building, hence it diminished the original character of the building



Likewise, there are few previous researches conducted in the study area. Pankhurst (1978: 415
426) though his emphasis was to study the history of the area, especially about Enfraz town, as to
how and why settlementkgtamg was established, he slightly described the architectural
characteristics of the Palace of Guzara and the Gobatit Dildiy. Similarly, Anfray (198By12
attempted slightly to conduct archaeological investigation in the study area, but it lacked detailed
description of the monuments other than its slight description of its history and its very good
photographs. From all reviewed data, only the work of Berry (1990) clearly discuss about the
architectural characteristics of Bahri Gmb, one of the monumenthi®fstudy area. He
attempted to describe its architectural similarity with the Gondarien Castles. In 2006, the Spanish
research team from Madrid Complutense University led by Fernandez (Fernandez, 2006 as cited
in Fikadu, 2012: 10) conducted a preliminawyvey of the area with particular reference to the
monuments which they c¢cl aimed made by the Jes:
further conducted archaeological study on four archaeological sites (at Gorgora Nova, Debsan,
Denkez, Azezo (Garata lyasus)) found at North, and North East of Lake Tana around Gondar.
The research team conducted excavation at Gannata lyasus from 2007 up to 2011. Besides
conducting archaeological excavation they did topographical survey and reconstructed the four
sites. Notwithstanding it is a big beginning (conducting archaeological investigation in the area),
the research was not concerned about the monuments state of conservation, management, and its
various threats causing it to be deteriorated, damaged andrestr. Moreover, Dawit (2009)

has also attempted to conduct archeological investigation and documented some of the Jesuit
monuments which are found North and North East of Lake Tana. However, similar to the above
hitherto researches; it lacks detailefbimation such as the potential of the area, their state of
protection and the various threats of t he ar
research team, is only confined to the Jesuit monuments. Finally, a more recent survey on
heritages whik are found in Gondaturia Weredawas conducted by Muhammed (2017). The
researcher in his M.A. thesis attempted to survey the heritage monuments of th&/eada

including Debsan Gemb, Bahri Gemb, Gobatit Dildey, Ruins of Dil Amba Giorgis Church, and

the Plalace of Guzara. However, it is their history that he attempted to see as a highlight.

Therefore, it is difficult to say the monuments of study area hasfolysurveyed, investigated

and described in the researches done so far. Largely, the study area is unstudied from the



perspectives of heritage management and conservation. Thus, due to the above problems, a
research in the study area with respect thatstage management and conservation was found to

be important to assess the potential heritage resources of the area, to identify which heritages
were affected by various problems, to clarify the threats which caused danger to the heritages
and to give msights on how to manage the threats etc. in the study area in particular and in the

country at large.

1.4 Research Questions

The following are the list of research questions of this research.

What does the distribution of monuments in the study aredilesk

What is the state of management and conservation of the monuments?

Are there any threats that cause damage to the monuments/ heritages of the study area?
What is the material construction for the monuments and the technology applied?

Are there anyimilarities between Guzara and Gondarian palaces?

O O O O o o

What role do these heritages play in terms of tourist attraction?
1.5 Objective of the Study

1.5.1 General Objective
The main objective of this thesigasto assess the state of management and consengdtion
Guzara Palace and its Environs, located inWeredasof Gondar Zuria and Libo Kemkem,

Amhara National Regional State, North West Ethiopia.

1.5.2 Specific objectives
o To examine the types of distribution of the monuments and its implication
To identifythe construction materials and the technology of the monuments
To identify architectural similarities among themselves and with Gondarian buildings

To examine the status of management and conservation of the monuments

o O O O

To describe the current state of thenuments and identify the threats affecting them and
suggest the possible solutions, and
0 To assess the contribution of the resources for tourism growth and sustainable

development



1.6 Scope of the Study

The researcher was highly interested to study thelevheritage resources of the entire study
area, but because of shortages of money and time, the study was delimited to some purposely
selected heritage resources. In line with this, Pandey and Mishra, 2015:40; Fagan and Durrani,
2016: 147; Renfrew and Ba, 2012:77; and Renfrew, 1996 as cited in Tilahun (2016:12)
justified that in case of shortage of money and time it is difficult to study the entire data universe
under investigation and, therefore, drawing a representative sample is very important.
Accordingly, this study covered the following areas of sites which the researcher believed they
are representative of the entire data universe. These are: (a) Guzara palace, Ruins of Dil Amba
Giorgis Church, Gobatit Dildey, the Debsan Ghenb (all found aroufarZtown), Bahri Ginb

St. Michael Church (located around Maksegnit town), and Debre Mitmak Cave Church (located
around Degoma town) in Godar Zuk#ereda and (b) Cave of Washa Endrias (located around
Addis Zemen town) in Libokemkemereda They were selded purposefully on the basis of

the above mentioned reason.

1.7 Research Methodology

Research methodology is the general principle which guides us from the beginning to the end of
research activity (Dawson, 2 0etaRapprehghitostuddieg f ur t
your topico (p.14). Therefore, the methodol og

1.7.1 Sampling Method

1.7.1.1 Site Selection

The researcher has selected samples of seven sites that are representative of the whole data
(universe/ area). Thus, the researcher used purposive sampling method to select the samples.
Pandey and Mishra (2015:53), and Burke and Smith (2004, 90) wrote that judgment sampling, a
nonprobabilistic sampling category, involves the selection of samples thienpopulation by

the investigator on the basis of available information but the samples should be representative of
the whole data (universe). Similarly, Ashmore and Sharer (2010:79) stated thabbability
sampling helps t he kneavkdga tocsblectr samsplesewhiphearet moste o r
relevant to the research that he/or she conducts. Therefore, the researcher has deliberately
selected the samples for the following purposes.

U That they are very spectacular heritages in the study area.



U That the leritages are on the state of segtestruction in case of various threats
U That despite its potentials, except few attempts, the area has remained unstudied in detail

from the point of heritage management and conservation.

1.7.1.2 Informant Selection

The researcher had informants that were recruited from regionNamnddatourism offices,

tourist guiders, scholars (worker in ARCCH), and local residents. The researcher selected 23
informants to be interviewed using purposive sampling method on the basis of the objective of
the research. Accordingly, the researcher selgbesk informative informants deliberately so as

to acquire pertinent information to accomplish the research in a better way.

1.7.2 Methods of Data Collection

To acquire pertinent information for this study, the researcher used both primary and secondary
saurces of data. Primary sources of data were gathered through field survey and serious personal
observation, interview, and using archaeological data collecting instruments like meters, digital
camera, field note books, pen, pencil and so on whereas secaodaces were collected from

both published and unpublished documents, internet sources, leaflets and brochures etc.

1.7.2.1 Background Research

To eventually make this research good enough, before the researcher went to the field for actual
field work, he had conducted background research about the study area. Background research is

a preliminary step that researchers do before the actual field work begins (Hester, Shafer, &
Feder 2016: 50) . A's | ubackgrotind elatumenyary kesefarig an( 1 9 7 8 :
essenti al part o. it helpsty dosthe fieldewprk ip B sugcesafuh vay as it
indicates what type of potentially significant sites would exist in the area, helps to define the
physical features of the site, points the locatiothef site, distance of the site, and direction of

the site etc.King, 1978: 19, Renfrew and Bahn, 2012).7Similarly, according to Barrett, L.,

and Scott, H(2004: 161),after initial background research is performed, surveys are usually

done. They futi e r stated t hat AConducting preparato
endeavors will help to avoid the pitfalls of misidentification and misinterpretation of cultural
remains, pitfalls which can have lasting detrimental effects on our understandimg &sd

(p.161).



As a result, the researcher has tried to review every important document to make the background
research efficient and strong enough. Relevant past archaeological study reports such as thesis,
dissertations, national and regional filaagd photographs; antferedatourism office documents

and any other relevant publications, documents, and files (all about to the study area) were
searched as a background research. Besides, the researcher has also interviewed knowledgeable
individuals, local population, and a guide order to get better information about the overall

situation of the study area before | went to the field for field work.

1.7.2.2 Pilot (Preliminary) Survey

After collecting necessary information through background research, the researcher made a pilot
survey of some parts of the study area in January and august 2017 G.C. to understand the general
situation of it. During that time | observed partly the potential of the area, its state of

conservation (for Guzara palace only), and protection and patserof the area.

1.7.2.3 Field Data Collection

Likewise, conducting a detailed data collection was the task of the researcher on the field as
Sharer and Ashmore (2010: 105) stated archaeological data gathering is conducted on the field.
Seriously, the mearcher has gathered pertinent information to accomplish the research in a
fruitful way. Intensive survey of the study area was conducted to the extent of available time and
knowledge with the researcher from January up to March 2018 G.C. This tasktvekigicwot

to the researcher because he is familiar to the area since he conducted a pilot survey of the area
for the purpose of defining the research problem of the study at the very beginning. However,
since some of the sites were in the countryside résearcher was obliged to walk, at least, 2
hours to reach his destination sites. However, since the study area is located around the birth
place of the researcher, it was easy to accomplish the duty appropriately. In doing so, the

researcher has usectfollowing techniques.

1.7.2.3.1 Field Survey

Survey plays a great role for gathering data during field work. With respect to this, Ashmore and
Sharer (2010: 86) i ndi cated that Asurveys ar e
further statedarchaeological survey as a method archaeologists use to collect data from sites or

regions. Likewise, Fagan and Durrani (2016:148) and Renfrew and Bahn (2012: 78) point



out that survey is one of the methods by which we gather data during field vinerefdre, the
researcher has made intensive survey of the study area to assess and document the potential of
the study area, its state of heritage management, the state of conservation of the palace of
Guzara, the threats that cause damage to the heptdgetial of the area. The resources that

were on the state of deterioration or decay/ damage were critically identified, recorded and
photographed. In order to collect detail information, the researcher did all the necessary activities
such as photograpig of parts of the heritages under study and taking frequent field note book

of all the necessary information about the management, conservation, and preservation of the

resources under study.

1.7.2.4 Research Tools

As justified by Fagan and Durrani (20180-175), recording of the location of sites, features,

their extent, its surface features, and potential threats in the site etc. revealed by survey is a very
paramount consideration (See also Venice Charter, article 16, 196460, the researcherass
instruments which were helpful to record data during filed work such as measuring the length
and width of features of heritages, taking photograph of the resources, recording information on
field notes. Therefore, the following instruments such asaligd@mera, various types of meters

for measurement, pen, pencil and books, ladder to measure the length of monuments, and tape

recorder (I used mobile recorder), were used in order to capture valuable information.

1.7.2.4.1 Photographing

To support the desiption of the monuments of the study area with clear evidence frequent
photographs were taken.

1.7.2.5 Interview

As a supplementary source of acquiring data, | intervieR@g@urposely selected informants
about the general aspect of the study area. Workers in tourism offices both at regional and
Weredalevel, scholars, local residents, and a tourist guide were interviewed regarding the
monuments of the area, to understand heas the state of conservation of the heritages
(particularly the palace of Guzara since it has been conserving at different periods of time), how
was their protection and preservation, what were the challenges faced by the resources, and what
measures havaeen taken to halt these threats/ problems by the concerned bodies etc.



1.7.3 Data Analysis

As most social science field of studies, most of the time, use qualitative methods of data
analysis, similarly this research was analyzed through this methodiskeda helped the
researcher to be flexible to gather data appropriately, to describe and understand the data, and
interpret and analyze the data in a better way. Similarly, Kumar (2011:103) stated that qualitative
researchos mai n t aexgaet explore, difcover andnckrdyr sstitateomsd
feelings, perceptions, attitudes, values, balieff pl aces and of peopl es.
of the scope of a study, and information gat
(P.104).

1.8 Significance of the study

| hoped that this research is very important to assess how the cultural heritage management of the
area was in particular and the country at large. Thus, it will be important to the Ethiopian
government (especially for thoseolgy makers), and negovernmental institutions, and
international organizations working for heritage management as information about the potential
of the area, its state of management, and its deterioration so that they would take measures in
appropriatevay. Besides, it could also be used to serve as a starting point for future researchers
in similar topic of discussions because there is little research done in this area. Moreover, the
researcher believes that the result of this research will increaskntwledge of the world

communities (scholars, researchers etc.).

1.9 Ethical Consideration

Any archaeological research should be ruled by ethical principles. As stated by Burke and Smith
(2004: 37) , a respect t o o tatioa with pelocpmmardties c ul t |
and custodians, asking permissions, behaving appropriately, obtaining information from the
correct person, keeping information as confidential as necessary, a responsibility of ensuring the
information is used correctly arel dhe ethical considerations one should take in to account

during archaeological field research. Similarly, Ethiopia in its proclamation No0.209/2000 for
Research and Conservation of Cultural Heritag
discovery,and study of cultural heritage without obtaining a prior written permit from Authority

for Research and Conservation of Cultur al Her

this research is received from the Department of Archaeology and Hevitagegement, Addis



Ababa University, Amhara Region Culture and Tourism bur®deredatourism offices and
Kebelleadministrations. During interview, informants were asked their willingness and were told
the purpose of the enquiry as it discussed by Walli(28a1: 43) that a researcher should keep

in mind issues of informants consent, confidentiality, anonymity and courtesy.

1.10 Organization of the Thesis

This research comprises five chapters. The first chapter consists of the introduction part which
includes background of the study area and background of the study, statement of the problem,
objective of the study, research methodology, scope, significance of the study, and ethical
consideration of the study. Review of related literature is presented itectap. The third
chapter is a section of presentation of what the researcher has gathered during field work.
Chapter four is a section of data analysis and discussion. Finally, the conclusion and

recommendation part of the research is presented in clispgte



A CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

é t bity was adorned with most beautiful structures, a fair palace, and a cathedral

proudly vaunting her obelisks, sculptures, and several sumptuous edifices. Some of the
pillars are stildl to be seen, withnionscriptior
testify that once it was great and populoflsidolf, 1681 as cited in MunfoHay,

1991:27).

The above statement is about ancient Aksum, and its monumental characteristics consisting of
different material cultures such as obelisks, palaces, buildingsmany other buildings of
Ethiopia dated back to the Aksumite times, whose civilization is testified by these various
traditional architectural characteristics.

The earliest architectural tradition of Ethiopia goes back to, according to Fattd¥ickntiry

BC as excavation revealed material cultures such as the altar, stelae, inscriptions, tombs, secular
structures and other materials from the- gxksumite sites (such as Yeha) of the country found

in the vicinity of Aksum (Fatovich, 1989 as cited inMo Hay 199: 60).

In the transfer of this building traditions (of the Aksumites) to the succeeding centuries of the
medieval times (to the Lasta area and later to the Gondarians), Bernard (1969a: 3) in his research
O0Ancient Architecaduriendaincda tPerdt tihne Estthaibolpeine s s
country in his words as #dAthis ancient -tradit
Aksumit e, and Aksumite time and well in to t|
underlined hat the stone buildings which we see today in the rock hewn churches of Lalibela and

in Gondarien palaces and church buildings of Ethiopia are imitations of earlier structure in wood,
though 6éeverything of wood h a &sunvibustiate plemtd b u't

of carpentry in windows and doorsoéo(p. 3).

The medi eval period churches of Last a, todayo

the ancient Aksumites. Various architectural characteristics visible in the most remarkable



churches of Lalibela, as in the case of Yimrahanna Kristos, its typical basilica arrangements, its
arches, its doors and wi ndo wsall are groves éfwnitynol o w f r
style with the Aksumites. Thus, there was a continuation traflitional architectural
characteristics to the medieval period building designs from its predecessors (Bernard, 1969b: 4

6) . He further notes the unity of style of

The Lalibela churches contain as much of Aksumite doorsvanh d ows é . . especi al ly
Amanuel church has been described as designed
Kirstos shows typical basilica arrangement s,

outsd and the technical details of Aksumite bu

Similarly, Buxton (1964:240) expressed the sameness and unchanged nature of Ethiopian
traditional architectural characteristics of constructing walls, design of windows and frames of
doors and Afr i ez e sOhrishaa gniilthe medigVgpériods with hithsaying r e
that fAthe earliest known examples of (the Aks
buil dings in solid stone, as also were the
centurieso (p. 2 40a)the rotkhhewneHurchesof Lalibeda represgniee the t
replica of the earlier built up churches in a technique of making buildings in solid stone. Again,
Buxton (1973: 36 ) i n his book entitled as AThe Chri s
further justified that the traditional pr€hristian cultural style was the basis of all Ethiopian
architecture as Afthe Lasta monuments il lustr

influence southward during the medieval ti mes

Regarding the transfaf political power from ancient Aksumites to the Lasta, Sergew (1972) in
Philipson (1977: 23@35) mentioned that in the late 10th century a new ruling group of Cushitic
speaking Agau, the Zagwe dynasty, overthrew the Aksumites and reestablished centralized
political authority over what is now in Lalibela town. Bidder, 1959; and Gerster, 1970 in
Philipson, 1977:23@35, noted the rock hewn churches of Lalibela, which are all ecclesiastical,
attributed the above noted Zagwe dynasty. Philipson (1977: 234)efudxplains these
spectacular churches of Lalibela contain many architectural features of the ancient Aksumiyes
and Atheir style c¢clearly owes far | ess debt
artisanso (P. 234).



After centuries both the Aksureg and the Zagwe dynasty declined and lost their center of
power, Gondar became the new seat of the political center during the medieval period of
Ethiopia, with King Fasiladas (r. 163%567), who built palaces, and other structures, selected

the place akis permanent residential area.

Berry (1989: 123127) called this building tradition which is confined to south, north and north
eastern shores of Lake Tanastryd gidbomr(caridiercd uGe
number of architectural elementshich characterize what he called the Gorstgite buildings.

Some of them include: rectangular ground plans for palaces and churches, domed angle towers,
square observation towers on palace roofs, roof terraces with battlements, fully arched doors and

windows, arches decorated with colored stone, external stone staircase, wooden balconies etc.

But, before king Fasiladas (r.163867) and his successors built various palaces, buildings and
spectacular churches in Gondar and its nearby vicinity, there menements erected earlier

than the castles found in Gondar, as Fikadu (2012) called the@qgm@arien monuments found
around south, north, and north east of Lake Tana in close proximity to Gondar town. Some of
the monuments of my study area such as thiade of Guzara, ruins of Dil Amba Giorgis
Church, Gobatit Dildiy, Debsan Gemb, and Bahri Gemb are alGpredarien buildings which

are situated north east of Lake Tana south of Gondar town. But, the question is where the origin

of these monuments was?

Berry (1989:125), i n his research AGondar Sty
did not deny the link between the Gondtyle architectural tradition (Note well that it includes

the preGondarien buildings) with that of its predecessdi®e Aksumite and the Zagwe dynasty
architectural tradition, as he noted fAthere i
tradition of Tigre, which stretches continuously back to Aksum, and the techniques employed in
Gondarst y|l e c o (psl25), hec arguedntliat the building tradition as he called the
Gondar style is clearly a foreign origin (by Portuguese soldiers and their descendants, Turks or
Indians), that is, its main architectural features have no antecedent in Ethiopia and age comi

from abroad. For this, his argument is that the technology of using limes mortar which is clearly
seen in Gondarien monuments (including-@@ndrien) were not employed by its predecessors

for a millions of years in the northern highlands during theuAtkge times.



Likewise, MunreHay (1991:2630) supported Berry in his saying that there was a harmony or
relationship in different aspects in between Ethiopia and the Portuguese (in its soldiers and
missionaries) in between mib" century such that thiater influence was great on Ethiopia.
Furthermore, Casad (2012:7) noted that the contact of the Jesuit missionaries with Ethiopians has
brought changes not only in the areas of the religious life of Ethiopians but also in many other

areas of material culte even beyond the earlyl@entury.

Pankhurst, R. (1978:41426) has also postulated the idea that this Gondar style architecture has
been influenced by foreigners. For instance, in his study he noted that the Palace of Guzara was
erected with the helpf the Turks who were surrendered by Sertse Dingle (r-1583) at the

fort of Dabarwa.

As usual, Fernandez et 6al (2012:2) <cl aimed th
of constructing buildings with the help of lime mortar in Ethiopi& tbually attributed any

building constructed during the medieval time (including buildings built before Gondar castles

and churches) which are found rounding Lake Tana, the largest lake of Ethiopia, to be influenced

by the methodology of the missionariesthe Jesuits. In his excavation at Azezo at Gennate
Eyesus Church from 2062011, he concluded that the building technique of this palace was very

similar to that of other Jesuit buildings such as Debsan and Denkez.

Dawit (2009), influenced by Fernandéeing his student, further claimed that some of the
monuments located north, and north east of Lake Tana (in my study area he slightly sees the
Debsan Ginb only) which predates the Gondar castles had architectural influences from the

Jesuit missionaries.

However, the above noted idea seems implausible as it is challenged by other archaeological
expeditions. For instance, in an excavation conducted in Aksum by Philipson revealed that lime
mortar was used by Aksumites as a raw material of construction loeghefore the Jesuits

came to Ethiopia as it is glimpsed from the brick of arches, an archeological site found near to
the still standing stelae of aksumites inside the stelae park (Philipson, 1995 as cited in Fikadu,
2012:9).

Likewise, Fasil (2004) in kadu (2012:9) similarly stand against the diffusionist view of lime

mortar as a legacy of the Jesuits to Ethiopia. He insisted that a technique of making monuments



and structures of churches with the use of lime mortar and also arches, stone masonry, timbe
work were practiced during the Aksumite time thousands of years long before the entering of the

Jesuits to Ethiopia.

Philipson (2004: 78) i n his research AThe Aks
continuity and sameness of the two cialibns in terms of various aspects especially in building

architecture rather than being seen separately. He expressed this in his saying as:

In Ethiopian historiography, there has been a tendency for the Aksumite and medieval
period to be studied separite The former has been seas the preserve of
archaeologists and epigraphers, with significant contributions also made by numismatists
and by historians- ancient, Byzantine or ecclesiasticalwhose specialism is not
specifically Ethiopian. The medieva¢riod on the other hand has been studied primarily
from an arthistorical perspective, often emphasizing foreign connections, and through
Ethiopian historical record. The links between the two periods, while recognized, have
not been comprehensively @stigated, and the methodological dichotomy has
exaggerated their distinctiveness and has meant that they have tended to be the preserves
of different groups of scholars. It will conclude that there has been much greater
continuity between the two periodlsan has been recognized hitherto, and that the
specifically Ethiopian contribution has been dominant throughout (p. 78)

However, Baccary (1903) in Fernandez (2012:87) opposed the above idea and seeks to see the
development of the two civilizations difntly such that the traditional medieval architecture of

the Gondarien, including those monuments built before the castles and churches of Gondar, were
of a foreign origin by which the Jesuits introduced the importance of lime mortar to construct

buildings. Look at his words as:

Archeological data supports the pesninence played by mortar in the erection and
diffusion of missionary architecture. The Jesuit records state very clearly that modern
stone buildings began to be erected in Ethiopia thanks tontreduction of lime mortar

by Manoel Magro, skilled mason brought by the missionaries from India in 1624 (p. 87).

Similarly, Fernandez et dal (2012: 87) <cl ai mec

technique through the Indian man) in Ethiogi@ane construction was done more traditionally by



which smaller stones are attached with clay or with straw or with animal dung ochiktn

(boiled soil). Thus, they had no idea about lime mortar.

However, looking at the monuments found around Enframtdhe Palace of Guzara, and in
Maksegnit town, the Bahfeemb (both of them are in my study area); the above argument
become under question mark as the buildings were constructed with the use of lime mortar long
before the coming of the Jesuits (Marid M Aregay, 1984: 16064; Marid Wolde Aregay,

1998 in Fernandez €290 laobk atzhe folfowig&vhat NBaadr (19§4:164)1 2 8
has written in his research 65E®%@0@&tynahds Tac

against those who clairdeghe art was introduced by the Jesuits:

The claim by the Jesuits to the effect that the use of lime was totally unknown in Ethiopia
until Indian masons brought by them introduced its use needs some consideration. The
fact that in Ethiopia lime was knowas nora, an Arabic word for lime, and not as

chunambar any other Indian word, indicated the venue of its introduction (p. 164).

So, where did it come from? What would they say? They will have nothing to say. However, still
Fernandez et thals (saylzas8&i)hehgddMari d) has taken
sustain the rather i mplausible ideaodo that the
Jesuit missionaries themselves such as Almeida and Manuel Barradas in Marid Wolde Aregay
(1984:164) said that lime mortar was used in Massawa and in the ruins of the church of St. Mary

of Asmera respectively.

Furthermore, in expressing the similarities of the Palace of Guzara with those of later erected
monuments, Pollera (nd) in Pankhu{®978:419426) stated that the castle of Guzara was built

in a style which is almost the same to that of the first of the Gondar castles erected more than
half a century later. Similarly, Pankhurst who argued the building tradition of Ethiopians as a
foreign origin wrote (the similarity of the castle of Guzara and the later castle constructions of

Gondar) on page 419 as:

The similarity in form and design is indeed such as to suggest that the edifice at Guzara

must have served as a model for the earliest buildings at Gondar, only some 65



kilometers away. It reveals that the Gondar style of architecture was in fact innegiste

well before the founding of the imperial city (Pankhurst, 1978: 419).

Therefore, the proofs that constructing buildings with lime mortar is well known in Guzara, an
edifice built long time before the coming of the Jesuits, which was served as hdihmkatker
constructions of castles and churches in and around Gondar. Thus, again the idea of introduction

of lime mortar for constructions by the Jesuits seems irrelevant/ or improbable.

To sum up, the view of attributing the monuments for the missemas unacceptable as
researches done so far drive architectural affinities of these medieval monuments with its
predecessors (the Zagwes and the Aksumites) as they witnessed the presence of similar masonry
works and architectural designs (example arcloesAksumite and Zagwe buildings (Buxton,

1947, Phillipson, 2004, Bernard, 1969a; Fasil, 2004, Grester 1970, and Phillipson, 1995 as cited
in Fikadu, 2012:712).

Although there is little research done in the study area in areas of preservation, camseanelti
promotion of heritages, some scholarly done researches in different aspects are discussed as

follows.

Pankhurst, R. (1978: 4162 6 ) i n his research entitled ATh
Emfraz, Go r g oattemptadntastudyehe kisopfdhe establishment of katama or
military head quarter in the hitherto noted places. He studied the establishment of settlement at
Emfraz, which is in my study area. Besides, he slightly tried to discuss the architectural
characteristics of the Palacé Guzara and the stone bridge what is now called the Gobatit
Dildiy. Besides, he noted that the castle served as a model for later Gondar style architectural
monuments. Likewise, Anfary (1989: -1Z) tried to study some of the monuments of this study
areasuch as the Palace of Guzara, the Gobatit Dildiy, the Debsan Gemb, and the Bahri Gemb.
Thus, he left some short notes about them. But, the problem is he simply described its location,
taking photograph, and writing the history slightly. No detail inforomatvas provided as to how

the potential of the area, its conservation and its management status and so forth. Berry
(1990:8392) also tried to study the monument of Bahri Gemb, one of the selected site to this
study, in which he clearly describes the @&edttural characteristics such as the ground plan of

the church, the arches of the doors and windows, the domes etc. and claims the date at which the



Bahri Gemb was built against the recommendations of oral traditions (of the church clerks)
which attribues it to the 18 ¢ to the time of Libne Dingle. He even made reconstructions of the
southern facade and cross section of the church. But, since it was done some 20 years back from

now, it is better to understand the current state of the monument ireavioeyt

The Italians during their occupation of Ethiopia, as Solomon (1989: 41) mentioned, attempted to
preserve the Gondar castles by consolidating its structure and giving it new functions, they
converted it into military headquarters. But, the same cgoumoted that after Italians were

repulsed out of the country, the castles once again lost their importance and received little

maintenance or turned in to ruins.

After wards, the Ethiopian government began to be interested in safeguarding the Gondarian
castles as tourism began to boom in the country. Ethiopian tourism organization in collaboration

with the World Heritage Fund and UNESCO set up a project to upgrade the conditions of the
countrybés monument s, i ncl udi ng eanhwhichGCcammedrar ¢ h
1967 tried to reconstruct the ruined parts of the castle; restored the ceiling paintings of Gondar
churches such as Debre Birhan Selassie and Medhanealem (ibid, P.41).

Again, Center for Research and Conservation of Cultural Heritage (BIRGIS preservation

and presentation section with the financial aid it gained from UNDP and experts from UNESCO
set up a project and carried out conservation activities like repairing the Debre Birhan Selassie
church and restored the ceiling and paintimgthe church. Also, they restored the ground plan

of Mentuwab palace in Fassil Ghebbi, and also architectural restoration work has been conducted
on Debre Sina church in Lake Tana (ibid, p.43).

Il n 2006, Fernandez et bal P02 2AaNn2) acsonduwecyt ecdal s
architectonic sitesdé found at North, and Nort
set up a project to be carried out from four archaeological sites (Gorgora Nova, Debsan, Denkez,

and Azezo) which they belied it to have been constructed with the help of the missionaries.
Though they selected four sites special attention was given to the archaeological site of Azezo
(Gannata lyasus) where they carried out archaeological excavation from 2007 up to 2011.

Howeve, conservation, promotion, and management of the heritages were not the objective of



their research, but it was confined to see their realm of claiming the Jesuits had religious as well

as cultural influence on the Ethiopians.

Dawit (2009), being influereed by t he Fernandezds research
Complutense University of Madrid, attempted to study the potential of heritage monuments and

its state of preservation which are located North, and North East of Lake Tana around Gondar in

his researchret i t | ed #AArchaeol ogi cal I nvestigation o
Tanao. He selected four sites namely Azezo (
Nova, but only the Debsan Gemb, which is in my study area, has received little aftetti®n
investigation. Even, his research did not show the overall monuments, its preservation, its
conservation and its state of being challenged by various agents of deterioration briefly.
Likewise, Muhammed (2017) attempted to survey the monuments \ahécfound in Gondar
ZuriaWeredal n his M. A. thesis entitled as Zd&i& Sur ve
Wereda from the Fourteenth to the Eighteenth C
palace of Guzara, Debsan Gemb, Dil Amba GiordisirCh, Debsan Gemb, Gobatit Dildiy, and

Bahri Gemb. Hence, some highlight description about the sites with some photographs was
provided. However, it is more of history. Even it does not enhance to know the full potential of

the area, its state of protemtiand conservation, and the various causes of deterioration.

Furthermore, Behailu and Haftamu (2017), attempted to study the heritages which are located in
South Gondar, Amhara Regional State, West Ethiopia, from the perspective of its potential for

tourism attraction and the challenges. They selected six heritage sites in their study of which only
one, Washa Endrias Cave, which is in my study area, received slight attention in their

investigation. Only its slight history, its potential as tourism boord,sme of its photographs

are shown in their research. But, they failed to see the site from protection, conservation, and

management points of view as their aim was more of tourism related.

Thus, from the above noted researches, only the works of Muhart@ad), Berry (1990),
Panchrust (1978), Anfray (1989), Dawit (2009), and Behailu and Haftamu (2017) studied
highlightly the heritage buildings that is located in Gondar Zuria Wereda and Libokemkem
wereda as they prepared descriptions of the buildingspkins, photographs, its history and so
forth.



But, these researches which are conducted in my study area and its surrounding are inadequate in
assessing the heritage potentials of the area, its state of preservation and conservation, and the
various agets of deterioration. In general, the researches that are done regarding heritage
management are few and inadequate to fully understand the potential of the area, its state of

conservation, its potential for tourism boom and so forth.

Accordingly, the Palaxs, buildings, Churches (both cave and built), and an ancient bridge which

are located in twaNeredas(Gondar Zuria and Libikemkem) in Amhara regional state, North
Western Ethiopia, have not received adequate research yet. Even a research which @eals in ar

of heritage management is almost absent despite the potential of the area. So, it sounds good to
conduct a research in the area, thus, this research attempted to study: the Palace of Guzara and its

Surrounding Monuments: its Heritage Management and&wation.



CHAPTER THREE

INVENTORY AND DATA PRESENTATION

In this section, the data which is gathered through various methods will be presented and
discussed. The study circulated about heritage management and conservatiopatddteof
Guzara and its environs. Therefore, the study area incorpanati@alace of Guzara, ruins of Dil
Amba Giorgis Church, the Debsan Gemb, Gobatit Dildiy, Bahri Gemb Kidus Michael Church
and Debre Mitmak Cave Church. All are located in Gorgatia Weredaof North Gondar
administrative zone whereas the cave of Washa Endrias is found in Libo Kewikesdaof

South Gondar administrative zone. All of these heritage sites are selected on the basis of

purposive sampling as the resources are:

V Spectaculaheritages of the study area and needs urgent intervention

V Very potential resources to the development of tourism in the area in particular and the
country in general, but now it provides very low contribution

V  hugely affected by threats coming from botltaal and natural factors

3.1 The Palace of Guzara

The Palace of Guzara is located along the road which takes us to Gondar from Bahir Dar at a
place called Guzara which is situated at a few distances before we reach to the town of Enfraz or
Emfraz. Oneshould also travel on the gravel road (See. Figure 3.2) either by vehicle or on foot
about one kilo meter to the northern direction to the plateau where the castle is situated. Facing

the town of Enfraz to north western direction and Lake Tana to westenti@h, the palace of

Guzara is situated at a hill top (Figure 3.1) where one can see everything of the surrounding,
even the largest lake of Ethiogiake Tana, and the Dembia Palin (See. Pankhurst, 1978:415,

Berry, 1989: 123130). The coordinates ofdisiteare N 141 46 148806 E583F ( Mu h a mn
2017: 45).



Figure 3.1. View of the palace of Guzara from distance, leaving Enfraz town to North Western

direction (Its view from Enfraz town) (Photo by Kedir 2018)

" Th

gondar S e Guzara palace

This part of the area is locally i ;

called as Guzara

Figure 3.2. Road leading to Guzara Palace branching to the northern direction from the main
Bahir DarGondar asphalted road at the place called Guzara (left figurejrdkiel road to the
Palace (right figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)

According to Gondar ZuridVeredaCulture and Tourism Office, the palace of Guzara was
constructed by Sertse Dingle (r. 156397). Also, my informants (Samuale, 2017; Girmachew,



2018) creditedthe construction of the palace to Emperor Sertse Dingle (r.-1583). But,

others claimed that it was constructed by foreigners. Thus, broadly speaking, there are two views
regarding as to who built the Guzara Castle. The first groups stated thatldlce pes
constructed by Sertse Dingle; with their basis is oral tradition. The other group of scholars
argued that the palace was made by the emperor with the help of foreigners. For example,
Pankhurst, R. (1978: 44417) argued that the castle of Guzaswnade by Sertse Dingle with

the guidance of the Turks who became servant after he defeated them at Debarwa in 1579.
Similarly, Almeida in Mared (1984:164) justified that the use of mortar is totally unknown until

it was brought and introduced its uselbglian masons; hence the castle might be constructed by

foreigners.

3.1.1 Description of the Palace of Guzara
Pankhurst, R(1978: 415)described that the castle of Guzdwasa rectangular shape and it

measures eighteen meters in lengtid twelve meters width. The castle has two floors which

were constructed from rough brown volcanic stones and mortar with an outside staircase to the
upper floor but according to my field survey, there is also one staircase in a broken state inside
the palace leadingtthe upper floors (Figure 3.3) and the palace has three floor with the last /or
upper one contains only one room (informant. Samuel Mekonen, 2017). We can recognize it
from part of the remains of the floor. However, because of the damage of the pajace 84)
especially in its southern part in a war between the army dDtinge soldiers and the EPRDF

army during 1983 (informants: Ato Gebeyehu Ayalew, 2018 and Fasika Fantaye, 2018), we
cannot easily recognize the third floor. Pankhurst further desttitat the first floor consisted

of five rooms where as the arrangement of the second floor is the same as the first one, the
ground. The ground plan of the castle (Figure 3.5) is rectangular with two round angle towers on
the north and one square towertihe southern face. Likewise, Berry (1989:1128) noted that

the Palace of Guzara, built in 1570, is the earliest secular edifice in the &Gtyldarchitecture

and used as an architectural model for constructions of later Gondarian castles. He@xpeess
architecture of the palace as it includes rectangular ground plan, domed angle towers, and
battlements. The thickness of the palace is one meter. The whole compound is surrounded by a

ruined enclosure with entrance gates.



As to my field survey, thgpalace was constructed by small stones which were plastered by
mortar. The first and second roofs were made by wood beams silisidasncheand Wanza

(Cordial africana). The four corners of the doors and the windows, some of it are closed and
others are open, of the palace of Guzara were constructed by small decorated stones (mostly its
top) and the same wood. The doors and the windows have an aec(Bigyre 3.6) which is

similar with other succeeding castles and churches found in and around Gondar. Although the

palace had 8 and 10 number of windows and doors respectively, currently none of them is in tact.

Figure 3.3. A destructed staircaseidiesthe palace leading to the upper floor (the left figure); the
outside stair case (the right figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)



Figure 3.4. The Palace of Guzara, its southern face showing the damage by war between the
Derge army and EPRDF soldiers, lwihe middle arrow indicates the third floor where as the left

and right arrow show the total damage of the palace in its southern face (Photo by Kedir 2018)
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Figure 3.5 Ground Plan of the Palace of Guzara (after Pennec, nd)



Arched shaped doors

Figure 3.6. Shows closed windows (A), and arched doors (B) (Photo by Kedir 2018)

3.1.2 Compound Wall/ Pale of the Palace
As noted above, Guzara palace is situated at a plateau where it catches the attention of eyes of

everypbody who sees it. It is walled by a large circular fence (Figure 3.7). Albeit much part of the
fence is destructed due to natural and cultural causes, some parts are still preserved in situ
showing how it was looked like originally. My informant (Samuelkidieen, 2018), expressed

that the overall wall of the palace measures 580 meter from which 280 meter is reconstructed by
small stones without attaching it by lime mortar, but diminishes the original characteristics of the
palace and its wall while 300 metés still preserved keeping its authenticity. As to my
measurement, the thickness of the old enclosure is about 80 centimeter whereas the thickness of
the reconstructed wall ranges from 80 centimeter to 1 meter, and the length of the old compound
wall measires 3.2 meter whereas the reconstructed one is 1.30 meter(See. figure 3.8).



Figure 3.8.The length and thickness of the old compound wall of the Palace: the length (left
figure), and its thickness (right figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)

As to my field survey and my informant, Samuel, 2017, the palace of Guzara had four gates, two
each in the estern and western direction. Currently these gates are in a destructed state, thus one
cannot easily identify for what purpose they were constructed as they are destructed and not
giving service today. Currently, there is a new gate which leads to theooathpf the palace in

the western direction near to the two old gates (Figure 3.9, 3.10 and 3.11).



Figure 3.9. Western gates to the compound of the Palace of Guzara: the new gate (the left arrow),
the old gates (the middle and the right arrows) (Phgtedir 2018)

Figure 3.10. Western gates of the Palace (view from inside): better preserved but grasses are

grown on it (left figure), and gate on destruction (right figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)



Figure 3.11.Gates of the Palace at its eastern direction from north to south direction: better
preserved (left figure), and destroyed gate (right figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)

The width of the larger western gate is about 2.35 meters while the smaller one measitires ab
2.10 meters. The two gates which are found in the eastern direction from south to north direction

measures 2.75 meter and 2.80 meter respectively.

In addition to these gatedtse Sertse Dingle (r.1556589) has also constructed four watch
towers. As we understand from its design and its strategic position as well as response of
informants (Samuel, 2018), they were purposely constructed to control the surrounding

environment.

3.1.3 The Four Pillars
Once we entered to the compound of the palace, as feltsurvey, we can see, north of the

palace, four pillars of stones of four sided each erected in parallel which, according to Amhara
Region Youth, Culture and Sport Bureau (1996), once up on a time in the past were used to make

shelter for the societsewho came to pay tributes to the king.

One of these pillars is destroyed while the rest are still standing (See figure 3.12) and at the peak
of these pillars there is a hole through which something can be attached with it, thus it
strengthened the ideaathit was served as a form of shelter (See the arrow at figure 3.12). The
length of the pillars measures 4.5 meters while its width is about 1.10 meters.



Figure 3.12. Four Parallely erected Pillars, with one of it is severelyethjwhile the rest are
still standing but on the state of deterioration. (Photo by Kedir 2018)

The problem regarding these pillars is that during the rainy season trees (Figure 3.13) are grown

on them leading it to be further deteriorated as it shown below.




Figure 3.13.Trees grown on the pillars causing it to be deteriorated bitterly (Photo by Kedir
2017)

3.1.4 Current Condition of the Palace

Although the palace is an old historical building standing for the last 400 years, it has stood the
test oftime and climatic pressure particularly rain and sun, and serves as asource of income. It
contributes to the wellbeing of the local population as a means of generating income through
tourism. Yet, it suffers from lack of proper conservation and managemsnBrankoGlisic

(2007) in Eskinder Desta (2015:2) mentioned, human and natural related calamities cause to the
deterioration, damaging or even loss of inestimable resources such as old stone bridges, palaces,
churches, cathedrals, monuments etc. Thusylaegnaintenance and restoration works are
important. But, in case of the Palace of Guzara, the opposite is true, that is, it is in a deterioration

State.

Thus, some parts of the Guzara palace are in a good condition while most of its part is in a
deplordle state especially its internal parts, the roofs, the woody doors and windows of the
palace (Figure 3.14). If we look at the first and second roofs of the building, they are totally
damaged by various threats caused by both human and natural relades] fHo¢ wood beams
which connect one part of the building to the other just serving as a floor is totally damaged in

case of long age, rain, sun, growth of trees, growth of algae, activities of insects and so on.

In a pamphlet of the Amhara Regional 8txputh, Culture and Sport Bureau (1996) it is written
that the palace had receptiamd mansior®soth at the ground and second floor, as well as
addi t i o mansionkut to ¢hé gresent day there is no any room which bears hall center
especially in tk second floor (upstair), even at the ground the rooms do not give clue about their
function, thus, it is difficult to say this room was served as conference hall, and that one is a

dinning, or reception room. (Figure 3.15).



Figure 3.14. Palace of Guzana deplorable state, internal face (left figure), and in a
good condition, its eastern facade (right figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)
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Figure 3.15Damaged second and third floors of the Pa(@t®to by Kedir 2018)

Furthermore, the Amhara Regional State Youth, Culture and Sport Bureau, i®8& second

face of a one page brochure, stated the situation as the following:
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It is roughly translated as: the Palace of Guzara is found in a state of ruins due to
long age and absence of management. The wood windows and doors érave be
damaged. The whole roof has been destructed. Parts of the building, its southern
wall and stages, have all been destructed. The floors of the second storey
(upstairs), the woods of the doors and windows have been totally lost. And parts
of the buildingis found in a highly dangestate of damage. The pillars which
were believed to be used to make shelter have partially been destructed. The pale
of the palace have totally been destructed. The surrounding area has been
deforested badly. Even the land hast lits fertility.

Eskinder Desta (2016:14) wrote as: AHI stori ce
They are nofreplaceable fragments of our cultural heritage and their future depends on our
attitudes and acti ofd4).towards preserving them

However, the castle of Guzara does not receive the necessary heritage management activities;
rather it is damaged by human and natural caused agents of destruction. For example, besides to
the natural threats, parts of the building were destroyetthdy surrounding farmers in search of

gun fire and other precious resources (informant: Belete Abera, 2017).

The other part which needs urgent notice is that the compound wall of the palace. Most parts of
the compound wall are destructed, except few pastiwvhich keeps the authenticity as it was
originally constructed (Figure 3.16).



Figure 3.16. View of enclosure of the Guzara Palace: total damaged compound wall, photo taken
from inside the compound (left figureggnd compound wall on the state of damage (right figure),
outside the compoun@hoto by Kedir 2018)

3.1.5 The History of Conservation of the Palace
The palace is still standing since its erection during the Idte 2. However, beginning from

the last6 or 7 decades the palace has been deteriorating from time to time as it was neglected by
the communities as well as the concerned bodies. According to my informants, starting from the
regime of Haileselassie Il, the area was bare, meaning that it washabited by humans,
therefore, it was easily accessible for everybody as well as animals, which in turn has accelerated
for its destruction through time (Informants: Nigus Birhan, 2018, Gebeyehu Ayalew, 2018).

Nigus Birhan (2018), my informant, said tHate f or e 10 years the pal ac
center for grazing of animals. There was no responsible government organ which follows up the
palace to keep it from threats. Even, according to Samuel Mekonen (2018), there was no culture
and tourism office in @nder ZuriaWereda where the castle is located, before 10 years. It is a

recent development. Having in mind this, to start to conserve the palace now is a great progress.

However, recently the palace received some form of management and conservation activities.
Hence, according to the pamphlet of Amhara Regional State Youth, Culture, and Sport Bureau
(1996), the regions Youth, Culture, and Sport bureau attempted to peepaect to study the

state of preservation of the palace of Guzara during that time and sent the report to American
Embassy to ask fund for its conservation, as a result, they got fund for the conservation of the



palace. As toAto Gebeyehu (2018), my iafmant, the fund they received was assumed to be
50,000 dollars. But, the problem was that they did not conserve the palace appropriately. He

further noteb
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It is roughly translated as: though government officials from all sectors, even he
was envited, have celebrated the conservation of the palace of Guzara by inviting
the donors, what haoeen conserved were only the doors of the palace. Even they

did not conduct the conservation appropriately.

Though the conservation was not satisfactory (Informant: Gebeyehu, 2018; Alemayehu G/ wold,
2018) it was a big beginning to think about the pakdt®uld be preserved and continues to exist
to the next generation. After that, again the palace has been forgotten for years as additional

conservation activities started very recently in 2014/15 G.C.

With the fund of 825,000 Ethiopian birr from Federavgmment of Ethiopia and additional
400,000 birr from the regions culture and tourism bureau, the conservation activity started in
2014/15 G.C. with the auspice of Culture and Tourism office of north Gondar administrative
zone and ARCCH. However, due toasere of budget which was released each year the
conservation was interrupted for one year. Again, in July 2017/18, it was restarted and still the
conservation is going on to the present day (informants: Sahlemaryam, 2018; Girmachew, 2018)
(See figure 3.1)¢
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Figure 3.17. Guzara Palace on Conservation: the northern face (left figure), and the western face
(the right figure)Photo by Kedir 2018)

3.1.6 The Process of Conservation
Before the beginning of conserving the palace of Guzara, a preliminary study was conducted by

North Gondar Administrative Zone Culture and Tourism Office with the help of experts from
ARCCH (Infromants: Mezemir, 2018; Alemayehu, 2018). Then after, thess@ge materials

such as fund, staff, and lime stone were prepared. After that, the consolidation work was started.
Today, even the consolidation work is continuing. This conservation is guided by Ato Sahle, a
surveyor who works in the same office and Algetau from ARCCH (Girmachew, 2018;
Alemayehu, 2018). My infomants emphasized that what is going on now on the palace is to fill

the porous part of the building and try to preserve the builing as it is.

According to my informant, Fasika Fentaye, 2018, greexin limestone mortar preparation, the

process of conservation activities is stated as follows:

AFirst, we brought the | i me stone/ or | ocally
sieved to separate the pure limestone from its sands aretlieigts (coarser limestone). Then,

the powder limestone was mixed by water very well, finally to be buried in the soil for either
seven or eight years, but in the case of Guzara it was buried (See Figure 3.18), for four years and

it was fetched by wateAfter that, the limestone is taken out from where it was buried and put

inside container to be mixed with water and rolled by hand material for five or six days (Figure



3.19). Finally, this limestone mixing with the course limestone which was left whangsigill
be used for conservation activities as a mort

Figure: 3.18. A place where lime stone was buried beneath the surface; lime stone taken out to be
boiled with water in containers (left figure), lime powdetl $turied (right figure)(Photo by
Kedir 2018)

Figure 3.19. A woman boiling the lime powder, which was buried, with wWRteoto by Kedir
2018)



Figure 3.20. A man pounding course limestone debris (left figure), and a man mixes limestone
powder with ourse limestone debris to make it ready for conservation (right figeheto by
Kedir 2018)

Figure 3.21 Mortar used in repairing the Ca@flboto by Kedir 2018)

However, is the conservation being conductslly conservation? For the present researcher, it
is questionable. A8antalem Tadesse (2004 E.C.: 122) and Mengistu Gobezie (2004 E.C.)



stated, unprofessional act of conservation is a challenge or threat to the heritages of Ethiopia.
Similarly, 1 have érwarded the following reasons for the conservation being conducted is
unprofessional. Firstly, the concerned authorities did not conduct a deep scientific preliminary
study very well. Since the palace is hugely destructed long ago, it becomes veryt ddficu
maintain the original character of the building (to keep its authenticity), and now it is shown as
the conservation continues they are very challenged to conserve especially the first floor of the
building, which is totally damaged. Secondly, becatlse conservation on the palace is not
supported with concrete evidence, it is repaired against as to how the profession of conservation
orders that conservation should be conducted. As | observed the process of conservation during
field work, the masongmaply paint the mortar on the building which is not exactly similar with
original building as it is clearly visible from parts of the debris of the building and enclosure of

the palace (Figure 3.22).

Figure 3.22 Conservation difference: old buildinggry compacted, well done where much
amount of lime mortar used, (left figure), and wall conserved slightly by lime mortar (right
figure) (Photo by Kedir 2018)

Thirdly, there is no professional supervisor who guides the conservation. As to informants,
(Girmachew, 2018, and Samuel, 2018), the process of conservation is guided by culture and
tourism office of north Gondar administrative zoA¢o Sahlemaryam, a surveyor, is the person
who supervises the conservation. Though he has experience about attmsepecause he



worked with Ato Mamo andAto Mezemir, two architects who did conservation activities all
times in the region, he is not professionally well equipped. So, there are no engineers,
archaeologists, architects, historians as well as foreigarexparticipated in the conservation of

the palace. Finally, the fund 1,225,000 Ethiopian birr is not sufficient for overall conservation
process, as a result, according to Samuel Mekonen, 2018, my informant, the conservation

process was interrupted fon® year due to budget constraint.

In general, for the present researcher, this conservation is tentamount to destruction instead of
conservation. In a country where we can find good engineers, archaeologists, historians, and
architects; if they had worked collaboration, this problem would not have been happened. And
even if the problem is beyond their capacity they can ask the help of experts from UNESCO and
other organizations. The absence of free flow of information and less awareness about the value

of heritages created the problem.

3.1.7 Discoveries around the Palace of Guzara
During my field survey around the palace of Guzara, | have found, in collaboration with the

guider of the palace and the surrounding person, some material cultures suchiag stomes,

potteries, settlement area, and collection of stones.

3.1.7.1 Grinding Stone

At a few distances, may be some 200 meter away from Guzara palace outside of its enclosure, in
the eastern direction, many grinding stones were discovered @utiaee of the earth, 15 in
number. The grinding stones were prepared from hard, black rock (Figure 3.23). They are found
in a fragmented state mixed with shred of potteries.



Figure 3.23. Grinding Ston@hoto by Kedir 2018)

3.1.7.2 Pottery
Red small ged fragments of potteries were also discovered on the surface of the earth in
association with grinding stones. Some of them are informative and some others are not (Figure

3.24). On the outer surface of the shred potteries, some decorations weredbserv



B)
Figure 3.24. Potteries: A) Nanformative B) InformativgPhoto by Kedir 2018)

Besides, the surrounding farmer, Muhabaw, expressed that he foundizedlpotteries which
is locally called asnegeberisor anestegna Genbas well as metal spos when he ploughed his
farmland in 2014/ 15 G.C. He told the present researcher that the pot had some form of residues

like butter/ or cereals, but withdrew soon he discovered (informant: Muhabaw, 2018).



3.1.7.3 Settlement Area

An area which exhibits collections of small stones, grinding stones, and potteries is located to
the east of the palace of Guzara. The soil of this area is such a kind of loose that tells us the area
might have been occupied by past human being. Ituatsid in front of the eastern gate of the

Guzara palace (See figure 3.25). Hence, it might be a settlement area.

A)



B)

Figure 3.25 Settlement area: a place where grinding stones andegateliscovered (figure A),

and collections of stones (figure @)hoto by Kedir 2018)

3.2 Ruins of the Church of Del Amba Giorgis

Outside of the compound of the palace of Guzara, some 400 meter away to south western
direction, there is a fenced area d&yclosure, which was, according to response of informants
(Melaku, 2018, Samuel Mekonen, 2018), a place where Del Amba Goirgis was constructed
(Figure 3.26). It is located along the road, on the other left side, which takes to the palace of
Guzara from tB main Bahir Dar Gondarasphalted road. As to Muhammed (2017: 52), its
coordinatesareN 2 36 5837 & B¥O.



Figure 3.26 Distance view of ruins of Del Amba Gorgis Church from Guzara R&hoto by
Kedir 2018)

Inside theruined enclosure, there is accumulation of stones making a circle which might be the
ruins of the church. The church is totally damaged, except the collected stones. Besides, most
parts of the enclosure of the church are destructed but few parts ofintaatepreserved (See

Figure 3.27, Figure 3.28, Figure 3.29, and Figure 3.30). According to my field survey, the
techniques and material construction of the church is exactly the same as the Guzara palace, and
it is evidenced on the enclosure of the churchwhich small stones are plastered with lime
mortar, which is identical with the palace of Guzara. Therefore, it can be said that both them
were constructed at the same time, might be the oral tradition attribution by King Sertse Dingle
(r. 15631597).



Figure 3.27 Ruins of the Church, collections of stones in circle at the middle of the compound
(Photo by Kedir 2018)

Figure 3.28 Collections of stone west of the circled stone colledfingo by Kedir 2018)



Figure 3.29 Well preserved Enclosure lué Church{Photo by Kedir 2018)

Figure 3.30 Destructed Enclosure of the ChijRioto by Kedir 2018)

3.3 Gobatit Dildiy



The other monument al heritage selected in the
mentioned that it is also calleBuzara Bridge. The name Gobatit Dildiy is given, as to

informants, as the shape of the bridge seems like a@ralar or a curve in shape.

As to Gondar ZuridNeredaCulture and Tourism Office, the bridge is found in Debsan Tikara
Kebele found 22 km fa from Maksegnet, th&Ve r e ccapidak city. It is located at equal
distance in between the town of Enfraz and the palace of Gudaich is 1 km. Simply, Gobatit
Dildiy is situated some 500 meter away to the north from the newly in use Enfraz Bridge alon
the asphalted road which takes us from Enfraz to Bahir Dar. According to Muhammed (2017:
51), its coordinates are N42 4 6 1837 & BTO

According to Maksegnit Culture and Tourism Bureau, the bridge was constructed by King Sertse
Dengil (r. 15631597). The purpose of construction of the bridge was to serve the surrounding
societies as a bridge to a river called Arno Garno. However, as to my informant (Ato Gebeyehu
Ayalew, 2018), it was constructed by the king to connect his palace with the dilriceta

and the old town of Enfraz locally called &ar Wuhgliterally meaning grass water). The bridge

is so ancient that indicates us the technique in which past societies attempted to build
constructions (their engineering skill) during their time (GZW8, 2018).

As to my field work, the bridge was constructed by combining small rough stone one with lime
mortar on a natural foundation which is made up of granite stone that has maintained the bridge
since its erection (Sebrantiged&ngdueerthéhgtBOL
its height from the earth is 6.5 meter. At the base, the length of the bridge measures about 4.8
meter. The choice of the foundation at which the bridge was constructed tells us that how much

the past society habdeen knowledgeable and their engineering capabilities would have been.
However, as the same is true for other monuments of the study area such as Bahri Ghinb, Debsan
Ghnib, and Guzara palace, Gobatit Dildey has been and is being deteriorated by agents of
destruction (Figure 3.31).



To Guzara palace To Enfraz town

Figure 3.31 Gobatit DildegPhoto by Kedir 2018)

Notwithstanding the bridge is perhaps the first to be constructed in this part of the country
(Pankurst, 1978:419; Engi du, et 60al 2017: 3), S
l ong age, the river 6s wi nt etrthe alued hkritagesamand er i n
the communities, negligence and poor handling both by societies and government, lack of
professionals, and poorness etc. If we carefully look at it, the surface of the bridge is eroded by
animal and human movement, and thieafof weathering (rain, wind, dust and sun) while its

part immediately above the base is eroded by flood of the rainy season. The nearby locally called
Warkaor sycamore tree has been failed by the flood. Therefore, unless measurement is taken
now, thisvery spectacular ancient bridge will be the next to be broken and lost forever (Figure
3.32).



Figure 3.32. The base of the Bridge eroded by the rainy flood (left figure), and its deteriorated
surface (right figurejPhoto by Kedir 2018)

3.3.1 Discoveryaround Gobatit Dildiy

3.3.1.1. Foundation of an ancient Ruined Building

Very near to Gobatit Dildiy, some 50 meter away to the western direction, we found a foundation
which is a rectangular in shape and does not give a clear hint what it was origiully.
according to the surrounding communities (informant: Engdaw Aragai, 2018), orally, it is
believed that there was an underground house/ structure beneath the foundation. It is located in a
raised area than its surrounding (Figure 3.33 and Figure 3IRAyever, it needs further

investigation to proof it.




Figure 3.33 Distance view of the place where the Foundation of Ruined Building is located
(Photo by Kedir 2018)

Figure 3.34 Foundation of Ruin@&iiilding near Gobatit DildeyPhoto by Kedir 2018)

3.4 Debsan Gimb

The monument of Debsan or Debre San is located senwe43kilo meters north east of Enfraz

town. It is situated at one of the plateaus/or hills which are found in front pataee of Guzara

(Figure 2.35). It takes more than 30 minutes to travel on the track road on foot to the Debsan
building from Enfraz town. As to Muhammed (2017: 67), its coordinatesaré N3 538060 E 37
386 540.



Figure 3.35 The plateau where theld3an Gemb is located (left figure), and the road to the
Debsan (right figurejPhoto by Kedir 2018)

According to my informants (Gebeyehu Ayalew, 2018, Bayle Agaxai, 2017, and Mekonen
Assefa, 2018), on the basis of oral tradition, the building was cotesdrby Zana Gebo, who

was governor/monitor of the JewsFalashawhose origin was from Israel. He was the follower

of Orit religion. However, missionary documents ascribed the building to the Jesuit residence
(Fer nandez -8) Therdfore, tlae0sin@ a cle& cut information about this issue.

3.4.1 Description of the Building
Like the surrounding monuments such as the palace of Guzara, the Denkez palace and Bahri

Gemb, the Debsan gemb is constructed by small local stones plastered motiaie However,
currently the mortar is totally removed from the building except few parts at inside of it. The
building follows a rectangular plan (See. Figure 3.36) and has two partitions. The measurement
of the building shows that it is 24x& meter wih a height of 4.7 meter from the earth to the top

of the building.
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Figure 3.36 Ground Plan of the Debsan Gemb (after Anfray,-198Q: 20)

It has eight doors and eight windows, but currently all of them are lost forever and free for
everything to gein. The doors and windows of the building of Debsan are arched just so what is
seen in the palace of Guzara, in Bahri Gemb, and in Gondar palaces. The top of the doors and
windows are made by wetlressed limestone and bricks indicating how were the témimo

during the period when it was erected. Of eight doors in general, four of its top which seemed
like archshaped were made by weltessed lime stone while the rest four were made by bricks
(See. Figure 3.37 and Figure 3.38).



Figure 3.37 General view of the Debsan Gemb, Southern face: arched doors made by bricks and
decorated lime ston@hoto by Kedir 2018)

Figure 3.38 Arched Windows (left figure) and Doors (right figRH)oto by Kedir 2018)

Though the building is a very spectacular heritage of the area and catches the attention of
everyone who sees it, sadly speaking, it is hugely in a deplorable statéy &leparts of the
building have been destructed by various threats. The windows, the doors, the roof, and the wall
which divides the building in to partitions have been damaged and lost forever. Also, the
northern face of the building has been totdigtructed. The surrounding farmers expressed that
the area was abandoned since the regime of Haileselassie | (Bayle, 2017, my informant). As a

result, it was threatened by both human and natural related causes which finally have led the



building to have e current state, building in a state of ruins. As we will see in other topic in
detail in the coming pages, the building of Debsan is affected by rainfall, sun, activities of
animals, growth of tree, growth of algae, and the surrounding farmers etcialigpaccording

to my field survey, and response of informants (Bayle, 2017, and Mekonen, 2018) the tree
locally called ashibhawhich is grown all over the building and its roots is the major challenge
to the building where it created crack and led ibé deteriorated very desperately (Figure 3.39).

This problem becomes worse during the rainy season as the trees are grown fast.

Figure 3.39 Trees grown on the building: at inside (left figure), and at outside, the eastern face
(right figure) (Photo ly Kedir 2017)

To sum up, there is no management and conservation activities done so far for such a kind of
heritage which would create a big opportunity for the development of tourism to the local
communities in particular and Ethiopians at large. Theeissyjust so what our fathers and
mot hers are saying in their proverb as fdthe
documentation activity is conducted, no the current status of the building is recognized, still no
attempts has been made preserve, protect, and conserve the building so as to use it today
wisely and transfer to the next posterity, but the concerned authorities whose task is to sleep day
and night are paid. The roof of the building was totally collapsed and showed no euienc

was it originally seemed like (Figure 3.40). The wall of the building has been too much
deteriorated, only the bare stones will talk you when you ask what would happen to the mortars
which plastered and kept the building stone, where are the doerajridows, what was inside

the Debre San or Debsan Gemb etc. Even now the stones from which the building was

o~



constructed began cracking (parts of the building was failed totally) (Figure 3.40), the well
dressed lime stones which were used to decoratedie of the building, the doors and windows

are taken by the surrounding farmers to be used to paint their house. According to my informant,
Bayle Agaxia, 2017, farmers destroyed the building in search of limestone for the purpose of

painting their house.

Therefore, unless we give due attention and collaborate in an innocent and open heart to tackle
the problem, the time will not be far as if we are condemned that we ignore the accountability/or
oath our grandfathers and grandmothers gave us to transfesthece to the next generation as

they did to us. In this regard, the present researcher will not forget to release great thanks to the
guider of the palace of Guzara and its environs, Samuel Mekonen, who, in 2018 G.C.,
coordinated the surrounding farreetio cut the trees grown on the Debsan Ginb which was a

major challenge to the building.



Collapsed roof

[

Hole where beams were intersected

Figure 3.40 Arial view of the Building, showing how much it is deterioré@abto by Kedir
2018)

The Debsarisemb had enclosure as it is seen from the destructed pillars and collection of stones
surrounding the building (Figure 3.41). In the south eastern, north eastern and north western
directions, deteriorated pillars are visible which might have been sews/eal gate to the

compound of the building.



































































































































































































