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Note by the General Secretariat of the United Nations 
Conference on the Human Environment 

In the course of its second and third sessions the Preparatory Committee of 
the United Nations Conference on the Human Environment recommended that the Sec- 
retariat, in conjunction with Unesco and IUCN, prepare a draft convention on the 
protection of certain sites of such ecological, historical or cultural importance 
that they should constitute a "World Heritage". For this purpose the Committee 
formed an intergovernmental working group that met in New York from 14 to 17'Sep- __. ~-.- -- 
tember 1971. 

The preliminary examination of the question was made possible thanks to a 
first draft of a convention prepared by IUCN, and to the draft international ina' 
struments prepared by Unesco. 

In the light of the recommendations made by the above-mentioned working group, 
this first draft was recast and sent to all Member States of the United Nations, 
and to Unesco. To date the Secretariat has received the comments of the following 
countries: Austria, Central African Republic, Cyprus, Iran, Ireland, *Japan, Laos, 
Madagascar, Unit& Kingdom, United States of America and those of Unesco. 

film the'analysis of these comments a number of points emerge: 

(1) 

(2) 

As the Secretariat expected, it is the general desire that the protec- 
tion of what it has been agreed to Cal.1 the “World Heritage" should be 
covered by a single con+ention, under the auspices of the most appro- 
priate agency of the United Nations, namely Unesco. 

Consequently, the draft convention to be discussed should be the out- 
come of a harmonization of-the principles contained In IUCN!s fifst~ 
draft and those set forth in Unesco’s preliminary draft convention 
concerning the protection of monuments, gr oups of buildings and sites 
of universal value, which could be effected at the meeting of govern- 
ment experts convened for this purpose by Unesco. 



(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 
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It is desirable that the title of the draft convention should be as 
explicit and striking as possible and governments would seem to favour 
the title that the Preparatory Committee has always used, namely "The 
Convention on Consecration of the World Heritage'. 

wornthis Conference's point of view, it would be extremely desirable 
that a balance be kept between natural sites and cultural sites, the 
more so as any separation of the activities for the protection of these 
two categories of sites would be somewhat arbitrary. 

Article 9 (3) 

The establishment and updating of the short list of monuments, groups 
of buildings and sites by the Committee would seem to be subordinated 
to the prior receipt of the requests for assistance provided for under 
sub-paragraph (1). 

This provision amounts to confining inclusion in the World Heritage 
solely to those monuments or sites in danger. The concept of a World 
Heritage could be broadened by including items not in danger in the 
list or register, or alternatively by providing for the establishment 
of another list, also limited (about a hundred sites whether in danger 
or not), with the agreement of the States concerned. 

Article 10 

The tie-in between the Committee and the Secretariat responsible for 
assisting the Committee and in particular for seeing to the execution 
of its decisions should be defined in precise terms. 

In particular it would be a judicious step to include clauses in the 
Convention providing for the possibility of charging such bodies as 
IUCN and ICOMOS with the technical tasks within their field of 
competence. 

With regard to the Rnd, although the majority of the governments seem 
to prefer financing on a voluntary basis, certain States are insistent 
that in addition to this type of financing, there should also be cam- 
pulsory contributions, if only of a symbolic nature. 

Possible action in Stockholm 

Since the Stockholm Conference is not a plenipotentiary Conference, it is 
not contemplated that the draft convention, in the event that it is ready, should 
be signed on the occasion of the Conference. All the same, the Preparatory 
Committee, at its last session on 6-17 March 1972 made the following recommenda- 
tion in this connexion: 

If the meeting of experts should come to an agreement on the draft conven- 
tion, this could be submitted to the Conference which could then: 

(a) formally recognize that the Convention constitutes an important step 
towards the conservation of the World Heritage and, accordingly, is 
a measure protective of the environment; 



(b) recommend that governments take all useful measures to facilitate 
adoption of the Convention by the next General Conference of Unesco, 
and to accelerate its entry into force. 

Such are the remarks submitted by the Conference Secretariat, on the recom- 
mendation of the F'reparatory Committee of the United Nations Conference on the 
Human Environment, to the Committee of Faerts, in the hope that it will see fit 
to take them into account in its proceedings. 

23 March 1972 
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