Periodic Report - Second Cycle

Section II-Incense Route - Desert Cities in the Negev

1. World Heritage Property Data

1.8 - Other designations / Conventions under which the
property is protected (if applicable)

1.1 - Name of World Heritage Property
Incense Route - Desert Cities in the Negev

2. Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

1.2 - World Heritage Property Details

2.1 - Statement of Outstanding Universal Value /
Statement of Significance

State(s) Party(ies)

 Israel

Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

Type of Property
cultural

Identification Number
1107rev

Year of inscription on the World Heritage List
2005
1.3 - Geographic Information Table
Name

Coordinates
(latitude/longitude)

Property Buffer Total
(ha)
zone
(ha)
(ha)

The route,
including
Avdat , AravaTichona
through Ramat
Negev , Israel

30.541 / 35.161

6314

62592

68906 2005

Haluza , Ramat 31.098 / 34.658
Negev , Israel

52

278

330

2005

Mamshit ,
31.026 / 35.051
Dimona , Israel

242

514

756

2005

Shivta , Ramat
Negev , Israel

47

484

531

2005

6655

63868

70523

30.881 / 34.632

Total (ha)

Inscription
year

1.4 - Map(s)
Title

Date

Incense Route - Desert Cities in the Negev

17/12/2003

The Incense and Spice Route – The Negev
Segment

01/01/2002

Shivta

01/01/2002

Haluza

01/01/2002

Mamshit

01/01/2002

Link to
source

1.5 - Governmental Institution Responsible for the
Property

 Guy Kav-Venaki
Israel Chair Monitoring, Follow-Up and Periodic
Reporting Team
Chairman
1.6 - Property Manager / Coordinator, Local Institution /
Agency

 Orit Bortnick
Israel Nature and Parks Authority
Appointee of conservation, southern districts
1.7 - Web Address of the Property (if existing)
1.
View photos from OUR PLACE the World
Heritage collection

Brief synthesis
The Incense Route was a network of trade routes extending
over two thousand kilometres to facilitate the transport of
frankincense and myrrh from the Yemen and Oman in the
Arabian Peninsula to the Mediterranean.
The four Nabatean towns of Haluza, Mamshit, Avdat and
Shivta, with their associated fortresses and agricultural
landscapes linking them to the Mediterranean are situated on
a segment of this route, in the Negev Desert, in southern
Israel. They stretch across a hundred-kilometre section of the
desert, from Moa on the Jordanian border in the east to
Haluza in the northwest. Together they reflect the hugely
profitable trade in Frankincense from south Arabia to the
Mediterranean, which flourished from the third century BCE
until the second century CE, and the way the harsh desert
was colonised for agriculture through the use of highly
sophisticated irrigation systems.
Ten of the sites (four towns - Haluza, Mamshit, Avdat and
Shivta; four fortresses - Kazra, Nekarot, Makhmal, and
Grafon; and the two caravanserai of Moa and Saharonim) lie
along, or near to, the main trade route from Petra, capital of
the Nabatean Empire in Jordan, to the Mediterranean ports.
The town of Mamshit straddles the northern parallel route.
Combined, the route, and the desert cities along it, reflect the
prosperity of the Nabatean incense trade over a seven
hundred year period, from the 3rd century BCE to the 4nd
century CE.
The towns were supported by extremely sophisticated
systems of water collection and irrigation that allowed largescale agriculture. These included dams, channelling, cisterns
and reservoirs. Evidence of all these features is widespread
around Avdat and central Negev, as are the remains of
ancient field systems strung along riverbeds and hill slopes.
The property displays an all-embracing picture of Nabatean
town planning and building technology over five centuries. The
combination of towns, and their associated agricultural and
pastoral landscapes, present a complete fossilized cultural
environment.
The remains of the Nabatean desert settlements and
agricultural landscapes presents a testimony to the economic
power of frankincense in fostering a long desert supply- route
from Arabia to the Mediterranean in Hellenistic-Roman times,
which promoted the development of towns, forts and
caravanserais to control and manage that route. They also
display an extensive picture of Nabatean technology over five
centuries in town planning and building and bear witness to
the innovation and labour necessary to create an extensive
and sustainable agricultural system in harsh desert conditions,
reflected particularly in the sophisticated water conservation
constructions.
Criterion (iii): The Nabatean towns and their trade routes
bear eloquent testimony to the economic, social and cultural
importance of frankincense to the Hellenistic-Roman world.
The routes also provided a means of passage not only for
frankincense and other trade goods but also for people and
ideas.
Criterion (v): The almost fossilized remains of towns, forts,
caravanserais and sophisticated agricultural systems strung
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out along the Incense Route in the Negev desert, display an
outstanding response to a hostile desert environment and one
that flourished for five centuries.
Integrity
The towns and forts combined with their trade routes and their
agricultural hinterland, in all they provide a very complete
picture of the Nabatean desert civilisation strung along a trade
route. Remains of all the elements that comprised the
settlements - towns, forts, caravanserais, and agricultural
landscapes are within the boundaries. The limited
development of the region has given the sites considerable
protection from development. None of the attributes are under
threat.
Authenticity
The remains of the towns, fortresses and caravanserais and
landscapes mostly express well the outstanding universal
value of the property as reflecting and exemplifying the
prosperity of the Nabatean incense trade.
It is acknowledged that the cities of Mamshit and Haluza have
previously been subjected to earlier interventions that
threatened their authenticity. As part of the current
management action, the inappropriate reconstructions in
Mamshit, which were based on a scenographic intention
rather than a scientific approach, were removed in 2005. And,
excavations at Haluza, partly left without sufficient postexcavation consolidation, were backfilled during 2005 - 2006.
Protection and management requirements
All of the nominated property is State owned. It is protected by
national legislation, with all the component parts either being
within designated national parks or nature reserves.
The Israel Nature and Parks Authority manage the property on
a daily basis, and the Israel Antiquities Authority manages the
conservation and excavation activities on the designated
structures.
All finance comes from the Israel Nature and Parks Authority
budget, supported by site income, sales and government
subsidy. The four towns each have specifically designated
allocations. In low-income years, funds are spent only on
maintenance and protection, with conservation subsequently
taking place as external funding becomes available.
There is a need for a continuing comprehensive
archaeological strategy for the whole property and also for
each of the major towns to cover archaeological research,
non-destructive recording and approaches to stabilization and
repair.
2.2 - The criteria (2005 revised version) under which the
property was inscribed
(iii)(v)
2.3 - Attributes expressing the Outstanding Universal
Value per criterion
2.4 - If needed, please provide details of why the
Statement of Outstanding Universal Value should be
revised
2.5 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
There is no link to a map of Avdat..

3. Factors Affecting the Property
3.14. Other factor(s)
3.14.1 - Other factor(s)
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3.15. Factors Summary Table
3.15.1 - Factors summary table
Name

Impact

3.1

Buildings and Development

3.1.2

Commercial development

3.1.5

Interpretative and visitation facilities

3.2

Transportation Infrastructure

3.2.1

Ground transport infrastructure

3.8

Social/cultural uses of heritage

3.8.1

Ritual / spiritual / religious and associative uses

3.8.2

Society's valuing of heritage

3.8.6

Impacts of tourism / visitor / recreation

3.9

Other human activities

3.9.2

Deliberate destruction of heritage

3.13

Management and institutional factors

3.13.1

Low impact research / monitoring activities

3.13.3

Management activities

Legend

Current

Potential

Negative

Positive

Inside

Origin

Outside

3.16. Assessment of current negative factors
3.16.1 - Assessment of current negative factors

3.9

Spatial scale

Temporal scale

Impact

Management
response

Trend

restricted

one off or rare

significant

high capacity

decreasing

Other human activities

3.9.2 Deliberate destruction of heritage
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3.17. Comments, conclusions and / or
recommendations related to factors affecting the
property
3.17.1 - Comments
On the night of October 5th 2009, unidentified vandals struck
at Avdat National Park. Arches, walls, columns and
archaeological decorations were severely damaged. The
management''s response was immediate, governmental
funding was given for a rehabilitation program. Other
improvements were made at that time including renovation of
infrastructure, education and community involvement and
improvement of the visitor center. The work was completed in
2011.

4. Protection, Management and Monitoring of the
Property
4.1. Boundaries and Buffer Zones
4.1.1 - Buffer zone status
There is a buffer zone
4.1.2 - Are the boundaries of the World Heritage property
adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding
Universal Value?
The boundaries of the World Heritage property are adequate
to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value
4.1.3 - Are the buffer zone(s) of the World Heritage
property adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding
Universal Value?
The buffer zones of the World Heritage property are adequate
to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value
4.1.4 - Are the boundaries of the World Heritage property
known?
The boundaries of the World Heritage property are known by
both the management authority and local residents /
communities / landowners.
4.1.5 - Are the buffer zones of the World Heritage property
known?
The buffer zones of the World Heritage property are known
by both the management authority and local residents /
communities / landowners.
4.1.6 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to boundaries and buffer zones of the World
Heritage property

4.2. Protective Measures
4.2.1 - Protective designation (legal, regulatory,
contractual, planning, institutional and / or traditional)
All cultural heritage elements in the area are State owned and
strictly protected by national nominations and legislation under
the following laws:
• Israel Antiquities Law 1978;
• Antiquities Authority Law 1989;

• National Parks, Nature Reserves and National Sites Laws,
1992.
The first two laws protect man-made remains made before
1700 AD. They also define the roles and structure of "The
Antiquities Authority".
The third law defines the role and structure of National Parks
and Nature Reserves. It also defines the role and structure of
"The National Parks and Nature Reserves Protection
Authority". This is the organization responsible for nominating
sites and managing them. All parts of the inscribed area are
within designated National Parks or Nature Reserves.
4.2.2 - Is the legal framework (i.e. legislation and / or
regulation) adequate for maintaining the Outstanding
Universal Value including conditions of Integrity and / or
Authenticity of the property?
The legal framework for the maintenance of the Outstanding
Universal Value including conditions of Authenticity and / or
Integrity of the World Heritage property provides an adequate
or better basis for effective management and protection
4.2.3 - Is the legal framework (i.e. legislation and / or
regulation) adequate in the buffer zone for maintaining
the Outstanding Universal Value including conditions of
Integrity and / or Authenticity of the property?
The legal framework for the maintenance of the Outstanding
Universal Value including conditions of Authenticity and / or
Integrity of the World Heritage property provides an adequate
or better basis for effective management and protection
4.2.4 - Is the legal framework (i.e. legislation and / or
regulation) adequate in the area surrounding the World
Heritage property and buffer zone for maintaining the
Outstanding Universal Value including conditions of
Integrity and / or Authenticity of the property?
The legal framework for the area surrounding the World
Heritage property and the buffer zone provides an adequate
or better basis for effective management and protection of
the property, contributing to the maintenance of its
Outstanding Universal Value including conditions of
Authenticity and / or Integrity
4.2.5 - Can the legislative framework (i.e. legislation and /
or regulation) be enforced?
There is excellent capacity / resources to enforce legislation
and / or regulation in the World Heritage property
4.2.6 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to protective measures

4.3. Management System / Management Plan
4.3.1 - Management System
The National Parks and Nature Reserves Authority manages
the site on a daily basis. The Israel Antiquities Authority
manages the conservation and excavation activities of
designated structures. Management is carried out at national,
regional and local levels. At the national level, management is
carried put by the Parks and Reserves Authority for what
concerns Policy issues and by the Antiquities Authority for
formulating conservation and inspection. At the regional level,
Parks and Reserves Authority deals with work plans, while
Antiquities Authority deals with excavations and inspection.
Finally, at the local level, Antiquities Authority carries out
conservation and inspection work.
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The legal designation, the conservation and development
plans, staffing, annual routine work plan, and budgeting are
considered by the Parks Authority as their equivalent for a
formal management plan. There is no official "Management
Plan", but none of the components of a proper management
plan are missing. The term used locally is "Site''s File", and it
contains all the components of a management plan. I addition
to the above mentioned content, such a "file" also includes
graphic and photographic documentation, condition
assessments and lists of properties and remains on the site.
Each site and designated area has tactics and plans specific
to its characteristics.
4.3.2 - Management Documents

zone have input in management decisions that maintain
the Outstanding Universal Value?
No indigenous peoples are resident in or regularly using the
World Heritage property and / or buffer zone
4.3.10 - Is there cooperation with industry (i.e. forestry,
mining, agriculture, etc.) regarding the management of
the World Heritage property, buffer zone and / or area
surrounding the World Heritage property and buffer
zone?
There is contact but only some cooperation with industry
regarding the management of the World Heritage property,
buffer zone and / or area surrounding the World Heritage
property and buffer zone

Comment
Regular maintenance work is being carried out according to a
specific guide book. Annually improvement goals are set.
4.3.3 - How well do the various levels of administration
(i.e. national / federal; regional / provincial / state; local /
municipal etc.) coordinate in the management of the
World Heritage Property ?
There is excellent coordination between all bodies / levels
involved in the management of the property
4.3.4 - Is the management system / plan adequate to
maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value ?
The management system / plan is fully adequate to maintain
the property's Outstanding Universal Value
4.3.5 - Is the management system being implemented?
The management system is being fully implemented and
monitored
4.3.6 - Is there an annual work / action plan and is it being
implemented?
An annual work / action plan exists and most or all activities
are being implemented and monitored
4.3.7 - Please rate the cooperation / relationship with
World Heritage property managers / coordinators / staff of
the following
Local communities / residents

Fair

Local / Municipal authorities

Good

Indigenous peoples

Not applicable

Landowners

Not applicable

Visitors

Good

Researchers

Good

Tourism industry

Good

Industry

Good

4.3.8 - If present, do local communities resident in or near
the World Heritage property and / or buffer zone have
input in management decisions that maintain the
Outstanding Universal Value?
No local communities are resident in or living near the World
Heritage property and / or buffer zone
4.3.9 - If present, do indigenous peoples resident in or
regularly using the World Heritage property and / or buffer

4.3.11 - Comments, conclusions and / or
recommendations related to human resources, expertise
and training
4.3.12 - Please report any significant changes in the legal
status and / or contractual / traditional protective
measures and management arrangements for the World
Heritage property since inscription or the last Periodic
report

4.4. Financial and Human Resources
4.4.1 - Costs related to conservation, based on the
average of last five years (relative percentage of the
funding sources)
Multilateral funding (GEF, World Bank, etc)

0%

International donations (NGO´s, foundations, etc)

0%

Governmental (National / Federal)

80%

Governmental (Regional / Provincial / State)

0%

Governmental (Local / Municipal)

0%

In country donations (NGO´s, foundations, etc)

0%

Individual visitor charges (e.g. entry, parking, camping fees, etc.)

10%

Commercial operator payments (e.g. filming permit, concessions,
etc.)

10%

Other grants

0%

4.4.2 - International Assistance received from the World
Heritage Fund (USD)

Comment
No assistance is given to the site.
4.4.3 - Is the current budget sufficient to manage the
World Heritage property effectively?
The available budget is sufficient but further funding would
enable more effective management to international best
practice standard
4.4.4 - Are the existing sources of funding secure and
likely to remain so?
The existing sources of funding are secure in the mediumterm and planning is underway to secure funding in the longterm
4.4.5 - Does the World Heritage property provide
economic benefits to local communities (e.g. income,
employment)?
There is some flow of economic benefits to local communities
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4.4.6 - Are available resources such as equipment,
facilities and infrastructure sufficient to meet
management needs?
There are adequate equipment and facilities

Enforcement (custodians, police)

4.4.15 - Do the management and conservation
programmes at the World Heritage property help develop
local expertise?
A capacity development plan or programme is in place and
fully implemented; all technical skills are being transferred to
those managing the property locally, who are assuming
leadership in management

4.4.7 - Are resources such as equipment, facilities and
infrastructure adequately maintained?
Equipment and facilities are well maintained
4.4.8 - Comments, conclusion, and / or recommendations
related to finance and infrastructure
No comments.
4.4.9 - Distribution of employees involved in managing the
World Heritage property (% of total)
Full-time

100%

Part-time

0%

4.4.10 - Distribution of employees involved in managing
the World Heritage property (% of total)
Permanent

100%

Seasonal

0%

4.4.11 - Distribution of employees involved in managing
the World Heritage property (% of total)
Paid

100%

Volunteer

Not applicable

0%

4.4.12 - Are available human resources adequate to
manage the World Heritage property?
Human resources are adequate for management needs
4.4.13 - Considering the management needs of the World
Heritage property, please rate the availability of
professionals in the following disciplines
Research and monitoring

Fair

Promotion

Good

Community outreach

Not applicable

Interpretation

Good

Education

Fair

Visitor management

Good

Conservation

Fair

Administration

Good

Risk preparedness

Good

Tourism

Good

Enforcement (custodians, police)

Not applicable

4.4.14 - Please rate the availability of training
opportunities for the management of the World Heritage
property in the following disciplines

4.4.16 - Comments, conclusions and / or
recommendations related to human resources, expertise
and training
Local expertise is highly important for the site managers.
Advanced conservation seminars are given to staff.

4.5. Scientific Studies and Research Projects
4.5.1 - Is there adequate knowledge (scientific or
traditional) about the values of the World Heritage
property to support planning, management and decisionmaking to ensure that Outstanding Universal Value is
maintained?
Knowledge about the values of the World Heritage property is
sufficient
4.5.2 - Is there a planned programme of research at the
property which is directed towards management needs
and / or improving understanding of Outstanding
Universal Value?
There is a comprehensive, integrated programme of
research, which is relevant to management needs and / or
improving understanding of Outstanding Universal Value
4.5.3 - Are results from research programmes
disseminated?
Research results are shared widely with the local, national
and international audiences
4.5.4 - Please provide details (i.e. authors, title, and web
link) of papers published about the World Heritage
property since the last Periodic Report
4.5.5 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to scientific studies and research projects
The amount of research is sufficient.

4.6. Education, Information and Awareness
Building
4.6.1 - At how many locations is the World Heritage
emblem displayed at the property?
In many locations and easily visible to visitors

Research and monitoring

High

Promotion

High

Community outreach

Medium

Interpretation

High

Education

High

4.6.2 - Please rate the awareness and understanding of
the existence and justification for inscription of the World
Heritage property amongst the following groups

Visitor management

High

Local communities / residents

Excellent

Conservation

High

Excellent

Administration

High

Local / Municipal authorities within or adjacent to the
property

Risk preparedness

High

Local Indigenous peoples

Not applicable

Tourism

High

Local landowners

Excellent
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Visitors

Excellent

Tourism industry

Excellent

Local businesses and industries

Excellent

4.6.3 - Is there a planned education and awareness
programme linked to the values and management of the
World Heritage property?
There is a planned and effective education and awareness
programme that contributes to the protection of the World
Heritage property
4.6.4 - What role, if any, has designation as a World
Heritage property played with respect to education,
information and awareness building activities?
World Heritage status has influenced education, information
and awareness building activities, but it could be improved
4.6.5 - How well is the information on Outstanding
Universal Value of the property presented and
interpreted?
There is excellent presentation and interpretation of the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property
4.6.6 - Please rate the adequacy for education,
information and awareness building of the following
visitor facilities and services at the World Heritage
property
Visitor centre

Excellent

Site museum

Excellent

Information booths

Adequate

Guided tours

Excellent

Trails / routes

Excellent

Information materials

Excellent

Transportation facilities

Not needed

Other

Not needed

4.6.7 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to education, information and awareness building

which ensures that its Outstanding Universal Value is
maintained?
Visitor use of the World Heritage property is effectively
managed and does not impact its Outstanding Universal
Value
4.7.5 - Does the tourism industry contribute to improving
visitor experiences and maintaining the values of the
World Heritage property?
There is excellent co-operation between those responsible
for the World Heritage property and the tourism industry to
present the Outstanding Universal Value and increase
appreciation
4.7.6 - If fees (i.e. entry charges, permits) are collected, do
they contribute to the management of the World Heritage
property?
The fee is collected and makes a substantial contribution to
the management of the World Heritage property
4.7.7 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to visitor use of the World Heritage property

4.8. Monitoring
4.8.1 - Is there a monitoring programme at the property
which is directed towards management needs and / or
improving understanding of Outstanding Universal
Value?
There is considerable monitoring but it is not directed
towards management needs and / or improving
understanding of Outstanding Universal Value
4.8.2 - Are key indicators for measuring the state of
conservation used to monitor how the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property is maintained?
Information on the values of the World Heritage property
is sufficient for defining and monitoring key indicators for
measuring its state of conservation

4.7. Visitor Management

4.8.3 - Please rate the level of involvement in monitoring
of the following groups

4.7.1 - Please provide the trend in annual visitation for the
last five years

World Heritage managers / coordinators and staff

Average

Local / Municipal authorities

Not applicable

Last year

Minor Increase

Local communities

Not applicable

Major Increase
(100%+)

Researchers

Excellent

NGOs

Not applicable

Three years ago

Minor Increase

Industry

Not applicable

Four years ago

Minor Increase

Local indigenous peoples

Not applicable

Five years ago

Static

Two years ago

4.7.2 - What information sources are used to collect trend
data on visitor statistics?
Visitor surveys

4.7.3 - Visitor management documents
4.7.4 - Is there an appropriate visitor use management
plan (e.g. specific plan) for the World Heritage property

4.8.4 - Has the State Party implemented relevant
recommendations arising from the World Heritage
Committee?
Implementation is complete
4.8.5 - Please provide comments relevant to the
implementation of recommendations from the World
Heritage Committee
The four Nabatean towns of Haluza, Mamshit, Avdat and
Shivta, along with associated fortresses and agricultural
landscapes in the Negev Desert, are spread along routes
linking them to the Mediterranean end of the incense and
spice route. Some routes are still not accessible for vehicles
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and pedestrians. In other routes near military fire zones
coordination is needed before arrival.
4.8.6 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to monitoring

4.9. Identification of Priority Management Needs
4.9.1 - Please select the top 6 managements needs for the
property (if more than 6 are listed below)
Please refer to question 5.2
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5. Summary and Conclusions
5.1. Summary - Factors affecting the Property
5.1.1 - Summary - Factors affecting the Property
World Heritage
criteria and
attributes affected
3.9

Other human activities

3.9.2

Deliberate
One act of Vandalism
destruction of at Avdat national
heritage
park- stone pillars and
arches were toppled
and dislodged, stone
pillars decorations
were smashed, a
bronze model was
stolen, spray painting
on entire walls and
unique architectural
elements.

Actions

Monitoring

Timeframe

Lead agency (and
others involved)

More info /
comment

An immediate survey
was made to evaluate
the damage.
Conservation and
engineering planning
was made by inner
and outer experts. All
works at site were
dealt with the
traditional work
methods. There was
improvement of the
visitor experience.

Quarterly report was
submitted ti the minister
of environmental
protection. Detailed
monitoring plan is
implemented- daily,
weekly, monthly and
yearly monitoring.
Security measures
were increased.

Vandalism act took
place on October 5th
2009. Government
decision #1018 was
taken on December
6th 2009, granting 8.7
million NIS for the
rehabilitation project.
By 2011 all works at
the site was copleted.

Israel Nature and parks
authority, Israel
antiquities authority,
Department of
environmental
protection and the
Government of Israel.

Restoration of the
vandalized section in
Avdat was a top
priority event.
Immediate response
was given by all
concerning parties.

5.2. Summary - Management Needs
5.2.2 - Summary - Management Needs
Answers provided have not outlined any serious management need.
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5.3. Conclusions on the State of Conservation of
the Property
5.3.1 - Current state of Authenticity
The authenticity of the World Heritage property has been
preserved
5.3.2 - Current state of Integrity
The integrity of the World Heritage property is intact
5.3.3 - Current state of the World Heritage property’s
Outstanding Universal Value
The World Heritage property’s Outstanding Universal Value
has been maintained.

6.5 - Please provide suggestions for improvement of the
Periodic Reporting questionnaire
6.6 - Please rate the level of support for completing the
Periodic Report questionnaire from the following entities
UNESCO

Very poor

State Party Representative

Very good

Advisory Body

Very good

6.7 - How accessible was the information required to
complete the Periodic Report?
All required information was accessible
6.8 - The Periodic Reporting process has improved the
understanding of the following
Monitoring and reporting

5.3.4 - Current state of the property's other values
Other important cultural and / or natural values and the state
of conservation of the World Heritage property are
predominantly intact

5.4. Additional comments on the State of
Conservation of the Property

6.9 - Please rate the follow-up to conclusions and
recommendations from previous Periodic Reporting
exercise by the following entities
UNESCO

Not Applicable

State Party

Not Applicable

Site Managers

Not Applicable

Advisory Bodies

Not Applicable

5.4.1 - Comments

6. World Heritage Status and Conclusions on
Periodic Reporting Exercise
6.1 - Please rate the impacts of World Heritage status of
the property in relation to the following areas
Conservation

No impact

Research and monitoring

Very positive

Management effectiveness

Positive

Quality of life for local communities and indigenous
peoples

Not applicable

Recognition

Positive

Education

Positive

Infrastructure development

No impact

Funding for the property

Positive

International cooperation

Not applicable

Political support for conservation

Positive

Legal / Policy framework

No impact

Lobbying

No impact

Institutional coordination

Positive

Security

Positive

Other (please specify)

Not applicable

6.10 - Summary of actions that will require formal
consideration by the World Heritage Committee
Automatically generated in online version
6.11 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to the Assessment of the Periodic Reporting
exercise
The monitoring team of the Israel National Commission for
UNESCO was involved in the preparation of the report.

6.2 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to World Heritage status
6.3 - Entities involved in the preparation of this Section of
the Periodic Report
Site Manager/Coordinator/World Heritage property staff
Advisory bodies
Others

6.4 - Was the Periodic Reporting questionnaire easy to
use and clearly understandable?
no

Page 10
Monday, October 13, 2014 (7:45:07 PM CEST)
Periodic Report - Section II-Incense Route - Desert Cities in the Negev
World Heritage Centre

