Section II-Nemrut Dağ

Periodic Report - Second Cycle

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
Nemrut Dağ

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)

 Turkey

Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

Type of Property
cultural

Identification Number
448

Year of inscription on the World Heritage List
1987
1.3 - Geographic Information Table
Name

Coordinates
(latitude/longitude)

Property
(ha)

Buffer
Total
zone (ha) (ha)

Inscription
year

Nemrut
Dağ

38.037 / 38.764

11

0

11

1987

11

0

11

Total (ha)

1.4 - Map(s)
Title

Date

Nemrut

27/01/2009

Link to source

1.5 - Governmental Institution Responsible for the
Property

Comment
Ministry of Culture and Tourism (General Directorate for
Cultural Heritage and Museums) Ministry of Forest and Water
Affairs (General Directorate of Nature Conservation and
National Parks)
1.6 - Property Manager / Coordinator, Local Institution /
Agency

 Bengü Sayur
Ministry of Culture and Tourism
Geological Engineer
General Directorate of Cultural Heritage and Museums

Comment
Ministry of Culture and Tourism Uğur IŞIK Specialist of Culture
and Tourism, Archaeologist Telephone: +90.312.508 61 62
Fax: +90.312.508 61 15 Email: ugur.isik@kulturturizm.gov.tr
Site Manager: Onur YILDIZ (He was appointed by the Ministry
of Culture and Tourism as Commagene Nemrut Site Manager
in 2013)
1.7 - Web Address of the Property (if existing)
1.
Turkey on the World Heritage List
2.
www.kultur.gov.tr

Comment
www.nemrut.org.tr

Brief synthesis
Crowning one of the highest peaks of the Eastern Taurus
mountain range in south-east Turkey, Nemrut Dağ is the
Hierotheseion (temple-tomb and house of the gods) built by
the late Hellenistic King Antiochos I of Commagene (69-34
B.C.) as a monument to himself.
With a diameter of 145 m, the 50 m high funerary mound of
stone chips is surrounded on three sides by terraces to the
east, west and north directions. Two separate antique
processional routes radiate from the east and west terraces.
Five giant seated limestone statues, identified by their
inscriptions as deities, face outwards from the tumulus on the
upper level of the east and west terraces. These are flanked
by a pair of guardian animal statues – a lion and eagle – at
each end. The heads of the statues have fallen off to the lower
level, which accommodates two rows of sandstone stelae,
mounted on pedestals with an altar in front of each stele. One
row carries relief sculptures of Antiochos’ paternal Persian
ancestors, the other of his maternal Macedonian ancestors.
Inscriptions on the backs of the stelae record the genealogical
links. A square altar platform is located at the east side of the
east terrace. On the west terrace there is an additional row of
stelae representing the particular significance of Nemrut, the
handshake scenes (dexiosis) showing Antiochos shaking
hands with a deity and the stele with a lion horoscope,
believed to be indicating the construction date of the cult area.
The north terrace is long, narrow and rectangular in shape,
and hosts a series of sandstone pedestals. The stelae lying
near the pedestals on the north terrace have no reliefs or
inscriptions.
The Hierotheseion of Antiochos I is one of the most ambitious
constructions of the Hellenistic period. Its complex design and
colossal scale combined to create a project unequalled in the
ancient world. A highly developed technology was used to
build the colossal statues and orthostats (stelae), the equal of
which has not been found anywhere else for this period. The
syncretism of its pantheon and the lineage of its kings, which
can be traced back through two sets of legends, Greek and
Persian, is evidence of the dual origin of this kingdom''s
culture.
Criterion (i): The tomb of Antiochos I of Commagene is a
unique artistic achievement. The landscaping of the natural
site of Nemrut Dağ is one of the most colossal undertakings of
the Hellenistic period (some of the stone blocks used weigh up
to nine tons).
Criterion (iii): The tomb or the Hierotheseion of Nemrut Dağ
bears unique testimony to the civilization of the kingdom of
Commagene. Antiochos I is represented in this monument as
a descendant of Darius by his father Mithridates, and a
descendant of Alexander by his mother Laodice. This semilegendary ancestry translates in genealogical terms the
ambition of a dynasty that sought to remain independent of the
powers of both the East and the West.
Criterion (iv): More so than the tombs at Karakus and Eski
Kahta, the tumulus at Nemrut Dağ illustrates, through the
liberal syncretism of a very original pantheon, a significant,
historical period. The assimilation of Zeus with Oromasdes
(the Iranian god Ahuramazda), and Heracles with Artagnes
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(the Iranian god Verathragna) finds its artistic equivalent in an
intimate mixture of Greek, Persian and Anatolian aesthetics in
the statuary and the bas-reliefs.
Integrity
Nemrut Dağ is largely intact and truthfully and credibly
expresses it Outstanding Universal Value. The important cult
areas of Commagene still exist, the structures are the original
ones and their original interrelations can still be observed and
perceived. Although the property boundary contains the
tumulus and the east, west and north terraces, it does not
include the full extent of the ceremonial routes. The greatest
threat to the integrity of the property is the material damage
caused by environmental conditions such as serious seasonal
and daily temperature variations, freezing and thawing cycles,
wind, snow accumulation, and sun exposure. The height of
the tumulus is now reduced from its estimated original 60 m
due to weathering, previous uncontrolled research
investigations and climbing by visitors. Furthermore, the
Nemrut property is located within a first degree earthquake
zone and is very close to the East Anatolian Fault, which is
seismically active. Therefore, the tumulus, statues and stelae
are vulnerable to earthquakes.
Authenticity
Nemrut Dağ retains its authenticity in terms of form, materials
and design as one of the unique artistic achievements of the
Hellenistic period with its fascinating beauty of monumental
sculptures in a spectacular setting. It has survived in a
moderately well-preserved state. The original ceremonial
routes to the Hierotheseion are known and still used for
access today.
Protection and management requirements
Cultural components of the site are protected under the
National Conservation Law No. 2863 and National Parks Law
No. 2873. Mount Nemrut Tumulus was registered as a First
Degree Archaeological Site under Act No. 2863 in 1986. After
the preparation of current detailed maps, this site was revised
and its surroundings were designated as an Interaction
Transition Zone by Şanlıurfa Regional Council for
Conservation of Cultural Property in 2008. Finally, the border
of this zone, which acts as an unofficial Buffer Zone, was
enlarged in 2011 by the same authority for the sake of the
conservation of the cultural asset. Under the National Parks
Law (No. 2873), an area that includes Nemrut Tumulus and
other archaeological areas covering 13.850 ha were declared
a Natural Park in 1988. With respect to this, the 1:25000
scaled “Long Term Development Plan of Mount Nemrut
National Park” was approved in 2002 and reviewed in 2009
and 2011. Within the framework of the Commagene Nemrut
Conservation Development Programme (CNCDP), launched
in August 2006 with a protocol signed between the Ministry of
Culture and Tourism and the Middle East Technical University
(METU), geological studies, material research and structural
analyses have been carried out to identify material properties
of blocks, examine the deterioration mechanisms of the
stones, investigate compatible mortars and determine
appropriate structural interventions. The structure has been
documented in detail and a reconstitution study, to be used to
understand the original design considerations and all the
previous interventions, has been completed.
Drawing upon data from the detailed research of the
construction materials and the structural analyses made in the
area, a restoration project has been prepared and includes the
consolidation of the stones, the definition of structural
interventions and preventive measures to control possible
risks and limited aesthetic applications to the eroded blocks,
which will permit a better perception of the original design
considerations of the Hierotheseion. Measured drawings,
restitution and restoration projects were approved by the

Regional Council in 2011. The Commagene Nemrut
Management Plan requires completion and implementation.
In 2009 projects were prepared for two visitor centres outside
the property, one on the way to Adıyaman and the other on
the way to Malatya.

Comment
Protection and management requirements: The Commagene
Nemrut Management Plan was completed in 2014. In addition,
Mount Nemrut Tumulus Environmental Design Project was
fulfilled and its implementation continues. Projects of two
visitor centers were completed, and also construction of
Adıyaman Visitor Center was finished. Building of Malatya
Visitor Centre is ongoing.
2.2 - The criteria (2005 revised version) under which the
property was inscribed
(i)(iii)(iv)
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

3. Factors Affecting the Property
3.14. Other factor(s)
3.14.1 - Other factor(s)
Degradation occurs in stone material depending on wettingdrying and freezing-thawing cyles.
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3.15. Factors Summary Table
3.15.1 - Factors summary table
Name

Impact

3.1

Buildings and Development

3.1.5

Interpretative and visitation facilities

3.2

Transportation Infrastructure

3.2.1

Ground transport infrastructure

3.2.2

Air transport infrastructure

3.2.4

Effects arising from use of transportation infrastructure

3.8

Social/cultural uses of heritage

3.8.2

Society's valuing of heritage

3.8.6

Impacts of tourism / visitor / recreation

3.10

Climate change and severe weather events

3.10.1

Storms

3.10.6

Temperature change

3.11

Sudden ecological or geological events

3.11.2

Earthquake

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
Spatial scale

Temporal scale

Impact

Management
response

Trend

restricted

one off or rare

minor

medium capacity

static

3.8

Social/cultural uses of heritage

3.8.6

Impacts of tourism / visitor /
recreation

3.10

Climate change and severe weather events

3.10.1 Storms

extensive

one off or rare

minor

medium capacity

static

3.10.6 Temperature change

extensive

frequent

significant

medium capacity

static
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 Question 6.02

3.17. Comments, conclusions and / or
recommendations related to factors affecting the
property
3.17.1 - Comments

4. Protection, Management and Monitoring of the
Property
4.1. Boundaries and Buffer Zones
4.1.1 - Buffer zone status
There is no buffer zone, but there is a need for one
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 property had no buffer zone at the time of its
inscription on the World Heritage List
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 property had no buffer zone at the time of its inscription
on the World Heritage List
4.1.6 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to boundaries and buffer zones of the World
Heritage property
According to Cultural and Natural Heritage Conservation Act
(no: 2863) an interactive transition zone (or buffer zone)
boundary was designated and approved in 2011. However,
this buffer zone is not approved by World Heritage Committee
Decision.

4.2. Protective Measures
4.2.1 - Protective designation (legal, regulatory,
contractual, planning, institutional and / or traditional)
The site, declared a "First Degree Archaeological Site", is
subject to Conservation Legislation.
The 1/25.000 Scaled Long Term Development Plan of Nemrut
Dağ National Park was approved in 2002.
The boundary of the National Park protects the site under the
National Parks Rules.
The existing protection arrangements are considered highly
effective.

As being declared as a “First Degree Archaeological Site”,
the site is subjected to Conservation Legislation. 1/25.000
Scaled Long Term Development Plan of Nemrut Dag
National Park is approved in 21.11.2002. Also, the boundary
of the National Park protects the site under the National
Parks Rules.

Comment
Cultural components of the site are protected under the
National Conservation Law No. 2863 and National Parks Law
No. 2873. Mount Nemrut Tumulus was registered as a First
Degree Archaeological Site under Act No. 2863 in 1986. After
the preparation of current detailed maps, this site was revised
and its surroundings were designated as an Interaction
Transition Zone by Şanlıurfa Regional Council for
Conservation of Cultural Property in 2008. Finally, the border
of this zone, which acts as an unofficial Buffer Zone, was
enlarged in 2011 by the same authority for the sake of the
conservation of the cultural asset. Under the National Parks
Law (No. 2873), an area that includes Nemrut Tumulus and
other archaeological areas covering 13.850 ha were declared
a Natural Park in 1988. With respect to this, the 1:25000
scaled “Long Term Development Plan of Mount Nemrut
National Park” was approved in 2002 and reviewed in 2009
and 2011.
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 property had no buffer zone at the time of inscription
on the World Heritage List
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?
An adequate legal framework exists for the area surrounding
the World Heritage property and the buffer zone, but there are
some deficiencies in its implementation which undermine
the maintenance of the Outstanding Universal Value including
conditions of Authenticity and / or Integrity of the property
4.2.5 - Can the legislative framework (i.e. legislation and /
or regulation) be enforced?
There is acceptable capacity / resources to enforce legislation
and / or regulation in the World Heritage property but some
deficiencies remain

Periodic Reporting Cycle 1 (2001-2006) Section 2
Source: Periodic Reporting Cycle 1 (2001-2006)
Submitted on Monday, November 28, 2005
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4.2.6 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to protective measures

4.3. Management System / Management Plan
4.3.1 - Management System
A Steering group was set up in 2005, with an advisory role, to
develop basic conservation policies and decisions for the site,
and evaluate the conservation and developing projects.
There is no site manager/coordinator, although one would be
needed.
Within the framework of the revised Conservation Legislation
put into force in 2004, the preparation of management plans
for the World Heritage sites was to be concluded by 2007; to
this date, no management plan has been submitted to the
WHC.
To oversee the implementation of the management plan and
to monitor its effectiveness, a coordination and supervision
council will be constituted.
The current management system is considered sufficiently
effective.
Periodic Reporting Cycle 1 (2001-2006) Section 2
Source: Periodic Reporting Cycle 1 (2001-2006)
Submitted on Monday, November 28, 2005
 Question 5.02
Stering group or similar management committee has been
set up to guide the management of the site
 Question 5.03
Set up date: 2005
Function: Advisory for developing basic conservation
policies and decisions for the site, also evaluation of the
conservation and developing projects.
Mandate: Consultancy and guiding.
Constituted: formal
 Question 5.05
Overall management system of the site
o
Management by the State Party
o
Management under protective legislation

Comment
According to the Conservation Law (Numbered 2863), related
regulation and Commagene Nemrut Conservation
Development Programme management plan was prepared
and completed for 15 regions, focusing on the Nemrut Mound
and featuring monuments and places of the Commagene
culture as a whole. A site manager was appointed by the
Ministry of Culture and Tourism in June 2013 and advisory
board was constituted in september 2013; then the
coordination and audit board was set up in May 2014.
4.3.2 - Management Documents

Comment
Management plan was prepared and completed for 15 regions
[Tumulus of Mount Nemrut, Arsemia, Kocahisar (Yeni Kale
Citadel), Karakuş Tumulus, Cendere Bridge, Derik Sacred
Area, Perre Necropolis Site, Haydaran Relief and Rock
Tombs, Palanlı Cave, Adıyaman City Center, Turuş Tumuli
and Rock Tombs, Atmalı Rock Tombs, Eski Besni, Sofraz
Tumuli, Kızılin Bridge].Nevertheless, we do not have
management plan in english.When translation of it is made,it
will be submitted to the World Heritage Center.
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 coordination between the range of administrative
bodies / levels involved in the management of the property but
it could be improved
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 only partially being implemented
4.3.6 - Is there an annual work / action plan and is it being
implemented?
An annual work / action plan exists and many activities are
being implemented
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

Fair

Researchers

Good

Tourism industry

Fair

Industry

Not applicable

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
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
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
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Heritage property since inscription or the last Periodic
report
Mount Nemrut Tumulus was registered as a First Degree
Archaeological Site under Act No. 2863 in 1986. After the
preparation of current detailed maps, this site was revised and
its surroundings were designated as an interaction transition
zone by Şanlıurfa Regional Council for Conservation of
Cultural Property in 2008. Finally, the border of this zone was
enlarged in 2011 by the same authority for the sake of the
conservation of the cultural asset.

4.4.8 - Comments, conclusion, and / or recommendations
related to finance and infrastructure

4.4. Financial and Human Resources

Permanent

80%

Seasonal

20%

4.4.1 - Costs related to conservation, based on the
average of last five years (relative percentage of the
funding sources)

4.4.9 - Distribution of employees involved in managing the
World Heritage property (% of total)
Full-time

90%

Part-time

10%

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

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

Multilateral funding (GEF, World Bank, etc)

0%

Paid

International donations (NGO´s, foundations, etc)

0%

Volunteer

Governmental (National / Federal)

100%
0%

100%

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.)

0%

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

0%

Other grants

0%

4.4.2 - International Assistance received from the World
Heritage Fund (USD)
4.4.3 - Is the current budget sufficient to manage the
World Heritage property effectively?
The available budget is acceptable but could be further
improved to fully meet the management needs
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
4.4.6 - Are available resources such as equipment,
facilities and infrastructure sufficient to meet
management needs?
There are some adequate equipment and facilities, but
deficiencies in at least one key area constrain management
at the World Heritage property
4.4.7 - Are resources such as equipment, facilities and
infrastructure adequately maintained?
There is some ad hoc maintenance of equipment and facilities

4.4.12 - Are available human resources adequate to
manage the World Heritage property?
A range of human resources exist, but these are below
optimum to manage the World Heritage Property.
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

Good

Promotion

Good

Community outreach

Fair

Interpretation

Good

Education

Fair

Visitor management

Fair

Conservation

Fair

Administration

Good

Risk preparedness

Fair

Tourism

Fair

Enforcement (custodians, police)

Good

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

Medium

Promotion

Medium

Community outreach

Medium

Interpretation

Medium

Education

High

Visitor management

High

Conservation

High

Administration

Medium

Risk preparedness

High

Tourism

High

Enforcement (custodians, police)

High

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
partially implemented; some technical skills are being
transferred to those managing the property locally but most
of the technical work is carried out by external staff
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4.4.16 - Comments, conclusions and / or
recommendations related to human resources, expertise
and training
-

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
In addition to published books related to Nemrut Dağ, there
are many published articles within the framework of the
Commagene Nemrut Conservation Development Programme.
Nonetheless, limitation of writing characters hinders to give
names and details of books and papers.

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?
The Outstanding Universal Value of the property is adequately
presented and interpreted but improvements could be made
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

Not needed

Information booths

Excellent

Guided tours

Excellent

Trails / routes

Adequate

Information materials

Adequate

Transportation facilities

Adequate

Other

Not needed

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

4.7. Visitor Management
4.5.5 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to scientific studies and research projects
Results of scientific studies and research were submitted to
the Mount Nemrut Scientific Advisory Committee and their
contributions and positive opinions were taken.

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

Minor Increase

Two years ago

Static

Three years ago

Minor Increase

4.6. Education, Information and Awareness
Building

Four years ago

Minor Increase

Five years ago

Minor Increase

4.6.1 - At how many locations is the World Heritage
emblem displayed at the property?
In many locations and easily visible to visitors

4.7.2 - What information sources are used to collect trend
data on visitor statistics?
Entry tickets and registries
Accommodation establishments

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
Local communities / residents

Poor

Local / Municipal authorities within or adjacent to the
property

Average

Local Indigenous peoples

Not applicable

Local landowners

Average

Visitors

Average

Tourism industry

Average

Local businesses and industries

Average

Tourism industry

4.7.3 - Visitor management documents

Comment
Visitor management plan was developed within Commagene
Nemrut Management Plan. Furthermore, the scenario was
formulated within the Environmental Design Project. This
visitor plan and the scenario aim to achieve a comprehensive
presentation of the site by satisfying the visitor’s needs and
providing the security and control.
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4.7.4 - Is there an appropriate visitor use management
plan (e.g. specific plan) for the World Heritage property
which ensures that its Outstanding Universal Value is
maintained?
Visitor use of the World Heritage property is managed
but improvements could be made

4.8.5 - Please provide comments relevant to the
implementation of recommendations from the World
Heritage Committee

4.7.5 - Does the tourism industry contribute to improving
visitor experiences and maintaining the values of the
World Heritage property?
There is limited co-operation between those responsible for
the World Heritage property and the tourism industry to
present the Outstanding Universal Value and increase
appreciation

4.9. Identification of Priority Management Needs

4.8.6 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to monitoring

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

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, but it makes no 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 a comprehensive, integrated programme of
monitoring, which is relevant to 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
4.8.3 - Please rate the level of involvement in monitoring
of the following groups
World Heritage managers / coordinators and staff

Average

Local / Municipal authorities

Average

Local communities

Poor

Researchers

Poor

NGOs

Poor

Industry

Not applicable

Local indigenous peoples

Not applicable

4.8.4 - Has the State Party implemented relevant
recommendations arising from the World Heritage
Committee?
No relevant Committee recommendations to implement
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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

Actions

Monitoring

Timeframe

Lead agency (and
others involved)

More info /
comment

Mount Nemrut
Environmental Design
Project will be
completed. Visitor
management plan will
be implemented after
the opening of the
visitor centre.

Monitoring will be
2015-2020
carried out according to
the visitor management
plan and monitoring
project of historical
monuments.

Ministry of Culture
and Tourism (General
Directorate for
Cultural Heritage and
Museums) Site
Manager

3.8

Social/cultural uses of heritage

3.8.6

Impacts of
tourism /
visitor /
recreation

3.10

Climate change and severe weather events

3.10.1

Storms

(i),(iii),(iv)

Completion of
restoration works on the
site, Ensuring
consolidation of cracks
in the stones with
mortar and repair
solution and completion
of plastic repairs,
Covering the sculptures
with sheaths in winter.

According to the details 2015-2020
of the interventions
identified in the
Restoration project,
micro and macro-scale
monitoring activities will
be carried out
regularly.

Ministry of Culture
.
and Tourism (General
Directorate for
Cultural Heritage and
Museums) Site
Manager

3.10.6

Temperature
change

(i),(iii),(iv)

Consolidation of stones,
Covering the sculptures
with sheaths to reduce
the effect of freezingthawing cycle that
occurs in winter.
Replacing the
vulnerable sandstone
blocks with replicas and
carrying them to the
museum.

According to details of
the interventions
identified in the
Restoration project,
micro and macro-scale
monitoring activities will
be carried out
regularly.

Ministry of Culture
.
and Tourism (General
Directorate for
Cultural Heritage and
Museums) Site
Manager

(i),(iii),(iv)

Continuous
implementation and
monitoring between
2015-2020, periodic
monitoring after 2020.

5.2. Summary - Management Needs
5.2.2 - Summary - Management Needs
4.1 Boundaries and Buffer Zones

4.1.1

There is a
need for a
buffer zone

Actions

Timeframe

Lead agency (and others
involved)

More info / comment

Providing the approval of buffer
zone by World Heritage
Committee.

2015-2020

Ministry of Culture and Tourism
(General Directorate for Cultural
Heritage and Museums) Ministry
of Forest and Water Affairs Site
Manager

Despite there is a buffer zone
designated in accordance with
national legislation and
acknowledged in the management
plan, there does not exist a World
Heritage Committee Decision
regarding the approval of this buffer
zone.

4.4 Financial and Human Resources
4.4.7

Ad hoc
maintenance
of equipment

Operations will be carried out
2014-2019
according to the project described in
the management plan.

Ministry of Culture and Tourism
Site Manager

-

4.7 Visitor Management
4.7.6

Fees collected
makes no
contribution to
the
management
of the property

A protocol should be signed
2015-2020
between the Ministry of Culture
and Tourism and Ministry of Forest
and Water Affairs

Ministry of Culture and Tourism Ministry of Forest and Water
Affairs

Legislative works were initiated.
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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.
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

6.4 - Was the Periodic Reporting questionnaire easy to
use and clearly understandable?
yes
6.5 - Please provide suggestions for improvement of the
Periodic Reporting questionnaire
Limitation of writing characters sometimes obstructed to give
enough information for some questions. For instance, 4.5.1.,
publications could not be written because of this.
6.6 - Please rate the level of support for completing the
Periodic Report questionnaire from the following entities
UNESCO

Good

State Party Representative

Good

Advisory Body

Good

6.7 - How accessible was the information required to
complete the Periodic Report?
Most of the required information was accessible
6.8 - The Periodic Reporting process has improved the
understanding of the following
The concept of Outstanding Universal Value
The property's Outstanding Universal Value
Managing the property to maintain the Outstanding Universal Value

5.4.1 - Comments

Monitoring and reporting
Management effectiveness

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

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

Satisfactory

Conservation

Very positive

State Party

Excellent

Research and monitoring

Very positive

Site Managers

Satisfactory

Management effectiveness

Very positive

Advisory Bodies

Satisfactory

Quality of life for local communities and indigenous
peoples

Positive

Recognition

Positive

Education

Positive

Infrastructure development

Positive

Funding for the property

Very positive

International cooperation

Positive

Political support for conservation

Very positive

Legal / Policy framework

Positive

Lobbying

Positive

Institutional coordination

Positive

Security

Positive

Other (please specify)

Not applicable

6.2 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to World Heritage status

6.10 - Summary of actions that will require formal
consideration by the World Heritage Committee
 Statement of Outstanding Universal Value /
Statement of Significance
Reason for update: Protection and management
requirements: The Commagene Nemrut Management
Plan was completed in 2014. In addition, Mount Nemrut
Tumulus Environmental Design Project was fulfilled and
its implementation continues. Projects of two visitor
centers were completed, and also construction of
Adıyaman Visitor Center was finished. Building of
Malatya Visitor Centre is ongoing.
6.11 - Comments, conclusions and / or recommendations
related to the Assessment of the Periodic Reporting
exercise

6.3 - Entities involved in the preparation of this Section of
the Periodic Report
Governmental institution responsible for the property
Site Manager/Coordinator/World Heritage property staff
Staff from other World Heritage properties
Non Governmental Organization
Local community
External experts
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