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| OPENI NG SESSI ON

.1 The ni neteenth session of the Bureau of the Wrld
Heritage Committee was held at UNESCO Headquarters in Paris from
3 to 8 July 1995. The follow ng menbers of the Bureau attended:
Dr Adlul W chi encharoen (Thailand) , Chairperson, representatives

of Colonbia, Germany, Italy, Oran and Senegal as Vice-Presidents
and M Zhang Chongli (China) as Rapporteur.

l.2 Representatives of the followng States Parties to the
Convention attended the neeting as observers: Argentina,
Australia, Benin, Bolivia, Burkina Faso, Canada, Cap Vert, Chile,
Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Czech Republic, Ecuador, France, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq, lran, Japan, Korea (Republic
of) ,  Lebanon, Lithuania, Mlta, Mrocco, Mannmar, Mlaw,
Ni caragua, N ger, Netherlands, Norway, Peru,  Philippines,
Portugal, Syrian Arab Republic, Slovak Republic, Slovenia,
Sweden, Tunisia, Turkey, United States of Anmerica, Uganda,
Uruguay and Zi nmbabwe. Representatives of the follow ng non-State
Parties also attended the neeting as observers: Belgium
Denocratic People’s Republic of Korea.

l.3 Representatives of the Centre for the Study of the
Preservation and Restoration of Cultural Property (ICCROM, the
| nternational Council of Mpnunents and Sites (I COMOS) and the
Wrld Conservation Union (IUCN) attended the neeting in an
advi sory capacity. The Organization of Wrld Heritage Cties

(OMHC) was represented as well. The full list of participants is
given in Annex |.
| .4 The Director of the Wrld Heritage Centre, M Bernd von

Droste, speaking on behalf of the Director-Ceneral, welconed the
members of the Bureau, the representatives of the advisory bodies
and the observers. Having thanked the Chairnman, Dr Wchiencharoen
for his excellent work in the first six nmonths of his mandate,
he informed briefly the Bureau of the conclusions of the 146th
session of UNESCO S Executive Board, held in May 1995, insofar
as they concern the Wrld Heritage Centre.

1.5 The two documents presented to the Executive Board,
notably UNESCO s Draft Medium Term Strategy 1996-2001 and its
Draft Programre and Budget for 1996-1997, as proposed by the
Director-General, wunderline the inportance of encouraging the
States Parties to the Convention "to set up systematic nonitoring
and, to the extent possible, prevention nechanisns for sites on
the Wrld Heritage List" Furthermore, they state the Director-
Ceneral’s wish to provide a financial allocation to the Wrld
Heritage Centre in order to strengthen its operational capacity
and potential inpact, while ensuring that it is suitably flexible
and versatile, and to nobilize it to a greater extent and nore
directly in the service of the Or?ani zation’s work. The Director
of the Centre, speaking on behalf of the D rector-General of
UNESCO, underlined that such a financial allocation does not nean
detachment from the Organization, but quite the contrary.

|.6 Consequently to the debate, the Executive Board adopted
Deci sion 146 EX/Decision 4.2, which states:



Optical Character Recognition (OCR) document. WARNING! Spelling errors might subsist. In order to access
to the original document in image form, click on "Original” button on 1st page.

2
(The Ex%%ut i.ve Boa

para. 54: nsi ders {%)at the proposal to give:fynctional

autonony’ to the Wrld Heritage Centre requires a clarification
of the reasons behind this proposal, of its political, |egal,
admnistrative and financial feasibility, of its content, methods
of inplenentation and limts, together with the ways in which the
necessary nonitoring would be carried out within UNESCO and by
the Wrld Heritage Committee;

para. 55: ‘Considers therefore that it cannot fornulate a
recommendation to the General Conference on this issue before an
i n-depth discussion of the report on this matter, that the
Director-Ceneral wll submt to it at its 147th session;

para. 56: "Considers that the proposals concerning the new
monitoring activities related to the Wrld Heritage sites should
be the object of a consultation process armnfg States Parties to
the Wrld Heritage Convention and submtted for approval to the
CGeneral Assenbly of the States Parties which will be held in

1995; in the nmeanwhile, the activities should be held in
abeyance.”
.7 Referring to working document WHC 95/ CONF. 201/ 6a

(interimfinpancial statenent) , M von Droste reninded the Bureau
of the Commttee’s request, expressed at its eighteenth session,
that the Secretariat provide a clear, detailed financial
statenent on the Wrld Heritage Fund and to prepare a nore
transparent budget. The Director-Ceneral therefore addressed in
May 1995 a letter to the States Parties nmenbers of the World
Heritage Committee stating his readiness to submt such a
docunent for the previous cal endar year, reiterating his
commitment to financial transparency, and inviting the Bureau to
provide nore detailed guidance on this matter.

|.8 In conclusion, M von Droste informed the Bureau of the
Rﬁrﬂeparations of an expert neeting on Wrld Heritage Information

nagement, as mandated by the Commttee at its eighteenth
session, to be held in Septenmber 1995. Its purpose is to explore
the possibility of creating jointly with the advisory bodies an
integrated World Heritage Information Network which could use
ef{]ectively new conmuni cation devel opnents such as | NTERNET and
ot hers.

I, ADCPTI ON OF THE AGENDA

1.1 The Bureau adopted the agenda as proposed in Document WHC
95/ CONF. 201/1 wi thout any nodifications.

L1l REPORT OF THE SECRETARI AT ON THE ACTI VI TI ES UNDERTAKEN
SINCE THE ElI GHTEENTH SESSION OF THE COW TTEE

[, 1 The Director of the Wrld Heritage Centre, M Bernd von
Droste, reported on the activities undertaken by the Secretari at
since the |last session of the Comnmttee, held in Phuket,
Thai land, in Decenber 1994. His presentation outlined key points,
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as detailed information was provided in working docunents
prepared for the session.

1.2 Two new States Parties have signed the Convention
during the last six months, Dom nica and Latvia, thus bringing
the total nunber of States Parties to the Wrld Heritage
Convention to 142.

[11.3 As part of the efforts to develop the dobal Strategy
for a nore representative Wirld Heritage List, the follow ng
meetings took place or are in the process of being organized in
1995: a neeting on Asian Rice Culture and its Terraced
Landscapes, a neeting on Identifying and Assessing Wrld Heritage
Cul tural Landscapes (associative |andscapes), a neeting on
African Cultural Heritage (first regional meeting for central and
southern Africa, Zi mbabwe) and a neeting on Ceol ogical and Fossil
Sites.

111.4 The Committee, at its eighteenth session in Phuket,
aﬁproved principles for systenmatic nonitoring and reporting of
the state of conservation of Wirld Heritage sites. This was done
after the successful conpletion of a pilot project for Latin
Anerica and the Cari bbean and many other eftrorts in the same
direction. A clear distinction is now made in the Operational
Cui del ines between nonitoring, being the assessment of the state
of conservation of the Wrld Heritage sites by the States Parties
t hensel ves, and reporting, which is to bring forward the results
of this assessment to the Wrld Heritage Conmttee. It should be
emphasi zed that the Commttee in its decisions explicitly
underlined the sovereignty of the States Parties and that
external advice would only be nade available by the UNESCO Wrl d
Heritage Centre with the agreenent of the States Parties.

[11.5 Rem nding the Bureau that the Commttee established a
special Emergency Reserve of one mllion dollars at its
seventeenth session (Cartagena, 1993) , the Director of the Centre
stated that fifteen requests for enmergency assistance have so far
been approved, i.e., about 60 % of the reserve has been used. He
recommended that an appeal be addressed to States Parties to make
voluntary contributions for replenishing the Emergency Reserve.

[11.6 Having given sone examples of the inplenentation of the
World Heritage Convention in different regions of the world, the
Director stressed the successful outconme of UNESCO S first Wrld
Heritage Youth Forum which took place in Bergen, Norway, from
25 to 28 June 1995. This included the opening of a new exhibit
on 103 cities which have Wrld Heritage properties, and the
| aunching of a CD-ROM presenting these cities. Both were prepared
by the Wrld Heritage Centre in cooperation wth external
partners.

[.7 Furthermore, the Governnment of Norway signed with
UNESCO, after consultations with other Nordic countries, an
agreenent to establish, on a pilot basis, a Wrld Heritage Ofice
w th funding from Norway and staffing fromthe Nordic countries.
Apart from encouraging the inplenentation of the Convention in
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the Nordic countries, the office will also provide internationa
assistance to States Parties outside the region

1.8 ~  Gving a rapid overview of some of the ngjor
acconplishnents in the Centre’s pronotional and educationa
activities, which are stated in nore detail in the information

documents INF.3 and INF.5, M von Droste underlined the progress
made in linking the Centre's work to I NTERNET and the World Wde
Web, the reorgani zation and upgrading of its docunmentation unit,
current work on devel oping a specialized data-base and |inking
it wth the data-bases of other international organizations, etc.
More effective networks and pronotion of the Convention were
nmentioned also as the results of the neeting of Directors of
Cultural Heritage in Latin Anerica and the Caribbean, which was
held in Cartagena, Colonbia, in My.

[11.9 M von Droste expressed UNESCO s grateful ness to the
Governnments of Japan, the Netherlands and Sweden for providing
Associ ate Experts to the Centre. The secondnent of a specialist
for natural heritage has been foreseen by Austria, and should
become effective before the end of the year. He appealed to other
States Parties to do |ikew se, as this strengthened considerably
the Centre’s work capacities.

[11.10 In the debate that followed, the Delegate of Germany
expressed satisfaction with the Centre’s work, and underlined
that the Director-General nade a wise decision when he
established the Centre. The Cbserver of India commented on
whet her reports on the state of conservation of Wrld Heritage
sites are to be voluntary or mandatory for the States Parties.
The Chairman inforned the Cbserver that he has received a letter
fromlIndia on this matter. The Cbserver of Benin asked if the
regional neeting in Zi nbabwe will be followed up, and was
informed that next year, depending on the result of the neeting
iP Zi nbabwe, there will be a neeting for. Sub-Sahara and West
Afri ca.

[11.11 The Representative of | COMOS asked for clarification
concerning the emergency request for Mstar and Sarajevo, as they
are not on the Wrld Heritage List. The Director of the Centre
pointed out that the Qperational Cuidelines (paragraph 93) allows
the provision of enmergency assistance to properties, not yet
inscribed, but likely to qualify for the Wrld Heritage List. The
Representative of | COMOS furthermore infornmed the Bureau of
their nmeetings on a subregional 1level in Africa. The
Representative of |IUCN conplenented the Director of the Wrld
Heritage Centre by conmenting on nmonitoring. In his view the
roles of the Centre, the Cormttee and the Bureau were clearly
defined, but the role of the advisory bodies, in ad hoc
monitoring of the state of conservation of Wrld Heritage sites,
should not be forgotten. He also wished to point out the grass
root bodies’ key role in the area of nonitoring.
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|'V. DRAFT REPORT OF THE WORLD HERI TAGE COWM TTEE TO BE
PRESENTED TO UNESCO S GENERAL CONFERENCE AT | TS
TVENTY- El GHTH SESS| ON

V. 1 The Director of the Wirld Heritage Centre introduced
Item4 of the Agenda, and recalled that in accordance wth
Article 29.3 of the Convention, the Commttee shall submt a
reEort on its activities at each of the ordinary sessions of the
UNESCO GCener al Copfekence. T?%refore, he draft of Docuggnt 2

Cl 98, Report of the world Herirtage Commttee to the (enera

Conference (28th session)", covering the period 1994-1995, was
submtted to the Bureau menbers for approval. He furthernore
recalled that, in accordance with Strategic Oientation 15
adopted at Santa Fé, this report will also be submtted by the
Chai rperson of the Commttee to the tenth session of the General
Assenbly of States Parties, which will be held during the Cenera

Conf er ence.

He then outlined the structure of the docunent which provides
information on the follow ng itemns:

) composition and functions of the Wrld Heritage
Comm tt ee;

i) the Wrrld Heritage List and Tentative Lists;
iii) global strategy;

iv) state of conservation of properties inscribed on the
Wrld Heritage List and the general policy on
noni toring;

V) the Wrld Heritage Fund; its voluntary and obligatory
contributions;

vi) expenditures obligated under the Wrld Heritage Fund
from1/1/94 to 1/5/95; since the detailed account of
incurred expenses wll be submtted to the Genera
Assenbly of States Parties in the fall of 1995 during
t he UNESCO General Conference.

V.2 The Del egate of Col onbia requested an anmendment in
paragraph 23 ‘Devel opment Plan of a Wder Archaeol ogical Area for
the site of Joya de Ceren (El Salvador)"instead of Cuba. She
al so requested that the decision taken by the Wrld Heritage
Commttee at its eighteenth session in Phuket, Thailand in
December 1994, to finance a neeting in Cartagena, Colonbia, in
1995, be reflected in the docunent.

V.3 The Delegate of Italy requested that the |ast sentence
of paragraph 5 be a-nended. It ‘should now read : "The secretariat
of the Wrld Heritage Conmittee is appointed by the Director-
CGeneral of UNESCO
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V. EXAM NATI ON OF UNESCO S BI ENNI AL PLAN (1996-1997) AND
WORLD HERI TAGE CONSERVATI ON
V.1 In introducing this agenda item on UNESCO s Bienni al

Plan (1996-1997) and Wrld Heritage Conservation, M von Droste
drew the attention of the Bureau to Docunent WHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 3,
whi ch reproduced the text of Docunent 28 C/5 ‘Draft Programme and
Budget for 1996-97" which the UNESCO CGeneral Conference will
examne at its twenty-eighth session.

V.2 M von Droste explained that the Wrld Heritage Centre,
while serving as the Secretariat to the Wrld Heritage Committee,
is an entity of the UNESCO Secretariat and thereby woul d receive
a budgetary allocation from UNESCO, as apFroved by the General
Conference, mainly to neet the staff salary costs and ot her
admnistrative costs as well as for sone basic activities.

V.3 I nform ng the Bureau of Recommendati ons 54 and 55 of
t he UNESCO Executive Board at its 146th session in May 1995,
which called for clarifications on “functional autonony”, M von
Droste said that, the Wrld Heritage Centre is presently
preparing a conprehensive docunent which will be submtted to the
Director-CGeneral to assist in the formulation of his report to
the 147th session of the Executive Board.

V. 4 A first draft of this document will be presented to the
Bureau during this session when the Bureau will exam ne budgetary
matters. He pointed out that the proposal of the Director-
Ceneral w |l have no political or legal inplications and

therefore these issues should not arise.

V.5 The Centre would continue to operate as an integral
part of the Secretariat under the authority of the Director-
Ceneral of UNESCO and within the framework of the Programme and
Budget approved by the General Conference.

V. 6 It is not proposed to enpower the Centre with any form
of legal or institutional personality distinct from UNESCO or to
separate it from the Oganization in any manner whatsoever.

V.7 The proposal is ained at providing the Centre with a
financial allocation which will be used and accounted for under
UNESCO regul ations, thus granting the Centre a larger degree of
financial autonony. Therefore, the main point to be exam ned by
the 147th session of the Executive Board is the question of a
financial allocation to the Wrld Heritage Centre. In this
respect it is ingortant to keep in mnd that the financial
resources managed by the Wrld Heritage Centre come from two main
sources, the Wrld Heritage Fund and the UNESCO Regul ar Programre
(in addition there are sone limted extrabudgetary sources)

V. 8 As far as adm nistrative aspects are concerned, what
is involved is a delegation of authority by the Director-Ceneral
to the Director of the Centre with regard to a nunber of
adm ni strative decisions. Such delegation of authority is wthin
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the authority of the Director-CGeneral. It is comon usage within
UNESCO and is considered to be sound adm nistrative practice.

V.9 The expenditures under the Wrld Heritage Fund are
i ncurred under the provision of the Convention on the basis of
the budget adopted by the Wrld Heritage Commttee, in accordance
with the Financial Regulations of the Fund, and which are
accounted for under UNESCO S accounting procedures. The Regul ar
Programre resources earnarked for the operation of the Centre,
will continue to be accounted for under UNESCO s procedures as
a distinct element of the Wirld Heritage Fund. The Director-
Ceneral of UNESCO as chief executive of UNESCO which serves as
the Secretariat of the Convention, remains fully accountable for
all funds related to the inplenentation of the Convention.

V. 10 Wth regard to the reference in the Docunent 28 C/'5 of
the Centre’s activities in assisting the Menber States of UNESCO
in the nonitoring of Wrld Heritage sites, M von Droste inforned
the Bureau of Recommendation 56 to the CGeneral Conference of the
146t h session of the Executive Board, which calls for this issue
to be discussed at the General Assenbly of States Parties to the
Convention, scheduled to take place during the next GCeneral
Conf erence.

V. 11 He explained that, in conformty-with the text of the
Wrld Heritage Convention, the Ceneral Assembly of States Parties
is asked to decide (frirrarily the level of conpulsory
contributions to the Wrld Heritage Fund and to elect the menbers
of the Wrld Heritage Commttee. To date, the General Assenbl
of States Parties, which will be convened this year on 2 and
Novermber, has only dealt with these matters and not raised other
substantive issues.

V.12 As recomrended by the Executive Board, the item "New
proposals for inviting monitoring reports from States Parties to
the World Heritage Committee” nay be included on the provisional
agenda of the General Assenbly of States Parties.

V. 13 He indicated that the Wrld Heritage Centre will nake
a document on this matter available to the Géneral Assenbly and
w |l be grateful for the Bureau’s advice on this inportant
matter.

V. 14 The Director of the Centre recalled that the
Conmittee’s decision followed a |ong process of consultations
with the States Parties and discussions at the Conmttee since
1987. O the inportant decisions taken by the Commttee, and
reported to the States Parties and the General Conference of
UNESCO, he nmentioned two:

In 1987, and based upon the recomendati ons of a working
group of States Parties, the Conmttee adopted certain
principles of nonitoring and reporting which were very
simlar to the ones included in the Operational GCuidelines
i n Decenber 1994.
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In 1992, t he Committee adopt ed t he Strategic
Recommendati ons and Goals for the inplenmentation of the
Convention which included explicitly, monitoring and
reporting on the state of conservation of Wrld Heritage
properties as one of the nain functions of the Commttee.
He stressed that the Conmittee very explicitly confirmed
t he soverei?nty of the States Parties in attributing to
themthe sole responsibility for the nonitoring of the
conditions of the sites and for the preparation of the
periodic state of conservation reports. The goal s of
nonitoring and reporting are stated in the Operational
Qui delines as being: inproved site managenent, advanced
pl anni ng and preventive action, and inproved Wrld Fbrita?e
cooperation and deci sion-naking. In this sense it should
be | ooked at as a neans to strengthen and enhance the Wrld
Heritage cooperation and to contribute to the preservation
of the World Heritage properties.

V. 15 The Chairman of the Commttee, M Adul Wchiencharoen,
suggested that a private session be held during this Bureau
session to discuss both the points, on "functional “autonony” and
"systematic monitoring and reporting”.

V. 16 In the discussions that followed, the Oobserver of India
sought clarification on the nature of the Comittee's
"invitation" for States parties to submt the periodic state of
conservation report, as India is under the inpression that this
has been presented nore as a "nmandatory" act than a "voluntary”
one. The Delegate of Qran said that since the Centre has
proposed to frepare a conprehensive paper on the issue of
monitoring and reporting, he suggested that discussions on this
poi nt be deferred.

V.17 The Del egate of Italy stated that since the issue of
“functional autonony” wll be debated by the Executive Board and
the Ceneral Conference, he felt that discussions on this point
by the Bureau shoul d be suspended. The Del egate of Gernany
stated that he supported the su%gestion of a private session to
discuss these two points, | only to ensure a conplete
under st andi ng of the 1ssues.

V.18 The Chairman called for a private session to be
organi zed for the follow ng day.

VI.  STATE OF CONSERVATI ON OF PROPERTIES | NSCRIBED ON THE WORLD
HERI TAGE LI ST

Vi1 The Bureau exam ned the follow ng docunents that were
prepared for this Bureau session:

Wor ki ng Docurent VHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 4 which consisted of a
background and progress report and the follow ng four
sections:
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A Revi sed nom nation form

B. For mat for periodic Wrld Heritage state of
conservation reports

C. Wrk plan for the inplenentation of regional
moni toring programmes and the exam nation of regional
synthesis reports by the Wrld Heritage Conmttee

D. Reports on the state of conservation of specific Wrld
Heritage properties;

Working Document WHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 4Rev. which was prepared
during the session and which concerned the ‘background and
progress report’ section of the original working docunent;

a document prepared by UCN on the state of conservation of
Huascaran National Park in Peru;

the prelimnary report on the |COMOS Wrld Heritage site
Monitoring Mssion to Anuradhapura,  Polonnaruwa and
Sigiriya (Sri Lanka).

THE PRI NCI PLES OF MONI TORI NG AND REPORTI NG AS ADOPTED BY THE
WORLD HERI TAGE COW TTEE AT | TS ElI GHTEENTH SESSI ON

Vi, 2 The Bureau examned in a private session the
recommendati on made by the Executive Board of UNESCO to the
UNESCO General Conference and the concerns expressed by one State
Party to the Convention regarding the principles of monitoring
and reporting that were adopted by the Wrld Heritage Commttee
at its eighteenth session.

VI.3 The Bureau recalled that the Commttee defined the
observation of the state of conservation of the Wrld Heritage
properties as one of its main functions already at its sixteenth
session in 1992 and that this was reflected in the UNESCO Wrk
Plans for 1994-1995. It also recalled that the Commttee adopted
the principles of nonitoring and reporting only after a Iong
process of discussions, consultations and careful consideration
of several practical experiences and with reference to specific
articles of the Wrld Heritage Convention:

1. Bearing in mnd the provision of Article 4 of the
Convention, under which "each State Party recogni zes that
the duty of ensuring the conservation of properties
inscribed on the Wrld Heritage List and situated on its
territory belongs primarily to that State”, the Conmttee
was of the view that the establishnment of systematic
monitoring, the day-to-day observation of the sites by the
States Parties, in close collaboration with the site
managers or the agency wth nmanagenent authority,
constituted a neaningful, active and effective operationa
met hod capabl e of countering the dangers that may threaten
the cultural and natural Wrld Heritage.

2. Bearing in mnd al so

_ the provisions-of Article 6, which
provi des that "whilst ful

ull'y respecting the sovereignty of
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the states on whose territory the cultural and natura

heritage nentioned in Articles 1 and 2 is situated, and
wi t hout prejudice to property rights provided by nationa

| egi sl ation, the States Parties to this Convention
recogni ze that such heritage constitutes a world heritage
for whose protection it is the duty of the internationa

community as a whole to cooperate” and Article 7, which
provides that ‘for the purpose of this Convention

International protection of the world cultural and natura

heritage shall be understood to nean the establishment of
a system of international cooperation and assistance
designed to support States Parties to the Convention in
their efforts to conserve. . . .that heritage", also in
consi deration of Articles 8, 11, 13,14, 19, 20, 21, 22,

23, 24, 26 and paragraphs 2 and 3 of Article 29, and in
pursuance of the intent of the Convention as reflected in
the preanbul ar clause 8 in ‘establishing an effective
system of collective protection of the cultural and natural
heritage of outstanding universal value, organized on a
permanent basis and in accordance with scientific methods",

the Wrld Heritage Commttee invited the States Parties to
present every five_years a scientific report on the state
of conservation of the Wrld Heritage sites on their
territories, and decided that, to this end, the States
Parties may request expert advice fromthe Secretariat or
t he advisory bodies and that the Secretariat nay al so
conmi ssion expert advice with the agreement of the States
Parties.

VI.4 The Bureau furthernore considered various articles in
the Convention that call for international cooperation and the
undertaking by the Commttee of studies and research needed for
the drawing up of the Wrld Heritage List and the List of Wrld
Heritage in Danger. Mnitoring and reporting should be considered
as a scientific and technical method to undertake the studies and
research nentioned in Article 11.7

VI.5 The Bureau enphasized that the grinciples of monitoring
and reporting as defined in paragraphs 69-76 of the Operational
Cuidelines fully respect the sovereignty of the States Parties
and that these should be inplenented by the States Parties
t henmsel ves on a voluntary basis.

VI.6 The Bureau unani mously decided that the Chairperson and
the Secretariat, in consultation with the Bureau nmenbers, should
jointly prepare a docunent along the lines of the above
considerations as a nmeans to clarify the principles on nonitoring
and reporting adopted by the Commttee and as a basis for future
di scussions at the Convention's and/or UNESCO s statutory bodies.

VI.7 The Bureau also considered whether it would be
desirable to create a consultative body as nmentioned in Article
10.3 of the Convention for the exam nation of technical matters
such as state of conservation reports, the establishment of which
would allow nore States Parties to participate directly in the



Optical Character Recognition (OCR) document. WARNING! Spelling errors might subsist. In order to access
to the original document in image form, click on "Original” button on 1st page.

11

i npl enentation of the Convention. As no consensus could be
reached, the Bureau requested the Secretariat to look into this
matter in nore detail so that the Bureau can discuss it again at
Its next session.

PROGRESS REPORT ON THE | MPLEMENTATION OF THE COW TTEE S
DECI SI ONS

VI.8 The Bureau recalled that the Conmittee at its
ei ghteenth session in Decenber 1994 invited the Secretariat to
undertake a set of concrete actions to inplenent the nonitoring
and reporting. The Secretariat reported on the progress made on
the followmng matters:

A revised nom nation format had been prepared in cl ose
col  aboration with the advisory bodies tor exam nation by
the Bureau (see paragraph V1.9 to V1.13 and Annex |1 of
this report)

A format for periodic Wrld Heritage state of conservation
reports had equally been prepared for exam nation by the
Bureay (see paragraph V1.9 to V.13 and Annex 111l of this
report) .

A Erelininary meeting was held with the advisory bodies and
other interested partners in February 1995 to prepare a
neeting of experts on Wrld Heritage information
managenent. This meeting will be held on 26-28 Septenber of
this year. A draft working document was nade available to
the Bureau as Information Docunment 5.

The Secretariat infornmed all States Parties of the
principles adopted by the Commttee, inviting themto put
monitoring structures in place and to report on the state
of conservation of the properties on their territories to
the Commttee on a 5-year basis.

A draft workplan for the inplenentation of regional
nonitoring programes and the exam nation of regional
sKnthesis reports by the Conmttee had been prepared for
the Bureau session. The Secretariat informed the Bureau
that on the basis of the work plan that would be
established by the Conmttee, the Secretariat would enter
into consultations with the States Parties and the World
Herit age Partners to establish work plans for each of the
regio?s of the world (see paragraphs V1.14 to V1.17 of this
report

The Secretariat inforned that it was in consultations wth
t he advisorK bodi es and ot her professional organizations to
identify the potential means to pronote and assist the
States Parties and the site nmanagers in the inplenentation
of nmonitoring and reporting procedures including scientific
docunmentation and recording practices.
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REVI SED NOM NATI ON FORM AND FORVAT FOR PERI GDOC WORLD HERI TAGE
STATE OF CONSERVATI ON REPCORTS

VI.9 The Bureau recal led that sound baseline information on
each of the Wrld Heritage sites is indispensable for an¥
credible monitoring and reporting system for the naintenance o
a credible Wrld Heritage List, as well as for sound site
management and coordinated and neaningful World Heritage
cooperation. The Bureau recalled also that the Wrld Heritage
Conmttee, at its eighteenth session, decided that the nom nation
form should be revised in such a way that this baseline
information be established at the tine of "the nom nation and the
inscription of properties on the Wrld Heritage List and that a
format should be devel oped for the periodic Wrld Heritage state
of conservation reports.

VI. 10 The Secretariat introduced the draft formats (see
Annexes Il and IIl) for both the nom nation and the state of
conservation reports that had been prepared in very close
collaboration with the advisory bodies. The Secretariat
enphasi zed that both formats follow the sane structure so as to
facilitate future references and conparison of data provided.

Vi. 11 The Chairperson requested the nenbers of the Bureau
other interested States Parties and the advisory bodies to
transmt their coments to the Secretariat so that the
Secretariat can prepare a final draft of both formats for
consideration by the Conmittee at its nineteenth session

VI 12 As to the possible date of introduction of the formats,
the Bureau felt that this should be as early as possible but that
the Commttee should consider this matter at its next session.

VI. 13 The Bureau invited the Secretariat to prepare, for
consideration by the Wrld Heritage Conmittee at its nineteenth
session, a draft revised text for paragraph 65 of the Operational
Qui delines (' Format and Content of Nominations’) so as to reflect
the new requirenents for nom nation dossiers.

WORKPLAN FOR THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF REA ONAL MONI TORI NG AND
REPORTI NG programmes AND THE EXAM NATI ON OF REG ONAL SYNTHESI S
REPORTS BY THE WORLD HERI TAGE COW TTEE

Vi. 14 The Bureau recalled that the Conmmittee at its
ei ghteenth session decided that the site specific periodic state
of conservation reports should be synthesized by the Secretariat
and be examned by the Commttee on a regional basis.

VI. 15 The Bureau exam ned the workplan prepared by the
Secretariat for the examnation of the regional state of
conservation reports by the Conmttee as presented in Section C
of the morkinP docunent. The Bureau expressed sone concern on the
tight schedule and the great nunber of state of conservation
reports that will have to be exam ned on a yearly basis. It was
stressed however that, in accordance with the principles adopted
by the Wrld Heritage Committee at its eighteenth session, it
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wll be the States Parties who are responsible for the
preparation of the reports and that the task of the Secretariat,
In collaboration with other partners, will be to synthesize these
reports and to draw broad conclusions for future decision-nmaking
by the Commttee.

VI. 16 As to the strategies for the inplenentation of the
regional programmes, the Secretariat explained priorities for
monitoring for natural heritage for Africa, Asia and Latin
Anmerica as well as the baseline Information on natural and m xed
sites provided by the WOMC database. It was furthernmore stressed
that nonitoring activities will be coordinated for sites which
are Biosphere Reserves and World Heritage sites.

VI, 17 For cultural heritage the Secretariat recalled that
whereas the first nonitoring cycle in Latin Anmerica was
undertaken through the UNDP/ UNESCO Regional Project, the second
cycle will be inplenented through the States Parties thenselves.
The Secretariat 1nformed that for Asia a close collaboration had
been established with the UNESCO Cultural Heritage Division to
make the nost efficient use of activities already underway in
t hat region.

V.18 The Del egate of Col onbia pointed out that in the first
cycle, the reports for the cultural and for the natura
properties are not scheduled for examnation in the sane year and
t hat provisions should be made for a concerted reporting on the
m xed properties.

V.19 The Bureau requested the Secretariat to review the
proposed workplan in consultation with the advisory bodies and
taking into account the comments nade by the Bureau nenbers and
to prepare a revised workplan for consideration by the Commttee
at its nineteenth session.

REPORTS ON THE STATE OF CONSERVATI ON OF SPECI FI C PROPERTI ES
VI. 20 ‘The Bureau examined reports on the state of
conservation of eight natural and eight cultural properties

inscribed on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger and on 15
natural and 14 cultural properties on the Wrld Heritage List.

NATURAL HERI TAGE
Natural Properties on the List of Wirld Heritage in Danger

Srebarna Nature Reserve (Bulgaria)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed on the Wrld
Heritage List in 1983 and placed on the List of Wrld Heritage
in Danger in 1992. A report was presented by the State Party on
their restoration efforts at the last session of the Bureau. Two
smal | -scal e i nternational assistance projects fromthe Wrld
Heritage Fund are presently under way at the site, as well as
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i nternational assistance from other sources. On 29 June 1995 the
Wrld Heritage Centre received a report prepared by the Mnistry
of Environment of the Republic of Bulgaria recalling the history
of the site and the deterioration of the state of conservation,
which led to the Iistinﬁ of the site both on the List of Wrld
Heritage in Danger and the Mntreux List of the Ramsar Convention
in 1993. The nain results of the neasures taken to restore the
ecological integrity of the site were research studies and the
construction of a channel and a nonitoring programme to oversee
the status of the Reserve since 1994. The hydraulic connection
between the |ake and the Danube River was reestablished and the
water level is now raised by Im Furthernore, it is indicated
that the Dalmatian Pelican is continuing to nest in the site.

The Representative of |IUCN underlined that they are awaiting a
detailed monitoring report from the Ramsar Convention Secretarl at
and recalled that the previous Bureau felt that the site may no
| onger retain the values for which it was inscribed.

The Bureau took note of both the report received fromthe State
Party and the comments nmade by |UCN and recommended that no
decision can be taken until the monitoring report by the Ransar
Convention Secretariat is received. This report should be
presented to the session of the outgoing Bureau in December 1995.

Plitvice Lakes National Park (Croatia)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed on the List of
Wrld Heritage in Danger in 1992. Mssions to the site were
carried out in 1992 and 1993. The situation remains critical due
to armed conflict and the political situation in the region which
remai ns unchanged. The Commttee at its eighteenth session
decided to retain the site on the List of Wrld Heritage in
Danger and another fact-finding mssion to this area,
particularly to the Korkaova UWala Virgin Forest is to be
schedul ed for 1995-96. Gven the continued arned conflict in the
region, the Bureau recomended to the Conmttee to retain the
site on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger

Sangay National Park (Ecuador)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed in 1983 and
pl aced on the List of Wirld Heritage in Danger in 1992 due to
threats from poachers, boundary encroachment and unplanned road
construction. A technical assistance project fromthe Wrld
Heritage Fund is underway. The equi pnent conponent of this
project was carried out in 1994. Furthernore, the Wrld Heritage
Centre received in March 1995 a prelimnary report by | NEFAN
(Instituto Ecuatoriano Forestal y de Are-as Naturales y Viola
Silvestre) on the environnental inpact of the construction of the
Quanot e- Macas road in the Park and a final report of the
Commission (Mnistry of Public Work/INEFAN) was received in My
1995. The Conmi ssion had studied the follow ng issues: (1) the
environnental inpact of the first 7kms of the road, which have
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been constructed; (2) the nmeasures to be taken to mtigate the
environnental inpact of the last 23 knms which still have to be

constructed and (3) guidelines for the managenent of the Park to
mtigate the negative inpact of the new road.

From the report it is clear that the road has caused irreversible
danmage to the natural environment, as the construction has caused
a nunber of |andslides. The Conmmi ssion recomended that the
foll owm ng measures should be taken: the “road shoul d be nade
narrower (6 nmeters) ; manual |abour should be used and not heavy
machinery, to take care of the disposal of excavated material;

the establishnent of supervision by environmental experts; the
setting-up of additional control posts at the entrance of the
Park to halt spontaneous settlenents; intensification of patrols
in the Park to allow only government controlled eco-tourism the
creation of a small visitor centre for tourists; an inventory of

the legal land owners in the Park should be made, and the new
part oﬁ the road should be considered as an ‘environmental pil ot

stretch”.

The Representative of I|UCN underlined that the inpact on the site
was worse than expected and that the local IUCN office will
provide an update on conditions in the site in Septenmber 1995.

The Bureau asked the Centre to wite to the Governnent of Ecuador
to commend the authorities for the inpact report and to transmt
the concerns of the Bureau as well as to ask for clarification
on the present situation of the threats to the site.

Mount Ninba Strict Nature Reserve (Quinea/Cdte d' lvoire)

The Bureau recalled that the site was included on the List of
Wrld Heritage in Danger in 1992 because of a proposed iron-ore
mning project and threats due to the arrival of a |arge nunber
of refugees from neighboring countries. An expert nssion was
undertaken in 1993 and proposals to revise the boundaries of the
site were endorsed by the seventeenth session of the Committee
in 1993. An international assistance project under the Wrld
Heritage Fund was recently carried out in 1994, and a report was
presented to the eighteenth session of the Wrld Heritage
Conmittee. The French Mnistry of the Environnent and the
Mnistry for Cooperation, in cooperation with |UCN France, has
carried out a study and review of the site for the Government of
Quinea wth regard to priority needs and potential future
I nvest nent .

Two experts fromthe French IUCN Committee presented a report on
a mssion to the site which took place end-1994. The m ssion
stated the international donor community has not given support
and there are also problenms with regard to the absence of
comm tment by the Governnent of Guinea, including the fact that
the site is legally not sufficiently protected or classified as

a grotected area on the national level, with responsibilities
shared by four mnistries. The expert also spoke of negative
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I npacts of the potential mning project adjacent to the site. The
mssion, furthermore, reported on scientific issues, including
the lack of topographic thematic mapping and nonitoring of water
quality. The mssion recommended enhanced conservation managenment
including resource inventories with international cooperation and
bil ateral devel opnent agencies. Road projects should be reviewed
and rural devel opnent projects outside the site extended. The
enhancenment of educational and devel opnent projects with the
| ocal population are considered as a cornerstone for the future
protection of the site.

The Bureau recalled that the boundaries were revised and adopted
by the seventeenth session of the Wrld Heritage Conmttee and
requested the Centre, jointly with TUCN, ‘to followup on the
results of the mssion, including a letter to the Quinean
authorities to ask for clarifications on the legal protection and
classification of the site. It recomended to the Wirld Heritage
Sgnnittee to retain the site on the List of Wrld Heritage in
nger.

Manas Wl dlife Sanctuary (India)

The Bureau recalled that at its eighteenth session, the Wrld
Heritage Commttee took note of the information provided by the
| ndi an Governnent through the Permanent Delegate that "if the
representatives of the Wrld Heritage Centre and of the Wrld
Heritage Committee desire to visit New Delhi, Assam and Manas for
di scussion, or see the site" then they "would be wel comed by the

concerned authorities of the Government of India". In the sane
letter the Indian authorities also indicated that the Indian
Government will involve local level NG3s in nonitoring the state

of conservation of the site. Cooperation between the managenent
authorities of the Manas Wldlife Sanctuary of India and Manas
National Park in Bhutan should be encouraged. To enhance
cooperation between India and Bhutan in the conservation of the
Manas ecosystem the Government of Bhutan should be invited to
ratify the Convention as soon as possible.

The Bureau requested the World Heritage Centre, in cooperation
with the Government of India, to elaborate the ternms of reference
for a mssion to New Del hi, Assam and Manas in India.

Air-et-Teneré Reserve (Niger)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed on the List of
Wrld Heritage in Danger in 1992 as it was affected by civil
di sturbances and its staff held hostage. The World Heritage
Conmittee at its eighteenth session took note that a peace accord
was signed on 9 COctober 1994 and encouraged the authorities to
implement it and to undertake all efforts to safeguard the site.
The Centre in cooperation with the authorities of N ger sent a
mssion to Niger to review the protected area system of N ger and
to prepare a nomnation of a natural site. As one of the outcomes
of this mssion, a prelimnary report on Air et T&6 was
prepared. It indicates that undér the influence of a nunber of
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different factors, including, historical, socio-econonmc and
political, an arned conflict devel oped during the |ast years
(minority of Tuareg against the States). A mmjor degradation of
the site was noted including poaching. In 1995, however, a
di al ogue was established between the two parties, which makes the
return to a nornmal situation possible and may all ow eval uation
of the state of conservation in detail and to el aborate how the
Wrld Heritage Fund could contribute to the action programe for
the recovery of the site.

The Representative of IUCN informed the Bureau that a 125, 000
Swiss Franc project is under way with TUCN to assist in
reestablishing the nanagenent regine. The Anbassador of Niger
underlined that his Governnent is now taking every step to
enhance the managenent of the site and wi shes as soon as al
conditions are net, that a mission should be sent to the site
with the help of the Wrld Heritage Centre. The Bureau
recommended that the site be retained on the List of Wrld
Heritage in Danger, however, indicating on the basis of IUCN s
report, that the site could be removed fromthe Danger List in
due course.

Evergl ades National Park (United States of America)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed on the List of
Wrld Heritage in Danger in 1993 due to an increasing nunber of
threats since the date of its inscription on the List in 1979.

Federal State and local governnments as well as private
foundations have joined forces in providing significant financia

support for the managenent of the site and for its long-term
restoration. The Committee took note of a detailed report
prepared by the American authorities which was presented at its
ei ghteenth session.

The World Heritage Centre received a nonitoring report fromthe
Nat i onal Park Service in May 1995 indicating that the Federal
CGovernment is engaged in restoratioanIanning for the Evergl ades
National Park under the aegis of a Federal Restoration Wrking
G oup. The G oup provided a conmprehensive statenment |isting
priorities, recent acconplishments and critical next steps in the
Federal programmre for the Evergl ades restoration. The Governor
and Cabinet of the State of Florida approved the acquisition of
portions of the Frog Pond, a historically transitional wetland
on the eastern boundary of the Park, crucial to the restoration
of ground water levels and surface flow. Recent negotiations have
led to agreenent with property owners.

The Bureau concluded that the site remains seriously threatened
and recomrended that the site be retained on the List of Wrld
Heritage in Danger

Virunga National Park (Zaire)
Virunga National Park, inscribed under criteria Sii)’ (ii1) and

(iv) 1n 1979, was included in the List of Wrld Heritage in
Danger at the last session of the Wrld Heritage Commttee in
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Decenber 1994, due to the tragic events in Rwanda and the
subsequent massive arrival of refugees from that country. Virunga
National Park, situated at the border between Rwanda and Uganda,
has been destabilized by the uncontrolled arrival of refugees,
causi ng deforestati on and poachin% at the sites. The Bureau
recalled that the Chairperson of the Wrld Heritage Committee
approved a total of US$ 50,000 emergency assistance for both
Kahuzi - Biega National Park and Virunga National Park. The project
is carried out in cooperation with J[TUCN, WW and the
International Gorilla Conservation Programme. A report on the
project was received at the tinme of the Bureau session indicating
the World Heritage Fund project was effective and crucial to help
in maintaining the Park’s nanagenent activities and to support
the staff. However, the ecological situation at the Park is not
i mproving, the banboo forests have been cut and the nunber of
el ephants and hi ppos are nuch reduced within the site. The
buffal o population is also threatened. The report indicates that
the Park is a primary source of fuelwod and construction wood
for the refugees and that 30 to 40,000 people are entering the
Park daily.

The report recommends: (1) a long-termpolitical solution
including the evacuation of refugee canps within the site and (2)
that | ZCN should pay the salaries of their staff at the Park

The Bureau discussed the situation at length and recommended: (1)

to prepare a Press release jointly with TUCN to rai se awareness
of the need for repatriation and re-location of the refugee
canps; (2) to wite a letter to the Governnent of Zaire ftor
greater operational support including the payment of salaries of
the staff of the site; (3) that the Centre arranges a neetin

between the Director-Ceneral of UNESCO with the Arbassador o

Zaire to discuss these issues, and (4? that, at the request of
the Del egate of Senegal, all possibilities should be explored
within the UN system in particular with UNHCR and UNDP, to find
a solution. The Bureau furthernore, requested the Centre to wite
a letter conmendi ng UNDP/ GEF, the European Union and the GIZ for
their support for the protection of the site and encourages
conti nuous cooperation between the new y-appointed environnental

coordinator and the Wrld Heritage Centre.

Natural properties on the Wrld Heritage List

Tasmani an W derness (Australia)

The Bureau recalled that this mxed site was inscribed on the
Wrld Heritage List in 1982 and that the Bureau at its eighteenth
session in July 1994, discussed reports received on |ogging
operations in areas adjacent to the Wirld Heritage area. |UCN
gave an update on the situation and recalled two concerns which
were raised: that there is forested land outside the site which
may have World Heritage values, and furthernore that adverse
i mpact on the existing Wrld Heritage site could result from
| ogging and reading activities adjacent to the site. 1UCN noted
that both the 1990 and 1994 General Assenblies of |1UCN had urged
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Australia to evaluate the Wrld Heritage values of these areas
and that recent concerns about the inpacts of forestry operations
had been expressed by the Australian and New Zeal and Committees
for TUCN and the W/l derness Society (Tasnania).

The Director-General of ITUCN wote to the Australian CGovernnent
in March 1995 seeking advice on this issue. A detailed reply was
recei ved from Senat or Faul kner, Australian Mnister for the
Envi ronnment, dated 28 June 1995, stating the conmtment of the

Australian and Tasmanian Governments to protecting Wrld Heritage

¥alues and to undertake a conprehensive assessnment of Tasmanian
orests.

The Bureau noted concerns which have been expressed about |oggin
and reading activities in forest areas which may inpinge on Wrl
Heritage values in the Tasmanian W/l derness Wrld Heritage area,
and resolved to thank the State Party for the encouraging
response of the Australian Mnister for the Environnent. In
particular the Bureau noted: (1) the commitnent of both the
Australian and Tasmani an Governnments to negotiate a Regi onal
Forest Agreement which would involve a conprehensive assessnent
of a wide range of values, including Wrld Heritage values, for
forested areas in Tasmania; (2) that, in the neantinme, the two
governments have agreed to avoid activities that may
significantly affect those areas of the old-growh forest or
W | derness that are Iikely to have high conservation value; (3)
t hat pending conpletion of a Regional Forest Assessnent, the two
governnents have agreed to jointly undertake an assessnent of
those forest areas where commercial logging will be deferred, to
al low anong other things, an assessnent of World Heritage val ues
The Bureau asked to be kept infornmed of devel opnents which should
maintain the integrity of the existing site and may lead to the
identification by the State Party of further World Heritage
values, including possible additions to the boundaries of the
Tasmani an W1 derness Wrld Heritage site.

| COMOS stressed that as this was a mxed site all additional
information concerning this site should be referred to | COMOS as
well as to I UCN

Manovo- Gounda St.Floris Wrld Heritage Site (Central African
Republ i c)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed on the Wrld
Heritage List in 1988 and was the subject of a nonitoring report
at the sixteenth session of the Commttee held in Santa Fe. At
that time the managenment reginme had col |l apsed and the site was
under nunerous threats. It was recommended that the World
Heritage Centre should carry out a mssion to the site. Unstable
conditions continued to prevail throughout 1993 and into 1994,

In 1994 a new government took office and the French conpany,
"Conpagni e General e d' Aéronautique- CGA” decided to nove forward

with a significant tourismventure for which they had obtained

a 20-year concession in 1985. The ‘Conpany La Gounda-Manova S. A"
has been working with the new governnent negotiating funding,
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staffing and managenment direction for the site. Fromthe 9 to 14
of May 1995 a nonitoring mssion was carried out on behalf of the
Wrld Heritage Centre by staff nenber of the Division of
Ecol ogi cal Sciences of UNESCO. This mssion produced a positive
report on the current situation in the Park. The Bureau took note
of the report, acknow edged that finally a report was nade on
this Wrld Heritage site and asked the Centre and IUCN to jointly
followup the project.

Gal apagos National Park (Ecuador)

The Bureau recalled, at the request of the Del egate of Germany,
di scussions at previous sessions concerning both the state of
conservation of the site as well as further action concerning the
Gal apagos Marine Reserve. By letter of 27 January 95, the Centre
requested the Ecuadorian authorities to provide information in
time for the Bureau neeting, but no reply was received. The
Representative of IUCN inforned the Bureau that the situation at
the site had not inproved, but that tinme has not allowed the
presentation of a report to this Bureau. A report wll be
ggepared for the nineteenth session of the Wrld Heritage
mmttee.

Simen National Park (Ethiopia)

The Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed on the Wrld
Heritage List in 1978 and took note of the results of a report
on the workshop on the "Sinmen Muntains National Park Mnagement”
held in Gondar from 15 to 17 February 1995, as well as a report
on the Sinen Muntains Baseline Study by the University of Berne
(Switzerl and)

Rio Platano Biosphere Reserve (Honduras)

The Centre inforned the Bureau that a report was received from
the Fundaci on R o Platano concerning the site, inscribed on the
Wrld Heritage List in 1982. The report concerns the agricul tural
Intrusion at the western border of the site. Additional
informati on was obtained on 12 April 1995 on the land reform
programme and its inplenentation in north-eastern Honduras. The
settlement programme threatens several protected areas. The
Centre contacted the authorities concerned to obtain further
information. The Centre has received additional reports about
I nadequate conmmitment to the conservation by the nationa
governnment. Pl anned and unpl anned col onization is taking place,
unaut hori zed forest operations, poaching of birds and gane is
extremely serious. Indigenous cultures are threatened by
coloni zation of outside settlers. The Wrld Heritage Centre
advi sed the Permanent Del egate of Honduras the concerns in Apri
1995, however, no response has been received so far.

The Bureau asked IUCN to verify the situation and to report back
to the Wrld Heritage Conmmittee in Decenber. Furthernore, it
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requested the Centre to prepare a letter for the signature of the
Chai rman of the Wrld Heritage Conmittee to the President of
Honduras, transmtting the concerns of the Bureau.

Shi rakam - Sanchi (Japan)

The Centre informed the Bureau that it has received severa

letters concerning the |ogging of beech forests outside the Wrld
Heritage site and has transmtted themfor review to [UCN. The
Bureau recalled that the site was inscribed in 1993, and that the
Committee at the tine recomended to review the site after three
years. The Bureau invited the Centre to organize a mssion to
review the progress made in the inplenmentation of the management
ggan with regard to the requirements of the Wrld Heritage

nvention.

Lake Malaw National Park (Malaw )

The Bureau was inforned that the UNESCO Equi pment Division, in
cooperation wth the Centre, sent a mission to this Wrld
Heritage site in April 1995 to review the current internationa

assi stance projects at the site and to carry out an eval uation
and assessment of future needs. The mission carried out a
detailed review of technical assistance projects under the Wrld
Heritage Fund (including the purchase of boats) and hel ped in
designing appropriate projects. This includes a project for an
ecol ogi cal inventory of the coastal regions of the islands in
Lake Mal aw National Park, which would allow authorities to
better nonitor changes of the state of conservation of the site.

During the mssion an environnmental education project Wwas
di scussed at the site which would involve the local villages
within the Wrld Heritage area. Such a programe would be
crucial, as the population within the Park is growng and is
heavi |y dependent on fish and wood as principal resources. The
Bureau took note of this report.

\Whal e Sanctuary of EI Viscaino (Mexico)

The Bureau took note of the oral report presented by 1UCN on the
site indicating that Mtsubishi Corporation in partnership with
t he Mexi can Government has a project to convert a part of the
| agoon to salt ponds for industrial salt production. A one-mle
| ong pier is proposed, which would disturb the grey whales wthin
the | agoon. The Bureau recommended that a letter be witten to
the authorities indicating the concerns raised at the nineteenth
session of the Bureau and to request an official response on the
situation at the site.

Arabian Oyx Sanctuary (Oman)

The Bureau recalled that-at the eighteenth session of Wrld
Fbrlta?e Committee 1UCN was requested to present to the Bureau
an evaluation of the revised boundaries of this site, based on
the report of the consultant working on the plan for the area.
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However, the Omani authorities, who have hired a consultant, have
requested a re-scheduling of the report for 30 July 1995. qPon
recei pt of the report, an evaluation will be prepared for
presentation to the nineteenth session of the Commttee.

| UCN rai sed concern that the report was still not avail abl e,
al though the Wrld Heritage Conmttee had specifically requested
this information and indicated that this concerns not only t he
boundary question, but also the nmanagenent regine, the [egal
status of the different parts as well as a new map of the site.
The Del egate from Oman indicated that the consul tant could not
start his work earlier due to factors beyond his control and
indicated that the results will be presented in due course.

Huascaran National Park (Peru)

The Representative of 1UCN informed the Bureau that the first
m ssion had been undertaken to this Wrld Heritage site review ng
the condition of the site, parks staff and resources, tourism and
other issues such as possible threats to the site by mining, dam
and road projects. The Bureau requested the Centre: (1) to wite
a letter of support to the Park managenent; (2) to wite a letter
fromthe Chairman of the Wrld Heritage Conmttee to the Peruvian
Authorities to reiterate the nature of the Wrld Heritage area
and the inportance of the protection of Wrld Heritage values and
Its integrity.

Bw ndi National Park (Uganda)

The Bureau recalled that Bw ndi National Park was inscribed on
the World Heritage List in 1994. Reports fromdifferent sources,
i ncluding WAF, have indicated that four nmountain gorillas were
killed at the site in March 1995. IUCN informed the Bureau that
an investigation in Uganda on the incident is currently underway.

The Bureau requested the Centre to inform the Ugandan authorities
of its concerns about the depletion of the population of nountain
gorillas and to obtain information about the steps undertaken in
this respect to ensure no further reductions in the future.

Redwood National Park (United States of America)

The World Heritage Centre received on 15 Septenber 1994
information on a proposed road project within the site, which
involves 2 mles of highway relocation which has been subject to
an Environnental Inpact Study. The United States National Park
Service and | UCN were requested by the eighteenth session of the
Wrld Heritage Commttee to follow up this matter. The Centre
informed the Bureau that in May 1995 a prelimnary nonitoring
report fromthe National Park Service was received> indicating
that the California Departnment of Transportation (CDT) has
proposed to realignment of 3,2 Km (2 mles) of H ghway 101 near
Cushing Creek in Del Norte County to correct safety and
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operational problens. A Draft Environmental |npact Statenment was
Eéepared by the National Park Service and the California

partment of Parks and Recreation and 76 conments were received,
mostly opposing the alternative, which would have required the
renmoval of at |east 200 old growth redwood trees for highway
wi dening. |n response to the public and agency opposition, a
Val ue Engineerin? Team consi dered other solutions and devel oped
strategies to alleviate safety and traffic problens, which were
presented at a public meeting in March 1995.

The CObserver of the United States indicated that the proposed
plans for the realignment have been abandoned. A detailed report
wll be presented to the next session of the Bureau.

Yel | owst one National Park ‘(United States of America)

The Centre inforned the Bureau that detail ed docunentation
concerning Yell owstone National Park was received froma group
of fourteen North Anerican conservation organizations. The
docunents rai se serious questions about potential danage to
Yel | owst one National Park in particular froma proposed m ning
operation. A draft environnmental inpact statenment is underway.
The Centre contacted the Anerican authorities to advise them of
the concerns of the Wrld Heritage Centre. Letters by the
National Park Service and by the Assistant Secretary of Fish and
Wldlife addressed to the Centre are requesting a joint mssion,
by the Centre and IUCN, to nmake an interimassessnent of the
m ning proposal and that the Commttee give consideration to
placing Yellowstone National Park on the List of Wrld Heritage
I n Danger.

The Del egate of Germany raised concern about the serious threats
to the world' s first tional Park to be established. The Bureau
recalled Article 6.3 of the Wrld Heritage Convention. The
Canadi an Observer underlined that the proposed mning operation
was to be carried out by a privately-owed Anmerican conpany.

UCN recal l ed a range of other threats outlined in a recent |UCN
publication, such as deforestation by a religious group, tourism
Inpact and wildlife policies. The Cbhserver fromthe United States
invited the Centre and IUCN to visit the site and to review the
situation before the end of August. The Bureau decided that: (1)

a letter fromthe Chairman of the Wrld Heritage Commttee be
witten to the States Party, underlining the serious concerns of
the Bureau; (2) that a joint mssion should take place to the
site, subject to extrabudgetary funding, and (3) that a report
on the inpact of the proposed mne as well as an outline of other
threats facing Yell owstone, should be nmade available for the
nineteenth session of the Wrld Heritage Conmittee.

Kahuzi - Bi ega National Park (Zaire)
The Bureau recalled that with the relocation of a refugee canp

in 1994, the Kahuzi-Biega Wrld Heritage site seened to be |ess
threatened in conparison with the situation at Virunga Nationa



Optical Character Recognition (OCR) document. WARNING! Spelling errors might subsist. In order to access
to the original document in image form, click on "Original” button on 1st page.

24

Park, but still remains critical. The Centre informed the Bureau
that a new visitor centre was built with funding fromthe Gernan
authorities and the GIZ Furthernore, Kahuzi-Biega obtained funds
from the European Cooperation. A progress report on the emergency
assi stance fromthe Wrld Heritage Fund was al so received. The
site wll celebrate its 25th anniversary in 1995.

The Bureau requested the Centre to commend the German and
European authorities for their support to the site.

Victoria Falls (Zanbial/Zi nbabwe)

The Bureau recalled that the inpact of tourism and the proposed
dam at the site was discussed at several neetings of the
Committee and the Bureau. |UCN informed the Bureau that CND $
350,000 from the Canadi an Devel opnent Agency (ClDA) were received
by the I UCN office in Zinbabwe to carry out nmanagement planning
and environmental inpact studies for proper protection of the
site. The Bureau asked the Centre to wite a letter to CI DA
commending them for their efforts to protect this Wrld Heritage
site.

CULTURAL HERI TAGE

Cultural properties on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger

Vl.21 The Secretari at informed the Bureau that t he
Comm ttee’s observations had been transmtted to the States
Parties concerned and provi ded updated information on the
follow ng properties.

Royal Pal aces of Aboney (Benin)

At its eighteenth session, the Commttee-requested the World
Heritage Centre to send a ‘nmonitoring” mssion to the Wrld
Heritage site (44 ha) to evaluate its state of conservation.
A mssion conprising two experts, Professor Spini (architect) and
Ms Antongini (anthropologist) left Paris at the beginning of July
for Abonmey. These two experts, who have worked at the site, were
designated by the Directorate of Heritage of Benin, which
requested themto:

) review the nom nation dossier for the site and
conplete it in accordance with the new nom nation

format which will be presented at the nineteenth
session of the Wrld Heritage Conmittee in Decenber
1995:

1) establish a conservation plan which,

provides the history of conservation works
carried out on each of the pal aces,
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defines a preventive conservation policy based on
priorities -to be established in function of the
fragility of the structures and the dangers
threatening the site, and

iii) propose the creation of an organism which will be
responsi ble for the protection and the nmanagenent of
the site, laced under the authority of the

Directorate of Heritage, and with which associations
and other governmental partners concerned Wwth
preservation and enhancenent of the site my
partici pate.

The Bureau congratul ated the Benin authorities and encouraged
themto continue their efforts for the protection of the site.
The Secretariat will present to the Wrld Heritage Commttee, at
its nineteenth session, a report on the results of this mssion
undertaken in July 1995,

Angkor (Canbodi a)

The Secretariat reported that within the franework of assistance
provided by the UNESCO Secretariat to the Canbodian authorities
for the inplenentation of obligations following the inscription
of Angkor on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger, in 1992, a
| egal expert was sent by UNESCO in March 1995, to finalize for
adoption and application, the legislation with regard to the
protection of cultural heritage.

As far as the establishment of a national organism for protection
and the managenent of the site is concerned, t he Canbodi an
authorities issued, on 19 February 1995, a decree announcing the
creation of the Authority for the Protection of the Site and the
Managenent of the Region of Angkor (APSARA).

Furthernore, the International Coordination Commttee (ICC)
under the co-Chai rmanship of France and Japan, created in COctober
1993 by the Intergovernental Tokyo Conference for the
Saf eguardi ng and Devel opment of the Historic Site of Angkor and
for which UNESCO provides the permanent Secretariat, held in
Phnom Penh, a session of its Technical Committee on 31 March
1995. This enabled the 1CC to ensure, in cooperation with the
Canmbodi an authorities, the coordination and nonitoring of
i nternational actions undertaken to conserve the site, restore
its monunents and protect its environnent.

The Bureau recalled the Declaration adopted by the Wrld Heritage
Committee at its eighteenth session and comrended the Canbodian
authorities on the %rogress made in the inplenentation of the
requests formulated by the Commttee at the time of inscription
of Angkor on the Wrld Heritage List. The Bureau reconmended that
the Secretariat provide a detailed report to the Wrld Heritage
Committee at its forthcom ng session.
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ad City of Dubrovnik (Croatia)

The Bureau took note of the information provided by the
Secretariat about the progress made in the setting up of a
docunentation centre and coordination unit for the restoration
works in the dd City and the Secretariat's cooperation with the
national and local authorities in training the necessary
personnel and purchasing equipnent for this unit. It requested
the Secretariat to nonitor the inplementation of the assistance
and to present a progress report to the Wrld Heritage Comm ttee
at its nineteenth session. The Bureau recommended the Committee
to retain this property on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger.

Ti mbuktu (Mal i)

The Mali authorities have commtted thenselves to the |aunching
of a pilot project to which the managenment committees and the
masons responsible for the three nosques of Djingareiber, Sankoré
and Sidi Yahia which are inscribed on the List of World Heritage
in Danger, wll be associated. Last June the authorities signed
a contract with the Wrld Heritage Centre for the first phase of
the project, that is the gathering of information and
preparations for the pilot work to be undertaken in 1996.

During the inplementation of the second phase of the project, the
Mali authorities wll require assitance in the form of
international expertise. To this end, a technical cooperation
request will be submtted to the Committee.

The Bureau congratul ated the Mali authorities on the rate of
i mpl ementation of the project which was endorsed by the Commttee
at its eighteenth session at Phuket, and encouraged them to
pursue their efforts for the preservation of this heritage.

Bahia Fort (Qman)

After having taken note of the Secretariat’s report on the two
expert mssions organized with the cooperation of the nationa

authorities, (Decenber 1994 and May-June 1995), the Bureau
t hanked the Omani authorities for their active collaboration wth
UNESCO for the preservation of Bahia Fort. It particularly
appreciated their wllingness to follow the advice of the
specialists in earth constructions, sent to the site. The Bureau
was of the opinion that this was the only way by which the
authenticitﬁ of the site would be respected and that great
I mportance should continue to be given to this. It thanked the
national authorities for the financial support granted for the
safeguarding of this heritage and hoped that the outer nobsque and
the ancient CGovernor’s residence would also be the subject of
restoration work in conformty with international recomendations
for conservation naterials and authenticity.

The Del egate of Oman expressed his satisfaction with the results
of the expert missions and warmy thanked the Centre for its
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efficiency and excellent collaboration with the Del egation and
the national authorities.

Chan Chan Archaeol ogi cal Zone (Peru)

The Bureau took note of the information provided by the
Secretariat that the course on adobe conservation that was
or|g|nalby schedul ed to take place at this site in 1995 had been
postponed to 1996. It decided, therefore, to await the results
of the assessnent of the conservation policies and practices at
the Chan Chan Archaeol ogical Zone, that will be undertaken in the
context of this course. The Bureau recomended the Conmttee to
retain the site on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger

Weliczka Salt M nes (Poland)

The Bureau took note of the information provided by the
Secretariat on the actions taken to inplenment the technica

cooperation project that was approved by the Wrld Heritage
Committee at its eighteenth session. The Bureau requested the
Secretariat to nonitor the inplenentation of the technica

assi stance and the inpact of the equipnent on the conditions of
this site and to keeﬁ the Coomittee inforned of the results. The
Bureau recommended the Committee to retain the site on the List
of Wrld Heritage in Danger until the results and a report of the
I mpact of technical assistance on the project are known.

Cul tural properties on the World Heritage List

Vl. 22 The Secretariat informed the Bureau that t he
Comm ttee’s observations “had been transmtted to the States
Parties concerned and provided updated information on the
follow ng properties.

H storic Msque City of Bagerhat and Ruins of the Buddhist Vihara
at Paharpur (Bangl adesh)

The Secretariat infornmed the Bureau that UNESCO s Division for
Physical Heritage organized a project nonitoring mission in
Decenber 1994 to these two cultural sites in Bangladesh inscribed
on the World Heritage List in 1985. The mission reported on the
progress of the two projects financed under the UNESCQO Japan
Funds-in-Trust for Cultural Heritage within the International
Saf eguar di ng Canpai gn for Paharpur and Bagerhat. The m ssion

while noting wth satisfaction, the progress nmde in the
archaeol ogi cal and architectural documentation, recomended inter
alia that: (i) national norns and standards be devel oped wth
regard to archaeol ogical I nvestigations, recording and
documentation, and conservation and construction work to be
carried out within the Wrld Heritage protected zones; (ii) a
national mechanism for planning, execution, nonitoring and
eval uati on of conservation work and research be established by
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the Department of Archaeology; (iii) reports on the recently
conducted archaeol ogical research and conservati on work be
conpleted and published; (iv) the conservation |aboratory at the
Department of Archaeology, in ternms of building facilities,

equi prent and staff be inproved; (v) sign posts and boards
indicating the Wrld Heritage protected area be inproved; and
(vi) training strategy and progranmme, perhaps within the SAARC
regi onal framework, be devel oped.

The Bureau noted the joint statenent signed b% UNESCO and t he
Department of Archaeology at the conclusion of the review m ssion
of the International Canpaign for Bagerhat and Paharpur, calling
for the organization of a Wrld Heritage nonitoring mssion for
a thorough review and recommendations on neasures to inprove the
| egal protection, enforcement mechanism and adm nistration of the
Department of Archaeol ogy, as well as to devel op appropriate
training and international assistance programmes. The Bureau
recommended that the Wirld Heritage Centre conduct a joint
m ssion with the Bangl adeshi authorities concerned as soon as
possible and to report to the Conmittee at its nineteenth
sessi on.

Menphis and its Necropolis- the Pyramd fields from Gza to
Dahshur ( Egypt)

After having noted the content of the mssion report of the
UNESCO experts invited by the Government of Egypt, from1l to 6
April 1995, to assist in identifying neasures to ensure the
conservation of the Wirld Heritage site of the Pyram d Fields
from G za to Dahshur, the Bureau congratulated and warmy thanked
the Egyptian authorities for the decisions taken to date and the
actions already undertaken:

1) the choice of a new route passing north of the Wrld
Heritage site for the hi%hmay link to the ring-road,
which will follow, once the necessary detailed studies
are achieved, either the Mariouteyya Canal, the
Mansour eyya Canal or both of them

2) wor k al ready undertaken to inprove one of the rubbish
dunps and work foreseen to abolish the second;

3) the undertaking to halt all further  housing
construction at Kafr-el-Gabal and to elimnate, in the
com ng years, the unauthorized buildings and roads
encroaching on the buffer zone of the Wrld Heritage
site.

It requested themto examne carefully, with the authorities
concerned, the relocation of the different mlitary canps and
arny factories which encroach upon the site and its buffer zone.

It thanked the Egyptian authorities represented at the Joint
Committee neeting for their excellent cooperation with the
mssion, their display of conprehension and high [|evel of
expertise which contributed towards a successful outcone.
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It extended thanks to the President, Hosni Mubarak, the
Director-General of UNESCO and the Mnister of the Culture of
Egypt, M. Farouk Hosni, for their instrunental role in seeking
and reaching a satisfactory solution to the problenms caused by
the branch of the notorway, as well as to Dr. Abdel-Halim Nour-
Eldin, Secretary-General of the Supreme Council of Antiquities,
for his personal commtment in favour of the site, the manner in
whi ch he organi zed the work of the m ssion and chaired the
meetings. It requested the Egyptian authorities to keep the
Wrld Heritage Committee infornmed, through its Secretariat, of
the progress nade in the inplenentation of the safeguarding
measures al ready undertaken or foreseen, and in particular the
question concerning the encroachnment of mlitary canps on the
Wrld Heritage site and its buffer zone.

The Observer of Senegal who was delighted with this great
success, congratulated the Egyptian authorities and UNESCO for
their determnation and efficiency in the safeguarding of this
site.

| COMOS wi shed to join Senegal in congratulating the parties
concerned for the rapidity and efficiency of this intervention.
However, he was concerned that other problens of this type m ght
occur in Egypt and thought that particular attention should be
paid to the state of conservation of properties in this country.

Medi eval City of Rhodes (G eece)

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that, as requested by the
Wrld Heritage Conmittee at its eighteenth session, the Geek
authorities had presented information on the legal protection and
t he managenent arrangenments for the City. The Bureau requested
the Secretariat jointly with 1COMXS to exam ne the information
Rgggided and to report on it to its next session in Decenber

Bor obudur Tenpl e Compounds (| ndonesi a)

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that the Third International

Experts Meeting on Borobudur was held on site in January 1995 and
that the Expert G oup expressed satisfaction on the state of
conservation of Borobudur, which has been the object of a UNESCO
| nt ernational Safeguardi ng Canpai gn |aunched in 1972, although
the site was only inscribed on the World Heritage List in 1991.

The Centre reported that the neeting made, inter alia, the
foll owi ng reconmendati ons:

(i) avoid any future actions or activities that would
unnecessarily disturb the traditional appearance of
the site, e.g. construction of park features that have
little relationship with the Iocal | andscape,

i ndi genous plant species; = functions which would
deval ue the dignity of the site;

(i) devel op regulations to protect Zones II1,1V and V
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outside the Borobudur Park boundaries against
I nappropriate new construction, etc;

(iii) develop md-term (5 year) and long-term (10 year)
strategic planning policies ‘and programmes in
consultation with appropriate national, regional and
| ocal authorities to identify and  prioritize
conservation neasures; institution-building;, quality
and quantity of staffing |evel and their training

. needs; |
V) review of information managenent system _
V) devel op tourism nanagenent policy to ensure protection

of site and distribution of tourism revenue for
conservation activities;

(vi) develop information material including multi-media
B material; and _ _ _
(vii) further research and publication on stone conservation

and bi ol ogi cal growth concerns.

The Bureau, having noted the outcone of the International
Canpai gn Review Meeting, comrended the Governnent of |ndonesia,
UNESCO and their partners for their conservation work over the
past two decades and requested the Wrld Heritage Centre to
arrange With the Indonesian authorities, the nost suitable
modal ities for the preparation of the periodic state of
conservation report to be submtted to the Wrld Heritage
Committee in accordance with the agreed procedures.

Mei dan Emam of |sfahan (Iran)

The Centre reported that the UNESCO Physical Heritage Division
undertook a mssion to Iran in Decenber 1994 which included a
prelimnary survey on the state of conservation of the Wrld
Heritage cultural property of Midan Emam in |[sfahan.

(bservations focused on the follow ng:

(i) concern over the heavy traffic in the old town, particularly
on the Midan Emam place, which along with the surrounding
nmonunments are in the protected zone. The proposed construction
of an underground passage to alleviate the traffic congestion had
been shelved due to the high water table preventing its
construction and the city magistrate, instead, transformed the
main part of the Meidan Emam into a pedestrian zone. The UNESCO
m ssion reported that a project to create a new traffic axe,

i mredi ately south of the Meidan Emam by w dening an existing
street is currently under study. As the creation of this axe
entails cutting the old town and destroying a |arge nunber of
traditional houses and ancient mud-brick city ranparts, UNESCO
has requested the authorities to reconsider the feasibility of
this project in view of the conservation concerns.

The UNESCO m ssion al so recormended the invol venment of the
Cultural Heritage Organization of the Governnment of Ilran in
anot her on-going feasibility study on the construction of a
| sfahan Regional Metro, to ensure that cultural heritage
conservation concerns, particularly regardi ng disturbances to
archaeol ogi cal features, are properly reflected.
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The Bureau, having noted the concerns raised over the inpact of
the various transportation infrastructure proposals, suggested
that the Iranian authorities consider the establishnment of
meani ngful buffer zones to protect the Wrld Heritage site and
to report to the Conmttee at its nineteenth session

Tchogha Zanbil (1ran)

The Centre informed the Bureau that a joint Japan/ UNESCO proj ect
identification mssion to this Wrld Heritage Site inscribed in
1979, took place in February 1995. |t was observed that in spite
of the application of a good traditional nethod of conservation,
consi sting of covering the exposed structures each year with
"kargel" (mud and straw m xture) , the site has continued to
deteriorate in the absence of a viable nethod for sustainable
conservation of the nmud-brick structures which are annually
exposed to heavy rainfall

The m ssion al so noted sone novenment of the supporting brick
wal | s of the Ziggurat, pointing to the probability of structural
probl ems.

It was reported that the Physical Heritage Division of UNESCO is
currently urging the deploynent of a second technical team
including a structural engineer to define better the scope of the
conservation neasures required and to finalize the project
document for subm ssion to funding sources.

The Centre inforned the Bureau that the Iranian cultura

authorities have invited international experts to participate in
t he Preparation of their monitoring reports on the occasion of
the forthcom ng regional conference for West and Central Asian
experts being organized jointly by ICCROM and the Iranian Central
Research Laboratory for Conservation of Cultural Heritage.

The Bureau noted the invitation by the Iranian authorities for
international experts to participate in the preparation of their
systematic nonitoring report and suggested that the Iranian
authorities informthe Commttee at its nineteenth session on the
state of conservation of this property.

Hatra (lraq)

The Bureau, having been inforned of |ooting of archaeol ogical
sites in lraq, particularly at Hatra, reconmmrended the States
Parties to the Wrld Heritage Convention to do their utnost to
prevent the illicit traffic of archaeological objects and
scul ptures fromthis site..

Petra (Jordan)

After having taken note of the Secretariat’s report, and
additional information from | COMOS, the Bureau thanked the
Jordanian authorities for having undertaken the neasures outlined
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by the Commttee without delay and congratul ated themon their
desire to ensure |ong-term conservation of the site,. In order
to have available all the necessary elenents for the eval uation
of the proposed extension of the site, it requested the
authorities to confirm by 1 Cctober that no new hotel
construction projects will be authorized at Wadi Musa and al ong
the Taybeh road, that the Petra National Park Managenent Pl an
will be fully inplenented and that a specific nanagenent
authority will be created at the site.

It also recommended that a Proposal for the extension of the
Wrld Heritage site which would provide its long-term protection
bethso_ subnmitted as soon as possible by the Jordanian
aut horities.

Megal ithic Tenples (Malta)

After having taken note of the Secretariat’s report, the Bureau
expressed its regrets that the Maltese authorities had not
responded to the requests of the Conmttee, and stressed the
i nportance that the requested information be submtted to the
Centre by 1 Cctober 1995, so that the Wrld Heritage Commttee
may evaluate the situation at its nineteenth session and take the
measures it deems necessary.

Hal Saflieni Hypogeum (Malta)

After having taken note of the Secretariat's report, the Bureau
expressed Its regrets that the Maltese authorities had not
responded to the requests of the Conmttee, and stressed the
i nportance that the requested information be submitted to the
Centre by 1 COctober 1995, so that the Wrld Heritage Commttee
may evaluate the situation at its nineteenth session and take the
measures it deems necessary.

Foll ow ng the presentation of the reports concerning these two
sites, the Cbserver of Malta wi shed to thank the Centre for the
wor k acconplished in close collaboration with the national
authorities and for the excellent report resulting froma mssion
to the site by a menber of the Secretariat at the invitation of
the authorities responsible for conservation. She explained to
the Bureau that the delay was not due to disinterest, but to a
serious |ack of personnel and, in the case of Hal Saflieni, the
necessity that the measures concerning the drainage system shoul d
be undertaken by another mnisterial departnent.

Puebl a ( Mexi co)

The Bureau recalled that Wrld Heritage technical assistance
was approved in 1994 in order to advise the national and | ocal
authorities on the conservation and rehabilitation policies for
this city, wparticularly for the Rio San Francisco area. The
Secretariat informed the Bureau that a high-level expert had
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undertaken a series of mssions and that the final report wll
be avail able by the end of July. The Bureau requested the
Secretariat to report on the results of this assistance to the
Its next session.

Kat hmandu Val | ey (Nepal)

The Centre recalled that the Wrld Heritage Conmittee at its
ei ghteenth session expressed its appreciation for the nonitoring
report prepared by the Departnent of Archaeol ogy on the progress
made in |nﬁlenent|ng the recommendations of the Conmttee at its
seventeenth session. The Conmittee approved in Decenber 1994, a
techni cal cooperation request under the Wrld Heritage Fund to
finance a six-month mssion of an international technical adviser
to Kathmandu to assist the authorities in the preparation of a
package of projects for international funding and to establish
a devel opment control unit within the Departnent of Archaeol ogy
to prevent further encroachment of the protected nmonument zones
of this Wrld Heritage site, and to inplenent the other
recommendati ons nmade by the UNESCO | COMOS mission of Novenber
1993. The international expert has been identified and depl oyment
I's schedul ed for August 1995.

The Bureau was infornmed that on 23 February 1995, the Centre
officially transmtted its concern to the Government of Nepal on
reports concerning the denolition of Joshi Aganthen in Kathnmandu
Darbar Square Monunent Zone. By letter of 14 March 1995, the
Director-CGeneral of the Departnent of Archaeol ogy inforned the
Centre of its intervention with the private trust which is the
owner of this historic building to ensure that the conservation
works in progress neet the international standards of
conservation practice.

The Centre indicated that it had been informed of other cases of
denmolition of historic buildings |ocated on the fringe of the
exi sting boundaries of Patan Darbur Square Mnunent Zone. This
area is part of the suggested expansion zone to be included in
the revised boundary which was accepted by the CGovernnent
following the UNESCO | COMOS m ssion reconmendation. The new
gazette of the revised boundary has not yet been issued.

Noting with concern, reports on the continued denolition of and
alterations to historic buildings within the Wrld Heritage
Erotected zones and in areas pending official inclusion, the

ureau suggested that the Chairman of the Commttee wite to the
Governnment authorities urgin% the urgent publication of the
CGovernnent gazette indicating the new boundaries of the protected
areas and the early establishnent of the Inter-mnisterial Task
Force to inplenent the actions agreed upon by the Government to
strengthen the protection of the Wrld Heritage site of Kathmandu
Valley. The Bureau recommended that the Inter-ministerial Task
Force and the international technical adviser, report on the
| at est develoEnents through the official CGovernnent channels, to
the nineteenth session of the Commttee.
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Archaeol ogic Ruins at Menjodaro (Pakistan)

The Wrld Heritage Centre informed the Bureau that it undertook
a mssion in March 1995 to assist the national authorities in
preparing the state of conservation reports on the Wrld Heritage
cul tural -properties in Pakistan.

The mssion benefitted from the 15th meeting of the Internationa

Consul tative Conmttee (I CC) for the Safeguarding Canpaign for
Moenj odaro, launched in 1974, to gather information for a
monitoring report on this site currently under preparation in
col | aboration with and at the request of the nationa

authorities. Anongst the observations made were: (i) the need to
ensure the sustainability of activities presently funded by UNDP
and the UNESCO Japan Funds-in-Trust by inte?rating the nationa

experts trained under these projects as staff of the Departnent
of Archaeol ogy and Miuseuns; (ii) clarification of the division
of responsibilities between the various governnent entities
dealing with the protection and conservation of Menjodaro; (iii)

cost-benefit appraisal of the electricity-generated water punping
work to lower the water table intended to protect the sub-surtace
archaeol ogi cal remains; (iv) need for an international technica

advi ser based in Menjodaro or in Karachi to provide nore regular
advice to the on-site conservation team

The Centre reported that the 1 CC expressed concern over the
damage caused to the original walls by heavy rainfall in 1994,
but noted that the recent protection neasures applied were
successful in limting the damage.

The Bureau, having noted the concerns raised at the 15th meeting
of the Mvenjodaro | CC, recomended that UNESCO strengthen its
support to the Pakistani authorities over the next two years to
enable the termnation of the International Canpaign as requested
by the 25th Session of the General Conference of UNESCO. The
Bureau suggested that UNESCO and the national authorities
concerned, review the eventual need for the nomnation of an
i nternational expert based in Karachi or in Menjodaro for the
duration of the remaining period of the Canpaign and if
affirmative, seek funding to finance the consultant post.

Taxi | a (Paki stan)

Wth regard to Taxila, the Centre reported that during its joint
mssion wth the Sub-regional Ofice of the Departnent of
Archaeol ogy and Museum in March 1995, it was observed that the
nom nation file, on the basis of which the property was inscribed
on the Wrld Heritage List, did not clearly indicate the nunber
of sites it contained. The site of Taxila, under the national
registry of historic monunents is conposed of sone 55 sites
spread over an area of about 18 kns x 8 kms of the Taxila Valley.

The Centre reported that the state of conservation of the sites
visited varied but, on the whole, were in very good condition
given the enornous maintenance work the property entails by its
size and dispersed conponents. A scientific study on the
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application of non-toxic herbicide was deened to be urgently
needed in view of the vegetation overgrowh which cannot be
cl eared mechanically. The mission noted concern over the gradua
expansion of the industrial estates |located within the Taxila
Val |l ey which, despite their location outside the very limted
buffer zone surrounding the registered archaeol ogical sites,
nonet hel ess ri sk inpacting upon the overall integrity of the
Taxila Wrld Heritage site in its ensenble. The |inestone
blasting and quarrying activities in the Taxila Valley also need
to be nonitored in view of the alleged inpact on the structura
gtability of the Jaulian site, Dharnajika Tenple and the Bhir
t upa.

I nternational and national funding to establish a site
conservation |aboratory in Taxila, both for the conservation of
novabl e objects of the inpressive Taxila Miseum col | ection and
for in-situ sculptures nust be sought. The Centre reported that
specific recomrendations on stucco preservation, roofing,
drai nage and other conservation measures will be contained in a
nmonitoring report currently under preparation with the Sub-
regional Ofice in Taxila of the Departnent of Archaeol ogy and
Miseuns.

The Centre reported on the extrenely positive attitude on the
part of the Mnistry of Culture, Sports and. Tourism and notably,
Its Departnent of chhaeologK and Museuns, on the establishment
of a national nonitoring mechani sm as a managenent tool for the
conservation of World Heritage sites in Pakistan

Having noted the interimreport on the state of conservation of
Taxila, the Bureau recommended that the Department of Archaeol ogy
and Museuns, in cooperation with the Wrld Heritage Centre, (i)
carry out the required scientific studies on vegetation contro

to mnimze the danage to the masonry and structure of the
monunents, and (ii) to appraise the inpact of the heavy
industries and the stone quarrying in the Taxila Valley areas.

Puebl o de Taos (United States of Anerica)

The Bureau recalled that the potential inpact of the extension
of the Taos Airport on the Wrld Heritage site of Taos Pueblo was
di scussed at various Bureau and Conmittee neetings and that the
Comittee’s concerns were transmtted to the United States
authorities. The Secretariat inforned the Bureau that it had
received prelimnary nmonitoring reports fromthe Taos Puebl o War
Chief and the US National Park Service. Both reports indicated
that the major issue was the size of the area determned to be
affected by the proposed airport extension. It was reported that
this area was defined by the Federal Aviation Adm nistration
(FAA) wi thout consultations with the Taos Pueblo or the United
States National Park Service (USNPS) and did include the Taos
Puebl o Land Tracts immediately surrounding the proposed flight
routes, whereas the Blue Lake WIlderness, a federally protected
area for tribal religious activity, was excluded. Mst of the
Tribe's conmplaints about expected inpacts related to this
sensitive area.
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The Bureau recommended to the authorities of the United States
that an inpartial professional review of the area defined by the
Federal Aviation Admnistration for the inpact study be carried
out with the cooperation of |ICOMJXS, the Taos Pueblo, the United
States National Park Service and the Federal Aviation
Adm nistration, and that a report be submtted to the nineteenth
session of the Wrld Heritage Committee. The Bureau also
requested the Secretariat to consult with the State Party
regarding the possible extension of the Wrld Heritage site to
include the culturally valuable areas related to the Taos Pueblo
under the cultural |andscape criteria.

VI . 23 | COMOS reported on its cooperation with the Sri Lankan
authorities and international experts in the nonitoring of three
Wrld Heritage cultural sites - Anuradhapura, Pol onnaruwa and
Sigiriya. The 1COMXS Representative indicated that, as the
prelimnary report made available to the Bureau enphasized, this
experience in Sri Lanka should serve as an exanple for the
net hodol ogy applied in the nmonitoring exercise, especially in its
interdisciplinary and systematic data collection nethods. He
al so reported on | COMOS involvenment in the nonitoring of Wrld
Heritage sites in the United Kingdom Reports on these
activities will be presented to the Commttee at its nineteenth
sessi on.

VI. 24 The Centre informed the Bureau of a recent neetin

bet ween the Ambassador of Afghanistan to the United Nations an

the Director-General of UNESCO during which the critica

situation of the cultural properties of Af?hanistan caused by
years of neglect and war damage, as well as the illicit
excavation and traffic of novable property were discussed. It was
recalled that four of the sites on the tentative l|ist of
Af ghani stan, nanely, Herat, Bamyan, A Khanoum and the M naret
of Jam - were officially nomnated by the State Party for
inscription and that on the basis of |ICOMOS evaluation, the
World Heritage value of these sites was recognized by the Bureau
in 1982. However, in view of the absence of managenent plans and
up-dated report on the state of conservation, the Bureau at that
time, recomended the Committee to defer its decision

The Bureau was informed of the request from Afghanistan for
preparatory assistance to up-date the nomnation files and to
Identify enmergency preservation neasures, but the inability to
consider this request due to the exhaustion of the preparatory
assistance allocation for 1995. The Centre, on behalf of
Af ghani stan, requested for voluntary contributions to enable this
ur?ently required evaluation mssion to prevent the loss of these
cultural properties of potential universal val ue.

The Chairnman indicated that this matter will be considered under
Agenda item 8, on budgetary questions.

VI . 25 During the exam nation of the state of conservation
reports, some del egates raised the question whether the Bureau
is authorized to make specific requests or recommendations to
States Parties regarding the preservation of their Wrld Heritage
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properties. The Chairperson clarified that the Bureau had done
so in the past and with the consent of the Conmttee and that,
in many cases, this was indispensable for a tinely intervention
under the World Heritage Convention. It was decided that this
matter would be taken up under the agenda item ‘Proposals for
i mproving the working methods of the Wrld Heritage Commttee

VI 1. | NFORVATI ON ON TENTATI VE LI STS AND THE EXAM NATI ON OF
NOM NATI ONS OF CULTURAL AND NATURAL PROPERTI ES TO THE WORLD
HERI TAGE LI ST AND LI ST OF WORLD HERI TAGE | N DANGER

Vil.1 At its seventeenth session the Wrld Heritage Committee
expressed its preoccupation concerning the small nunber of
Tentative Lists for cultural properties that met the requirenents
of paragraphs 7 and 8 of the Cuidelines, enphasized the
i nportance of these lists and confirmed their obligatory
character. Therefore, it was decided that the Secretariat woul d
regularly provide the Bureau and the Commttee with the list of
Tentative Lists for cultural properties. This list was provided
as an annex to Wrking Docunent WHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 5a.

VI, 2 The Bureau examined ten natural nom nations, including
one extension and one previously deferred site. The Bureau
recommended to the Commttee to inscribe four properties, to
refer back to the States Parties four properties and not to
inscribe two properti es.

Natural Heritage

A Properties which the Bureau recommended for inscription on
the Wrld Heritage List
Nane of Property | dent . State Party - Criteria
nunmber having submtted

the nomnation (in
accordance wth
Article 11 of the
Convent i on)

Messel Pit Fossil 720 CGer many N (i)
site

The Bureau recommended that the Wrld Heritage Conmittee inscribe
the nom nated property on the basis of criterion (i) , considering
that the site is of outstanding universal value as the single
best site which contributes to the understanding of the mddle
Eocene, when nmammal s becanme firmy established in all principa
| and ecosystenms. The Bureau noted that a geol ogi cal theme study
Is underway as part of the framework of a global strategy for
natural heritage, which is to be conpleted in 1996. The Bureau,
however, is of the opinion that the significance of Messel is
clear and need not wait for the results of this study.
Furthernore, the Bureau commended the German Covernment for their
support of the high standards of paleontological research
under t aken.
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Caves of the 725 Hungary/ N(i )
ﬁggtelek Sl ovak Sl ovak Republic
ar st

The Bureau recommended that the Wrld Heritage Conmittee inscribe
the nom nated property on the basis of criterion (i) , considering
that the site is an outstanding exanple of on-going geol ogica

processes and a significant geonorphic feature. he Kkar st
formations and caves contain the geologic history of the |ast
several mllions of years with an unusual conbination of climatic
effects and pal eokarst features.

The Bureau noted: (1) that cultural values of prehistoric
cultures in the caves have not been assessed, and (2) that strict
control of the area is needed from surface activities such as
agricultural pollution, deforestation and soil erosion. The
Qbserver of the Slovak Republic stated that the nomnation is
considered as a natural one, not indicating cultural values, and
that the management plan is in place. The Oobserver of Hungary
underlined that the Hungarian part of the nom nation is Iegall¥
wel | protected as a national park and has a long history o

scientific research at the site.

The Virgin Kom 719 Russi an N (i) (iii)
Forests Federati on

The Bureau recommended that the Wrld Heritage Conmittee inscribe
the nom nated property on the basis of criteria (ii) and (iii),
considering the site anong the nost inportant natural sites in
the boreal forest region. The site has pristine boreal forests
and is an inportant site for scientific research including
climate change.

The Bureau however noted, that the Committee should only inscribe
3 mllion ha of the site which are fully protected as a Nationa
Park, Zapovedni k and buffer zone. It recommended that the
national authorities be stronglr encouraged to upgrade the |egal
status of the remaining 1 mllion ha and that this area be
incorporated in a future nom nation. The Bureau raised concerns
over the possibility of releasing parts of the area to industria
forestry. It conmmended the national authorities for their
conservation efforts as well as G eenpeace, WW and the Swi ss
(?veknnent for their assistance in strengthening the managenent
of this area.

Car| sbad Caverns 721 United States N(i) (iii)
gatLonal of Anerica
ar

The Bureau recomended that the World Heritage Conmittee inscribe
the nom nated property on the basis of criteria (i) and (iii),
considering that the site is of outstanding universal value wth
exceptional geological features wth unique reef and rock
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formations, and containing the world' s |argest cave deposits,
such as accunul ations of gypsum chandelier speleothens, aragonite
‘christmas trees’ and hydromagnesite ball oons.

The Bureau noted however, that oil and qas expl orati on near the
borders of the site may be a potential threat. It therefore
requested the Centre to wite to the national authorities and to
encourage the State Party in its proposal for the creation of a
cave protection zone to the north of the Park.

B. Properties which the Bureau did not recomend for
inscription in the Wrld Heritage List

(dzal a Nati onal 692 Congo
Park (and annexes)

The Bureau recomended that the World Heritage Conmttee not
inscribe the nom nated property, as the site is of national
i nportance and does not possess distinguishing features of
out st andi ng uni versal val ue.

The Bureau recommends that the Wrld Heritage Conmittee encourage
the State Party to consider nomnation of a larger area to the
north of the Park, the Ndoki National Park, which forns a part
of a proposed tri-national park.

WIldlife Reserve 693 Congo
of Conkouat i

The Bureau recomended that the World Heritage Conmttee not
I nscribe the nomnated property, as the site is of national
inportance and does not possess distinguishing features of
universal value. It noted furthernore, that the site has been
degraded over the past ten years.

C. Properties for which nomnations were referred back to the
national authorities for further infornmation

Juan Fernandez 716 Chile

Ar chi pel ago

Nat i onal Park

The Bureau recogni zed that the site fulfils natural criterion
(iv) for its high biodiversity and significant natural habitats
for threatened species, including the high degree of endemc
flora. The Bureau, however, raised concern about the integrity
of the site, as the site is under threat fromintroduced aninals,

and alien flora. The Bureau, therefore, decided to refer the
nom nation back to the State Party: (1) to allow the Chilean
authorities to outline their action to fulfil the requirenents
of integrity, and (2) that the State Party indicates how
resources wll be nobilized to prepare an up-dated managenent
plan of the site, as the present version was formulated 25 years
ago. The Bureau requested the Centre to wite a letter indicating
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the above to the national authorities and to request their reply
by 1 Cctober 1995 in order to provide the information to the
outgoing Bureau in Decenber 1995.

Gough sl and 740 Uni t ed Ki ngdom

The Bureau recommended that Wrld Heritage Conmittee inscribe the
nom nated property on the basis of criteria (iii) and (iv),
considering that the site is of outstanding universal value as
one of the least disturbed major cool-tenperate island ecosystens
in the South Atlantic Ccean, with one of the nobst inportant
seabird colonies of the world, high scenic qualities and
spectacul ar sea-cliffs and coastline.

The Bureau requested the Centre to contact the nationa

authorities: (1) to ask themfor confirmation whether the narine
area is included as part of the nom nation and, if so (2? t hat
the name of the site should then read "Gough Island wildlife
Reserve”. It was further noted that if this was the case, the
Gover nnment should ensure that any fishery is managed on a
sust ai nabl e basis. The information should be nmade avail abl e by
1 Cctober 1995 to be presented to the outgoing Bureau in Decenber
1995.

Ckapi Wldlife 718 Zaire
Reserve

The Bureau recognized that the site fulfils natural criteria (iv)
for its high biodiversity and significant natural habitats
including the Okapi. The site has the highest diversity of
primates with 13 species of all African forests and is an
exceptional site for threatened birds.

The Bureau noted however, that the cultural values of the site
and the Iivin% culture of the Pygmes population living in
harmony with the forest wthin the site has not been assessed.
The Bureau furthernore noted that the managenent plan has not
been formally approved and raised concern about the integrity of
the site. The Bureau therefore, requested the Centre to contact
t he Anbassador of Zaire and to ask him for the follow ng
information for 1 Cctober “1995, to be provided for the outgoing
Bureau: (1) when the managenent plan will be approved; (2) to
informthe Bureau about activities underway to halt human
intrusion into the site, and (3) to -give assurance for
?pe{atigﬁal and financial support of the staff at the site
salaries

D. Extension to a Wrld Heritage site

Gal apagos National ibis Ecuador
Park Marine

Ext ensi on

The Bureau recalled that the Conmttee at its eighteenth session
recogni zed that the Galapagos Marine Reserve net natural
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criteria. It deferred, however the inclusion of the Gal apagos
Marine Reserve as an extension of Galapagos |Islands to be
included on the Wrld Heritage List due to recognition of serious
threats to the site and in accordance wth the |UCN
recommendati on and the wish of the Observer of Ecuador. The
Committee, requested the Centre and IUCN to report back to the
nineteenth session of the Bureau. The Centre provided the
Ecuadorian Authorities by letter of 1 February 1995 with details
of the Conmittee’s decision. No reply was received so far

The Bureau therefore, requested the Centre and |UCN to report
back to the outgoing Bureau in Decenber 1995. The Cbserver from
Ecuador stated that his Government will provide information in
time before the nineteenth session of the Wrld Heritage
Conmi t t ee.

E. Deferred or referred natural nom nation for which
additional information has been received

d acier and Waterton 354Rev Canada/ United States

Wat erton Lakes of Anerica

| nternati onal Peace

Par k

The Bureau recalled that at its eighteenth session it had decided
to defer the examnation of this nom nation and to request that
| UCN undertake a thorough evaluation of the nom nation and
provide to the Bureau at its nineteenth session a nore
gonppehensive eval uation on which the Commttee could base its
eci si on.

The Bureau at its eighteenth session further endorsed a
suggestion that the States Parties, in cooperation with |UCN

organize ~a working group to examne the posslbiljtg of an
associ ation of management units"™ or a series nomnatio

The Centre and I UCN i nformed the Bureau that the working ?roup
met in Calgary, Alberta on 28 March 1995 and that copies of the
full report of the nmeeting had been provided to Bureau nenbers.
The report supplements the “criteria” of the anended 1994
nom nation and further responds to the conditions of integrity.

UCN inforned the Bureau that the IUCN panel held on 10 May 1995,
su?gested three options but favoured the options of referral or
deferral with consideration being given to a “cultural |andscape
approach”. The Bureau however, did not feel confortable with this
option and had considerable discussion on this nmtter.
Additional ly, the Observer of Canada indicated that Canada had
no intention of proceeding with a cultural |andscape nom nation.
After consultation between the Chair and the del egates, the
Bureau agreed that |IUCN be requested to conplete its eval uation
of the nom nation, based on the background material at hand, and
the report of the meeting of States Parties held in Calgary. The
Bureau al so stated that the Operational Cuidelines should be
adhered to and the question of whether the nom nation nust be of
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"outstanding universal value" or the “most outstanding” should
be addressed. Finally, it was agreed that the nom nation woul d
not be referred back to the States Parties for further
i nformation.

The concl usion of the Bureau was that a full evaluation was
required before a decision is nade. IUCN was therefore requested
to prepare the evaluation for the next nmeeting of the outgoing
Bureau in Decenber.

Cul tural properties

VIl.3 The Bureau exam ned twenty-eight cultural properties
and one m xed property nom nation of which seventeen were
recommended for inscription, four were referred and six were
deferred. The Bureau could not reach a consensus on one of the
nom nati ons.

A Properties which the Bureau recommended for inscription on
the Wrld Heritage List

Rapa Nui Nati onal 715 Chile Cli) (iii
Par k (v

| COMOS informed the Bureau that, since preparing the witten
evaluation of this nomnation, it had received the exact
delineation of and the regulations for the nom nated area, and
that it now recommended the inscription of the Rapa Nui National
Park based on a joint evaluation by ICOMOS and | UCN.

The Del egate of Germany pointed out that this should al so be
considered as a relict cultural |andscape and that preservation
and managenent should explicitly address these values. |COMOS
agreed wth this observation and stressed that an excell ent
nanaﬂenent plan is in place for the whole of the nom nated area
which is designated as a national park.

The Bureau concluded that Rapa Nui National Park contains one of
the nost remarkable cultural phenonena in the world. An artistic
and architectural tradition of great power and inmagination was
devel oped by a society that was conpletely isolated from externa
cultural influences of any kind for over a mllennium The
substantial remains of this culture blend with their natural
surroundings to create an unparalleled cultural |andscape.

The Bureau decided to recommend the Conmittee to inscribe the
Rapa Nui National Park on the Wrld Heritage List on the basis
of criteria (i), (iii) and (v).

The Historic Centre 742 Col onbi a Civ) (v)
of Santa Cruz de Monpox

| COMOS informed the Bureau that, since preparing the witten
evaluation of this nomnation, it had received a new plan with
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revised boundaries of the nomnated area in accordance with the
| COMOS recommendation, and that it now recommended the
inscription of the Historic Centre of Santa Cruz de Monpox.

The Bureau concluded that the Hstoric Centre of Santa Cruz de
Monpox is an outstanding exanple of a Spanish colonial settlenent
established on the banks of a major river and serving an
important strategic and commercial role which has survived ?o a
remar kabl e | evel of intactness to the present day.

The Bureau decided to recommend the Conmittee to inscribe the
Historic Centre of Santa Cruz de Monpox on the World Heritage
List on the basis of criteria (iv) and (v).

The Bureau requested the Secretariat to nake the | COMOS
evaluation available to the Col onbian national and |ocal
authorities for consideration of the detailed set of technical
recomendations nade for the city’' s preservation. The Del egate
of Colonbia informed that the | COMOS reconmendations had been
considered already by the national and |local authorities and that
several of them were already being inplemented. The Bureau
congratul ated the Col onbian authorities for this positive
response.

Nat i onal Archaeol ogi cal 743 Col onbi a Cliii)
Park of Tierradentro

| COMOS informed the Bureau that, since preparing the witten
evaluation of this nomination, it had received additional
information including a map with the exact boundaries and that
it now reconmended the inscription of the National Archaeol ogica
Park of Tierradentro. As. to the preservation neasures, the
Del egate of Colonbia informed the Bureau that, under the Wrld
Heritage emergency assistance approved in 1994, a workshop was
held on the site In May 1995 to define a conservation strategy
and to define the nost urgent neasures to be undertaken. She
informed that the same will be done for the San Agustin
Archaeol ogical Park in the future.

The Bureau concluded that the hypogea of the National
Archaeol ogi cal Park of Tierradentro are unique testinmony to the
everyday life, ritual, and burial customs of a devel oped and
stabl e prehispanic society in the northern Andean region of South
Aneri ca.

The Bureau decided to reconmend the Conmittee to inscribe the
Nat i onal Archaeol ogi cal Park of Tierradentro on the Wrld
Heritage List on the basis of criterion (iii).

San Agustin 744 Col onbi a Cliii)
Ar chaeol ogi cal Park

| COMOS informed the Bureau that, since preparing the witten
evaluation of this nom nation, it had received additional
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information including a map with the exact boundaries and that
it now recommended the inscription of the San Agustin
Archaeol ogi cal Park

The Bureau concluded that the wealth of negalithic statuary from
the archaeol ogical sites in San Agustin Archaeol ogical Park bears
vivid witness to the artistic creativity and inmagination of a
prehispanic culture that flowered in the hostile tropical
environnment of the Northern Andes.

The Bureau decided to recommend the Conmttee to inscribe the San
Agustin Archaeol ogical Park on the Wrld Heritage List on the
basis of criterion (iii).

Kutna Hera: The 732 Czech Cii) (iv)
Hi storical Town Centre Republic

with the Church of St

Barbara and the Cathedra

of Qur Lady at Sedlec

The Bureau recommended that the Commttee inscribe the site under
criteria (ii) and (iv) as an outstanding exanple of the medi aeva
town whose wealth and prosperity was based on its silver mnes.
The Church of Saint Barbara and other buildings were underlined
as having particular architectural and artistic quality and as
having had a profound influence on subsequent devel opnents in the
architecture of Central Europe.

Ferrara: Gty of the 733 ltaly Clii) (iv) (vi)
Renal ssance

The Bureau recommended the Conmittee to inscribe the nom nated
property on the basis of criteria (ii), (iv) and (vi) considering
that the site is of outstanding universal value, being a
Renai ssance city, remarkably planned, which has retained its
urban fabric virtually intact. The deveIoPnents in town planning
expressed in Ferrara were to have a profound influence on the
devel opnent of urban design throughout the succeeding centuries.

The brilliant court of the Este famly attracted a constellation
of outstanding artists, poets, and philosophers, particularly the
new humani sts of Renaissance Italy, during the two seninal

centuries of the Renaissance.

The Historic Centre 726 ltaly Clii) (iv)
of Napl es

The Bureau recommended the Commttee to inscribe the nom nated
property on the basis of criteria (ii) and (iv), considering that
the site is of outstanding universal value being one of the nost
ancient cities in Europe, whose contenporarY urban fabric
preserves the elements of its long and eventful history. I'ts
street pattern, its wealth of historic buildings from many
periods, and its setting on the Bay of Naples give it an
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out standi ng universal value without parallel, and one that has
had a profound influence in many parts of Europe and beyond.

The Historic Centre 717 Italy Ci) (ii) (iv)
of Siena

The Bureau recommended the Conmittee to inscribe the nom nated
property on the basis of criteria (i), (ii? and (iv), considering
that the site is of outstanding universal value as a nedieaval
city having preserved its character and quality to a renmarkable
degree. Its influence on art, architecture, and town planning in
the Mddle Ages, both in Itaby and el sewhere in Europe, was
great. The city is a work of dedication and imagination, in which
the buil dings have been designed to fit into the overall planned
urban fabric, and also to forma whole with the surrounding
cultural |andscape.

H storic Villages of 734 Japan Cliv) (v)
Shi rakawa-go and
Gokayama

The Bureau recommended that the Commttee inscribe the site under
criteria (iv) and (v) as the villages are outstanding exanples
of a traditional human settlement that is perfectly adapted to
its environment. The Bureau noted the successful adaptation to
econom ¢ changes and that survival can only be assured through
constant vigilence on both sides, the Governnent authorities and
the inhabitants.

Sokkuram Buddhi st 736 Kor ea i) (iv)
Gotto (Republic of)

The Bureau reconmended that this nom nation, extended to include
t he Pul guksa Tenple, be inscribed on the World Heritage List on
the basis of criteria (i) and ﬁiv) as a nmasterpiece of Far
Eastern Buddhist art, and the conplex that it forms wth Pul guksa
Tenpl e as an outstandi ng exanple of the religious architecture
of the region and of the material expression of Buddhist belief.

Haei nsa Tenpl e 737 Kor ea Civ) (vi)
Changgyong P’ ango, (Republic of)

the Depositories for

the Tripitaka Koreana

Woodbl ocks

The Bureau recommended that this property be inscribed on the
Wrld Heritage List on the basis of criteria (iv) and (vi), in
recognition that the Korean version of the Buddhist scriptures
(Tripitaka Koreana) at the Haeinsa Tenple is one of the nost
i nportant and nost conpl ete corpus of Buddhist doctrinal texts
inthe world, and is also outstanding for the high aesthetic
quality of its workmanship. The buildings in which the scriptures
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are housed are unique both in terns of their antiquity so far as
this specialized type of structure is concerned, and also for the
remarkably effective solutions developed in the 15th century to
t he problems posed by the need to preserve woodbl ocks agal nst
deterioration.

Chongnyo Shrine 738 Kor ea C(iv)
(Republic of)

The Bureau reconmended that this site be inscribed on the Wrld
Heritage List on the basis of criterion (iv), as an outstanding
exanpl e of the Confucian royal ancestral shrine, which has
survived relatively intact since the 16th century, the inportance
of which is enhanced by the persistence there of an inportant
el ement of the intangible cultural heritage in the form of
traditional ritual practices and forns.

The Rice Terraces of 722 Phi i ppi nes Cliii) (iv)
the Philippine Cordilleras (v)

The Bureau recomended that the Commttee inscribe the site on

the basis of criteria (iii), (iv) and (v), based on a #oint

eval uation by |COMOS and | UCN. The rice terraces of the
Phillipine Cordilleras are outstanding exanples of [living
cultural |andscapes, illustrating traditional techniques and a

remar kabl e harmony between humankind and the natural environnent.

The Serra and Town 723 Por t ugal Clii) (iv) (v)
of Sintra

The Bureau reconmended that the Conmttee inscribe the nom nated
property on the List on the basis of criteria (ii), (iv) and (v)
considering that the site is of outstanding universal value as
it represents a pioneering approach to Romantic |andscapi ng which
had an outstanding influence on devel opnents el swhere in Europe.
It is an unique exanple of the cultural occupation of a specific
location that has maintained its essential integrity as the
representation of diverse successive cultures. |Its structures
harnmonize indigenous flora with a refined and cultivated
| andscape created by man as a result of literary and artistic
i nfluences. The Bureau however recomended that the State Party
be invited to change the nane of the site to "The Cul tural
Landscape of Sintra".

Vi shy 731 Sweden Civ) (v)

The Bureau reconmended that the Commttee inscribe the nom nated
property on the List on the basis of criteria (iv) and (v),
considering that the site is of outstanding universal value as
an uni que exanple of a north European nedi aeval walled trading
town which preserves with remarkable conpleteness a townscape and
assenbl age of high-quality ancient buildings that illustrate
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ﬁraphicall the formand function of this type of significant
unan settlement.
Edi nbur gh 728 Uni ted Kingdom Clii) (iv)

The Bureau recommended that the Conmttee inscribe the nom nated
property on the List on the basis of criteria ﬁii) and (iv)
considering the site is of outstandin% uni versal value as it
represents a remarkable blend of the urban phenomena of organic
medi eaval growth and 18th and 19th century-town planning. The
successi ve planned expansions of the New Town and the high
gual idty of the architecture set standards for Scotland and
eyond.

The Historic Quarter 747 Urugua IV
of the City of Colonia JHa aiv)
del Sacranento

| COMOS infornmed the Bureau that, since preparing the witten

evaluation of this nonmination, it had received additional
information responding to all of the issues nentioned in the
original 1COMXS eval uation. After having examned this

information, |COMOS recommended the inscription under criterion

(iv) .

The Bureau concluded that the historic quarter of the Gty of
Col onia del Sacramento bears remarkable testinmony in its |ayout
and its buildings to the nature and objectives of European
colonial settlement, in particular during the senminal period at
the end of the 17th century.

The Bureau decided to recomend the Conmittee to inscribe the
H storic Quarter of the Gty of Colonia del Sacranento on the
Wrld Heritage List on the basis of criterion (iv).

B. Properties for which nomnations were referred back to the
national authorities for further information

Avi gnon: Monunent al 228Rev. France
ensenbl e fornmed by

the Place du Pal ais,

Pal ai s des Papes,

Cathedral of Notre

Danes des Donms,

Petit Palais, Tour des

Chiens, Ranparts and

Sai nt - Benézet Bridge

The Bureau decided to refer the nom nation back to the State
Party to allow it to give precise boundaries for the area
proposed for inscription. On the condition that this information
I's provided by 1 October 1995, in time for the next session of
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the Bureau, the Bureau reconmended the Committee to inscribe the
nom nated property on the basis of criteria (i), (ii) and (iv).

Jerash 324 Jordan

The Bureau decided to refer this nomnation to the State Party
until such tinmes as assurances can be given on the follow ng
poi nts:

a) t he establishment of a buffer zone of at |east 50m but
preferably 100m to the north, west and south of the site
within which no construction of any kind would be
permtted;

b) effective cooperation should be established between the
Departnent of Antiquities and the Mnistry of Tourism wth
the participation of the Municipality of Jerash and the
Jerash Festival Committee for the future managenent of the
site;

C) that all permanent structures associated with the Festival
should be renmobved from the archaeol ogical site and
restricted periods a%reed for their subsequent erection and
dismantling during the Festival.

If the State Party can provide the necessary assurances on these
different points by 1 October 1995, the Bureau woul d reconmmrend
that the site be inscribed under cultural criteria (i), (ii) and
(iii) on the World Heritage List.

Schokland and its 739 Net her | ands
sur roundi ngs

The Bureau decided to refer the nom nation back to the State
Party in order to allow the State Party to resolve the situation
regarding the potential recreation area. In the event of a
satisfactory solution being proposed by 1 Cctober 1995, the
Bureau recommended that this property be inscribed on the Wrld
Heritage List on the basis of criteria (iii) and (v).

Savannah City Plan 746 United States of America

The Bureau adopted the reconmendation made by 1 COMOS to refer
this nom nation back to the State Party, indicating that it is
only likely to be inscribed on the Wrld Heritage List if it is
extended to the entire urban fabric of the historic plan area and
not confined to the streets and open spaces.
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C. Properties for which nom nations were deferred
The Historic Centre 727 France
of Rouen

The Bureau decided to defer the exam nation of the nom nation in
order to allow the responsible authorities to redefine the
boundari es of both the nom nated area and the buffer zone.
Regarding | COMOS request for a nore conprehensive nmanagenent
plan, the Bureau accepted the information provided by the State
Party, i.e. that the National protection and safeguard | aws of
1913 and 1962 provide for anple nmanagenent. The Bureau di d not
endorse | COMOS' reconmendation that a conparative study shoul d
be undertaken for this type of property.

The Bauhaus and its 729 Ger many
sites in Wimr and
Dessau

The Bureau decided to defer the exam nation of this nom nation
to allow the State Party to provide nore detailed conservation
and managenent plans for the group of properties proposed, and
to reconsider the buffer zones.

add Gty of Salt 689 Jor dan

The Bureau decided to defer this proposed nom nation until such
tines as the State Party is in a position to confirmthat
appropritate protective measures, based on the Plan of Action of
1990, have been adopted and are being effectively inplenented.

Crespi d' Adda 730 [taly

The Bureau decided to defer the exam nation of this nom nation

to await %he soonest_possi bl e outcone of a conparative study of
conpany towns" jn Europe and North Anerica, prepared by TICCH
on behal f of | COMOS.

Town of Luang Prabang 479Rev. Laos

The Bureau decided to defer the nomination to await a further
expert evaluation to assess the i mpact of the Heritage
protection Zone and the consequent conservation programes.

The Ruins of Leon 613Rev. Ni caragua
Viejo (N caragua)

The German Del egate questioned whether this nomination net the
principal criterra of-outstanding universal value, and asked that
this ‘matter be clarified before discussing the issue of
protection and nmanagenent. The Representative of | COMOS
I ndi cated that they considerd that the site met the criteria.
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The Bureau therefore adopted the recommendati on made by | COMOS
to defer the exam nation of the nom nation of the Ruins of Ledn
Viejo to enable the State Party to provide clearer information
about the delineation of the proposed site and its buffer zone,
the managenment plan and its inplenmentation, and neasures for
protection against flood threats to the integrity of the
archaeol ogi cal remains.

VIl.3 The Bureau exam ned the nom nation of Lunenburg Od
Town, Canada (741) and considered the follow ng reconmendation
made by | COMOS: "I COMOS reconmmends that consideration of this
nom nation be deferred for two years to await the outcone of a
conpar ative study of European colonial planned settlements. In
the event of the British conponent of this study not being
conpl eted by that tinme, |COMOS recommends that consideration be
iven to inscription of Lunenburg on the List w thout further
elay, on the basis of criteria (iv) and (v).” During the Bureau
session, the Representative of I COMOS indicated that | COMXS was
prepared to recommend the inscription of Lunenburg A d Town
W thout the preparation of conparative study.

As no consensus could be reached on the necessity of a
conparative study as recommended by | COMOS, the Bureau decided
to adjourn the debate to the outgolng session of the Bureau in
Decenmper 1995.

VIl.4  The debate on this nomnation |ed to an extensive
di scussion on the general principle and scope of conparative
studies. In response to the Italian Del egate’s indication of

doubt on the whole notion of conparative studies, the
Representative of Gernmany recalled that the Conmttee had |ong
considered such studies, whether of a universal or a regional
framework, to be essential in determining the outstandin
uni versal value of properties to be inscribed on the Wrl

Heritage List. |COMOS maintained that conparative studies are
necessary for certain types of property to avoid the over-
representation of the same type of property. The Director of the
Centre cited Article 11.2 of the Convention which refers to
uni versal value and to paragraph 12 of the Operational Guidelines
which specifically =~ refers to the need for conparative
eval uations. The Chairman stated that the Conmittee and Bureau,
on nunerous occasions had requested such studies as nodus
oper andi .

VIIT. EXAM NATI ON OF THE WORLD HERI TAGE FUND: STATEMENT OF
ACCOUNTS FOR 1994 AND BUDGETARY | NFORMVATI ON FOR 1995

VITi.1 The Director of the Wrld Heritage Centre presented the
three documents: WHC- 95/ CONF. 201. 6a; \WHC- 95/ CONF. 201. 6b and the
Corrigendum to 6b.

VI, 2 Wil e thanking China, Korea and Thailand for their
voluntary contributions in addition to their obligatory
contributions to the Wrrld Heritage Fund, the Director of the
Centre stressed the inportance of receiving additional voluntary
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contributions in order to respond to the growi ng needs of
international assistance for the protection of Wrld Heritage
sites.

VITI.3 Several nenbers of the Bureau took part in the debate,
notably the Del egate of China who expressed his thanks to the
Secretariat for the well presented budget docunent.

of the proj met o PPaparati bntof & Erud) e on Bt ot on "Knd UPNGY
rai sing” appeared under the pronotional activities budget |ine.
The Director recalled that at the eighteenth session of the Wrld
Heritage Commttee held in Phuket, it was stated that only the
expenses incurred for the preparation of the | ogo had been
covered by the Director-CGeneral, as this activity was not
requested nor approved by the Conmttee nor the Bureau. The
Del egate of Italy requested clarification on the procedures
governing the expenses incurred for pronotional activities. The
Director of the Centre explained that a financial allocation was
granted in block for pronotional activities by the Commttee
after exam nation of the Wrkplan. He al so indicated that
requests from States Parties for pronotional activities were
indeed approved in accordance wth paragraph 109 of the
Qper ational GQuidelines.

VIII.5  The Bureau reconmended that all the backlog and
out st andi ng paynents of Wrld Heritage contributions should be
paid in tine to the Wrld Heritage Fund.

VIT.6 In response to a proposal by the Secretariat, the
Bureau decided not to discuss at present the draft text of the
proposed new Fi nanci al Regul ations of the Wirld Heritage Fund,
whi ch woul d i nclude the UNESCO financial allocation to the
Centre, as the matter will be discussed in the comng 147th
session of the UNESCO Executive Board.

VI, 7 Finalk¥, the Bureau took note of the Wrld Fbrita%e
Fund and budget docunents presented and suggested to up-date the
docunments in order to present themto the nineteenth session of
the Committee which will be held in Berlin next Decenber.

I X, REQUESTS FOR | NTERNATI ONAL ASSI STANCE

X1 The Bureau exam ned documents WHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 7 and
VWHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 7Add and noted that, in accordance with the
decisions at the eighteenth session of the Wrld Heritage
Conmittee, one third of the funds should be for natural heritage.

Therefore, only requests for technical cooperation for natural
heritage were brought forward to the Bureau. The Bureau, taking
note of the anmpbunt of the remaining funds for internationa

assi stance, took the follow ng decisions:
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Requests approved:
Mount Ninba Strict Nature Reserve (Cuinea/ Cote d'lvoire)

Technical assistance for this site inscribed on the List of Wrld
Heritage in Danger for refurbishing, mai nt enance of the
Headquarters buildings and for the reinforcenment of the
admnistrative structure-for an amount of US$ 18,000 was
approved.

Rwenzori Mountains National Park (Uganda)

The technical assistance request for radi o equi pment, ranger
field equi pment and rescue gear for Rwenzori Muntains Nationa
Park for an anount of US$ 20,000 was approved.

Kahuzi - Bi ega National Park (Zaire)

The technical cooperation request for a 4-WD Toyota Land Cruiser
Station Wagon for better surveillance and control of the Nationa
Park was approved (an anount of US$ 30,000), subject to the
payment of outstanding dues to the Wrld Heritage Fund.

X PROPOSALS FOR | MPROVI NG THE WORKI NG METHODS OF THE
WORLD HERI TAGE COWM TTEE

X1 Introducing this itemon the basis of the Wrking
Docunent WHC 95/ CONF. 201/8, the Representative of the Secretariat
clarified that the Wirld Heritage Commttee, at its eighteenth
session in Phuket had not in fact proposed this item |t was
felt, however, both by the Secretariat and the advisory bodies,
that it was necessarY to explore a nore rational and efficient
way of work which could be proposed to the Conmttee. The working
docunment in question was therefore only a first attenpt, the
purpose of which was to initiate a discussion on this subject.

X 2 In the ensuing debate it was agreed, as suggested by
the Chair, that paragraph 1 of the Wrking Docunent was to be
del eted as there had been no such "request” fromthe Committee.
Specific coments made by the nenbers of the Bureau, the advisory
bodi es and sone of the observers, can be summarized as follows:

X.3 The Delegate of Colonbia expressed her concern
regarding point 2(a) of the working docunent stating that this
woul d prol ong the process of nomi nation of new sites for a whole
year.

X 4 The Del egate of Germany shared this concern but
underlined, on the other hand, the need to introduce some changes
in order to avoid the increasingly |engthy debates on new
nom nations. He therefore considered the working document as a
useful tool to initiate possible inmprovements, provided that it
is put forward to the Conmttee with the nodifications which the
Secretariat could receive in the neantine.
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X. 5 The Delegate of Italy was against the proposal, stating
that it had no business being proposed in the first place as this
had not been requested by the Commttee. He commented that the
proposed revision of the Operational Cuidelines hence did not
nmerit consideration. Regarding point 2(a),he recalled that the
Bureau’s role was to prepare the ground for the Committee, and
that the proposal in question was in fact reversing the roles of
the Conmttee and the Bureau. Regarding point 2(b), he said that
such a new approach woul d deprive the Committee of its right to
di scuss the reports on the state of conservation of the
properties which is, he enphasized, one of its primary tasks. To
di scuss the reports of each region every five years would be
insufficient. Further on, speakin%]for the second tine, the
Del egate of Italy pointed out that the proposed working document
presents serious problems both in terms of substance and nethod.
In terms of substance, it raises the question of the relationship
between the Bureau and the Conmittee: He therefore reiterated
that point 2(a) is totally unacceptable. Consequent |y, he
considered that the time schedul e proposed which excludes the
role of the Bureau in the initial exam nation of proposed
nom nations for inscription, was also unacceptable. As regards
point 2(b), he remi nded the Bureau that the question of
monitoring reports, especially those concerning the properties
on the List of Wrld Heritage in Danger, are extrenely delicate
and therefore cannot be the sole responsibility of the Bureau.
Hs final comment was that, should the proposal be presented to
the Coomttee, it nust be acconpanied by a detailed account of
the comments and reservations nade by the menbers of the Bureau
and some observers.

X. 6 The Cbserver of France |likewise expressed her
astoni shnent at the error made in paragraph 1. of the Wrking
Docurment, and regretted the tine she lost in looking for it in
the report of the eighteenth session. \Wile she agreed with the
concerns expressed by the Delegate of Italy concerning point
2(a), notably the reversal of the roles of the Bureau and the
Comittee, and the need for the Bureau to discuss the new
nom nations (as is presently the case) , she nonetheless admtted
that the working nethods regarding the nom nation discussions
could be inproved. Regarding point 2(b), she shared the commrents
made by the Del egate of Italy.

X7 The Del egate of Senegal accepted the Secretariat's
expl anation regarding the error In paragrapg 1 and endorsed the
Chairman/s proposal that the paragraph be sinply deleted from any
future witten proposal. As for the proposal itself, he felt that
it was necessary to submt it to the Conmttee together with a
statement of all of the reservations expressed by the Bureau. The
wor ki ng met hods do need to be inproved, and he would welcome it
if the Secretariat could propose how best to nmanage the tine
which is at the Bureau’s and the Conmttee’ s disposal. This
statenment was endorsed by the Delegate of Germany during his
second intervention.

X 8 The Delegate of China first stated his awareness of the
fact that, as regards point 2(a), the position of the States
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Parties is necessarily different fromthat of the advisory
bodi es. He, however, associated hinself with the position of the
advi sory bodies, i.e. that they need nore tine in order to
acconpl i sh accurate evaluations of new nom nations and good
monitoring reports. The initiative undertaken by the Secretariat
seemed to himtherefore justified.

X. 9 The Del egate of QOman expressed his concern regardin
the new proposal relating to working nethods of the Wrl
Heritage Committee. He found it difficult for the Bureau to
express an opinion or take a decision at such short notice. He
felt that such proposals should first be discussed by the Ceneral
Assenbly of States Parties. However, at a later juncture, he
propﬂsgd that the whole issue be withdrawn if a consensus was not
reached.

X 10 The Observer of Australia agreed with the concerns
expressed by Col onbia regarding the extension of time of the
nom nati ons process. Should the new proposal be adopted this wll
prolong the process fromnine to eighteen nonths.

X 11 The Onserver of Malta endorsed the statenents nade by

the Delegates of Italy, France, Colonbia and Australia

particularly those regarding nonitoring, i.e. points 2(b) and

éc) She found it difficult to accept that each region would be
i scussed only every five years.

X 12 The Cbserver of Lebanon regretted that the Permanent
Del egations had not been invited to the consultation which the
Secretariat had had with the advisory bodies on 6 February 1995
concerning this matter. Furthernore, he indicated that the new
proposal would take away fromthe Commttee the possibility to
di scuss such inportant matters as, for instance, the budget.

Taking the floor again later in the discussion, the Cobserver of
Lebanon drew the Bureau's attention to the fact that the
Conmittee had adopted at its session in Phuket a new tinetable
and that comng up with yet another new timetable would certainly
create a great confusion anong the States Parties.

X. 13 The Representative of the Wrld Conservation Union
(IUCN) stated that sonething clearly had to be done: either have
the Commttee neetings running into a second week or trim down
the agenda. In any case, it was necessary to be proactive, hence
the proposal of the February neeting. He furthernore said that
for their Oganization it was becomng increasingly difficult to
present at each Bureau and each Commttee both the eval uations
of the new nomi nations and the nonitoring reports. Finally, he
drew the Bureau’s attention to the fact that the evaluations of
t he nom nations comng in Cctober fromthe Arctic or simlar
regions need to be done, by the present nmethod, in the mdst of
winter. The Bureau, he hoped, could appreciate what it neans
doi ng such evaluations in dark and at -40 degrees Celsius. He
therefore proposed that the time be extended fromthe present 15
months to 18 nonths, i.e. that the 1 July deadline be maintained
or possibly changed to 1 August.
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X. 14 The Representative of | COMOS |ikew se stated that the
present nethods need to be inproved, and it” is for the Bureau to
propose. On their part, he wshed to state that nore tine (one-
two nonths) is needed for evaluation mssions and for obtaining
m ssion information.

X. 15 Having heard all the comments, the Chair proposed that
the matter be submtted to the Commttee at its nineteenth
session together with a detailed account of the coments and
reservati ons expressed by the Bureau and sonme observers. The
Bureau agreed with this proposal.

Al REVI SI ON OF THE OPERATI ONAL GUI DELINES FCOR THE
| MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE WORLD HERI TAGE CONVENTI ON

Xl.1 It was recalled that the Wrld Heritage Conmttee at
its eighteenth session decided that the followng items shoul d
be included on the agenda of this Bureau session.

A ESTABLI SHVENT OF THE WORLD HERI TAGE LI ST

Xl.2 The Bureau exam ned Wor ki ng Document WHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 9
and I nformation Docunent WHC- 95/ F. 201/ INF. 4 and noted that
following the decisions of the Wirld Heritage Commttee in 1992
and 1993 to include cultural |andscapes in the Wrld Heritage
List and in the context of the global strategy for a
representative Wrld Heritage List, two thematic study neetings
were held in 1994:

‘Heritage Canals’ (Canada, 15-19 Septenber 1994),

‘Routes as a Part of our Cultural Heritage  (Spain,
24- 25 Novenber 1994)

In 1995, two regional thematic study meetings were held
in the Asia-Pacific region:

‘Regi onal Thenmatic Study Meeting on Asian Rice Culture
and its Terraced Landscapes' (Philippines, 28 March
to 4 April 1995)

‘ldentifying and Assessing Wrld Heritage Cul tural
Landscapes (Associative Landscapes)’ (Australia, 26 to
28 April 1995).

Xl .3 The Bureau commended the States Parties for their
efforts and recommended to the Commttee to consider the results
as future reference in the evaluation and exam nation of
nom nations of properties falling in the categories of canals,
heritage routes, rice culture and its terraced |andscapes and
associ ative |andscapes.

Xl .4 The Del egate of Germany stressed that the cul tural
| andscape category reflects the interaction between nature and
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culture and that, therefore, the Conmttee should consider to add
this category to the two existing ones, i.e. cultural and natura

heritage, and that a special set of criteria for the Operationa

Cui del 1 nes should be considered. He also proposed that in the
Wrld Heritage List a clear indication be given of the properties
falling in this category.

Xl .5 The Bureau considered the follow ng reconmendations
made by the expert neetings for the revision of the Operational
Cui del 1 nes:

A'l. The role of the local people in the nom nation process

The Bureau recogni zed the inﬁortant role of the local people in
the nomination process and the nmanagenment of the properties. It
recommended, therefore, the Comrmittee to revise paragraph 14 of
the Qperational Cuidelines as follows:

14, Participation of |local people in the nom nation
process is essential to make them feel a shared
responsibility with the State Party in the maintenance
of the site.

A 2. Criteria for the inclusion of cultural properties in the
Wrld Heritage List

The Bureau endorsed the recomendati ons ‘made by the Expert
Meeting on Canals and reconmended that the Conmittee revise
paragraph 24.(a) as foll ows:

24. (a) (i) (unchanged)

(ii) add "or technology" after "landscape design", the
paragraph to read as follows:

exhibit an inportant interchange of human val ues, over
a span of time or within a cultural area of the world,
on devel opnents in architecture, nonunental arts or
t own- pl anni ng, | andscape design or technol ogy; or

(iii) (unchanged)

) (ivy add 'O  technological ..." i.e.
architectural or technological ensenble", t he

paragraph to read as follows:

be an outstanding exanple of a type of building, or

architectural or technol ogi cal ensenble or |andscape

which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) in human

hi story; or

(v)  (unchanged)

(vi) (unchanged)
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The Bureau recalled that during the eighteenth session of the
Committee the Delegate of Lebanon nentioned several problens of
sKntax_in the fornulation of criterion b(ii) of paragraph 24 of
the GQuidelines. Thus, the Bureau recommended that the Committee
revise the text as follows:

24,  (b) (ii) have adequate |egal and/or traditional protection
and nanagenent mechani snms to ensure the conservation
of the nomnated cultural properties or cultural
| andscapes.  The existence of protective |egislation
at the national, provincial or nunicipal |evel and/or
a well-established traditional protection as well as
of adequate rmanagenent nmechanisns is therefore
essential and, as is «clearly indicated in the
fol owing paragraph, nust be stated clearly on the
nom nation form Assurances of the effective

i npl erentation of these Jaws and/or of this
traditional protection as well as of these managenent
mechani sns are also expected. Furthernore, in order
to preserve the integrity of cultural sites,
particularly those open to |arge nunbers of visitors.
the State Party concerned should be able to provide
evidence of suitable admnistrative arrangenents to
cover the managenent of the property, jts conservation
and its accessibility to the public.

A. 3. Explanatory notes on cultural |andscapes

Both thematic expert neetings on canals and heritage routes
proposed to include definitions of these types of cultural
properties in the Operational Cuidelines. After some discussion
the Bureau recommended that the Commttee adds 'for exanple
canal s and heritage routes’ and revises paragraph 40 as foll ows:

40. The extent of a cultural |andscape for inclusion on
the Wrld Heritage List is relative to its
functionality and intelligibility. In any case, the
sanples elected nmust be substantial enough to
adequately represent the totality of the cultural
| andscape that it illustrates. The possibility of
desi gnati ng _Ion?_ linear areas which represent
culturally significant transport and conmmunication
net wor ks shoul d not be excluded, for exanple canals
and heritage routes.

As to the definition of these types of cultural properties, the
Bureau recomended that the Conmttee requests the Secretariat,
in collaboration with the advisory bodies, to prepare a gl ossary
of terms as an annex to the.Qperational Cuidelines. The follow ng
definitions ﬁroposed by the expert neetings could then be
included in this glossary of terns:

A canal is a human-engineered waterway. |t nmay be of
out standi ng universal value from the point of Vview of
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history or technology, either intrinsically or as an
exceptional exanple representative of this category of
cul tural property. The canal may be a nonumental work, the
defining feature of a linear cultural |andscape, or an
integral component of a conplex cultural |andscape.

A heritage route is conposed of tangible elements of which
the cultural significance cones from exchanges and a multi -
di mensi onal dial ogue across countries or regions, and that
illustrate the interaction of novenent, along the route, in
space and time.

A 4. ROLE O THE ADVISORY BODIES |[IN. THE EVALUATI ON OF
NOM NATI ONS

In order to better describe the advisory bodies’ evaluation
process of cultural and natural properties, the Bureau
recomrended that the Conmittee del etes paragraphs 45 and 46 of
the Operational Cuidelines, which only describe the Brocess for

natural properties, and to introduce a new paragraph before par.
59 as follows:
F. Quidelines for the evaluation and exam nation of

nom nati ons

XX.  The eval uati on of whether or not individual sites
nom nated by States Parties satisfy the criteria and the
conditions of authenticity/integrity will be carried out by
the International Council on Mnunents and Sites (I COMX)
for cultural properties and by the World Conservation Union
(I1UCN) for natural properties. In the case of nom nations
of cultural properties in the category of ‘cultural
| andscapes’ , as appropriate, the evaluation will be carried
out in consultation with the Wrld Conservation Union
(TN . The evaluation will normally include:

Data assenbly and internal review

| COMOS/ | UCN reviews the nomination dossier, identifies
whi ch additional information is required and assenbl es data
on the nom nated and conparabl e properties. This may take
the formof a standardized data sheet.

External review

Expert advice is sought on the ‘outstanding universal
val ue’ of the nom nated property, wth agecial reference to
the criteria for inscription on the Wrld Heritage List
(para. 24 (a) and para. 44 (a) respectively)

Field inspection:

Expert mssions are sent to evaluate the site and
partlcularly_ to study the criteria relating to
authenticity/integrity, protection, conservation and
managenent (para 24. (b) and para. 44 (b) respectively).
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Panel review

Draft evaluations are prepared on the basis of the reports
of the expert groups and subjected to a fornal review by
panel s of experts.

Reporti ng:

| COMOS/ | UCN Presents an evaluation report, which is an
outcome of the four steps mentioned above, to the Bureau of
the World Heritage Conmittee.

| COMOS/ I UCN, taking into account the decisions of the
Bureau and additional information that m ght have been
received fromthe nomnating State Party, presents a fina
eval uation report to the Wrld Heritage Commttee.

The report of the Wirld Heritage Conmttee's session wll
include its decision, the criteria wunder which the
nom nated site has been inscribed, the justification of
their application as well as any” recommendation the
Committee may wish to make on that occasion.

B. | NTERNATI ONAL  ASSI STANCE

B. 1. DEADLI NES FOR PRESENTATI ON OF REQUESTS FOR TECHN CAL
ASS|I STANCE FOR CONSI DERATI ON BY THE BUREAU AND THE
COW TTEE

The Bureau recalled that over the years, it had becone practice
that a great nunber of requests which were to be exam ned by the
Bureau and the Commttee, were submitted shortly before their
sessions.

To facilitate the work of the Secretariat and the advisory bodies
and to enable them to prepare the necessary docunents well in
advance of the sessions of the Bureau and the Commttee, the
Bureau recommended that the Committee introduces strict deadlines
for the submssion of all requests for technical assistance, wth
the exception of requests for energency assistance, at 1 May and
1 QOctober respectively for exami nation at the follow ng session
of the Bureau. The Bureau recomended to del ete paragraph 104,
which only sets a deadline for |arge-scale technical cooperation
requests, and to introduce the above deadlines in a new paragraph
after paragraph 109, as follows:

XX Al requests for international assistance which are to
be exam ned by the Bureau, with the exception of requests
for emergency assistance, should be submitted before 1 My
and 1 Cctober respectively for consideration by the
follow ng session of the Bureau. Large-scale requests (that
is those exceeding US$ 30,000) will be forwarded, with the
Bureau’s reconmendation, to the follow ng session of the
Wrld Heritage Commttee for decision-making.
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B.2. AUTHORI TY OF THE CHAI RPERSON AND THE BUREAU TO APPROVE
REQUESTS

The Bureau considered the need to anmend the anmounts that can be
approved by the Chairperson and the Bureau for preparatory
assi stance, technical cooperation and training.

The Del egates of CGermany and Italy expressed the view that a
revision of the anounts that can be approved by the Chairperson
and the Bureau should be seen in relation to an overall Wrld
Heritage strategy particularly for technical cooperation. In
particul ar, theY stressed that Wrld Heritage technical
cooperation should focus on |arge-scale projects instead of a
great nunber of smaller ones. The afore-nentioned Delegates, as
wel | as the observers from France, Lebanon and Benin, recalled
that the total anount available under the World Heritage Fund is
not likely to increase and that, therefore, any change in the
amount s shoul d be excluded for the nonent. The Observer of
France recalled that at the eighteenth session of the Wrld
Heritage Commttee it was suggested that a budgetary ceiling for
pronmotional activities be established.

The Del egate of Colonbia regretted that for-1995 practically all
funds had been commtted already by the Bureau and the Commttee
in Decenmber 1994 and that, as a consequence, no snall-scale
requests could be considered in the course of the year. This
reflects the need to develop a strategy for the use of the Wrld
Heritage Fund.

As to the question whether this issue should be included on the
agenda for the next Conmttee’ s session, the Bureau deci ded not
to do so and that this matter could be di scussed under the
del i berations on the ‘Exam nation of the Wrld Heritage Fund and
approval of the budget for 1996, and presentation of a
provi si onal budget for 1997°. The Bureau requested the
Secretariat to prepare a background paper on this matter that
shoul d include an analysis of the type and nunber of requests
over the last years as well as the anounts of these requests.

X, DRAFT ACENDA FOR THE EXTRAORDI NARY SESSI ON OF THE
BUREAU (| -2 DECEMBER, 1995)

Xil.1 ~~ The Bureau adopted the Draft Agenda for the
extraordinary session of the Bureau of the World Heritage
Conmittee, to be held in Berlin, Germany on 1 and 2 Decenber
1995. The Bureau also agreed to the Chairman's recommendati on
that the Secretariat be authorized to add other itens to the
Agenda should the need arise.

X, PREPARATI ON OF THE NI NETEENTH SESSI ON OF THE WORLD

HERI TAGE COVM TTEE, | NCLUDI NG THE DRAFT AGENDA (4-9
DECEMBER 1995)

X1 The Provisional Agenda for the nineteenth session of
the Commttee as outlined i n Docunent WHC- 95/ CONF. 201/ 11 was
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adopted by the Bureau with the foll ow ng observations and
addi ti onal agenda itens:

Bal anced representation of natural and cultural heritage on
on the World Heritage List

Progress report on the inplenentation of the d obal
Strategy

X2 The Del egate of Germany recalled that the Commttee at
its eighteenth session noted the inbalance of the cultural and
natural heritage in the inplenmentation of the Wrld Heritage
Convention and made the follow ng observations: he recalled that
a neetin% is planned on the notion of integrity to be organized
jointly by the Centre and France. He noted that the inbal ance
etween natural and cultural properties is growing and that there
IS a serious need to take action. Mre specifically he drew the
attention of the Bureau to the following facts: there are three
times as nanK cultural as natural sites on the Wrld Heritage
List; that there were 26 new cultural nom nations and nine new
natural nom nations presented; that a global strategy is stil
| acking for natural heritage; that there is a striking inbalance
in the staffing of the Wrld Heritage Centre; that there is a
continuing concern about the balance of specialists representin?
States Parties.at the statutory neetings; that the notion o
outstanding universal value" js being applied differently by the
two advisory bodies; that there is a need to rationalize the
techni cal evaluation process to ensure that-both advisory bodies
apply simlar judgement values wth respect to their
reconmendations. He underlined that action needs to be taken
i medi ately to ensure that this divergence should be corrected.
It was agreed that a background paper be prepared by the Centre
in cooperation with the German Del egation, the advisory bodies
and other interested parties. The Bureau adopted an agenda item
on ‘Bal anced representation of natural and cultural heritage on
the Wrld Heritage List’.

X3 It was furthernore reconmended that the issue of
conparative studies be brought up under item 11 éExan1nat|on of
the Wrld Heritage Fund) of the Provisional Agenda.

XLIIl.4 The Observer of Australia noted that an agenda item
“"Progress report on the inplenentation of the G obal ~Strategy

be i ncl uded.

XI5 The Del egate of Italy urged that najor topics be
considered in the plenary session of the Conmttee and not in
wor ki ng groups. These should be constituted by the Commttee and
could discuss mnor itens of a technical nature to save time and
to provide an opportunity for reflection on najor issues during
t he plenary session. The Observer of France expressed her
concern about entrusting certain subjects which should be
di scussed only in plenary to working groups. The Qoserver of
Lebanon noted in addition that no simultaneous neetings shoul d
take place and that working groups should have ful

interpretation facilities. Furthernore, it was suggested that
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the Coomttee, rather than the Secretariat, should decide about
the establishment of working groups.

X'V, OTHER BUSI NESS

No di scussions were held under this item

XV. ADOPTI ON OF THE REPORT OF THE BUREAU AND CLOSURE OF
THE SESSI ON
XV. 1 Havi ng exam ned the draft report presented by the

Rapporteur, the Bureau adopted the Report with a nunber of
amendnents requested by the the del egates, observers and
representatives of the advisory bodies. These have been
i ncor porated when preparing the present final version of the
Report.

XV. 2 Anong the amendnents that were adopted, the Bureau
deci ded, upon the request of the Delegate of Italy, and endorsed
by some other delegates and observers, that the reference
concerning the Natural and Culture-historical Region of Kotor
(Yugosl avia), nentioned on page 27 of the draft report (English
| anguage) presentin% the state of conservation reports of the
sites inscribed on the Wrld Heritage in Danger List, be deleted
fromthe report on the grounds that "it had not been discussed
by the Bureau".

XV. 3 The Del egate of Cermany, speaking on behalf of the
menbers of the Bureau, thanked the -Chairman, Dr Adul
W chi encharoen, for his efficient chairin% of a difficult
meeting. He al so expressed his pleasure that the next neeting of
the Bureau and the Commttee would take place in Germany, in
Decenmber 1995.

XV. 4 The Delegate of Italy and the Cbserver of France
congratul ated the Secretariat for producing the draft report in
time.
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ANNEX 1 |
WORLD HERI TAGE CONVENTI ON
NOM NATI ON OF PROPERTIES FOR | NCLUSI ON ON
THE WORLD HERI TAGE LI ST
Table of Contents
L Identification of the Property
a Country (and State Party if” different)
b. State, Province or Region
c Nane of Property
d Exact location on map and indication of
geographi cal coordinates to the nearest second
e. Maps and/or plans showi ng boundary of area
proposed for inscription and of any buffer zone
f. Area of site proposed for inscription (ha.) and

proposed buffer zone (ha.) if any.

Justification for Inscription

a. Statement of significance

b. Conparative anal ysi s (i ncl udi ng state of
conservation of simlar sites)

C. Authenticity/Integrity

d. Criteria under which inscription is proposed (and
justification for inscription wunder these
criteria)

3. Description

a. Description of Property

h. H story and Devel opnent

c. Form and date of nbst recent records of site
d. Present state of conservation

Managenent

a. Owner ship

h. Legal status

C. Protective measures and neans of inplenenting them
d. Agency/ agencies wi th managenent authority

e. Level at which managenent is exercised (e.g., on

site, regionally) and name and address of
responsi bl e person for contact purposes
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f. Agreed plans related to property (e.g., regional,
IPca; pl an, conservation plan, tourism devel opnent
P! an :

_ Sources and levels of finance _ _

ﬂ Sources of expertise and training in conservation

and managenent techniques
I Visitor facilities and statistics _ _
i Site managenent plan and statenent of objectives
(copr_to e annexed)

i ng

k. Sta | evel s (prof essi onal, t echni cal ,
mai nt enance)

Factors Affecting the Site

a. Devel oprent Pressures (e.g., encr oachnent,
adaptation, agriculture)

b. Environnental Pressures (e.g., pollution, climte
change)

C. Nat ural disasters and preparedness (earthquakes,
floods, fires, etc.)

d. Visitor/tourism pressures

e. Nunmber of inhabitants within site, buffer zone

f. O her

6. Moni t ori ng/ | nspection

a. Key indicators for neasuring state of conservation

h. Adm ni strative arrangements for moni t ori ng
property

C. Results of previous reporting exercises

Docunent ati on

a. Phot ographs, slides and, where available, film
b. Copi es of site managenent plans and extracts of
other plans relevant to the site
C. Bibliograﬁhy
d. ﬁd?aess ere inventory, records and archives are
e

8. Signature of behalf of the State Party
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WORLD HERI TAGE CONVENTI ON

NOM NATI ON OF PROPERTIES FOR | NCLUSI ON ON
THE WORLD HERI TAGE LI ST

Expl anatory Notes

| NTRODUCTI ON

These notes are intended to provide guidance to those
nom nating sites for inclusion on the Wrld Heritage
List. They relate to the headings under which
information is sought, which appear 1n front of each
section of notes. Nom nation dossiers should provide
i nformation under each of these headings. They shoul d

be signed by a responsible official on behalf of the
State Party.

The nom nation dossier is intended to serve two nmain
pur poses.

First it is to describe the property in a way which
brings out the reasons it is believed to neet the
criteria for inscription, and to enable the site to be
assessed against those criteria.

Secondly it is to provide basic data about the
property, which can be revised and brought up to date
In order to record the changing circunstances and
state of conservation of the site.

In spite of the wide differences between sites,
information should be given under each of the

categories set out at the head of sections 1 - 7 of
t hese notes.

General Requirenents

Information should be as precise and specific as

possi bl e. It should be quantified where that can be
done and fully referenced.

Docunents shoul d be conci se. In particular |ong
historical accounts of sites and events which have
t aken place there should be avoided, especially when

they can be found in readily avail able published
sour ces.

Expressions of opinion should be supported by

reference to the author[t% on which they are made and
the verifiable facts which support them
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Dossiers should be conpleted on A4 paper (210mm X

297mm) with maps and plans a maxi rum of A3 paper
(297mm x 420mm) .

Identification of the Property

a. Country (and State Party if different).

h. State, Province or Region

C. Name of Property

d. Exact location on nmap and indication of
geogr aphi cal coordinates to the nearest second

e. Maps and/or plans show ng boundary of area
proposed for inscription and of any buffer zone

f. Area of site proposed for inscription (ha.) and

proposed buffer zone (ha.) if any.

The purpose of this section is to provide the basic
data to enable sites to be precisely identified. In
the past, sites have been inscribed on the list with
I nadequat e maps, and this has nmeant that in some cases
it is inmpossible to be certain what is within the
Wrld Heritage site and what is outside it. Thi s can
cause considerabl e problens.

Apart fromthe basic facts at la - 1d of the dossier,
the nost inportant elenment in this section of the
nom nation therefore consists of the nan and pl ans
relating to the nomnated site. In all cases, at
| east two docunents are likely to be needed and both
must be prepared to professional cart ographic
st andar ds. One should show the site in its natural
or built environment and should be between 1:20,000
and 1:100, 000. Dependi ng on the size of the site,
anot her suitable scale nmay be chosen. The ot her
shoul d clearly show the boundary of the nom nated area
and of any existing or proposed buffer zone. 't
shoul d al so show the position of any natural features,
i ndi vi dual nmonunments or buildings nentioned in the
nom nati on. Either on this map, or an acconpanying
one, there should also be a record of the boundaries
of zones or special |egal protection fromwhich the
site benefits.

In considering whether to propose a buffer zone it
shoul d be borne in mnd that, in order to fulfil the
obligations of the Wrld Heritage Convention, sites
nmust be ﬁrotected fromall threats or inconsistent
uses. These devel opnents can often take place beyond
the boundaries of a site. I ntrusive devel opnent can
harmits setting, or the views fromit or of it.

I ndustrial processes can threaten a site by polluting
the air or water. The construction of new roads,
tourist resorts or airports can bring to a site nore
visitors than it can absorb in safety.
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I n sone cases national planning policies or existing
protective legislation nay provide the powers needed
to protect the setting of a site as well as the site
itself. In other cases it will be highly desirable
to Fropose a formal buffer zone where special controls
will be applied. This should include the immedi ate
setting of the site and inmportant views of it and from
it Where it is considered that existing zones of
protection make it unnecessary to inscribe a buffer
zone, those zones also should be shown clearly on the
map of the site.

Justification for |Inscription

a. Statenent of significance

b. Conpar ati ve analysis  (including state of
conservation of simlar sites).

C. Authenticity/Integrity

d. Criteria under which inscription is proposed (and
justification for inscription under these
criteria)

This is the nost crucial aspect of the whole nomnation

dossier. It must nmake clear to the conmmittee why the

site can be accepted as being “of outstandin% uni versa
val ue” . The whole of this section of the dossier

should be witten with careful reference to the
criteria for inscription found at paragraphs 24 and 44
of the QOperational Cuidelines. [t should not include
detail ed descriptive material about the site or its
managenent, which cone later, but should concentrate
on what the site represents.

The statement of significance (a) should nmake clear

what are the values enbodied by ‘the site. It may be
a unique survival of a particular building form or
habitat or designed town. It may be a particularly

fine or early or rich survival and it nay bear witness
to a vanished culture, way of life or eco-system It
may conprise assenblages of threatened endemc

speci es, excepti onal eco-syst ens, out st andi ng
| andscapes or other natural phenonena.

The conBarative analysis (b) should relate the site to
conparable sites, saying why it is nore worthy than
they are for inscription on the Wrld Heritage |ist
(or, if they are inscribed, what features distinguish
it fromthose sites). This may be because the site
is intrinsically better, or possessed of nore
features, species or habitats.
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It may al so be because the site is a larger or better
reserved or nore conplete survival or one that has
een less prejudiced by |ater devel oprments. This is

the reason for the requirement for an account of the

state of conservation of simlar sites.

The section relating to authenticity/integrity (c)
should flow fromthe account of the present state of
conservati on. In the case of a cultural site it
shoul d record whether repairs have been carried out
using traditional naterials and nethods and whether
the principles of the Venice Charter and other
international standards have been observed. In the
case of natural sites it should record any intrusions
from exotic species of fauna or flora and any human
activities which may have conprom sed the integrity of
the site. This section should denonstrate that the
site fulfills the criteria of authenticity/integrity
set out in paragra?hs 24 (b) (i) or 44 (2} (i) - (iv)
of the Operational Guidelines, which describe the
criteria in greater detail.

Section 2 (d) is therefore the cul mnation of the
section, relating the specific site to one or nore
individual criteria and saying unanbi guously why it
meets the specific criterion or criteria.

Description

Description of Property

H story and Devel opment

Form and date of nobst recent records of site
Present state of conservation

coow

This section should begin with a description (a) of
the property at the date of nom nation. It shoul d
refer to all the significant features of the property.
In the case of a cultural site this will include an
account of any building or buildings and their
architectural style, date of construction and
material s. It should al so describe any garden, park
or other setting. In the case of an historic town or
district it is not necessary to describe each
i ndividual building, but inportant public buildin?s
shoul d be described individually and an account should
be given of the planning or layout of the area, its
street pattern and so on. In the case of natural
sites the account should deal wth inportant physicm
attributes, habitats, species and other significant
ecol ogi cal features and processes. Species lists
shoul d be provided where practicable, and the presence
of threatened or endem c taxa shoul d be highlighted.
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The extent and net hods of exploitation of natural
resources shoul d be descri bed. In the case of

cultural landscapes it will be necessary to produce a
description under all the matters mentioned above.

Under item (b) of this section what is sought is an
account of how the property has reached its present
formand condition and the significant changes that it
has under gone. This should include sone account of
construction phases in the case of nonunents,
bui | di ngs or groups of buildings. Where there have
been maj or changes, demolitions or rebuilding since
conpletion they should also be described. In the
case of natural sites and |andscapes the account
shoul d cover significant events in history or pre-
hi story which have affected the evolution of the site
and give an account of its interaction w th hunankind.
This will include such matters as the devel opnent and
change in use for hunting, fishing or agriculture, or
changes brought about by climatic change, i nundati on,
eart hquake or other natural causes. I n the case of
cultural landscapes all aspects of the history of
human activity in the area will need to be covered.

Because of the wide variation in the size and type of
properties covered by properties nom nated as Wrld
Heritage Sites it is not possible to suq?est t he
nunber of words in which the description and history
of properties should be given. The aim however,
shoul d al ways be to produce the briefest account which
can provide the inportant facts about the property.

These are the facts needed to support and give
substance to the claimthat the property properly
comes within the criteria of paragraphs 24 and 44 of

the Qperational GCuidelines. e bal ance between
description and history will change according to the
applicable criteria. For exanple, where a cultural

site is nomnated under criterion 24 a (i), as a
unique artistic achievenent, it should 'not be
necessary to say very much about its history and
devel opnent .

Under section 3 (¢) what is required is a
straightforward statenent giving the form and date of
t he nost recent records or inventorY of the site.
Only records which are still available should be
descri bed.

The account of the present state of conservation of
the property [3 (d)] should be related as closely as
possi ble to the records described in the previous

par agr aph. As well as proyiding a general inpressjon
of the state of conservation dossiers should give
statistical or enpi ri cal i nformation wher ever

possi bl e.
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For exanple, in a historic town or area the percentage
of buildings needing major or mnor repair works, or
in a single major building or nonunment the scale and
duration of any recent or forthcom ng major repair
proj ects. In the case of natural sites data on
species trends or the integrity of eco-systens should
be provided. This is inportant because the
nom nation dossier will be used in future years for

purposes of conparison to trace changes in the
condition of the property.

Managenent

a. Owner shi p

h. Legal status

C. Protective neasures and means of inplementing them
d. Agency/ agenci es with managenent authority

e. Level at which management is exercised (e.g., on

site, regionally) and name and address of
responsi bl e person for contact purposes

f. Agreed plans related to property (e.g., regional,
| ocal plan, conservation plan, tourism devel opment
pl an)

_ Sources and levels of finance
% Sources of expertise and training in conservation

' and management techniques
I Visitor facilities and statistics o
j. Site managenent plan and statement of objectives

écopylto be annexed)
k. taffing | evel s (prof essional, techni cal,
mai nt enance)

This section of the dossier is intended to provide a
clear picture of the protective and nmanagenent
arrangements which are in place to protect and
conserve the property as required by the Wrld

Heritage Convention. It shoul'd deal both with the
policy aspects of |egal status and protective neasures
and with t he practicalities of day-t o- day

adm ni strati on.

Sections 4 (a) - (c) of the dossier should give the
|l egal position relating to the property. As wel | as
providing the nanmes and addresses of |egal owners [4
éa)] and the status of the property [4 (b?], it should
escribe briefly any | egal neasures of protection
applying to the site or any traditional ways in which
custom saf eguards it. Legal instruments should be
given their title and date. In addition,the dossier
shoul d say how in Practice these measures are applied
and how responsibility for dealing with potential or
actual breaches of protection is exercised. For
exanple, it should say whether the police, arny or
| oca authorities have the responsibility ~ for
enforcenent and whether in practice they have the
necessary -resources to do so.
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It is not necessary to set out all the elements of
| egal protection, but their main provisions should be

sunmarized briefly. In the case of large natura
sites or historic tows there may be a multiplicity of
| egal owners. In these cases it is necessary only to

list the major |and-— or property-owning institutions
and any representative body for other owners.

Sections 4 (d) and (e) are intended to identif%_bpth
the authority or authorities with |egal responsibility
for managing the groperty and the 1ndividual who is
actual ly responsible for day-to-day control of the
site and for the budget relating to its upkeep.

The agreed plans which should be listed at 4 (f) are
all those plans which have been adopted by
governmental or other agencies and which will have a
direct influence on the way in which the site is
devel oped, conserved, used or visited. _Either
rel evant provisions should be summarized in the

dossier or extracts or conplete plans should be
annexed to it.

Sections 4 (g) and (h) should show the funds, skills
and training which are available to the site.

| nformati on about finance and expertise and training
shoul d be related to the earlier information about the

state of conservation of the site. In all three
cases an estimate should also be given of the adequacy
or otherwi se of what is available, 1in particular

I denti fying any gaps or deficiencies or any areas
where hel p may be required.

As well as providing any available statistics or
estimates of visitor nunbers or patterns over several

years, section 4 (i) should describe the facilities
available for visitors, for exanple:

) car parKking;

i | avat ori es;

i) i nterpretation/explanation, whether by
trails, gui des, noti ces or
publ i cati ons;

giv) shops;

) restaurant or refreshment facilities;

Vi) site museum visitor or interpretation
centre;

Evii) over ni ght accommodati on;

viil) search and rescue.
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Section 4 (j) in the dossier should provide only the
briefest details of the managenent plan relating to
the site, which should be annexed in its entirety.
If the plan provides details of staffing levels it is
not necessary to conplete section 4 (k) of the dossier
and other sections may also be omtted where the plan
provi des adequate information (e.g. on finance and
training).

Factors Affecting the Site

a. Devel oprent Pressures (e.g., encroachnent,
adaptation, agriculture)

b. Environmental Pressures (e.g., pollution, climate
change)

C. Nat ural disasters and preparedness (earthquakes,

floods, fires, etc.)
Visitor/tourism pressures

Number of inhabitants within site, buffer zone
O her

—~ (D O

This section of the dossier should Erovide information
on all the factors which are likely to affect or
threaten a site. It should also relate those threats
to measures taken to deal with them whether by
application of the protection described at Section 4
(c) or otherwi se.

Section 5 (a) deals with devel opnment pressures.
Information 'should be given about pressure for
demolitions or rebuilding; the adaptation of existing
buildings for new uses which would harm their
authenticity or integrity; habi tat nodification or
destruction foll ow ng encroachi ng agriculture,
forestry or grazing, or through poorly managed tourism

or other uses; inappropriate or unsustainable natural
resource exploitation;  the introduction of exotic
speci es l1kely to disrupt nat ur al ecol ogi ca

processes, creating new centres of popul ation on or
near sites so as to harmthem or their settings.

Environmental pressures [5 (b)] can affect all types

of site. Air pollution can have a serious effect on
stone buildings and nmonuments as well as on fauna and
flora. Desertification can lead to erosion by sand
and w nd. What is needed in this section of the

dossier is an indication of those pressures which are
presenting a current threat to the site, or may do so
in the future, rather than an historical account of
such pressures in the past.
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Section 5 %C) shoul d indicate those disasters which
present a foreseeable threat to the site and what
steps have been taken to draw up contingency plans for
dealing with them whether by physical protection
measures or staff training. (I'n considering physical
measures for the protection of nonuments and buil di ngs
it is inmportant to respect the integrity of the
construction. )

In conpleting section 5 (d) what is required is an
i ndi cati on of whether the property can absorb the
current or likely nunmber of visitors w thout adverse
effects, i.e. its carrying capacity.

An indication should also be given of the steps taken
to manage visitors and tourists. ‘Anongst  possi bl e
fornms of visitor pressure to be considered are:

(i) Damage by wear on stone, tinber, grass
or other ground surfaces;

(i) Damage by increases in heat or humdity
| evel's;

(i) Damage by disturbance to the habitat of
l'iving or grow ng things;

(iv) Damage by the disruption of traditiona
cultures or ways of life;

(v) DamaPe to visitor experience as a
result of over-crowding.

Section 5 should conclude with the best avail able
statistics or estimate of the nunber of inhabitants
within the nomnated site and any buffer zone, any
activities they undertake which affect the site and an
account of anK other factors of any kind not included
earlier in the section which have the potential to
affect its devel opment or threaten it in any way (e.g.
terrorist activity or the potential “for  armed
conflict)

Moni toring/ Il nspecti on

a. Key indicators for measuring state of conservation

b. Adm ni strative arrangenent s for moni tori ng
property

C. Results of previous reporting exercises

This section of the dossier is intended to ﬁrovide t he
evidence for the state of conservation of the property
whi ch can be reviewed and reported on regularly so as
to give an indication of trends over tine.
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6.2 Section 6 ga) shoul d set out those key indicators
whi ch have been chosen as the neasure of the state of
conservation of the whole site. They shoul d be
representative of an inmportant aspect of the site and
relate as closely as possible to the statenent of
significance. Wiere possible they should be
expressed nunerically and where this is not possible
they should be of a kind which can be repeated, for
exanmpl e by taking a photograph fromthe sane point.
Exanpl es of good indicators are:

(i) t he number of species, or population of
N a keystone species on a natural site;
(i) t he percentage of buildings requiring

mpjor repair in a historic town or
o district;
(i) the nunber of years estimated to el apse

before a major conservation progranme
| is likely to be conpleted,
li the stability or degree of novenent in
a particular building or element of a

bui'l di ng;
(v) the rate at which encroachnment of any
kind on a site has increased or
di m ni shed.
6.3 Section 6 (b) should make clear that there is a

regul ar system of formal inspections of the property,
leading to the recording, at least annually, of the
conditions of the site. This should result, every
five years, in a state of conservation report to the
Wrld Heritage Committee.

6.4 Section 6 (c) should summarize briefly earlier reports
on the state of conservation of the site and provide
extracts and references to published sources.

1 Docunent ati on
a. Photographs, slides and, where available, film
h. Copi es of site managenment plans and extracts of

other plans relevant to the site
C. Bi bl i ogr aphy

d. ﬁd?aess where inventory, records and archives are
e
7.1 This section of the dossier is sinply a check-list of

the docunentation which should be provided to nmake up
a conpl ete nom nati on.
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7 (a) There should be enough phot ographs,
slides and, where possible, filmvideo
to provide a good general picture of
the site, including one or nore aeria
phot ogr aphs. Where possible, slides
shoul d be in 35mm format.

7 (b) Copi es of and extracts from plans
shoul d be provided.

I\/analgerrent pl an.

Legal  protection, if necessary
sunmari zed.

Maps and pl ans.

7 (c) The B|b||ography shoul d i ncl ude
references to all the main published
sources and should be conpiled to
i nternational standards.

7 (d) One or nore addresses for inventory and
site records should be provided.

8. Signature of behalf of the State Party

The dossier should conclude with the signature of the
official enpowered to sign it on behalf of the State

Party.
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WORLD HERI TAGE CONVENTI ON

PERI OO C WORLD HERI TAGE STATE OF CONSERVATI ON REPCORT

expl anatory notes

[ NTRODUCTI ON

One of the essential functions of the World Heritage
Committee is to monitor the state of conservation of
properties inscribed on the Wrld Heritage List.

At its eighteenth session, held in Phuket, Thailand
from 12 to 17 Decenber 1994, the Wrld Heritage
Commi ttee adopted the principles of nonitoring, making
a distinction between ‘systematic _nonitoring and
reporting’ and ‘reactive nmonitoring . These principles
are reflected in chapter |l of the Operational
Guidelines for the [Inplenentation of ‘the World
Heritage Convention which reads as foll ows:

A Systematic nonitoring and repor t i ng

70. Systematic nonitoring and reporting is the
conti nuous process of observing the conditions of
Wrld Heritage sites with periodic reporting on its
state of conservation.

The objectives of systematic nonitoring and reporting
are:

Wrld Heritage site: Inproved site nmanagenent,
advanced pl anni ng, reduction of energency and ad-hoc
i nterventions, and reduction of costs through
preventive conservation.

State Party: Inproved World Heritage policies,
advanced planning, inproved site nmanagenent and

preventive conservation.

Regi on: Regi onal cooperation, regional Wrld Heritage
policies and activities better targeted to the
specific needs of the region.

Conmmi ttee/ Secretari at : Bett er understandi ng of the
conditions of the sites and of the needs on the site,
national and regional levels. Inproved policy and
deci si on nmaki ng.

71. It is the prine resFonsibiIity of the States
Parties - to put in place on-site nonitoring
arrangenments as an integral conponent of day-to-day
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conservation and managenent of the sites. States
Parties should do so in close collaboration with the
site managers or the agency wth nanagenent authority.
It is necessary that every year the conditions of the
site be recorded bK the site manager or the agency
wi th management authority.

72. The States Parties are invited to submt to the
Wrld Heritage Committee through the Wrld Heritage
Centre, every five years, a scientific report on the
state of conservation of the Wirld Heritage sites on
their territories. To this end, the States Parties nay
request expert advice fromthe Secretariat or the
advi sory bodies. The Secretariat may al so conm ssion
expert advice with the agreement of the States
Parties.

73. To facilitate the work of the Conmttee and its
Secretariat and to achieve greater regionalization and
decentralization of World Heritage work, these reports
w |l be exam ned seﬁarately by region as deternined_by
the Committee. The World Heritage Centre Wil
synt hesi ze the national reports by regions. In doing
so, full use will be nmade of the avail abl e expertise
of the advisory bodies and other organizations.

74.  The Committee will decide for which regions state
of conservation reports should be presented to its
forthcom ng sessions. The States Parties concerned
will be informed at |east one year in advance so as to
give themsufficient tine to prepare the state of
conservation reports.

75. The Secretariat will take the necessary neasures
for adequate World Heritage information collection and
managenent, making full use, to the extent possible,
of the information/docunentation services of the
advi sory bodi es and ot hers.

B. Reactive nonitoring

76. Reactive monitoring is the reporting by the Wrld
Heritage Centre, other sectors of UNESCO and the
advi sory bodies to the Bureau and the Conmttee on the
state of conservation of specific Wrld Heritage sites
that are under threat. To this end, the States Parties
shall submt to the Conmmttee through the Wrld
Heritage Centre, specific reports and inpact studies
each time exceptional circunstances occur or work is
undertaken which may have an effect on the state of
conservation of the site. Reactive nonitoring is
foreseen in the procedures for the eventual deletion
of properties fromthe Wrld Heritage List as set out
in paras. 50-58. It is also foreseen in reference to
properties inscribed, or to be inscribed, on the List
88 Wrld Heritage in Danger as set out in paras. 83-



Optical Character Recognition (OCR) document. WARNING! Spelling errors might subsist. In order to access

(i)

to the original document in image form, click on "Original” button on 1st page.

The States Parties to the Wrld Heritage Convention
are, therefore, invited to put on-site nonitoring
structures in place and to report, every five years,
on the state of conservation of the Wrld Heritage
properties on their territories.

The purpose of these periodic state of conservation
reports is two-fold:

to assist site managers and States parties to
maintain systematic records of the state of
conservation of each site, identify problens and
sol uti ons;

to enable the Wirld Heritage Centre to maintain
a database of information relating to the state
of conservation of sites, identifying trends and
common  issues and  bri ef the Commttee
accordingly.

The prinmary document in respect of each site is the
nom nation dossier. The format for the periodic state
of conservation reports follows, therefore, the format
for the nom nation dossier. Consequently, where a
periodic state of conservation report is bein
Brepared for the first tine a conplete dossier shoul
e prepared in accordance with the new nom nation
format that was adopted by the Conmttee at its
ni neteenth session in 1995. These notes are intended
to be read in conjunction with the notes prepared for
the nomnation dossier, which should be consulted by
those preparing periodic state of conservation
reports.

The preparation of periodic state of conservation
reports should involve those who are responsible for
t he day-to-day managenent of the site. It could also
i nclude external expert advice if and when the State
Party concerned so w shes.

The format for periodic state of conservation reports
repeats the headings wunder which information is
required for a nomnation dossier, indicating the
extent to which each shoul d be considered in respect
of state of conservation reports. The nonination
dossi er and/or any previous state of conservation
report is the basic reference mterial for the
preparation of a state of conservation report. The
executive summary and the conclusions and recomended
actions are specific requirenments for the state of
conservation reports.
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(vi)

(Vii)

(Viii )

(i %)

1.1

1.2

CGeneral Requirenents

| nformation should be as precise and specific as
possible. It should be guantlfled where that can be
done and fully referenced.

Docunents should be concise. In particular 1|ong
hi storical accounts of sites and events which have
t aken place there should be avoided, especially when
they can be found in readily avail abl e published
sour ces.

Expressions of opinion should be supported by
reference to the authority on which they are nade and
the verifiable facts which support them

Dossi ers shoul d be conPIeted on A4 paper (210mm Xx
Y

297mm wi th maps and ans a maxi num of A3 paper
(297mm X 420mm) .

Executive Sunmary

A summary with a nmaximum [ ength of one page shoul d
precede the state of conservation report.

Identification of the Propertv

a. Country (and State Party if different).

b. State, Province or Region

C. Name of Property

d. Exact location on mp and indication of
geogr aphi cal coordinates to the nearest second

e. Maps and\or plans showi ng boundary of area
inscribed and of any buffer zone

f. ?Le% of site inscribed (ha.) and buffer zone

a

The information under 1(a)-1(d) should be verified and
repeated in all state of conservation reports because
it provides the basic information fromwhich sites can
be 1dentified.

Particular attention should be paid to the existence
and accuracy of maps and plans show ng the boundary of
the site and any buffer zone U?EH- Where the
nmonitoring process has led to a proposal that the
boundary of the site and/or buffer zone should be
altered, this should be stated clearly and the
exi sting and proposed boundaries should both be narked
clearly on the map.
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Justification for Inscription

Statenent of significance

Conﬁarative anal ysi s
Authenticity/Integrity

Criteria under which site was inscribed

(=TNORS M)

In this section it is necessary to review under item
2(a) if the values on the basis of which the site was
inscribed are retained. Under 2(b) and 2(c) it is only
necessary to record significant changes since
Inscription or since the previous state of
conservation report. Exanples mght include further
deterioration of simlar sites not on the |ist (under
2(b)) or a programme of repair which has inproved the
authenticity of the site by renmoving work using
unaut hentic techniques and naterials and replacing it
with traditional ones (under 2(c)).”

Description

a. Description of Property

h. Hi story and Devel opment _

C. Form and date of nost recent records of site
d. Present state of conservation

In each state of conservation report information
shoul d be provided under 3(a) and 3(b) about any new
significant data on the site or major events that have
occurred since the nomnation or previous report such
as new archaeol ogical excavati ons, scientific
di scoveries, natural disasters etc. Information under
3(c) and 3(d) should relate back to the nom nation
dossier or previous report. \Wen the records described
at 3(c) are the sane as those previously nentioned
this should be nade clear. In the case of the state of
conservation (3(d)) conparisons should be made wi th
the nom nation dossier or previous report. (This
subject wll also be illumnated by the information
provi ded under section 6 below).

Managenent

a. Owner ship

b. Legal status

C. Protective neasures and means of inplenenting them
d. Agency/ agenci es with managenent authority

e. Level at which management is exercised

f. Agreed plans relating to property

¢ Sources and |evels of finance

h. Sources of expertise and training in conservation

and managenent techni ques
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I Visitor facilities and statistics o
3. Site nanaPenent plan and statement of objectives
K. Staffing levels

In the case of headings 4(a) - 4(e) it is only
necessary to record information which has changed
since nomination or the previous report.

State of conservation reports should review the
i nformation about managenent provided in nomnation
dossiers or previous reports and draw attention to any
significant changes which have taken place.
| nformation shoul d al ways be provi ded under headi ngs
4(f) - 4(k) so that trends in levels of finance and
staffing and training can be established and up-to-
date copies of plans relating to the site will always
be provi ded.

In the case of all statistics which are available on
an annual basis (e.g. income, visitor nunbers, staff
nunbers) information should be provided for each year
since nomnation or the previous report, so that
conpl ete runs of figures can be maintained.

Factors Affecting the Site

Devel opnent  Pressures

Envi ronnental Pressures

Nat ural disasters and preparedness

Visitor/tourism pressure

E?gber of inhabitants within site\buffer zone
er

LS 1 o

Each state of conservation report should provide up-
to-date information under each of the headings 5(a) -
5(f), as indicated in the nom nati on document. This
section of the dossier should provide information on
all the factors which are likely to affect or threaten
a site. It should also relate those threats to
measures taken to deal wth them whether by
application of the protection described at Section
4(c) or otherwi se. Once again, where it is possible to
do so figures should be provided over a nunber of
years so that trends can be established as accurately
as possible.

Section 5(a) deals wth devel opnent pressures.
Information should be given about pressure for
dermolitions or rebuilding: the adaptation of existing
buildings for new uses which would harm their
authenticity or integrity; habi tat nodification or
destruction foll ow ng encroachi ng agricul ture,
forestry or grazing, or through poorly nanaged tourism
or other uses; inappropriate or unsustainable natural
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resource exploitation; the introduction of exotic
speci es likely to disrupt nat ur al ecol ogi cal
processes, creating new centres of population on or
near sites so as to harmthem or their settings.

Environnmental pressures [5(b)] can affect all types of
site. Ar pollution can have a serious effect on
stone buildings and nmonunents as well as on fauna and
flora. Desertification can |ead to erosion by sand and
wi nd. What is needed in this section of the dossier is
an indication of those pressures which are presenting
a current threat to the site, or may do so in the
future, rather than an historical account of such
pressures in the past.

Section 5(c) should indicate those disasters which
present a foreseeable threat to the site and what
steps have been taken to draw up contingency plans for
dealing with them whether by physical protection
measures or staff training. (In considering physical
measures for the protection of nonuments and buil di ngs
it is inportant to respect the integrity of the
construction. )

In conpleting section 5(d) what is required is an
I ndi cati on of whether the property can absorb the
current or likely nunber of visitors w thout adverse
effects, i.e. its carrying capacity.

An indication should also be given of the steps taken
to manage visitors and tourists. Anongst possible
forms of visitor pressure to be considered are:

(1) Damage by wear on stone, tinber, grass
or other ground surfaces; o

(i) Dana?e by increases in heat or humdity
| evel's;

(i) Damage by disturbance to the habitat of
living or grow ng things;

(iv) Damage by the disruption of traditiona
cultures or ways of life;

(v) Dawa?e to visitor experience as a
result of over-crowding.

Section 5 should conclude with the best avail able
statistics or estimate of the nunber of inhabitants
within the nomnated site and any buffer zone, any
activities they undertake which affect the site and an
account of an% other factors of any kind not included
earlier in the section which have the potential to
affect its devel opnent or threaten it in any way (e.dg.
terrorist activity or the potential for” ‘arned
conflict) .
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Moni t oring/ I nspection

a. Key I ndi cators for measuring state of
conservation

b. Adm ni strative arrangements for moni t ori ng
property

C. Results of previous reporting exercises and

fol lowup to reconmendations nade by the advisory
bodi es and\or the Wrld heritage Coomttee at the
time of inscription

This section is one of the keys to the report, because
it should provide the scientific basis for measuring
the state of conservation of the property over tine.
UP-to-date i nformation should be provided in respect
of each of the key indicators identified under heading
6(a) in the nom nation dossier. Care should be taken
to ensure that this information is as accurate and
reliable as possible, for exanple by carrying out
observations 1n the sanme way, using simlar equipnent
and at the same tine of the year and day. This should
m ni m ze such factors as the different inpression
given by photographs taken with different light |evels
or lengths of shadow.

It is also inmportant for the reporting process to
question the validity of the indicators, especially at
the early stages in the nmonitoring and reporting
cycle. The robustness and reliability of the data
shoul d be exam ned, as should its suitability as an
indicator of the general state of conservation of the
site. If there are doubts on these points the
possibility of adopting alternatives should be
consi der ed.

As well as reviewing the data, reports should under
headi ng 6(b) review the adm nistrative nmanagenment in
place for regularly monitoring the state of
conservation of the property, proposing anendnents if
that appears desirable.

Section 6(c) reviews the results of previous
nmonitoring exercises and should, over tine, provide
the account of the steps taken to inprove the state of
conservation of the property. It should also reviewif
any action has been taken in response to the
recommendati ons made by the advisory bodies and\or the
Wrld Heritage Conmittee at the tinme of inscription.
In the first report provided according to the format,
this section should include a list of all the issues
identified in the nmonitoring and reporting process.
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Docunent at i on

a. Phot ogr aphs, slides and, where available, film
b. Copi es of site managenment plans and extracts from
the plans relevant to the site
C. Bi bl 1 ogr aphy
d. ﬁd?aess where inventory, records and archives are
e

The docunentation which is provided with state of
conservation reports should include all plans revised
or conpleted since inscription or the previous report
and any other new material of relevance: photographic
records or new references for the bibliography, for
exanpl e.

Conclusions and recommended actions

The main concl usi ons under each of the sections of the
report, should be sunmarized and tabul ated together
with the proposed action to be taken, the agencies
responsi ble for taking the action and the time wthin
whi ch the action should be taken. A columm should be
left to record the outcome. Once successful action has
been recorded in a report, the recommendation can be
del eted from the subsequent reports.

Signature on behalf of the State Party

The report should conclude wth the nanes and
signatures of all those who have been responsible for
compiling it.





