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by Hubert-Jan Henket

DOCOMOMO, the international organisation for the Documentation and Conservation of buildings and sites of the Modern Movement, was invited in 1992 by ICOMOS to produce a report on the heritage of the Modern Movement as it relates to the World Heritage List (WHL). This advisory programme had the task of testing whether the current WHL criteria are applicable to buildings and sites of the Modern Movement. Another task was to suggest the sorts of buildings and sites that might be expected to be candidates for assignment. It was also agreed that DOCOMOMO should propose a worldwide selection of about 20 modern buildings, sites or ensembles of "outstanding universal value" which respective national authorities might nominate for the list. The DOCOMOMO report includes suggestions on both the organisation and the method of selection appropriate to the heritage of the Modern Movement, which might also be useful in considering other aspects of the 19th- and 20th-century built heritage. By mandate of the DOCOMOMO Council, the preparation of this report was entrusted to its International Specialist Committee on Registers (ISC/R). 
Working method
All national working parties of DOCOMOMO were requested to document modern buildings and sites at both the local and the national level. At the local level a National Register (NR) had to be compiled and maintained, representing an open file recording the local Modern Movement heritage. The respective working parties determine the criteria for local documentation in national registers, but these are generally based on guidelines established by the ISC/R. 
For the International Selection (IS), the national working parties are asked to select approximately 10 of the internationally most important buildings or sites which reflect technical, social and aesthetic innovation, and their historical significance should be evaluated. The evaluations are recorded in a standardised format on the International Selection fiches. Where appropriate, the evaluation gives evidence of canonic status, i.e. the building as a radical prototype for architectural change at a national or international level. 
However, selection is not restricted to the canonic; it also includes "ordinary" buildings which are manifestations of national or regional modernity illustrating the diversity of modern architecture. Individual buildings, complexes and entire neighbourhoods, civil engineering works, interiors, landscape gardens, industrialised building components such as curtain walls are all potential candidates for selection. 
The criteria of technical, social and aesthetic innovation have provided a valuable qualitative base line for the concept of "modernity", helping the ISC/R in preparing the tentative list of modern buildings and sites for the World Heritage List. The exercise can therefore be regarded as a third, global level of the overall documentation. 
The proposal for WHL selection
About 350 cultural monuments are now inscribed on the WHL which together represent a history of thousands of years. Since both population and building construction have boomed in the 20th century compared with times gone by, a considered balance is needed between "older" and more recent heritage. 
The national working parties were asked to nominate a number of modern buildings or sites, not necessarily in their own country, for inclusion on the WHL based on provided guidelines. Submissions were to state the WHL criteria under which each candidate was deemed to qualify, and include a general text justifying the proposal. About 100 buildings and sites were nominated by the national working parties ranging in age from 1897 to 1977, many receiving several mentions. An expected limitation of DOCOMOMO's scope was geographical. Few nominations related to south and east Asia, and none to Africa. It is evident that these "blind spots" should be investigated in the near future by DOCOMOMO. The long list was further evaluated by the ISC/R. To make a well-considered selection, properly representative of international diversity, the proposals are analysed by location, building type, date, architect and quality, partly indicated by the number of mentions, partly by academic references. The significance of the selection of buildings and sites for the national registers for the International Selection, and therefore for the tentative list of the WHL, is by its nature an ongoing process. 
As time passes, buildings of the 20th century deteriorate, and become obsolete, compromising their physical integrity. This transitory state is increasingly prevalent today, due to technological change, economic demand, growth and movement. It is our urgent responsibility to identify and preserve for future generations surviving works of the Modern Movement, representing part of the rich heritage of the 20th century. 
It should be stressed once more that the DOCOMOMO tentative list of buildings and sites for the WHL consists only of representations of the Modern Movement. The DOCOMOMO organisation sincerely hopes that other organisations will emerge in the near future, caring for other significant expressions of the diverse architectural heritage of the 20th century. We are always pleased to advise those interested in starting such an organisation. 
The following modern monuments are already inscribed on the WHL as of December 1996: 

  Brazil - Brasilia, layout/public buildings, L. Costa/O. Niemeyer, 1957-60 

  Germany - Dessau/Weimar, Bauhaus and its sites, W. Gropius, 1925-26, H. Van der Velde, 1904-06, G. Muche, 1923 

  Sweden - Stockholm, Woodlands Cemetery, G. Asplund/S. Lewerentz, 1918-40 


Oeuvres
DOCOMOMO International suggests that the oeuvres of the following designers could be considered to have outstanding universal value: Alvar Aalto (1898-1976) - Paimio Sanatorium; Villa Maireia; Sunila - Factory and Housing; Säynatsälo Town Hall; all in Finland/Le Corbusier (1887-1965) - Villa Savoye, Poissy; Weekend House, St. Cloud; Unité d'Habitation, Marseille; Notre-Dame du Haut, Ronchamp; all in France; Chandigarh, layout/public buildings, India/Ludwig Mies van der Rohe (1886-1969) - Tugendhat House, Brno, Czech Republic; Lake Shore Drive, apartment block, Chicago; Crown Hall, Illinois Institute of Technology, Chicago; Seagram Building, New York; all in the United States. Frank Lloyd Wright (1869-1959) - Unity Church, Robie House; both in Chicago; Falling Water, Bear Run; Johnson Wax factory, Racine; Usonian houses; Guggenheim museum, New York; all in the United States. 


Buildings and sites
In addition, the following individual modern buildings and sites should be considered: 

BRAZIL

  Belo Horizonte, Pampulha complex garden, O. Niemeyer & R. Burle Marx, 1943 

CANADA

  Montreal, Habitat 67, M. Safdie et al., 1964

CZECH REPUBLIC

  Prague, Müller House, A. Loos, 1930 

  Zlín, Bat'a Company Town, K.L. Gahura, V. Karfík et al., 1920-50 

DENMARK

  Århus, Town Hall, A. Jacobsen & E. Moller, 1937-41 

FRANCE

  Villejuif-Paris, Karl Marx Schools, A. Lurçat, 1929 

  Le Havre, reconstructed city, A. Perret et al., 1945-60 

GERMANY

  Frankfurt/Main, Housing estates, E. May et al., 1927-28 

  Löbau, Schminke House, H. Scharoun, 1933 

  Stuttgart, Weissenhof Estate, L. Mies van der Rohe/P. Behrens/J.J.P. Oud/V. Bourgeois/A.G. Schneck/Le Corbusier/J. Frank/M. Stam/H. Scharoun et al. 

ITALY

  Como, Casa del Fascio, G. Terragni, 1928-36 

  Turin, Exhibition Pavilion, P.L. Nervi, 1947-48/53 

JAPAN

  Tokyo, Nagakin Capsule Tower, N. Kurokawa, 1971 

  Tokyo, Olympic Halls, K. Tange, 1961-64 

NETHERLANDS

  Amsterdam, Orphanage, A. Van Eyck, 1955 

  Rotterdam, Van Nelle Factories, J.A. Brinkman/L.C. Van der Vlugt, 1928-31 

  Utrecht, Schröder House, G.Th. Rietveld, 1924 

RUSSIA

  Moscow, Narkomfin Collective House, M. Ginzburg, 1932 

  Moscow, Russakov Club. K. Melnikov, 1927-29 

SWITZERLAND

  Zürich, Doldertal Apartment Blocks, A. & E. Roth/M. Breuer, 1933 

UNITED KINGDOM

  Bexhill-on-Sea, De la Warr Pavilion, E. Mendelsohn & S. Chermayeff, 1934 

  London, Highpoint I + II, B. Lubetkin & Tecton, 1934/38 United States 

  New York, Lever House, Skidmore, Owings & Merrill/G. Bansheff, 1952 

  New York, Pacific Palisades Case Study house No. 8, Ch. & R. Eames, 1947-49 

  Philadelphia, Philadelphia Savings Fund Bank, G. Howe & W. Lescaze, 1932 

  Philadelphia, Richards Medical Research Building, L. Kahn, 1957-65 
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