
World Heritage 
Patrimoine mondial 

30 COM

 

Distribution limited / limitée 

Paris, 22 May 2006
Original: English 

 
UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL,  

SCIENTIFIC AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION 

ORGANISATION DES NATIONS UNIES 
POUR L'EDUCATION, LA SCIENCE ET LA CULTURE 

 
CONVENTION CONCERNING THE PROTECTION OF THE WORLD 

CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE 

CONVENTION CONCERNANT LA PROTECTION DU PATRIMOINE 
MONDIAL, CULTUREL ET NATUREL 

 
WORLD HERITAGE COMMITTEE  /  COMITE DU PATRIMOINE MONDIAL 

 
Thirtieth session  /  Trentième session  

Vilnius, Lithuania / Vilnius, Lituanie 
 

08-16 July 2006 / 08-16 juillet 2006 
 

Item 7 of the Provisional Agenda: State of conservation of properties inscribed on the World 
Heritage List. 
 
Point 7 de l’Ordre du jour provisoire: Etat de conservation de biens inscrits sur la Liste du 
patrimoine mondial. 
 
 

JOINT UNESCO-ICOMOS EXPERT MISSION REPORT 
RAPPORT DE MISSION CONJOINTE DES EXPERTS DE 

L’UNESCO ET DE L’ICOMOS 
 
 
Historic Centre of Saint Petersburg and Related Groups of Monuments (Russian Federation)  
(C 540)/ Centre historique de Saint-Pétersbourg et ensembles monumentaux annexes (C540) 
 

3-7 February 2006 / 3-7 fevrier 2006 

 
 

This mission report should be read in conjunction with Document: 
Ce rapport de mission doit être lu conjointement avec le document suivant: 

 
WHC-06/30.COM/7A.Add
WHC-06/30.COM/7B.AddWHC-06/30.COM/7B

WHC-06/30.COM/7A  



Report on the Mission to St. Petersburg, 
February 3 – 7, 2006 

 

The joint UNESCO-ICOMOS mission was requested by the authorities of the Russian Federation 
and took place from February 3 to February 7, 2006.   
 
Members of the joint UNESCO – ICOMOS mission to St. Petersburg were: 

Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Wilfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 

 
The mission was undertaken to: 
A) Examine the newly proposed architectural projects inside the core zone;  

B) Assess the state of conservation of the World Heritage Site; 

C) Discuss with the authorities the issue of the borders of the site and its buffer zone. 
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During the stay, the Mission had the opportunity to meet all the relevant federal and local 
authorities, and to discuss in depth with the technical experts all the issues related to the 
conservation of the site. 
 

 
1. Background to the mission 

1.1. Inscription on the World Heritage List 

In December 1990 the UNESCO’s World Heritage Committee inscribed at its 14th Session the 
nomination No. 540: Historic Centre of Leningrad and Surroundings (landmark complexes 
related to it); on the basis of Criteria I, II, IV and VI.  The site is located in the Region of St. 
Petersburg, known as the Region of Leningrad at the time of inscription.  Today the site is 
known as St. Petersburg and related groups of monuments. 
 
The  criteria used to justify inscription in 1990  were: 
Criterion I: 
In the field of urban design, Leningrad represents a unique artistic achievement in the ambition 
of the program, the coherency of the plan and the speed of execution. From 1703 to 1725, Peter 
the Great lifted from a landscape of marshes, peat bogs, rocks, architectural styles in stone and 
marble for a capitol St. Petersburg, which he wished to be the most beautiful city in all of 
Europe. 

Criterion II: 
The ensembles designed in St. Petersburg and the surrounding area by Rastrelli, Vallin de la 
Mothe, Cameron, Rinaldi, Zakharov, Voronikhine, Rossi, Montferrand, and others exerted great 
influence in the 18th and 19th centuries on the development of architecture and monumental arts 
in Russia and Finland. …. The urban model of St. Petersburg made explicit by later work 
completed under Catherine II, Alexander I and Nicholas I, was used during the reconstruction of 
Moscow following the fire of 1812, and as new cities such as Odessa or Sebastopol spread in 
the southern part of the empire. 

 



 

Criterion IV: 
The nominated cultural property links outstanding examples of baroque imperial residences 
with the architectural ensemble of St. Petersburg – the baroque and neoclassical capital par 
excellence.  

Criteria VI: 

Leningrad was twice directly and tangibly associated with events of universal significance. 
From 1703 to 1725, the construction of St. Petersburg ….symbolizes the opening of Russia to 
the western world and the emergence of the empire of the czars on the international scene. The 
Bolshevik Revolution triumphed in Petrograd in 1917 (the city had been renamed in 1914). The 
Aurora cruiser and the town house of Mathilde Kchesinskaia, later the museum of the Great 
Socialist Revolution of October, are, in the heart of Leningrad, symbols of the formation of the 
U.S.S.R. 

 
1.2.   History 
At the time of nomination, there was no state cadastral accounting system in the Russian 
Federation for real estate properties, making the precise identification of such properties 
impossible. In December 199,0 UNESCO’s World Heritage Committee inscribed 36 
nomination zones consisting of a total of 136 components. This included the comprehensive 
town planning structure of St. Petersburg and its suburbs constructed in the 18th and 19th 
centuries. 

With the change of government and the political, social and economic changes in the country in 
the 1990s, a new framework of regulations and legal acts was adopted. The introduction of new 
federal laws resulted in the Land Code of the Russian Federation of 2001 which set up a town 
planning cadastral system. Re-identification of the “Historical centre of St. Petersburg and the 
landmark complexes related to it” had become necessary, as illustrated by the example of the 
site components located on the St. Petersburg periphery which were at that time included on the 
territory of another jurisdiction of the Russian Federation. In this case, the sharing of a single 
World Heritage site between two state authorities caused organisational and managerial 
problems. 

In general, the political changes necessitated clear  identification of the property and 
establishment of the borders of the property according to the World Heritage Convention and 
Operational Guidelines. Of primary importance in this effort is the exclusion of site components 
mentioned erroneously as well as any other mistakes that were made in this context. 

Questions regarding borders, authenticity, and management of the site have been raised by 
several institutions, private citizens and groups of interest.  In particular, a letter from the 
Constant Council of the United Nobiliary Assemblies of Russia (4 July 2005) states that there is 
a lack of legislative foundation at the site. A letter from the Profile Committee on Culture (2 
February 2006) states that there is (1) a lack of definition (identification) of a property on the 
national level; (2) a neglect of nominated boundaries of the property of cultural heritage; (3) 
insufficient legal and organizational measures on preservation of the property of world heritage, 
and (4) a loss of authenticity and integrity. 

The contents of both these letters were discussed and during the mission a written statement was 
requested from Ms. Vera Dementyeva, Chairperson of the Committee for State Control, Use and 
Protection of Historical and Cultural Landmarks. At the time this report was written, a statement 
has not been received, but during the discussion on site it became evident that a number of 
misunderstandings had taken place and that several different interpretations resulted in this 
conflict. Nevertheless, further clarification is still necessary. 

 



 

 

1.3.  Background Materials 

 
During the mission, the Government of St. Petersburg, Committee for Government Survey, Use and 
Protection of Historical and Cultural Landmarks (KGIOP) presented two extensive compilations of 
a recently approved Master Plan of St. Petersburg entitled “Report Materials for UNESCO, St. 
Petersburg 2005” and “Analytical Note, St. Petersburg 2005.” 

Both give a comprehensive description of the present state of the World Heritage site of St. 
Petersburg including boundaries, legal issues, projects, development, state of conservation, etc. For 
example the number of landmarks has increased since the mid-1980s from approximately 4000 
units to about 7860 units; and in the year 2000 the territory of protection zones comprised  
73093.25 hectares. Apart from the historical architecture of the 18th and 19th centuries, architecture 
of the Art Nouveau Period and the 20th century Avant-garde, buildings of industrial heritage and 
sites of archaeological interest were added to the listings. New definitions of protected natural 
landscapes and of the territories of the “Lacunas” (areas free of development) led to the growth of 
the total protected area. 

 

1.4.  Justification of the Mission 
The Terms of Reference, mission agenda and list of parties met during the mission are attached as 
annexes. 

 

2.   Conservation Institutions and Plans 
 
A strong Conservation Department (KGIOP) is in existence, and has been able to impose its view 
within the overall planning process.  
The new Master Plan of St Petersburg (with 2015 and 2025 horizons) has been recently approved 
and will enter into force in July 2006. This Master Plan includes a clear strategy for conservation of 
the historic monuments and of the historic city that will guide - as soon as it is in force- public 
policy making. 
 
KGIOP (also named the Committee for Architecture) has a relatively large staff (114 today,9 more 
than in 2004)  of specialists and is in charge of all significant conservation projects in the city and 
its district.  For instance, in the past 15 years, since the fall of the Soviet Union, KGIOP has 
extended the listing of monuments from 4500 to 7783 (of which 2/3 are architectural elements and 
1/3 monuments). 
 
In addition to historical architecture of the 18th and 19th century, a number of buildings belonging 
to the Art Nouveau and the 20th century Avant-garde have been listed. Furthermore, buildings of 
industrial archaeology have been protected, while recently KGIOP started also including elements 
of archaeological interest. 
 
In recent years significant resources from the Central Government and International Banks have 
been made available for conservation. In particular the World Bank has financed the restoration of 
the old Marinsky Theater and the extension of the Hermitage. 
 
The celebration of the 300th anniversary of St Petersburg in 2003 provided an opportunity for 
investment: in 2002 $24.5 Million US were spent on conservation of historical buildings. The 
amount available for 2005 has increased to $32 Million US thanks to the increase of local and 
central Government grants and to the establishment of 3 Foundations supported by private donors. 



 
Within the World Heritage perimeters, 2 conservation zones have been established:  

• A conservation zone where no building activity is allowed, except for some special public 
interest programs such as the two projects mentioned above or for infrastructure needed to 
service the buildings.  In this area - corresponding to the inner core of the city - only 
restoration activities are possible; 

• A zone where urban development is possible, but is regulated in terms of compatibility with 
the traditional structures. 

 
Outside of the present borders of the World Heritage site, a “Landscape regulation zone” has been 
established, with the aim to prevent improper developments that could affect the historic core, such 
as high rise buildings or industrial developments.  The Mission concluded that the nature of this 
zone corresponds to the concept of “Buffer zone” as expressed in the Operational Guidelines, and 
recommended to propose its inclusion in the new definition of the World Heritage site. 
 

3.  Findings of the Mission 
Several meetings and field visits was conducted both inside and outside the city of St. Petersburg, to 
assess the situation of the main components of the World Heritage site.  A helicopter tour was 
organized by the local authorities to allow an overall vision of the area and its borders. Parts of the 
site were not accessible at the time of the Mission, due to the extreme temperatures of the Russian 
winter (-25°C on average). 
 

3.1  New Projects in the core zone 
 
The City of St Petersburg has promoted in recent times two major architectural projects in areas of 
public interest located inside the core zone: the extension of the Marinsky Theater and the 
rehabilitation of the “New Holland” island. Another large public project has been foreseen, but not 
yet launched, for the rehabilitation of the Stadium located in the northern part of the city, in an area 
presently located inside the core zone, but proposed for exclusion in the future. No information on 
these projects had been sent previously to UNESCO. 
 
A. Marinsky Theater 
 
The extension of the Marinsky Theater is the major project currently underway. It consists of three 
sub-projects, namely: 

• the restoration of the old Theater (an early 19th century classical architecture) under the 
direction of the French Architect Fabre Speller;  

• the construction of a new (second) “Stage” designed by the French Architect Dominique 
Perrault;   

• the construction of a third “Stage” re-using the Scenes Depot building  that burned in 2003, 
located in the vicinity of the Theater (but not on the same site), and also under the design 
and supervision of the French Architect Fabre Speller. 

 
The restoration of the old Theater is done according to very careful conservation standards and is 
not raising any issues.  The extension of the old Depot is also to be considered a reuse of a structure 
lost in the fire, and causes no concern. 
 
The component that has raised concern is the new construction. The project by Perrault is the 
winner of a formal and transparent international competition, managed according to the best 
international standards.  The project foresees a new building located in the area immediately 
adjacent to the Theater, and connected to it by a bridge passing over a canal.  The Perrault design is 
characterized by a “Golden Shell”, a golden steel and glass envelope that surrounds completely the 
building. 



 
The design is inspired by the golden domes and spires of the city but intends to create a sharp 
contrast with the traditional architecture of the site. The contrast is accentuated by the size of the 
extension, 10 m. higher than the existing Theater. According to the Artistic Director of the Theater, 
the internationally known Conductor Gerghiev, a meeting had just taken place in Moscow in the 
days preceding the mission, and the decision was taken to lower the height of the new complex in 
order to reduce the difference in height between the new and old structures.  
 
However, the design and the volume of Perraut’s project cannot serve as an example for other 
projects of urban development in the context of World Heritage. The architectural shape of the new 
Mariinsky can be accepted only as a singular (individual) solution for an exceptional project of 
special interest, and not one to be duplicated in other historic urban centres. 
 
The Mission concluded that, should this decision be confirmed, the impacts of the new structure on 
the World Heritage Values would be of no major relevance, as the structure will not be a major 
intrusion in the city landscape and would only be visible from the vicinity of the Theater. The area 
that will be occupied by the new structure was of limited interest, as an old Market built by 
Architect Quarenghi in the 18th century had already been destroyed in the past.  
 
B. New Holland 
 
The New Holland area is a triangular island where a 19th century depot and gallery to dry wood logs 
to be used for ship construction was located. The depot has fallen out of use and constitutes an 
interesting urban industrial archaeology site. The city decided to rehabilitate the area for public use. 
An international competition was organized and the winner was the project presented by the British 
Architect Sir Norman Foster.  
 
The Mission could visit the exhibition organized to present the results of the competition. The 
project presented by Foster is very sensitive to the preservation of the integrity of the area, while 
allowing a new use. The mission concluded that this project has no negative impacts on the World 
Heritage Values of the site. 
 
C. Renovations of the Hermitage  
 
During the visit, the Mission had the opportunity to meet the Director of the Hermitage, Mikhail 
Piotrovsky, and to discuss with him the renovation plans for the Museum and its future expansion. 
 
The Hermitage, one of the most important collections and Museum Institutions of the World, is one 
of the major cultural attractions of St Petersburg and of Russia. Therefore, it is very much supported 
by the Federal Government (2/3 of the total costs -equal to $60 Million - are supported by the 
Federation) and has developed an active policy of collaboration with foreign Institutions.  
 
In the past decade, the Museum has undergone major restorations and some work is still underway 
in the Small Hermitage and in the Theater.  In order to cope with an increasing flow of visitors, the 
Museum is planning to expand in the near future in the Prospecting Palace, although a concrete 
project proposal has not jet been presented. This will allow a more homogeneous use of the Square 
and avoid traffic invasion. 
 
 
4.1.   State of Conservation of the site 
 
An overall assessment of the state of conservation of the World Heritage site would obviously 
require a longer mission and a thorough examination of the initiatives undertaken by different 



public and private actors. However, the mission was able to assess the overall situation of the site 
and the policies currently promoted by the City for its conservation. 
 
Unlike most cities in the European continent, St Petersburg has been able to maintain the main 
features of its historic landscape. This is certainly due in part to the lack of pressures from investors 
(although they are increasingly strong) for high rise construction and urban transformation, but also 
to a specific long term conservation policy pursued by the local administrators. 
 
As a result, the historical urban landscape of the city has been effectively preserved.  During the 
tours, a high degree of authenticity and integrity could be noted due to the fact that alterations of 
ground floors, roof extensions and advertising on buildings have been kept to an acceptable amount.  
While it is evident that many public and private buildings are in need of maintenance, most of the 
monuments and palaces - both inside and outside the historic centre - have been or are being 
restored at high standards.  

 
The mission was able to visit the Peterhof complex, one of the highlights of the system of summer 
residences of the Czars, heavily damaged during World War II and now completely restored.  
Similarly, the Mission visited the Oranienbaum palace and was able to observe the restorations 
work underway.  
 
The City has established an effective urban conservation policy, for its monuments and landmarks 
and has developed appropriate planning and management tools to implement it.  
 
4.1.1.  The housing situation 
 
It appears that most of the residential buildings are in need of maintenance and renovation, and that 
the overall housing conditions, in terms of density and level of services, are still below European 
standards. No specific policy has been defined to deal with this critical issue inherited from the past, 
but city officials seemed aware that major changes in the housing density and occupation are 
expected in the coming years. This concerns in particular the large stock of so-called “communal 
buildings”, where basic services such as toilets are shared. It is likely that the expected 
improvement of the economic conditions of Russia in the coming years will have an impact on the 
housing stock. The least that can be expected is the lowering of the residential densities (a process 
that has characterized all European historic centers) and the restructuring of the buildings. Particular 
attention will have to be paid to the pressures to increase house volume, which is also a process that 
has taken place in most European historic centres. 
 
 
4.1.2. The increase of traffic  
 
The Mission was not able to examine in detail the impact of traffic on the World Heritage site, and 
strongly recommends that this issue be taken into consideration in the future.  The rapid economic 
development which occurred in Russia in the past decade, was not matched by adequate 
infrastructure investments and public transport services. This has generated a remarkable traffic 
problem in the inner core of the City.  The development of private transportation is inevitably 
creating pressure for infrastructure development, a need for garages and parking areas, and  
encroachment on pedestrian areas.  These risks need to be adequately assessed and addressed. 
 
 
4.2.   The Borders of the World Heritage site. 
 
The issue of the borders of this site goes back to the discussions that took place at the time of the 
nomination.  At the time of inscription in 1988, the nomination file had been submitted twice. The 
original file included essentially the historical centre. Subsequently, ICOMOS asked for a revision 



and a workshop was organized to define the new core zone. This exercise led to the addition of new 
areas, but failed to identify and propose a proper buffer zone. As a conclusion, the core zone 
proposed is rather large, corresponding to about 60% of the city's extension.  
 
However, at that time, as all the property belonged to the State, there was little regulation on key 
factors such as the heights limits, density and boundaries. As a conclusion, no effective protection 
was available when the Soviet regime was substituted by the democratic system, and properties 
started being privatized.   Consequently, the City Government decided to freeze temporarily the 
privatization process and to launch the preparation of a new Master Plan, currently in its final stage 
of approval (July 2006).  
 
Under the new Master Plan, over 72,000 ha are included in regulated zones where height controls 
exist. Furthermore, all the listed buildings are identified in the Plan. The Plan includes also the 
protection zone and the buffer zone for most of the 138 areas included in the World Heritage 
nomination located outside of the City Centre but still inside the borders of the City District.  
 
The Mission was not able to obtain information on the parts of the World Heritage property located 
in the territory of this regional body. It was however indicated that the responsibility for the proper 
protection of these areas lies with authorities of the Russian Federation. 
 
The planning exercise dealt also with the issue of the borders of the World Heritage site. The goal 
was not to shrink the protected zone, but to eliminate some minor discrepancies existing between 
the old Plan and the new Plan.  The borders of the historic centre of St. Petersburg do not exactly 
coincide with the borders at the time of nomination in 1988; the divergence is roughly about 10%.  

The St Petersburg Authorities presented to the mission team a very detailed report including a 
translation of all the new policies, plans and regulation prepared by the City in the last 2 years. This 
includes the new Master Plan for the protected zones and the new regulations for the protection of 
the Landscape zones. 
 
Furthermore, maps with the new proposed borders were provided for the historic centre. For the 
parts of the World Heritage site located outside of the City District, the City officials stated that 
maps are available with the precise indication of borders, core zones and landscape protection zones. 
Some samples of these maps (fully satisfactory) have been submitted. 
 
 

5. Conclusions 
 

Conclusions on point 3.1. 
• The City will send to the World Heritage Centre within one month (i.e. in early March  2006) 

the information concerning the 2 projects currently under implementation (Marinsky Theater 
and New Holland), in order to allow the Centre to prepare the State of Conservation Report 
for the Committee in July 2006. 

• Information on future major projects (such as the rehabilitation of the Stadium and the new 
infrastructure development programs) will be provided on time to the World Heritage Centre, 
in order to allow a proper evaluation. 

 
Conclusions on point 4.1 

• The City will inform the World Heritage Centre periodically of major renovation and 
conservation initiatives undertaken, both inside the Historic Centre and in the area located 
outside; 

• The City will inform the World Heritage Centre, on an annual basis, of new major policies 
or plans affecting the World Heritage site. 



 
Conclusions on point 4.2. 
After extensive discussions, the following process was agreed with the City Officials and the 
representatives of the Russian Federation: 

• The City of St Petersburg will send to the World Heritage Centre, via the Russian National 
Commission, by 15 April 2006, all the maps with the indication of borders, protected zones, 
listed buildings and areas of Landscape protection. Furthermore, it will send a document 
listing all the areas included in the World Heritage Site outside of the Historic Centre but 
still inside the City District, with the indication of the surface of each parcel and the 
geographic coordinates; 

• By 30 September 2006, the City of St Petersburg will send, via the National Commission, a 
draft proposal for the new borders of the Core Zone of the World Heritage site, with an 
explanation for the major changes proposed. Furthermore, the City will send a proposal for 
the new Buffer Zone of the World Heritage site; 

• Similar proposals (core and buffer zones) will be transmitted for all the sites located in 
external areas, within the City District; 

• The Authorities of the Russian Federation will request the Leningradskaya to provide the 
same information and maps for the areas of the World Heritage site located in its territory; 

• The World Heritage Centre will examine the proposal and send its comments within 
October 2006; 

• The Russian Federation will send a request for the inclusion of the Buffer Zone and the 
other proposed changes to the World Heritage property -according to Art. 165 of the 
Operational Guidelines- by 1 February 2007; 

• The file will be transmitted to the Advisory Body for evaluation and will be submitted to the 
World Heritage Committee at its 32nd session in 2008. 

 

 

 



APPENDIX 
 
I. Terms of Reference  

 
For the joint UNESCO – ICOMOS mission to St. Petersburg, Russian Federation  
(2-6 February 2006) 

 
1. Carry out a joint UNESCO-ICOMOS mission, as requested by the authorities of the Russian 

Federation, to review the state of conservation of the World Heritage site of Saint Petersburg, 
Russian Federation, inscribed on the World Heritage List in 1990; 

 
2. Review the overall situation in Saint Petersburg with regard to the state of conservation of 

the site in its widest context, its integrity and authenticity, its boundaries and buffer zone, 
and how proposed constructions (specifically the new Marinsky Theatre) that will 
potentially affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the site; 

 
3. Discuss with national and local authorities how the current issues regarding the buffer zone 

and boundaries of the site affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the site; 
 
4. Discuss with national and local authorities how any construction plans affect the 

Outstanding Universal Value of the site; 
 
5. Discuss with relevant authorities, local institutions and organisations the protection of listed 

buildings within the World Heritage site; 
 
6. Discuss with national and local authorities ways and means to strengthen the management of 

the site, and any aspects of proposed Management Planning activities; 
 

7. Consider any requirements to elaborate and/or revise the management plan for the area in 
order to improve the management capability and effectiveness, and evaluate opportunities 
for co-operation on conservation management and development as exchange of experience 
with other World Heritage sites; 

 
8. Prepare a detailed report, according to the enclosed format, by 15 March 2006 for review by 

the World Heritage Committee considering Operational Guidelines paragraphs 178-186 and 
192-198, and submit the report to the World Heritage Centre in electronic form (not 
exceeding 10 pages; according to the enclosed format). 

 
 
II. The Mission Team: 
  

Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Wilfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 

 
 

III. The Mission Team met with the following people: 

Members of the relevant bodies of the City of Saint. Petersburg and of the Russian 
Federation listed in alphabetical order were: 

 
Badarch Dendev – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
Dementieva Vera - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and Protection of the 
Monuments of History and Culture; 
Filimonov Roman - Chairman of the Committee for Construction 



Gorbatenko Sergey – Senior Officer, Committee of State Control, Using and Protection of 
the Monuments of History and Culture; 
Kirikov Boris – Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and Protection of 
the Monuments of History and Culture; 
Komlev Aleksey- Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and Protection of 
the Monuments of History and Culture; 
Makovetsky Igor – Chairman, ICOMOS Russia;  
Matvienko Valentina, Governor of St. Petersburg 

Ordzhonikidze G. – Executive Secretary of National Commission of the Russian 
Federation for UNESCO 
Piotrovskiy Mikhail, Director of the State Hermitage 
Prohorenko A. – Chairman, Committee for External Relations 
Pyatigorskiy Vitaliy – Director of Maltiyskaya Chapel 
Rasumov A. – Head of Legislative Division, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of the Monuments of History and Culture; 
Strougova Natalia - Senior Officer, Committee for External Relations 
Taratynova Olga – First Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of the Monuments of History and Culture; 
Vahmistrov Alexander, Vice -Governor of St. Petersburg, 
Viktorov Alexander – Chairman of the Committee for Architecture and City Planning 
Schennikov Vladimir – interpreter 

 
 
IV. Mission Agenda 
 
Friday, February 3, 2006 
 
15.10 
 Pulkovo-2 

Arrival of Mr. Bandarin, flight AF 2698 
Meeting at the airport. 
Transfer to the Hotel Europe 

16.20 - 17.00 
Grand Hotel  
Europe 

Accommodation at the Hotel Europe 

17.00 - 18.00 
Grand Hotel 
«Europe» 
Billiard’s Hall 
 
 
 

Business-branch at the Hotel.  
Working meeting with Ms. Vera Dementjeva, Chairman of the Committee for 
State Control, Use and Protection of Historical  and Cultural Landmarks 
(КГИОП) 
Definition of the program and the working schedule. 
Acquaintance with the documents (legal acts in the sphere of  landmarks’ 
protection and zoning)  

18.30 - 19.00 Visit to the construction site of the second stage of the Mariinsky Theatre 

18.05 
Pulkovo-2 
 
19. 00  
 
19.30 
Grand Hotel 
Europe» 

Arrival of  Mr. W. Lipp, flight LH from Frankfurt 
 
Transfer to the Hotel Europe 
Accommodation at the Hotel Europe 
 
Transfer to the Mariinsky Theatre   
 

20.00 - 21.30 Ballet Giselle   



Marinsky 
Theatre 

 

21.30- 23.30 
Restaurant 
“On the 
Backstage” 

Dinner on behalf of Mr. Valery Gergiev, Artistic Director of the Mariinsky 
Theatre 

 
Saturday, February 4, 2006 
 
  
10.00 

Breakfast  
Departure from the Hotel 
 

10.00 – 11.30 City Tour: St. Petersburg as an Object of the World Heritage.      
Borders of the historical city, protection zones; objects for restoration 
Participants:  
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria; 
Igor Makovetsky – Chairman, ICOMOS Russia;  
Boris Kirikov – Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments  
of  History and Culture; 
Aleksey Komlev - Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Sergey Gorbatenko –  Senior  Officer,  Committee of State Control, Using 
and Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 
 

11.30 – 12.30 
Peter and Paul 
Fortress 

Excursion on Helicopter.  
Protection zoning, objects for architectural protection. 
 

13.00 – 14.00 
Restaurant  
«Ресторанъ», 
Tamozhenny 
lane, 2 

Lunch 
 

14.30 – 17.00 
КГИОП office 
Sq. Lomonosov, 
1 

Work with the documents:  
 -  General Plan of St. Petersburg and the Borders of Protection Zones for 
the Cultural Heritage Objects on the Territory of St.Petersburg;  
Territory of St.Petersburg;  
-  St. Petersburg Strategy  of Cultural Heritage Preservation; 
 
-  Decree of St. Petersburg “Objects of Cultural Heritage;  
 
Regimes in the Protection Zones of Cultural Heritage Objects.  
Participants:  
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria; 
Igor Makovetsky – Chairman, ICOMOS Russia;  
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments  of  History and Culture; 
Olga Taratynova – First Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, 
Using and Protection of  the  Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Boris Kirikov – Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 



Aleksey Komlev - Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Sergey Gorbatenko –  Senior  Officer,  Committee of State Control, Using 
and Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
A. Rasumov – Head of Legislative Division, Committee of State Control, 
Using and Protection of the Monuments of History and Culture; 
Vladimir Schennikov – interpreter 

17.00 - 18.30 Free time 
18.45 
 
19.00 
Restaurant  
Flying 
Dutchman, 
Mytninskaya 
emb.4 

Departure from the Hotel 
 
 
Dinner  
 

 
Sunday, February 5, 2006 
 
   
10.00  

Breakfast  
Departure from the Hotel to Peterhof  

11.00 - 13.00 
Peter and Paul 
Fortress 

Excursion in Peterhof 
 

13.30  - 14.00 Meting Mr. Vadim Znamenov, Director of Peterhof  Museum 
Lunch 
Participants:  
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria; 
Dendev Badarch – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Olga Taratynova – First Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, 
Using and Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Sergey Gorbatenko –  Senior  Officer,  Committee of State Control, Using 
and Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 

14.30 
15.00 - 16.00 
 

Departure to Oranienbaum  
Excursion in Oranienbaum 

17.00  - 18.15 
18.15 

Return to St. Petersburg.  
Departure from the Hotel to Maltijskaja Chapel 

18.30  - 19.30 Objects of restoration – Maltiyskaya Chapel. Concert. 
Participants: 
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 
Dendev Badarch – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
Vitaliy Pyatigorskiy – Director of  Maltiyskaya Chapel 
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Olga Taratynova – First Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, 
Using and Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 

20.00 Dinner 



Restaurant 
«Adamant» 
Mojka emb, 78 
 
Monday, February 6, 2006 
 
   
10.20 

Breakfast  
Departure from the Hotel to the State Hermitage 

11.00 - 12.30 
Hermitage 

Visiting State Hermitage 

12.30 - 14.30 
Hermitage 
Restaurant 
«Hermitage» 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
15.00 - 16.00 
Smolniy, r. 359 

Meeting with Mr. Mikhail Piotrovskiy, Director of the State Hermitage 
Lunch 
Participants: 
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 
Dendev Badarch – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
G. Ordzhonikidze – Executive Secretary of National Commission of the 
Russian Federation for  UNESCO 
Igor  Makovetskiy - Chairman, ICOMOS Russia 
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments 
Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 
 
Meeting  Mr.Alexander Vahmistrov, Vice -Governor of St. Petersburg, 
Mr. Alexander Viktorov – Chairman of the Committee for Architecture and 
City Planning, Mr. Roman Filimonov - Chairman of the Committee for 
Construction 
 
Participants: 
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 
Dendev Badarch – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
G. Ordzhonikidze - Executive Secretary of National Commission of the 
Russian Federation for  UNESCO 
Igor Makovetskiy - Chairman, ICOMOS Russia 
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments 
Alexander  Victorov – Chairman, Committee on architecture and city 
planning 
Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 

16.00 - 18.00 
Smolny 

Meeting with Ms. Valentina Matvienko, Governor of St.Petersburg  
Issues of Identification and Management  of  World Heritage Objects  
 
Participants: 
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 
Dendev Badarch – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
G. Ordzhonikidze - Executive Secretary of National Commission of the 
Russian Federation for  UNESCO 
Igor Makovetskiy -  Chairman, ICOMOS Russia 
Alexander Vahmistrov, Vice -Governor of St.Petersburg 
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments 
A. Prohorenko – Chairman, Committee for External  Relations 



Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 
19.00 
Restaurant 
«Palkin» 

Dinner 
 

 
 
Tuesday, February 7,2006 
   
11.30 – 12.30 
Hotel Europe  
«Puschkinskiy» 
hall 

Summary meeting. 
Recommendations of the World Heritage Centre for the Committee of State 
Control, Use and Protection of Historical  and Cultural Landmarks  
 
Participants: 
 
Francesco Bandarin – Director, WHC 
Willfried Lipp – Chairman, ICOMOS Austria 
Dendev Badarch – Executive Director, Moscow UNESCO Office 
Vera Dementieva - Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments 
Aleksey Komlev - Deputy Chairman, Committee of State Control, Using and 
Protection of  the Monuments of  History and Culture; 
Natalia Strougova - Senior  Officer,  Committee for External  Relations 
 

13.00 Departure to the airport 
15.45 
Airport, 
Pulkovo-2 
 
16.10 
Airpor,t 
Pulkovo-2 

Return Flight to Vienna 
 
 
Return Flight to Paris. Flight AF 2699 
 

 


	Distribution limited / limitée
	Ordzhonikidze G. – Executive Secretary of National Commission of the Russian Federation for UNESCO


