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SUMMARY

Following the latest version of the amendments to the Operational Guidelines sent to all
States Parties on 1 December 2009, comprising the amendments submitted to the
World Heritage Committee during its 33rd session (Seville, 2009) as well as those
made by Committee members (Australia, Canada) during the debate on this issue, 20
States Parties have responded by sending their proposed amendments to the
Operational Guidelines.

Draft Decision: 34 COM 13, see Point IlI.




A.

PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO THE OPERATIONAL GUIDELINES AS PRESENTED AT
SEVILLE

Following the latest version of the amendments to the Operational Guidelines sent to all States
Parties on 1 December 2009, comprising the amendments submitted to the World Heritage
Committee during its 33rd session (Seville, 2009) as well as those made by Committee members
(Australia, Canada) during the debate on this issue, 20 States Parties have responded by sending
their proposed amendments to the Operational Guidelines.

For easy reference, these
gréen. The former amendments proposed by Australia and Canada remain highlighted in yellow and
those of the Secretariat i In the French version of this document, improvements regarding
French language have been inserted by the Secretariat in blue.

All comments sent by States Parties as well as those provided by the Advisory Bodies, including on
the implications of adopting any of these hew amendments in relation to the Operational Guidelines
as a whole, will be available during the Working Group which it is proposed to be established in
Brasilia.

In the entire text of the Operational Guidelines, Bafbados has proposed to write “@utstanding
Universal Malue” in capital letters. These have been directly inserted in the text to avoid repetition.

Protection and Management (paragraphs 96 and 103)

>

Proposed amendments to paragraph 96 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 96: Protection and management of World Heritage properties should
ensure that their Outstanding Universal Value, i integrity and/or
authenticity at the time of inscription, is sustained or enhanced in-the-future

B

Paragraph 103: Wherever necessary for the proper conservation protection
of the property, an adequate buffer zone should be provided.

. Process for the inscription of properties on the World Heritage List

(paragraphs 128, 132, 159, 160, 164, 165, 166 and 167)

>

Proposed amendments to paragraphs 128, 159, 160, 164, 165, and 166 of the
Operational Guidelines concerning the deadline of submission

Paragraph 128: Nominations may be submitted at any time during the year, but
only those nominations that are "complete" (see paragraph 132) and received b
the Secretariat on or before 1 Februar

will be considered for inscription on the
World Heritage List by the World Heritage Committee during the following year.
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Only nominations of properties included in the State Party's Tentative List will be
examined by the Committee (see paragraph 63).

Paragraph 159: Nominations which the Committee decides to refer back to the
State Party for additional information may be resubmitted to the following
Committee session for examination. The additional information
to the Secretariat by 1 February

of the year in
which examination by the Committee is desired. The Secretariat will immediately
transmit it to the relevant Advisory Bodies for evaluation. A referred nomination
which is not presented to the Committee within three years of the original
Committee decision will be considered as a new nomination when it is resubmitted
for examination, following the procedures and timetable outlined in paragraph 168.

Paragraph 160: The Committee may decide to defer a nomination for more in

depth assessment or study, or a substantial revision by the State Party. Should the

State Party decide to resubmit the deferred nomination, it *
resubmitted to: deleted] the Secretariat by 1 February

. These

nominations will then be revaluated by the

relevant Advisory Bodies during the course of the full year and a half evaluation
cycle according to the procedures and timetable outlined in paragraph 168.

Paragraph 164: If a State Party wishes to request a minor modification to the

boundaries of a property already on the World Heritage List, it

the Committee through the
Secretariat, which will seek the advice of the relevant Advisory Bodies. The
Committee can approve such modification, or it may consider that the modification
to the boundary is sufficiently important to constitute an extension of the property,
in which case the procedure for new nominations will apply.

Paragraph 165: If a State Party wishes to significantly modify the boundary of a

property already on the World Heritage List, the State Party shall submit this
roposal as if it were a new nomination. This re-nomination
by 1 February

and will be evaluated in the full
year and a half cycle of evaluation according to the procedures and timetable
outlined in paragraph 168. This provision applies to extensions, as well as
reductions.

Paragraph 166: Where a State Party wishes to have the property inscribed under
additional, fewer (Australia-Canada) or different criteria other than those used for
the original inscription, it shall submit this request as if it were a new nomination.
This re-nomination

and will be evaluated in the full year and a half cycle of evaluation
according to the procedures and timetable outlined in paragraph 168. Properties
recommended will only be evaluated under the new criteria and will remain on the
World Heritage List even if unsuccessful in having additional, fewer or different
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(Australia-Canada) criteria recognized.

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 132 of the Operational Guidelines

the following

Paragraph 132: For a nomination to be considered as "complete",
requirements (IBHENTREREANRERENS HEIEGNATRRERS) - 1o be met

Paragraph 132 (point 5) Managemen

be provided in the nomination,

Paragraph 132 (point 6): Monitoring

States Parties shall include the key indicators prepesed in place (Poland) to

measure and assess the state of conservation of the property, the factors affecting
it, conservation measures at the property, the periodicity of their examination, and
the identity of the responsible authorities.

Paragraph 132 (point 7): Documentation
All recessary documentation Necessary to substantiate the nomination shall be
provided. In addition to what is indicated above, this shall include &) digital

hotographs 35 mm slides,
the photograph image
authorization form (see Annex 5, point 7.a).

inventory

The text of the nomination shall be transmitted in prrnted form as well as in
electronic format

Paragraph 132 (point 10): Number of printed copies required:
« Nominations of cultural properties (excluding cultural landscapes): 2 identical
copies
« Nominations of natural properties ghdiculturallandscapes: 3 identical copies
« Nominations of mixed properties ane-culturaHandseapes: 4 identical copies

Paragraph 132 (point 11): Paper and electronic format
Nominations shall be presented on Ad4-size paper (or “letter”); and “aise’

in electronrc format (\Nord and/or PDF format) (ehsket—te—er—@D—R@M)—

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 167 of the Operational Guidelines

Paraﬁraﬁh 167: A-State-Party [The State Party which'has'inscribed the  property

may request that the Committee authorize a modification to the name
of a property already inscribed on the World Heritage List. A request for a
modification to the name shall be received by the Secretariat at least 3 months
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prior to the meeting of the Committee.

C. Evaluation of nominations by the Advisory Bodies (paragraph 150)

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 150 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 150: The concerned States Parties are invited to send, at least two
i 14 days (Australia-Canada) before the opening of the session

of the Committee, a letter to the Chairperson, with copies to the h

Advisory Bodies, detailing the factual errors they might have identified in the

evaluation of their nomination made by the Advisor i

This letter will be distributed in the working languages to the
members of the Committee and may be read out by the Chairperson following the
presentation of the evaluation.

Paragraph 150:

D. Decision of the World Heritage Committee (paragraph 155)

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 155 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 155: The Statement of Outstanding Universal Value should include a
summary of the Committee's determination that the property has Outstanding
Universal Value, identifying the criteria under which the property was inscribed,
including the assessments of the conditions of integrity or authenticity, and of the
rotection and management in force /Ofi and the
. The Statement of Outstanding
Universal Value shall be the basis for the future protection, management of the

property.

E. Modifications to the boundaries (paragraphs 107, 164, 168 and 176)
» Proposed amendment to paragraph 107 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 107: Although buffer zones are not normally part of the nominated
property, any modifications to the buffer zone subsequent to inscription of a

property on the World Heritage List should be approved by the World Heritage
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» Proposed amendments to paragraph 164 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 164: If a State Party wishes to request a minor modification to the -

boundaries of a property already on the World Heritage List, it SHal-SUBRIt-thiS
& by 1 February By the Committee through the
Secretariat, which will seek the advice - of the relevant Advisory Bodies on
whether . The Secretariat shall then
submit the Advisory Bodies’ opinion and evaluation (Poland) to the Committee
(Australia-Canada). The Committee may approve such a modification, or it may
consider that the modification to the boundary is sufficiently significant as to constitute

a significant boundary modification (Australia-Canada) an-extension of the prope

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 168 of the Operational Guidelines

Timetable / Procedures for the inscription of properties on the World
Heritage List:

At least tweo 14 (Poland) Correction of factual errors by States Parties
working days before the

opening of the annual World The concerned States Parties can send, at
Heritage Committee _session least two 14 (Poland) working days before the
Year 2 opening of the session of the Committee, a

letter to the Chairperson, with copies to the
Advisory Bodies, detailing the factual errors
they might have identified in the evaluation of
their nomination made by the Advisory Bodies.

» Proposed amendment by the Secretariat to improve the drafting of paragraph
176 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 176 e):

F. The List of World Heritage in Danger (paragraphs 179-181)

» Proposed amendments to paragraphs 179, 180 and 181 of the Operational
Guidelines

Paragraph 179 (b)(vi):

- : _
India prefers the original sentence.
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Paragraph 180 (b)(v) - New Paragraph:

—

Parairaﬁh 181: In addition, the factor—orfactors—which—are—threatening fhfeats

on the integrity of the
property must be those which are amenable to correction by human action. In the
case of cultural properties, both natural factors and man-made factors may be
threatening, while in the case of natural properties, most threats will be man-made
and only very rarely a natural factor (such as an epidemic disease) will threaten

the integrity of the property. In some cases, the factor—orfactors—which—are
ihreatening ihreats andlor their deleterious sfieets impacts (Philippines) on the

integrity of the property may be corrected by administrative or legislative action,
such as the cancelling of a major public works project or the improvement of legal
status.

G. International assistance (paragraphs 240, 241, 248, 249, 250 and 252)

» Proposed amendment to paragraph 240 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 240: A balance will be maintained in the allocation of resources for
cultural and natural heritage. This balance is reviewed and decided upon on a regular
basis by the Committee

» Proposed amendment to paragraphs 241 of the Operational Guidelines

VILE Summary Table

Deadline for

Type of
international
assistance

Purpose

Budiet ceilinfs

submission of
request

Authority for
approval

Emergency
Assistance

This assistance may be requested to address ascertained or
potential threats facing properties included on the List of World
Heritage in Danger and the World Heritage List which have
suffered severe damage or are in imminent danger of severe
damage due to sudden, unexpected phenomena. Such phenomena
may include land subsidence, extensive fires, explosions,
flooding or man-made disasters including war. This assistance
does not concern cases of damage or deterioration caused by
gradual processes of decay, pollution or erosion. It addresses
emergency situations strictly relating to the conservation of a
World Heritage property (see Decision 28 COM 10B 2.c). It may
be made available, if necessary, to more than one World Heritage
property in a single State Party (see Decision 6 EXT. COM 15.2).
The budget ceilings relate to a single World Heritage property.

The assistance may be requested to :
(i)  undertake emergency measures for the safeguarding
of the property;

(if)  draw up an emergency plan for the property.

Up to US$
5.000

Between US$
5.001 and
75.000

Over US$
75.000

At any time

At any time

1 February

Director of the
World Heritage
Centre

Chairperson of
the Committee

Committee
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» Proposed amendments to paragraphs 248, 249, 250 of the Operational
Guidelines

Paragraph 248: All requests for international assistance for cultural heritage are
evaluated by ICOMOS and ICCROM, except requests d US$
5,000.

Paragraph 249: All requests for international assistance for mixed heritage are
evaluated by ICOMOS, ICCROM and IUCN, except requests *
US$ 5,000.

Paragraph 250: All requests for international assistance for natural heritage are
evaluated by IUCN, except requests lipitolandineluding USs$ 5,000.

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 252 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 252: All requests for International Assistance of more than US$ 5,000,
b, are

evaluated by a panel composed of representatives of the World Heritage Centre
Regional Desks and the Advisory Bodies, the Chairperson of the
World Heritage Committee or one vice-chairperson, meeting at least twice a year
before action by the Chairperson and/8f Committee. Requests for the approval of
the Chairperson can be submitted at anytime to the Secretariat and a
the Chairperson after appropriate evaluation.
and including USD 75

ANNEXES OF THE OPERATIONAL GUIDELINES

It is proposed to amend the following annexes of the Operational Guidelines:

» ANNEX 3: GUIDELINES ON THE INSCRIPTION OF SPECIFIC TYPES OF
PROPERTIES ON THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST

» ANNEX 5: FORMAT FOR THE NOMINATION OF PROPERTIES FOR
INSCRIPTION ON THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST

» ANNEX 10: STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE (NEW
ANNEX proposed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies)

> ANNEX 11: CHANGES MODIFICATIONS (Poland) TO WORLD HERITAGE

PROPERTIES (NEW ANNEX proposed by the World Heritage Centre and
the Advisory Bodies)

» ANNEX 3: GUIDELINES ON THE INSCRIPTION OF SPECIFIC TYPES OF
PROPERTIES ON THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST
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http://www.icomos.org/studies/sarockart.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/sarockart.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/rupestre.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/rupestre.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/collieries.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/collieries.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/balkan.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/balkan.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/viticoles.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/viticoles.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/rock-latinamerica.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/rock-latinamerica.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/rockart-sahara-northafrica.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/rockart-sahara-northafrica.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/cultural-landscapes-pacific.htm�
http://www.icomos.org/studies/cultural-landscapes-pacific.htm�
http://www.iucn.org/about/work/programmes/wcpa_worldheritage/wheritage_pub/�

ANNEX 5: FORMAT FOR THE NOMINATION OF PROPERTIES FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE WORLD

HERITAGE LIST

> Proposed amendment by United States of America to Annex 5, Executive Summary

Executive Summary

This information, to be provided by the State Party, will be updated by the Secretariat following the decision by the
World Heritage Committee. It will then be returned to the State Party confirming the basis on which the property is

inscribed on the World Heritage List.

State Party

State, Province or Region

Name of Property

Geographical coordinates to the nearest second

Textual description of the boundary(ies) of the
nominated property

A4 (or "letter") size map of the nominated
property, showing boundaries and buffer zone (if
present)

Attach A4 (or "letter") size map

Criteria under which property is nominated
(itemize criteria) (see Paragraph 77 of the
Operational Guidelines)

Draff Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
(text should clarify what is considered to be the
outstanding universal value embodied by the
nominated property,

Name and contact information of official local
institution/agency

222

Revision of the Operational Guidelines

Organization:
Address:

Tel:

Fax:

E-mail:

Web address:
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» Proposed amendments to Annex 5, Point 1.d: Identification of the property

Totalarea(inhectares) | ha |~ ha

1d Geographical coordinates to the nearest | In this space provide the latitude and longitude
second coordinates (to the nearest second) or UTM

coordinates (to the nearest 10 metres) of a point at
the approximate centre of the nominated property.
Do not use other coordinate systems. If in doubt,
please consult the Secretariat.

In the case of serial nominations, provide a table
showing the name of each

-, its region (or nearest town as appropriate),
and the coordinates of its centre point. Coordinate
format examples:

N 45° 06' 05" W 15° 37'56" or
UTM Zone 18 Easting: 45670
Northing: 86750
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le Maps and plans, showing the boundaries | Annex to the nomination, and list below with
of the nominated property and buffer zone scales and dates:

0] An original copy of a topographic map
showing the property nominated, at the largest
scale available which shows the entire property.
The boundaries of the nominated property and
buffer zone should be clearly marked. Either on
this map, or on an accompanying one, there
should also be a record of the boundaries of zones
of special legal protection from which the
property benefits. Multiple maps may be
necessary for serial nominations.

Maps may be obtained from the addresses shown
at the following Web address
http://whc.unesco.org/en/mapagencies

If topographic maps are not available at the
appropriate scale, other maps may be substituted.
All maps should be capable of being geo-
referenced, with a minimum of three points on
opposite sides of the maps with complete sets of
coordinates. The maps, untrimmed, should show
scale, orientation, projection, datum, property
name and date. If possible, maps should be sent
rolled and not folded.

Geographic Information in digital form is
encouraged if possible, suitable for incorporation
into a GIS (Geographic Information System). In
this case the delineation of the boundaries
(nominated property and buffer zone) should be
presented in vector form, prepared at the largest
scale possible. The State Party is invited to
contact the Secretariat for further information
concerning this option.

(ii) A Location Map showing the location of the
property within the State Party,

(iii) Plans and specially prepared maps of the
property showing individual features are helpful
and may also be annexed.

To facilitate copying and presentation to the
Advisory Bodies and the World Heritage
Committee A4 (or “letter”) size reduction and a
digital image file of the principal maps should
&8l86 be included in the nomination text if possible.

Where no buffer zone is proposed, the nomination
must include a statement as to why a buffer zone
is not required for the proper
conservation of the nominated property.
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» Proposed amendments to Annex 5, Point 3: Justification for inscription

3. Justification for Inscription: This section must make clear why the
3.1 Propesed—Statement—of —Outstanding | Property is considered to be of "Outstanding
Universal\/alue Universal Value".

The whole of this section of the nomination
should be written with careful reference to the
criteria for inscription found in Paragraph . of
the Operational Guidelines. It should not include
detailed descriptive material about the property or
its management, which are addressed in other
sections, but should concentrate on why the
property is important.

F

3.1. Proposed Statement of Outstanding Universal | The proposed Statement of Outstanding Universal
Value Value should make clear why the property is

considered to merit inscription on the World
Heritage List (see Paragraphs 77 and 155 of the
Operational Guidelines). It may be an outstanding
unigue survival of a particular building form or
habitat or designed town. It may be a particularly
fine or early or rich survival and it may bear
witness to a vanished culture, way of life or eco-
system. It may comprise assemblages of
threatened endemic species, exceptional eco-
systems, outstanding landscapes or other natural
phenomena.
According to the paragraph 155, the Statement of
Outstanding Universal Value should be composed
of :
i. Brief synthesis
ii. Criteria
iii. Integrity for all properties and Authenticity
for properties nominated under criteria (i) to

(vi)
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iv. Management and protection requirements
(Australia-Canada)

The brief synthesis should EoMprise Be:
cemposed-of (Barbados

3.1. a) Brief synthesis

)

i)

i
Based-on-the—criteria—used-above,—theproposed
Statement-of Qutstanding-Universal \alue-should
make—clear—whythe property—is—considered-to
merit-inscription-on-the-World-Heritage-List (see
Paragraphs—154-157—of —the— Operational
Gl’"d. elines) ." Fhay be—a-—u tque SH"""aI.GI a
paltle.ulal Beding Ig.“ I9|I Fa.bltat o Id35|g _|ed|
survival-and-it-may-bear-witness-to—a-vanished
cufture—way —of life—or—eco-system—H—may
comprise—assemblages—of —threatened—endemic
species,—exceptional—eco-systems,—outstanding
landscapes-or-other-natural-phenomena-

See Paragraph 77 of the Operational Guidelines.

Provide a separate justification for each criterion
cited

State briefly how the property meets those criteria
under which it has been nominated (where
necessary, make reference to the "description” and
"comparative analysis" sections below, but do not
duplicate the text of these sections.
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3,1. Integrity and/or Authenticity The statement of integrity andfer authenticity
should demonstrate that the property fulfils the

conditions of integrity and. authenticity set out
in Section 11.D of the Operational Guidelines,
which describe these conditions in greater detail.

In the case of natural properties, it should record
any intrusions from exotic species of fauna or
flora and any human activities that could
compromise the integrity of the property.

In the case of a cultural property it should also
record whether repairs have been carried out using
materials and methods traditional to the culture, in
conformity with the Nara Document (1995) (see
Annex 4).

| 3.1.d) Protection and management requirements |

' B2 |Comparative analysis (including state of | The property should be compared to similar

; imi P properties, whether on the World Heritage List or
conservation of similar prOpertleS) not. The comparison should outline the

similarities the nominated property has with other
properties and the reasons that make the

nominated property stand out. Fhe-comparative

iﬁ

» Proposed amendment to Annex 5, Point 5 e) : Property management plan or
other management system

(to add at the end of the paragraph)

» Proposed amendment to Annex 5, Point 7 a): Photographs, slides, image
inventory and authorization table and other audiovisual materials

IMAGE INVENTORY AND PHOTOGRAPH AND AUDIOVISUAL
AUTHORIZATION FORM

- in accordance with the amendments proposed in Paragraph 132,

point 7. Documentation.
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» Proposed new Annex 10

Justification: To comply with the Committee’s Decision 31 COM 7.3, paragraph 9,
it is proposed that an Annex on the format of Statement of Outstanding Universal
Value be drafted by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies to provide
guidance to States Parties.

As a result of the cooperative process of developing
should only be
hen they are agreed by the State(s) Party(ies), the World

entre and the Advisory Bodies and are ready for adoption by the

|
|

Heritage C
Committee
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il

Justification: In response to a request by many States Parties concerning the
implementation of paragraphs 163-167 of the Operational Guidelines, which relate to
boundary modifications, criteria or name of a World Heritage property, a new Annex 11
is proposed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies to guide States
Parties.
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The Secretariat shall then submit the

Advisory Bodies’ opinion

significant boundary modification (Australia-Canad
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photographs (Australia-Canada

identical (Australia-Canada
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fewer (Australia-Canada

fewer or different

(Australia-Canada)
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=0
(¢]

Committee after inscription (Australia-Canada)

|

Il
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II. NEW AMENDMENTS TO THE OPERATIONAL GUIDELINES PROPOSED BY THE EXPERT
MEETINGS

Some amendments were proposed by the following expert meetings:

e Expert Workshop on “Science and Technology”, 21-23 January 2008, London, United
Kingdom

e Workshop on Advancing Sustainable Tourism at Natural and Cultural Heritage Sites,
September 2009, Mogao Caves, China

o Expert meeting on the Inclusion of the Historic Urban Landscape, 7-11 December 2009,
Rio de Janeiro, Brazil

¢ International Expert Meeting on serial nominations and properties, 25-27 February 2010,
Ittingen, Switzerland

e International Expert Meeting on Upstream process of nominations: creative solutions
during the nomination process, 27-29 April 2010, Phuket, Thailand

» Proposed amendment to paragraph 110 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 110: An effective management system depends on the type, characteristics and needs of
the nominated property and its cultural and natural context. Management systems may vary
according to different cultural perspectives, the resources available and other factors. They may
incorporate traditional practices, existing urban or regional planning instruments, and other plannin

control mechanisms, both formal and informal.

» Proposed amendment to paragraph 111 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 111: In recognizing the diversity mentioned above, common elements of an effective
management system could include:

a) a thorough shared understanding of the property by all stakeholders;
b) a cycle of planning, implementation, monitoring, evaluation and feedback;

) the involvement of partners and stakeholders;
) the allocation of necessary resources;
capacity-building; and

an accountable, transparent description of how the management system functions.
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» Proposed new paragraph, to be included after current Paragraph 112 of the Operational
Guidelines

New Paragraph:

» Proposed amendment to paragraph 119 of the Operational Guidelines

Paragraph 119: World Heritage properties may support a variety of ongoing and proposed uses that
are ecologically and culturally sustainable

The State Party and partners must ensure that such
sustainable use does not adversely impact the outstanding universal value, integrity
and/or authenticity of the property. Furthermore, any uses should be ecologically and culturally

sustainable. For some ﬁmﬁerties, human use would not be appropriate.

» Proposed new paragraph, to be included after current Paragraph 119 of the Operational
Guidelines

New Paragraph:

ANNEXES OF THE OPERATIONAL GUIDELINES

It is proposed to amend the following annexes of the Operational Guidelines:

» ANNEX 2B: TENTATIVE LIST SUBMISSION FORMAT
FOR SERIAL TRANSNATIONAL AND TRANSBOUNDARY SITES

» ANNEX 3: GUIDELINES ON THE INSCRIPTION OF SPECIFIC TYPES OF PROPERTIES ON
THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST

» ANNEX 5: FORMAT FOR THE NOMINATION OF PROPERTIES FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE
WORLD HERITAGE LIST
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> NEW ANNEX PROPOSED BY SWITZERLAND BASED ON THE CONCLUSIONS AND
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE INTERNATIONAL EXPERT MEETING ON SERIAL
NOMINATIONS AND PROPERTIES

= FOR SERIAL TRAVENATIONAL AND TRAISBOUNDARY

ik
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» ANNEX 3: GUIDELINES ON THE INSCRIPTION OF SPECIFIC TYPES OF PROPERTIES ON
THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST

* Amendments proposed by the ExpertiMeeting on the inciusion of the Historic Urban
Landscape.

I. CULTURAL LANDSCAPES, TOWNS, CANALS AND ROUTES
CULTURAL LANDSCAPES

» Proposed amendment to current sub-heading “Definition” within Annex 3

Definition/and Categoriesi|.. ]

» Proposed amendment to paragraph 8 of Annex 3

8. The term "cultural landscape” embraces a diversity of manifestations of the interaction between
humankind and its natural environment

» Proposed amendments to paragraph 10 of Annex 3

10. Cultural landscapes fall into three main categories, namely:

() The most easily identifiable is the clearly defined landscape designed and created
intentionally by man. This embraces * garden and parkland landscapes which
are often associated with religious or other buildings and ensembles.

(i) The second category is the organically evolved landscape. This results from an initial social,
economic, administrative, and/or religious imperative and has developed its present form by
association with and in response to its natural environment. Such landscapes reflect that
process of evolution in their form and component features. They fall into two sub-categories:

]

- a continuing landscape is one which retains an active social role in contemporary society
i closely associated with the traditional way of life, and in which the

evolutionary process is still in progress. At the same time it exhibits significant material
evidence of its evolution over time.

» Proposed amendment to current heading “HISTORIC TOWNS AND TOWN CENTRES” and to
paragraph 14 of Annex 3

Definitions and categories
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and sites eligible for inscription on the World Heritage List fall into main categories, namely:

() towns—which those thai are no longer inhabited but which provide unchanged archaeological
evidence of the past;-these-generally-satishythe-criterion-ofauthenticity and-theirstate-of conservation

» Proposed amendment to current sub-heading “Inscription of Historic Towns and Town
Centres on the World Heritage List” and to paragraph 15 of Annex 3
Inscription of Histeric Fowns-and-Fown-Centres Urban Areas and Settlements on the World Heritage List

15. The significance of Historie—Fowns—and—TFownCentres UfBanTATeas and Settlements can be
examined under the factors outlined below:

()  Towns Urban/Areas and Setflements no longer inhabited

The evaluation of towns pecial-dif 0 3
these _ related to archaeological properties in general: the
criteria which call for uniqueness or exemplary character have led to the choice of groups of buildings
noteworthy for their purity of style, for the monuments they contain and sometimes for their important
hlstorlcal associations. It is important for urban archaeologlcal sites to be Ilsted as mtegral units. A

emains of such a-eity should be preserved in their entirety together with
their natural surroundings whenever possible.

(ii) Inhabited histerie-towns Ufban Areas and Settlements
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Nomination files'should also demonstrate that legislative and administrative measures have already
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been taken to ensure the protection of the urban area or settlement. Informed awareness on the part of
the concerned, without whose active participation any conservation scheme would be

impractical, is also essential.

> Amendment proposed by Unitéd "Kingdom on the basis of the conclusions and
recommendations of the Expert Workshop on “Science and Technology”. This amendment
should be inserted in Annex 3 after the Heritage Routes as a new typology of heritage.

i
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i
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» ANNEX 5: FORMAT FOR THE NOMINATION OF PROPERTIES FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE
WORLD HERITAGE LIST

> Amendments proposed by AUSEfalia on the basis of the recommendations of the
Workshop, Advancing Sustainable Tourism at Natural and Cultural Heritage Sites.

Annex 5, Point 4 b): Factors affecting the property
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lll. DRAFT DECISION
Draft Decision: 34 COM 13
The World Heritage Committee,

1. Having examined Document WHC-10/34.COM/13,

2. Recalling Decisions 31 COM 16, 32 COM 13 and 33 COM 13 respectively adopted at its 31st
(Christchurch, 2007), 32nd (Quebec City, 2008) and 33rd sessions (Seville, 2009);

3. Decides to create, a Working Group on the revision of the Operational Guidelines for the

Implementation of the World Heritage Convention as a Consultative Body as per Rule 20, which will
report back to the Committee at the end of the 34th session.
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