
Prague Workshop Final Report  

    

Report on the Workshop of National Focal Points of Central, South-East and 
Eastern European Countries on the Preparation of Periodical Monitoring Reports 

on the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention 
 

Prague, 2011 
 
 
 

 
INTRODUCTION1

 
The Workshop of National Focal Points of Central, South-East and Eastern European Countries took 
place from 26-27 May 2011 at the Nostic Palace in Mala Straná in Prague, Czech Republic. The meeting 
was attended by 38 participants from 20 countries (Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Croatia, Georgia, Hungary, FYR of Macedonia, Moldova, Montenegro, Poland, 
Romania, Russian Federation, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Ukraine, Czech Republic), as well as by 
Representatives of IUCN, ICOMOS, ICCROM, the UNESCO World Heritage Centre and international 
experts. The list of participants, the agenda of the meeting and working groups are attached as Annexes I, 
II and III.  Copies of the presentations are available at http://whc.unesco.org/en/events/745. 
 
The meeting was opened by Mrs Anna Matoušková, Deputy Minister of Culture of the Czech Republic and 
Mrs Naděžda Goryczková, Managing Director of the National Heritage Institute, who welcomed all the 
participants of the meeting. 
 
This sub-regional working meeting was focused on the Second Cycle of Periodic Reporting of the cultural 
and natural World Heritage properties for the European and North American Region, which will be 
launched in region in 2012.  The primary purpose of the meeting was to train national focal points  
 

• to prepare retrospective Statements of Outstanding Universal Value, an essential prerequisite of 
the Second Cycle of Periodic Reporting 

• to submit boundary clarifications as an answer to the Retrospective Inventory 
• to become familiar with the Part I Questionnaire on their state party’s legislative and administrative 

provisions for implementation of the World Heritage Convention, and the Part II Questionnaire on 
individual properties 

• to prepare site managers to complete the Part II Questionnaire for individual sites 
 
The meeting was structured around the three major pillars of the process of the Second Cycle of Periodic 
Reporting.  These are: 
 

1. The Retrospective Inventory for properties inscribed up to 1998 
2. Retrospective Statements of Outstanding Universal Value (SOUV) for properties inscribed up to 

2006 
3. The Questionnaire: Part I, which has to be filled for all states parties and Part II which has to be 

completed for each property inscribed up to 2012 
 
The primary focus for training was on the preparation of retrospective Statements of Outstanding 
Universal Value (SOUV), while the other sessions were more focused on briefing.  The training was based 
on four working groups, each preparing the SOUV for a specific property:  Each section of the Statement 

                                                 
1 This report has been prepared by Mr Christopher Young, Rapporteur, with the support of Pavla 
Hlušičková 
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was the subject of a keynote presentation by international experts, followed by a working session on that 
part of the SOUV.  Each working group session was followed by a short discussion in plenary.  The four 
properties were: 
 

• The Historical Complex of Split with the Palace of Diocletian 
• Natural and Cultural Heritage of the Ohrid Region 
• Upper Svaneti 
• Lednice-Valtice Cultural Landscape 

 
 
 
INTRODUCTION TO THE 2ND CYCLE OF THE  PERIODIC REPORTING EXERCISE: PRINCIPLES, 
OBJECTIVES AND TIMETABLE  
 
Mrs Petya Totcharova, Head of Europe and North America, World Heritage Centre, first set the context for 
the meeting.  Submission of periodic reports on implementation of the 1972 UNESCO Convention for the 
Protection of World Cultural and Natural Heritage is one of the obligations of States Parties to the 
Convention. One of the essential processes of the Convention, it provides basic information for its future 
implementation and also plays a key role in the development of professional preparedness and mutual 
awareness among all stakeholders.  
 
She outlined the process for the Second Cycle of Periodic Reporting.  In the European and North 
American Region, all sites inscribed on the World Heritage right up till 2012 will be covered in the 
exercise.  Part I and II reports for each State Party will be presented at the same time, rather than in 
successive years as happened in the first cycle.  States Parties will be divided into two groups, based on 
sub-regions.  Group 1 will submit its reports by July 2013, and Group 2 by July 2014.    The decision on 
which sub-regions should be in Group I and which in Group II will be made at the 35th session of the 
Committee in June 20112.  Part of the questionnaires of the Periodic Reporting will be prefilled – it is 
important to check this information before sending it on. The exercise will be entirely online. 
 
There will be two levels of reporting:  
 
1/ Section I by national Focal Point(s) (All States Parties) on legislative, administrative and other 
measures taken by each State Party to implement the Convention.  Focal Points will need to check and 
validate prefilled information and to provide the remaining information required  
 
2/ Section II for each property should be completed by the Site Manager . Prefilled information will need to 
be checked and validated for properties covered in the first cycle and remaining questions should be 
answered by the Site Manager.  Section II Questionnaires must be validated by national Focal Points 
before they are finally submitted to UNESCO 
 
The Centre recommended that national Focal Points should organise training workshops for site 
managers since the better informed they are, the better the results will be. A toolkit for the site managers 
is expected by the end of the year 2011.  The questionnaires will be useful for different audiences like Site 
Managers, States Parties, WH Committee, WH Centre and the Advisory Bodies. 

                                                 
2 At the 35th session, it was decided that North America, with the Western, Nordic and Baltic Europe sub-
regions would be Group I and submit reports in 2013, while the  Mediterranean, Central, and Eastern 
and South-Eastern Europe sub-regional groups would submit reports in 2014. 
The World Heritage Centre will present the periodic report for North America to the World Heritage 
Committee at its 38th session in 2014 and for Europe at its 39th session in 2015. 
(WHC 35 COM Decision 10C.2) 
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Second cycle deadlines: 
- 1 December 2011: answer to the Retrospective Inventory (properties inscribed between 1978 and 

1998) (cf. Decision 35 COM 8 D) 
- 1 February 2012: Deadline for submission of draft retrospective Statements of Outstanding 

Universal Value (properties inscribed between 1978 and 2006) (cf. Decision 34 COM 10 B.3) 
- June–July 2012: Formal launching of the 2nd cycle of the Periodic Reporting Exercise in Europe 

and North America (properties inscribed between 1978 and 2012) at the 36th session of the World 
Heritage Committee 

- 31 July 2013: submission of the filled-in Section I and Section II questionnaires by the States 
Parties Group1  

- June-July 2014: presentation of the final report for North America to the World Heritage 
Committeee 

- 31 July 2014: submission of the filled-in Section I and Section II questionnaires by the States 
Parties Group 2  

- February 2015: Compilation of Report for Europe for submission to UNESCO-WHC 
- June-July 2015: Examination by the World Heritage Committee of the report for Europe 

 
Specific results should include preparation of statements of Outstanding Universal Value, clarification of 
boundaries of the properties, improvement and preparation of management plans, harmonization of 
Tentative Lists, enhancement of regional cooperation programmes  and achievement of new partnerships 
and funding. 
 
CLARIFYING BOUNDARIES, PROPOSALS OF MINOR BOUNDARY MODIFICATIONS AND 
ESTABLISHMENT OF BUFFER ZONES 
 
Ms Alessandra Borchi, World Heritage Centre, then explained the purpose and requirements of the 
Retrospective Inventory.  This is a tool for the clarification of boundaries of the sites inscribed on World 
Heritage List. The project was launched by the World Heritage Committee in 2004 (Decision 7 EXT.COM 
7.1). The objective of the Retrospective Inventory is to work in cooperation with States Parties in order to 
clarify the delimitation of WH properties at the time of the inscription and to ensure that the Centre’s 
records are as complete as possible, and are inventoried.  This covers nominations inscribed on the World 
Heritage List between 1978 and 1998. Preparing Inventories of the content of Nomination files started in 
1999.  Clarification of the boundaries is a retrospective exercise, defining the boundaries of properties at 
the time of inscription. 
 
The Retrospective Inventory process recognises three possible situations:  
 

1. properties with a clear delimitation but not a good map,  
2. properties without clear delimitation  
3. properties without delimination.  

 
The technical requirements for complete maps were stated to be: 
 

• the appropriate typology of map,  
• clear delineation of the property as inscribed  (it needs to be understandable to someone who is 

not a specialist), 
• a bar scale,  
• references to geographical coordinates (coordinate grid or at least points on the map),  
• the orientation (i.e. north point),  
• key identifying clearly the boundary of the WH property and its buffer zone,  
• language (either English or French) 
• the area in hectares.  
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All these points must be checked by focal points before the map is submitted to the World Heritage 
Centre.  
 
Among other important elements of the map are the date, the name of the authority which produced the 
map and the identification of the legal text protecting the inscribed property and (if relevant) its buffer 
zone.  Submission of the relevant information to the WHC should include an official letter, 2 printed copies 
of the map(s) (3 for mixed properties) and 2 CDs of the maps (the electronic version of the maps should 
be in .jpg, .pdf or .tiff formats). (see Annex 4 for detailed requirements for maps for the Retrospective 
Inventory) 
 
The differences between boundary clarifications and minor boundary modifications were described.  
Boundary clarification, like the retrospective submission of Statements of Outstanding Universal Value, is 
a retrospective exercise: its objective is to identify the delimitation of the Outstanding Universal Value of a 
property at the time of its inscription on the World Heritage List.  Minor boundary modifications are 
changes to the boundaries which do not affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and 
require the approval of the World Heritage Committee.  A significant boundary modification is one which is 
judged by the Advisory Bodies to affect the definition of Outstanding Universal Value.  This, in effect, 
requires a re-nomination The minor boundary modifications do not affect the annual quota of nominations 
permitted to States Parties, while significant modifications do, except for the two Committee cycles after 
the submission of the Periodic report. The deadline for the boundary clarifications is 1 December 2011, for 
the minor modifications is 1 February each year. The documentation which needs to be submitted for the 
boundary clarifications is a map, while for minor modifications it is a map, description and reason for the 
modification, and an indication of how such a change contributes to the maintenance of the Outstanding 
Universal Value of the property (see Annex 5 for latest text from Operational Guidelines on minor 
boundary modifications). 
 
RETROSPECTIVE STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE: FORMAT, PROCESS, 
SOURCES  
 
Mrs Anna Sidorenko, World Heritage Centre, presented an overview of retrospective Statements of 
Outstanding Universal Value. These will be the key reference for the future effective protection and 
management of the property.  A retrospective Statement of OUV is a Statement of OUV (SOUV) created 
for properties that were inscribed on the World Heritage List before the requirement for a Statement of 
OUV was introduced into the Operational Guidelines in 2005. The format of the SOUV should be very 
short, very precise and clear, not longer than one or two A4 pages. It has five sections:  
 

a) brief synthesis,  
b) criteria,  
c) integrity,  
d) authenticity  
e) management and protection requirements.  

 
The brief synthesis should summaries factual information and the qualities of the property.  It should be a 
statement that can be used to describe the property where a short explanation is needed, and should set 
out (a) a summary of factual information that includes its location, scale and what type of property it is and 
(b) why it has been inscribed on the World Heritage List.  This is thus the overall statement for the 
property that encapsulates what it is, why it has OUV, and the main attributes that reflect OUV. 
 
The section on justification must check whether criteria statements were adopted at the moment of 
inscription, and must use the criteria definitions in force at the moment of inscription.  It should provide 
justification for why the property meets each of the criteria under which it has been inscribed. The 
statement for each criterion should be made in the context of the overall OUV of the property, noting the 
relevant attributes in each case. 
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Both sections (a) and (b) must be based on the documentation considered by the Committee at the 
time of inscription. The order to be followed is: Decision of the World Heritage Committee, 
Advisory Body Evaluation and Nomination text. 
 
An important concept in the preparation of a Statement of OUV is the recognition of attributes.  Properties 
convey their OUV through certain attributes.  Attributes include the physical elements of the property, and 
may include the relationships between physical elements, essence, meaning, and at times related 
processes, that need to be protected and managed in order to sustain OUV.   
 
Integrity applies to both natural and cultural properties, but has only been considered for cultural 
properties since 2005.  Integrity is a measure of the wholeness and intactness of the natural and/or 
cultural heritage and its attributes.  Examining the conditions of integrity therefore requires assessment of 
the extent to which the property:  
  
a) includes all elements necessary to express its outstanding universal value 
b) is of adequate size to ensure the complete representation of the features and processes which convey 
the property’s significance 
c) [does not] suffer from adverse effects of development and/or neglect. 
 
As integrity was only introduced for cultural properties in 2005, this will not have been considered explicitly 
for many properties at the time of inscription.  The statement will thus normally need to be written as of 
today. For natural properties, an assessment of integrity should consider the definitions provided in the 
Operational Guidelines (paragraphs 90 and 91-94), For natural properties, integrity should wherever 
possible be considered as of the time of inscription.  Any vulnerabilities should be mentioned along with 
any known changes in integrity since inscription.  If these are negative, it may be necessary under 
management to set out how the situation might be mitigated. 
 
Authenticity relates to the ability of the attributes of a property   to  express adequately its OUV, truthfully 
and credibly. Authenticity is only considered for cultural and mixed properties, inscribed under criteria (i) to 
(vi), The statement should say whether the attributes well reflect the OUV, if restorations undertaken have 
affected the OUV of the property, if the materials used for the restorations were the same as the original 
ones and if the property still plays its original function.  
 
The section on protection and management should set out how these requirements are being met to 
ensure that the OUV of the property is maintained over time. It should include both details of an overall 
framework for protection and management, and the identification of specific long term expectations for the 
protection of the property.  This section should always be written to reflect the current position and also for 
its future management.   
 
Relevant information for the SOUV may be found in WH Committee Decisions, in the Advisory Body 
Evaluation Text and in the Nomination Text. The first draft must be prepared by the State Party and it is 
recommended to involve the site managers in the process.  Once the draft is submitted to UNESCO, there 
should be discussions with the Advisory Bodies to agree a final text for approval by the Committee. It was 
noted that a serial property must have one common SOUV.  In the case of transboundary sites the focal 
point would very much appreciate further guidance from the World Heritage Centre. 
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The next part of the meeting was a series of presentations, practical exercises and discussions on the 
preparation of each section of the SOUV.  Participants were split up into 4 working groups. Each group 
worked on the same property throghout. There was approximately an hour for each exercise. Each group 
generally proceeded from the existing documents, reviewed them and wrote a text for each section of the 
SOUV. Each group was supported by a member of the World Heritage Centre and an international expert.
 
RETROSPECTIVE STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE: BRIEF SYNTHESIS  
 
Ms Katri Lisitzin (ICCROM) said that the brief synthesis is a short description about what the property is 
and why it has been inscribed on the WH List. It is a clear, overall statement with an overarching 
description – a summary of factual information that includes the location and scale and what type of 
property it is. It must be based on the documentation - WH Committee decision, AB evaluation, 
Nomination, but should also reflect the present image of the property. It must convey the message of the 
OUV to others - politicians, to academics and to the general public. 
 
Practical exercise: How to write a brief synthesis 
In discussion following the first exercise, participants reported difficulties in the documentation – generally 
the older the nomination, the less information it contains. Other contradictions were seen in the site of 
Upper Svaneti where the name of the whole region differed from the name of the site. 
 
RETROSPECTIVE STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE: JUSTIFICATION FOR 
CRITERIA  
 
Ms Barbara Engels (IUCN) and Mr Christopher Young (international expert) introduced this exercise.  
Regarding criteria the SOUV must contain justification for why the property was inscribed under each of 
the ten criteria used for that particular place. There are three possible scenarios in addition to existing 
definitions of criteria:  
 

1. significant discoveries since description which relate to original justification for inscription can be 
referred to in SOUV;   

2. significant discoveries relevant to, but broader than current justification for inscription, should be 
referred to the relevant Advisory Body for advice;   

3. significant discoveries relating to criteria which are not used in inscription, would require a re-
nomination.  

 
New criteria can only be added through a new nomination. In writing criteria it is necessary to be as brief 
as possible, to explain why each criterion applies by reference to attributes of the property, to be 
descriptive and factual about attributes since these are key to future management of the property. Text 
must derive from documentation available to the Committee. It is not possible to delete something that is 
already in the definition, only to add something new and relevant. It is essential to use the definition of 
each criterion in force at time of inscription. The wording that was adopted in Committee decisions 
must be respected. 
 
If the Evaluation and the Nomination Dossier differ, the Evaluation of the Advisory Body should be 
followed. It was recommended to make a comparison between the Evaluation and Nomination Dossier. If 
the State Party wants to add some new attributes, it has to refer this to the Advisory Body.  
 
Practical exercise: How to justify the fulfilment of criteria 
In this topic participants noted that Committee often adopted very brief syntheses.  For very early 
nominations, criteria had been allocated retrospectively at a later time and the natural criteria were often 
missing altogether. The evaluation of the Advisory Bodies sometimes did not really correspond with the 
decision of the Committee. In writing the definitions an interdisciplinary approach is needed.  
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RETROSPECTIVE STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE: AUTHENTICITY AND 
INTEGRITY 
 
Ms Barbara Engels and Mr Christopher Young (on behalf of Mrs Susan Denyer (ICOMOS) whose flight 
had been cancelled) introduced these topics.  For many properties, it was noted that we do not have 
information about authenticity and integrity at the time of inscription; whenever information on the time of 
the inscription is not available, those statements can be written as of today.  
 
Authenticity 
Authenticity is a link between attributes and OUV. The 1994 Nara Declaration said that each society has 
its own heritage values. The authenticity of a particular place depends on the whole culture in which it 
exists.  In different parts of the world the authenticity can be different, depending on what the culture 
values (for example fabric can change, but the function is the same).  The conditions of authenticity have 
to be truthfully and credibly expressed through a variety of attributes such as form and design, materials 
and substance, use and function, traditions, techniques, management system, location and setting, 
language and other forms of intangible heritage, spirit and feeling. Statements need to say briefly whether 
the attributes that carry OUV are thriving and convey their message credibly and truthfully.  In the case of 
larger sites (e.g. group of buildings) the whole site should be described with regard to its special 
characteristics and different elements. 
 
Integrity 
Integrity is completeness or intactness of the attributes needed to carry OUV. For cultural sites the 
statement will normally need to be written as of today, although it may include implicit recognition of 
issues related to integrity (such as the condition of attributes) in the contemporary documentation from the 
time of inscription. For natural properties, integrity should wherever possible be considered as of the time 
of inscription. For all properties any vulnerabilities should be mentioned. If there have been known 
changes in integrity since inscription these should be indicated.  If these are negative, it may be necessary 
under management to set out how the situation might be mitigated. The section on integrity needs to say 
whether the collection of attributes that convey OUV are all contained within the boundaries, that the 
property does not have parts that have lost these attributes, and that the attributes are not threatened. 
 
Practical exercise: How to prepare the paragraphs on authenticity and integrity 
The groups checked whether there were paragraphs on authenticity and integrity in the documentation. If 
there were, their task was to look at the problematic from different prospective. If there were not, the group 
tried to write a new one. In the case of “Natural and Cultural Heritage in Ohrid Region” the Advisory Body 
recommended that the property should not be inscribed because of the lack of integrity – what to do with 
this aspect? 
 
RETROSPECTIVE STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE: PROTECTION AND 
MANAGEMENT REQUIREMENTS 
 
Ms Katri Lisitzin said that protection and management is the last pillar of OUV, and that all three pillars 
must stand. The role of protection and management in the SOUV is very strong. It is important to develop 
a management mechanism that works, particularly in the local context. The management has to set out a 
process that involves all stakeholders who deal with multiple interests directly or indirectly affecting the 
OUV of the property. The management section should always be written to be relevant to the property at 
the present date, and also for its future management.  
 
The SOUV must be clear to decision makers.  It has to state how the WH property is protected on a local 
protection level (clearly say what this or that law provides), and to express whether the management plan 
is adopted; there must be a clear timeframe/s (for example in the UK short term for 2 years and middle 
term for 6 years).The SOUV has to have a future vision, it must recognize the future threats and state 
preparedness for them. There must be a trained staff or capacity to implement the management 
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mechanism, and the SOUV should list the legal tools in place and also how they react in different 
situation. It should state who is in charge and the policy framework (now + future challenges + 
responsibilities + next update).  The management section must be very clear, precise (without doubts 
about what it really means) and transparent. It is necessary to offer clear indicators, otherwise objectives 
will not be reached.  There must be a balance between the vision and the current management system. 
Every management plan has to work with its legal/ administrative system. It should reflect all relevant 
Committee decisions as well. 
 
Two IUCN publications – “The Essential Elements” and “Enhancing our Heritage” could be very helpful in 
writing management plans. The Czech Republic has developed its own annual monitoring system.  
 
Practical exercise: How to prepare the paragraph on Protection and Management Requirements 
Working groups concentrated on the ownership situation, concern about the population, the general state 
of each property, inappropriate development in the region, administrative responsibilities, requirements for 
long term conservation, legal background, strategies to the local community and potentional threats. 
When speaking about potential future problems, it is recommended to use a future tense. 
 
AN OVERALL PRESENTATION OF THE REVISED PERIODIC REPORTING SECTION I AND SECTION 
II QUESTIONNAIRES  
 
Mr Christopher Young said that the periodic reporting procedure was adopted by Committee in 1997 and 
the first round began in 1999. The questionnaire for the first round changed for each region. Europe was 
the first region to use an electronic questionnaire. Work on the first round began with expert meeting of all 
states parties in 2003 in Nicosia. The second round of Periodic Reporting will be entirely based on an 
online tool with various functionalities. Part I will cover states parties’ general response to the Convention 
and part II will cover individual properties (there are also guidance notes). This time the report will cover 
all properties inscribed up to 2012. The deadline of the Periodic Reporting Questionnaires is 31st July 
2013 for Group 1, and 31 July, 2014, for Group 2 states parties. Part I has 29 pages, part II has 42 pages. 
Parts I and II will have to be submitted at same time. Part I should be completed by the focal point. Part II 
should be completed by site manager and validated by focal point. It is recommended to study the 
questionnaires, become familiar with them, discuss them with the site managers and others who will have 
to fill them in. He suggested that a sub-regional meeting for training on the questionnaire would be 
necessary in 2012. 
 
In discussion it was noted that the State party can translate the questionnaire into the national language 
for working purposes, but it must be submitted to the World Heritage Centre in English or French. 
Participants noted more language problems for transnational sites. 
 
It is also good to think in advance on how the Advisory Body could help the State Parties. The access to 
the Periodic Reporting Questionnaires as on online tools (the version circulated to participants is not 
exactly the online tool) will be for section I given to the focal points, and for Section II to nominated site 
managers and to the national focal points. In the online Questionnaire it will be possible to go back and 
change the information which has already been written until it is submitted to the World Heritage Centre, 
after which further change is not possible. In cases where there is no Site Manager, the Focal Point has 
the responsibility to choose the right person to complete the Questionnaire (part II). 
 
It was noted that the next meeting on the questionnaires will be held in 2012, but it is not yet sure where 
the meeting will take place. 
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A NATIONAL HERITAGE LAW AND WORLD HERITAGE PROPERTIES PROTECTION AND 
MANAGEMENT  
 
Mr Tamás Fejérdy (international expert) introduced the new Hungarian national law on World Heritage.  
He noted that the Charter of Commitment for the management of World Heritage sites in France could 
serve as an inspiration for other States Parties to the World Heritage Convention.The Hungarian world 
heritage law will probably enter into force in January 2012. The Law aims to put on a solid legal and 
institutional basis the efficient implementation of the World Heritage Convention in Hungary. Its purpose is 
to ensure the efficient management of Hungarian World Heritage sites, and the protection of their 
Outstanding Universal Value in line with the principles of sustainable development. In its definitions, the 
Law defines “World Heritage territory” as composed of the “World Heritage site” and its “Buffer zone”. 
World Heritage territories – so defined – have to have national protection either as cultural heritage or as 
natural heritage or both. The same logic is followed with regard to Tentative List items. The Law also 
incorporates in its definitions other elements of the terminology of the World Heritage Convention such as 
“World Heritage List” and “Outstanding Universal Value”. The Law declares that the protection and 
sustainable use of World Heritage territories is a common interest and its realisation requires the 
cooperation of the state, municipalities, churches, civil and other organisations, as well as individuals in 
line with their obligations deriving from national regulations with regard to the protection of cultural and 
natural heritage.  
 
CONCLUSION 
 
The participants agreed that the meeting successfully fulfilled its purpose, both professionally and also in 
terms of organization. The meeting also demonstrated the importance of personal contact and exchange 
of information between the various stakeholders as well as briefing them on the immediate and precise 
requirements of the information that the state parties will now have to compile.  The participants thanked 
the Czech Ministry of Culture and National Heritage Institute for hosting and organising the meeting.  A 
particular vote of thanks was given to Czech colleagues who had done all the work.  The international 
experts and the staff of the World Heritage Centre were thanked for their contribution and guidance. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
ANNEXES 
 
1. Agenda of the meeting 
2. List of participants 
3.  Working groups 
4. Requirements for maps 
5. Format for proposals of minor boundary modifications 
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ANNEX 1 
 
Agenda of the meeting 
 
Day 1 
Morning 
 
8.30 Registration of participants 

(30 minutes) 
 
9.00 Opening and introductory speeches 

- Mrs Anna Matoušková, Deputy Minister of Culture of the Czech Republic  
(10 minutes) 

- Mrs Naděžda Goryczková, Managing Director of the National Heritage Institute 
(10 minutes) 

 
9.20  Keynote: Introduction to the 2nd Cycle of the  Periodic Reporting Exercise: principles, 

objectives and timetable  
-    Mrs Petya Totcharova, Chief of Europe and North America Section, World Heritage     
     Centre (30 minutes) 

 
9.50    Coffee break 

(15 minutes) 
 
10.05 Keynote: Clarifying boundaries, proposals of minor boundary modifications and 

establishment of buffer zones 
 -     Ms Alessandra Borchi, Representative of the World Heritage Centre 
           (30 minutes)  
 
10.35  Discussion/Q&A 
 (20 minutes) 
 
10.55  Keynote: Retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: format, process, 

sources 
 -    Mrs Anna Sidorenko, Focal Point for Central, Eastern and South-Eastern Europe,    
     World Heritage Centre (25 minutes) 

 
11.20  Discussion/Q&A 

(15 minutes) 
 
11.35 Keynote: Retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: Brief synthesis 
            -   Ms Katri Lisitzin, ICCROM (15 minutes) 
 
11.50  Discussion/Q&A 

(15 minutes) 
 
12.05  Practical exercise: How to write a brief synthesis – the exercise will be done in working groups. 

The groups will be formed on the basis of the language and heritage typology (cultural/natural). 
Each group, assisted by one World Heritage Centre representative or an Advisory Body 
representative or international ressource persons, will work on one case. There will be a maximum 
of six Focal Points per group. 

 (60 minutes) 
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13.05 Discussion/Q&A  
(15 minutes) 
 

13.20    Lunch (60 minutes) 
 
Afternoon 
 
14.20 Keynote: Retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: justification for criteria 
 - Mr Christopher Young, international expert/Ms Barbara Engels, IUCN  
 (60 minutes; 30 minutes each) 
 
15.20 Discussion 
 (30 minutes) 
 
15.50  Coffee break 
 (10 minutes) 
 
16.00 Practical exercise: How to justify the fulfilment of criteria – the exercise will be done in working 

groups. The groups will be formed on the basis of the language and heritage typology 
(cultural/natural). 
Each group, assisted by one World Heritage Centre representative or an Advisory Body 
representative or international ressource persons, will work on one case. There will be a maximum 
of six Focal Points per group. 
(90 minutes) 

 
17.30 Discussion/Q&A 

(30 minutes) 
 
18.00 Guided tour of the historic centre of Prague (property on the World Heritage List) 
 
Day 2 
Morning 
 
9.00 Keynote: Retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: authenticity and 

integrity 
            - Mrs Susan Denyer, ICOMOS/Ms Barbara Engels, IUCN 
           (60 minutes; 30 minutes each) 
 
10.00  Discussion/Q&A (30 minutes) 
 
10.30  Coffee break 
 (15 minutes) 
10.45 Practical exercise: How to prepare the paragraphs on authenticity and integrity. The exercise 

will be done in working groups. The groups will be formed on the basis of the language and 
heritage typology (cultural/natural). 
Each group, assisted by one World Heritage Centre representative or an Advisory Body 
representative or international ressource persons, will work on one case. There will be a maximum 
of six Focal Points per group. 
(90 minutes) 

 
12.15 Discussion/Q&A (30 minutes) 
 
12.45 Lunch 
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 (60 minutes) 
 
Afternoon 
 
13.45 Keynote: Retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: Protection and 

Management Requirements 
 - Mrs Katri Lisitzin, ICCROM (30 minutes) 
 
14.15 Discussion/Q&A 

(30 minutes) 
 
14.45 Practical exercise: How to prepare the paragraph on Protection and Management 

Requirements – the exercise will be done in working groups. The groups will be formed on the 
basis of the language  and heritage typology (cultural/natural). 
Each group, assisted by one World Heritage Centre representative or an Advisory Body 
representative or international ressource persons, will work on one case. There will be a maximum 
of six Focal Points per group. 
(60 minutes) 

 
15.45 Discussion/Q&A 

(30 minutes) 
 
16.15  Coffee break 
 (15 minutes) 
 
16.30   Keynote: An overall presentation of the revised Periodic Reporting Section I and Section II 

Questionnaires  
            -  Mr Christopher Young, international expert  

(45 minutes) 
  
17.15  Discussion/Q&A 

(30 minutes) 
 
17.45  Keynote: A National Heritage Law and World Heritage Properties Protection and 

Management  
- Tamás Fejérdy, international expert 
(30 minutes) 

 
18.15   Closing 
 
19.00 Cocktail hosted by the Managing Director of the National Heritage Institute  
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ANNEX 2 
 
List of participants 
 
 Experts WHC 

 
 Mrs. Petya Totcharova  

Chief of Europe and North America Section, World Heritage Centre 
P.Totcharova@unesco.org
 

 Mrs. Anna Sidorenko  
Focal Point for Central, Eastern and South-Eastern Europe, World Heritage Centre 
A.Sidorenko@unesco.org
 

 Ms. Alessandra Borchi  
Representative of the World Heritage Centre 
A.Borchi@unesco.org
 

  
 Experts 

 
Mrs. Susan Denyer – ICOMOS    
ICOMOS World Heritage Advisor 
International Council on Monuments & Sites  
70 Cowcross Street 
EC1M 6EJ 
UK London 
Tel: +44 (0)20 7566 0031 
Fax: +44 (0)20 7566 0045 
E-mail: admin@icomos-uk.org  
 

 Mrs. Barbara Engels – IUCN 
Federal Agency for Nature Conservation, Division of International Nature Conservation (I 2.3) 
Konstantinstr. 110 
D-53179 Bonn 
Tel: +49-(0)228-8491-1746 
Fax: +49-(0)228-8491-1719 
E-mail: barbara.engels@bfn.de
 

 Mr. Tamas Fejerdy 
National Office for the Protection of Cultural Heritage, Vice-President 
Táncsics Mihály utca 1, H-1014 Budapest,  
Tel.: +36 1 225 48 65 
GSM: +36 30 9 41 68 41 
Fax: +36 1 225 48 68 
E-mail: tamas.fejerdy@koh.hu
 

 Mrs. Katri Lisitzin – ICCROM 
Architect SAR/MSA 
Senior Lecturer / Researcher 
Department of Urban and Rural Development SLU  
P.O. Box 7012,  

mailto:P.Totcharova@unesco.org
mailto:A.Sidorenko@unesco.org
mailto:A.Borchi@unesco.org
mailto:admin@icomos-uk.org
mailto:barbara.engels@bfn.de
mailto:tamas.fejerdy@koh.hu
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SE-75007 UPPSALA  
Tel.: +46 708 97 44 18 
Web sites : www.sol.slu.se  
Odensgatan 16 A 
SE-75313 Uppsala 
E-mail: Katri.Lisitzin@sol.slu.se
 

 Dr. Christopher Young 
English Heritage, 
Head of International Advice 
1 Waterhouse Square 
138-142 Holborn 
LONDON EC1N 2ST 
Tel.: +44 (0) 20 7973 3848 
GSM: +44 (0) 7711 031389 
E-mail:  christopher.young@english-heritage.org.uk
 

  
 Coordinators for the Preparation of the Periodic Reporting  

per State 
 

 Albania – Mrs. Liri Shehaj 
Institute of Monuments of Culture, 
Sector of Tradional Architecture - Specialist 
Rr. „Aleksander Moisiu“, ish-Kinostudio 76  
1000 Tirana, Albania 
Tel.:+355 42 456 169  
GSM: +355 69 36 45 068 
E-mail: lilashehaj@gmail.com
              imk@albmail.com
 

 Armenia – Mr. Artashes Arakelyan 
Ministry of Culture of the Republic of Armenia, Service for the protection of historical environment and 
museum preservation, Deputy Director 
15 Tairov street 
0082 Yerevan, Republic of Armenia  
Tel.: +374 105 874 27 
E-mail: artashes_arakelyan@msn.com
 

 Azerbaïjan – Mrs. Tarana Gambarova 
Ministry of Culture and Tourism of the Republic of Azerbaijan, Leading expert of Cultural heritage 
Department 
AZ 1000, U.Hajiveyov Str. 40 
Government House 
Baku, Republic of Azerbaijan 
Tel.: +994 12 393 92 17;  
Fax: +994 12 493 56 05;    
GSM: +994 50 320 33 00 
E-mail: tg_bay@hotmail.com  
             tg_bay@yahoo.com
 

 Belarus – Ms. Natalia Khvir 
Ministry of Culture of the republic of Belarus, Head of the Division of Protection of Historical and 

http://www.sol.slu.se/
mailto:Katri.Lisitzin@sol.slu.se
mailto:christopher.young@english-heritage.org.uk
mailto:lilashehaj@gmail.com
mailto:imk@albmail.com
mailto:artashes_arakelyan@msn.com
http://e.mail.ru/cgi-bin/sentmsg?compose&To=tg_bay@hotmail.com
http://e.mail.ru/cgi-bin/sentmsg?compose&To=tg_bay@yahoo.com
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Cultural Heritage 
11, Pobediteley avenue 
220 050 Minsk, Republic of Belarus  
Tel.: +375 17 200 49 07;  
E-mail: ministerstvo@kultura.by
 

 Bosnia and Herzegovina – Mrs. Milijana Okilj 
Institute for Protection of Cultural-Historical and Natural Heritage of Republika Srpska, Member of BiH 
UNESCO Nat Com, Head of Department for Cultural-Historical Heritage in Republic  
Vuka Karadzica 4/6 
78 000 Banja Luka, Bosnia&Herzegovina 
Tel.: +387 51 247 546 
GSM: +387 65 684 341  
Fax: + 387 512 475 45 
E-mail: milijana.okilj@gmail.com
 

 Bulgaria – Ms. Dolya Yordanova  
Ministry of Culture, Cultural Policy Directorate, Chief expert 
International Activities Dpt., Architect 
17, Al. Stamboliiski Blvd.,  
1040 Sofia, Bulgaria 
Tel: +359/2/9400913  
Fax: +359/2/9807401 
E-mail: dangelov_bg@yahoo.com  
dolya_yordanova@mc.government.bg   
Web sites: 
http://www.mc.government.bg
 

 Croatia – Mr. Bruno Diklić 
Ministry of Culture, Directorate for Cultural Heritage Protection 
Runjaninova 2 
10000 Zagreb, Republic of Croatia 
Tel.: +385 148 666 15 
Fax: +385 148 666 80 
Email: bruno.diklic@min-kulture.hr
 

 Georgia – Ms. Rusudan Mirzikashvili 
Head of UNESCO and International Relations Unit of the National Agency  
for Cultural Heritage Preservation of Georgia, 
27a Atoneli str.,  
0105 Tbilisi, Georgia 
Tel.: +995 77 25 33 34 
E-mail: r.mirzikashvili@gmail.com
 

 Hungary – Mr. Gábor Soós  
National Office of Cultural Heritage, Secretariat of the Hungarian World Heritage Commission, Senior 
Counsellor, World Heritage / International Cooperation Officer and Head of Department of International 
Cooperation 
Táncsics  u. 1. 
1014 Budapest, Hungary  
Tel.: +36 30 37 79 584 
E-mail: gabor.soos@koh.hu
 

mailto:ministerstvo@kultura.by
mailto:milijana.okilj@gmail.com
mailto:dangelov_bg@yahoo.com
mailto:dolya_yordanova@mc.government.bg
http://www.mc.government.bg/
mailto:bruno.diklic@min-kulture.hr
mailto:r.mirzikashvili@gmail.com
mailto:gabor.soos@koh.hu
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 FYR of Macedonia – Mr. Zoran Pavlov  
Head of Department of Documentation, International Cooperation and Administrative Affairs in Cultural 
Heritage Protection Office within the Ministry of Culture 
Gjuro Gjakovich No. 61, 
1000 Skopje, FYR of Republic of Macedonia 
Tel.: +389(02)3289 796 
Fax: +389 2 3289 777 
E-mail: z.pavlov@uzkn.gov.mk
 

 Moldova – Mr. Sergius Ciocanu 
Ministry of Culture, Cheaf of the Department for Cultural Heritage 
Piata Marii Adunari Nationale 1 
Chisinau, Republic of Moldova 
Tel.: +373 79 05 26 53  
E-mail.: sercigni@yahoo.com
 

 Montenegro – Ms. Snjezana Simovic  
Institute for Cultural Heritage Preservation of Montenegro, Head of the Department for Building 
Heritage   
Bajova 150 
81250 Cetinje, Montenegro 
GSM: +382 68 066 070 
Fax: +382 41 231 753 
E-mail: snjesi@yahoo.ca  
             rzzsk@t-com.me
 

 Poland – Ms. Katarzyna Piotrowska-Nosek 
Head of the Heritage  Policy Department National Heritage Board of Poland 
ul. Szwolezerov 9, 00-464 Warsaw 
Poland 
Tel.: +48 22 621 54 77 
Fax: +48 22 622 65 95 
E-mail: unesco@kobidz.pl
              unesco@nid.pl
 

 Romania – Ms. Daniela Mihai  
Directeur Programme de l´Institut National du Patrimoine, 
Ienechita Vacarescu 16, sector 4, Bucuresti, Romania 
Tel: +407 431 76 449 
Fax: +403 369 904 
E-mail: dana.mihai@inmi.ro
 

 Russian Federation – Mr. Vladimir Ezerov 
Deputy Holder of the UNESCO, Chair in urban and Architectural Conservation 
Microrayon Gorodok Baumana 1, Str. 1a 
105 037 Moscow, Russian Federation 
Tel.: + 7 (499) 703 14 00 
GMS: + 7 916 513 07 28 
E-mail: intark@com2com.ru
 

 Serbia – Ms. Brana Stojkovic Pavelka  
Institute for the Protection of Cultural Monuments of the Republic of Serbia, Head of the department for 
Architecture  

mailto:z.pavlov@uzkn.gov.mk
mailto:sercigni@yahoo.com
mailto:snjesi@yahoo.ca
mailto:rzzsk@t-com.me
mailto:unesco@kobidz.pl
mailto:unesco@nid.pl
mailto:dana.mihai@inmi.ro
mailto:intark@com2com.ru
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Radoslava Grujica 11,  
11000 Belgrad, Serbia 
Tel.: +381 11 24 61 642, + 381 63 662 109 
Fax: +381 11 344 14 30 
E-mail: brana.stojkovic@yuheritage.com brana.pavelka@yahoo.com
 

 Slovakia – Ms. Anna Tuhárska 
Monuments Board of the Slovak Republic, Department of the World Cultural Heritage, 
Cesta na Červený most 6 
814 06 Bratislava, Slovakia 
Tel.: +421 2 20 464 342  
GSM: +421 949 562 585 
Fax: +421 2 547 758 44 
E-mail: anna.tuharska@pamiatky.gov.sk
               a.tuharska@gmail.com
 

 Slovenia – Ms. Vanja Debevec Gerjevič  
Park Škocjan Caves / 
Park Škocjanske jame, Head of Department for Research and Development  
Škocjan 2, Slovenija SI - 6215 
Tel.: +386 (0)570 82 100  
Fax +386 (0) 570 82 105 
E-mail: vanja.debevec@psj.gov.si
 

 Ukraine – Mrs. Maria Buiukli 
Head of the Department of International Cooperation and Protocol in the National Kyiv-Pechersk 
Historical and Cultural Reserve 
I. Mazepa Str. 21, building 8 
01015 Kyiv, Ukraine  
Tel.: +38 044 254 30 79 
E-mail: protocol_lavra@ukr.net
 

 Czech Republic – Mrs. Jitka Vlčková 
National Heritage Institute, 
The Unit of Monuments and Sites of the International Status 
Valdštejnské nám. 3/162 
118 01 Praha 1, Czech Republic 
Tel.: +420 257 010 115 
GSM: +420 724 663 630 
E-mail: vlckova@up.npu.cz
 

  
 Czech Participants 

 
 Mrs. Věra Kučová 

National Heritage Institute - kucova@up.npu.cz  
 Mr. Robert Gája 

National Heritage Institute - gaja@praha.npu.cz
 Mrs. Pavla Hlušičková  

National Heritage Institute - hlusickova@up.npu.cz
 Mr. František Chupík  

National Heritage Institute - chupik@olomouc.npu.cz
 Mrs. Gabriela Kaščáková  

mailto:brana.stojkovic@yuheritage.com
mailto:brana.pavelka@yahoo.com
mailto:anna.tuharska@pamiatky.gov.sk
mailto:a.tuharska@gmail.com
mailto:vanja.debevec@psj.gov.si
mailto:protocol_lavra@ukr.net
mailto:vlckova@up.npu.cz
mailto:kucova@up.npu.cz
mailto:gaja@praha.npu.cz
mailto:hlusickova@up.npu.cz
mailto:chupik@olomouc.npu.cz
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National Heritage Institute -  kascakova@telc.npu.cz
 Mrs. Lenka Křesadlová  

National Heritage Institute - kresadlova@kromeriz.npu.cz
 Mrs. Jitka Matuszková  

National Heritage Institute - matuszkova@brno.npu.cz
 Mr. Jiří Mrázek 

National Heritage Institute - mrazek@stc.npu.cz
 Mrs. Eliška Racková 

National Heritage Institute - rackova@pardubice.npu.cz
 Mr. Daniel Šnejd  

National Heritage Institute - snejd@budejovice.npu.cz
 

mailto:kascakova@telc.npu.cz
mailto:kresadlova@kromeriz.npu.cz
mailto:matuszkova@brno.npu.cz
mailto:mrazek@stc.npu.cz
mailto:rackova@pardubice.npu.cz
mailto:snejd@budejovice.npu.cz
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ANNEX 3 
 

PROPOSED GROUPING FOR THE PRAGUE MEETING REV 10.5. 
 

Group 1: Historical Complex of Split with the Palace of Diocletian (Croatia) 
 
Facilitators: Mr. C. Young (International Expert) 
  Ms. Petya Totcharova (WHC)  
 
Participants: Albania  
    Bosnia-Herzegovina 
   Croatia 
   Hungary 
   Azerbaijan 
   + 2 Czech participants – Gája, Chupík 
 
Group 2: Natural and Cultural Heritage of the Ohrid Region (the Former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia) 
 
Facilitators:  Ms. S. Denyer (ICOMOS) 
  Ms. Barbara Engels (IUCN) 
 
Participants: Bulgaria 

 the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
   Montenegro 
   Russian Federation 

 Slovenia 
  + 2 Czech participants – Kaščáková, Křesadlová 
 
Group 3: Upper Svaneti (Georgia) 
 
Facilitators:  Ms. Katri Lisitzin (ICCROM) 
  Ms. Anna Sidorenko (WHC) 
 
Participants: Armenia 
   Belarus  
   Georgia 
   Moldova 
   Ukraine 
  + 2 Czech participants – Matuszková, Mrázek 
 
Group 4: Lednice-Valtice Cultural Landscape (Czech Republic) 
 
Facilitators:  Mr. Tamás Fejérdy (International Expert) 
  Ms. A. Borchi (WHC) 
 
Participants: Czech Republic 
   Poland 

 Romania 
   Serbia  

 Slovakia 
  + 2 Czech participants – Racková, Šnejd 
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ANNEX 4 
 

REQUIREMENTS FOR MAPS TO BE SUBMITTED IN RESPONSE TO THE 
RETROSPECTIVE INVENTORY 

 
Maps need to meet the following requirements:  

a) appropriate typology: be cadastral or topographic maps, according to the size of the 
property to display; 

b) clear delimitation of the property as inscribed: display the boundary (not the location) of 
the World Heritage property. Please make sure the boundary refers to the property as 
inscribed. Any modification to the site perimeter adopted at the national level after inscription 
has to be presented to the World Heritage Committee through the boundary modifications 
process (please refer to par. 163-165 of the Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of 
the World Heritage Convention); 

c) bar scale: the mere mention “scale 1:10000” is not enough, a bar scale is needed; 

d) clearly labeled coordinate grid: a coordinate grid can be replaced by the indication of the 
coordinates of at least four points on the map. The coordinate system (WGS84, UTM, etc.) 
needs to be indicated; 

e) orientation: the North must be indicated; 
f) legend: the legend needs to refer to the “boundary of the World Heritage property” and, if 

relevant, “buffer zone of the World Heritage property”. Any other definition, such as 
“protected zone” or “Zone A, Zone B, Zone C”, can be confusing;     

g) language: the title and the legend of the map must be written in English or French; 
h) area in hectares: of the inscribed property and of its buffer zone (if relevant). 

 

Please note that all the maps must be submitted by official letter, in two printed copies 
and two CDs (three for mixed properties): the electronic version of the maps is needed in 
.jpg, .tiff or .pdf formats.  
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Fig. 1: Historic Centre (Old Town) of Tallinn (Estonia) 
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ANNEX 5 
 

Requirements for minor boundary modifications from the Operational Guidelines (2012) 
 
ANNEX 11: MODIFICATIONS TO WORLD HERITAGE PROPERTIES 
 
MINOR MODIFICATIONS TO THE BOUNDARIES OF WORLD HERITAGE PROPERTIES 
 
Boundary modifications should serve better identification of World Heritage properties 
and enhance protection of their Outstanding Universal Value 
 
A proposal for a minor boundary modification, submitted by the State Party concerned, is subject 
to the review of the relevant Advisory Body(ies) and to the approval of the World Heritage 
Committee.  
 
A proposal for a minor boundary modification can be approved, not approved, or referred by the 
World Heritage Committee. 
 
Documentation requested 
 

1) Area of the property (in hectares): please indicate a) the area of the property as 
inscribed and b) the area of the property as proposed to be modified (or the area of the 
proposed buffer zone). (Note that reductions can be considered as minor modifications 
only under exceptional circumstances). 
 

2) Description of the modification: please provide a written description of the proposed 
change to the boundary of the property (or a written description of the proposed buffer 
zone). 
 

3) Justification for the modification: please provide a brief summary of the reasons why 
the boundaries of the property should be modified (or why a buffer zone is needed), with 
particular emphasis on how such modification will improve the conservation and/or 
protection of the property.   
 

4) Contribution to the maintenance of the Outstanding Universal Value: please 
indicate how the proposed change (or the proposed buffer zone) will contribute to the 
maintenance of the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.  
 

5) Implications for legal protection: please indicate the implications of the proposed 
change for the legal protection of the property. In the case of a proposed addition, or of 
the creation of a buffer zone, please provide information on the legal protection in place 
for the area to be added and a copy of relevant laws and regulations.  
 

6) Implications for management arrangements: please indicate the implications of the 
proposed change for the management arrangements of the property. In the case of a 
proposed addition, or of the creation of a buffer zone, please provide information on the 
management arrangements in place 
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7) Maps: please submit two maps, one clearly showing both delimitations of the property 
(original and proposed revision) and the other showing only the proposed revision. In the 
case of the creation of a buffer zone, please submit a map showing both the inscribed 
property and the proposed buffer zone. Please make sure that the maps: 

 
- are either topographic or cadastral; 
- are presented at a scale which is appropriate to the size in hectares of the 
property and sufficient to clearly show the detail of the current boundary and the 
proposed changes (and, in any case, the largest available and practical scale); 
- have the title and the legend/key in English or French (if this is not possible, 
please attach a translation); 
- mark the boundaries of the property (current and proposed revision) through a 
clearly visible line that can be distinguished from other features on the maps; 
- bear a clearly labeled coordinate grid (or coordinate ticks); 
- clearly refer (in the title and in the legend) to the boundary of the World Heritage 
property (and to the buffer zone of the World Heritage property, if applicable). 
Please clearly distinguish the boundary of the World Heritage property from any 
other protected area boundaries. 

 
8) Additional information: In the case of a proposed addition, please submit some 

photographs of the area to be added that provide information on its key values and 
conditions of authenticity/integrity. 

 
Any other relevant document can be submitted such as thematic maps (e.g. vegetation maps), 
summaries of scientific information concerning the values of the area to be added (e.g. species 
lists), and supporting bibliographies. 
 
The above-mentioned documentation should be submitted in English or French in two identical 
copies (three for mixed properties). An electronic version (the maps in formats such as .jpg, .tif, 
.pdf) should also be submitted. 
 
Deadline 
 
1 February of the year in which the approval of the Committee is requested (see footnote²) 


