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MyHKT 7 npepBapuTenbHOM MNOBeCTKM pAHA: PaccmotpeHue otT4yeta O
cocTosiHun c4yetoB PoHOa BCEMUPHOro Hacneauvs, BKIOYasA NosoXeHwe
Aen ¢ BbINfaTon B3HOCOB rocygapcTBaMu-CTopoHamMmu

PaccmoTpeHue otyeta O cCOCTOsSiHUM c4veToB DoHOa BCEMUMPHOro Hacrneaus,
BKIOYas MonoXeHue [en ¢ BbINnaToi B3HOCOB rocy4apCcTBaMmn-cTopoHamMm

Pe3ome

B cooTtBetcTBUM cO cTaTben 6.4 MNonoxeHna o punHaHcax PoHOa BCEMUPHOIo
HacneguMst  «OTYETHOCTb  NpeacTtaBnsietca  [eHepanbHbiM  AUPEKTOPOM
leHepanbHOM accambriee rocygapcTB — CTOPOH KoHBeHuumn». B cBA3n ¢ aTum
durHaHcoBLle OTYeTbl PoOHOA BCEMUPHOrO Hacregusi 3a OTYETHLIN nepuog
2010-2011 rr. npegctaBneHbl B AgokymeHTe WHC-13/19.GA/INF.7, a B
HacTosILLlEM [OOKYMEHTE Ha paccMoTpeHue [eHepanbHom accambnen
npeacTaBndeTcsl NPOEKT Pe3ontounmn No JaHHOMY BOMPOCY.

B cootBetctBUM C npocbboi, chopmMynmMpoBaHHOM B MyHKTe 14 pelleHus
37 COM 15. Part Il, B HacTOsiLleEM [OOKyMEHTE COAEpXUTCA Tabnuua, B
KOTOpPOW OTpPaXXeHO CoKpalieHne o0beMoB (hUHAHCMPOBAHUSA MEPONpUATUA B
Giopkete PoHOa BCEMWPHOIO Hacnegusi, a Takke MpPUBOAUTCA  CMUCOK
MeponpuATUA, KOTOpble He yaanocb NpodUHAHCUPOBATb 3a CYET CpencTB
doHga B 2010-2012 . YKasaHHad uWHdoOpMaumMsi npusBaHa HarnsggHo
npeacTaBnTb «yxyalwlawouweecs uHaHcoBoe nonoxeHme PoHOa BCEMUPHOrO
Hacneams n HeobGXOAMMOCTb CEepbe3HOro pPacCMOTPEHMS Bompoca O €ero
YCTOMYMBOCTNY.

lMpoekm pe3onrouuu: 19 GA 7, cm. Yacms IlI.




l. OTYET O COCTOAHUUN CHETOB ®OHOA BCEMUPHOI'O HACIEAUA

1. drHaHCOBBIM OTYeT, Kacawwuncsa pageatensHoctn PoHga BCEMUMPHOro Hacneausa 3a
OBYXNETHUN nepuoa, 3asepmBinica 31 gekabpa 2011 r., 6uin nogrotoeneH bropo dmHaHCOBOrO
ynpaenexust KOHECKO u npeactaeneH Ha 36-n ceccun KomuteTta BcemupHoro Hacregusi (CaHkT-
Metepbypr, 2012 1.) B aokymeHte WHC-12/36.COM/15.Rev. Bo BTOpoM nyHKTE CBOEro peLueHus
36 COM 15 KomuTeT «MNpUHAN K CBEOEeHUI0 OTYEeT O COCTOsiHMM cyeToB PoHAa BCEMUPHOro
Hacnegus 3a 2010-2011 rr. 1 MHGOPMaLMIO O NONOXEHUN OeN C pe3epBaMu 1 BbINSaTton B3HOCOB
no coctosiHmio Ha 31 gekabpsi 2011 ry».

2. YkasaHHbIn PUHAHCOBbLIN OTYET npeacTaBnsieTca [eHepanbHoM accambnee B OOKYMEHTe
WHC-13/19.GA/INF.7 B cooTtBeTcTBUM coO cTatben 4.2 [lonoxeHnsas o duHaHcax PoHaa
BcemupHoro Hacneaus (WHF).

3. Kpome Toro, B gokymeHTe WHC-13/19.GA/INF.7 cogepxutcsa cdunHaHcoBbin otyeT no WHF 3a
nepuog ¢ 1 anBapst 2012 . no 30 utoHa 2013 ., a Takke OTYET O NOCTYMNNEHUN 0BA3aTeNbHbIX U
A06pOBONbHbLIX B3HOCOB MO cocTosiHMo Ha 30 uioHa 2013 r., nogroToBneHHble Bopo dmHaHcoBOrO
ynpaenenmss KOHECKO. CornacHo nocrnegHemy u3 BbllLeHa3BaHHbIX OTYETOB 3a 18 mecsueB
aByxneTtHero nepuoga 2012-2013 rr. n3 178 rocygapcte-CTopoH 94 rocygapcTsa BbIMOAHUIM CBOU
obsa3atenbcTBa MO BbiNnate obsasartenbHblXx B3HocoB B WHF, B To Bpems kak 84 rocymapcTsa
MMEIOT 3a40MmKeHHoCcTb nepen PoHaom. YTo kacaetca OoOGPOBOMNbHLIX B3HOCOB, TO NATb M3 12
rocyqapcTB-CTOPOH BooOLe He BHOCUNK Kakux-nmbo B3HocoB B WHF B 2013 . BmecTte ¢ Tem, B
ctatbe 16.1 KOHBEHUUN O BCEMUPHOM Hacneanm ykasaHo, YTO «roCygapcTBa-CTOPOHbI HACTOSILLEN
KoHBeHUMM 06a3yt0TCS perynspHo ynnadmBatb» B3HOCHI B POHA BCEMUPHOro Hacneaus.

4. CBoeBpeMeHHas BbiNfaTta YCTaHOBMEHHbIX 064A3aTenbHbiX M OO0OPOBOSbHBIX B3HOCOB
ABMNSAETCA WCKNIOYMTENBbHO BaXXHbIM YCNOBMEM OCYLUECTBIIEHUA MEpPONpUATUA, YTBEPXKAEHHbIX
Komutetom BcemupHoro Hacreamsa. Kak yxe HEOQHOKpaTHO pasbsCHANOCL B npolwnom, bropo
duHaHcoBoro ynpasneHns FOHECKO obecneunBaeT BblgeneHvne LleHTpy BCeMMpHOro Hacnegus
ACCUrHOBaHMWMN, UCKIIOYNUTENBHO Ucxoasa n3 obbema nonydeHHbix PoHAOM cpeacTs. B HblHewHme
CMNOXHble BpeMeHa BOMPOC BbINOMHEHUSA [OCYAapCTBAMU-CTOPOHAMM CBOMX (PMHAHCOBbIX
064a3aTenbCTB UMEET KaK HUKOrAa paHee BaXXHOe 3HavyeHue.

5. C y4yeTom cokpalueHusi oromxketa B 2012-2013 . ¢ 6 608 205 gonn. go 5 362 995,54 gonn.
(Bkntovasa ogobpeHHyto Ha 37-n ceccnn Kommuteta BceMupHOro Hacrnegust B otHowweHun MKOMOC
KOppeKkTUpoBKy BropkeTa B obbeme 154 790,54 ponn.), KpariHe BaxHO obecneynTb pPrHAHCOBbIE
BO3MOXHOCTM  LleHTpa  BCeMMpHOro HacrneauMss NO  OCYLULEeCTBMEHUID  OedATerbHOCTMU,
npegycMOTPEHHOW pernaMmeHTupyowmnMmMm gokymeHTtamun. Kak ykasbiBaetcs B pasgene I, B cuny
HexBaTku (OUHAHCOBLIX cpeacTB B POHAE BCEMMPHOrO Hacneausl YacTb M3 MPEeAyCMOTPEHHbIX
MeponpuaTUin He Obina BbIMONHEHA MO0 OCywWecTBnsAnacb 3a CYET WMHbIX MWCTOYHUKOB
(uHaHcupoBaHus. Bonpoc o6 yctonumBocTn PoHOa BCEMUPHOIrO Hacreams OCTaeTCsl TMaBHOW
npobrnemon, Bbi3blBaoLWwen obLlytd 06eCnoKOEeHHOCTb roCcy4apCTB-CTOPOH, NMPU3BaBLUMX U3YYUTb
npeanoxeHHble B fokymeHTe WHC-13/19.GA/8 anbrepHaTUBHbIE BapuaHThl C LeNbio paspeLleHns
STOW OaBHO Ha3peBLUEN NpobneMbl.

Il. COKPALUEHME OBBLEMOB OEATENIbHOCTU, ®UHAHCUPYEMOM 3A CYET CPEACTB
®OHAA BCEMUPHOI'O HACNEAOUA

6. B nyHkte 14 pewenua 37 COM 15.1 Part Il, npuHatoro Ha 37-# ceccum KomwuTeTa
BcemupHoro Hacneaus (MHomneHb, 2013 r.), cogepxutca npocbba Kk CekpeTapuaTy «MNOArOTOBUTb
Tabnuuy ¢ OaHHbIMW, HArmMsOHO CBUMAETENLCTBYOLWMMM O 3HAYMTENbHOM cokpaweHun B 2010-
2012 rr. 06bemMOB OEATENBHOCTU B COOTBETCTBMM C MNSI@HOM MEPONPUATUR, NPeayCMOTPEHHbIX
HOPMaTUBHbLIMW JOKYMEHTaMU BO UCMNOMHEHNE COOTBETCTBYIOLLMX pelleHnin Komnteta BCEMUPHOTO
Hacneguns, a Takke pacnpoCTpaHUTb 3TWU OaHHbIe Cpean rocyaapCTB-CTOPOH M KOHCYNbTaTUBHbIX
opraHoB Ha [eHepanbHOM accambrniee rocygapctB — cCTopoH KoHBeHUuMM, KoTopasi AormkHa

PaccmoTtpeHune otyeTa o coctosiHum cvetoB PoHa BCeMUPHOro Hacneans,
BKIO4as NoroxeHve Aen ¢ BbiNnaton B3HOCOB rocyaapcTBamMmn-cTopoHamMmm WHC-13/19.GA/7, p.1



cocToATbCcA B HOosIOpe 2013 T, C Uenbio A0BedeHMst A0 HMX BO BCEW MONHOTe MHJopMauuu,
Kacawwencs yxyaweHuss (UHAHCOBOroO nonoxeHmss doHga BCEMMPHONO Hacrneans u
HeobXoOUMOCTUN CEPLE3HON0 PACCMOTPEHUS BOMPOCA O Er0 YCTONYMBOCTMY.

7. Bo wucnonHeHne ynomsHyTOM npocbObl Obina MNOArOoTOBNEHa MNpPeAcTaBreHHas Huxe
Tabnuvua. B cBA3n ¢ Tem, 4to BroaxeT NpMHMMAETCs He eXerogHo, a Ha OByXMeTHen OocHoBe, a
Takke B Uenax HarnagHoctTu npeacraBfieHns  uHdopMaumm O  COoKpaweHun obbemoB
(PUHAHCMPOBAHUS MEPONPUATUA B TMPUBEOEHHOMW HWxe Tabnuue coaepXartcs [OaHHble O
Ol0aXEeTHbIX aCCUrHOBaHUAX B TeYeHUe Tpex asyxneTtHux nepmogos (2008-2009 rr., 2010-2011 rr.
n 2012-2013 rr.). B Hen oTpaxeHbl MeponpuaTMA B COOTBETCTBUM C WX npeacTtaBreHVeM B
GroopxkeTe, paccmatpuBaeMoM KomuteToM BceMupHOro Hacneaus. [lpaktuyecknm no Bcem 14
HanpaBneHnsiM 0eATerNbHOCTU OTMEYEHO YMeHbLUEeHNne o06beMOB BIHOOKETHbIX accurHoBaHun. o
OBYM ”3 HuX obbem OlomKeTa COKpaTMnca [0 Hyns: AeATEeNbHOCTb MO BbINOSIHEHUIO
pernoHasnbHbIX NporpaMMm B CBSA3WM C NepUoaNYECKON OTYETHOCTbIO U TeMaTudeckue nporpammbl.
lMocnegHMe B HacToslee BpeMsi aKTUYEeCKM TMOSHOCTb  OMHAHCUMPYKOTCA 3a  CcudeT
BHeOOOKETHLIX CPeacTB.
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8. MomMumo ynomsHyTOn Bblwe Tabnuubl B [lMpunoxeHun | K HacTosweMy OOKYMEHTY

NPUBOAATCA [aHHble O 3HAYMTENbHOM COKpalleHUM Yucra MeponpuaTURn, YTBEepXKOEHHbIX
Komutetom BcemupHoro Hacneamss Ha 2012-2013 rr., koTopble ObiNMM NpeacTaBlieHbl B
MpunoxeHun V gokymenta WHC-12/36.COM/15.Rev.

9. Bnarogaps weapoctn AOHOPOB, yAanocb MOMAHOCTbIO WM YaCTUYHO OCYLLECTBUTb psag
MeponpuaATUN 3a cyeT BHEeOWXKEeTHbIX cpeacTB. Bmecte ¢ TeM nonoxeHue ocTaeTcs
HecTabunbHbIM, TPEOYIOLWMM MNPUHATUS PEeLUeHMs UM KOHKPETHbIX LWwaroB Ans obecneyeHus
ycTonumBoctn ®oHOa BCEMUPHOro Hacreaust.

PaccmoTtpeHune otyeTa o coctosiHum cvetoB PoHa BCeMUPHOro Hacneans,
BKIO4as NoroxeHve Aen ¢ BbiNnaton B3HOCOB rocyaapcTBamMmn-cTopoHamMmm WHC-13/19.GA/7, p.2
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MMpoekm pe3sonroyuu: 19 GA7

leHeparnbHas accambries,

1.

2.

paccmompes aokymeHTbl WHC-13/19.GA/7 n WHC-13/19.GA/INF.7,

paccmMompes, 8 4YacmHocmu, OT4eTHOCTb ®PoHOa BCEMUPHOrO Hacnegus 3a
d1HaHCcOoBLIN nepuoa, 3akoHumBwunca 31 gekabpsa 2011 r., yTBEpXKOEHHYIO MaBHbIM
6yxrantepom Bropo dmHaHcooro ynpasnenna KOHECKO,

npuHumaem K ceedeHuto oT4eTHOoCTb PoHaa BcemmpHoro Hacneams 3a 2012-2013 rr.,
noaroToBneHHyto bropo domHaHcosoro ynpasneHus KOHECKO;

PUHUMaem makxe K CBeAeHuo Tabnumuy ¢ AaHHbIMUW, KacaloLmMMCsi CoKpalLeHnst 00b-
€MOB [esTenbHOCTU, NOArOTOBMEHHYD B cooTBeTCTBUM C pelwleHnem 37 COM 15.1
KomuTteTa BCEMUPHOro Hacneans, NPUHATLIM Ha ero 37-1 ceccuu;

ymgepxdaem oT4yeTHOCTb doHAa BCEMUPHOro Hacrnegusi 3a (OMHaAHCOBLIN Nepuos,
3akoHumBniica 31 gekabps 2011 r.

PaccmoTtpeHune otyeTa o coctosiHum cvetoB PoHa BCeMUPHOro Hacneans,
BKIO4as NoroxeHve Aen ¢ BbiNnaton B3HOCOB rocyaapcTBamMmn-cTopoHamMmm WHC-13/19.GA/7, p.3



ANNEX | Reference: Document
WHC-12/36.COM/15.Rev, Annex V
MAIN LINE OF ACTION 1: PROTECTING AND CONSERVING CULTURAL WHF APPROVED PROPOSAL FOR
AND NATURAL HERITAGE THROUGH THE EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION BUDGET THE WHF REVISED Reduction in
OF THE 1972 CONVENTION 2012-2013 BUDGET 2012-2013 %
IN US$ IN US$
Action 1: Support to the World Heritage Governing Bodies
1.1. Organisation of meetings 4,480,205 4,015,040 -10.38%
1.1.4. World Heritage Committees 120,000 60,000 -50.00%
1.1.4. Attendance at meetings by Committee members-2012 60,000 30,000 -50.00%
1.1.4. Attendance at meetings by Committee members-2013 60,000 30,000 -50.00%
1.1.7. Meetings with Advisory Bodies 15,000 10,000 -33.33%
1.1.8. Evaluation Services for Advisory Bodies 4,335,040 3,935,040 -9.23%
1.1.8a. ICOMOS. 2,099,825 1,857,731 -11.53%
. Advisory Services 1,516,786 1,356,112 -10.59%
. Reactive monitoring missions 583,039 501,619 -13.96%
1.1.8b. IUCN 1,889,715 1,759,644 -6.88%
. Advisory Services 1,233,940 1,156,506 -6.28%
. Reactive monitoring missions 588,220 603,138 2.54%
. Training activities 67,555 0 -100.00%
1.1.8¢c. ICCROM 345,500 317,665 -8.06%
. Advisory Services 188,000 186,734 -0.67%
. Reactive monitoring missions 18,500 22,507 21.66%
. Training activities 139,000 108,424 -22.00%
1.1.9. Cooperation with other Conventions & Organisations 10,165 10,000 -1.62%
1.3. Information Management 95,000 50,000 -47.37%
1.3.1. Information Management System 95,000 50,000 -47.37%
TOTAL Action 1 4,575,205 4,065,040 -11.15%
Action 2 : Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage
2.1. Credibility of the World Heritage List 130,000 83,165 -36.03%
2.1.2. Retrospective inventory 130,000 83,165 -36.03%
2.2. Conservation of World Heritage Properties 1,583,000 960,000 -39.36%
2.2.1.Periodic Reporting 313,000 300,000 -4.15%
. Europe & North America 213,000 200,000 -6.10%
. Latin America & Caribbean 100,000 100,000 0.00%
2.2.2. Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring 220,000 200,000 -9.09%
. Global
. Africa
. Arab States
. Asia
. Pacific
. Europe & North America
. Central and Eastern Europe
. Latin America
. Caribbean
2.2.3. Regional Programmes follow-up to Periodic Reporting 350,000 0 -100.00%
. Africa 2012-2013 100,000 0 -100.00%
. Arab States 50,000 0 -100.00%
. Palestinian Authorities 50,000 0 -100.00%
. Asia and Pacific 50,000 0 -100.00%
. Europe & North America 50,000 0 -100.00%
. Latin America & Caribbean 50,000 0 -100.00%
2.2.4. Sites in danger 100,000 60,000 -40.00%
. Global-Reserve
. Africa
. Arab States
. Asia & Pacific
. Europe & North America
. Central & Eastern Europe
. Latin America & Caribbean

WHC-13/19.GA/7, p.4




ANNEX | Reference: Document
WHC-12/36.COM/15.Rev, Annex V
MAIN LINE OF ACTION 1: PROTECTING AND CONSERVING CULTURAL WHF APPROVED PROPOSAL FOR
AND NATURAL HERITAGE THROUGH THE EFFECTIVE IMPLEMENTATION BUDGET THE WHF REVISED Reduction in
OF THE 1972 CONVENTION 2012-2013 BUDGET 2012-2013 %
IN US$ IN US$

2.2.5. International Assistance 600,000 400,000 -33.33%
2.2.5.1. IA - Preparatory & Conservation and Management

. Global

. Global Reserve

. Africa

. Arab States

. Asia

. Pacific

. Europe & North America

. Central & Eastern Europe

. Latin America

. Caribbean
2.3. Capacity Building in States Parties 100,000 50,000 -50.00%
2.3.1. Education and World Heritage 100,000 50,000 -50.00%

. World Heritage in Young Hands/Education Programme 100,000 50,000 -50.00%
2.4. Public Awareness, Involvement & Support for World Heritage through 220,000 50,000 -77.27%
Communication
2.4.2. Awareness (& 40th anniversary) & Publications (& Basic Texts) 170,000 50,000 -70.59%

. World Heritage Review

. World Heritage Desk Diary

. World Heritage Basic Texts

. Others-Cards WH Maps etc.
2.4.3. World Heritage Resource Manuals 50,000 0 -100.00%
TOTAL Action 2 2,033,000 1,143,165 -43.77%
GRAND TOTAL (Action 1+ Action 2) 6,608,205 5,208,205 -21.19%
International Assistance - Emergency 400,000 400,000
Provision for exchange rate fluctuation 400,000 400,000

WHC-13/19.GA/7, p.5
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