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1. Introduction
In 2012, the World Heritage Convention celebrated its fortieth anniversary. The States Parties to the Convention decided that the official theme for the anniversary should have been “World Heritage and sustainable development: the role of local communities”, and called for the organization of meetings and workshops across all regions of the world to reflect on this topic. 
At its 36th session (Saint Petersburg, 2012), by decision 36 COM 5C, the World Heritage Committee requested the World Heritage Centre, with the support of the Advisory Bodies, “to develop a policy on the integration of sustainable development into the processes of the World Heritage Convention, for possible inclusion in the future Policy Guidance document”
. According to this decision, this policy should have taken into consideration “the outcomes of (…) meetings that took place for the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage Convention across the world, as well as the previous and ongoing relevant discussions on related topics, within the larger UNESCO initiative to promote the role of culture for development”. The Committee requested that this draft policy be presented, for its consideration, at its 38th session in June/July 2014.
The present study has been carried out to inform the proposal for the draft policy requested by the Committee in its decision. 
The research was mainly based on the analysis of the outcome documents resulted from the conferences and workshops organized for the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage Convention. In particular, it focused on the recommendations on policies and actions resulted from these events, which appeared to be relevant to sustainable development in all its dimensions, as well as to the possible implications on the processes of the World Heritage Convention.   
2. Background
The debate on the relationship between conservation and sustainable development has taken centre stage within the heritage sector and notably in the context of the World Heritage Convention. With the inscription of nearly 1000 properties on the World Heritage List, including over 200 historic cities and as many protected areas, the need to integrate a concern for sustainable development within the practice of the 1972 Convention has emerged strongly over the past decade.
At its 34th session (Brasilia, 2010), the Committee requested that an expert meeting on the matter be organized. This was held in Paraty (Brazil) from 29 to 31 March 2012. The Paraty meeting’s conclusions recognized the important contribution of World Heritage to sustainable development while noting that securing sustainable development is an essential condition to guarantee the conservation of the heritage. The results of the Paraty Meeting included an Action Plan to develop, within the Convention, policies and procedures that would integrate a sustainable development perspective within the processes of the World Heritage Convention
. By its decision 34 COM 5D, the Committee agreed that “it would be desirable to further consider, in the implementation of the Convention, policies and procedures that maintain the Outstanding Universal Value of properties, and also contribute to sustainable development”.

In this respect, at its 35th session (Paris, 2011), a number of amendments to the Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention
 (hereinafter the Operational Guidelines) were adopted by the Committee to include references to sustainable development, notably in paragraphs 112, 119, 132, as well as in Annex 5, points 4.b and 5.e
. They mostly affirmed that management systems of World Heritage properties should “integrate sustainable development principles”, while maintaining their Outstanding Universal Value (OUV).  
At the same time, in the context of the reflections conducted in the process known as the “Future of the Convention”, the Committee developed a “Strategic Action Plan for the Implementation of the Convention, 2012-2022”, adopted by the 18th General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention in 2011, which, in its “Vision for 2022”, called for the World Heritage Convention to “contribute to the sustainable development of the world’s communities and cultures”, and through its Goal n. 3 stated that “Heritage protection and conservation considers present and future environmental, societal and economic needs” especially “through connecting conservation to communities” 
. 
In addition, in its decision 35 COM 12B, the Committee decided to complement the Operational Guidelines with a new type of document, called “Policy Guidance”: the former will only concern processes and should have a manageable size, while the latter will be focused on the range of policies that the Committee has adopted on a variety of specific issues, such as climate change, mining, and so on
.
Outside of the World Heritage Convention, in the meantime, a number of other institutional processes have resulted in recent years in policies which are closely related to its scope of work. These include, among others, the UNESCO policies on indigenous peoples (still being developed), the UN Declaration on the rights of indigenous peoples, the Report of the UN Rapporteur on Human Rights, the UN Framework Convention on Climate Change, the UNESCO World Heritage Capacity Building Strategy and the Council of Europe Framework Convention on the Value of Cultural Heritage for Society.  
Despite the above, achieving sustainable development benefits is not yet an explicit objective of the Convention, which continues to focus primarily on protecting Outstanding Universal Value (OUV), which justifies the inscription of properties on the World Heritage List. The current procedures and guidelines for the implementation of the World Heritage Convention, indeed, do not currently include specific recommendations, checks and controls that would enable governments to fully harness the potential of World Heritage for sustainable development, on one hand, and to ensure that their heritage conservation and management policies and programmes are aligned with broader sustainable development goals, on the other hand.

This means that many opportunities could be missed in the implementation of the Convention simply because those responsible may not consider them or may not know how to translate them in concrete sustainable development gains. Conversely, the current procedures of the Convention offer no clear means to encourage heritage conservation and management to better align its activities with important sustainable development objectives, such as the respect of human rights, addressing basic needs of local communities or non-depletion of natural resources. Tensions between conservation and development objectives, on the other hand, are becoming increasingly frequent in the institutional processes of the Convention, notably in the context of the review of state of conservation reports. This suggests that a new approach is required to strike a balance between these two dimensions and clarify the true meaning of sustainable development in the framework of World Heritage. 
These are the main reasons why the World Heritage Committee decided that “World Heritage and sustainable development: the role of local communities” should be the official theme of the celebrations for the 40th anniversary of the Convention, and requested that a proposal for a policy to integrate a sustainable development perspective into the processes of the Convention be developed. 

3. Aims of the research
The purpose of the research is to identify and summarize the principles and recommendations, which were formulated in the context of the events organized for the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage Convention, which are relevant to sustainable development, so as to inform the proposal for a policy integrating a concern for sustainable development into the practice of the Convention. 
4. Methodology
The methodology followed for the analysis of the events organized for the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage Convention can be divided in three main stages.

The first step consisted in the compilation of a comprehensive list of events, ranging from conferences, workshops and seminars to youth-related projects, volunteers work camps, exhibitions, visits to the World Heritage sites and special broadcasting. Such cataloguing was mainly based on the dedicated web pages on the World Heritage Centre’s website, launched in November 2011
. Overall, more than 100 events were held across the world; 47 countries participated in the initiative, 29 of which in Europe/North America, 10 in Latin America/Caribbean, 6 in Asia/Pacific, 1 in Africa and 1 in the Arab States. 
Secondly, out of over 100 events, 29 meetings were selected as the most important for the purpose of this research, considering their nature of expert meetings and forums for reflection, providing opportunities to discuss and explore various aspects of the theme of the Anniversary year. Many other events, indeed, were mostly aimed at divulgating and promoting the Convention. The 29 workshops and conferences considered under this study took place in 19 countries, 10 of which in Europe/North America, 4 in Asia/Pacific, 3 in Latin America/Caribbean, 1 in Africa and 1 in the Arab States. In addition, particular attention was devoted to the meeting held in Paraty (Brazil, 2010)
, following the recommendation by the World Heritage Committee “to integrate the relevant reflection from previous and ongoing discussions on related topics”, while developing a proposal for a policy on mainstreaming sustainable development into the World Heritage Convention (as reported in the document 36 COM 5C). 
Thirdly, the analysis went more in depth, by examining the outcome documents resulted from the selected meetings and extrapolating the principles and recommendations relevant to sustainable development, also seeking to highlight their possible implications on the procedures of the Convention. It should be noted, in this regard, that the research was limited to the analysis of the outcome documents that were available at the time of drafting of the present document (April 2013), leaving out the outcome documents of some important meetings which had not yet been finalized. The reference is, in particular, to the events held in Ecuador, Finland and Mexico.
The study also identified some of the most important policies adopted by the international community in relation to sustainable development issues, notably on human rights, gender equality, indigenous peoples, climate change, environment/biodiversity, disaster risks, tourism, capacity building and education. However, due to time constraints, the research did not discuss the relevance of these policies to the specific context of World Heritage or their implications for the purpose of the draft policy requested by the World Heritage Committee in its decision 36 COM 5C.

The results of the study are presented through a set of four tables (see annexes): 
1. The first table lists the 25 meetings under consideration as well as the 4 meetings whose outcome document has not yet been finalized, their respective venue, region and date. It also provides a direct link to the outcome documents analyzed, when available. 
2. The second table contains a list of 10 overarching policies, reflecting a synthesis of the over 200 recommendations, often overlapping, relevant to sustainable development that were included in the outcome documents of events associated to the 40th Anniversary of the Convention
. The table shows which event each of these 10 policies comes from and, where relevant, which specific dimension of sustainable development it relates to. In this respect, the study referred to the core dimensions of sustainable development as defined in the Report of the UN Task Team on the post-2015 development agenda “Realizing the future we want”, published in 2012, which are environmental sustainability, inclusive economic development, inclusive social development, peace and security
. The cited UN Task Team Report also identified a number of “enablers”, i.e. conditions that are required to make possible the achievement of the goals of sustainable development across all its dimensions, placing emphasis on the “how”, rather than the “what”. Where appropriate, table 2 identifies connections between some of the identified principles and these enablers. The last column in table 2 identifies the relevant sections of the Operational Guidelines that might be concretely affected by the translation of the identified principles in concrete procedures.     

3. In addition to general policy recommendations, the outcome documents produced in the context of the 40th Anniversary of the Convention contained also a number of proposals for specific actions aimed at implementing them. These might have direct relevance for possible changes to the Operational Guidelines. Table 3 of the study, therefore, provides a list of these suggested actions or tools for each of the relevant general policies, while identifying the specific events that proposed them.  
4. The fourth and last table provides a list of the most important general policies (not World Heritage-specific) adopted at international level as they pertain to sustainable development, in particular in the field of human rights, indigenous peoples, gender equality, climate change, environment/biodiversity, disaster risks, tourism, capacity building and education. 

5. Analysis of data

A number of common themes emerged from the analysis of the outcome documents resulted from the events organized for the 40th Anniversary of the Convention. These are the presented here below, in no particular order of priority.
a) All the meetings agreed about the importance of ensuring an active involvement of local communities, notably of indigenous peoples, youth, children and women, in the conservation and management of World Heritage sites, recognizing the intrinsic relation of heritage to their identity and wellbeing and, therefore, the relevance of heritage to the notion and goals of sustainable development overall. 

On the whole, they encouraged a higher level of democratization of the access to heritage, and therefore of the governance system, suggesting a shift from a top-down approach, where relevant decisions are made by government authorities and experts while local communities are just informed, to a bottom-up approach, characterized by a more effective role of communities in the decision-making process and the acknowledgment of traditional skills, knowledge and practices in the protection of the sites.   

For this purpose, the application of the principle of “Free, Prior and Informed Consent” by local communities was strongly recommended from the very beginning of the World Heritage process, at the time of tentative listing. 

b) In order to achieve the effective involvement of communities, there was large consensus on the necessity to empow stakeholders, taking into consideration sustainable development concerns. This will require raising awareness among communities of the importance of heritage for the creation of their identity and their overall wellbeing, on one hand, and of the responsibilities, obligations and benefits that may derive from sustainable preservation and management of World Heritage sites, either in environmental, economic, social or cultural terms, on the other.

c) Policies aimed at encouraging civil society participation should include developing specific educational and training programmes tailored to different kinds of stakeholders; establishing holistic interdisciplinary heritage studies; enhancing the connections between sites and universities or research institutes to promote working relationships and on-site visits by researchers, professors and students; communicating in comprehensible language World Heritage values as well as the relevant legislative and participatory framework. The usefulness of information technology was also highlighted as a potential tool to increase people’s understanding of their heritage. 

d) A number of conferences/workshops suggested strengthening the role of heritage into the circuit of sustainable tourism and using it as an opportunity to foster community wellbeing, by increasing employment, strengthening the local economy, reducing poverty, respecting local values and traditions, and promoting an optimal use of natural resources.

e) Concerning the interaction among people, heritage and nature, the conferences held in Italy, Korea (Gyeongju), UK and US emphasized the particular role of cultural landscapes as critical elements for sustainable development in all its dimensions, being the result of a complex relationship between people and their environment. In this respect, the 2011 UNESCO Recommendation on Historic Urban Landscape should be taken into account as an example of an instrument encouraging the adoption of a new, holistic and comprehensive cultural landscape paradigm integrating heritage conservation into a larger framework of sustainable development.

f) To express the contribution of heritage to sustainable development, wide agreement was reached on the need to identify indicators, standards and targets, both qualitative and quantitative, mostly built on best practices, so as to be incorporated into management plans and to guide reporting and monitoring activities.

Participants gathered in Paraty (Brazil) recommended the inclusion of specific questions in proposed nominations for World Heritage listing, to assess whether stakeholders’ views, needs and human rights had been integrated and to monitor, by sustainability indicators, the interaction between the proposed World Heritage property and the social, economic, environmental and cultural dimensions of development. However, it seemed that no meeting conclusively succeeded in proposing specific indicators and targets.

g) A sustainable approach to heritage cannot be achieved without the establishment at national level of an appropriate governance system, including legal, financial and administrative institutional frameworks, so as to integrate sustainable development goals within heritage conservation and management. This would imply, inter alia, providing adequate staff and resources, suitable expertise and capacity, incentive systems and fundraising instruments as well as incorporating management plans of World Heritage sites into larger territorial planning instruments.

Innovative approaches to governance placing World Heritage properties in their broader socio-economic landscape and involving a great variety of institutions and stakeholders were successfully experimented in the case of the Brazil biosphere reserves and the Local Consultative Bodies within the framework of the UNDP/GEF COMPACT programme around natural World Heritage sites (as recalled by the meeting held in Brazil, Paraty).

h) A set of recommendations advocated the introduction of mechanisms for enhancing cooperation among the stakeholders at international, national and local level. Some of them suggested the creation of networks, on the model of the Organization of World Heritage Cities, while some others pointed out the necessity to harmonize the relationship between the World Heritage Convention and other international instruments dealing with sustainable development issues. International cooperation policies and programmes were also identified as useful ways to globally mobilize substantial financial resources for heritage conservation. 
i) Finally, the discussions recognized that the role of private sector, especially including local enterprises, is “still largely untapped for resources, ideas or methodologies”.

Developing small-scale projects on the ground with the business community, on the models of the European Routes of Industrial Heritage or the Cultural Trail of Indianapolis, was considered as a way to start harnessing the wider potential of the private sector.
As mentioned above, following a careful analysis of all the recommendations contained in the outcome documents of the selected events, these were summarized and grouped within 10 overarching policies relevant to sustainable development, which are listed in the figure below. 
	
MAIN POLICIES RELEVANT TO SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

	1. Adopt a fully participatory and bottom-up approach to heritage conservation and management, by empowering local communities, especially indigenous peoples, youth, children and women, to actively participate in the World Heritage processes from the very beginning, before the inscription of a site on the World Heritage List

	2. Raise awareness among communities, site managers and decision makers of heritage as a key factor for the overall wellbeing of society and build capacities of all concerned actors, including, local authorities, practitioners and the civil society, focusing in particular on ways to achieve sustainable development objectives through heritage conservation and management

	3. Increase the visibility of the economic benefits deriving from the sustainable preservation and management of World Heritage properties and distribute them among the communities in a fair and equitable manner, stimulating the local economy and contributing to social cohesion

	4. Promote sustainable tourism as a source of intercultural dialogue as well as an opportunity to increase employment, strengthen the local economy, reduce poverty, respect local values and traditions, foster an optimal use of natural resources and the wellbeing of local communities 

	5. Acknowledge and use the important role of well-protected areas and healthy ecosystems to increase the resilience of both ecosystems and local communities to climate change and to reduce disaster risks in general

	6. Recognize landscapes and the traditional knowledge associated to their care, as an educational tool to promote knowledge and raise awareness of cultural diversity, identity and responsibility

	7. Define indicators, standards and targets, both qualitative and quantitative, to express the contribution of cultural and natural heritage to sustainable development so as to align heritage conservation policies with broader sustainable development goals

	8. Adapt governance systems at national and local levels (i.e. legal, financial and administrative institutional frameworks) so that sustainable development goals are integrated within heritage conservation and management

	9. Enhance cooperation among all the stakeholders at international, national and local levels and explore the potential of public-private partnerships in the culture sector

	10. Protect biological and cultural diversity as integral parts of sustainable development, especially for their environmental and social benefits


Figure 1 – Main policies relevant to sustainable development emerging from events held in the framework of the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage Convention
As it can be observed, the above main policies revolve around 10 core themes that should be addressed in conservation and management of World Heritage sites so as to comply with sustainable development objectives, ranging from involving local communities and developing indicators for the contribution of heritage to sustainable development, to adapting governance systems and enhancing cooperation.

In the figure below, the policies are displayed in descending order with respect to the number of meetings/events which have supported them:  

	Policy
	Number of meetings in which the policy has been supported

	2
	19

	1
	17

	9
	10

	3
	8

	4/7
	6

	8/10
	5

	5/6
	4


Figure 2 – Number of meetings at which specific policies have received support
It appears, thus, that the involvement of local communities and their empowerment through a fully participatory approach (policies 1 and 2) scored very highly among the majority of the meetings as critical concerns to harness the potential of World Heritage for sustainable development. Another consideration emerging from table 2 in the annexes is that all the policies appear to be relevant to some enablers of sustainable development, as defined within the UN Task Team Report “Realizing the Future We Want”, notably in relation to democratic governance systems. 

This is not surprising, considering also that the theme chosen for the 40th Anniversary carried an intrinsic focus on local communities and their role in achieving sustainable development.

With regard to the core dimensions of sustainable development, policies n. 4, 5, 6 and 10 relate (also) to environmental sustainability, while policies n. 3 and 4 might be specifically referred to the economic dimension of sustainable development. At the same time, policies n. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 10 could have implications for an inclusive social development, while only policies n. 1 and 4 seem to have a direct connection to peace and security. 

Translating these policies into concrete and specific procedures of the Convention would lead to review of the Operational Guidelines, impacting mostly on their Sections II and III.   

With regard to table n. 3 (see annexes), policies n. 1, 2 and 8 stimulated more proposals for specific actions; conversely, policy n. 5, concerning the protection of heritage as a way to enhance the community resilience to climate change and natural disasters, was accompanied by only two proposed actions, namely a reorganization of natural parks along with a new model of ecotourism, on one hand, and the adoption of communication, education, and research programs at sites on the issues of climate change mitigation and adaptation, disaster preparedness and risk reduction. 

6. Conclusions 

The theme chosen for the 40th anniversary of the World Heritage Convention focused on the intrinsic relationship between World Heritage and sustainable development and the central role that local communities might play in striking a balance between these two dimensions. In this respect, the suggested recommendations were not aimed at formulating a general policy to be applied to sustainable development as a whole, but they were specifically addressed to fostering local communities as key actors in conservation and management of World Heritage sites.     

Overall, the formulated policies did not suggest a radical change of the primary mandate of the Convention and of its Operational Guidelines, which is to protect the cultural and natural heritage of Outstanding Universal Value (OUV), shifting from heritage conservation to sustainable development. On the contrary, in accordance with the decision by the Committee 34 COM 5D (Brasilia, 2010)
, they recognized that conservation and management of World Heritage sites pursue “sustainable development in addition to maintaining (the) OUV”
 of inscribed properties, so as to enable governments and local authorities to align their heritage policies to broader sustainable development objectives while implementing the Convention and to ensure that “all opportunities are seized to provide local communities with the maximum level of continued benefit in terms of social welfare and livelihood opportunities, while maintaining or restoring the OUV”
. This would imply that heritage conservation and sustainable development should coexist “and therefore none should be sacrificed for the benefit or survival of the other”
.

As a consequence, heritage conservation and management should no longer be considered as objectives in themselves, in isolation from the socio-economic context, but they should be redefined as integral parts of, and essential tools for, concretely achieving the sustainable development of the society at environmental, social and economic level. 

At the same time, the meetings highlighted four main issues that would require further discussion: 

1.  It is not clear at which point development should be allowed “to come into a heritage site so that it does not impact on the values by which the site has been recognized as a World Heritage property”
, and what should happen in the event of a conflict between heritage conservation and sustainable development goals, which should be given priority to and by whom. 

In the practical implementation of the Convention, heritage conservation needs and development objectives often conflict each other. Moreover, complying with the principles of sustainable development would entail “the commitment not only of preserving and safeguarding our heritage, but also of heightening the standards of education, income, employment, that is, of bringing social and economic indicators to the levels recommended by the UN and its agencies”
, whose achievement could represent a serious problem especially for developing countries, where the majority of endangered sites are located.

Participants in the Buyeo Conference (Korea) tried to strike a balance, suggesting that sustainable development should permeate the World Heritage “to the point by which sustainable development is achieved at its optimum, whereby communities are able to enjoy the environmental and heritage values of the site, at the same time benefit from the values of economic development”. 

Admittedly, the proliferation of sustainable development definitions along with their vagueness, and the difficulty of expressing in quantitative terms the contribution of heritage to sustainable development, prevented the debate from making significant progress in this respect.  

2. The second challenge concerns the scale at which sustainable development should be pursued. It was widely acknowledged that “often the scale at which sustainable development can be achieved is much larger than that of an individual World Heritage property, since it often relates to processes at territorial, and sometimes even national and regional levels, and ultimately to the needs and aspirations of communities who may live well beyond the boundaries of designated heritage properties or their buffer zones”
. For this reason, “the identification, protection and management of World Heritage properties should be integrated within larger territorial development and planning policies and appropriate mechanisms of inter-institutional coordination, at all levels, should be in place”
.

3. Thirdly, the suggested adoption of a people-centred approach in the processes of the World Heritage would open up the problem of the definition of 'community'. Under the need to better reflect the reality of the context, many questions were raised concerning which communities should participate (whether only local or not
); which the scope of their members is (whether it includes only residents and owners or also, for instance, experts and new communities); which degrees of involvement should be allowed (from mere information to consultation to development of their own projects or initiatives); whether to conceive new methods in order to effectively involve local peoples and merge the local traditional protection systems with the governmental system of managing the heritage.  

4. Lastly, all these issues would lead to question the very concept of Outstanding Universal Value and the notion of heritage itself. Although the concept of OUV is the cornerstone on which the Convention has been built, other values have emerged that are not necessarily integrated in the concept of OUV, but are “often connected with spiritual beliefs and practices that are deeply rooted in the way of life of the people”
. Under these pressures, acknowledging that heritage is the result of the dynamic interaction between people and their environment, where “the tangible and intangible cross over”
, some or the meetings suggested that a more inclusive definition of heritage should be adopted, “by placing more emphasis on its inherent relation to local communities and their wellbeing, and hence its relevance to the notion and goals of sustainable development”
. 

Within the framework of the World Heritage, this would require investigating other ways of interpreting the OUV by focusing on the capacity of a heritage property to be representative of the local context and would also contribute to strengthening “the operational links between the World Heritage Convention and national heritage policies aimed at improving the lives of local communities”
.
� This study was undertaken during the internship at the World Heritage Centre from January to June 2013 and was supervised by G. Boccardi


� The decision 36 COM 5C is accessible from � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/document/116670" �http://whc.unesco.org/document/116670� 


� The Committee document 34 COM 5D reporting on the Paraty meeting is available at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/document/104536" �http://whc.unesco.org/document/104536� 


� The “Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention” are a sort of bylaws of the World Heritage system, which are revised every five years. They can be accessed online at �HYPERLINK "C:\\Users\\g_boccardi\\AppData\\Local\\Microsoft\\Windows\\Temporary Internet Files\\Content.Outlook\\AppData\\Local\\Microsoft\\Windows\\Temporary Internet Files\\Content.Outlook\\EVQVKH5Q\\http\\:whc.unesco.org\\guidelines"��http//:whc.unesco.org/guidelines   � 


� See the Committee decision 35 COM 13 available at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/document/106528" �http://whc.unesco.org/document/106528� 


� The Strategic Action Plan was adopted by Resolution 18 GA 11 of the 18th session of the General Assembly of States Parties and is accessible from � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/document/115441" �http://whc.unesco.org/document/115441�


� The decision 35 COM 12B is available at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/document/106526" �http://whc.unesco.org/document/106526� 


� The dedicated web pages are accessible from � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/en/40years/" �http://whc.unesco.org/en/40years/� 


� The outcome of the Paraty meeting resulted in a meaningful Action Plan, as mentioned before, which is contained in the document 34 COM 5D 


� For the sake of conciseness, the over 200 recommendations have not been included in this set of tables, but they can be accessed through the World Heritage Centre archives


� The core dimensions of sustainable development have been classified on the base of the UN System Task Team Report “Realizing the Future We Want for All” on the post-2015 UN development agenda (June 2012). The UN System Task Team Report may be accessed at � HYPERLINK "http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/policy/untaskteam_undf/untt_report.pdf" �http://www.un.org/en/development/desa/policy/untaskteam_undf/untt_report.pdf�


� In the decision 34 COM 5D, the World Heritage Committee agreed that “it would be desirable to further consider, in the implementation of the Convention, policies and procedures that maintain the Outstanding Universal Value of properties, and also contribute to sustainable development”


� Outcome of the Conference which took place in Buyeo (Korea), par. 2, available at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-949-1.pdf" �http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-949-1.pdf� 


� Proceedings of the Ouro Preto Consultative Meeting (Brazil), Conclusions, par. 22, accessible from � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-794-2.pdf" �http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-794-2.pdf� 


� Outcome document of the conference held in Johannesburg (South Africa), Principle n. 2, available at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-839-6.pdf" �http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-839-6.pdf� 


� Outcome of the Buyeo Conference, par. 2


� Instituto do Patrimonio Historico e Artistico Nacional (IPHAN), World Heritage and Sustainable Development: Challenges for the 21st Century, Position Paper, Annex II of the meeting held in Ouro Preto


� Toyama Proposal on Sustainable Development, par. 10, accessible online at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-930-1.docx" �http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-930-1.docx� 


� Conclusions of the Ouro Preto meeting, par. 18. Also the conference held in Johannesburg pointed out, at its Principle n. 4, that the protection and management of cultural and natural heritage “should effectively be integrated into broader planning mechanisms at national and regional levels”


� In the Buyeo Conference it was underscored that especially in Asian sites, there could be connections between sites and peoples living far from the sites but showing a strong attachment to them


� Outcome of the Buyeo Conference, par. 2. The same remark has been underlined in the Conference held in Norway (see, in particular, the Conference Report, p. 27, available at � HYPERLINK "http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-790-2.pdf" �http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/events/documents/event-790-2.pdf�) 


� Conclusions of the Ouro Preto meeting, par. 14


� Conclusions of the Ouro Preto meeting, par. 15. The same reflection was also stressed at the conference in Norway


� Conclusions of the Ouro Preto meeting, par. 15
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