.

L

World Heritage 42 COM

United Nations
Educational, Scientificand

Cultural Organization

Organisation

des Nations Unies *
pour I'éducation, .

la science et la culture

WHC/18/42.COM/13.Rev
Paris, 15 June 2018
Original: English

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC
AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION

CONVENTION CONCERNING THE PROTECTION OF
THE WORLD CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE

WORLD HERITAGE COMMITTEE

Forty-second session

Manama, Bahrain
24 June — 4 July 2018

Item 13 of the Provisional Agenda: International Assistance

13. Examination of International Assistance requests

SUMMARY

This document comprises three parts. Part | is related to International Assistance
requests within the purview of the World Heritage Committee. Part Il contains the
status of the International Assistance budget for the biennium 2018-2019 as of 15
June 2018; and Part Ill, a brief note about the recommendation made by the
Internal Oversight Service on the International Assistance process.

The present document contains also an Annex listing the International Assistance
requests approved for the biennium 2018-2019 as of 15 June 2018, as well as
the final list of those approved during the biennium 2016-2017.

Draft Decision: 42 COM 13, see Point IV.

This document cancels ans replaces the previous one




INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS FOR DECISION BY THE WORLD
HERITAGE COMMITTEE

In accordance with Paragraph 241 of the Operational Guidelines, decisions on
International Assistance requests above US$ 30,000 are made by the World Heritage
Committee, while decisions on requests below US$ 30,000 are made by the
Chairperson. In the 2018 cycle, the International Assistance panels examined 44
requests, out of which 7 were above US$ 30,000. Two of them were recommended for
revision: as a result, one is in the process of being revised for a lower amount and will
fall within the purview of the Chairperson, and for the other no revised version has
been received so far. Further to recommendations for non-approval, two other requests
were subsequently withdrawn by the States Parties concerned. The remaining three
requests are submitted to the Committee for decision (see below).

CONSERVATION & MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE

Cultural heritage

NO

Region State Party — Name of activity Amount Amount
requested recommended for
(US$) approval (US$)

Requests recommended for approval

1 Africa Ghana — Preparation of a 85,086 85,086
management plan for the Forts
and Castles of Ghana

2 Europe Albania — Development of an 30,460 30,460

integrated management plan of
Gjirokastra and Berat

Request recommended for non-approval

3

Europe Ukraine — Purchase of the trailing 50,500 n.a.
lift (hoist) with a telescopic boom
Dinolift 150T

Funds available for a possible approval under the Conservation & Management
Assistance budget as of 15 June May 2018: US$ 356,998

Total amount for approval by the Committee: US$ 115,546

Comments of the Secretariat: sufficient funds available.

A summary of these requests is presented in the next pages. The full text is available with the
Secretariat.

Examination of International Assistance requests WHC/18/42.COM/13.Rev, p. 2



REQUEST N° 1

Conservation & Management Assistance
Cultural Heritage

Africa
State Party: Ghana (Lower Middle Income Country)
Name of activity: Preparation of a management plan for the Forts and Castles of

Ghana

Amount requested: US$ 85,086

Status of dues to the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2017: contributions paid in
May 2018.

Previous contributions from the World Heritage Fund for this property in the past ten
years: none.

Background:

This project will answer the requirement of having an appropriate management plan for each
World Heritage property to ensure its effective protection as per paragraphs 108 and 109 of
the Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention.

Provision of a management plan for all the Forts and Castles has been a challenge to the
State Party with regards to the number of components. This project will offer the opportunity
to harmonize all available material to produce a practicable management plan for the Forts
and Castles of Ghana. It will enhance the role of the local communities in the management of
the sites and help them identify ways and means to maximize the benefits that the sites bring
to their localities.

The project will also be used to build the capacities of managers and elected community
members from the regions (Volta, Greater-Accra, Central and Western) where all the Forts
and Castles are located.

During the development of this management plan, stakeholders will be brought together to
discuss and eventually come out with a well-defined roadmap. Through this roadmap, roles
and responsibilities will be transparently and adequately assigned to various stakeholders for
implementation and coordination to address the major issues that affect the site. Site visits
and meetings will be used to assess the performance of stakeholders with regards to their
roles at the various components of the property.

This project will be implemented in phases, allowing short breaks between the phases for
reflection and evaluation. The main activities can be described as follows:
* Phase 1: Identification of stakeholders and working teams, consultative / stakeholders
meeting and workshop for working teams
* Phase 2: Data gathering, identification of values and key issues, SWOT analysis,
definition of strategies - objectives-action plans etc.
* Phase 3: Drafting of the Management Plan.
* Phase 4: Stakeholders meeting, presentation, formal approval and publication of the
final management plan.
* Phase 5: submission and dissemination of the Management Plan.
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The overall management planning process will be led by local experts of the Ghana
Museums and Monuments Board.

Objectives:

» To formulate and develop a Management Plan for the Forts and Castles of Ghana by
the end of April 2020.

+ To use the management planning process to build capacities of managers and
elected community members towards the development of a Comprehensive
Management Plan for the serial property.

* To strengthen cooperation among stakeholders for managing the various components

of the property and ensure its effective protection.
* To protect the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

Duration of the project:
Estimated to 18 months

Expected results:

Expected results

Indicators

Means of verification

A Management plan with action
plans by April 2020

« Setting up a working teams for the
preparation of the management plan
with participants from the Ghana
museums and monuments Board,
Municipal assembly and local
community members

» Completion of a Statement of
Significance

» Written reports on the
consultative meetings held and
progress reports working teams
» Written papers/discussions on
key issues affecting the property
* Final Management Plan
Document.

* Analysis of the identified
conservation and management
problems

» Existence of clear objectives and
strategies for achieving them.

Budget:

Total activity budget (in US$): 89,351
National or other contributions (in US$): 4,265
In-kind

Amount requested from the World Heritage Fund (in US$): 85,086
1. Organization 25,460
Venue (for 4 regions) 1,140
Stationery, supplies 950
Secretarial Assistance 950
Financial Assistance 950
Simultaneous Interpretation 950
Audio Visual Equipment 760
Consultation/sensitization meetings involving the communities, local authorities 9,880
and site managers of the property in the 4 regions - Meeting expenses, snacks,

transport for participants

Stakeholders meeting (phase 4) - Meeting expenses, snacks, transport for 9,880
participants
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2. Personnel / consultancy services (fees) 9,500

National expert 3,800
International Expert (for 2 weeks) 5,700
3. Travel 13,965
International travel cost 1,425
Domestic travel costs 12,540
4. Accommodation & meals 27,360
Perdiem (2 experts + Driver for 40 days) 9,120

Perdiem - workshop for working teams of 6 persons x 4 regions x 5 days (phase 4,560
1)
Perdiem - for working teams of 6 persons x 4 regions x 15 days for data| 13,680
gathering (phase 2)

5. Equipment 1,710
Workshop materials 1,710
6. Evaluation & reporting 3,040
Reporting 950
Printing and binding 1,235
Distribution 855
7. Miscellaneous 4,051
Contingency 4,051

Comments of the Secretariat:

This revised request has fully taken into account the observations and recommendations
expressed by the panel in January 2018. At that time, it had been requested to enlarge the
scope to the development of an overall management plan for the entire property, which
would identify priority management and conservation concerns for each of its components.

The request has therefore adapted the workplan, which now stretches over 15 months, and
the implementation into five phases. This approach appears reasonable although the
duration of 15 months for the elaboration of a management plan at this scale for a serial site
with nearly 30 components may be somewhat short.

The budget seems relatively reasonable for this undertaking, although it appears that the
one-time involvement over 15 days of an international consultant is likely to be insufficient,
especially if the tasks encompass various actions such as training, consultations,
coordination and in particular monitoring and oversight during the drafting process. An
increase of this cost component is therefore strongly recommended so as to cover rather
two, if not three of such missions.

In recent times, the Ghanaian government has strongly emphasized its mobilization for the
implementation the World Heritage Convention which is to be noted as an important asset for
this project. Its implementation would also benefit from the presence of the national
UNESCO office in Accra.

Based on the revised request and given the urgent need to elaborate a coherent and solid
management plan for this property, the Secretariat recommends the approval of this request.
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Comments of the Advisory Bodies:

ICOMOS, 13 April 2018

The proposal is clear and relevant. For better outcomes, it is suggested that in Phase 2 there
should be more community engagement and managers involvement regarding the
discussion of the main key-issues to be considered. The drafting of the management plan will
need to be divided in two periods, as there should be a second redrafting following the
organization of the stakeholders meetings and the presentation to the community assuring
their participatory consultancy. Therefore, Phase 2 should be longer, Phase 3 should be
shorter, and Phase 5 should be longer again, as a second redrafting should be considered
after listening to the different stakeholders and communities, before final conclusive
document.

ICCROM, 17 April 2018

The request is meant to cover costs for preparation of an overall management plan for the
entire property as a whole. As recommended by the first panel, the State Party revised the
previous request, which had targeted just two sites. Most of the comments from the first
examination have been addressed in this revised request, and ICCROM believes that the
overall management plan will make it possible to identify priority management and
conservation issues for each of the sites.

ICCROM further notes that the budget is hight, but reflects the much expanded scope of the
work. Overall, it seems reasonable for the work to be carried out.

For these reasons, ICCROM would recommend approval of the request.

Recommendation by the International Assistance panel

18 April 2018
Request to be submitted to the Committee for approval for US$ 85,086 under the

Conservation & Management Assistance-Natural heritage budget once the contributions due
to the World Heritage Fund up to 31/12/2017 are settled and once the budget has been
adjusted to increase the part dedicated to the international expert without increasing the total
amount requested.

The timeframe will be adjusted at the time of implementation.

Comments of the Secretariat:

15 June 2018

The dues to the World Heritage Fund have been settled in May 2018.

The revised budget has been submitted on 14 June 2018 (see below). The revisions are in
line with the recommendation made by the panel last April (see above). Therefore nothing
opposes the approval of this request.

Revised budget:

Total activity budget (in US$): 89,545
National or other contributions (in US$): 4,459
In-kind

Amount requested from the World Heritage Fund (in US$): 85,086
1. Organization 20,520
Venue (for 4 regions) 1,140
Stationery, supplies 950
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Secretarial Assistance

Financial Assistance

Simultaneous Interpretation

Audio Visual Equipment

Consultation/sensitization meetings involving the communities, local authorities
and site managers of the property in the 4 regions - Meeting expenses, snacks,
transport for participants

Stakeholders meeting (phase 4) - Meeting expenses, snacks, transport for
participants

2. Personnel / consultancy services (fees)
National expert
International Expert (for 3 weeks)

3. Travel
International travel cost
Domestic travel costs

4. Accommodation & meals

Perdiem (2 experts + Driver for 40 days)

Perdiem - workshop for working teams of 6 persons x 4 regions x 5 days (phase
1)

Perdiem - for working teams of 6 persons x 4 regions x 15 days for data
gathering (phase 2)

Perdiem (international expert, 2 missions)

5. Equipment
Workshop materials

6. Evaluation & reporting
Reporting

Printing and binding
Distribution

7. Miscellaneous
Contingency

760
760
950
760
7,600

7,600

9,250
1,900
7,350

15,397
3,000
12,397

31,860
9,120
4,560

13,680
4,500

1,710
1,710

3,040
950
1,235
855

3,309
3,309
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REQUEST N° 2

Conservation & Management Assistance
Cultural Heritage
Eastern Europe

State Party: Albania (Upper Middle Income Country)
Name of activity: Development of an integrated management plan of Gjirokastra and
Berat

Amount requested: US$ 30,460

Status of dues to the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2017: contributions paid.

Previous contributions from the World Heritage Fund for this property in the past ten

years:
- Conservation & Management Assistance (2016), US$ 4,992

Background:

The Historic Centre of Gjirokastra was inscribed on the World Heritage List in 2005, and it
was extended in 2008 to include the Historic Centre of Berat. The first Integrated
Management Plan (IMP) was prepared in 2008, at the time of extension. It was a five-year
management plan, which was prepared by a close collaboration between municipalities and
heritage institutions with technical assistance provided by UNESCO Venice Office. This first
IMP did not pass through the necessary steps of adoption by national institutions and not
even the Territorial Regulatory Councils of the relevant municipalities. However it was an
important reference for the heritage institutions (national and regional) as far as the zoning
issues and level of protection of each subzone of the buffer zone were concerned. The most
recent regulations of both Historic Centres are based on the main principles guiding the first
IMP.

In 2012, Berat Municipality participated as a partner in SUSCULT programme (Achieving
SUSTainability through an integrated approach to the management of CULTural heritage co-
funded by the European Union and involving some World Heritage properties in the sub-
region). As a result of this program this municipality succeeded in preparing a Management
Plan for the Historic Centre of Berat, since the first one had almost expired. Even though this
new plan for Berat was a positive step, it did not engage Gjirokastra municipality as well and
could not be considered as an IMP.

The need for an updated IMP has been repeatedly mentioned in all World Heritage
Committee Decisions after 2012. The most recent Decision, 41 COM 7B.40 « (...) urges the
State Party to develop, as a matter of priority, an overarching IMP, including a risk
management component with threat mitigation measures, and to:

a) Develop an integrated urban conservation and development tool, based on a detailed
survey and documentation of all buildings and environmental features in the urban settlement
and its wider context, using if necessary the approach carried by the Recommendation on
the Historic Urban Landscape (2011), and ensure strong inter-institutional cooperation in
particular with the entities responsible for urban planning ».

The drafting of an IMP requires the cooperation and co-ordination of numerous local,
regional and national institutions as well as civil society and community. Even though the
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State Party is committed in starting the process of preparation of the new IMP, it is facing
numerous difficulties regarding the coordination and gathering of such wide range of
stakeholders. A good inception phase is necessary in order to develop a work strategy.

The Ministry of Culture and its institutions are working on the detailed survey and
documentation of all buildings in the urban settlement of both Historic Centres. The
Regulations for the protection, integrated conservation, and administration of the Historic
Centre and Buffer zone of Berat and Gjirokastra have been approved by the Council of
Ministers respectively in 2014 and 2015. The General Urban Plans of the municipalities of
Berat and Gjirokastra are complete and approved: Berat on 29.12.2016 and Gjirokastra on
08.02.2017.

Objectives:

The project aims at organizing a series of national seminars and workshops leaded by two
international experts with the participation of all relevant stakeholders (institutional
representatives and civil society). These seminars and workshops shall result in developing a
work strategy, coordinating the work and establishing a detailed work plan with
responsibilities and duties of each stakeholder. A technical working group shall be put in
place in order to gather, coordinate data and further work on the drafting of the IMP, based
on the guidelines and work strategy developed by the international experts.

Site visits and field study will be conducted within Gjirokastra and Berat, in order to co-
ordinate the data from several local, regional and national institutions and to define actions
and deadlines for all responsible institutions according to their areas of responsibility at local
and national level. Meetings and interviews with relevant governmental institutions and
representatives of NGOs and civil society shall be held by the international experts. The
UNESCO Recommendation on Historic Urban Landscape (HUL) also needs to be introduced
and implemented in the drafting of IMP.

The project includes:

1. Two-day workshops in each Historic Centre (2 days in Berat, 2 days in Gjirokastra) with 2
international experts, with representatives of all relevant governmental institutions and civil
society to develop a strategic vision on conservation and development together with a
detailed outline of the IMP.

2. Preparation of guidelines, working strategy and working plan

3. Set up of a technical working group

4. Introduction of a first draft management plan in a two-day workshop in Tirana

Duration of the project:
Estimated to 12 months.

Expected results:

Expected results Indicators Means of verification

Introduction of the UNESCO UNESCO Recommendation on HUL Concept integrated in the

Recommendation on Historic Historic Urban Landscape (HUL, IMP

Urban Landscape (HUL, 2011) 2011) introduced and discussed in

and implementation in the drafting | the stakeholder seminars

of IMP

Assessment of the current Gaps identified in the current List of areas to be addressed in

management system of the management system the current management system

property to identify gaps Stakeholder workshop to review the | Desktop assessment reports
management plan Stakeholder consultation reports

Documentation and mapping of Stakeholder meetings on the Workshops report documentation
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5. Equipment
None

Expected results Indicators Means of verification
the cultural heritage values recognition and acknowledgement and mapping of the cultural
of the cultural values heritage values
The IMP shall have legal status All stakeholders and technical Report of the technical working
and all relevant institutions shall working group agree on the draft group
act in accordance with the plan. IMP document
Community engagement trough Number and diversity of community | Reports on workshops
participative meetings members attending the meetings
Budget:
Total activity budget (in US$): 31,660
National or other contributions (in US$): 1,200
Amount requested from the World Heritage Fund (in US$): 30,460
1. Organization 4,480
Venue for the seminars and workshop in Gjirokastra, Berat 800
Venue for the seminars and workshop in Tirana 800
Translation of the final report (120 pages x US$10) 1,200
Simultaneous interpretation (30 hours x US$36) 1,080
Office expenses 600
2. Personnel / consultancy services (fees) 8,800
Two international experts (US$ 440 per day for 10 days) 8,800
3. Travel 4,320
International travel cost (for 2 international experts twice) 2,000
Domestic travel costs:
- fuel 600
- national trainees travel to from Tirana to Gjirokastra, with minibus 600
- 5 national trainees travel from Berat to Gjirokastra 60
- national trainees from Tirana travel from Gjirokastra to Berat, with minibus 400
- 5 national trainees travel from Gjirokastra to Berat 60
- national trainees from Tirana travel from Berat to Gjirokastra, with minibus 400
- 10 national trainees from Gjirokastra to Berat travel to Tirana 200
4. Accommodation & meals 11,360
Accommodation:
- 2 International Experts hotel accommodation for 9 days in Berat and 720
Gjirokastra
- 2 International Experts hotel accommodation for 3 days in Tirana 480
- 10 national trainees hotel accommodation in Tirana for 3 days 1,200
- 20 national trainees from Tirana and Berat, hotel accommodation in 1,600
Gjirokastra for 2 days
- 20 national trainees from Tirana and Gjirokastra, hotel accommodation in 1,600
Berat for 2 days
Meals:
- Launch for 40 participants in workshop in Gjirokastra and Berat, US$ 20 3,200
per person
- Launch for 40 participants in workshop in Tirana, US$ 20 per person 1,600
- Meals for international experts 960

Examination of International Assistance requests

WHC/18/42.COM/13.Rev, p. 10




6. Evaluation & reporting

None

7. Miscellaneous 1,500
Coffee breaks (simple catering - 6 days for 40 persons - estimated cost US$ 4 960
per person)

Roll up 240
Printing on banner 20 m2 x US$15 per m2 300

Comments of the Secretariat:

Two International Assistance requests were approved for Albania: one for Berat and
Gjirokastra on the development of monitoring indicators in 2015 and one for and emergency
response training in 2016. These activities had been approved to support the State Party’s
efforts in the development of the IMP, which had been requested by the World Heritage
Committee since its 37th session in 2013 and needs to be submitted as a matter of priority.

The current International Assistance request provides an overview of the scope of work for
the development of the IMP which entails updating the 2008 Management Plan, the
integration of a HUL approach and aspects related to sustainable development, community
engagement, risk management and intangible heritage. The request also notes that a strong
coordination and consultation process at national and local levels needs to be put in place to
support this process. The Secretariat would like to highlight the experience of the Albanian
authorities for the management planning acquired through the Upstream process for the
Lake Ohrid region which should be built on for the development of the IMPfor Berat and
Gjirokastra.

The Manual on managing cultural World Heritage (available at
https://whc.unesco.org/en/managing-cultural-world-heritage/) provides extensive guidance
for the establishment of an integrated management system in the most complex
environments. The Secretariat would like to encourage the Albanian authorities to make
extensive use of the manual for the development of the detailed workplan.

The Secretariat recommends that this request may be considered for approval if funds are
still available, Albania being an ‘Upper Middle Income Country’ and hence having less
priority.

Comments of the Advisory Bodies:

ICOMOS, 12 January 2018

ICOMOS considers that this is an important project, which is required to conserve the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property. The workplan is well resolved, offers a logical
sequence and realistic program, and is consistent with recent Decisions of the Committee
and the findings of the 2016 ICOMOS Advisory Mission. The project should include a risk
management component with threat mitigation measures, in accordance with the
Committee’s recent request, and should incorporate the Advisory Mission recommendations,
as appropriate. Given that the State Party is an ‘Upper Middle Income Country’, and limits on
available funding, it may be appropriate to invite the State Party to contribute part of the
project cost.

ICOMOS considers that the application should be supported.
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ICCROM, 16 January 2018

ICCROM supports the request in principle; however, it notes that according to the
Operational Guidelines International Assistance should “have a catalytic and multiplier effect
(“seed money”) and promote financial and technical contributions from other sources”. The
State Party has not made any commitment of its own resources, nor has it found other
sources. ICCROM further notes that the State Party is an ‘Upper Middle Income Country’and
therefore does not have priority for the World Heritage Fund.

ICCROM is of the opinion that the project is necessary and well framed. For this reason, it
would recommend approval of the request, taking into account that the State Party is not a
priority country according to the Operational Guidelines. If funds are available, however, it
would be a worthwhile project.

Recommendation by the International Assistance panel

17 January 2018

Request fine for approval in principle, but to be submitted for final recommendation to the
panel which will be held next April, since the State Party is an ‘Upper Middle Income
Country’and priority for funding is given to LDCs, LIEs and LMICs in accordance with
paragraph 239b) of the Operational Guidelines.

18 April 2018
Request to be submitted to the Committee for approval for US$ 30,460 under the

Conservation & Management Assistance-Cultural heritage budget.
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REQUEST N° 3

Conservation & Management Assistance
Cultural Heritage
Eastern Europe

State Party: Ukraine (Lower Middle Income Country)
Name of activity: Purchase of the trailing lift (hoist) with a telescopic boom Dinolift 150T

Amount requested: US$ 50,500

Status of dues to the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2017: contributions paid.

Previous contributions from the World Heritage Fund for this property in the past ten
years:

- Conservation & Management Assistance (2018), US$ 29,945

- Conservation & Management Assistance (2009), US$ 5,000

Background:

A trailing lift (hoist) with a telescopic boom Dinolift DINO 150T will allow carrying out
promptly:

- examination and monitoring works;

- restoration and conservation works;

- current repair works, operation and maintenance of engineering networks (electricity,
lighting, video surveillance and security alarm systems, etc.), operation and maintenance of
buildings and structures;

- urgent works on the maintenance of facilities (cleaning from snow, ice, emergency work,
etc.).

The main advantages of this model of trailer lift (hoist) are: high lifting height of the working
platform at a small weight of the device itself, ensuring mobility and the possibility of
operative transportation; possibility of application for both internal and external works; low
operating costs, and significant environmental friendliness, because the power is supplied
from mains; presence of authorized service and technical support of the specified equipment
in Ukraine.

Objectives:

A trailing lift (hoist) with a telescopic boom Dinolift DINO 150T will allow the operative and
immediate execution of an impressive list of repair and restoration, engineering and
contravention works both inside and outside the facilities without involving third-party
enterprises and organizations.

Duration of the project:
Estimated to 6 months

Expected results:

Expected results Indicators Means of verification

The purchase and the 1) State financial reporting. 2) Photo | 1) State financial reporting. 2)
implementation of the telescopic fixing of the equipment. Photo fixing of the equipment.
lift Dinolift DINO 150T
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Budget:

Total activity budget (in US$): 51,700
National or other contributions (in US$): 1,200
Stalff training

Amount requested from the World Heritage Fund (in US$): 50,500

1. Organization
None

2. Personnel / consultancy services (fees)
None

3. Travel
None

4. Accommodation & meals

None
5. Equipment 50,500
Trailing lift (hoist) with a telescopic boom DINO 150T 50,500

6. Evaluation & reporting
None

7. Miscellaneous
None

Comments of the Secretariat:

While maintenance and regular conservation of all property’s components continues, the new
monitoring mechanism should be installed at all monuments of the property to survey the
stability of their structures. As progress towards the realization of this work is connected
almost exclusively with financial (funding) opportunities, the 2017 reactive monitoring mission
recommended that a “Special Fund” should be created at the highest national level in order
to secure all necessary funds for conservation, stabilization and rehabilitation works. This
International Assistance request concerning the purchasing of the telescopic lift Dinolift DINO
150T is not financially supported by the State Party and its "National Special Fund".

The State Party should be invited to submit this request to other potential sources available
in Europe (e.g. grants from the relevant European Institutions.)

The Secretariat does not support this request.

Comments of the Advisory Bodies:

ICOMOS, 13 January 2018
No economic case is made to support the proposed acquisition (such as comparison with
current costs for the hire of similar equipment or use of external contractors).

The property has been discussed at recent sessions of the Committee, with particular
concerns being expressed about new development, and weaknesses in management
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observed by previous missions. By Decision 41 COM 7B.53 the Committee recommended
that State Party should develop a long term programme for reconstruction and rehabilitation
works at the Monastery of Kyiv-Pechersk Lavra and that monitoring mechanisms to survey
stability of structures be installed at all monuments at risk.

ICOMOS acknowledges the need to establish better monitoring mechanisms at the property
and the ongoing importance of repair and maintenance, but does not regard the acquisition
of this equipment as a current priority. ICOMOS believes that immediate attention should be
paid to implementation of previous Committee Decisions (as Decision 41 COM 7B.53
proposes) and the recommendations of the 2017 mission, including the establishment of a
Special National Fund, which may be a more appropriate mechanism for funding the trailing
lift with a telescopic boom.

ICOMOS therefore considers that the application should not be supported.

ICCROM, 15 January 2018

While supporting the State Partie’s desire to have more effective means of monitoring and
conservation, the request as written does not provide enough information on the types of
work to be carried out. It would be much easier to evaluate this request if there were more
information on the work to be done with it, the frequency of its use, etc. Furthermore, it would
need to be justified as to how the cost of US$ 50,000 would compare to the rental of such
equipment for the same works to be carried out. Only in this way, could the request be better
understood and evaluated.

For this reason, ICCROM would recommend returning the request to the State Party for
more information.

Recommendation by the International Assistance panel

17 January 2018

Request to be sent to the World Heritage Committee for non-approval, because this activity
is not a current priority at the site and other funding could be sought (either the ‘Special
Fund’ whose creation was recommended by the 2017 reactive monitoring mission or
European institutions).
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Il. STATUS OF THE INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE BUDGET FOR THE BIENNIUM
2018-2019 AS OF 15 JUNE 2018

2.  The International Assistance budget approved for the biennium 2018-2019 by Decision
41 COM 14 is the same as the 2016-2017 budget, i.e. US$ 600,000 for Conservation &
Management Assistance and US$ 150,000 for Preparatory Assistance. Nonetheless, it
should be recalled that this budget is only 50% of the budget approved 12 years ago
(US$ 0.75 million in 2018-2019 against US$ 1.5 million in 2006-2007), whereas the
number of World Heritage properties inscribed has increased by 29,2% during the
same period. The Emergency Assistance budget has remained stable for the past
twelve years, at US$ 400,000 for the biennium.

3. As can be seen from the chart below, as of 15 June 2018, the 2018-2019 Conservation
& Management Assistance and Preparatory Assistance budgets have been largely
used or earmarked for requests recommended for approval. This leaves roughly 21%
of the budget for the 2019 cycle.
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4, There is also around US$ 70,000 additional funds earmarked for International
Assistance still available; however this amount comes almost exclusively from savings
made in the implementation of requests approved in previous years and not from new
contributions.

5. From 2010 to 2018, contributions received from lItaly, India, private partnerships, the
Republic of Korea, Finland, the Philippines, Turkey, Germany and Viet Nam under the
World Heritage Fund for a total amount of US$ 882,653 (without support costs) made it
possible to approve more than 30 requests, out of which 53% were from Least
Developed Countries and 59% from Africa. The Committee, by Decision 41 COM 13,
paragraph 4, has strongly appealed to all States Parties to contribute extra-budgetary
funds for International Assistance by choosing among the options described in
Resolution 19 GA 8. It may wish to reiterate this appeal.
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10.

V.

In case the remaining funds for International Assistance in 2019 turn out insufficient, it
will be important to ensure use of additional funds, as appropriate, in view of not
jeopardizing the International Assistance mechanism, which is an indispensable tool for
the implementation of the Convention at country level, especially in Africa, developing
countries and SIDS.

If despite this increase in the budget there still remain requests recommended for
approval which cannot be financed due to lack of funds, they will be publicized on the
MartketPlace webpage for International Assistance. States Parties to the Convention
and other potential donors will be informed accordingly via a circular letter and other
suitable means.

PROPOSAL BY THE INTERNAL OVERSIGHT SERVICE WITH REGARD TO THE
INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE PROCESS

In line with its mandate given by the World Heritage Committee at its 415t session
(Krakow, 2017), the Ad hoc working group examined the recommendations made by
the Internal Oversight Service (I0S) in its “Comparative Mapping Study of Forms and
Models for use of Advisory Services by International Instruments and Programmes”
(document WHC/17/41.COM/INF.14.11). Recommendation n°4 of this study suggested
to “... envisage changing working methods and incorporate practices of other
international instruments / programmes to generate efficiencies”, taking into account
the tables and findings related to this Recommendation, as well as the comparative
tables with other conventions and programmes included in the Annex. 3. It is to be
noted that as this recommendation was worded in a general way, it may address not
solely the financial aspects of advisory services as such but also efficiencies in a larger
sense.

In relation to this Recommendation, Table 4 of 10S’ study proposed changes in the
evaluation of International Assistance requests, namely to “...reduce the role of the
Advisory Bodies in assessing international assistance and align with the practice of
2003 Convention...”.

At the time of preparation of this document, the ad hoc working group is in the process
of examining different options with regard to International Assistance. The outcomes
are presented in document WHC/18/42.COM/12A.

DRAFT DECISION

Draft Decision: 42 COM 13

The World Heritage Committee,

1.

2.

Having examined Document WHC/18/42.COM/13.Rev,

Decides to approve the following International Assistance requests:

*  “Preparation of a management plan for the Forts and Castles of Ghana”
(Ghana), for an amount of US$ 85,086 under the Conservation &
Management-Culture budget;

*  “Development of an integrated management plan of Gjirokastra and Berat”
(Albania), for an amount of US$ 30,460 under the Conservation &
Management-Culture budget;
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3. Decides not to approve the International Assistance request from Ukraine entitled
“Purchase of the trailing lift (hoist) with a telescopic boom Dinolift 150T";

4. Recalling Decision 41 COM 13, paragraph 4, strongly appeals to all States Parties to
contribute for International Assistance by choosing among the options described in
Resolution 19 GA 8.
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l. INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS IN 2018-2019 (as of 15 June 2018)

ANNEX

A. 19 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS APPROVED IN 2018-2019 UNDER THE INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE BUDGET
(as of 15 June 2018)

Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in (in bold: sites on the Danger | gpproved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least Ist) (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

CONSERVATION & MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE (12 requests) 243 002

Culture (7 requests) 127 931

AFR Mali Restoration and enhancement of the Tomb of Askia (on the 24 585 6 February | A.1,A.2,B.3,B.4,C.12,

Tomb of Askia in Gao World Heritage List since 2018 | D.18, E.34, E.35
2004 and on the List of
World Heritage in Danger
since 2012)
AFR Mali Protection and enhancement of the Old Towns of Djenné 24 580 6 February | A.1,A.2,B.3,B.4,C.12,
property ‘Old Towns of Djenné’ (on the World Heritage 2018 | D.18, E.34, E.35
List since 1988 and on
the List of World Heritage
in Danger since 2016)
AFR Mali Validation meeting of the management Tomb of Askia; 4150 16 March | n.a.
and conservation plans of the four World Timbuktu; Old Towns 2018

Heritage sites in Mali

of Djenné (on the World
Heritage List since 2004
and 1988 on the List of
World Heritage in Danger
since 2016 and 2012);
Cliff of Bandiagara -
Land of the Dogons (on
the World Heritage List
since 1988)

Examination of International Assistance requests
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (n (In bold: sites on the Danger | gpproved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least List) (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

AFR Senegal Mapping and training of tourist guides on | Bassari Country: 15 600 6 February | A.1,A.2, B.3, C.10,

Bassari, Bedik and Fula cultural Bassari, Fula and Bedik 2018 | C.11, C.13,D.18, E.34,
landscapes Cultural Landscapes (on E.35
the World Heritage List
since 2012)
AFR Uganda Restoration of the Bujjakukula (Gate Tombs of Buganda 24071 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2, B.3, B.4, C.10,
House) at the Kasubi Royal Tombs of Kings at Kasubi (on the C.12, C.14, D.18, E.34,
Buganda Kings World Heritage List since E.35
2001 and on the List of
World Heritage in Danger
since 2010)
EUR Ukraine Modernization of the Hydrogeological Kiev: Saint-Sophia 29945 6 February | A.1,A.2, C.10, C.11,
Monitoring System of the Territory of the Cathedral and Related 2018 | C.12, C.13, D.18, E.34,
Ensemble of Buildings of St. Sophia Monastic Buildings, E.35
Cathedral and Kyiv-Pechersk Lavra Kiev-Pechersk Lavra (on
the World Heritage List
since 1990)
LAC Mexico Risk assessment methodology Archaeological 5000 | 27 April 2018 | n.a.
implementation and preparation of a risk Monuments Zone of
management plan for the Archaeological Xochicalco (on the World
Monuments Zone of Xochicalco, World Heritage List since 1999)
Heritage site

Nature (4 requests) 101 015

AFR Democratic | Habitat Management and Key Species Garamba National 30000 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2, B.3, B.4, C.10,
Rep. of the Monitoring in Garamba National Park Park (on the World C.12,C.13,D.18,E.34
Congo Heritage List since 1980

and on the List of World
Heritage in Danger since
1996)

AFR Democratic | Organization of the overflight Kahuzi-Biega National 21700 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2, B.3, B.4, C.10,
Rep. of the Park (on the World C.12,D.18, E.34, E.35
Congo Heritage List since 1980

Examination of International Assistance requests
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in (00 bk slitzs @ 02 BEMTEr | 23 @ e e, date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least List) (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

and on the List of World
Heritage in Danger since
1997)
AFR Cote d'lvoire | Strengthening surveillance against gold Tai National Park (on the 19565 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2, B.3, C.10,
mining and poaching inside the Tai World Heritage List since C.11,C.12,D.18,E.34
National Park 1982)
APA Viet Nam The management effectiveness Ha Long Bay (on the 29750 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2, B.3, B.8, C.10,
evaluation of Ha Long Bay - a World World Heritage List since C.11,C.12,D.18,E.34
Natural Heritage site 1994)
Mixed (1 request) 14 056
AFR Lesotho Strengthening Sehlabathebe community Maloti-Drakensberg 14 056 6 February | A.1,A.2, B.3, C.10,
conservation forum to enhance Park (on the World 2018 | C.11, C.14, D.18, E.34,
community involvement in the Heritage List since 2000, E.35
conservation and management of the extension in 2013)
Maloti Drakensberg Park World Heritage
site
PREPARATORY ASSISTANCE (4 requests) 97 249
Culture (1 request) 29 970
AFR Comoros Assistance in assembling the nomination Sultanats Historiques 29970 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2,B.3, C.10,
file of ‘Sultanats Historiques des Comores’ | des Comores (on C.11, C.12, C.13, C.14,
as a UNESCO World Heritage Site Tentative List since 2007) C.15, C.16, D.18, D.19,
E.24, E.27

Nature (1 request) 22 279

AFR Djibouti Achievement of feasibility study for a Parc National de la forét 22 279 6 February | A.1,A.2, B.3, C.10,
nomination of ‘Parc National de la forét du | du Day (on Tentative List 2018 | C.11, C.14, D.18, E.24,
Day’ to the UNESCO World Heritage List | since 2015) E.27

Mixed (2 requests) 45 000

LAC Honduras Preparation of a Tentative list of cultural n.a. 20000 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2,B.3, B.5, B.8,

and natural properties suitable for

C.10, C.11, C.13, C.14,
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in (In bold: sites on the Danger | gpproved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least Ist) (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

inclusion in the World Heritage List of D.18, E.29, E.30
UNESCO

LAC Peru Preparation of the Tentative List of n.a. 25000 | 17 May 2018 | A.1,A.2,B.5,B.8, C.10,
cultural, natural and mixed properties of C.11, C.13, C.14, D.18,
Peru for inclusion in the World Heritage E.29, E.30
List.
EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE (3 requests) 180 000
Culture (3 requests) 180 000
LAC Mexico Restauration of the Temple of “Nuestra Historic Centre of 60 000 23 January | A.2, C.10, C.11, C.12,
Sefiora de Loreto” (Our Lady of Loreto) Mexico City and 2018 | D.18,D.19, E.21, E.22
and the “Oratory of San Felipe Neri (La Xochimilco (on the World
Profesa)” in the Historic Centre of Mexico | Heritage List since 1987)
City due to earthquake impacts

LAC Mexico Stabilization and restauration of two 16th- | Earliest 16th-Century 60 000 23 January | A.2, C.10, C.11, C.12,
Century Monasteries in Tlayacapan, Monasteries on the 2018 | D.18, D.19, E.21, E.22
Morelos and Tochimilco, Puebla due to Slopes of Popocatepet!
earthquake impacts (on the World Heritage List

since 1994)

LAC Mexico Reconstruction and restoration of Puebla | Historic Centre of 60 000 23 January | A.2, C.10, C.11, C.12,

Basilica dome due to earthquake impacts | Puebla (on the World 2018 | D.18, D.19, E.21, E.22

Heritage List since 1987)

Examination of International Assistance requests
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B. 2 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS APPROVED IN 2018-2019 UNDER THE FUNDS EARMARKED FOR INTERNATIONAL
ASSISTANCE (as of 15 June 2018)

Region | State Title Name of properties (n Amount | Approval | Criteria applied (based on
Party (in bold: sites in danger) approved date | Advisory Bodies'
bold: Least (in US$) comments)
Developed
Countries)
PREPARATORY ASSISTANCE (2 requests) 57 036
Mixed (2 requests) 57 036
AFR South Capacity building and implementation n.a. 29 900 17 May | A.1,A.2,B.3, B.5, B.8, C.10,
Sudan strategy for the World Heritage 2018 | C.13? C.14,E.29, E.30, E.31
Convention in South Sudan
APA DPR Korea | Preparation of nomination of Mt. Mt. Kumgang and the 27 136 17 May | A.1,A.2,B.3, B.8, C.10,
Kumgang and the Historical Relics in Historical Relics in and 2018 | C.13,C.14, D.18, E.24, E.25

and around the Mountain focusing on
upstream advice and guidance in the
identification of the potential OUV

around the Mountain (on
Tentative List since 2000)

C. 10 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS NOT APPROVED IN 2018-2019 (as of 15 June 2018)

Region | State Title Name of Decision | Reason for non-approval
Party (in properties (in bold: date
bold: Least sites in danger)
Developed
Countries)
CONSERVATION & MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE (5 requests)
Culture (5 requests)
AFR Eritrea Improved conservation and management | Asmara: a Modernist 6 February | This activity is not a priority for funding under
of Asmara: a modernist city of Africa City of Africa (on the 2018 | the World Heritage Fund.

World Heritage site through an

architectural design competition for Fiat

Tagliero building and its surrounding
public spaces

World Heritage List
since 2017)

Examination of International Assistance requests
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Region | State Title Name of Decision | Reason for non-approval
Party (in properties (in bold: date
bold: Least sites in danger)
Developed
Countries)

AFR Kenya Enhancing The Visitor Experience, Fort Jesus, 6 February | This activity is not a priority for the site.
Safety and Security at the Fort Jesus Mombasa (on the 2018
World Heritage Site Through Improved World Heritage List
Interpretation and Presentation as well since 2011)
as Emergency Response

APA Uzbekistan | Management of the World Heritage Samarkand — 17 May 2018 | The revised version did not take into account
properties in Uzbekistan Crossroad of the recommendation of the panel of January

Cultures (on the World 2018 (which asked for a focus on capacity
Heritage List since building activities).

2001) Historic

Centre of

Shakhrisyabz (on

the World Heritage

List since 2000 and

on the List of World

Heritage in Danger

since 2016)

EUR Belarus The preparation and development of the | Architectural, 6 February | According to the replies of the State Party to
management plan for the World Heritage | Residential and 2018 | the Periodic Reporting questionnaire, there is
site the Architectural, residential and Cultural Complex of currently a management plan in force for this
cultural complex of the Radziwill family at | the Radziwill Family property.

Nesvizh, the Republic of Belarus at Nesvizh (on the
World Heritage List
since 2005)

EUR Bulgaria World Heritage for the world audience — | n.a. 6 February | This activity is rather similar to another one

Research for a better management 2018 | (International Assistance request n°2763)

(WARM)

already approved in 2016.

Examination of International Assistance requests
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Region | State Title Name of Decision | Reason for non-approval
Party (in properties (in bold: date
bold: Least sites in danger)
Developed
Countries)

PREPARATORY ASSISTANCE (5 requests)

Culture (2 requests)

AFR Eritrea Qohaito Cultural Landscape: technical Qoahito Cultural 6 February | The objective of the request should not be
improvement of the map and Landscape (on 2018 | the mapping of the site but an assessment of
management Tentative List since the potential of the ‘Qohaito Cultural

2011) Landscape’ for World Heritage listing. The
scope of the revision needed is therefore so
wide that it would entail the submission of a
completely new request.

EUR Belarus Organization of an advisory mission of Augustow Canal (on 6 February | The nomination dossier submitted in 2008 for
international experts in cultural and Tentative List since 2018 | this site was evaluated for non-inscription and
natural heritage sites for completion of 2004) an International Assistance request on this
‘Augustow Canal’ file for submission to same topic was not approved in 2016.
UNESCO World Heritage List

Nature (1 request)

EUR Bosnia & Preparation of the nomination dossier for | Vjetrenica cave (on 6 February | The issues related to the transboundary

Herzegovina | candidature of Vjetrenica Cave to the Tentative List since 2018 | nature of the site already noted in the non-
World Heritage List of UNESCO 2004) approval of a similar request in 2013 have not
been clarified.

Mixed (2 requests)

AFR Malawi Development of Nomination Dossiers. Lake Chilwa 6 February | The objective of the request should be an
2.1. Malawi Slave Routes and Dr. David | Wetland; Malawi 2018 | assessment of the potential of the cultural

Livingstone Trail. 2.2. Lake Chilwa
Wetland

Slave Routes and Dr.

David Livingstone
Trail (on Tentative List
since 2011)

site ‘Malawi Slave Routes and Dr. David
Livingstone Trail’ for World Heritage listing.
The revision needed is therefore so extensive
that it would entail the submission of a
completely new request.
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Region | State Title Name of Decision | Reason for non-approval
Party (in properties (in bold: date
bold: Least sites in danger)
Developed
Countries)
AFR South Production of maps and photographic Boma-Badingilo 6 February | It would be premature to map sites for which
Sudan material for South Sudan potential World | Migratory 2018 | the potential Outstanding Universal Value has

Heritage sites

Landscape; Deim
Zubeir — Slave route
site; Sudd wetland
(on Tentative List since
2017)

not been defined yet.
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Il INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS IN 2016-2017

A. 30 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS APPROVED IN 2016-2017 UNDER THE INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE BUDGET
(as of 31 December 2017)

Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (n [T god: stesonthebanger | - approved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

CONSERVATION & MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE (20 requests) 460 350

Culture (17 requests + a percentage of 1 request) 382 517

AFR Cabo Verde | lllustrated handbook on urban planning Cidade Velha, Historic 27 900 21 March | A.1, A.2,B.3, B.9, C.10,

regulations at Cidade Velha Centre of Ribeira 2017 | C.11, C.13, C.14, D.18,
Grande (on the World D.19
Heritage List since 2009)
AFR Eritrea Technical capacity development The Historic Perimeter 30000 | 17 July 2016 | A.1,A.2,B.3,B.8, C.10,
of Asmara and its C.11, C.12, C.13, C.15,
Modernist Architecture D.18, D.19, E.41, E.42,
(on Tentative List since E.43
2005)
AFR Ethiopia Enhancing the management of the Fasil Fasil Ghebbi, Gondar 24 150 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2,B.3, C.10,
Ghebbi World Heritage Property with Region (on the World C.11, C.13, D.18, E.34,
better Understanding of the World Heritage List since 1979) E.48
Heritage Convention
AFR Gambia Review and update of the management Stone Circles of 27018 | 5April 2016 | A.1, A.2, B.3, C.10,
plan of the Stone Circles of Senegambia Senegambia (on the C.13,C.14,D.18,E.34
World Heritage List since
2006)
AFR Nigeria Conservation and restoration of key Sukur Cultural 19 867 21 March | A.1, A.2, B.3, C.10,
features of the site affected or damaged Landscape (on the World 2017 | C.12,C.14,D.18, E.35
during insurgent attacks on the landscape | Heritage List since 1999)
in addition to replacement of destroyed
and stolen fire-fighting equipment
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in Ei"sgo'd: sites on the Danger | gpproved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

ARB Palestine Management and Conservation Plan for Palestine: Land of 30000 | 12 February | A.1,A.2,B.3,B.4, C.10,
the World Heritage Site of Palestine: Land | Olives and Vines — 2016 | C.13,C.14,D.18,E.34
of Olives and Vines: the Cultural Cultural Landscape of
Landscape of Southern Jerusalem, Battir | Southern Jerusalem,

Battir (on the World
Heritage List and on the
List of World Heritage in
Danger since 2014)

ARB Palestine Management Plan and Conservation Plan | Birthplace of Jesus: 30000 | 18 May 2016 | A.1,A.2, A3, A4, C.10,
for the World Heritage Site: Birthplace of Church of the Nativity C.12,C.14,D.18,E.34
Jesus: Church of the Nativity and the and the Pilgrimage
Pilgrimage Route Route, Bethlehem (on

the World Heritage List
and on the List of World
Heritage in Danger since
2012)

APA Uzbekistan Development of a Management Plan for Historic Centre of 29000 | 12 February | A.1, A2,B.3, C.10,
the Historic Centre of Bukhara Bukhara (on the World 2016 | C.12,C.13, C.14, D.18,

Heritage List since 1993) E.34
APA Micronesia Initial non-invasive clearing of vegetation Nan Madol: 30 000 21 March | A.1, A.2,B.3, B.4, C.10,
overgrowth at Nan Madol Ceremonial Centre of 2017 | C.11,C.12,C.14, D.18,
Eastern Micronesia (on E.35
the World Heritage List
and on the List of World
Heritage in Danger since
2016)

EUR Albania Development of monitoring indicators for Historic Centres of Berat 4992 2 February | n.a.
the World Heritage property "Historic and Gjirokastra (on the 2016
Centres of Gjirokastra and Berat" World Heritage List since

2005-2008)
EUR Albania Regional Training Course on Emergency n.a. 26 090 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2,B.7, C.10,

Response to Cultural Heritage at Risk

C.13, D.18, E.38, E.39,
E.40
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in (00 bk slitzs @ 02 BEMTEr | 23 @ e e, date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least List) (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

EUR Armenia Public awareness campaign for promotion | n.a. 9980 23 October | A.1, A2, B.8, C.10,

of the World Heritage Convention 2016 | C.14,D.18, E.47,E.48
EUR Armenia Regional Thematic Expert Consultation n.a. 24500 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2,B.9,C.10 C.11,
meeting on sustainable management of C.16, D.18, E.39, E.48
World Heritage properties of Religious
Interest focused on Eastern Europe
EUR Bulgaria Project for centralized control and remote | Boyana Church (on the 21224 | 18 May 2016 | A.1, A.2, C.10, C,12,
monitoring of a system for precise air World Heritage List since C.15,D.18, D.19, E.34
conditioning in the Boyana Church 1979)
EUR Bulgaria Mediaeval World Heritage properties in n.a. 9668 | 18 May 2016 | A.1, A.2, C.10, C.13,
North East Bulgaria D.18, E.47,E.51
EUR Montenegro | Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) n.a. 15500 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2, C.10, C.11,
workshop C.12,C.13,C.14, D.18,
E.38, E.39, E.42
LAC Chile Assistance for the development of a n.a. 2728 25June | A.1,A.2, B.6, B.8, C.10,
National Action Plan for Risk Management 2017 | C.11, C.12, C.14, D.18,
at World Heritage Properties in Chile D.19, E.34
LAC Paraguay Jesuit Missions of La Santisima Trinidad Jesuit Missions of La 19900 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2, C.10, C.11,
de Parana and Jesus de Tavarangue Santisima Trinidad de C.13,D.18, E.34, E.38,
Parand and Jesus de E.39
Tavarangue (on the World
Heritage List since 1993)
Nature (3 requests) 77 833
AFR Botswana Review of the management plan for Okavango Delta (on the 27080 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2, C.10, D.11,
Okavango Delta World Heritage property | World Heritage List since C.13, D.18, E.34, E.37,
2014) E.38, E.39, E.43
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in (in bold: sites on the Danger | gpproved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least Ist) (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

AFR Malawi Strengthening the management of Lake Lake Malawi National 21079 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2,B.3, C.10,

Malawi National Park World Heritage site | Park (on the World C.11,C.12,C.14, D.18,
Heritage List since 1984) E.34, E.37, E.38, E.39
AFR Senegal Update of the management plan of Niokolo-Koba National 29674 | 22 May 2017 | A.1,A.2, B.3, C.10,
Niokolo-Koba National Park Park (on the World C.11, C.12, C.13, C.14,
Heritage List since 1981 D.18, E.34, E.37, E.38,
and on the List of World E.39
Heritage in Danger since
2007)

PREPARATORY ASSISTANCE (6 requests) 162 058

Culture (5 requests) 132 290

AFR Mali Assistance project for the preparation of Kamablon (on Tentative 23890 | 12 February | A.1, A.2,B.3, C.10,

the nomination of the sacred house List since 1999) 2016 | C.11, C.13, C.14, D.18,
(Kamablon) Kangaba and associated E.24, E.27
sites including the historic site of Kurukan
Fuga Kangaba and the sacred house of
Kéniéro on the World Heritage List
AFR Eritrea Conservation master plan of the Historic The Historic Perimeter 30000 | 5April2016 | A.1, A2, B.3, C.10,
City of Asmara of Asmara and its C.11,C.12, C.13, C.14,
Modernist Architecture D.18, E.24, E.27
(on Tentative List since
2005)
AFR Kenya Revision of Thimlich Ohinga nomination The Thimlich Ohinga 21400 | 18 May 2016 | A.1, A.2, C.10, C.11,
dossier Cultural Landscape (on C.12,C.13,C.14, D.18,
Tentative List since 2010) E.24, E.25, E.27
AFR Madagascar | Implementation of a general heritage La Haute Ville 30 000 21 March | A.1, A.2, B.3, C.10,
inventory and a mapping of the sector d’Antananarivo (on 2017 | C.11, C.13, D.18, E.24,

Haute Ville at Antananarivo

Tentative List since 2016)

E.25, E.27
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Region | State Title Name of properties Amount | Approval | Criteria applied
Party (in Ei"sgo'd: sites on the Danger | gpproved date | (based on Advisory
bold: Least (in US$) Bodies' comments)
Developed
Countries)

AFR Congo (Rep. | Preparation of the nomination file of Domaine royal de Mbé 27 300 3 October | A.1, A.2,B.3, C.10,
of) ‘Domaine royal de Mbé’ on the World (on Tentative List since 2017 | C.11,C.12, C.13, D.18,

Heritage List 2008) E.24, E.25, E.27

Mixed (1 request) 29 468

AFR Madagascar | Update of Madagascar Tentative List n.a. 29468 | 18 May 2016 | A.1, A.2,B.3, B.5, C.10,

C.11, C.12, C.13, C.14,
D.18, E.29, E.30

EMERGENCY ASSISTANCE (4 requests) 289 530

Culture (2 requests) 75 025

AFR Gambia Rehabilitation of the roof of the CFAO Kunta Kinteh Island and 5025 26 October | A.1, A.2,B.3, C.10,

building Related Sites (on the 2016 | C.11,C.12,D.18, E.21,
World Heritage List since E.22
2003)
LAC Colombia Repairing fire damage to heritage Coffee Cultural 70 000 25June | A1, A2, C.10, C.11,
buildings in Salamina, Caldas, World Landscape of Colombia 2017 | C.12,C.13, D.18, E.21,
Heritage property and capacity building in | (on the World Heritage List E.22, E.23
risk management since 2011)
Nature (2 requests) 214 505
ARB Yemen Mitigation of hurricanes impacts on Socotra Archipelago (on 75 000 25June | A1, A.2,B.3, C.10,
endemic and threatened plants of Socotra | the World Heritage List 2017 | C.11, C.12, C.13, D.18,
Archipelago since 2008) E.21
APA Palau Responding to the threat of feral cat Rock Islands Southern 139 505 | 15 November | A.1, A.2, B.3, C.10,

introduction to the Rock Island Southern
Lagoon World Heritage area

Lagoon (on the World
Heritage List since 2012)

2017

C.11, C.12,C.16, D.18,
D.19, E.21, E.22
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B. 2 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS APPROVED IN 2016-2017 UNDER THE ADDITIONAL FUNDS EARMARKED FOR
INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE (as of 31 December 2017)

Okanda (on the World Heritage
List since 2007)

Region | State Title Name of properties (in Amount | Approval | Criteria applied (based on
Party (in bold: sites in danger) approved date | Advisory Bodies'
bold: Least (in US$) comments)
Developed
Countries)
CONSERVATION & MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE (2 requests) 57 272
Culture (1 request) 27 272
LAC Chile Assistance for the development of a n.a. 27 272 25June | A.1,A.2,B.6,B.8, C.10,
National Action Plan for Risk 2017 | C.11, C.12,C.14, D.18, D.19,
Management at World Heritage E.34
Properties in Chile
Mixed (1 request) 30 000
AFR Gabon Enhancement of Lopé Ecosystem and Relict 30 000 18 May | A.1,A.2,B.8, C.10, C.12,
Cultural Landscape of Lopé- 2016 | C.13,C.14,D.18,D.19
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C. 8 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS NOT APPROVED IN 2016-2017 (as of 31 December 2017)

Region | State Party | Title Name of properties | Decision | Reason for non-approval
(in bold: Least (in bold: sites in danger) date
Developed
Countries)

CONSERVATION & MANAGEMENT ASSISTANCE (5 requests)

Culture (4 requests)

AFR Eritrea Awareness-raising The Historic Perimeter 23 | The workshop as described in the request would have a too
workshop on World of Asmara and its October | narrow appeal and awareness-raising related to a nomination
Heritage Convention and Modernist Architecture 2016 | should intervene prior to the submission of the dossier and
new nomination of the (on Tentative List since not during the evaluation process.

Historic City of Asmara 2005)

EUR Albania Exhibition and publication | n.a. 21 March | This activity is not a priority one. Moreover, an itinerant
on World Heritage Sites in 2017 | exhibition on World Heritage sites in Albania was funded with
Albania the support of UNESCO Office in Venice in 2015 and could

be used for awareness-raising purposes.

EUR Armenia Technical assistance for Monasteries of Haghpat 05 April | This activity would be premature at this stage; it would be
land improvement of and Sanahin (on the 2016 | necessary to have first a Plan of Management which would
Sanahin Monastery World Heritage List since include an indication of priority tasks and an indicative
Complex 1996) program for conservation.

EUR Armenia International workshop for | n.a. 05 April | This activity would be premature at this stage; it would be a
drafting a concept note on 2016 | logical successor to 1A n°2778, once it is implemented.
management plan for
World Heritage sites in
Armenia

Nature (1 request)

AFR Madagascar | Conservation and Rainforests of the 18 May The implementation of the request approved previously (1A
management of the Atsinanana (on the 2016 | N°2128) must be completed before any new approval of a

Rainforests of the
Atsinanana in partnership
with local communities

World Heritage List since
2007 and on the List of
World Heritage in Danger
since 2010)

request for this property.
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Region | State Party | Title Name of properties | Decision | Reason for non-approval
(in bold: Least (in bold: sites in danger) date
Developed
Countries)
PREPARATORY ASSISTANCE (3 requests)
Culture (3 requests)
AFR Ethiopia Preparation of proposed n.a. 21 March | Extensive research has already been undertaken on the site
World Heritage Tentative 2017 | of Yeha, and funding this type of work for a single entry on
List project Yeha Historical the Tentative List would not be the most effective use of the
and Archaeological Site, limited funding available under Preparatory assistance.
Tigray Region
AFR Ghana Nomination of the Tongo- | Tenzug - Tallensi 12 | Itis premature to consider the drafting of a revised
Tengzuk Cultural settlements (on Tentative February | nomination at this stage without substantial surveys and
Landscape and Shrines for | List since 2000) 2016 | research on the potential Outstanding Universal Value of the
Inscription on the cultural landscape, as well as without more work to define
UNESCO World Heritage larger boundaries and revive traditional practices. Without all
List these elements, a revised nomination is unlikely to succeed.
EUR Belarus Organization of an Augustow Canal (on 05 April | The nomination dossier submitted in 2008 for this site was
advisory mission of Tentative List since 2004) 2016 | evaluated for non-inscription.

international experts in
cultural and natural
Heritage for the
completion of Augustow
channel nomination file for
submission to UNESCO
World Heritage List
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