World Heritage Fund

Notes to the Financial Statements
for the biennium ended 31 December 2013

1. Objectives

The World Heritage Fund (WHF) was established as a Trust Fund of the United Nations
Education, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) further to the adoption on 16
November 1972 of the Convention for the Protection of World Cultural and Natural
Heritage by the seventeenth session of the General Conference of UNESCO, with the
objective of complementing the protection of cultural and natural heritage of outstanding
universal value. An intergovernmental committee, called the World Heritage Committee,
was established by the same Convention to decide on the use of the resources of the
WHF. The Committee is assisted by a Secretariat appointed by the Director-General of
UNESCO.

2 Significant accounting policies

a) Financial Statements

The WHF financial statements are maintained in accordance with the special financial
regulations of the WHF as noted by the Executive Board of UNESCO at its ninety-third
session. They are presented in United States dollars (US dollars).

b) Allocation

Allocations represent amounts that have been approved by the World Heritage
Committee for different programme elements, which can be spent for the purpose for
which they have been voted, to the extent that funds are available.

c) Income

Income is recognized on an accrual basis of accounting except for voluntary assessed and
other contributions that are recognized only when funds are received.

d) Expenditure

Expenditure includes amounts for goods supplied and services rendered in the financial
period as well as amounts for legal obligations.

e) Translation of Foreign Currencies

Transactions in currencies other than US dollars are translated to US dollars using the
United Nations operational rate of exchange at the date of the transaction. At the year
end, assets and liabilities in currencies other than US dollars are translated at the UN
operational rate of exchange applicable at the reporting date.



3. Earmarked income

Earmarked income relates to contributions received from donors for specific purposes
within the World Heritage programme approved by the Committee. This income is used
for project expenditures pertaining to the purpose of the donor’s contribution.

4. Non-earmarked income

Non-earmarked income relates to contributions to the WHF which have no specific
purpose. Funds so received are included with the operating reserve.

5. Cash and term deposits

Cash is principally held in UNESCO Headquarters interest bearing US dollar bank
accounts. Deposits are short term investments.

6. Compulsory assessed contributions receivable

Of the balance of $313.267 due by States Parties at 31 December 2013, $234,110 relates
to 2013 assessments and $79,157 to earlier years.

% Contingency reserve

The amount of the contingency reserve is § 1,000,000.

8. Emergency Reserve Fund

In accordance with Financial Regulations, Article 5.1, a reserve fund for emergency
assistance has been agreed at a level of $400,000 by the World Heritage Committee for
the biennium 2012/2013.

9 Savings on prior periods’ obligations

The savings on prior periods’ obligations represent the difference between the
unliquidated obligation balance at the end of the period less the disbursements against the
same obligation made during the current period when the obligation was liquidated.

10 Staff cost contribution

UNESCO’s Regular Programme provided services without charge to the World Heritage

Fund in respect of the Secretariat administering the World Heritage Fund. The estimated
cost of these services during the biennium was $ 7,375,808.



UNESCO

WORLD HERITAGE FUND

STATEMENT OF INCOME AND EXPENDITURE AND CHANGES IN RESERVES AND FUND BALANCES

FOR THE PERIOD 1 JANUARY 2012 TO 31 DECEMBER 2013

(EXPRESSED IN US DOLLARS)

Intarnational

Statement |

Assistance
Programme  Additional Earmarked Emergency  Total as at Biennium
Activities Funding Activities Reserve Fund  31.12.2013 2010/2011
INCOME
Assessed contributions:
Compulsory 3,921,968 - - - 3,921,968 3,901,072
Valuntary 1,070,304 - - - 1,070,304 2525111
Tolal assessed contributions 4,992,272 - - = 4,892,272 6.426,183
Other income:
Interast 53,214 - - - 53,214 50,343
Earmarked - - 2,531,057 - 2,531,057 2,145,860
Other and Mon-earmarked 36,391 331,740 - - 368,131 17,758
Online donations - General 29,833 - - - 29,833 42,291
Online donations - Map 11,567 - - - 11,667 4,392
Total other income 131,006 331.740 2,531,057 - 2,993,802 2,260,644
TOTAL INCOME 5,123,277 331,740 2,531,057 - 7,986,074 8,686,827
Disbursements 4,312,571 - 2,222 666 182,068 6,717,305 7.967,378
Programme Support Costs on Disbursments - - 222 267 - 222,267 181,826
Provision on unliquidated obligations 640,061 - 167,174 59,800 867,035 1,163,477
Provision for exchange fluctuation 21,799 - - - 21,789 -
TOTAL EXPENDITURE Schedule 1.1 4,974,431 - 2,612,107 241,868 7,828,406 9,312,681
EXCESS (SHORTFALL) OF INCOME OVER EXPENDITURE 148,846 331,740 (81,050) (241,868) 157,668 (625,854)
Savings on prior years' obligations and other adjustments 367,905 - 15,792 41,637 425,334 239,227
Funds related to the camry over of the Internalional Assistance
budget (IAC) 1,897 - - - 1.897 (135.721)
Transfer (to)f from other funds (293.085) - = 293,085 - -
Write-off of the arrears of Yugoslavia - - - % = (32,794)
Reserves and fund balances, beginning of the period 1,803,970 - 2,551.186 106,915 4,462,071 5.017.213
Reserves and fund balances, end of the period 2,029,533 331,740 2,485,928 198,769 5.046.970 4,462,071




UNESCO

WORLD HERITAGE FUND

SCHEDULE OF APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURE
AS AT 31 DECEMBER 2013

(EXPRESSED IN US DOLLARS)

Statement 1.1
112

. Asia & Pacific

Allocation Disbursements  Unliquidated Total
2012/2013 2012/2013 Obligations Expenditure
A. STRENGTHENING THE PROTECTION OF WORLD HERITAGE
CAPACITY
ACTION 1: SUPPORT TO THE WORLD HERITAGE GOVERNING
BODIES
1.1. Organisation of meetings
1.1.4. World Heritage Committees
1.1.4. Altendance at meelings by Committee members-2012 30,000 29,989 - 29,989
1.1.4. Attendance at meetings by Committee members-2013 30,000 13,455 - 13,455
1.1.7. Meelings with Advisory Bodies 10,000 4,058 994 5,062
1.1.8. Evaluation Services for Advisory Bodies
1.1.8a. ICOMOS.
. Advisory Services 1,442,857 1,255,911 186,924 1,442,835
. Reactive monitoring missions 569,665 443,106 90,655 533,761
1.1.8b. IUCN
. Advisory Services 1,156,506 1,053,189 64,140 1,117,329
. Reactive monitoring missions 603,138 527,343 47,603 574,946
. Training activities < = - -
1.1.8¢c. [CCROM
. Advisory Services 186,734 145,166 36,992 182,158
. Reactive monitoring missions 22,507 22,507 - 22,507
. Training activities 108,424 76,087 30,909 106,996
1.1.9. Cooperation with other Conventions & Organisations 10,000 6,524 - 6,524
1.3. Information Management
1.3.1. Information Management System 50,000 4,647 19,012 23,659
Sub-Total Action 1 4,219,831 3,581,982 477,229 4,059,211
ACTION 2 : IDENTIFICATION, MANAGEMENT AND PROMOTION
OF WORLD HERITAGE
2.1. Credibility of the World Heritage List
2.1.2. Retrospective inventory 83,165 82,068 - 82,068
2.2. Conservation of World Heritage Properties
2.2.1.Periodic Reporting
. Europe & North America 200,000 167,991 32,009 200,000
. Latin America & Caribbean 100,000 70,133 14,300 84,433
2.2.2. Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring 200,000
. Global - - -
. Africa 24,161 3,064 27,225
. Arab States 7.128 - 7,128
. Asia 5,336 - 5,336
. Pacific 2,612 - 2,612
. Europe & North America 10,864 - 10,864
. Central and Eastern Europe 16.391 - 16,391
. Latin America 5,033 7,379 12,412
. Caribbean - x -
2.2.3. Regional Programmes follow-up to Periodic Reporting
. Africa 2012-2013 - - - -
. Arab States - - - -
. Palestinian Authorities - - - -
. Asia and Pacific - - - -
. Europe & North America — = - "
. Latin Amierica & Caribbean - - - -
2.2.4. Sites in danger 60,000
. Global Reserve - - -
. Africa 22,575 29,802 52,377
. Arab States 2,700 - 2,700



Allocation
2012/2013

Disbursemenls
201212013

Unliquidated
Obligations

Total
Expenditure

. Europe & North America
. Cenlral & Eastern Europe
. Latin America & Caribbean

2.2.5. Internalional Assistance 400,000
International Assistance - Preparalory

. Global

. Global Reserve

. Africa

. Arab Slates

. Asia

. Pacific

. Europe & North America

. Central & Eastern Europe

. Latin America

. Caribbean

International Assistance-Conservation and Management
. Global
. Global Reserve
. Africa
. Arab States
. Asia
. Pacific
. Europe & North America
. Central & Eastern Eurape
. Latin America
. Caribbean

2.3. Capacity Building in States Parties
2.3.1. Education and World Heritage

. World Heritage in Young Hands / Education Programme 50,000

2.4. Public Awareness, Involvement & Support for World
Heritage through Communication
2.4.2. Awareness (& 40th Anniversary) and Publications (& Basic Text: 50,000
. World Heritage Review
. World Heritage Desk Diary
. World Heritage Basic Texts
. Others-Cards WH Maps etc.
. 40th Anniversary
. Maps Online Donations

2.4.3. World Heritage Resource Manuals -

36,696

12,555

32,550

4,271

4,490

50,000

11,500
3,420

37,445

89,996

11,500
37,668

18,069
29,965
41,408

37,405

36,696

12,555

32,550

4,617

Sub-Total Action 2 1,143,165

730,589

162,832

893,421

Total A. 5,362,996

4,312,571

640,061

4,952,632

Earmarked activities 2,612,107

Fromotional
Other

909,184
1,535,748

1.188
165,985

910,373
1,701,734

Total B. 2,612,107

2,444,933

167,174

2,612,107

C. Emergency reserve fund 400,000

D. Provision for exchange rate fluctuation 400,000

182,068
15,604

59,800
6,195

241,868
21,799

TOTAL{(A+B+C+D) 8,775,103

6,955,176

873,230

7,828,406

Statement LI
2/2



UNESCO
WORLD HERITAGE FUND

STATEMENT OF ASSETS, LIABILITIES, RESERVES AND FUND BALANCES
AS AT 31 DECEMBER 2013

(EXPRESSED IN US DOLLARS)

Statement |l

31.12.2013 31.12.2011
Assets:
Cash and term deposits 5,676,178 5,880,727
Compulsory assessed contributions receivable from States Parties 313,267 61,999
Total Assets 5,989,445 5,942,726
Liabilities:
Unliquidated obligations - current biennium 873,230 1,163,477
Unliquidated obligations - previous years 15,400 56,769
Unliquidated obligations International Assistance carry over - 30,251
Contributions received in advance 53,845 230,158
Total liabilities 942,475 1,480,655
Reserves and fund balances:
Contingency reserve 1,000,000 1,000,000
Emergency reserve fund 199,769 106,915
International Assistance Additional Funding 331,740 -
Earmarked activities 2,485,928 2,551,186
Operating reserves 1,029,533 803,970
Total reserves and fund balances 5,046,970 4,462,071
Total liabilities, reserves and fund balances 5,989,445 5,942,726




UNESCO

WORLD HERITAGE FUND

STATEMENT OF CASH FLOWS
FOR THE PERIOD 1 JANUARY 2012 TO 31 DECEMBER 2013

(EXPRESSED IN US DOLLARS)

International

Statement [l

Assistance
Programme  Additional
Activities Funding Earmarked ERF Total

Cash at beginning of the period 2,886,048 - 2,683,158 311,521 5,880,727
INFLOW
Cash received from States Parties - Compulsory 3,496,889 - - - 3,496,889
Cash received from States Parties - Voluntary 1,070,304 - - - 1,070,304
Other income:
Interest 53,214 - - - 53,214
Earmarked - - 2,531,057 - 2,531,057
Other and Non-earmarked 33,889 331,740 - - 365,629
Online donations - General 29,833 - - - 29,833
Online denations - Map 11,567 - - - 11.567
Total 4,695,696 331,740 2,531,057 - 7,558,493
OUTFLOW
Total Programme Cash Disbursed 2012/2013 4,328,175 - 2,444,933 182,068 6,955,176
Payments related to prior biennia 515,761 - 100,783 162,967 779,511
Payments related to the carry over of the previous biennia
International Assistance budget 28,355 - - - 28,355
Total 4,872,291 - 2,545,716 345,035 7,763,042
EXCESS (SHORTFALL) of Cash Inflows over Qutflows {176,595) 331,740 (14,659) (345,035) (204,549)
Transfers (293,085) - - 293,085 -
Cash at the end of the period 2,416,368 331,740 2,668,499 259,571 5,676,178
Availability of Cash
Amount blocked under Contingency Reserves 1,000,000 - - - 1,000,000
Amount "Available" 1,416,368 331,740 2,668,499 259,571 4,676,178

2,416,368 331,740 2,668,499 259,571 5,676,178




Annex 1

2012-2013 on-going contracts established under the World Heritage Fund for International Assistance
(Expressed in US Dollars)

1/2

; : Payment | Payment to be released
Beneficiary Intern;tlonal ;A-?;::stance SC;O::E? ctt EC O;gaft TOt;' Conttract made as at Comments from the Sector
equest Title artate | EndLate moun 31.12.2013 | LastDate | Amount
International Assistance Requests under the World Heritage Fund
Preparation of nomination dossier Implementation was postponed due to the time
Nepal for Medieval earthen walled city of | 14.05.2012 | 15.05.2014 30,000.00 15.05.2014 30,000.00|required for consultation and awareness raising
Lo Manthang process with the local community.
Pilot Prolect o the Grenadine Activity completed, clarifications on financial
Grenada Islands (Jsroup 11.06.2012 | 17.09.2012 12,000.00 9,600.00] 15.08.2012 2,400.00/justifications requested to release the last
payment.
Pilot Project for the Nomination of Activity completed, clarifications on financial
Uruguay the Cultural and Industrial 11.02.2013 | 31.05.2013 11,500.00 31.05.2013 11,500.00|justifications requested to release the last
Landscape of Fray Bentos payment.
Strengthening Conservation
Philippines Management Policies for Tubbataha| 08.03.2013 | 31.03.2014 22,262.00 17,809.00] 31.03.2014 4,453.00
Reefs Natural Park
Kunta Kinteh management plan
update: review, update and
. implementation of an integrated
Gambia management plan for Kunta Kinteh 15.04.2013 | 31.12.2013 18,068.00 16,000.00| 31.12.2013 2,088.00
Island and related sites in the
Gambia
Review old nomination aqd cpmplle Schedule of payments:
data to complete the nomination of i
the transboundary site of Chelchol 200801455 a00
Palau 17.09.2013 | 30.11.2014 30,000.00 10,000.00| 31.10.2014 20,000.00|31.08.2014=%$5 000
Ra Orrak, Wet El Daob Me A Wet EI 30.09.2014=85 000
Beluu and The Mangyol Stone 31‘10'2014=$5 000
Money Bank B
G Etablissement de la Liste indicative
Djibouti de la République de Djibouti 10.10.2013 | 20.12.2013 22,450.00 17,960.00f 19.12.2013 4,490.00
Preparation of Nomination Dossier Activity completed, clarifications on financial
Jamaica for the Sunken City of Port Royal 24.10.2013 | 13.12.2013 5,100.00 4,080.00f 13.12.2013 1,020.00|justifications requested to release the last
(rev) payment.
Schedule of payments:
Matérialisation des limites 30.12.2013=$23 842 (Payment not released as
Cote d'lvoire* contestées du Parc National de la 17.12.2013 | 30.03.2014 29,802.00 30.03.2014 29,802.00(no deliverables were submitted in 2013).
Comoé 30.03.2014=%5 960




Annex 1

2012-2013 on-going contracts established under the World Heritage Fund for International Assistance
(Expressed in US Dollars)

2/2

. : Payment | Payment to be released
Beneficiary Intern;tlonal :\_ﬁ;stance SC;o:ttgnc;t ECo;t[r}att:: Tot:l Conttract madeasat Commionts from tho Sector
equest Title AnEee | S0k i 4 31.12.2013 | LastDate | Amount
International Assistance Requests under the Emergency Assistance Reserve Fund
Eradication of introduced birds to Activity completed, clarifications on financial
Seychelles preserve Aldabra's Outstanding 24.01.2013 | 28.11.2013 73,800.00 59,000.00] 31.12.2013 14,800.00|justifications requested to release the last
Universal Value payment.
N , Schedule of payments:
: . . |Plan d'action d'urgence pour la - ;
Democratic Republic L 20.12.2013=%35 000 (documents submitted,
of the Congo lr:éhuanl::|I|:‘la('c:|]c!:i‘r;l dg la Réserve de 30.08.2013 | 30.05.2014 75,000.00 30,000.00] 30.05.2014 45 000.00 clarifications on financial statement requested)
e pis 30.05.2014=$10 000
International Assistance Requests under the Earmarked Funds
Schedule of payments:
31.10.2013=%$18 000
.. |Review, assess and evaluate the 20.12.2013=%$10 000
Papua New Guinea Papua New Guinea Tertative List 10.10.2013 | 31.12.2013 30,000.00 -| 31.12.2013 30,000.00 31.12.2013=$2 000
Payments not released as no deliverables were
submitted in 2013.
. Mission d'évaluation de la réserve
Niger naturelle nationals de AT &t Ténsis 19.10.2013 | 28.03.2014 29,872.00 23,897.00| 28.03.2014 5,975.00
. Update the Mongolian Tentative List
Mongolia fo the World Heritage List 15.11.2013 | 03.11.2014 28,860.00 23,088.00( 03.11.2014 5,772.00
- Schedule of payments:
Survey of the Condition of the =
Solomon Islands  |Marine Ecosystem within the East | 19.12.2013 | 25.07.2014 9,085.00 -| 2507.2014]  9,985.00 19‘.12'2%]' 3=$7 485 (g’ Py ment ”;é{g'ease‘j L
Rennell World Heritage Area dekveratles were:submitted In )
25.07.2014=%2 500
Restauration naturelle des sites
d'orpaillage dans le Secteur de Schedule of payments:
Soubré par une surveillance accrue 30.12.2013=%23 985 (Payment not released as
Cote d'lvoire* et une sensibilisation des 19.12.2013 | 30.06.2014 29,981.00 -| 30.06.2014 29,981.00|no deliverables were submitted in 2013).

populations riveraines du Parc
national de Tai, Patrimoine mondial,
Réserve de Biosphére

30.06.2014=%$5 996

Note: For contracts established in other currency than US dollars (indicated with *), the amounts reported in USD are converted using the applicable UN exchange rate at the date of the establishment of
the contracts and at the date of the payments already refeased.



2012-2013 on-going contracts established under the World Heritage Fund for Advisory Bodies
(Expressed in US Dollars)

Payment Payment to be released
Advisory Bodies Decisions sCt:'r;trDaat:tL I(E:::t[;::; To?:ﬂ%‘:‘:ttraa made as at
31.12.2013 Last Date Amount
786,420.92 589,496.66 186,924.26
As per the World Heritage Committee's
Decisions
ICOMOS* |35 COM 15B Part Il paragraph 13 12.04.2013 | 28.02.2014 290,375.00 199,719.71)  28.02.2014 90,655.29
36 COM 15 Part | paragraph 10
37 COM 15.] Part | paragraph 10
9,958.72 9,958.72 -
% ihie Weid Hafi c » B 37,983.95 33,036.33 4,947.62
” s per the World Heritage Committee's Decision
ICOMOS 36 COM 8E paragraph 5 11.06.2013 | 28.02.2014 28.02.2014
772.88 - 779.88
824,647.77 760,507.57 64,140.20
As per the World Heritage Committee's 439.045.22 392 342.41 47.602.81
. Decisions T ' '
IUCN 35 COM 15B Part Il paragraph 13 30.11.2012 | 28.02.2014 28.02.2014
36 COM 15 Part | paragraph 10 19,676.77 18,585.06 1,091.71
5,413.67| - 5413.67
130,5676.03 93,583.56 36,992.47
As per the World Heritage Committee's 12.419.10 12 419.10 .
. Degcisions ' '
ICCROM 35 COM 158 Part Il paragraph 13 24.12.2012 | 28.02.2014 28.02.2014
36 COM 15 Part | paragraph 10 66,242.98 35,334.22 30,908.76
25713 25713 =

Note: For contracts established in other currency than US dollars (indicated with *), the amounts reported in USD are converted using the applicable UN exchange
rate at the dale of the establishment of the contracts and at the date of the payments already released.
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( Expressed in US Dollars / Exprimé en Dollars EU )

THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND
Statement of Compulsory Contributions at 31 December 2013 / Etat des contributions obligatoires au 31 décembre 2013

. Collections . S . Total unpaid Ad\_lam:.e esiunea
Total unpaid (Advance) Unpaid contributions Unpaid P Contributions (Advance)
S T Between / q it contributions at/ T
States Parties c cctntrl!autlons at I. Contributions OTIIE e lprlc_rr yegrs! i contrll_outlpns! Contributions atl contrlbytlorls at/ Last
ontributions Impayées 2013 entre 01/01/113 - contri t?utlons'lrppayees _Contrl'hutlons o e Contributions Cor}trlbutlons Payment
(avances) au 31/112/12 31112/2013 années antérieures impayées 2013 3111212013 (avances) au | Impayées (avances)
311212013 au 311122013

Afghanistan - 163 163 - - - - - Feb-2013
Albania - 327 327 - - - - - Jun-2013
Algeria 10 4473 4,483 - - - - - Apr-2013
Andormra 458 261 697 - 22 22 - 22 | Apr2013
Angola (434) 327 - - - (107) (107)| Jul-2006
Antigua and Barbuda 4,003 65 4,003 65 4,068 - 4,068
Argentina 4,040 14,105 23,808 - - - (5,663) (5,663)| Feb-2013
Armenia - 229 229 - - - - - Dec-2013
Australia - 67,716 67,716 - - - - - Mar-2013
Austria - 26,055 26,055 - - - - - Mar-2013
Azerbaijan 1,308 1,306 - - - - - Aug-2013
Bahrain 1,273 1,273 2,546 - - - - - Feb-2013
Bangladesh - 327 - 327 327 - 327 | Feb-2012
Barbados 261 261 522 - - - - - Aug-2013
Belarus - 1,828 1,828 - - - - - Feb-2013
Belgium 13,560 32,585 50,765 - - - (4,620) (4,620)| Sep-2013
Belize (33) 33 - - - - - Oct-2012
Benin 91 98 189 - - - - - Oct-2013
Bhutan - 33 33 - - - - - Apr-2013
Bolivia, Plurinational State of - 294 294 - - - - - Oct-2013
Bosnia and Herzegovina - 555 555 - - - - - Feb-2013
Botswana - 555 555 - - - - - May-2013
Brunei Darussalam 1,039 849 1,039 849 1,888 - 1,888
Burkina Faso (1,084) 98 955 - - - (1,941) (1,941)| Apr-2013
Burundi 4,559 33 4,559 33 4,592 - 4,592
Cambodia - 131 131 - - - - - Jan-2013
Cameroon (5,137) 302 - - - (4,745) (4,745)| Aug-2009
Canada (32) 97,428 97,396 - - - - - Feb-2013
Central African Republic (2,276) 33 - - - (2,243) (2,243)| Mar-2006
Chad 65 65 130 - - - - - Jan-2013
Chile - 10,905 10,905 - - - - - Dec-2013
China (33) 168,082 168,049 - - - - - Sep-2013
Colombia - 8,456 8,456 - - - - - Apr-2013
Comoros 131 33 164 - - - - - Nov-2013
Congo - 163 - 163 163 - 163 | Oct-2012
Cook Islands - 33 - 33 33 - 33 | Oct-2011
Costa Rica (865) 1.241 1,010 - - - (834) (634)| Mar-2013
Cote d'lvoire (1,731) 359 - - - (1,372) (1,372)| Jul-2011
Croatia - 4114 4,114 - - - - - Mar-2013
Cuba (14) 2,253 2252 - - - (13) (13)| Feb-2013
Cyprus - 1,535 1,535 - - - - - Feb-2013
Czech Republic - 12,603 12,603 - - - - - Feb-2013
Demacratic People's Republic of Korea - 196 196 - - - - - Jan-2013
Democratic Republic of the Congo 98 98 196 - - - - - 0Qct-2013
Djibouti 23 33 56 - - - - - 0Oct-2013
Dominica - 33 - 33 33 - 33 | Nov-2012
Dominican Republic 5627 1,469 7,096 - - - - - Jun-2013
Ecuador 1,306 1,437 3,662 - - - (919) (919)| Mar-2013
Egypt - 4,375 4375 - - - - - Jun-2013
El Salvador 1,240 522 1,762 - - - - - Nov-2013
Equatorial Guinea 285 327 612 - - - - - Jun-2013
Eritrea - 33 33 - - - - - Apr-2013
Estonia - 1,306 1,281 - 25 25 - 25 | Jan-2013
Ethiopia - 327 327 - - - - - Feb-2013
Fiji (67) 98 31 - - - - - Oct-2013
Finland 139 16,945 17,309 - - - (225) (225)| Feb-2013
Gabon 395 653 1,466 - - - (418) (418)| Jul-2013
Gambia (65) 33 - - - (32) (32)| Apr-2011
Georgia (1,277) 229 1,048 - - - (2,096) (2,096)| Apr-2013
Ghana - 457 457 - - - - - Jul-2013
Greece - 20,831 20,831 - - - - - Aug-2013
Grenada - 33 - 33 33 - 33 | Oct-2012
Guatemala 914 882 1,796 - - - - - Dec-2013
Guinea 253 33 286 - - - - - Nov-2013
Guinea-Bissau 163 33 163 33 196 - 196 | Feb-2007
Guyana - 33 33 - - - - - May-2013
Haiti 417 98 417 98 515 - 515 | Sep-2007
Honduras 291 261 552 - - - - - Qct-2013
Hungary - 8,685 8,685 - - - - - Apr-2013
Iceland - 882 882 - - - - - Mar-2013
India 25 21,745 16,623 - 5,147 5,147 - 5,147 | Jun-2013
Indonesia - 11,297 11,297 - - - - - May-2013
Iran, Islamic Republic of 7,513 11,623 7,513 11,623 19,136 - 19,136 | Mar-2011
Irag (375) 2,220 1,845 - - - - - Jan-2013
Ireland - 13,648 13,648 - - - - - Oct-2013
Israel 12 538 12,929 12,538 12,929 25 467 N 25,467 | Mar-2011
ltaly 22 145,227 22 145,227 145,249 - 145249 | Dec-2012
Jamaica - 359 359 - - - - - 0Oct-2013
Japan (33) 353,730 353,697 - - - - - Jun-2013
Jordan - 718 718 - - - - - Qct-2013
Kazakhstan - 3,951 3,951 - - - - - Oct-2013
Kenya 28 424 452 - - - - - Mar-2013
Kiribati 33 33 33 33 66 - 66 | Oct-2011
Kuwait - 8,913 - 8,913 8,913 - 8,913 | Feb-2012




THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND

Statement of Compulsory Contributions at 31 December 2013 / Etat des contributions obligatoires au 31 décembre 2013
( Expressed in US Dollars / Exprimé en Dollars EU )

. Collections . S . Total unpaid Ad\_lam:.e esiunea
Total unpaid (Advance) Unpaid contributions Unpaid P Contributions (Advance)
S T Between / q it contributions at/ T
States Parties c cctntrl!autlons at I. Contributions OTIIE e lprlc_rr yegrs! i contrll_outlpns! Contributions atl contrlbytlorls at/ Last
ontributions Impayées 2013 entre 01/01/113 - contri t?utlons'lrppayees _Contrl'hutlons o e Contributions Cor}trlbutlons Payment
(avances) au 31/112/12 31112/2013 années antérieures impayées 2013 3111212013 (avances) au | Impayées (avances)
311212013 au 311122013

Kyrgyzstan (38) 65 - 27 27 - 27 | Apr-2012
Lao People's Democratic Republic - 65 - 65 65 - 65 | Feb-2012
Latvia - 1,635 1,535 - - - - - Jan-2013
Lebanon 1,077 1,371 2,448 - - - - - Jun-2013
Lesotho - 33 - 33 33 - 33 | Mar-2012
Liberia (19) 33 14 - - - - - Mar-2013
Libya (28,916) 4,636 - - - (24,280) (24,280)| Oct-2012
Lithuania - 2,383 - 2,383 2,383 - 2,383 | Nov-2012
Luxembourg - 2,645 2,645 - - - - - Jan-2013
Madagascar - 98 - 98 98 - 98 | Oct-2012
Malawi 19 65 84 - - - - - Feb-2013
Malaysia - 9,175 9,175 - - - - - Feb-2013
Maldives 33 33 66 - - - - - Nov-2013
Mali 83 131 224 - - - (10) (10)| May-2013
Malta 555 522 555 522 1,077 - 1,077 | Mar-2011
WMarshall Islands 225 33 225 33 258 - 258 | Feb-2005
Mauritania (198) 65 - - - (133) (133)
Mauritius - 424 424 - - - - - Feb-2013
Mexico - 60,141 60,141 - - - - - Apr-2013
Micronesia 287 33 287 33 320 - 320
Monaco - 392 392 - - - - - Apr-2013
Mongolia - 98 98 - - - - - Nov-2013
Montenegro 10 163 163 - 10 10 - 10 | Feb-2013
Morocco 1,894 2,024 3,918 - - - - - Nov-2013
Mozambique 90 98 188 - - - - - Mar-2013
Myanmar 23 327 392 - - - (42) (42)| Nov-2013
Namibia - 327 327 - - - - - Jul-2013
Nepal - 196 - 196 196 - 196 | Jul-2012
Netherlands 10 54,003 54 003 - 10 10 - 10 | Mar-2013
New Zealand 8913 8,260 17,173 - - - - - Feb-2013
Nicaragua - a8 104 - - - (6) (8)] Jan-2013
Niger - 65 83 - - - (20) (20)| May-2013
Nigeria - 2,939 2,939 - - - - - Jan-2013
Niue 182 33 162 33 215 - 215 | Jun-2007
Pakistan - 2,775 - 2,775 2,775 - 2,775 | Jul-2012
Palau (67) 33 - - - (34) (34)| Oct-2012
Palestine - 131 131 - - - - - Aug-2013
Panama - 849 718 - 131 131 - 131 | May-2013
Papua New Guinea 321 131 452 - - - - - Mar-2013
Paraguay 262 327 262 327 589 - 589 | Jun-2011
Peru - 3,820 3,820 - - - - - May-2013
Philippines 27 5,028 5,055 - - - - - May-2013
Poland - 30,071 30,071 - - - - - Mar-2013
Portugal ) 15,476 15,405 - - - - - Oct-2013
Qatar 4,408 6,824 11,232 - - - - - Aug-2013
Republic of Korea - 65,104 65,104 - - - - - Jul-2013
Romania - 7,379 7,379 - - - - - Jun-2013
Russian Federation - 79,601 79,601 - - - - - Feb-2013
Rwanda - 65 - 65 65 - 65 | Feb-2012
Saint Kitts and Nevis 163 33 163 33 196 - 196 | May-2007
Saint Lucia 66 33 66 33 99 - 99 | Mar-2010
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines - 33 33 - - - - - Feb-2013
Samoa 33 33 33 33 66 - 66 | Mar-2011
San Marino - 98 98 - - - - - Feb-2013
Sao Tome and Principe 200 33 200 33 233 - 233
Saudi Arabia - 28210 28,210 - - - - - Mar-2013
Senegal (468) 196 - - - (272) (272)| Aug-2011
Serbia - 1,306 1,306 - - - - - Mar-2013
Seychelles 6 33 39 - - - - - Feb-2013
Sierra Leone (64) 33 - - - (31) (31)| May-2005
Singapore 3117 12,538 15,655 - - - - - Apr-2013
Slovakia 5,583 5,583 - - - - - Jan-2013
Slovenia - 3,265 3,265 - - - - - May-2013
Solomon Islands 33 33 33 33 66 - 66 | Jul-2011
Spain 87 454 97,068 184,522 - - - - - Nov-2013
Sri Lanka - 816 816 - - - - - Feb-2013
Sudan 209 327 209 327 536 - 536 | Sep-2011
Suriname 98 131 237 - - - (8) (8)] Nov-2013
Swaziland 294 98 686 - - - (294) (294)| May-2013
Sweden - 31,344 31,344 - - - - - Jan-2013
Switzerland - 34,185 34,185 - - - - - Mar-2013
Syrian Arab Republic - 1,175 1,175 - - - - - Sep-2013
Tajikistan 65 98 163 - - - - - May-2013
Thailand - 7,803 7,803 - - - - - Mar-2013
The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia - 261 261 - - - - - Mar-2013
Togo (231) 33 - - - (198) (198)| Dec-2011
Tonga - 33 33 - - - - - Nov-2013
Trinidad and Tobago - 1,437 1,417 - 20 20 - 20 | Sep-2013
Tunisia 30 1,175 1,205 - - - - - Jun-2013
Turkey - 43,359 43,359 - - - - - Feb-2013
Turkmenistan 849 620 1,469 - - - - - Feb-2013
Uganda - 196 - 196 196 - 196 | Sep-2012
Ukraine - 3,232 3,232 - - - - - Mar-2013
United Arab Emirates 12,766 19,427 12,766 19,427 32,193 - 32,193 | Oct-2011




THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND

Statement of Compulsory Contributions at 31 December 2013 / Etat des contributions obligatoires au 31 décembre 2013
( Expressed in US Dollars / Exprimé en Dollars EU )

. . Advance Total unpaid
Total unpaid (Advance) Celizzitns Unpaid contributions Unpaid Tot_al u.n paid Contributions (Advance)
S T Between / q it contributions at/ T
. contributions at / Contributions prior years | contributions / T at/ contributions at / Last
States Parties Contributi 3 Sommes regues F - A g Contributions - T

ontributions Impayées 2013 entre 01/01/13 contributions impayées | Contributions e s Contributions Contributions Payment

(avances) au 31/112/12 31112/2013 i années antérieures impayées 2013 3;?2’2013 (avances) au | Impayées (avances)

311212013 au 311122013

169|United Kingdom (32) 169,004 170,547 - - - (1,485) (1,485)| May-2013
170|United Republic of Tanzania 286 294 585 - - - (5) (5)| Oct-2013
171|Uruguay - 1,698 882 - 816 816 - 816 | Apr-2013
172|Uzbekistan - 490 490 - - - - - Mar-2013
173|Vanuatu 99 33 99 33 132 - 132 | Jan-2009
174|Venezuela, Bolivarian Republic of 20,789 20,472 20,789 20,472 41,261 - 41,261 | Jan-2012
175|Viet Nam - 1,371 1,371 - - - - - May-2013
176|Yemen 22 327 22 327 349 - 349 | May-2012

Socialist Fed Rep . of Yugoslavia 12,979 12,979 - 12 979 - 12979

177|Zambia (2,195) 106 - - - (1,999) (1,999)
178|Zimbabwe - 65 65 - - - - - Mar-2013

TOTAL 173,022 1,967,275 79,157 234,110 313,267 (53,845) 259,422

Statement of Voluntary Contributions at 31 December 2013
Etat des contributions volontaires au 31 décembre 2013
Expressed in US Dollars / Exprimé en Ddllars EU)

Collections
1% of 2013 Between /
States Parties EETTLIRIE | SR BFEE Etats Parties Last Payment
the Regular entre
Budget 01/01/2013 -
31/112/2013
Brazil 95,795 38,390 |Brésil Jan-2013
Bulgaria 1,535 1,506 |Bulgarie Feb-2013
Cabo Verde 33 Cabo Verde
Denmark 22,039 22,009 |Danemark Nov-2013
France 182,644 182 644 |France Apr-2013
Germany 233,186 233,186 |Allemagne Feb-2013
Holy See 33 Saint-Siége Apr-2007
Norway 27,785 27,785 |Norvége Feb-2013
Oman 3,330 3,300 |Oman Feb-2013
Republic of Moldova 98 98 |République de Moldova Apr-2013
South Africa 12,146 12,146 |Afrique du Sud May-2013
United States of America 718,300 Etats-Unis d'’Amérnique Oct-2011

TOTAL 1,206,924 521,064
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	SUMMARY
	In accordance with article 6.4 of the Financial Regulations for the World Heritage Fund, this document contains the Financial Report relating to the World Heritage Fund for the biennium ended 31 December 2013. In addition, it encloses the Financial Re...
	This document should be read in conjunction with Document WHC-15/20.GA/7.
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	Introduction
	1. The biennium 2012-2013 has been marked by financial difficulty due to the challenges faced by UNESCO since November 2011, which has also had an influence on the implementation of the World Heritage Convention. Indeed its Secretariat was impacted no...
	2. The first part of the document presents the situation of the World Heritage Fund for the past biennium 2012-2013 regarding the implementation of the budget of  USD 5,362,996 approved by the World Heritage Committee. It also puts in perspective the ...
	3. The current biennium 2014-2015 seems to follow the same path in terms of challenges. Although the approved budget of the World Heritage Fund amounts to USD 6,579,559, the guidance applied for its implementation is USD 5,142,959, i.e. 21.83% less th...
	4. As regards the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, the General Assembly, at its 19th session, adopted a Resolution which enables the long-standing discussion on this topic to make progress. Indeed, in Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 7, the Gene...
	5. This Resolution is a step forward to enhance the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, which will however yield effective results only if States Parties enthusiastically respond and implement it. In the letters requesting payment of the compul...
	6. The World Heritage Convention remains a flagship programme, which raises lots of interest and donors have been very generous. They continue to support the programme, even if sometimes at a lower level as compared to the level it was prior to the wo...
	7. Finally, the third part of the document responds to the requests of the World Heritage Committee expressed in its Decision 37 COM 15.I and presents on-going work on modular costs for core activities under the World Heritage Convention, as well as o...

	I. FINAL ACCOUNTS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND – biennium 2012-2013
	8. Part I presents the implementation of the World Heritage programme for the biennium 2012-2013 by means of: the Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund for the period 1 January 2012 to 31 December 2013 issued by the UNESCO Bureau of Financial Ma...
	A. Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2013 – Annex I
	9. In accordance with Decisions 35 COM 15B paragraph 13, 36 COM 15 paragraph 10 and 37 COM 15.I paragraph 8 of the World Heritage Committee, the budget of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 amounted to USD 5,362,996.
	10. The budget as originally approved was revised to take into account the challenges which appeared since its approval in June 2011. It also reflected the request from ICOMOS for additional funding approved by the World Heritage Committee. The differ...
	11. As shown in Statement I.I ‘Schedule of Appropriations and Expenditure as at  31 December 2013’ of Annex I, the “Total Expenditure” amounts to USD 4,952,632 on the basis of an allocation of USD 5,362,996, which gives an expenditure rate of 92.35% (...
	12. The expenditure rate also shows that the budget was executed with caution. It is recalled that the capacity for implementing the activities for World Heritage depends on the contributions received. At the end of 2013, the total cash received for P...
	13. It should be also noted, as shown in the Statement of Compulsory and Voluntary Assessed Contributions, included at the end of Annex I, that as at 31 December 2013, out of 178 States Parties, 131 States Parties are up-to-date with their compulsory ...
	14. In Statement I.I, the Unliquidated Obligations (ULOs) represent 11.93% of the Allocation as at 31 December 2013 (Total A), i.e. more than the previous biennium (10.04%). Chapter B thereinafter provides more information to better understand what is...
	15. Statement I presents the Statement of Income and Expenditure and Changes in Reserves and Fund Balances for the biennium 2012-2013 with a comparison to the previous biennium 2010-2011. Interest remained stable, with a slight increase of 5.7%. The P...

	B. New components in the Financial Report for the biennium 2012-2013
	16. BFM developed additional tables within the financial report as at 31 December 2013: Annex 1 – list of on-going contracts established for International Assistance and Annex 2 – list of on-going contracts established for Advisory Bodies. At year-end...
	17. Concerning the Advisory Bodies Table (Annex 2), each different line under the same contract corresponds to a specific budget code. For example, for ICCROM, the approved budget contains three areas (Advisory services, Reactive monitoring missions a...
	18. In total, under the approved budget for International Assistance for 2012-2013, nine contracts were yet to be closed as at 31 December 2013, i.e. three had their activities completed, but some clarifications were still expected before payments cou...
	19. Two other International Assistance requests considered as Emergency Assistance under this special budget line are also in the course of being closed for one (clarifications on financial justifications have been requested) and implemented for the o...
	20. Finally, five additional International Assistance requests were granted thanks to the generosity of the donors (Italy and India), who contributed under earmarked funds for that purpose. All five are to be implemented in 2014.
	21. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, the open amounts concern their last instalment, representing 71.43% of the ULOs (USD 640,061). The biennium 2012-2013 was a kind of a transition for the establishment of the contracts as UNESCO developed in June...
	22. As of 2014-2015, there is only one contract covering the whole period of the biennium. However, it may happen that instalments are still released in 2016, as the financial reporting is a long process and necessitates that the Advisory Bodies recei...
	23. Lastly, it should also be highlighted that the contracts of the Advisory Bodies are established in local currency and therefore a variation on the amounts in USD is possible depending on the exchange rate applicable at the date of payment.

	C. Report on the three funding sources as at 31 December 2013 – Annex II
	24. In Annex II, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding (Regular Programme, Extrabudgetary, World Heritage Fund) as at 31 December 2013 is presented in Attachment 1 with a total bu...
	25. For the biennium 2012-2013, when comparing the total expenditure  (USD 35,489,954) with the budget (USD 39,270,709), the total expenditure rate is 90.37%, compared to an expenditure rate of 90.16% in 2011 (Reference made to Document WHC-12/36.COM/...
	26. For each of the funding sources, the expenditure rate for their Grand Total is the following: the World Heritage Fund: 89.21% (here the Grand Total figures correspond to Total (A+B+C+D) in Statement I.I of Annex I and include also “Earmarked activ...
	27. As shown in Table 1 – General Overview of the 2012-2013 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention, the focus remains on “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, which is in line with what was requested by the World...
	28. As stated on the cover page, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for the three funding sources was elaborated as per Decision 6 EXT.COM 6 (UNESCO, 2003) and revised by Decisions 33 COM 16B (Seville, 2009) and 35 COM 15B (UNESCO, ...
	29. The reason for the new presentation relates to the lifespan and reporting of Extrabudgetary projects. These resources are generally financing multi-year projects, and the analysis presented for allotments and expenditures is done on an annual basi...
	30. To allow a better focus on the performance of extrabudgetary resources for which funds are made available annually and at the same time avoids reflecting twice the funds corresponding to the ULOs, it is proposed to separate Extrabudgetary projects...


	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
	31. Part II presents the execution of the budget for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 (Chapter A), the changes regarding the sub-accounts under the Special Account of the World Heritage Fund in 2014 (Chapter B) and the support to the W...
	A. Execution of the budget of the World Heritage Fund in the first quarter 2014 – Annex III
	32. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of USD 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
	33. Considering that the financial situation has not evolved since the last session of the World Heritage Committee, the Secretariat followed the above-mentioned recommendation and started to implement the activities on the basis of an “Expenditure Pl...
	34. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, it represents a reduction of 8.78% compared to the approved budget. In its Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 17, the World Heritage Committee invited “the Advisory Bodies to continue to focus on more efficient ways...
	35. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	36. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 92,262 (equivalent to USD 126,908 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	37. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions received amounted to USD 4...
	38. It should be recalled that the Secretariat can only implement the budget on the basis of the assessed contributions paid and received in UNESCO’s accounts. Below is a graph representing the cumulative amount of compulsory and voluntary assessed co...
	39. As mentioned, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is a major concern for all stakeholders. Further to the recommendation of the World Heritage Committee (Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 31) and to the request of the General Assembly (Reso...
	40. States Parties’ contributions to the World Heritage Fund – whether compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions or supplementary voluntary – are crucial to implement the decisions taken by the World Heritage Committee and the activities that en...
	B. Support from newly created sub-accounts under the World Heritage Fund in 2014
	41. One of the responses to the long-standing discussions regarding the need to improve the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is the creation of its sub-accounts, to receive supplementary voluntary contributions made by States Parties. Since t...
	42. The sub-account for earmarked activities already existed, but its reporting has changed starting from this biennium. Whereas in the past, “promotional” and “other earmarked activities” were reported under a line each only, the “other earmarked act...
	43. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Convention, a...
	44. Finally a sub-account for International Assistance was also created in 2014, considering that increasingly more States Parties are contributing, on a voluntary basis, in favour of International Assistance, which comes in support to the budget appr...
	45. The creation of these sub-accounts contributes to better reporting for States Parties. These positive developments are made possible thanks to a close cooperation with BFM and aim to better serve the States Parties by enhancing the quality of the ...
	46. Finally, the cost recovery policy was discussed at the 19th session of the General Assembly of States Parties (Paris, 2013). In Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 8, the General Assembly decided to “apply the cost recovery policy for the staff time spen...

	C. Support from other sources of funding for World Heritage in 2014-2015
	47. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	48. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	49. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	50. For the World Heritage Centre specifically (at Headquarters), the Regular Programme allocation (USD 1,278,000 excluding decentralized programme activities to the Field Offices and other indirect costs) has increased as compared to the one of last ...
	51. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The 2014 Allotment under these...
	52. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	53. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	54. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	55. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	56. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	57. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	58. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take into account the financial impact of the decisions it makes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The Table for the propo...
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.
	61. At the end of the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee, it is proposed to present a cumulative total of the financial implications of approved decisions.

	B. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	62. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	63. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	64. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	65. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	66. As the number of joint missions by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies will be gradually reduced, the budget under “Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring” missions within the World Heritage Fund will be not used fully, so that a part of...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Decides also to approve the creation of a new budget line for Advisory Missions under the World Heritage Fund (2.0 “Advisory Missions” under “Action 2: Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage”) to be used to the benefit of States...
	9. Further decides to re-allocate an amount of USD 80,000 from the Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring Missions Budget to be reflected under the item Advisory Missions;
	10. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Partie...
	11. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	12. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
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	I. Introduction
	1. The World Heritage Centre has three types of resources: the World Heritage Fund (WHF), the regular programme budget of UNESCO (RP) and extrabudgetary funds (EXB) – each being governed by its specific financial rules. The main differences among thes...
	a. The contributors:
	(i) Mainly the States Parties for the WHF: in accordance with paragraph 3.1 of its Financial Regulations for the World Heritage Fund, the resources of the World Heritage Fund consist of compulsory contributions, voluntary contributions, interest, gift...
	(ii) The Member States of UNESCO for the RP, which is financed by their assessed contributions to UNESCO;
	(iii) Various types of donors (public and private) for EXB. The extrabudgetary project funds are all contributions, other than the assessed contributions paid by the States Parties to the Convention and the Member States of UNESCO.
	b. The approving authorities of the budget:
	(i) The WHF is approved by the World Heritage Committee;
	(ii) For the RP, it is the General Conference who votes the appropriations, giving thus the authorization to the Director-General to implement the approved programme and budget (C/5 Approved). The World Heritage Centre receives a biennial envelope wit...
	(iii) For EXB, the approved budget is part of the agreement signed between UNESCO and the donor.
	c. The financial and implementation period:
	(i) The financial period for WHF is two consecutive calendar years (the biennium), with an extra-year to liquidate all obligations;
	(ii) The financial period for RP is also two consecutive calendar years (the biennium) with an additional period of three months only for the closing of accounts;
	(iii) For EXB, the financial period depends on the agreement with the donor. As it was recalled by the Director of the Bureau of the Budget in the budgetary status report for the year ending 31 December 2008 on activities funded from extrabudgetary re...
	2. Since the 33rd session of the World Heritage Committee in Seville, Spain, in 2009, the World Heritage Centre worked on the harmonization of the three funding sources by creating the Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) elements for extrabudgetary project...
	3. In December 2009, one of the recommendations of the UNESCO External Auditor’s Report was to “establish consolidated financial information on the three funding sources, in accordance with a framework provided by the Committee and using a nomenclatur...
	4. The Executive Board of UNESCO in its Decision 184 EX/Decisions 8 Part II (see Annex V) requested the Director-General to implement the above-mentioned External Auditor’s recommendations in particular to “use the revised budget structure adopted by ...
	5. In view of the need to (1) meet the request of the World Heritage Committee to receive precise budgetary information on the three funding sources of the World Heritage Centre and (2) align all financial statements with the recommendations of the Ex...

	II. Statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for 2008-2009 - Annex I
	6. In this chapter, the World Heritage Centre presents the financial statements relating to the World Heritage Fund for 2008-2009 submitted by the Bureau of the Comptroller of UNESCO as at 31 December 2009 (Annex I).
	7. The use of the World Heritage Fund is governed by the principles set in the Financial Regulations for the World Heritage Fund, whose Articles 4.1 and 4.2 define respectively that (1) "the resources of the Fund may be used only for such purposes as ...
	8. The approved budget for the World Heritage Fund for 2008-2009 was  US$7,249,041 (excluding the amount of US$400,000 for the International Assistance – Emergency). The World Heritage Centre implemented the activities for an amount of US$6,464,475 as...
	9. Compared to the biennium 2006-2007, we note a slight increase (from US$6,132,596 to US$6,290,239) of the assessed contributions – compulsory as well as voluntary. It should be recalled that the global budget of UNESCO has also increased in 2008-200...
	10. In Statement II of Annex I, it is acknowledged that the compulsory assessed contributions unpaid by States Parties as on 31 December 2009 amounted to US$121,476, whereas it was US$374,925 as on 31 December 2007. This is a marked improvement. On th...
	11. The increase of the earmarked activities from US$1,838,571 in 2006-2007 to US$2,420,435 in 2008-2009 is explained by the ability of the World Heritage Centre to attract more funding/donors. Compared to the biennium 2006-2007, five new donors have ...
	12. Concerning the Emergency Assistance Reserve Fund, Statement I of Annex I indicates that US$327,671 have been obligated in 2008-2009 (more than in the previous biennium 2006-2007 with US$174,155). Under this total amount of US$327,671, an amount of...
	13. The total reserve and fund balances at the end of the period 2008-2009 are  US$5,017,213.

	III. Interim Statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund as at 31 May 2010 - Annex II
	14. With the Resolution 17 GA 6.1 adopted in 2009, the General Assembly of the States Parties to the World Heritage Convention decided “to set at 1% the percentage for the calculation of the amount of the contributions to be paid to the World Heritage...
	15. For their compulsory assessed contributions, the States Parties would need to contribute an amount of US$1,950,332 in 2010 to the World Heritage Fund. As at 31 May 2010, the amount still to be paid by the States Parties for 2010 is US$928,077. The...
	16. In addition there are still arrears which need to be paid from the past years amounting to US$76,032. These data provided by the Bureau of the Comptroller are shown in the Statement of compulsory contributions of Annex II. Therefore, the total of ...
	17. This statement shows also that 57 States Parties have paid their contributions; 14 States Parties have paid less than their expected contributions and 101 States Parties have not yet paid their contributions.
	18. In this statement, there is a particular case with the Former Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. Its arrears amounting to US$45,773 are broken down as follows:
	19. The issue on the arrears of Yugoslavia was finally resolved by the General Assembly of the United Nations at its 63rd session in December 2008. According to its Resolution 63/249 (see Annex IV):
	20. By 35 C/Resolution 89 the General Conference of UNESCO decided that “the treatment at UNESCO of the arrears of Yugoslavia should follow the same principles as those adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on this matter at its 63rd session.”
	21. The World Heritage Centre proposes to apply the same principles as to the treatment of Yugoslavia’s arrears in the World Heritage Fund and will submit to the World Heritage Committee at its 35th session proposals to cover the write-off of US$32,79...
	22. Concerning the voluntary assessed contributions, the 12 States Parties should contribute an amount of US$1,301,886 to the World Heritage Fund in 2010. As mentioned in the last page of Annex II in the Statement of voluntary contributions as at 31 M...
	23. Considering that the Bureau of the Budget makes the allotments for the Programme activities based on the cash available, it is crucial that States Parties are up to date with their contributions.
	24. As per the decision of the World Heritage Committee 33 COM 16A paragraph 4, the Contingency Reserve was set at US$1,000,000. This enables certain flexibility to the World Heritage Centre in implementing the activities. However this reserve should ...
	25. Considering the difficulties for the World Heritage Centre to implement the activities in the first semester of the year and in order to be in line with the best practises of budgetary planning, it would be recommended to submit a budget for 2012-...
	26. If the decision from the World Heritage Committee is according to paragraph 9 above, it would help the World Heritage Centre in their negotiations with the UNESCO Central Services in reconsidering the implementation of the audit recommendation n 2...
	27. As at 31 May 2010, an amount of US$ 1,511,828 was utilised out of the approved budget of US$ 6,672,357. The details are given in Annex III. As for the unliquidated obligations totalling US$ 1,395,484 at the end of the year 2009, an amount of US$ 6...

	IV. Consolidated table of allotments and expenditures at 31 May 2010 - Annex III
	28. In this chapter, the financial information has been prepared for the first time by the Bureau of the Budget (BB) for the UNESCO Regular Budget and extrabudgetary funds, and by the Bureau of the Comptroller (BOC) for the World Heritage Fund, and is...
	29. BB and BOC, although willing to provide all of the information, could not fill in the Table 1 – Overview of budgeted income & expenditure for the World Heritage Convention as of 31 May 2010 – since the information combines budgetary components wit...
	30. The Table 2 – Overview of World Heritage Fund Expected flow – requires further financial analysis concerning the projections for the biennium 2010-2011 of the World Heritage Fund. This table needs a revised presentation in future, as, in the World...
	31. As requested by the World Heritage Committee in paragraph 6 of the Decision 33 COM 16B, the Table 3 – General Overview of the 2010-2011 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention – presents the analysis of budget information under head...
	32. It is essential to point out that in the current presentation the figures are shown in two different manners in Table 3 and its Attachment 1. Table 3 reflects the work undertaken by the World Heritage Centre to comply with Paragraph 6 of the Decis...
	33. This difference is apparent between Action 1 Support to the World Heritage Governing bodies and Action 2 Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage. For example, for several years the budget for Advisory Bodies has been included un...
	34. It should be noted that the International Assistance budget is adopted by the Committee without breakdown between the various types of assistance (see Decision 30 COM 14A paragraph 5b). Furthermore the previous Technical Co-operation, Training and...
	35. This makes it difficult to reflect the contribution of International Assistance to the various World Heritage activities. Therefore, while the US$800,000 approved by the Committee appears as such in Attachment 1, this amount has been broken down b...
	36. Based on the analysis of the information presented in Table 3, it is observed that 90% of the World Heritage Fund is dedicated to Action 2, while 87.6% of the extrabudgetary funds are used for Action 2.
	37. For Item “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, it is observed that the World Heritage Fund contributes 19.9% and extrabudgetary funds contribute 68.9%. In other words, conservation, which is the main goal of the Convention, ...
	38. The support to the World Heritage Governing bodies is mainly covered by the Regular Programme Budget of UNESCO (64.9%), especially for "1.1 Organisation of meetings". This is also the case for Personnel and Operating Costs (79.7%).
	39. As for the implementation rate across the three funding sources, the average at the end of May 2010 is 29.6% with a better result for the extrabudgetary projects (34.4%). This is explained by the fact that at the beginning of the year, commitments...
	40. In the Attachment 2 of Annex III, the amounts approved by the Committee for the three Advisory Bodies have been reflected using the detailed budgets the Advisory Bodies submitted last year (see Document WHC-09/33.COM/16B/Annex II).
	41. The General Assembly of States Parties to the Convention in its Resolution 17 GA 9 requested an independent evaluation by UNESCO’s External Auditor on the implementation of the Global Strategy from its inception in 1994 to 2011 and the Partnership...
	V. DRAFT DECISIONS
	Draft Decision : 34 COM 16
	The World Heritage Committee,
	1.  Having examined document WHC-10/34.COM/16,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund  for 2008-2009 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at  31 December 2009;
	3. Also takes note of the implementation of the budget and the statement  of accounts for the World Heritage Fund for 2010-2011 and the current  situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 May 2010;

	4. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their contributions, including voluntary ones, where possible, to ensure that their contributions ar...
	5. Takes note of recommendation N 10 of the External Auditor’s report on the World Heritage Centre in December 2009 and the decision adopted by the Executive Board at its 184th session and notes with satisfaction that for the first time the Secretaria...
	6. Requests the World Heritage Centre to align the information contained in Attachment 1 with the corresponding information in Table 3 in the budget presentation for 2012-2013 onwards;
	7. Further requests the World Heritage Centre to prepare the budget for 2012-2013 and all future budgets, on the basis of the estimated assessed contributions of States Parties;
	8. Approves an allocation of US$40,000 from the International Assistance Budget to cover the cost of the external audit, and to be reflected under the item "Evaluation and studies".
	9. Requests the World Heritage Centre to prepare a proposal for the General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention so that the latter can resolve that the treatment of the arrears of Yugoslavia of the World Heritage Fund should follow the sa...
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	I. Introduction
	1. The World Heritage Centre has three types of resources: the World Heritage Fund (WHF), the regular programme budget of UNESCO (RP) and extrabudgetary funds (EXB) – each being governed by its specific financial rules. The main differences among thes...
	a. The contributors:
	(i) Mainly the States Parties for the WHF: in accordance with paragraph 3.1 of its Financial Regulations for the World Heritage Fund, the resources of the World Heritage Fund consist of compulsory contributions, voluntary contributions, interest, gift...
	(ii) The Member States of UNESCO for the RP, which is financed by their assessed contributions to UNESCO;
	(iii) Various types of donors (public and private) for EXB. The extrabudgetary project funds are all contributions, other than the assessed contributions paid by the States Parties to the Convention and the Member States of UNESCO.
	b. The approving authorities of the budget:
	(i) The WHF is approved by the World Heritage Committee;
	(ii) For the RP, it is the General Conference who votes the appropriations, giving thus the authorization to the Director-General to implement the approved programme and budget (C/5 Approved). The World Heritage Centre receives a biennial envelope wit...
	(iii) For EXB, the approved budget is part of the agreement signed between UNESCO and the donor.
	c. The financial and implementation period:
	(i) The financial period for WHF is two consecutive calendar years (the biennium), with an extra-year to liquidate all obligations;
	(ii) The financial period for RP is also two consecutive calendar years (the biennium) with an additional period of three months only for the closing of accounts;
	(iii) For EXB, the financial period depends on the agreement with the donor. As it was recalled by the Director of the Bureau of the Budget in the budgetary status report for the year ending 31 December 2008 on activities funded from extrabudgetary re...
	2. Since the 33rd session of the World Heritage Committee in Seville, Spain, in 2009, the World Heritage Centre worked on the harmonization of the three funding sources by creating the Work Breakdown Structure (WBS) elements for extrabudgetary project...
	3. In December 2009, one of the recommendations of the UNESCO External Auditor’s Report was to “establish consolidated financial information on the three funding sources, in accordance with a framework provided by the Committee and using a nomenclatur...
	4. The Executive Board of UNESCO in its Decision 184 EX/Decisions 8 Part II (see Annex V) requested the Director-General to implement the above-mentioned External Auditor’s recommendations in particular to “use the revised budget structure adopted by ...
	5. In view of the need to (1) meet the request of the World Heritage Committee to receive precise budgetary information on the three funding sources of the World Heritage Centre and (2) align all financial statements with the recommendations of the Ex...

	II. Statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for 2008-2009 - Annex I
	6. In this chapter, the World Heritage Centre presents the financial statements relating to the World Heritage Fund for 2008-2009 submitted by the Bureau of the Comptroller of UNESCO as at 31 December 2009 (Annex I).
	7. The use of the World Heritage Fund is governed by the principles set in the Financial Regulations for the World Heritage Fund, whose Articles 4.1 and 4.2 define respectively that (1) "the resources of the Fund may be used only for such purposes as ...
	8. The approved budget for the World Heritage Fund for 2008-2009 was  US$7,249,041 (excluding the amount of US$400,000 for the International Assistance – Emergency). The World Heritage Centre implemented the activities for an amount of US$6,464,475 as...
	9. Compared to the biennium 2006-2007, we note a slight increase (from US$6,132,596 to US$6,290,239) of the assessed contributions – compulsory as well as voluntary. It should be recalled that the global budget of UNESCO has also increased in 2008-200...
	10. In Statement II of Annex I, it is acknowledged that the compulsory assessed contributions unpaid by States Parties as on 31 December 2009 amounted to US$121,476, whereas it was US$374,925 as on 31 December 2007. This is a marked improvement. On th...
	11. The increase of the earmarked activities from US$1,838,571 in 2006-2007 to US$2,420,435 in 2008-2009 is explained by the ability of the World Heritage Centre to attract more funding/donors. Compared to the biennium 2006-2007, five new donors have ...
	12. Concerning the Emergency Assistance Reserve Fund, Statement I of Annex I indicates that US$327,671 have been obligated in 2008-2009 (more than in the previous biennium 2006-2007 with US$174,155). Under this total amount of US$327,671, an amount of...
	13. The total reserve and fund balances at the end of the period 2008-2009 are  US$5,017,213.

	III. Interim Statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund as at 31 May 2010 - Annex II
	14. With the Resolution 17 GA 6.1 adopted in 2009, the General Assembly of the States Parties to the World Heritage Convention decided “to set at 1% the percentage for the calculation of the amount of the contributions to be paid to the World Heritage...
	15. For their compulsory assessed contributions, the States Parties would need to contribute an amount of US$1,950,332 in 2010 to the World Heritage Fund. As at 31 May 2010, the amount still to be paid by the States Parties for 2010 is US$928,077. The...
	16. In addition there are still arrears which need to be paid from the past years amounting to US$76,032. These data provided by the Bureau of the Comptroller are shown in the Statement of compulsory contributions of Annex II. Therefore, the total of ...
	17. This statement shows also that 57 States Parties have paid their contributions; 14 States Parties have paid less than their expected contributions and 101 States Parties have not yet paid their contributions.
	18. In this statement, there is a particular case with the Former Federal Republic of Yugoslavia. Its arrears amounting to US$45,773 are broken down as follows:
	19. The issue on the arrears of Yugoslavia was finally resolved by the General Assembly of the United Nations at its 63rd session in December 2008. According to its Resolution 63/249 (see Annex IV):
	20. By 35 C/Resolution 89 the General Conference of UNESCO decided that “the treatment at UNESCO of the arrears of Yugoslavia should follow the same principles as those adopted by the United Nations General Assembly on this matter at its 63rd session.”
	21. The World Heritage Centre proposes to apply the same principles as to the treatment of Yugoslavia’s arrears in the World Heritage Fund and will submit to the World Heritage Committee at its 35th session proposals to cover the write-off of US$32,79...
	22. Concerning the voluntary assessed contributions, the 12 States Parties should contribute an amount of US$1,301,886 to the World Heritage Fund in 2010. As mentioned in the last page of Annex II in the Statement of voluntary contributions as at 31 M...
	23. Considering that the Bureau of the Budget makes the allotments for the Programme activities based on the cash available, it is crucial that States Parties are up to date with their contributions.
	24. As per the decision of the World Heritage Committee 33 COM 16A paragraph 4, the Contingency Reserve was set at US$1,000,000. This enables certain flexibility to the World Heritage Centre in implementing the activities. However this reserve should ...
	25. Considering the difficulties for the World Heritage Centre to implement the activities in the first semester of the year and in order to be in line with the best practises of budgetary planning, it would be recommended to submit a budget for 2012-...
	26. If the decision from the World Heritage Committee is according to paragraph 9 above, it would help the World Heritage Centre in their negotiations with the UNESCO Central Services in reconsidering the implementation of the audit recommendation n 2...
	27. As at 31 May 2010, an amount of US$ 1,511,828 was utilised out of the approved budget of US$ 6,672,357. The details are given in Annex III. As for the unliquidated obligations totalling US$ 1,395,484 at the end of the year 2009, an amount of US$ 6...

	IV. Consolidated table of allotments and expenditures at 31 May 2010 - Annex III
	28. In this chapter, the financial information has been prepared for the first time by the Bureau of the Budget (BB) for the UNESCO Regular Budget and extrabudgetary funds, and by the Bureau of the Comptroller (BOC) for the World Heritage Fund, and is...
	29. BB and BOC, although willing to provide all of the information, could not fill in the Table 1 – Overview of budgeted income & expenditure for the World Heritage Convention as of 31 May 2010 – since the information combines budgetary components wit...
	30. The Table 2 – Overview of World Heritage Fund Expected flow – requires further financial analysis concerning the projections for the biennium 2010-2011 of the World Heritage Fund. This table needs a revised presentation in future, as, in the World...
	31. As requested by the World Heritage Committee in paragraph 6 of the Decision 33 COM 16B, the Table 3 – General Overview of the 2010-2011 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention – presents the analysis of budget information under head...
	32. It is essential to point out that in the current presentation the figures are shown in two different manners in Table 3 and its Attachment 1. Table 3 reflects the work undertaken by the World Heritage Centre to comply with Paragraph 6 of the Decis...
	33. This difference is apparent between Action 1 Support to the World Heritage Governing bodies and Action 2 Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage. For example, for several years the budget for Advisory Bodies has been included un...
	34. It should be noted that the International Assistance budget is adopted by the Committee without breakdown between the various types of assistance (see Decision 30 COM 14A paragraph 5b). Furthermore the previous Technical Co-operation, Training and...
	35. This makes it difficult to reflect the contribution of International Assistance to the various World Heritage activities. Therefore, while the US$800,000 approved by the Committee appears as such in Attachment 1, this amount has been broken down b...
	36. Based on the analysis of the information presented in Table 3, it is observed that 90% of the World Heritage Fund is dedicated to Action 2, while 87.6% of the extrabudgetary funds are used for Action 2.
	37. For Item “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, it is observed that the World Heritage Fund contributes 19.9% and extrabudgetary funds contribute 68.9%. In other words, conservation, which is the main goal of the Convention, ...
	38. The support to the World Heritage Governing bodies is mainly covered by the Regular Programme Budget of UNESCO (64.9%), especially for "1.1 Organisation of meetings". This is also the case for Personnel and Operating Costs (79.7%).
	39. As for the implementation rate across the three funding sources, the average at the end of May 2010 is 29.6% with a better result for the extrabudgetary projects (34.4%). This is explained by the fact that at the beginning of the year, commitments...
	40. In the Attachment 2 of Annex III, the amounts approved by the Committee for the three Advisory Bodies have been reflected using the detailed budgets the Advisory Bodies submitted last year (see Document WHC-09/33.COM/16B/Annex II).
	41. The General Assembly of States Parties to the Convention in its Resolution 17 GA 9 requested an independent evaluation by UNESCO’s External Auditor on the implementation of the Global Strategy from its inception in 1994 to 2011 and the Partnership...
	V. DRAFT DECISIONS
	Draft Decision : 34 COM 16
	The World Heritage Committee,
	1.  Having examined document WHC-10/34.COM/16,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund  for 2008-2009 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at  31 December 2009;
	3. Also takes note of the implementation of the budget and the statement  of accounts for the World Heritage Fund for 2010-2011 and the current  situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 May 2010;

	4. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their contributions, including voluntary ones, where possible, to ensure that their contributions ar...
	5. Takes note of recommendation N 10 of the External Auditor’s report on the World Heritage Centre in December 2009 and the decision adopted by the Executive Board at its 184th session and notes with satisfaction that for the first time the Secretaria...
	6. Requests the World Heritage Centre to align the information contained in Attachment 1 with the corresponding information in Table 3 in the budget presentation for 2012-2013 onwards;
	7. Further requests the World Heritage Centre to prepare the budget for 2012-2013 and all future budgets, on the basis of the estimated assessed contributions of States Parties;
	8. Approves an allocation of US$40,000 from the International Assistance Budget to cover the cost of the external audit, and to be reflected under the item "Evaluation and studies".
	9. Requests the World Heritage Centre to prepare a proposal for the General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention so that the latter can resolve that the treatment of the arrears of Yugoslavia of the World Heritage Fund should follow the sa...
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	Financial Report relating to the World Heritage Fund
	for the period from 1 January 2012 to 31 December 2013
	prepared by the Bureau of Financial Management of UNESCO
	ANNEX III
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	prepared by the Bureau of Financial Management of UNESCO
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	within the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2014-2015
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	for the World Heritage Fund including the revised budget
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	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12, see Point IV.
	Introduction
	1. The biennium 2012-2013 has been marked by financial difficulty due to the challenges faced by UNESCO since November 2011, which has also had an influence on the implementation of the World Heritage Convention. Indeed its Secretariat was impacted no...
	2. The first part of the document presents the situation of the World Heritage Fund for the past biennium 2012-2013 regarding the implementation of the budget of  USD 5,362,996 approved by the World Heritage Committee. It also puts in perspective the ...
	3. The current biennium 2014-2015 seems to follow the same path in terms of challenges. Although the approved budget of the World Heritage Fund amounts to USD 6,579,559, the guidance applied for its implementation is USD 5,142,959, i.e. 21.83% less th...
	4. As regards the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, the General Assembly, at its 19th session, adopted a Resolution which enables the long-standing discussion on this topic to make progress. Indeed, in Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 7, the Gene...
	5. This Resolution is a step forward to enhance the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, which will however yield effective results only if States Parties enthusiastically respond and implement it. Following the contributions letters which were ...
	6. The World Heritage Convention remains a flagship programme, which raises lots of interest. Thus, donors continue to support the programme, even if at a lower level due to the world financial crisis, and have been very generous. Besides, several ori...
	7. Finally, the third part of the document responds to the requests of the World Heritage Committee expressed in its Decision 37 COM 15.I and presents on-going work on modular costs for core activities under the World Heritage Convention, as well as o...

	I. FINAL ACCOUNTS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND FOR 2012-2013
	8. Part I presents the implementation of the biennium 2012-2013 through the Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund for the period 01 January 2012 to 31 December 2013 issued by the UNESCO Bureau of Financial Management (BFM), which is included in ...
	A. Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2013 – Annex I
	9. In accordance with Decisions 35 COM 15B paragraph 13, 36 COM 15 paragraph 10 and 37 COM 15.I paragraph 8 of the World Heritage Committee, the budget of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 amounted to USD 5,362,996.
	10. The budget as originally approved was revised to take into account the challenges which appeared since its approval in June 2011. It also reflected the request from ICOMOS for additional funding approved by the World Heritage Committee. The differ...
	11. As shown in Statement I.I ‘Schedule of Appropriations and Expenditure as at  31 December 2013’ of Annex I, the “Total Expenditure” amounts to USD 4,952,632 on the basis of an allocation of USD 5,362,996, which gives an implementation rate of 92.35...
	12. The implementation rate also shows that the budget was executed with caution. It is recalled that the capacity for implementing the activities for World Heritage depends on the contributions received. As a matter of comparison, at the end of 2013,...
	13. It should be also noted, as shown in the Statement of Compulsory and Voluntary Contributions, included at the end of Annex I, that as at 31 December 2013, out of 178 States Parties, 131 States Parties are up-to-date with their compulsory contribut...
	14. In Statement I.I, the Unliquidated Obligations (ULOs) represent 11.93% of the Allocation as at 31 December 2013, i.e. more than the previous biennium (10.04%), but it still represents an improvement as compared to the past. Chapter B thereinafter ...
	15. Statement I presents the Statement of Income and Expenditure and Changes in Reserves and Fund Balances for the biennium 2012-2013 with a comparison to the previous biennium 2010-2011. Interest remained stable, with a slight increase of 5.7%. The P...

	B. New components in the financial reporting for 2012-2013
	16. For enhancing the transparency, BFM developed additional tables within the financial report as at 31 December 2013 (Annex 1 and Annex 2). In particular, a list of on-going contracts (and their instalments) for International Assistance and Advisory...
	17. The figures shown in the last “Amount” column are reflected in Statement I.I of the financial report under “Unliquidated Obligations”, but for Earmarked Activities Funds, for which the amount is given globally and includes ULOs other than Internat...
	18. In total, under the approved budget for International Assistance for 2012-2013, nine contracts were yet to be closed as at 31 December 2013, i.e. three had their activities completed, but some clarifications were still expected before payments cou...
	19. Two other International Assistance requests considered as Emergency Assistance under this special budget line are also in the course of being closed for one (clarifications on financial justifications have been requested) and implemented for the o...
	20. Finally, five additional International Assistance requests were able to be granted thanks to the generosity of the donors (Italy and India), who contributed under earmarked funds for that purpose. All five are to be implemented in 2014.
	21. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, the open amounts concern their last instalment, representing 71.43% of the ULOs (USD 640,061). The biennium 2012-2013 was a kind of a transition for the establishment of the contracts as UNESCO developed in June...
	22. As of 2014-2015, there is only one contract covering the whole period of the biennium. However, it may happen that instalments are still released in 2016, as the financial reporting is a long process and necessitates that the Advisory Bodies recei...
	23. Lastly, it should also be highlighted that the contracts of the Advisory Bodies are established in local currency and therefore a variation on the amounts in USD is possible depending on the exchange rate on the date of payment.

	C. Report on the three funding sources as at 31 December 2013 – Annex II
	24. In Annex II, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding (Regular Programme, Extrabudgetary, World Heritage Fund) as at 31 December 2013 is presented in Attachment 1 with a total bu...
	25. For the biennium 2012-2013, when comparing the total expenditure  (USD 35,489,954) with the budget (USD 39,270,709), the total implementation rate is 90.37%, compared to an implementation rate of 90.16% in 2011 (Reference made to Document WHC-12/3...
	26. For each of the funding sources, the implementation rate for their Grand Total is the following: the World Heritage Fund: 89.21% (here the Grand Total figures correspond to Total (A+B+C+D) in Statement I.I of Annex I and include also “Earmarked ac...
	27. As shown in Table 1 – General Overview of the 2012-2013 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention, the focus remains on “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, which is in line with what requested the World Herita...
	28. As stated in the cover page the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for the three funding sources was elaborated as per Decision 6 EXT.COM 6 (UNESCO, 2003) and revised by Decisions 33 COM 16B (Seville, 2009) and 35 COM 15B (UNESCO, 2...
	29. The reason for the new presentation relates to the lifespan and reporting of Extrabudgetary projects, which are shown on a yearly basis. For more accurate reporting, it is better to separate from the Extrabudgetary projects the World Heritage Fund...


	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
	30. Part II presents the execution of the budget for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 (Chapter A), the changes regarding the sub-accounts under the Special Account of the World Heritage Fund in 2014 (Chapter B) and the support to the W...
	A. Execution of the budget of the World Heritage Fund in the first quarter 2014 – Annex III
	31. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of USD 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
	32. Considering that the financial situation has not evolved since the last session of the World Heritage Committee, the Secretariat followed the above-mentioned recommendation and started to implement the activities on the basis of an “Expenditure Pl...
	33. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	34. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 93,430 (equivalent to USD 128,514 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	35. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions amounted to USD 439,189, t...
	36. It should be recalled that the Secretariat can only implement the budget on the basis of the assessed contributions paid and received in UNESCO accounts. Below is a graph representing the assessed compulsory and voluntary contributions received on...
	37. As mentioned, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is a major concern for all stakeholders. Further to the recommendation of the World Heritage Committee and to the request of the General Assembly (Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 5) “an addi...
	38. States Parties’ contributions to the World Heritage Fund – whether assessed compulsory and voluntary contributions or supplementary voluntary – are crucial to implement the decisions taken by the World Heritage Committee and the activities that en...
	B. Support from newly created sub-accounts under the World Heritage Fund in 2014
	39. One of the responses to the long-standing discussions regarding the need to improve the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is the creation of its sub-accounts, to receive voluntary contributions made by States Parties. Since the World Herit...
	40. The sub-account for earmarked activities already existed, but its reporting has changed starting from this biennium. Whereas in the past, “promotional” and “other earmarked activities” were reported under one line each only, the “other earmarked a...
	41. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has also been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Conventi...
	42. Finally a sub-account for International Assistance was also created in 2014. Considering that increasingly more States Parties are contributing to the budget of International Assistance, a new budget code has been established which comes in suppor...
	43. The creation of these sub-accounts contributes to better reporting for States Parties. In order to harmonize all sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund to the financial regulations of Special Accounts, it is recommended to apply the cost recovery...

	C. Support from other sources of funding for World Heritage in 2014-2015
	44. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	45. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	46. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	47. For the World Heritage Centre specifically, the Regular Programme allocation has increased (1,278,000 USD) as compared to the one of last biennium, which in its original level (i.e. USD 363,974 without additional appropriations) enabled to cover o...
	48. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The allotment for the current ...
	49. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	50. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	51. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	52. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	53. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	54. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	55. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund.
	56. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by estimating the costs of the decisions it takes. This also provides some account of the workload implica...
	57. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take account of the financial impact of the decisions it takes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should a...
	58. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The table can be found ...
	59. At the end of the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee, it is proposed to present a cumulative total of the financial implications of approved decisions.
	60. The Table for the proposed Modular Costs for activities funded by the World Heritage Fund is as follows:
	*: The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.

	C. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	61. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	62. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	63. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	64. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	65. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for 2014-2015 and the current situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of assessed compulsory and voluntary contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary contributions in accordance with Article 16.2 of t...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to apply the cost recovery policy to the World Heritage Fund and its sub-accounts for the staff time spent in managing the World Heritage Fund within the limit of the funds made available;
	8. Decides also to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 128,514 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	9. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Parties...
	10. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	11. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12.
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	Introduction
	1. The biennium 2012-2013 has been marked by financial difficulty due to the challenges faced by UNESCO since November 2011, which has also had an influence on the implementation of the World Heritage Convention. Indeed its Secretariat was impacted no...
	2. The first part of the document presents the situation of the World Heritage Fund for the past biennium 2012-2013 regarding the implementation of the budget of  USD 5,362,996 approved by the World Heritage Committee. It also puts in perspective the ...
	3. The current biennium 2014-2015 seems to follow the same path in terms of challenges. Although the approved budget of the World Heritage Fund amounts to USD 6,579,559, the guidance applied for its implementation is USD 5,142,959, i.e. 21.83% less th...
	4. As regards the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, the General Assembly, at its 19th session, adopted a Resolution which enables the long-standing discussion on this topic to make progress. Indeed, in Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 7, the Gene...
	5. This Resolution is a step forward to enhance the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, which will however yield effective results only if States Parties enthusiastically respond and implement it. In the letters requesting payment of the compul...
	6. The World Heritage Convention remains a flagship programme, which raises lots of interest and donors have been very generous. They continue to support the programme, even if sometimes at a lower level as compared to the level it was prior to the wo...
	7. Finally, the third part of the document responds to the requests of the World Heritage Committee expressed in its Decision 37 COM 15.I and presents on-going work on modular costs for core activities under the World Heritage Convention, as well as o...

	I. FINAL ACCOUNTS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND – biennium 2012-2013
	8. Part I presents the implementation of the World Heritage programme for the biennium 2012-2013 by means of: the Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund for the period 1 January 2012 to 31 December 2013 issued by the UNESCO Bureau of Financial Ma...
	A. Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2013 – Annex I
	9. In accordance with Decisions 35 COM 15B paragraph 13, 36 COM 15 paragraph 10 and 37 COM 15.I paragraph 8 of the World Heritage Committee, the budget of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 amounted to USD 5,362,996.
	10. The budget as originally approved was revised to take into account the challenges which appeared since its approval in June 2011. It also reflected the request from ICOMOS for additional funding approved by the World Heritage Committee. The differ...
	11. As shown in Statement I.I ‘Schedule of Appropriations and Expenditure as at  31 December 2013’ of Annex I, the “Total Expenditure” amounts to USD 4,952,632 on the basis of an allocation of USD 5,362,996, which gives an expenditure rate of 92.35% (...
	12. The expenditure rate also shows that the budget was executed with caution. It is recalled that the capacity for implementing the activities for World Heritage depends on the contributions received. At the end of 2013, the total cash received for P...
	13. It should be also noted, as shown in the Statement of Compulsory and Voluntary Assessed Contributions, included at the end of Annex I, that as at 31 December 2013, out of 178 States Parties, 131 States Parties are up-to-date with their compulsory ...
	14. In Statement I.I, the Unliquidated Obligations (ULOs) represent 11.93% of the Allocation as at 31 December 2013 (Total A), i.e. more than the previous biennium (10.04%). Chapter B thereinafter provides more information to better understand what is...
	15. Statement I presents the Statement of Income and Expenditure and Changes in Reserves and Fund Balances for the biennium 2012-2013 with a comparison to the previous biennium 2010-2011. Interest remained stable, with a slight increase of 5.7%. The P...

	B. New components in the Financial Report for the biennium 2012-2013
	16. BFM developed additional tables within the financial report as at 31 December 2013: Annex 1 – list of on-going contracts established for International Assistance and Annex 2 – list of on-going contracts established for Advisory Bodies. At year-end...
	17. Concerning the Advisory Bodies Table (Annex 2), each different line under the same contract corresponds to a specific budget code. For example, for ICCROM, the approved budget contains three areas (Advisory services, Reactive monitoring missions a...
	18. In total, under the approved budget for International Assistance for 2012-2013, nine contracts were yet to be closed as at 31 December 2013, i.e. three had their activities completed, but some clarifications were still expected before payments cou...
	19. Two other International Assistance requests considered as Emergency Assistance under this special budget line are also in the course of being closed for one (clarifications on financial justifications have been requested) and implemented for the o...
	20. Finally, five additional International Assistance requests were able to be granted thanks to the generosity of the donors (Italy and India), who contributed under earmarked funds for that purpose. All five are to be implemented in 2014.
	21. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, the open amounts concern their last instalment, representing 71.43% of the ULOs (USD 640,061). The biennium 2012-2013 was a kind of a transition for the establishment of the contracts as UNESCO developed in June...
	22. As of 2014-2015, there is only one contract covering the whole period of the biennium. However, it may happen that instalments are still released in 2016, as the financial reporting is a long process and necessitates that the Advisory Bodies recei...
	23. Lastly, it should also be highlighted that the contracts of the Advisory Bodies are established in local currency and therefore a variation on the amounts in USD is possible depending on the exchange rate applicable at the date of payment.

	C. Report on the three funding sources as at 31 December 2013 – Annex II
	24. In Annex II, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding (Regular Programme, Extrabudgetary, World Heritage Fund) as at 31 December 2013 is presented in Attachment 1 with a total bu...
	25. For the biennium 2012-2013, when comparing the total expenditure  (USD 35,489,954) with the budget (USD 39,270,709), the total expenditure rate is 90.37%, compared to an expenditure rate of 90.16% in 2011 (Reference made to Document WHC-12/36.COM/...
	26. For each of the funding sources, the expenditure rate for their Grand Total is the following: the World Heritage Fund: 89.21% (here the Grand Total figures correspond to Total (A+B+C+D) in Statement I.I of Annex I and include also “Earmarked activ...
	27. As shown in Table 1 – General Overview of the 2012-2013 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention, the focus remains on “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, which is in line with what requested the World Herita...
	28. As stated in the cover page the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for the three funding sources was elaborated as per Decision 6 EXT.COM 6 (UNESCO, 2003) and revised by Decisions 33 COM 16B (Seville, 2009) and 35 COM 15B (UNESCO, 2...
	29. The reason for the new presentation relates to the lifespan and reporting of Extrabudgetary projects. These resources are generally financing multi-year projects, and the analysis presented for allotments and expenditures is done on an annual basi...
	30. To allow a better focus on the performance of extrabudgetary resources for which funds are made available annually and at the same time avoids reflecting twice the funds corresponding to the ULOs, it is proposed to separate Extrabudgetary projects...


	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
	31. Part II presents the execution of the budget for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 (Chapter A), the changes regarding the sub-accounts under the Special Account of the World Heritage Fund in 2014 (Chapter B) and the support to the W...
	A. Execution of the budget of the World Heritage Fund in the first quarter 2014 – Annex III
	32. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of USD 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
	33. Considering that the financial situation has not evolved since the last session of the World Heritage Committee, the Secretariat followed the above-mentioned recommendation and started to implement the activities on the basis of an “Expenditure Pl...
	34. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	35. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 93,430 (equivalent to USD 128,514 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	36. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions received amounted to USD 4...
	37. It should be recalled that the Secretariat can only implement the budget on the basis of the assessed contributions paid and received in UNESCO’s accounts. Below is a graph representing the cumulative amount of compulsory and voluntary assessed co...
	38. As mentioned, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is a major concern for all stakeholders. Further to the recommendation of the World Heritage Committee (Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 31) and to the request of the General Assembly (Reso...
	39. States Parties’ contributions to the World Heritage Fund – whether compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions or supplementary voluntary – are crucial to implement the decisions taken by the World Heritage Committee and the activities that en...
	B. Support from newly created sub-accounts under the World Heritage Fund in 2014
	40. One of the responses to the long-standing discussions regarding the need to improve the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is the creation of its sub-accounts, to receive supplementary voluntary contributions made by States Parties. Since t...
	41. The sub-account for earmarked activities already existed, but its reporting has changed starting from this biennium. Whereas in the past, “promotional” and “other earmarked activities” were reported under a line each only, the “other earmarked act...
	42. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Convention, a...
	43. Finally a sub-account for International Assistance was also created in 2014, considering that increasingly more States Parties are contributing, on a voluntary basis, in favour of International Assistance, which comes in support to the budget appr...
	44. The creation of these sub-accounts contributes to better reporting for States Parties. These positive developments are made possible thanks to a close cooperation with BFM and aim to better serve the States Parties by enhancing the quality of the ...
	45. Finally, the cost recovery policy was discussed at the 19th session of the General Assembly of States Parties (Paris, 2013). In Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 8, the General Assembly decided to apply this mechanism to the sub-account for Human Capac...

	C. Support from other sources of funding for World Heritage in 2014-2015
	46. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	47. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	48. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	49. For the World Heritage Centre specifically, the Regular Programme allocation has increased (1,278,000 USD) as compared to the one of last biennium, which in its original level (i.e. USD 363,974 without additional appropriations) enabled to cover o...
	50. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The allotment for the current ...
	51. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	52. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	53. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	54. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	55. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	56. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	57. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund.
	58. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by estimating the costs of the decisions it takes. This also provides some account of the workload implica...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take account of the financial impact of the decisions it takes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should a...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The table can be found ...
	61. At the end of the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee, it is proposed to present a cumulative total of the financial implications of approved decisions.
	62. The Table for the proposed Modular Costs for activities funded by the World Heritage Fund is as follows:
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.

	C. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	63. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	64. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	65. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	66. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides also to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 128,514 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Parties...
	9. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	10. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12.
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	13. It should be also noted, as shown in the Statement of Compulsory and Voluntary Assessed Contributions, included at the end of Annex I, that as at 31 December 2013, out of 178 States Parties, 131 States Parties are up-to-date with their compulsory ...
	14. In Statement I.I, the Unliquidated Obligations (ULOs) represent 11.93% of the Allocation as at 31 December 2013 (Total A), i.e. more than the previous biennium (10.04%). Chapter B thereinafter provides more information to better understand what is...
	15. Statement I presents the Statement of Income and Expenditure and Changes in Reserves and Fund Balances for the biennium 2012-2013 with a comparison to the previous biennium 2010-2011. Interest remained stable, with a slight increase of 5.7%. The P...

	B. New components in the Financial Report for the biennium 2012-2013
	16. BFM developed additional tables within the financial report as at 31 December 2013: Annex 1 – list of on-going contracts established for International Assistance and Annex 2 – list of on-going contracts established for Advisory Bodies. At year-end...
	17. Concerning the Advisory Bodies Table (Annex 2), each different line under the same contract corresponds to a specific budget code. For example, for ICCROM, the approved budget contains three areas (Advisory services, Reactive monitoring missions a...
	18. In total, under the approved budget for International Assistance for 2012-2013, nine contracts were yet to be closed as at 31 December 2013, i.e. three had their activities completed, but some clarifications were still expected before payments cou...
	19. Two other International Assistance requests considered as Emergency Assistance under this special budget line are also in the course of being closed for one (clarifications on financial justifications have been requested) and implemented for the o...
	20. Finally, five additional International Assistance requests were able to be granted thanks to the generosity of the donors (Italy and India), who contributed under earmarked funds for that purpose. All five are to be implemented in 2014.
	21. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, the open amounts concern their last instalment, representing 71.43% of the ULOs (USD 640,061). The biennium 2012-2013 was a kind of a transition for the establishment of the contracts as UNESCO developed in June...
	22. As of 2014-2015, there is only one contract covering the whole period of the biennium. However, it may happen that instalments are still released in 2016, as the financial reporting is a long process and necessitates that the Advisory Bodies recei...
	23. Lastly, it should also be highlighted that the contracts of the Advisory Bodies are established in local currency and therefore a variation on the amounts in USD is possible depending on the exchange rate applicable at the date of payment.

	C. Report on the three funding sources as at 31 December 2013 – Annex II
	24. In Annex II, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding (Regular Programme, Extrabudgetary, World Heritage Fund) as at 31 December 2013 is presented in Attachment 1 with a total bu...
	25. For the biennium 2012-2013, when comparing the total expenditure  (USD 35,489,954) with the budget (USD 39,270,709), the total expenditure rate is 90.37%, compared to an expenditure rate of 90.16% in 2011 (Reference made to Document WHC-12/36.COM/...
	26. For each of the funding sources, the expenditure rate for their Grand Total is the following: the World Heritage Fund: 89.21% (here the Grand Total figures correspond to Total (A+B+C+D) in Statement I.I of Annex I and include also “Earmarked activ...
	27. As shown in Table 1 – General Overview of the 2012-2013 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention, the focus remains on “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, which is in line with what requested the World Herita...
	28. As stated in the cover page the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for the three funding sources was elaborated as per Decision 6 EXT.COM 6 (UNESCO, 2003) and revised by Decisions 33 COM 16B (Seville, 2009) and 35 COM 15B (UNESCO, 2...
	29. The reason for the new presentation relates to the lifespan and reporting of Extrabudgetary projects. These resources are generally financing multi-year projects, and the analysis presented for allotments and expenditures is done on an annual basi...
	30. To allow a better focus on the performance of extrabudgetary resources for which funds are made available annually and at the same time avoids reflecting twice the funds corresponding to the ULOs, it is proposed to separate Extrabudgetary projects...


	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
	31. Part II presents the execution of the budget for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 (Chapter A), the changes regarding the sub-accounts under the Special Account of the World Heritage Fund in 2014 (Chapter B) and the support to the W...
	A. Execution of the budget of the World Heritage Fund in the first quarter 2014 – Annex III
	32. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of USD 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
	33. Considering that the financial situation has not evolved since the last session of the World Heritage Committee, the Secretariat followed the above-mentioned recommendation and started to implement the activities on the basis of an “Expenditure Pl...
	34. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	35. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 93,430 (equivalent to USD 128,514 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	36. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions received amounted to USD 4...
	37. It should be recalled that the Secretariat can only implement the budget on the basis of the assessed contributions paid and received in UNESCO’s accounts. Below is a graph representing the cumulative amount of compulsory and voluntary assessed co...
	38. As mentioned, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is a major concern for all stakeholders. Further to the recommendation of the World Heritage Committee (Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 31) and to the request of the General Assembly (Reso...
	39. States Parties’ contributions to the World Heritage Fund – whether compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions or supplementary voluntary – are crucial to implement the decisions taken by the World Heritage Committee and the activities that en...
	B. Support from newly created sub-accounts under the World Heritage Fund in 2014
	40. One of the responses to the long-standing discussions regarding the need to improve the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is the creation of its sub-accounts, to receive supplementary voluntary contributions made by States Parties. Since t...
	41. The sub-account for earmarked activities already existed, but its reporting has changed starting from this biennium. Whereas in the past, “promotional” and “other earmarked activities” were reported under a line each only, the “other earmarked act...
	42. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Convention, a...
	43. Finally a sub-account for International Assistance was also created in 2014, considering that increasingly more States Parties are contributing, on a voluntary basis, in favour of International Assistance, which comes in support to the budget appr...
	44. The creation of these sub-accounts contributes to better reporting for States Parties. These positive developments are made possible thanks to a close cooperation with BFM and aim to better serve the States Parties by enhancing the quality of the ...
	45. Finally, the cost recovery policy was discussed at the 19th session of the General Assembly of States Parties (Paris, 2013). In Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 8, the General Assembly decided to apply this mechanism to the sub-account for Human Capac...

	C. Support from other sources of funding for World Heritage in 2014-2015
	46. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	47. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	48. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	49. For the World Heritage Centre specifically, the Regular Programme allocation has increased (USD 1,278,000) as compared to the one of last biennium, which in its original level (i.e. USD 363,974 without additional appropriations) enabled to cover o...
	50. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The allotment for the current ...
	51. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	52. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	53. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	54. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	55. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	56. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	57. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund.
	58. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by estimating the costs of the decisions it takes. This also provides some account of the workload implica...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take account of the financial impact of the decisions it takes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should a...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The table can be found ...
	61. At the end of the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee, it is proposed to present a cumulative total of the financial implications of approved decisions.
	62. The Table for the proposed Modular Costs for activities funded by the World Heritage Fund is as follows:
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.

	C. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	63. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	64. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	65. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	66. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides also to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 128,514 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Parties...
	9. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	10. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12.
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	1. The biennium 2012-2013 has been marked by financial difficulty due to the challenges faced by UNESCO since November 2011, which has also had an influence on the implementation of the World Heritage Convention. Indeed its Secretariat was impacted no...
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	I. FINAL ACCOUNTS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND – biennium 2012-2013
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	A. Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2013 – Annex I
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	13. It should be also noted, as shown in the Statement of Compulsory and Voluntary Assessed Contributions, included at the end of Annex I, that as at 31 December 2013, out of 178 States Parties, 131 States Parties are up-to-date with their compulsory ...
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	15. Statement I presents the Statement of Income and Expenditure and Changes in Reserves and Fund Balances for the biennium 2012-2013 with a comparison to the previous biennium 2010-2011. Interest remained stable, with a slight increase of 5.7%. The P...

	B. New components in the Financial Report for the biennium 2012-2013
	16. BFM developed additional tables within the financial report as at 31 December 2013: Annex 1 – list of on-going contracts established for International Assistance and Annex 2 – list of on-going contracts established for Advisory Bodies. At year-end...
	17. Concerning the Advisory Bodies Table (Annex 2), each different line under the same contract corresponds to a specific budget code. For example, for ICCROM, the approved budget contains three areas (Advisory services, Reactive monitoring missions a...
	18. In total, under the approved budget for International Assistance for 2012-2013, nine contracts were yet to be closed as at 31 December 2013, i.e. three had their activities completed, but some clarifications were still expected before payments cou...
	19. Two other International Assistance requests considered as Emergency Assistance under this special budget line are also in the course of being closed for one (clarifications on financial justifications have been requested) and implemented for the o...
	20. Finally, five additional International Assistance requests were able to be granted thanks to the generosity of the donors (Italy and India), who contributed under earmarked funds for that purpose. All five are to be implemented in 2014.
	21. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, the open amounts concern their last instalment, representing 71.43% of the ULOs (USD 640,061). The biennium 2012-2013 was a kind of a transition for the establishment of the contracts as UNESCO developed in June...
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	23. Lastly, it should also be highlighted that the contracts of the Advisory Bodies are established in local currency and therefore a variation on the amounts in USD is possible depending on the exchange rate applicable at the date of payment.

	C. Report on the three funding sources as at 31 December 2013 – Annex II
	24. In Annex II, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding (Regular Programme, Extrabudgetary, World Heritage Fund) as at 31 December 2013 is presented in Attachment 1 with a total bu...
	25. For the biennium 2012-2013, when comparing the total expenditure  (USD 35,489,954) with the budget (USD 39,270,709), the total expenditure rate is 90.37%, compared to an expenditure rate of 90.16% in 2011 (Reference made to Document WHC-12/36.COM/...
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	29. The reason for the new presentation relates to the lifespan and reporting of Extrabudgetary projects. These resources are generally financing multi-year projects, and the analysis presented for allotments and expenditures is done on an annual basi...
	30. To allow a better focus on the performance of extrabudgetary resources for which funds are made available annually and at the same time avoids reflecting twice the funds corresponding to the ULOs, it is proposed to separate Extrabudgetary projects...


	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
	31. Part II presents the execution of the budget for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 (Chapter A), the changes regarding the sub-accounts under the Special Account of the World Heritage Fund in 2014 (Chapter B) and the support to the W...
	A. Execution of the budget of the World Heritage Fund in the first quarter 2014 – Annex III
	32. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of USD 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
	33. Considering that the financial situation has not evolved since the last session of the World Heritage Committee, the Secretariat followed the above-mentioned recommendation and started to implement the activities on the basis of an “Expenditure Pl...
	34. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	35. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 92,262 (equivalent to USD 126,908 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	36. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions received amounted to USD 4...
	37. It should be recalled that the Secretariat can only implement the budget on the basis of the assessed contributions paid and received in UNESCO’s accounts. Below is a graph representing the cumulative amount of compulsory and voluntary assessed co...
	38. As mentioned, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is a major concern for all stakeholders. Further to the recommendation of the World Heritage Committee (Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 31) and to the request of the General Assembly (Reso...
	39. States Parties’ contributions to the World Heritage Fund – whether compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions or supplementary voluntary – are crucial to implement the decisions taken by the World Heritage Committee and the activities that en...
	B. Support from newly created sub-accounts under the World Heritage Fund in 2014
	40. One of the responses to the long-standing discussions regarding the need to improve the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is the creation of its sub-accounts, to receive supplementary voluntary contributions made by States Parties. Since t...
	41. The sub-account for earmarked activities already existed, but its reporting has changed starting from this biennium. Whereas in the past, “promotional” and “other earmarked activities” were reported under a line each only, the “other earmarked act...
	42. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Convention, a...
	43. Finally a sub-account for International Assistance was also created in 2014, considering that increasingly more States Parties are contributing, on a voluntary basis, in favour of International Assistance, which comes in support to the budget appr...
	44. The creation of these sub-accounts contributes to better reporting for States Parties. These positive developments are made possible thanks to a close cooperation with BFM and aim to better serve the States Parties by enhancing the quality of the ...
	45. Finally, the cost recovery policy was discussed at the 19th session of the General Assembly of States Parties (Paris, 2013). In Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 8, the General Assembly decided to apply this mechanism to the sub-account for Human Capac...

	C. Support from other sources of funding for World Heritage in 2014-2015
	46. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	47. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	48. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	49. For the World Heritage Centre specifically (at Headquarters), the Regular Programme allocation (USD 1,278,000 excluding decentralized programme activities to the Field Offices and other indirect costs) has increased as compared to the one of last ...
	50. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The 2014 Allotment under these...
	51. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	52. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	53. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	54. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	55. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	56. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	57. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund.
	58. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by estimating the costs of the decisions it takes. This also provides some account of the workload implica...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take account of the financial impact of the decisions it takes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should a...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The table can be found ...
	61. At the end of the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee, it is proposed to present a cumulative total of the financial implications of approved decisions.
	62. The Table for the proposed Modular Costs for activities funded by the World Heritage Fund is as follows:
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.

	C. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	63. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	64. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	65. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	66. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides also to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Parties...
	9. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	10. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12.
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	3. The current biennium 2014-2015 seems to follow the same path in terms of challenges. Although the approved budget of the World Heritage Fund amounts to USD 6,579,559, the guidance applied for its implementation is USD 5,142,959, i.e. 21.83% less th...
	4. As regards the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, the General Assembly, at its 19th session, adopted a Resolution which enables the long-standing discussion on this topic to make progress. Indeed, in Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 7, the Gene...
	5. This Resolution is a step forward to enhance the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, which will however yield effective results only if States Parties enthusiastically respond and implement it. In the letters requesting payment of the compul...
	6. The World Heritage Convention remains a flagship programme, which raises lots of interest and donors have been very generous. They continue to support the programme, even if sometimes at a lower level as compared to the level it was prior to the wo...
	7. Finally, the third part of the document responds to the requests of the World Heritage Committee expressed in its Decision 37 COM 15.I and presents on-going work on modular costs for core activities under the World Heritage Convention, as well as o...

	I. FINAL ACCOUNTS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE FUND – biennium 2012-2013
	8. Part I presents the implementation of the World Heritage programme for the biennium 2012-2013 by means of: the Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund for the period 1 January 2012 to 31 December 2013 issued by the UNESCO Bureau of Financial Ma...
	A. Financial Report on the World Heritage Fund as at 31 December 2013 – Annex I
	9. In accordance with Decisions 35 COM 15B paragraph 13, 36 COM 15 paragraph 10 and 37 COM 15.I paragraph 8 of the World Heritage Committee, the budget of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 amounted to USD 5,362,996.
	10. The budget as originally approved was revised to take into account the challenges which appeared since its approval in June 2011. It also reflected the request from ICOMOS for additional funding approved by the World Heritage Committee. The differ...
	11. As shown in Statement I.I ‘Schedule of Appropriations and Expenditure as at  31 December 2013’ of Annex I, the “Total Expenditure” amounts to USD 4,952,632 on the basis of an allocation of USD 5,362,996, which gives an expenditure rate of 92.35% (...
	12. The expenditure rate also shows that the budget was executed with caution. It is recalled that the capacity for implementing the activities for World Heritage depends on the contributions received. At the end of 2013, the total cash received for P...
	13. It should be also noted, as shown in the Statement of Compulsory and Voluntary Assessed Contributions, included at the end of Annex I, that as at 31 December 2013, out of 178 States Parties, 131 States Parties are up-to-date with their compulsory ...
	14. In Statement I.I, the Unliquidated Obligations (ULOs) represent 11.93% of the Allocation as at 31 December 2013 (Total A), i.e. more than the previous biennium (10.04%). Chapter B thereinafter provides more information to better understand what is...
	15. Statement I presents the Statement of Income and Expenditure and Changes in Reserves and Fund Balances for the biennium 2012-2013 with a comparison to the previous biennium 2010-2011. Interest remained stable, with a slight increase of 5.7%. The P...

	B. New components in the Financial Report for the biennium 2012-2013
	16. BFM developed additional tables within the financial report as at 31 December 2013: Annex 1 – list of on-going contracts established for International Assistance and Annex 2 – list of on-going contracts established for Advisory Bodies. At year-end...
	17. Concerning the Advisory Bodies Table (Annex 2), each different line under the same contract corresponds to a specific budget code. For example, for ICCROM, the approved budget contains three areas (Advisory services, Reactive monitoring missions a...
	18. In total, under the approved budget for International Assistance for 2012-2013, nine contracts were yet to be closed as at 31 December 2013, i.e. three had their activities completed, but some clarifications were still expected before payments cou...
	19. Two other International Assistance requests considered as Emergency Assistance under this special budget line are also in the course of being closed for one (clarifications on financial justifications have been requested) and implemented for the o...
	20. Finally, five additional International Assistance requests were able to be granted thanks to the generosity of the donors (Italy and India), who contributed under earmarked funds for that purpose. All five are to be implemented in 2014.
	21. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, the open amounts concern their last instalment, representing 71.43% of the ULOs (USD 640,061). The biennium 2012-2013 was a kind of a transition for the establishment of the contracts as UNESCO developed in June...
	22. As of 2014-2015, there is only one contract covering the whole period of the biennium. However, it may happen that instalments are still released in 2016, as the financial reporting is a long process and necessitates that the Advisory Bodies recei...
	23. Lastly, it should also be highlighted that the contracts of the Advisory Bodies are established in local currency and therefore a variation on the amounts in USD is possible depending on the exchange rate applicable at the date of payment.

	C. Report on the three funding sources as at 31 December 2013 – Annex II
	24. In Annex II, the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding (Regular Programme, Extrabudgetary, World Heritage Fund) as at 31 December 2013 is presented in Attachment 1 with a total bu...
	25. For the biennium 2012-2013, when comparing the total expenditure  (USD 35,489,954) with the budget (USD 39,270,709), the total expenditure rate is 90.37%, compared to an expenditure rate of 90.16% in 2011 (Reference made to Document WHC-12/36.COM/...
	26. For each of the funding sources, the expenditure rate for their Grand Total is the following: the World Heritage Fund: 89.21% (here the Grand Total figures correspond to Total (A+B+C+D) in Statement I.I of Annex I and include also “Earmarked activ...
	27. As shown in Table 1 – General Overview of the 2012-2013 Programme and Budget for the World Heritage Convention, the focus remains on “2.2 Conservation, management and monitoring of properties”, which is in line with what requested the World Herita...
	28. As stated in the cover page the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for the three funding sources was elaborated as per Decision 6 EXT.COM 6 (UNESCO, 2003) and revised by Decisions 33 COM 16B (Seville, 2009) and 35 COM 15B (UNESCO, 2...
	29. The reason for the new presentation relates to the lifespan and reporting of Extrabudgetary projects. These resources are generally financing multi-year projects, and the analysis presented for allotments and expenditures is done on an annual basi...
	30. To allow a better focus on the performance of extrabudgetary resources for which funds are made available annually and at the same time avoids reflecting twice the funds corresponding to the ULOs, it is proposed to separate Extrabudgetary projects...


	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
	31. Part II presents the execution of the budget for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 (Chapter A), the changes regarding the sub-accounts under the Special Account of the World Heritage Fund in 2014 (Chapter B) and the support to the W...
	A. Execution of the budget of the World Heritage Fund in the first quarter 2014 – Annex III
	32. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of USD 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
	33. Considering that the financial situation has not evolved since the last session of the World Heritage Committee, the Secretariat followed the above-mentioned recommendation and started to implement the activities on the basis of an “Expenditure Pl...
	34. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, it represents a reduction of 8.78% compared to the approved budget. In its Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 17, the World Heritage Committee invited “the Advisory Bodies to continue to focus on more efficient ways...
	35. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	36. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 92,262 (equivalent to USD 126,908 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	37. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions received amounted to USD 4...
	38. It should be recalled that the Secretariat can only implement the budget on the basis of the assessed contributions paid and received in UNESCO’s accounts. Below is a graph representing the cumulative amount of compulsory and voluntary assessed co...
	39. As mentioned, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is a major concern for all stakeholders. Further to the recommendation of the World Heritage Committee (Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 31) and to the request of the General Assembly (Reso...
	40. States Parties’ contributions to the World Heritage Fund – whether compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions or supplementary voluntary – are crucial to implement the decisions taken by the World Heritage Committee and the activities that en...
	B. Support from newly created sub-accounts under the World Heritage Fund in 2014
	41. One of the responses to the long-standing discussions regarding the need to improve the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund is the creation of its sub-accounts, to receive supplementary voluntary contributions made by States Parties. Since t...
	42. The sub-account for earmarked activities already existed, but its reporting has changed starting from this biennium. Whereas in the past, “promotional” and “other earmarked activities” were reported under a line each only, the “other earmarked act...
	43. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Convention, a...
	44. Finally a sub-account for International Assistance was also created in 2014, considering that increasingly more States Parties are contributing, on a voluntary basis, in favour of International Assistance, which comes in support to the budget appr...
	45. The creation of these sub-accounts contributes to better reporting for States Parties. These positive developments are made possible thanks to a close cooperation with BFM and aim to better serve the States Parties by enhancing the quality of the ...
	46. Finally, the cost recovery policy was discussed at the 19th session of the General Assembly of States Parties (Paris, 2013). In Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 8, the General Assembly decided to apply this mechanism to the sub-account for Human Capac...

	C. Support from other sources of funding for World Heritage in 2014-2015
	47. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	48. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	49. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	50. For the World Heritage Centre specifically (at Headquarters), the Regular Programme allocation (USD 1,278,000 excluding decentralized programme activities to the Field Offices and other indirect costs) has increased as compared to the one of last ...
	51. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The 2014 Allotment under these...
	52. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	53. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	54. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	55. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	56. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	57. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	58. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take account of the financial impact of the decisions it takes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should a...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The Table for the propo...
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.
	61. At the end of the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee, it is proposed to present a cumulative total of the financial implications of approved decisions.

	B. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	62. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	63. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	64. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	65. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	66. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides also to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Parties...
	9. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	10. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12.
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	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Decides also to approve the creation of a new budget line for Advisory Missions under the World Heritage Fund (under “2.1 Credibility of the World Heritage List” of “Action 2: Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage”) to be used ...
	9. Further decides to re-allocate an amount of USD 80,000 from the Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring Missions Budget to be reflected under the item Advisory Missions;
	10. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Partie...
	11. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	12. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
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	34. For the Advisory Bodies’ contracts, it represents a reduction of 8.78% compared to the approved budget. In its Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 17, the World Heritage Committee invited “the Advisory Bodies to continue to focus on more efficient ways...
	35. The contracts with the Advisory Bodies have been established and cover a two-year period according to the cited Expenditure Plan. Instalments are released as work progresses and as assessed contributions from States Parties are received. In this c...
	36. In April 2014, ICOMOS requested a budget adjustment of EUR 92,262 (equivalent to USD 126,908 as per the UN exchange rate effective in April 2014) to cover the potential costs of eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional A...
	37. In accordance with the above, the World Heritage Centre has started implementing activities by creating commitments. However it should be noted that, since as at 28 February 2014, the amount of the assessed contributions received amounted to USD 4...
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	46. Finally, the cost recovery policy was discussed at the 19th session of the General Assembly of States Parties (Paris, 2013). In Resolution 19 GA 8 paragraph 8, the General Assembly decided to “apply the cost recovery policy for the staff time spen...
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	47. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	48. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
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	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
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	64. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	65. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	66. As the number of joint missions by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies will be gradually reduced, the budget under “Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring” missions within the World Heritage Fund will be not used fully, so that a part of...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Decides also to approve the creation of a new budget line for Advisory Missions under the World Heritage Fund (under “2.1 Credibility of the World Heritage List” of “Action 2: Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage”) to be used ...
	9. Further decides to re-allocate an amount of USD 80,000 from the Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring Missions Budget to be reflected under the item Advisory Missions;
	10. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Partie...
	11. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	12. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
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	51. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The 2014 Allotment under these...
	52. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	53. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	54. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	55. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
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	57. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	58. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take into account the financial impact of the decisions it makes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The Table for the propo...
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.
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	B. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	62. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	63. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	64. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	65. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	66. As the number of joint missions by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies will be gradually reduced, the budget under “Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring” missions within the World Heritage Fund will be not used fully, so that a part of...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of USD 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Decides also to approve the creation of a new budget line for Advisory Missions under the World Heritage Fund (under “2.1 Credibility of the World Heritage List” of “Action 2: Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage”) to be used ...
	9. Further decides to re-allocate an amount of USD 80,000 from the Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring Missions Budget to be reflected under the item Advisory Missions;
	10. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Partie...
	11. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	12. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
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	II. the state of implementation of the 2014-2015 budget
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	32. At its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), the World Heritage Committee approved a budget of US$ 6,579,559 in Decision 37 COM 15.I paragraph 11. However, considering that the contributions may not be fully received in the biennium, the World Heritage...
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	43. As of this year, a new sub-account within the World Heritage Fund has been established “to be funded from Voluntary Contributions and to be used exclusively for enhancing the human capacities of the Secretariat” of the World Heritage Convention, a...
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	47. Like in the past biennia, the implementation of the World Heritage Convention benefits from additional funding from the Regular Programme of UNESCO. However, due to the current financial constraints, the allocation provided is based on the Expendi...
	48. Within the sectoral budgetary priority rankings for the five major programmes, the Expected Result 1 on “Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by Member States” (which relates to the World Heritage programme) r...
	49. In its Decision 37 COM 15.II the World Heritage Committee “urg(ed) the Executive Board of UNESCO to maintain its support for an adequate level of financial allocations for the effective implementation of the World Heritage Convention, as a flagshi...
	50. For the World Heritage Centre specifically (at Headquarters), the Regular Programme allocation (US$ 1,278,000 excluding decentralized programme activities to the Field Offices and other indirect costs) has increased as compared to the one of last ...
	51. The other funding sources come from extrabudgetary projects: some of them are carried forward from the past biennium, some other projects are in discussion for possible extension and new projects are being developed. The 2014 Allotment under these...
	52. Overall, the situation of the three sources of funding corresponds to the budget forecasts, which were presented at the 37th session of the World Heritage Committee. However, the extrabudgetary projects are slightly decreasing in volume despite th...


	III. ESTABLISHMENT OF MODULAR COSTS FOR CORE ACTIVITIES
	53. Part III presents the work that is currently on-going with the Advisory Bodies towards establishing Modular costs for core activities by recalling the background (Chapter A) and describing the objectives and the proposed methodology (Chapter B), a...
	A. Background regarding the modular costs
	54. Since 2010, the Secretariat has developed a table of activity costs, which would link the decisions of the World Heritage Committee to their estimated cost at the time of their adoption and would inform whether these decisions have the required fi...
	55. In its Decision 35 COM 12B, the World Heritage Committee requested “the World Heritage Centre to develop standard modular costs for core activities for consideration at the 36th session of the World Heritage Committee, to enable the Committee to a...
	56. Accordingly, a list of standard modular costs for core activities was developed and provided in Annex 3 of Document WHC-12/36.COM/12B (Decision-making procedures of the statutory organs of the Convention). However the figures cited required furthe...
	57. In view of its next session, the World Heritage Committee decided “that future decisions presented for the Committee’s approval that have financial implications not provided for in the approved budget be clearly identified and reflected in the rel...

	B. Objectives of the modular costs and methodology proposed
	58. Modular costs are linked to discussions on how to ensure the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund. One of the first objectives of the establishment of modular costs is to enable the World Heritage Committee to take well-informed decisions, by...
	59. This approach should help the World Heritage Committee to take into account the financial impact of the decisions it makes vis-à-vis the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and the limited levels of resources available. Ultimately, it should...
	60. A simplified table of estimated modular costs for core activities and their related overheads has been developed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and can be used for a number of proposed draft decisions. The Table for the propo...
	* The estimated cost is provided for ICOMOS only as IUCN does not distinguish between the different complexity of nominations and prefers one cost for all. The modular costs for future years will be reviewed and adjusted as required.
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	B. Funding proposal for advisory missions
	62. By Decision 37 COM 15, paragraph 20 the World Heritage Committee had requested the World Heritage Centre “to prepare guidelines, in consultation with the Advisory Bodies, for consideration during the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee on...
	63. The importance of advisory missions and their funding sources are addressed, within a different context and in a more general manner, in working documents  WHC-14/38.COM/5C and 5F. Advisory missions, whether they concern provision of advice on the...
	64. To improve the access of all States Parties to the services of the Advisory Bodies, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider that better use can be made of the International Assistance mechanism. States Parties which would wish t...
	65. It is to be noted that International Assistance requests for co-funding of Advisory missions should comply with the procedure and format outlined by the Operational Guidelines and respective Annexes thereof. The World Heritage Centre and the Advis...
	66. As the number of joint missions by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies will be gradually reduced, the budget under “Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring” missions within the World Heritage Fund will be not used fully, so that a part of...
	67. Also, taking into account the increasing number of Advisory missions and their importance for enhancing the implementation of the World Heritage Convention and improving the dialogue between the different stakeholders of the Convention, the World ...


	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of US$ 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Decides also to approve the creation of a new budget line for Advisory Missions under the World Heritage Fund (2.0 “Advisory Missions” under “Action 2: Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage”) to be used to the benefit of States...
	9. Further decides to re-allocate an amount of US$ 80,000 from the Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring Missions Budget to be reflected under the item Advisory Missions;
	10. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Partie...
	11. Further decides to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	12. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12;
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	IV. DRAFT DECISION
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/12,
	2. Takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2012-2013 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 December 2013;
	3. Also takes note of the statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the first three months of the biennium 2014-2015 and the situation of the reserves and contributions as at 31 March 2014;
	4. Recalls that the payment of compulsory and voluntary assessed contributions is, as per the Article 16 of the World Heritage Convention, an obligation incumbent on States Parties having ratified the Convention;
	5. Thanks the States Parties, who have already made their contributions and calls upon the other States Parties, who have not yet paid the totality of their assessed contributions, including voluntary assessed contributions in accordance with Article ...
	6. Further takes note of the sub-accounts of the World Heritage Fund and reiterates its plea to States Parties to contribute to these sub-accounts and make voluntary contributions by choosing among the options described in Resolution 19 GA 8;
	7. Decides to approve/not to approve the budget adjustment requested by ICOMOS in the amount of US$ 126,908 for eight additional nominations and the participation of an additional Advisor in the 38th session of the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Also decides to approve the creation of a new budget line for Advisory Missions under the World Heritage Fund (2.0 “Advisory Missions” under “Action 2: Identification, management and promotion of World Heritage”) to be used to the benefit of States...
	9. Further decides to re-allocate an amount of US$ 80,000 from the Reactive and Reinforced Monitoring Missions Budget to be reflected under the item Advisory Missions;
	10. Recalling that the rules of the International assistance mechanism allow funding to be granted for Advisory missions or other relevant provision of advice, both for preparatory assistance and state of conservation matters, encourages States Partie...
	11. Decides furthermore to examine further the role, nature and funding of Advisory missions, within the framework of the revision of the Operational Guidelines at its 39th session, in 2015;
	12. Approves the new presentation related to the consolidated table of allotments and expenditures for activities financed by the three sources of funding, as shown at the end of Annex II of Document WHC-14/38.COM/12.
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