Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

1. World Heritage Property Data

1.1 - Name of World Heritage property
Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

1.2 - World Heritage property details

1.3 - Geographic information table

Name Coordinates Property (ha) Buffer zone (ha) Total (ha) Inscription year
Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua 15.271/-89.04 34 0 34 1981
Total (ha) 34 0 34

1.4 - Map(s)
Title Date Link to source
Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua - Map of inscribed property 2014 L;!I

1.5 - Web and Social Media data of the property (if applicable)

1. Information on the Quirigud Archaeological Park and Ruins can be seen on the Portal of the Ministry of Culture and Sports of Guatemala:
www.mcd.gob.qgt

2. Other Conventions/Programmes under which the World Heritage property is protected (if applicable)

2.1 - Records indicate that your World Heritage property (in whole or in part) is designated and/or protected under the
Conventions/programmes shown in the prefilled table below. Please check and amend as necessary.

The World Heritage property (in whole or in part) is The World Heritage property (in whole or in part) is not
designated and/or protected under this designated and/or protected under this
convention/programme convention/programme
211 International Register of Cultural Property
under Special Protection
(1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of X
Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict)
2.1.2  List of Cultural Property under Enhanced
Protection
(Second Protocol to the 1954 Hague Convention ®
for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event
of Armed Conflict)
2.1.3  The List of Wetlands of International
Importance (The Ramsar List)
(Convention on Wetlands of International x
Importance (Ramsar Convention))
2.1.4  World Network of Biosphere Reserves
Man and the Biosphere (MAB) Programme x
2.1.5 Global Geoparks Network
UNESCO Global Geoparks X

2.2 - Please provide comments on 2.1 if necessary

2.3 - Do your national authorities intend to request the granting of Enhanced Protection (if relevant) under the Second Protocol to the
1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict for the World Heritage property in the
next three years?

Not applicable

2.4 - Do your national authorities intend to designate whole or part of the World Heritage property for inclusion in the List of Wetlands
of International Importance (The Ramsar List), if relevant, in the next three years?
Not applicable

2.5 - Do your national authorities intend to designate whole or part of the World Heritage property as a Man and Biosphere Reserve (if
relevant) in the next three years?
Not applicable

2.6 - Do your national authorities intend to apply for whole or part of World Heritage property to be designated as a UNESCO Global
Geopark (if relevant) in the next three years?
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Not applicable

2.7 - Please indicate the level of cooperation at property level between designations under different Conventions/Programmes

27.1 1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict

271 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. X
2.7.2 The World Heritage Site Manager occasionally communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.3 The World Heritage Site Manager regularly communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.4 The World Heritage Site Manager also manages this designation/programme.

2.7.2 Second Protocol to the 1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict

2.7.1 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. ®
2.7.2 The World Heritage Site Manager occasionally communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.3 The World Heritage Site Manager regularly communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

274 The World Heritage Site Manager also manages this designation/programme.

273 Convention on Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Convention)

271 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. X
2.7.2 The World Heritage Site Manager occasionally communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.3 The World Heritage Site Manager regularly communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.4 The World Heritage Site Manager also manages this designation/programme.

274 Man and the Biosphere (MAB) Programme

2.7.1 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. ®
2.7.2 The World Heritage Site Manager occasionally communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.3 The World Heritage Site Manager regularly communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

274 The World Heritage Site Manager also manages this designation/programme.

2.75 UNESCO Global Geoparks

271 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. X
2.7.2 The World Heritage Site Manager occasionally communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.3 The World Heritage Site Manager regularly communicates with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme.

2.7.4 The World Heritage Site Manager also manages this designation/programme.

2.8 - Please add any further comments on cooperation with the other designation(s)/programme(s)

2.9 - Are you aware of any elements associated with the World Heritage property that have been inscribed on the Representative List
of the Intangible Cultural Heritage?
Not aware

2.10 - Please list any elements associated with the World Heritage property inscribed under the Convention for the Safeguarding of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage of which you are aware

2.11 - Are you aware of any documentary heritage listed under the Memory of the World Programme associated with the World
Heritage property?
Yes

2.12 - Please list any documentary heritage associated with the World Heritage property listed under the Memory of the World
Programme of which you aware.

All the monuments of the Quirigua Archaeological Park and Ruins were registered as Memory of the World for Central America and the Caribbean, on December 13,
2016, an act held at the National Palace of Culture, in the presence of the highest authorities of Guatemala.

3. Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
3.1 - Statement of Outstanding Universal Value for the property as adopted by the World Heritage Committee

Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
Brief Synthesis

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua 2 of 42



The Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua is located in the Department of Izabal in Guatemala. The inscribed property is comprised of 34 hectares of land
dedicated exclusively to the conservation of the ancient architecture and the seventeen monuments that were carved between 426 AD and 810 AD and make up
this great city.

Quirigua is one of the major testimonies to the Mayan civilization. For reasons which are not clear, it then entered a period of decline. It is known that, at the time of
the arrival of the European conquerors, the control of the jade route had been taken over by Nito, a city closer to the Caribbean coast. Although Quirigua has
retained ruins and vestiges of dwellings ranging between AD 200 and AD 900, most of the monuments that ensure Quirigua its world-wide reknown date from the
8th century, the period during which the city was entirely remodelled in accordance with its function as royal residence and administrative centre.

At the core of Quiriqua is the Great Plaza, the largest known public space in the entire Maya area. The monumental complexes which are set out around the Great
Plaza, the Ceremonial Plaza and the Plaza of the Temple are remarkable for the complexity of their structure - a highly elaborate system of pyramids, terraces, and
staircases which results in a complete remodelling of the natural relief and which creates a singular dimension as at Copan.

The artful production of monolithic stone monuments, carved in sandstone without the use of metal tools, is outstanding. The monuments, called stelae, contain
hieroglyphic texts describing significant calendar dates, celestial events such as eclipses, passages of Maya mythology and political events, as well as important
social and historic events to the development of the city. Not only does this text give a better understanding of the rise and fall of Quirigua, but also describes the
span of time between 426 AD to 810 AD making it possible to reconstruct parts of Mayan history. During its brief time of erecting stelae, Quirigua was one of only
two cities to regularly erect monuments marking the end of five-year periods.

Criterion (i) : The monuments of the Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua are an outstanding example and the largest corpus of Maya art masterpieces. They
are an advanced representation of artistic skill by their sculptors and the meaning and beauty of each piece has survived the passing of this civilization, making
them universal masterpieces.

Criterion (ii): The monuments of the Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua were carved during the Classical Period dating from 250 AD to 900 AD. Between
the times of 700 AD to 850 AD arose and flourished a style of art known as 'The school of Motagua®. This style is seen in the monuments of Quirigua and which in
turn had a strong influence over the art production in the Maya area of Copan (Honduras) and Belize.

Criterion (iv) : The Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua contain some outstanding 8th-century monuments and an impressive series of carved stelae and
sculpted calendars that constitute an essential source for the study of Mayan civilization. The ruins of Quirigua retain an impressive series of stelae and sculpted
calendars, partially deciphered, which constitute a remarkable and unique source of the history of the social, political and economic events of the Mayan civilization.
The zoomorphic and anthropomorphic sculptures are among the most attractive pre-Columbian works known.

Integrity

All attributes that express the Outstanding Universal Value of the Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua are duly protected within the boundaries of the
inscribed property, an area of 34 hectares, allowing for the highest level of conservation. Each of the monuments, true masterpieces of Maya art, is found in situ and
in harmony with the surrounding natural and cultural environments.

Protection measures have been taken over the years to prevent damage caused by human development and neglect. However the close proximity to the Motagua
River and the geological fault by the same name, make the World Heritage property vulnerable to natural disasters, for which preventive measures have also been
taken to have the greatest control over environmental factors.

Authenticity

The monuments that make up Quirigua include stelae, altars and zoomorphic sculptures (animal-shaped sculpture), carved in sandstone and used to honour the
Mayan rulers of Quirigua. Each monument captures the rulers’ image and is accompanied by hieroglyphic text with dates as well as mythical, historical and political
events. All reflected in high relief in the style of the "the School of Motagua" showcasing the highest level of artistic development found in Maya art. The conditions of
form and design, materials and substance have been maintained and conservation interventions have been kept to the minimal.

Protection and management requirements

The Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua are protected by the Constitution of the Republic of Guatemala and the Law for the Protection of National Cultural
Heritage and Protected Areas Act, among other legal tools. Likewise, the State Party has ratified several international conventions for the protection of cultural
heritage on the whole.

The property has a Management Plan which has been in effect since 2008 and will last until 2012 which was prepared by the Ministry of Culture and Sports of
Guatemala, the entity in charge of the site. This plan includes fifteen cultural objectives and eight natural targets each of which have specific actions for the
protection, conservation and promotion of the cultural and natural heritage of the park in the short, medium and long term and include community participation.

The biggest challenge in the protection of the Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua is minimizing the damage caused by flooding, as occurred in 1998 and
2010. Financial support is currently being sought and managed to build new facilities to adequately protect the cultural property as a whole and more specifically,
the individual protection of the seventeen monuments. The new designs for better shelters have recently been developed and actions are being taken to put in place.

Comment
The Quirigua Archaeological Park and Ruins was again affected by floods caused by tropical storms Eta (November 5, 2020) and lota (November 17, 2020).
Currently, work is being carried out to recover this World Heritage and funds are being managed for permanent prevention measures.

3.2 - Please list the key attributes of Outstanding Universal Value of your property and give an assessment of their condition. As a
guideline, it is suggested to focus on approximately five key attributes (no more than 15 overall).

Brief identification of attribute Preserved Compromised Seriously compromised  Lost

3.2.1 Estelas »
3.2.2 Altares »
323 Zoomorfos %4
3.24 Palacio maya »
3.25
3.2.6
3.2.7
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3.2.8

3.29

3.2.10

3.2.11

3.2.12

3.2.13

3.2.14

3.2.15

3.3 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

Global climate change is seriously affecting Central America, the Quirigua Archaeological Park and Ruins is located in the lower valley of the Motagua River, the
longest in Guatemala with 486 kilometers and a basin of 12,670 square kilometers. That vast basin becomes highly dangerous when the region is hit by an extreme
weather event, such as the recent storms Eta and lota. The measures taken after Storm Agatha in 2010 were not enough.

4. Factors Affecting the Property

4.1. Buildings and Development

4.1.1 - Housing
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant
4.1.2 - Commercial development
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

o Not relevant

Relevant
4.1.3 - Industrial areas
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

X Not relevant

4.1.4 - Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.1.5 - Interpretative and visitation facilities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

% Relevant
Impact
Impact i current
& Positive ¥ b 4
@ Negative

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin Trend of impact

Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing

x -

4.1.6 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.1 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

New protective roofs of the monuments were built with durable materials, roads with universal accessibility were also built, the exhibition of the Site Museum was
remodeled, the public sanitary services were remodeled and we have a better office to attend the entrance fees to the Archaeological Park and Quirigua Ruins.

4.2. Transportation Infrastructure

4.2.1 - Ground transport infrastructure

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside, Outside

Relevant
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4.2.2 - Underground transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.2.3 - Air transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.2.4 - Marine transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.2.5 - Effects arising from use of transportation infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.2.6 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.2 are affecting the property either negatively or
positively

The new roofs of the monuments allow better protection of the same against the elements. The roads with universal accessibility are a positive factor for the tourism
that visits us, due to their comfort. The remodeling of the exhibition of the Site Museum updated the information and the format is more comprehensible. The new
office for entrance fees allows better attention to visitors. The new public health services effectively improved service.

4.3. Services Infrastructures

4.3.1 - Water infrastructure

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

Relevant % Not relevant
4.3.2 - Renewable energy facilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Potential, Inside
Relevant % Not relevant
4.3.3 - Non-renewable energy facilities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.3.4 - Localised utilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.3.5 - Major linear utilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.3.6 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.3 are affecting the property either negatively or
positively

4.4, Pollution

4.4.1 - Pollution of marine waters

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant
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Relevant X Not relevant
4.4.2 - Ground water pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.4.3 - Surface water pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant
4.4.4 - Air pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside
Relevant X Not relevant
4.4.5 - Solid waste
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside
Relevant % Not relevant
4.4.6 - Input of excess energy
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.4.7 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.4 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

4.5. Biological resource use/modification

4.5.1 - Fishing/collecting aquatic resources
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.2 - Aquaculture
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.3 - Land conversion
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.4 - Livestock farming/Grazing of domesticated animals
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.5 - Crop production
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Outside
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.6 - Commercial wild plant collection

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua
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Relevant % Not relevant

4.5.7 - Subsistence wild plant collection
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.5.8 - Commercial hunting

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.5.9 - Subsistence hunting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.5.10 - Forestry/Wood production
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.5.11 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.5 are affecting the property either negatively or
positively

The Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigué is not affected by any of these activities. There is a banana plantation at 360 degrees around the site that has existed
for 100 years and yet the nature, flora and fauna of the Park do not show signs of alteration due to this agricultural activity.

4.6. Physical resource extraction
4.6.1 - Mining

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.6.2 - Quarrying
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.6.3 - Oil and gas
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.6.4 - Water (extraction)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.6.5 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.6 are affecting the property either negatively or
positively
The region has one of the highest rates of rainfall in Guatemala and currently we do not use our own wells for water supply.

4.7. Local conditions affecting physical fabric

4.7.1 - Wind
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

* Relevant Not relevant

Impact Origin Trend of impact

Impact ] current I Potential Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable # Increasing
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@ Positive

@ Negative X x X

4.7.2 - Relative humidity
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
) Positive
@ Negative ¥ X X

4.7.3 - Temperature
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

% Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential
2 Positive
@ Negative b 4 X

4.7.4 - Radiation/Light
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

* Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
2 Positive
@ Negative % x x
4.7.5 - Dust

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

Relevant

4.7.6 - Water (rain/water table)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact 2] current I Potential
@ Positive
@ Negative X x x
4.7.7 - Pests

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.7.8 - Micro-organisms

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Not relevant

Origin Trend of impact
Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable
b4 =
Not relevant
Origin Trend of impact
Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable
x
Not relevant
Origin Trend of impact
Inside “ Outside ¥ Decreasing = Stable
x
X Not relevant
Not relevant
Origin Trend of impact
Inside # Outside u Decreasing = Stable
x =

% Not relevant

# Increasing

7 Increasing

" Increasing

7 Increasing
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Relevant % Not relevant

4.7.9 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.7 are affecting the property either negatively or
positively
Global climate change is causing hurricane-force winds every year, affecting unrestored structures that have trees on them. Recent floods have created a lot of

humidity. Solar radiation is extremely high. The intense rains that precede and accompany the storms raise the water table and can affect the base of the
monuments buried in the squares.

4.8. Social/Cultural uses of heritage

4.8.1 - Ritual/Spiritual/Religious and associative uses
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant
4.8.2 - Society's valuing of heritage

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Outside

* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact £ current I Potential Inside 7 Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
@ Positive ¥ X X X X &,
@ Negative

4.8.3 - Indigenous hunting, gathering and collecting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant X Not relevant

4.8.4 - Changes in traditional ways of life and knowledge system
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.8.5 - Identity, social cohesion, changes in local population and community
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.8.6 - Impacts of tourism/Visitation/Recreation
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

Relevant X Not relevant

4.8.7 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.8 are affecting the property either negatively or
positively

Work has been done to improve the image of the Quirigu& Archaeological Park and Ruins, through written communication and improvements to the infrastructure of
monuments and tourist services, which has been positive.

4.9. Other human activities

4.9.1 - lllegal activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside
Relevant % Not relevant
4.9.2 - Deliberate destruction of heritage
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant
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4.9.3 - Military training
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.9.4 - War
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.9.5 - Terrorism
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.9.6 - Civil unrest
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

4.9.7 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.9 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

The Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigué is located 4 kilometers from the closest community and 2 kilometers from the nearest banana farm, this reduces the
impacts of human activities. In addition, we have a good relationship with the banana farms and they are aware of the protection that the Park should have.

4.10. Climate change and severe weather events

4.10.1 - Storms
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

* Relevant
Impact
Impact =] Current I Potential
@ Positive
@ Negative % x X

4.10.2 - Flooding
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact 2] current I Potential
@ Positive
@ Negative X x x

4.10.3 - Drought
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Outside

Relevant

4.10.4 - Desertification
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

Trend of impact

# Outside % Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

Trend of impact

# Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing

10 of 42



4.10.5 - Changes to oceanic waters
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.10.6 - Temperature change

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact 2] current I Potential
@ Positive
@ Negative X x x

4.10.7 - Other climate change impacts
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential
) Positive
& Negative ¥ X X

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin Trend of impact

Inside 7 Outside

Not relevant

Origin Trend of impact

Inside 7 Outside

X

 Decreasing = Stable

» Decreasing = Stable

7 Increasing

# Increasing

4.10.8 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.10 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

Tropical storms have intensified, we had a very strong one in 1998 (Mitch), then another 12 years later in 2010 (Agatha) and in 2020 we had storms Eta and lota
with only 12 days between each other, which caused catastrophic floods. . It is very hot and the solar radiation is intense and can damage monuments.

4.11. Sudden ecological or geological events

4.11.1 - Volcanic eruption
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.2 - Earthquake
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Outside

* Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
) Positive
@ Negative % X

4.11.3 - Tsunami/Tidal wave
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.4 - Avalanche/Landslide
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin Trend of impact

Inside 7 Outside ¥ Decreasing = Stable

X Not relevant

% Not relevant

7 Increasing
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4.11.5 - Erosion and siltation/Deposition
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

X Relevant
Impact Origin
Impact = current I Potential Inside
© Positive
@ Negative % x x

4.11.6 - Fire (wildfire)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Outside

Relevant

Not relevant

Trend of impact

“ Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing

% Not relevant

4.11.7 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.11 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

The amount of sediment carried by flooding from tropical storms has altered the topography of the Park.

4.12. Invasive/alien species or hyper-abundant species

4.12.1 - Translocated species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.12.2 - Invasive/Alien terrestrial species

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Negative, Potential, Outside

X Relevant
Impact Origin
Impact ] current I Potential Inside
@ Positive
@ Negative % x

4.12.3 - Invasive/Alien freshwater species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.12.4 - Invasive/Alien marine species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.12.5 - Hyper-abundant species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Not relevant

Relevant
4.12.6 - Modified genetic material
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):

e Not relevant

Relevant

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

X Not relevant

Not relevant

Trend of impact

# Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant
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4.12.7 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.12 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

With the sediments deposited by tropical storms, weed species have arrived that make maintenance difficult and alter the green areas open to the public.

4.13. Management and institutional factors

4.13.1 - Management system/Management plan

* Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
2 Positive
@ Negative ¥ x

4.13.2 - Legal framework

Relevant

4.13.3 - Governance
Relevant
4.13.4 - Management activities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact 2] current I Potential
@ Positive % x x
@ Negative
4.13.5 - Financial resources
* Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
2 Positive
@ Negative # x
4.13.6 - Human resources
X Relevant
Impact
Impact 2] current I Potential
@ Positive
@ Negative X x

4.13.7 - Low impact research/monitoring activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential
) Positive X% X X
& Negative

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Not relevant

Origin

Inside  Outside

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin
Inside “ Outside
x x
Not relevant
Origin
Inside  Outside
x
Not relevant
Origin
Inside 7 Outside
x
Not relevant
Origin
Inside 7 Outside
x

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing = Stable

Trend of impact

u Decreasing = Stable

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing = Stable

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

# Increasing
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4.13.8 - High impact research/monitoring activities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (13/07/2012):
o Relevant, Positive, Potential, Inside

Relevant

4.13.9 - Please comment as necessary on how the factors selected as relevant in 4.13 are affecting the property either negatively or

positively

Most of the personnel working in the Park are over 60 years old, several are over 70, this is a limitation for the development of maintenance activities, especially at
height or with events that require human strength. Many of the workers cannot fill out forms, which is why they cannot collaborate on visitor control issues. There is a

small budget for operations and we are unable to increase or change the existing staff. Obsolete management plan.

4.14. Other factor(s)

4.14.1 - Other factor(s)

4.15. Factors Summary Table

4.15.1 - Factors Summary Table
Name

4.1 Buildings and Development

4.1.5 Interpretative and visitation facilities

4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric

4.7.1 Wind

4.7.2 Relative humidity

4.7.3 Temperature

4.7.4 Radiation/Light

4.7.6 Water (rain/water table)

4.8 Social/Cultural uses of heritage

4.8.2 Society's valuing of heritage

4.10 Climate change and severe weather events

4.10.1 Storms

4.10.2 Flooding

4.10.6 Temperature change

4.10.7 Other climate change impacts

4.11 Sudden ecological or geological events

4.11.2 Earthquake

4.11.5 Erosion and siltation/Deposition

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Origin

Trend
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4.12 Invasive/alien species or hyper-abundant species

4.12.2 Invasive/Alien terrestrial species

@ 5 ? 4
4.13 Management and institutional factors
4.13.1 Management system/Management plan
@ 5 ? 4
4.13.4 Management activities Q@ 5 T 7 =
4.13.5 Financial resources
@ = 7 F ]
4.13.6 Human resources
@ = 7 F ]
4.13.7 Low impact research/monitoring activities Q@ = i =
Legend =] Current 1 Potential @ Negative © Positive Inside # Outside
4.16. Assessment of current and potential positive and negative factors
4.16.1 - Assessment of current and potential negative and positive factors
4.1 Buildings and Development
Name Impact Origin Trend
4.1.5 Interpretative and visitation facilities Q L) =

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity

x Medium capacity

Low capacity
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No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing

x Static

Increasing

4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric

Name

4.7.1 Wind

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

Localised

Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

Intermittent or sporadic

x Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

Minor

x Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.7.2 Relative humidity

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised

Extensive

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend

16 of 42



x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

x On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

Minor

x Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

x Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend

4.7.3 Temperature

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic

x Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity

x Medium capacity
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Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend

4.7.4 Radiation/Light

@ & i ’
Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive
x Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend
4.7.6 Water (rain/water table)
© = i -

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised

Extensive
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b4 Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

4.8 Social/Cultural uses of heritage

Name

4.8.2 Society's valuing of heritage

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised

X Extensive
Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua
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Trend
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x Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing

x Static

Increasing

4.10 Climate change and severe weather events

Name

4.10.1 Storms

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

Localised

Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

Minor

Significant

x Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.10.2 Flooding

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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Localised
Extensive
x Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
Significant
x Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.10.6 Temperature change

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic

x Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Origin

Trend
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High capacity

x Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend

4.10.7 Other climate change impacts

@ = i 2 7
Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive
x Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
4.11 Sudden ecological or geological events
Name Impact Origin Trend
4.11.2 Earthquake
@ i 7 =

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
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Restricted

Localised

Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

x One off or rare

Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

x Minor

Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

Name

4.11.5 Erosion and siltation/Deposition

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
Significant

x Major

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Origin

Trend
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Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

4.12 Invasive/alien species or hyper-abundant species

Name Impact Origin Trend

4.12.2 Invasive/Alien terrestrial species

@ & ] 7
Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive
x Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
4.13 Management and institutional factors
Name Impact Origin Trend

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua 24 of 42



4.13.1 Management system/Management plan

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

Localised

Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

X Minor

Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
X Static

Increasing

Name

4.13.4 Management activities

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive

b4 Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic

x Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Q@

Origin

Trend
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Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.13.5 Financial resources

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
x Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.13.6 Human resources

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised

X Extensive
Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity

x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
X Static

Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend
4.13.7 Low impact research/monitoring activities ] L) ) =

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
x Restricted
Localised
Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
x One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant

x Minor
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Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
Medium capacity
x Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

4.17. Serial inscriptions (national or transnational)

4.17.1 - If your property is a serial inscription (national or transnational) please identify which components of the property are
impacted by each factor

Climate change is the greatest risk of the Quirigua Archaeological Park, especially due to the tropical storms that flood the region. Those floods bring in weeds that
make maintenance difficult. The management factors are basically the lack of updating of the management plan, the aging of the staff and the lack of financial
resources to equip the Park with the necessary equipment, especially after their destruction by storms.

4.18. Prediction of the state of conservation at next cycle of Periodic Reporting.

4.18.1 - Please predict what the state of conservation of each attribute will be approximately 6 years from now (at the time of the next
cycle of Periodic Reporting)

Attribute Preserved Compromised Seriously compromised Lost
4.18.1.1 Estelas »
4.18.1.2 Altares »
4.18.1.3 Zoomorfos »
4.18.1.4 Palacio Maya »

4.18.15

5. Protection and Management of the Property

5.1. Boundaries and Buffer Zones

5.1.1 - Are the boundaries of the World Heritage property adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value?
The boundaries do not limit the ability to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value but they could be improved

5.1.2 - Are the boundaries of the World Heritage property known and recognised?
The boundaries are known by both the management authority and local communities/landowners

5.1.3 - Are the buffer zone(s) of the World Heritage property adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value?
The property has no buffer zone and does not need one

5.1.4 - Are the boundaries of the buffer zones known and recognised?
The buffer zones of the World Heritage property are known and recognised by both the management authority and local communities/landowners

5.1.5 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to boundaries and buffer zones of the World Heritage property
The Quirigua Archaeological Park is delimited by milestones and a perimeter fence. In addition, it is located within a transnational banana plantation, which
guarantees respect for the Park by the people who work on the plantation. We maintain a good relationship with the company that surrounds us.

5.2. Protective Measures

5.2.1 - Protective designation (legal, regulatory, contractual, planning, institutional and/or traditional).
a) Property of the State of Guatemala, Government Agreement No. 35-74.

b) Archaeological Park

¢) National Monument, Pre-Hispanic period, Ministry of Education, Agreement, dated 12 June 1970.

Source: Nomination File

5.2.2 - Please list any legislation and other measures (regulatory -including spatial planning- contractual, institutional or traditional)
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not included in 5.2.1 and indicate the category

5.2.3 - Is the legal framework (i.e. legislation and/or regulation including spatial planning) adequate for maintaining the Outstanding
Universal Value including conditions of Integrity and/or Authenticity of the property?

The legal framework for maintaining of the Outstanding Universal Value including conditions of Authenticity and/or Integrity of the World Heritage property provides
an adequate basis for effective management and protection

5.2.4 - Is the legal framework (i.e. legislation and/or regulation) adequate in the buffer zone for maintaining the Outstanding Universal
Value including conditions of Integrity and/or Authenticity of the property?
The property has no buffer zone

5.2.5 - Is the legal framework (i.e. legislation and/or regulation) in the broader setting of the World Heritage property adequate for
maintaining the Outstanding Universal Value including conditions of Integrity and/or Authenticity of the property?

The legal framework for the broader setting of the World Heritage property provides an adequate basis for effective management and protection of the property,
contributing to the maintenance of its Outstanding Universal Value including conditions of Authenticity and/or Integrity

5.2.6 - Can the legal framework (i.e. legislation and/or regulation) be enforced?
There are major deficiencies in capacity/resources to enforce legislation and/or regulation in the World Heritage property

5.2.7 - Please provide a short summary of how the legislation, including spatial planning and other regulation, works in practice
We have a good legal framework, but the financial resources are not enough.

5.2.8 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations about the information related to the measures taken to protect the World
Heritage property

All the efforts of the Quirigua Archaeological Park should be individualized, for a better management of financial resources. At present it is part of the Department of
Pre-Hispanic Monuments and shares the management of financial resources with 7 other parks and archaeological sites.

5.3. Management System/Management Plan

5.3.1 - Please check the box which most closely match the character of the governance and management system of the property
Public management system at national level

If 'Other’, please specify
5.3.2 - Management System: Please indicate which of the various management tools listed below are used to help protect the property.
A management plan

A disaster, climate or conflict risk management plan

5.3.3 - Please give a brief description of the management system currently in place at your property
The Park Management Plan is out of date. The Risk Management Plan is too broad and unlikely to be executed, due to the economic amount.

5.3.4 - Management Documents

Comment
The Management Plan and the Risk Management Plan were carried out by people who had no direct relationship with the Park.

5.3.5 - Has any use been made of the 2011 Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape in developing policies and best
practices for the protection of this property?
The 2011 Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape is not relevant to this property

5.3.6 - If the Historic Urban Landscape Recommendation has been used at this property, please describe briefly what has been done.

5.3.7 - Has any use been made of the Policy Document on the Impacts of Climate Change on World Heritage Properties at the
property?
No use has been made of the World Heritage Policy for Climate Change

5.3.8 - If the Climate Change policy has been used, please briefly describe what has been done along with any research on the impacts
of Climate Change on the property:

5.3.9 - Has any use been made of the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties at the property ?
No use has been made of the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties

5.3.10 - If the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties has been used, please briefly describe what has
been done

5.3.11 - Rate the coordination between the various levels of administration (i.e. national/federal; regional/provincial/state;
local/municipal etc.) involved in the management of the World Heritage property
There is coordination between the range of administrative bodies involved in the management of the property, but it could be improved

5.3.12 - Is the management system/plan adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value?
The management system/plan is only partially adequate to maintain the property’s Outstanding Universal Value
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5.3.13 - Is the management system being implemented?
The management system is being only partially implemented

5.3.14 - Is there an annual work/action plan and is it being implemented?
An annual work/action plan exists but few of its activities are being implemented

5.3.15 - Does the management system include formal mechanisms and procedures that ensure participation and contribution of the
following groups, living within or near the World Heritage property and/or buffer zone in management decisions that maintain the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property?

Not No mechanisms for Some Direct Transformative participation in all relevant
applicable participation participation participation decision processes
5.3.15.1  Local communities 4
5.3.15.2  Local authorities 4
5.3.15.3  Landowners in the property and the
buffer zone x

5.3.15.4 Indigenous peoples X
5.3.155 Women X
5.3.15.6  Other specific groups x

If you selected, ‘Other specific
groups’ please specify

5.3.16 - Please rate the cooperation/relationship between the World Heritage property managers/coordinators/staff and the following
groups

Not applicable  Non-existent Poor Fair Good

5.3.16.1 Local communities ®

5.3.16.2 Local/Municipal authorities b4

5.3.16.3 Indigenous peoples ®

5.3.16.4 Landowners X

5.3.16.5 Women ®

5.3.16.6 Youth/Children b4

5.3.16.7 Researchers X
5.3.16.8 Local Visitors/Tourists X
5.3.16.9 National/International tourists X
5.3.16.10 Tourism Industry b4

5.3.16.11 Local businesses and industries ®

5.3.16.12 NGOs b4

5.3.16.13 Other specific groups

If you selected ‘Other specific groups’, please specify

5.3.17 - Please rate the extent to which the management system of your property contributes towards achieving the objectives of the
World Heritage Committee’s Policy for the Integration of a Sustainable Development Perspective into the Processes of the World
Heritage Convention

Not No Limited Significant Full
applicable contribution achievement

5.3.17.1  The management system of the property contributes to gender equality *®

5.3.17.2  The management system of the property provides ecosystem services/benefits to the local
community (e.g. fresh air, water, food, medicinal plants)

5.3.17.3  The management system of the property contributes to social inclusion and equity, improving
opportunities for all, irrespective of age, sex, disability, ethnicity, origin, religion or economic or *®

other status

5.3.17.4  The management system of the property integrates a human rights-based approach X
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5.3.17.5  The management system of the property contributes to fostering inclusive local economic
development, and to enhancing livelihood

5.3.17.6  The management system of the property contributes to conflict prevention, including respect for

cultural diversity within and around the World Heritage property x

5.3.18 - Please provide further details on the ratings of the management system given in the table above
The Park is completely isolated from the closest towns, within a banana plantation.

5.3.19 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to the management system/plan

Management plans should be drawn up by people who are fully familiar with the World Heritage property and its surroundings. Also, be realistic in the matter of the
economic resources that can be obtained, independently of any international management that contributes to the solution of the problems, because we know that it
will be a unique help. Work should be done on the legislation for the fixed allocation of adequate amounts for risk prevention.

6. Financial and Human Resources

6.1. Funding

6.1.1 - If your funding sources do not exactly fit those shown, put the relevant amounts against the funding type that most closely
represents your situation, and use the comment box below to provide more details.

Project costs Running costs
6.1.1.1 Multilateral funding (GEF, World Bank, etc.) % %
6.1.1.2 Bilateral international funding % %
6.1.1.3 World Heritage Fund (International Assistance) % %
6.1.1.4 Contribution from other conventions and programmes % %
6.1.1.5 International donations (NGOs, foundations, etc.) % %
6.1.1.6 Governmental (national/federal) 40 % %
6.1.1.7 Governmental (regional/provincial/state) % %
6.1.1.8 Governmental (local/municipal) % %
6.1.1.9 In-country donations (NGOs, foundations, etc.) % %
6.1.1.10 Individual visitor charges (e.g. entry, toilets, parking, camping fees, etc.) 60 % %
6.1.1.11 Commercial activities (e.g. merchandising and catering, filming permit, concessions, etc.) % %
6.1.1.12 Other % %

Total 100 % Total 0 %

6.1.2 - Please comment here on any other aspects of funding sources not covered in the table above
The Quirigu& Archaeological Park annually collects an average of 1.5 million quetzals ($ 193,798.45), but needs 2.2 million quetzals for payroll payment ($
284,237.73) and is assigned Q300,000.00 for operation ($ 38,759.69), from Ministry funds of Culture and Sports of Guatemala.

6.1.3 - Is the current budget sufficient to manage the World Heritage property effectively?
The available budget is acceptable but could be further improved to fully meet the management needs

6.1.4 - Are the existing sources of funding secure and likely to remain so?
The existing sources of funding are secure over both the medium- and long-term

6.1.5 - Comments, conclusion, and/or recommendations related to finance and infrastructure
The funds allocated for operation ($ 38,759.69) can be improved by doubling the allocated amount and making it effective.

6.1.6 - Estimate the distribution of men and women involved in the management, conservation, interpretation of the World Heritage
properties and the extent to which they are drawn from local communities.

From local communities % From elsewhere %
6.1.6.1 Men 95 % 0%
6.1.6.2 Women 5% 0%
Total 100 % Total 0 %

6.1.7 - Are available human resources adequate to manage the World Heritage property?
Human resources partly meet the management needs of the World Heritage property

6.1.8 - Considering the management needs of the World Heritage property, please rate the availability of professionals in the following
disciplines

Conservation Poor

Environmental sustainability Not available
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Community participation and inclusion Not applicable

Risk preparedness Poor
Capacity development and education Good
Administration Good
Research and monitoring Poor
Awareness raising and public information/communication Not available
Marketing and promotion Not applicable
Interpretation Fair

Visitor management/tourism Fair
Enforcement (custodians, police) Fair

6.1.9 - Please rate the availability of training opportunities for the management of the World Heritage property in the following
disciplines

Conservation Good
Environmental sustainability Fair
Community participation and inclusion Not applicable
Risk preparedness Fair
Capacity development and education Good
Administration Good
Research and monitoring Poor
Awareness raising and public information/communication Fair
Marketing and promotion Not available
Interpretation Fair

Visitor management/tourism Fair
Enforcement (custodians, police) Poor

6.1.10 - Has any use been made of the World Heritage Strategy for Capacity Building at the property?
No use has been made of the World Heritage Strategy for Capacity Building

6.1.11 - If the World Heritage Strategy for Capacity Building has been used, please briefly describe what has been done.
No

6.1.12 - Are there site-specific capacity building plans or programmes that develop local expertise and that contribute to the transfer of
skills for the conservation and management of the World Heritage property?
There is no site-based capacity building plan or programme in place; management is implemented by external staff and skills are not transferred

6.1.13 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to human resources, expertise and training
We do not develop a capacity development program so as not to awaken employment expectations in the population, since it is very difficult to hire personnel.
Training is only done from old workers to new workers.

7. Scientific Studies and Research Projects

7.1 - Is there adequate knowledge (scientific or traditional) about the values and attributes of the World Heritage property to support
planning, management and decision-making to ensure that Outstanding Universal Value is maintained?
Knowledge about the values and attributes of the World Heritage property is adequate

7.2 - Is there a planned programme of research at the property which is directed towards management needs and/or improving
understanding of Outstanding Universal Value?
There is considerable research but it is not directed towards management needs and/or improving understanding of Outstanding Universal Value

7.3 - Are results from research programmes publicly available and disseminated?
Research results are shared with local communities and some national agencies

7.4 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to scientific studies and research projects

The investigations carried out in the Park have been published and there is material available for visitors and communities that request it. The information is
available on the website of the Ministry of Culture and Sports.

8. Education, Information and Awareness Building
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8.1 - Please rate the awareness and understanding of the existence and justification for inscription of the World Heritage property
amongst the following groups

Local communities Poor
Local/municipal authorities Poor
Indigenous peoples Poor
Landowners Fair

Women Non-existent
Youth/children Non-existent
Researchers Good

Local visitors Fair
National/international tourists Fair
Tourism industry Good

Local businesses and industries Fair

NGOs Fair

Other specific groups Not applicable
If you selected ‘Other specific groups’, please describe No

8.2 - Does the property have a heritage education programme(s) for children and/or youth, that can contribute to a better
understanding of heritage, promote diversity and foster intercultural dialogue?

There is no education and awareness programme for children and/or youth, despite an identified need

8.3 - Who are the target audiences for education and awareness programmes at your property?

Local communities

Youth/children

8.4 - Please rate the adequacy of the following visitor facilities and services at the World Heritage property for education, information,
interpretation and awareness building

Visitor centre Fair

Site museum Fair
Information booths Not needed
Guided tours Not needed
Trails/routes Fair
Printed information materials Good
Online (website, social media, etc.) Fair
Transportation facilities Good
Other Not needed

If ‘Other' is selected, please specify

8.5 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to education, information and awareness building
The Park does not have a professional assigned to educate and raise awareness of local communities or others. There is printed material for visitors and there is
material available on the website of the Ministry of Culture and Sports.

9. Visitor Management

9.1 - Please provide estimated annual visitor numbers (including national and international visitors) since the last Periodic Report

10,010/ 36,767 / 38,492 / 33,847 / 33,169 /

9.2 - What information sources are used to collect visitor statistics?

Entry tickets and registries
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9.3 - What is the average length stay of a visitor to the World Heritage property?
One to three hours

9.4 - Please provide the source of information
Statistical data of the Quirigua Archaeological Park.

9.5 - What is the approximate average daily visitor expenditure? (Please provide an estimated monetary figure in USD)

$40.00 / $30.00 / $30.00 / National Visitors $ 2.59, Foreign Visitors $ 10.35 / $10.35 / $20.00 /

9.6 - Please provide the source of information
National rate authorized by Government Agreement 7-2011, which amended Government Agreement 282-2007.

9.7 - Does the management system/plan for the World Heritage property include a strategy with an action plan to manage visitors,
tourism activity and its derived economic, socio-cultural and environmental impacts?
There is a strategy to manage visitors, tourism activity and its derived impacts on the World Heritage property but there are some deficiencies in implementation

9.8 - Please provide any comments relating to the answer provided above in question 9.7
The management documents for the management of the Quirigué Archaeological Park must be updated as soon as possible.

9.9 - Is visitor use effectively managed to maintain the Outstanding Universal Value of the property?
Visitor use of the World Heritage property is managed but improvements could be made

9.10 - Is the effectiveness of tourism management regularly monitored?
No

If a different system, please specify

9.11 - How does the tourism industry cooperate with the site management to improve visitor experiences and maintain the
Outstanding Universal Value of the World Heritage property?

There is good cooperation between those responsible for the World Heritage property and the tourism industry to present the Outstanding Universal Value and
increase appreciation

9.12 - How well is the information on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property presented and interpreted?
The presentation and interpretation of the Outstanding Universal Value of the property is acceptable but improvements could be made

9.13 - At how many locations is the World Heritage emblem displayed at the property?
In one location and easily visible to visitors

9.14 - How does visitor/tourism revenue (e.g. entry charges, permits) contribute to the management of the World Heritage property?
Fees are collected and make a substantial contribution to the management of the World Heritage property

9.15 - Are there locally driven sustainable tourism initiatives?
Not applicable

If 'Yes', please specify

9.16 - Are the benefits of tourism shared with local communities?
No

If 'Yes', please specify

9.17 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to visitation/tourism/public use of the World Heritage property
The Quirigua Archaeological Park is a small archaeological site and its routes are well defined, so there are no problems with the use that tourists make. The
Guatemalan Tourism Institute is Quirigud's partner par excellence and efficiently contributes to its improvement and dissemination. The entrance fee to the Park
represents 60% of the annual budget, the rest is covered by the State of Guatemala.

10. Monitoring

10.1 - Is there a monitoring programme at the property directed towards management needs and/or towards improving the
understanding of the Outstanding Universal Value?
There is a small amount of monitoring, but it is not planned

10.2 - Is necessary information available in order to define key indicators for measuring the state of conservation and are they used in
monitoring how the Outstanding Universal Value of the property is being maintained?

Information on the values of the World Heritage property is adequate and key indicators have been defined but monitoring of the status of indicators could
be improved

10.3 - Are key indicators defined and in place for the following principal aspects of the property?

Extend of indicators

Not No Indicators have been defined but are Indicators are in place and in use since the last
applicable indicators not yet in use Periodic Reporting cycle
10.3.1  State of conservation %4
10.3.2  Effectiveness of the management system %4
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10.3.3  Character of governance »

10.3.4  Appropriate synergy with other

conservation designations X
10.3.5  Contribution to sustainable development x
10.3.6  Capacity development X

10.4 - Please provide information on relevant key indicators adopted at the property
10.5 - Please rate the level of involvement in monitoring of the following groups:

World Heritage managers/coordinators and staff

Local/municipal authorities

Local communities

Indigenous peoples

Landowners

Women

Researchers

Tourism industry

Local businesses and industry

NGOs

Other specific groups

If you selected ‘Other specific groups’, please specify

Fair

Non-existent

Non-existent

Non-existent

Fair

Not applicable

Poor

Fair

Non-existent

Non-existent

Not applicable

10.6 - Has the State Party implemented relevant recommendations arising from the World Heritage Committee?

No relevant Committee recommendations to implement

10.7 - Please provide comments relevant to the implementation of recommendations from the World Heritage Committee.

10.8 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to Monitoring
Professional staff is needed to contribute effectively to this monitoring.

11. Identification of Priority Management Needs

11.1 - Identification of Priority Management Needs

51 Boundaries and Buffer Zones
513 The property has no buffer zone
&2 Protective Measures

524 The property has no buffer zone

5.2.6 There are major deficiencies in capacity/resources to enforce legislation and/or regulation in the World Heritage property
53 Management System/Management Plan

B.aT No use has been made of the Policy Document on the Impacts of Climate Change on World Heritage Properties at the property
5.3.9 No use has been made of the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties at the property

5.3.11 There is coordination between the range of administrative bodies involved in the management of the property, but it could be improved

5.3.12 The management system/plan is only partially adequate to maintain the property’s Outstanding Universal Value
5.3.13 The management system at the property is only being partially implemented
5.3.14 An annual work/action plan exists for the property but few of the activities are being implemented

5.3.17 « In a limited manner, the management system of the World Heritage property does contribute to gender equality

« In a limited manner, the management system of the World Heritage property does contribute to social inclusion and equity, improving opportunities

for all, irrespective of age, sex, disability, ethnicity, origin, religion or economic or other status

« In a limited manner, the management system of the World Heritage property does contribute to fostering inclusive local economic development, and to

enhancing livelihood

6.1 Funding

6.1.3 The available budget is acceptable but could be further improved to fully meet the management needs of the World Heritage property
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6.1.7

6.1.10

6.1.12

7.2

8.2

9.7

9.9

9.12

10

10.1

10.2

Human resources partly meet the management needs of the World Heritage property

No use has been made of the World Heritage Strategy for Capacity Development at the World Heritage property

There is no site-based capacity building plan or programme in place; management is implemented by external staff and skills are not transferred
Scientific Studies and Research Projects

There is considerable research in the World Heritage property but it is not directed towards management needs and/or improving understanding of Outstanding
Universal Value

Education, Information and Awareness Building
There is no heritage education and awareness programme for children and/or youth, despite an identified need
Visitor Management

There is a strategy to manage visitors, tourism activity and its derived impacts on the World Heritage property but there are some deficiencies in implementation

Visitor use of the World Heritage property is managed butimprovements could be made X
The presentation and interpretation of the Outstanding Universal Value of the property is acceptable but improvements could be made X
Monitoring

There is a small amount of monitoring at the World Heritage property, but it is not planned

Information on the values of the World Heritage property is adequate and key indicators have been defined but monitoring of the status of indicators could be
improved

Please select 0 more issues.

B Please save this question to reflect changes

12. Summary and Conclusions

12.1. Summary - Factors affecting the Property

12.1.1 - Summary - Factors affecting the Property

4.7

4.7.1

4.7.2

4.7.3

4.7.4

4.10

4101

Local conditions affecting physical fabric

Wind Stone carved Stable. Carved Supervision is All the time. Ministry of Culture and The physical
monuments, restored monuments are permanent. Sports, Vice Ministry of state of the park
buildings, and buildings in protected. The buildings Cultural and Natural remains stable.
mound condition are are maintained. Heritage, Institute of
affected by falling trees Anthropology and History
due to high winds at the of Guatemala, Department
start of the annual rainy of Pre-Hispanic and
season. We work to fix it. Colonial Monuments.

Relative There is little we can do Stable. Permanent. All the time. Ministry of Culture and Relative humidity is
humidity with the issue of humidity, Sports, Vice Ministry of stable. Except for
since the monuments are Cultural and Natural extreme weather
in situ. Heritage, Institute of events that occur
Anthropology and History of about every 10
Guatemala, Department of years.
Pre-Hispanic and Colonial
Monuments.
Temperature

Radiation/Light

Climate change and severe weather events

Storms Significant storms Stable. Constant. All the time. Ministry of Culture and The tropical storms seem
occur every 12 and 10 Sports, Vice Ministry of to be establishing a cycle
years, at least the last Cultural and Natural of 10 years between each
4 (Mitch 1998, Agatha Heritage, Institute of other. A difficult subject to
2010, Eta and lota Anthropology and History of predict. In the year 2020,
2020), the impact is Guatemala, Department of two catastrophic storms
significant. Pre-Hispanic and Colonial occurred with only 12 days

Monuments. of difference between
them.
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4.10.2 Flooding The floods are Catastrophic. In the rainy Approximately every 10 Ministry of Culture and A private company
significant, they season monitoring or 12 years. Sports, Vice Ministry of  built a barrier 3 m high
occur every 12 and is constant. Cultural and Natural and 44 km long to
10 years, at least Heritage, Institute of prevent flooding. But in
the last 4 (Mitch Anthropology and extraordinary weather
1998, Agatha History of Guatemala, events that is not
2010, Eta and lota Department of enough.

2020), the impact Pre-Hispanic and
is significant. Colonial Monuments.
4.10.6 Temperature
change
4.10.7 Other climate
change impacts
4.11 Sudden ecological or geological events
4115 Erosion and Storms generate Stable. Permanent. Permanent. Ministry of Culture In the park there is no erosion,
siltation/Deposition  floods and floods and Sports, Vice sedimentation/deposition occurs when
generate Ministry of Cultural there are extreme weather events that
large-scale and Natural Heritage, cause flooding.
sediment Institute of
deposition. Occur Anthropology and
every 12 and 10 History of
years, at least the Guatemala,
last 4 (Mitch Department of
1998, Agatha Pre-Hispanic and
2010, Eta and Colonial Monuments.
lota 2020), the
impact is
significant
4.12 Invasive/alien species or hyper-abundant species
4.12.2 Invasive/Alien These species, Normal in a site with Constant. All the time. Ministry of Culture and The floods caused
terrestrial generally herbs, are constant visitation, Sports, Vice Ministry of by storms Eta and
species brought by the floods possibly worn in Cultural and Natural lota in 2020 brought
and affect the green shoes. Heritage, Institute of unusual flora
spaces worked with Anthropology and History of species to the Park,
special grasses. Guatemala, Department of but typical of the
Pre-Hispanic and Colonial Motagua River
Monuments. valley.
Question not completed
12.2. Summary - Management Needs
12.2.1 - Summary - Management Needs
51 Boundaries and Buffer Zones
Actions Timeframe Lead agency (and others More info / comment
involved)
5.1.3 The property The property is surrounded by a The property is stable, the Ministry of Culture and Sports of In some way, the banana
has no buffer banana plantation that is protected plantation that surrounds it has Guaemala, General Directorate of plantation and its shelter
zone from the entry of outsiders, the more than 100 years of Cultural and Natural Heritage, serve as a buffer zone for

plantation workers respect the
property of the archaeological site,
there is no surrounding population.

5.2 Protective Measures
524 The property The property is surrounded by a
has no buffer banana plantation that is protected
zone from the entry of outsiders, the
plantation workers respect the property
of the archaeological site, there is no
surrounding population.
53 Management System/Management Plan
5.3.11 There is coordination The constant change of

between the range of
administrative bodies
involved in the management
of the property, but it could
be improved

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

officials in the public
administration and their lack
of experience in patrimonial
matters affects the ideal
coordination.

existence.

The property is stable, the
plantation that surrounds it
has more than 100 years of
existence.

Changes in public

administration personnel related

to cultural heritage change

approximately every four years

or less in some cases,
coinciding with changes in
national government.

Institute of Anthropology and
History of Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and Sports of
Guaemala, General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural Heritage,

Institute of Anthropology and History

of Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and
Sports of Guaemala,
General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural
Heritage, Institute of
Anthropology and History of
Guatemala.

the property.

In some way, the banana
plantation and its shelter
serve as a buffer zone for

the property.

We must work on the creation
of permanent positions for
public officials in charge of
issues related to world heritage.
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5.3.12

53.13

5.3.14

5.3.17

6.1

The management
system/plan is only
partially adequate to
maintain the property’s
Outstanding Universal
Value

The management system at
the property is only being
partially implemented

An annual work/action plan
exists for the property but
few of the activities are
being implemented

o In alimited
manner, the
management
system of the
World
Heritage
property does
contribute to
gender
equality

In a limited
manner, the
management
system of the
World
Heritage
property does
contribute to
social
inclusion and
equity,
improving
opportunities
for all,
irrespective
of age, sex,
disability,
ethnicity,
origin,
religion or
economic or
other status

In a limited
manner, the
management
system of the
World
Heritage
property does
contribute to
fostering
inclusive
local
economic
development,
and to
enhancing
livelihood

Funding

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

The management
system/plan had to be
updated in 2012, with a team
that really knew the property,
to make the necessary
changes. But it is still
pending.

The cause is the lack of
updating of the management
plan and the resources
allocated for it.

The cause is the lack of
updating of the management
plan and the resources
allocated for it.

No changes since the
founding of the property.

The updating of the
management system/plan
should be carried out at least
every 4 years.

The management for the
implementation is carried out
every year, but the economic
resources every year are
insufficient.

The budget appropriations for

the property are the same as for

the last four years. Except for
the year 2021 when the
property was recovered, after
the passage of storms Eta and
lota.

The time in which these three

topics are addressed in a limited

way is 41 years.

Ministry of Culture and
Sports of Guaemala,
General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural
Heritage, Institute of
Anthropology and History of
Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and
Sports of Guaemala,
General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural
Heritage, Institute of
Anthropology and History of
Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and
Sports of Guaemala,
General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural
Heritage, Institute of
Anthropology and History of
Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and
Sports of Guaemala,
General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural
Heritage, Institute of
Anthropology and History of
Guatemala.

Tropical storms that are
periodically affecting the
property must be a priority in
the management system.

The size of the site, its location
outside the area with the
greatest presence of Mayan
archaeological sites in
Guatemalan territory, and the
relatively low influx of visitors,
also due to its location, limit the
allocation of more resources.

The property needs a larger
budget for the implementation
of its annual work/action plan.

La propiedad se encuentra en
zona subtropical muy himeda y
propicia crecimiento de
vegetacion, el control vegetativo
es arduo y lo realizan
basicamente hombres, la
vigilancia y restauracion
también. Poco pero si se
contribuye al desarrollo local.
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6.1.3 The available The current budget allocated to the
budget is property allows for basic
acceptablebut maintenance, but we cannot move
could be forward or create more and better
further forms of maintenance.
improvedto
fully meet the
management
needs of the
World Heritage
property
9 Visitor Management
9.9 Visitor use of Important changes have been made
the World to provide universal accessibility to
Heritage the property, but rest spaces,
property is signage, more surveillance are
managed but lacking.
improvements
could be made

9.12 The We need more dissemination: at the

presentation republic level and at the national and
and international level.

interpretation of

the Outstanding

Universal Value

of the property

is acceptable

but

improvements

could be made

Summary - Management Needs completed

We have not had substantial
changes in the last 4 years.

The changes began 6 years
ago and little by little the
facilities are friendlier to
visitors.

The diffusion must be
permanent.

12.3. Conclusions on the State of Conservation of the Property

Ministry of Culture and Sports of
Guaemala, General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural Heritage,

Institute of Anthropology and History

of Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and Sports of
Guaemala, General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural Heritage,
Institute of Anthropology and
History of Guatemala.

Ministry of Culture and Sports of
Guaemala, General Directorate of
Cultural and Natural Heritage,
Institute of Anthropology and
History of Guatemala.

Funds are assigned to the
property depending on the
income per annual tourist
visit, but for payment of the
payroll and operating
expenses, a million quetzales
are missing, which are
assigned by the Ministry of
Culture and Sports, annually.

Work was slow but it got done.
However, the passage of
tropical storms Eta and lota in
2020 destroyed or altered the
progress made. We are starting
the process again.

3D scanning of 88% of the
monuments has already been
achieved and this information
can be used for the diffusion of
the property, but it is not yet
used at a national or
international level, only in the
property. There are videos but
they are rarely

12.3.1 - Following the analysis undertaken for this report, what is the current state of Authenticity of the World Heritage property?

The Authenticity of the World Heritage property has been preserved

12.3.2 - Following the analysis undertaken for this report, what is the current state of Integrity of the World Heritage property?

The Integrity of the World Heritage property is intact

12.3.3 - Following the analysis undertaken for this report, what is the current state of the World Heritage property’s Outstanding

Universal Value?

The World Heritage property's Outstanding Universal Value has been maintained.

12.3.4 - What is the current state of the property's other values?
Other important cultural and/or natural values and the state of conservation of the World Heritage property are intact

12.3.5 - Comments. conclusions and/or recommendations related to the state of conservation of the property.
The restored buildings of the Quirigu& Archaeological Park are located in the so-called Acropolis, which is elevated and out of reach of the floods. The carved stone
monuments have withstood the floods for their toughness and the protection of the metal railings that surround them. Prevention measures have been proposed

and are being studied for funding.

13. Impact of World Heritage Status

13.1 - Please rate the impacts of World Heritage status of the property in relation to the following areas

Conservation

Research and monitoring

Management effectiveness

Quality of life for local communities and indigenous peoples
Recognition

Education

Infrastructure development

Funding for the property

International cooperation

Political support for conservation

Archaeological Park and Ruins of Quirigua

Very positive

No impact

Positive

No impact

Positive

No impact

Positive

Not applicable

Positive

Positive
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Legal/Policy framework Positive

Advocacy Not applicable
Institutional coordination Positive
Security Positive
Gender equality Not applicable
Provision of ecosystem services/ benefits to local communities No impact
Social inclusion and equity, and improvement of opportunities for all, irrespective of age, sex, disability, ethnicity, origin, religion, or Positive

economic or other status

Fostering inclusive local economic development and enhancing livelihood Positive
Contributing to conflict prevention, including respect for cultural diversity within and around heritage properties Not applicable
Other Not applicable
If ‘Other’, please specify No

13.2 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to World Heritage status and its impacts
The inclusion of the Quirigua Archaeological Park in World Heritage contributes positively to its conservation, maintenance and safety.

14. Good Practice in the Implementation of the World Heritage Convention

14.1 - Example of good practice in World Heritage protection, identification, conservation or management at the property level
Comprehensive photographic documentation of each of the Park's monuments, with high resolution. 3D scan of most monuments. Photogrammetry of some
monuments and structures in need of intervention. Change of the protective covers of the monuments, using natural and artificial materials of great quality and
durability. Implementation of underground drains for humidity control. Roads with universal accessibility. Guide and information leaflets for visitors. Remodeling of
the Site Museum. Improvements in the revenue collection office.

14.2 - Define which topics are covered by this example of best practice at the property level
Sustainable Development
State of Conservation
Management

Capacity Building
15. Assessment of the Periodic Reporting Exercise

15.1. Relevance of Periodic Reporting
15.1.1 - Has the Periodic Reporting process improved the understanding of the following?
The World Heritage Convention
The concept of Outstanding Universal Value
The property's Outstanding Universal Value
The concept of Integrity and/or Authenticity
The property's Integrity and/or Authenticity
Management effectiveness to maintain the Outstanding Universal Value
Monitoring and reporting

15.1.2 - Please rate the follow-up to conclusions and recommendations from previous Periodic Reporting exercise by the following
entities

State Party Poor
Site Managers Fair
UNESCO World Heritage Centre Poor
Advisory Bodies (ICOMOS, IUCN, ICCROM) Poor

15.2. Use of Data

15.2.1 - How do the authorities in charge of the property plan to use the data recorded from this cycle of Periodic Reporting?
Revision of priorities/strategies/policies for the protection, management and conservation of heritage
Update of management plans

Fundraising
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15.2.2 - Comments on use of data from the Cycle of Periodic Reporting
We must insist on the constancy of the bodies involved in monitoring the processes of World Heritage sites, at the national and international level. The experience of
the site managers must be taken into account in decision-making and effective attention to the procedures they present.

15.3. Timing and resources

15.3.1 - Entities involved in the filling out of this online questionnaire (tick as many boxes as applicable)
Governmental institutions responsible for cultural and natural heritage
Site Manager/Coordinator World Heritage property staff
Focal points of other international conventions/programmes
Responsible persons for local designated sites under other international conventions/ programmes
UNESCO National Commission
ICOMOS national/regional
IUCN national/regional

ICCROM International/regional

15.3.2 - Has a gender balanced contribution and participation been considered in the filling out of this questionnaire?
Gender balance has not been explicitly considered or implemented in the process.

15.3.3 - Were you given adequate time (i.e. roughly ten months) to gather necessary information and to fill in this questionnaire?
Yes

15.3.4 - Please estimate the time (working hours) needed to complete this questionnaire

36 hours / 24 hours / 72 hours /

15.3.5 - Did you mobilise any additional resources to fill out this questionnaire?

Additional resources No Yes

15.35.1 Human resources ®

15.35.2 Financial resources for organizing consultation meetings/ training »

15.4. Format and content of the Periodic Report

15.4.1 - How accessible was the information required to complete this questionnaire?
Most required information was accessible.

15.4.2 - Was the questionnaire easy to use and clear to understand?
Very Difficult  Difficult Easy Very easy
154.2.1 Ease of use of questionnaire ®

15.4.2.2 Clarity of questions ®

15.4.3 - Please provide suggestions for improvement of the Periodic Reporting questionnaire
| think it should be more frequent, at least every 3 years, in order to better measure the progress that is intended and press those involved for results.

15.5. Training and Guidance

15.5.1 - Please rate the level of support in terms of training and guidance from the following entities in completing this questionnaire

UNESCO World Heritage Centre Fair
UNESCO (other sectors/field offices) Poor
UNESCO National Commission Poor
ICOMOS International No support
IUCN International No support
ICCROM international/regional No support
ICOMOS national/regional No support
IUCN national/regional No support

15.5.2 - Please rate the level of support for completing the Periodic Reporting questionnaire from the following entities

UNESCO World Heritage Centre Fair
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State Party Representative (national Focal Point) Poor

UNESCO other sectors (e.g. field office) Poor

National Commission for UNESCO Poor

ICOMOS International No support
ICCROM International/regional No support
ICOMOS national/regional No support
IUCN national/regional No support
IUCN International No support

15.5.3 - Were the online training resources prepared by the World Heritage Centre regarding Periodic Reporting adequate for you to

complete this questionnaire?
Yes

15.5.4 - If you found that the online training resources were not adequate, what changes would you like to see implemented?
Online training resources were not adequate. It is necessary to recognize the Spanish or Castilian language as an official language within UNESCO.

15.6. Actions that will require formal consideration by the World Heritage Committee
15.6.1 - Summary of actions that will require formal consideration by the World Heritage Committee

L) . . . -
Statement of Outstanding Universal Value for the property as adopted by the World Heritage Committee
Reason for update: The Quirigua Archaeological Park and Ruins was again affected by floods caused by tropical storms Eta (November 5, 2020) and
lota (November 17, 2020). Currently, work is being carried out to recover this World Heritage and funds are being managed for permanent prevention
measures.

Changes to these items will need to go through the proper processes.

15.7. Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to the Assessment of the Periodic Reporting Exercise

15.7.1 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to the Assessment of the Periodic Reporting Exercise
This questionnaire allows site managers to recall topics that for various reasons are left behind and that must be addressed on a regular basis. In addition, it
reminds us of the tools that UNESCO makes available for good conservation practices.

15.7.2 - Thank you for having filled in all the questions. Please contact your National Focal Point for validation.
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