Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

1. World Heritage Property Data

1.1 - Name of World Heritage property
Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

1.2 - World Heritage property details

1.3 - Geographic information table

Name Coordinates Property (ha) Buffer zone (ha) Total (ha) Inscription year
Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad 56.31/38.131 22.75 15.57 38.32 1993
Total (ha) 22.75 15.57 38.32

1.4 - Map(s)
Title Date Link to source
Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad - Map showing the inscribed property and its buffer zone 1992 I.!;-‘.'!I
Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad - Map of the inscribed property 2017 L;é

1.5 - Web and Social Media data of the property (if applicable)
1. The Architecture Ensemble of the Trinity-Sergius Lavra Monastery

Comment
https://stsl.ru/

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
2.1.1  International Register of Cultural Property
under Special Protection
(1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of X
Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict)
212 List of Cultural Property under Enhanced
Protection
(Second Protocol to the 1954 Hague Convention 4
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
215 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?
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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?
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?
No

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?
No

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.

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
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Brief synthesis

The Trinity Lavra of St. Sergius is a world famous spiritual centre of the Russian Orthodox Church and a popular site of pilgrimage and tourism. Being situated in the
town of Sergiev Posad about 70 km to the north-east from Moscow, it is the most important working Russian monastery and a residence of the Patriarch. This
religious and military complex represents an epitome of the growth of Russian architecture and contains some of that architecture’s finest expressions. It exerted a
profound influence on architecture in Russia and other parts of Eastern Europe.

The property is a serial one, including buildings outside the main monastic compound.

The Trinity Lavra of St. Sergius, “the pearl” of the Russian church architecture, was founded in the first half of the 14th century (1337) by the monk Sergius of
Radonezh, a great abbot of Russia and one of the most venerated orthodox saints. Sergius achieved great prestige as the spiritual adviser of Dmitri Donskoi, Great
Prince of Moscow, who received his blessing to the battle of Kulikov of 1380. The monastery started as a little wooden church on Makovets Hill, and then developed
and grew stronger through the ages.

Over the centuries a unique ensemble of more than 50 buildings and constructions of different dates were established. The whole complex was erected according to
the architectural concept of the main church, the Trinity Cathedral (1422), where the relics of St. Sergius may be seen.

In 1476 Pskovian masters built a brick belfry east of the cathedral dedicated to the Descent of the Holy Spirit on the Apostles. The church combines unique features
of early Muscovite and Pskovian architecture. A remarkable feature of this church is a bell tower under its dome without internal interconnection between the belfry
and the cathedral itself.

The Cathedral of the Assumption, echoing the Cathedral of the Assumption in the Moscow Kremlin, was erected between 1559 and 1585. The frescoes of the
Assumption Cathedral were painted in 1684. At the north-western corner of the Cathedral, on the site of the western porch, in 1780 a vault containing burials of Tsar
Boris Godunov and his family was built.

In the 16th century the monastery was surrounded by 6 meters high and 3,5 meters thick defensive walls, which proved their worth during the 16-month siege by
Polish-Lithuanian invaders during the Time of Trouble. They were later strengthened and expanded.

After the Upheaval of the 17th century a large-scale building programme was launched. At this time new buildings were erected in the north-western part of the
monastery, including infirmaries topped with a tented church dedicated to Saints Zosima and Sawatiy of Solovki (1635-1637). Few such churches are still preserved,
so this tented church with a unique tiled roof is an important contribution to the Lavra.

In the late 17th century a number of new buildings in Naryshkin (Moscow) Baroque style were added to the monastery.

Following a devastating fire in 1746, when most of the wooden buildings and structures were destroyed, a major reconstruction campaign was launched, during
which the appearance of many of the buildings was changed to a more monumental style. At this time one of the tallest Russian belfries (88 meters high) was built.

In the late 18th century, when many church lands were secularized, the chaotic planning of the settlements and suburbs around the monastery was replaced by a
regular layout of the streets and quarters. The town of Sergiev Posad was surrounded by traditional ramparts and walls. In the vicinity of the monastery a number of
buildings belonging to it were erected: a stable yard, hotels, a hospice, a poorhouse, as well as guest and merchant houses. Major highways leading to the
monastery were straightened and marked by establishing entry squares, the overall urban development being oriented towards the centrepiece - the Ensemble of the
Trinity Sergius Lavra.

The Parish churches situated within the territory of Sergiev Posad, which were originally wooden and later rebuilt in stone, formed a ring of domes echoing those of
Lavra. Being smaller and located apart from other buildings, they only emphasize more the supremacy of the Lavra.

Thus, the Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra includes both buildings and constructions inside the wall and a complex of buildings near the
monastery. It represents the key element of town-planning of Sergiev Posad.

Criterion (ii): The Trinity Sergius Lavra Monastery complex represents the fusion of traditional Russian architecture with that of Western Europe, creating an Eastern
European tradition with a strong influence on architectural developments in a large area of Eastern Europe.

Criterion (iv): The Lavra is an outstanding and remarkably complete example of an active Orthodox monastery complex with a military function that is characteristic
of the period of its growth and expansion from the 15th to the 18th century.

Integrity

The Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra possesses all the components representing its Outstanding Universal Value. Particularly, the historical
boundaries of the property have been well preserved, as well as the architecture of the historic buildings. The conservation of the ensemble has been maintained
through the creation of a State museum reserve from the beginning of the 20th century.

Along with the approval of the boundaries of the buffer zone, the integrity of the ensemble is provided by legally warranted and registered boundaries of the land
occupied by the buildings and architectural structures of the ensemble.

Among the factors that have a negative impact on the property are the construction of monuments and other forms of development pressure within the buffer zone,
which impacts adversely on the Lavra’s historic appearance, and the increasing number of tourist and pilgrim groups.

Authenticity

Since its foundation, the complex history of the Trinity-Sergius Lavra Monastery has resulted in many changes and rebuildings over the centuries, resulting from war,
fire and imperial support and sponsorship. No single building can therefore be considered to be in its original state. However, the importance of the monastery as a
symbol of Russian spiritual cultural identity has ensured that much time and resources have been spent in its conservation and restoration. As an ensemble that has
evolved over time, therefore, it has an authenticity of its own.

The restoration work of the 1920s was aimed to achieve a certain “unity of style”, returning buildings to their appearance in the 18th century and earlier. This is a
different approach from contemporary conservation practices. However, it must be seen in the historical context of alterations and additions made in the 19th
century and in the cultural context of efforts to strengthen the site’s symbolic importance for the Russian people.

Restoration work from the 1960s onwards, led by the architect Baldin, has conformed in general to the Venice Charter. This included the revealing and restoring of
hidden and underlying elements (particularly original vaulted forms), which strengthened the coherence of the buildings’ architectural expression. Also, later
additions that retain a particular significance were preserved. The restoration and conservation activities, together with the monitoring performed by specialists,
ensure the continued preservation of the authenticity of the ensemble.

Protection and management requirements

The Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra is a Cultural Heritage Site of federal importance and it is regulated according to Federal Law of 25.06.2002
Ne 73-FZ “On cultural heritage sites (historical and cultural monuments) of nations of the Russian Federation”. Its state protection and management is implemented
by the federal executive body - the Department for Control, Supervision and Licensing in the Cultural Heritage Sphere of the Ministry of Culture of the Russian
Federation, which has in its charge all methodological and control functions concerning restoration, usage and support of cultural heritage sites and the territories
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connected with them. The status of Cultural Heritage Site of federal importance allows a high level of legal protection.

At a regional level the conservation and management of the property is performed by the Moscow Region Government, the Culture Ministry of Moscow region. The
municipal regulatory body is represented by the Sergiev Posad City Government. The above authorities, in cooperation with the Russian Orthodox Church and all the
stakeholders, carry out activities of conservation and development of the Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in conformity with norms and regulations.

Based on the foregoing and in order to ensure the integrity of the ensemble, a management system in a broad context needs to be applied taking into consideration
the interaction between physical forms, spatial organization and communication, sociocultural values and other characteristics of the area.

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

321 Pskov and Early Muscovite Architectural Monuments

3.2.2 Monuments of the 16th - the early 17th centuries

3.23 Naryshkin Baroque Monuments

3.24 Monuments of the late 18th — 19th centuries (Elizabethan Baroque, Classicism, Eclecticism)
3.25 Monastery Fortifications

3.2.6 Hardscaping

3.2.7 Historic Water Supply System

3.2.8 Volumetric and Spatial Composition of the Lavra Architectural Complex

3.29 Spatial Layout and Structure of the Complex

3.2.10 Cultural Layer of the 14th - 19th centuries

3.2.11 Architectural monuments outside the monastery walls within the boundaries of the property

3.2.12 Location and role of the monastery complex in the composition and urban planning pattern

3.2.13 Surrounding urban landscape

3.2.14

3.2.15

Preserved Compromised Seriously compromised Lost

b 4

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

4. Factors Affecting the Property

4.1. Buildings and Development

4.1.1 - Housing
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Inside

% Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential
) Positive
@ Negative ¥ b 4

4.1.2 - Commercial development
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Outside

% Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
2 Positive
@ Negative % x
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Inside
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Inside

Not relevant

“ Outside

Not relevant

 Outside
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 Decreasing ~ Stable 7 Increasing
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¥ Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
=
4 of 45



4.1.3 - Industrial areas
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.1.4 - Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside, Outside

* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact =] Current 1 Potential Inside # Outside
@ Positive % x x x
@ Negative

4.1.5 - Interpretative and visitation facilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

X Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact = current 1 Potential Inside “ Outside
) Positive ¥ x x
& Negative

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
el

Trend of impact

» Decreasing = Stable # Increasing

A

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

4.2. Transportation Infrastructure

4.2.1 - Ground transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact 2 Current 1 Potential Inside 7 Outside
2 Positive
@ Negative % x X x

4.2.2 - Underground transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant X Not relevant
4.2.3 - Air transport infrastructure

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.2.4 - Marine transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.2.5 - Effects arising from use of transportation infrastructure

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
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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

4.3. Services Infrastructures

4.3.1 - Water infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.3.2 - Renewable energy facilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.3.3 - Non-renewable energy facilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

4.3.4 - Localised utilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.3.5 - Major linear utilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

e Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not 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 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.4.2 - Ground water pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

% Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential
2 Positive
@ Negative ¥ x X

4.4.3 - Surface water pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.4.4 - Air pollution

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin Trend of impact

Inside “ Outside  Decreasing ~ Stable

% Not relevant

7 Increasing

6 of 45



Relevant % Not relevant

4.4.5 - Solid waste
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Inside

* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact ] current I Potential Inside 7 Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
@ Positive
@ Negative X x X =

4.4.6 - Input of excess energy
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
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 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant X Not relevant
4.5.2 - Aquaculture
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.3 - Land conversion
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.4 - Livestock farming/Grazing of domesticated animals

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant X Not relevant
4.5.5 - Crop production
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.6 - Commercial wild plant collection
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.7 - Subsistence wild plant collection

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.5.8 - Commercial hunting

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant
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Relevant
4.5.9 - Subsistence hunting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant
4.5.10 - Forestry/Wood production
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not 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

4.6. Physical resource extraction

4.6.1 - Mining
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.6.2 - Quarrying
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.6.3 - Oil and gas
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.6.4 - Water (extraction)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not 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

4.7. Local conditions affecting physical fabric

4.7.1 - Wind

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

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

4.7.2 - Relative humidity
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

% Relevant
Impact
Impact 2 Current
2 Positive

Not relevant

Origin
1 Potential Inside “ Outside
X X
Not relevant
Origin
I Potential Inside  Outside
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@ Negative X x X X =

4.7.3 - Temperature
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

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

4.7.4 - Radiation/Light

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.7.5 - Dust
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

X Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact = Current 1 Potential Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
© Positive
@ Negative % x x x =

4.7.6 - Water (rain/water table)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact = Current I Potential Inside 7 Outside % Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
@ Positive
@ Negative % x x x =
4.7.7 - Pests

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.7.8 - Micro-organisms
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

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

4.8. Social/Cultural uses of heritage

4.8.1 - Ritual/Spiritual/Religious and associative uses
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside

* Relevant Not relevant

Impact Origin Trend of impact
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Impact £ current I Potential Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing

@ Positive ¥ x X X »

@ Negative

4.8.2 - Society's valuing of heritage
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside, Outside

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

4.8.3 - Indigenous hunting, gathering and collecting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.8.4 - Changes in traditional ways of life and knowledge system
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.8.5 - Identity, social cohesion, changes in local population and community

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside

% Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
& Positive ¥ x X X =
@ Negative

4.8.6 - Impacts of tourism/Visitation/Recreation
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside, 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

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

4.9. Other human activities
4.9.1 - lllegal activities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.9.2 - Deliberate destruction of heritage
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
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4.9.3 - Military training
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.9.4 - War
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.9.5 - Terrorism
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant
Relevant
4.9.6 - Civil unrest
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

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

4.10. Climate change and severe weather events

4.10.1 - Storms
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.10.2 - Flooding
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.10.3 - Drought
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.10.4 - Desertification
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.10.5 - Changes to oceanic waters
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant
4.10.6 - Temperature change
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant
4.10.7 - Other climate change impacts
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

e Not relevant

Relevant

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

% Not relevant

% Not relevant
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% Not relevant
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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

4.11. Sudden ecological or geological events

4.11.1 - Volcanic eruption
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.11.2 - Earthquake
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.11.3 - Tsunami/Tidal wave
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.11.4 - Avalanche/Landslide

Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

® Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact & Current I Potential Inside # Outside
@ Positive
@ Negative X x x

4.11.5 - Erosion and siltation/Deposition
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.11.6 - Fire (wildfire)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

= Stable

7 Increasing

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

4.12. Invasive/alien species or hyper-abundant species

4.12.1 - Translocated species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.12.2 - Invasive/Alien terrestrial species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant % Not relevant
4.12.3 - Invasive/Alien freshwater species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
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4.12.4 - Invasive/Alien marine species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.12.5 - Hyper-abundant species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Not relevant
Relevant
4.12.6 - Modified genetic material
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

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

4.13. Management and institutional factors

4.13.1 - Management system/Management plan

X Relevant
Impact
Impact i current 1 Potential
& Positive % X X
& Negative
4.13.2 - Legal framework
X Relevant
Impact
Impact = current I Potential
@ Positive % b4 X
@ Negative
4.13.3 - Governance
X Relevant
Impact
Impact i current 1 Potential
) Positive ¥ X xX
& Negative
4.13.4 - Management activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside
% Relevant
Impact
Impact i current 1 Potential
@ Positive ¥ b 4 X
@ Negative

4.13.5 - Financial resources

* Relevant

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

Not relevant

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

Not relevant

Trend of impact

» Decreasing = Stable
=

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable
=

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable
=

Trend of impact

 Decreasing ~ Stable
d

# Increasing

7 Increasing

# Increasing

7 Increasing
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Impact
Impact £ current 1 Potential
& Positive ¥ b 4 X
@ Negative
4.13.6 - Human resources
® Relevant
Impact
Impact =] Current I Potential
© Positive X x X
@ Negative

4.13.7 - Low impact research/monitoring activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside

* Relevant
Impact
Impact ] current I Potential
@ Positive % x x
@ Negative

4.13.8 - High impact research/monitoring activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (31/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

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

% Not relevant

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

W

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

~ Stable

= Stable

~ Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

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

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

4.1.1 Housing

4.1.2 Commercial development

4.1.4 Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure

4.1.5 Interpretative and visitation facilities

4.2 Transportation Infrastructure

4.2.1 Ground transport infrastructure

4.4 Pollution

4.4.2 Ground water pollution

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad
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Origin Trend
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4.4.5 Solid waste

© 9 -
4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric
4.7.1 Wind

@ 2 =
4.7.2 Relative humidity

© 9 r =
4.7.3 Temperature

e 4 f =
4.7.5 Dust

e 4 f =
4.7.6 Water (rain/water table)

@ 2 =
4.8 Social/Cultural uses of heritage
4.8.1 Ritual/Spiritual/Religious and associative uses & ] & 'l '
4.8.2 Society's valuing of heritage @ = 7 =
4.8.5 Identity, social cohesion, changes in local population and community @ = i =
4.8.6 Impacts of tourism/Visitation/Recreation & ] & 'l a &,
4.11 Sudden ecological or geological events
4.11.4 Avalanche/Landslide

@ = # W
4.13 Management and institutional factors
4.13.1 Management system/Management plan @ = T =
4.13.2 Legal framework Q@ = i =
4.13.3 Governance %] = i =
4.13.4 Management activities Q@ 5 T =
4.13.5 Financial resources @ 5 T W
4.13.6 Human resources @ 5 T =
4.13.7 Low impact research/monitoring activities Q@ 5 T =
Legend = Current ] Potential @ Negative & Positive Inside # Outside
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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

4.1.1 Housing

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
x Restricted
Localised
Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
% One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
b 4 Insignificant
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

4.1.2 Commercial development

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
x Restricted

Localised

Extensive

Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend

16 of 45



% One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
b 4 Insignificant
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

4.1.4 Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure

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
x High capacity
Medium capacity
Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad

Impact

@

Origin

Trend

17 of 45



Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.1.5 Interpretative and visitation facilities

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

x Increasing

4.2 Transportation Infrastructure

Name

4.2.1 Ground transport infrastructure

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
X Restricted

Localised

Extensive

Widespread
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Origin

Trend
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Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
x One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
x Insignificant
Minor
Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
x High capacity
Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
x Static
Increasing
4.4 Pollution

Name

4.4.2 Ground water pollution

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
x Restricted
Localised
Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
x Insignificant
Minor
Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity

x Medium capacity

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad
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Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

Name

4.4.5 Solid waste

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
x Insignificant
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

4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric

Name

4.7.1 Wind

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
X Restricted

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

4.7.2 Relative humidity

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
x Insignificant
Minor
Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
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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

Name

4.7.3 Temperature

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

4.7.5 Dust

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted

X Localised
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Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare
x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
b 4 Insignificant
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

4.7.6 Water (rain/water table)

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted

x Localised
Extensive
Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

x Insignificant
Minor
Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
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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

4.8 Social/Cultural uses of heritage

Name

4.8.1 Ritual/Spiritual/Religious and associative uses

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

x Increasing

Name

4.8.2 Society's valuing of heritage

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

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

Increasing

Name

4.8.5 Identity, social cohesion, changes in local population and community

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

Architectural Ensemble of the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad
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High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

Name

4.8.6 Impacts of tourism/Visitation/Recreation

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
x High capacity
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

4.11.4 Avalanche/Landslide

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
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x Restricted

Localised

Extensive

Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
% One off or rare

Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
b 4 Insignificant

Minor

Significant

Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
x High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

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

Static

Increasing

4.13 Management and institutional factors

Name

4.13.1 Management system/Management plan

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
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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

4.13.2 Legal framework

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

4.13.3 Governance
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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
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
x High capacity
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

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

Increasing

Name

4.13.5 Financial resources

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
x Localised
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
x High capacity
Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

x Decreasing
Static
Increasing
Name

4.13.6 Human resources
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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
Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
x Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
x High capacity
Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

Name

4.13.7 Low impact research/monitoring activities

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
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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

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

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 Pskov and Early Muscovite Architectural Monuments ®
4.18.1.2 Monuments of the 16th - the early 17th centuries ®
4.18.1.3 Naryshkin Baroque Monuments ®
4.18.1.4 Cultural Layer of the 14th - 19th centuries ®
4.18.1.5 Architectural monuments outside the monastery walls within the boundaries of the property ®

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 are adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value

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 buffer zones are adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value

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 protection zone and boundaries comply with the requirements for the preservation of property and must be maintained in coordination with the relevant state
and regional authorities.

5.2. Protective Measures

5.2.1 - Protective designation (legal, regulatory, contractual, planning, institutional and/or traditional).
o Federal law of 25.06.2002 Ne 73-FZ “On Cultural Heritage Sites (Monuments of History and Culture) of the Peoples of the Russian Federation”
e Regulations on the Protection Zones of Cultural Heritage Sites (Monuments of History and Culture) of the Peoples of the Russian Federation (enacted
by Decree of the Government of the Russian Federation, 2008);
e Law on Transfer to Religious Organizations of Assets Having a Religious Intended Purpose and Representing State or Municipal Property (2010).
In accordance with a Federal Law on the transfer of State or Municipal properties of religious origin to religious organizations, the property was transferred for use to
the Russian Orthodox Church.

Source: 2013 Moscow Seminar report; Periodic Reporting Cycle 2

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

5.2.5 - 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 is acceptable capacity/resources to enforce legislation and/or regulation in the World Heritage property but some deficiencies of enforcement remain

5.2.7 - Please provide a short summary of how the legislation, including spatial planning and other regulation, works in practice

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

Security measures should be improved by strengthening the legislative framework, i.e. amendments to Federal Law No. 73 on the buffer zone and the status of the
facility manager.

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
Other

If 'Other’, please specify
Russian Orthodox Church of the Moscow Patriarchate
5.3.2 - Management System: Please indicate which of the various management tools listed below are used to help protect the property.
A statutory Management Plan or zoning plan for the property.
A management plan
An annual work plan or business plan
5.3.3 - Please give a brief description of the management system currently in place at your property
The management of the territory and the ensemble is now completely under the jurisdiction of the Russian Orthodox Church.
5.3.4 - Management Documents

Title Status Available Date Link to source

Management Plan for the Trinity Sergius Lavra in Sergiev Posad N/A Available 2018 L;j

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 policy for dealing with development proposals is fully based on the 2011 Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape

5.3.6 - If the Historic Urban Landscape Recommendation has been used at this property, please describe briefly what has been done.
In the spring of 2015, the boundaries and regimes of the zones of protection of the Trinity-Sergius Lavra were approved as a cultural heritage site of federal
significance, included in the UNESCO World Heritage List: a buffer zone with a ban on new construction and permission to recreate historical buildings, large areas
of protected landscape with an order to preserve the relief, a zone regulated development with limited high-rise construction.

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?
The policy for dealing with climate change is fully based on the agreed World Heritage policy

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:

The Management Plan reflected the climatic factors affecting the site. The degree of their impact was determined, as well as the means of responding and reducing
the negative impact on objects were prescribed.

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
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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 adequate coordination between all bodies/levels involved in the management of the property

5.3.12 - Is the management system/plan adequate to maintain the property's Outstanding Universal Value?
The management system/plan is fully adequate to maintain the property’s Outstanding Universal Value

5.3.13 - Is the management system being implemented?
The management system is being fully implemented and monitored

5.3.14 - Is there an annual work/action plan and is it being implemented?
An annual work/action plan exists and many 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 X
5.3.15.2  Local authorities X
5.3.15.3  Landowners in the property and the

buffer zone X
5.3.15.4  Indigenous peoples ®
5.3.155 Women »
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 X
5.3.16.2 Local/Municipal authorities X
5.3.16.3 Indigenous peoples x

5.3.16.4 Landowners x

5.3.16.5 Women b4
5.3.16.6 Youth/Children X
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 X
5.3.16.11 Local businesses and industries X
5.3.16.12 NGOs x

5.3.16.13 Other specific groups x

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 4
5.3.17.2  The management system of the property provides ecosystem services/benefits to the local
X

community (e.g. fresh air, water, food, medicinal plants)
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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 4
other status

5.3.17.4  The management system of the property integrates a human rights-based approach X

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

5.3.18 - Please provide further details on the ratings of the management system given in the table above

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

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.) 0% 0%
6.1.1.2 Bilateral international funding 0% 0%
6.1.1.3 World Heritage Fund (International Assistance) 0% 0%
6.1.1.4 Contribution from other conventions and programmes 0% 0%
6.1.1.5 International donations (NGOs, foundations, etc.) 0% 0%
6.1.1.6 Governmental (national/federal) 10 % 10 %
6.1.1.7 Governmental (regional/provincial/state) 10 % 20 %
6.1.1.8 Governmental (local/municipal) 0% 0%
6.1.1.9 In-country donations (NGOs, foundations, etc.) 50 % 50 %
6.1.1.10 Individual visitor charges (e.g. entry, toilets, parking, camping fees, etc.) 10 % 10 %
6.1.1.11 Commercial activities (e.g. merchandising and catering, filming permit, concessions, etc.) 20 % 10 %
6.1.1.12 Other 0% 0%

Total 100 % Total 100 %

6.1.2 - Please comment here on any other aspects of funding sources not covered in the table above

6.1.3 - Is the current budget sufficient to manage the World Heritage property effectively?
The available budget is inadequate for basic management needs and presents a serious constraint to the capacity to manage

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

6.1.5 - Comments, conclusion, and/or recommendations related to finance and infrastructure
Significant donations from the public and religious organizations can be used to preserve heritage in the property if the administrative and legal basis for such
assistance is provided.

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 40 % 50 %
6.1.6.2 Women 60 % 50 %
Total 100 % Total 100 %

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 Good

Environmental sustainability Fair
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Community participation and inclusion Fair

Risk preparedness Fair
Capacity development and education Good
Administration Good
Research and monitoring Fair
Awareness raising and public information/communication Good
Marketing and promotion Good
Interpretation Fair
Visitor management/tourism Good
Enforcement (custodians, police) Good

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 Fair
Risk preparedness Fair
Capacity development and education Good
Administration Good
Research and monitoring Fair
Awareness raising and public information/communication Good
Marketing and promotion Fair
Interpretation Fair
Visitor management/tourism Good
Enforcement (custodians, police) Good

6.1.10 - Has any use been made of the World Heritage Strategy for Capacity Building at the property?
Some 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.

Constant work to maintain all the attributes of the OUV in operational condition, work in the field of tourism with the attraction of tourists, organization of worship
services in open spaces for the passage of the maximum number of pilgrims. Employees involved in the conservation and restoration of objects undergo advanced
training courses; in conservation work we involve specialists, members of the Federal Scientific and Methodological Council of the Ministry of Russia.

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?

A site-based capacity building plan or programme is in place and fully implemented; all technical skills are being transferred to those managing the property
locally

6.1.13 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to human resources, expertise and training
Stakeholders using the property and administrative staff should be informed of the Outstanding Universal Value, criteria and conservation monitoring measures.

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 a comprehensive, integrated programme of research, which is relevant to 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
Research on heritage conservation and property monitoring in particular needs to be expanded.
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8. Education, Information and Awareness Building

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 Good
Local/municipal authorities Good
Indigenous peoples Not applicable
Landowners Fair

Women Fair
Youth/children Fair
Researchers Good

Local visitors Good
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

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 a planned education and awareness programme for children and/or youth but it only partly meets the needs
8.3 - Who are the target audiences for education and awareness programmes at your property?
Local communities
Local/municipal authorities
Youth/children
Researchers
Local Visitors
Tourism industry

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 Good

Site museum Good
Information booths Good
Guided tours Good
Trails/routes Fair
Printed information materials Good
Online (website, social media, etc.) Good
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 UNESCO emblem is not displayed anywhere and is subject to improvement through coordinated action with the national Ministry of Culture.

9. Visitor Management

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

1600000 / 500000 / 300000 / 1575000 / 1500000 /
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9.2 - What information sources are used to collect visitor statistics?
Entry tickets and registries
Accommodation establishments
Tourism industry

9.3 - What is the average length stay of a visitor to the World Heritage property?
One day (no overnight stay)

9.4 - Please provide the source of information

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

40/20/5/22/0/20/
9.6 - Veuillez indiquer les sources d’information

9.7 - Le systeme/plan de gestion du bien du patrimoine mondial integre-t-il une stratégie, avec un plan d'actions, pour gérer le flux de
visiteurs, l'activité touristique et ses impacts économiques, socioculturels et environnementaux ?
Il'y a une stratégie planifiée et efficace de gestion du flux de visiteurs, de I'activité touristique et de ses impacts sur le bien du patrimoine mondial.

9.8 - Commentaires concernant la réponse fournie a la question 9.7 ci-dessus

9.9 - L'utilisation du bien par les visiteurs est-elle gérée de maniére efficace pour préserver la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du
bien ?
L’'usage par les visiteurs du bien du patrimoine mondial est géré, mais des améliorations pourraient étre apportées.

9.10 - L’efficacité de la gestion du tourisme est-elle régulierement contrblée ?
Oui, avec un autre systéme

Si vous utilisez un autre systeme, précisez :

On the basis of the Holy Trinity Sergius Lavra, the Autonomous Non-Commercial Organization for Assistance to the Patriotic, Spiritual and Moral Development of
Civil Society "Lavralnform" was created. The subject of its activity is the development and implementation of special programs for the patriotic and spiritual and moral
education of Russian citizens on the basis of the rich spiritual and historical heritage of the Holy Trinity Sergius Lavra, the preservation of historical memory.

9.11 - Comment le secteur du tourisme coopére-t-il avec la gestion du site pour enrichir les expériences du visiteur et préserver la
valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien du patrimoine mondial ?

Il'y a une bonne coopération entre les responsables du bien du patrimoine mondial et I'industrie touristique pour mettre en avant la valeur universelle
exceptionnelle et enrichir I'appréciation des visiteurs.

9.12 - Comment les informations sur la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien sont-elles présentées et interprétées ?
La présentation et I'interprétation de la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien sont acceptables mais pourraient étre améliorées.

9.13 - Dans combien d’emplacements I’embléme du patrimoine mondial est-il-exposé au sein du bien ?
Pas du tout exposé.

9.14 - Comment les revenus du tourisme/apportés par les visiteurs (droits d’entrée, permis) contribuent-ils a la gestion du bien du
patrimoine mondial ?
On collecte des droits d’entrée et cela contribue un peu a la gestion du bien du patrimoine mondial.

9.15 - Existe-t-il des initiatives locales de tourisme durable ?
Non

Si vous avez répondu « Oui », précisez

9.16 - Les bénéfices du tourisme sont-ils partagés avec les communautés locales ?
Qui

Si vous avez répondu « Oui », précisez :

Local communities are involved in working with tourist groups - specialists who are officially employed in their places, taxes are deducted from the salary to the
federal budget.

9.17 - Commentaires, conclusions et/ou recommandations concernant la gestion des visites du bien du patrimoine mondial
The visitation/tourism/public use of the World Heritage Site should continue to develop and improve.

10. Monitoring

10.1 - Existe-t-il un programme de suivi dans le périmetre du bien qui soit axé sur les besoins de la gestion et/ou sur une meilleure
compréhension de sa valeur universelle exceptionnelle ?
Il'y a un peu de suivi, mais il n’est pas planifié.

10.2 - Les informations nécessaires sont-elles disponibles pour définir des indicateurs clés de mesure de I'état de conservation et
sont-elles utilisées pour contrbler de quelle maniere la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien est maintenue ?
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L’information sur les valeurs du bien du patrimoine mondial est appropriée et des indicateurs clés ont été définis, mais le suivi de I’état des indicateurs
pourrait étre amélioré.

10.3 - Des indicateurs clés sont-ils définis et en place pour les aspects principaux suivants du bien ?

Importance des indicateurs de suivi

Sans Pas Indicateurs définis mais pas Indicateurs définis et utilisés depuis le dernier cycle de
objet d'indicateurs encore en usage soumission de Rapports périodiques

10.3.1  Etat de conservation X

10.3.2  Efficacité du systeme de gestion X

10.3.3  Systeme de gouvernance X

10.3.4  Synergie appropriée avec les autres

désignations de conservation X
10.3.5  Contribution au développement durable ®
10.3.6  Renforcement des capacités ®

10.4 - Commentaires concernant les indicateurs clés adoptés pour le bien

10.5 - Veuillez noter le niveau de participation des groupes suivants au suivi :

Gestionnaires et personnel du patrimoine mondial Sans objet

Autorités locales, municipales Participation moyenne
Communautés locales Participation moyenne
Peuples autochtones Sans objet
Propriétaires fonciers Aucune participation
Femmes Aucune participation
Chercheurs Participation moyenne
Secteur du tourisme Peu de participation
Entreprises et industries locales Aucune participation
ONG Sans objet

Autres groupes spécifiques Sans objet

Si vous avez choisi « Autres groupes spécifiques », veuillez préciser :

10.6 - L'Etat partie a-t-il mis en ceuvre les recommandations appropriées du Comité du patrimoine mondial (Aller au début du chapitre
3 pour le lien vers les rapports sur I'état de conservation de la base de données du Centre du patrimoine mondial sur I'état de
conservation) ?

La mise en ceuvre est en cours.

10.7 - Commentaires concernant la mise en ceuvre des recommandations du Comité du patrimoine mondial

The general Russian shrine has full access for the population with the organization of thematic excursions.Continuous activity in the issue of preserving cultural
heritage for present and future generations through the participation of specialists and stakeholders in the application of the World Heritage Convention in the
reconstruction, restoration and organizational and legal protection of the site.

10.8 - Commentaires, conclusions et/ou recommandations concernant le suivi
Monitoring needs to be improved and developed as an integrated system

11. Identification of Priority Management Needs

11.1 - Evaluation des besoins de gestion

5.2 Protective Measures

5.2.6 On dispose de capacités / ressources acceptables pour faire appliquer les mesures législatives et/ou réglementaires dans le périmetre du bien du patrimoine mondial X
mais certaines insuffisances subsistent dans la mise en ceuvre

5.3 Management System/Management Plan

5.3.9 La Stratégie pour réduire les risques liés aux catastrophes sur les biens du patrimoine mondial n'a pas été utilisée pour ce bien X
6.1 Funding

6.1.3 Le budget dont on dispose est insuffisant pour les besoins essentiels de la gestion et freine sérieusement la capacité de gestion pour ce bien du patrimoine mondial X
6.1.7 Les ressources humaines sont en partie adaptées aux besoins de la gestion du bien du patrimoine mondial X
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6.1.10 La Stratégie de renforcement des capacités du patrimoine mondial a été utilisée pour ce bien du patrimoine mondial X
8 Education, Information and Awareness Building

8.2 Il existe un programme planifié d’éducation et de sensibilisation des enfants et/ou des jeunes mais il ne répond que partiellement aux besoins X
9 Visitor Management

9.9 L'usage par les visiteurs du bien du patrimoine mondial est géré, mais des améliorations pourraient étre apportées X
9.12 La présentation et l'interprétation de la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien sont acceptables mais pourraient étre améliorées X
10 Monitoring

10.1 Il'y a un peu de suivi dans le périmeétre du bien du patrimoine mondial, mais il n’est pas planifié X
10.2 L'information sur les valeurs du bien du patrimoine mondial est appropriée et des indicateurs clés ont été définis, mais le suivi de I’état des indicateurs pourrait étre X

amélioré

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 - Résumé - Facteurs affectant le bien

4.1 Buildings and Development
4.1.1 Habitat Criteria (ii), (iv); Discussion of proposed Monitoring constantly Property Major development
attributes 3.2.8, 3.2.9, development plans and development plans and Manager, Ministry plans pertaining to
3.2.12,3.2.13: The a ban on structures with  project proposals of Culture, property should be
integrity and visual a negative impact in the advisory bodies discussed and agreed
perception of the cultural and historical upon in consultation
property may be environment with national advisory
destroyed by the bodies
construction of
temporary or permanent
buildings and related
infrastructure
4.1.2 Développement Criteria (ii), (iv); Discussion of proposed Monitoring constantly Real Estate Major development
commercial attributes 3.2.8, 3.2.9, development plans and development plans and Specialist, plans relating to
3.2.12,3.2.13: The a ban on structures with  project proposals Municipal property to be
integrity and visual a negative impact on Authorities of discussed and agreed
perception of the the urban landscape Sergiev Posad, upon with the invitation
Ensemble is distorted Ministry of Culture of national and
due to the international advisory
disharmony of bodies
modern structures
and / or high-rise
buildings
4.2 Transportation Infrastructure
421 Infrastructures Criteria (ii), (iv); The manager must Monitoring development continuously Real Estate The eastern wall of
de transport de attributes 3.2.1, 3.2.2, develop a plan for plans and project Specialist, City and  the monastery and
surface 3.2.3,3.24,325, historic road upgrades proposals for transport National Advisory its buffer zone is
3.2.11 : Authenticity with consideration of the infrastructure Bodies under increasing
and visual perception monastic cultural traffic pressure
can be destroyed if heritage.
upgraded roads are
installed in close
proximity to the
property
4.4 Pollution
4.4.2 Pollution des Criteria (ii), (iv); Negotiations with city Regular sampling of Monthly, seasonally Relevant authorities ~ Proposals implemented
eaux attributes 3.2.1 authorities to improve soil and groundwater if needed of the city and to reduce flush road

souterraines

Historic Water Supply
System, 3.2.10
Cultural Layer of the
14th - 19th centuries,
3.2.13 Surrounding
urban landscape

sewerage, joint
application for means
of eliminating water
pollution
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4.45 Déchets solides Criteria (ii), (iv); Negotiations with the city Regular inspections of Daily Specialist in real estate, Regular cleaning in the
attributes 3.2.1, authorities to improve the waste storage sites city administration and buffer zone must be
3.2.2,3.23,3.24, city's treatment and waste and the buffer zone sanitary service coordinated with the
3.25,3.238: transportation and city authorities and
Adequate perception disposal systems supported by a
of the property is responsible company
disturbed by the
dumps around the
monastery and
garbage in the
immediate vicinity of
the monastery
4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric
4.7.1 Vent Criteria (ii), (iv); Visual observations of the Regular visual inspections Constantly site manager none
attributes 3.2.1, state of structural elements of the technical condition
3.2.2,3.2.3,3.24, of all components of the of components
3.2.5,3.2.6,3.2.8, ouv
3.2.11

4.7.2 Humidité relative  Criteria (i), (iv); Visual observations of the Regular visual inspections Constantly site manager none
attributes 3.2.1, state of structural elements of the technical condition
3.2.2,3.2.3,3.24, of all components of the of components
3.2.5,3.2.6,3.2.8, ouv
3.2.11

4.7.3 Température Criteria (ii), (iv); Visual observations of the Regular visual inspections Constantly site manager none
attributes 3.2.1, state of structural elements of the technical condition
3.2.2,3.2.3,3.24, of all components of the of components
3.2.5,3.2.6,3.2.8, ouv
3.2.11

4.75 Poussiere Criteria (ii), (iv); Visual observations of the Regular visual inspections Constantly site manager none
attributes 3.2.1, state of structural elements of the technical condition
3.2.2,3.2.3,3.24, of all components of the of components
3.2.5,3.2.6,3.2.8, ouv
3.2.11

4.7.6 Eau Criteria (ii), (iv); Visual observations of the Regular visual constantly, especially site manager none

(pluie/nappe attributes 3.2.1, condition of storm drains, inspections of the during heavy rains and
phréatique) 3.2.2,3.2.3,3.24, their timely cleaning technical condition of leaf fall

3.25,3.2.6,3.2.8, storm drains
3.2.11,3.2.13

Résumé - Facteurs affectant le bien completed

12.2. Summary - Management Needs
12.2.1 - Résumé - Besoins en matiére de gestion
5.2 Protective Measures
Actions Calendrier Organisation chef de file (et Informations / commentaires
autres organismes engagés) supplémentaires

5.2.6 On dispose de Full compliance with constantly site manager, local authorities, none

capacités / applicable laws and local communities, Ministry of
ressources regulations by all interested Culture
acceptables parties in any matters of
pour faire economic activity on the
appliquer les territory of the World
mesures Heritage property
législatives
et/ou
réglementaires
dans le
périmetre du
bien du
patrimoine
mondial mais
certaines
insuffisances
subsistent dans
la mise en
ceuvre
5.2 Management System/Management Plan
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5.3.9 La Stratégie Last year, a World Heritage Site continuously
pour réduire les Safety Data Sheet was developed,
risques liés aux which was approved by all
catastrophes interested state bodies.
sur les biens du
patrimoine
mondial n'a pas
été utilisée
pour ce bien

6.1 Funding

6.1.3 Le budget dont Negotiations are constantly underway with continuously
on dispose est federal authorities on state funding for the
insuffisant maintenance of the Ensemble of the
pour les besoins  Trinity-Sergius Lavra in accordance with
essentiels de la current legislation
gestion et freine
sérieusement la
capacité de
gestion pour ce
bien du
patrimoine
mondial

6.1.7 Les ressources Restoration specialists are in short supply, continuously
humaines sont young cadres are attached to leading
en partie architects and designers to gain skills in
adaptées aux the conservation of a World Heritage site
besoins de la
gestion du bien
du patrimoine

mondial
6.1.10 La Stratégie de The Unified Service of the Customer was constantly
renforcement created at the Facility to organize the
des capacités process of restoration work to preserve the
du patrimoine attributes of the OUV. There are qualified
mondial a été specialists with attestation of the Ministry of
utilisée pour ce Culture of the Russian Federation and
bien du experience in working on monuments.
patrimoine
mondial
8 Education, Information and Awareness Building
8.2 Il existe un New exhibitions, routes, excursions are continuously
programme being introduced to attract young
planifié people. There are discussions with the
d’éducation et guides on the need to preserve the
de objects that are part of the Ensemble.

sensibilisation
des enfants
et/ou des jeunes
mais il ne
répond que
partiellement
aux besoins

9 Visitor Management

9.9 L'usage par les to attract visitors, new topics are being continuously and long term
visiteurs du bien  developed and implemented for excursion
du patrimoine groups, in a long-term project - to organize
mondial est the reconstruction of the siege of the

géré, mais des Trinity-Sergius Monastery in 1608-1610
améliorations

pourraient étre

apportées

9.12 La présentation Lectures are organized for guides on the continuously
et preservation of the objects of the Lavra
l'interprétation Ensemble
de la valeur
universelle
exceptionnelle
du bien sont
acceptables
mais
pourraient étre
améliorées

10 Monitoring
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Local authorities in all areas of
activity, User of the World
Heritage Site

site manager

site manager

site manager

site manager

site manager

site manager

none

none

none

none

none

none

none
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10.1 Ilyaunpeude Thereis no need to draw up monitoring plans, continuously site manager none
suivi dans le itis carried out constantly according to the
périmétre du established system
bien du
patrimoine
mondial, mais il
n'est pas
planifié

10.2 L’information The latest technologies allow monitoring by continuously site manager none
sur les valeurs reducing the human factor in its
du bien du implementation, but the digital monitoring
patrimoine system is very expensive in its implementation,
mondial est currently it is not possible
appropriée et
des
indicateurs
clés ont été
définis, mais le
suivi de I'état
des
indicateurs
pourrait étre
amélioré

Résumé - Besoins en matiére de gestion completed

12.3. Conclusions on the State of Conservation of the Property

12.3.1 - Compte tenu de I'analyse faite a travers ce rapport, quel est I'état actuel d’authenticité du bien du patrimoine mondial?
L'authenticité du bien du patrimoine mondial a été préservée.

12.3.2 - Compte tenu de I'analyse faite a travers ce rapport, quel est I'état actuel d’intégrité du bien du patrimoine mondial?
L'intégrité du bien du patrimoine mondial a été préservée.

12.3.3 - Compte tenu de I'analyse faite a travers ce rapport, quel est I'état actuel de la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien du

patrimoine mondial?
La valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien a été préservée.

12.3.4 - Quel est I'état actuel des autres valeurs du bien ?
D'autres valeurs culturelles et/ou naturelles importantes et |'état de conservation du bien du patrimoine mondial sont intacts.

12.3.5 - Commentaires, conclusions et/ou recommandations concernant I’état de conservation du bien
Trinity-Sergius Lavra as a major religious site of the Moscow region is in a stage of rapid development constantly

13. Impact of World Heritage Status

13.1 - Veuillez évaluer I'impact du statut de patrimoine mondial sur chacun des points suivants

Conservation Trés positif
Recherche et suivi Positif
Efficacité de la gestion Positif
Qualité de vie des communautés locales et groupes autochtones Positif
Reconnaissance Trés positif
Education Positif
Aménagement d'infrastructures Trés positif
Financement du bien Positif
Coopération internationale Positif
Soutien politique pour la conservation Tres positif
Cadre juridique/de politique générale pour la conservation Positif
Promotion Positif
Coordination institutionnelle Positif
Sécurité Positif
Egalité des genres Positif
Services/avantages pour les communautés locales au niveau de I'écosysteme Positif
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Inclusion sociale et équité et renforcement des opportunités pour tous, indépendamment de I'age, du sexe, du handicap, de I'origine Tres positif
ethnique ou géographique, de la religion ou de la situation économique ou autre

Promotion d’un développement économique local inclusif et amélioration des moyens de subsistance Positif
Contribution a la prévention des conflits, en respectant la diversité culturelle sur le périmétre et a proximité des biens du patrimoine Positif
Autre Sans objet

Si vous avez choisi « Autre », précisez :

13.2 - Commentaires, conclusions et/ou recommandations concernant le statut de patrimoine mondial et ses impacts
The status of real estate at the national level is high and needs only international promotion in the future

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

14.1 - Exemple de bonne pratique de protection, d’identification, de conservation ou de gestion du bien du patrimoine mondial

14.2 - Définissez les sujets couverts par cet exemple de bonne pratique au niveau du bien

15. Assessment of the Periodic Reporting Exercise

15.1. Relevance of Periodic Reporting
15.1.1 - Le processus de soumission des Rapports périodiques a-t-il amélioré la compréhension des points suivants ?
La valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien.

L'efficacité de la gestion du bien pour en maintenir la valeur universelle exceptionnelle.

15.1.2 - Veuillez noter le suivi apporté aux conclusions et recommandations du précédent exercice de soumission des Rapports
périodiques par les entités suivantes

Etat partie Bon suivi
Gestionnaires de sites Bon suivi
Centre du patrimoine mondial Bon suivi
Organisations consultatives (ICOMOS, UICN, ICCROM) Pas de suivi

15.2. Use of Data

15.2.1 - Comment les autorités responsables du bien prévoient-elles d’utiliser les données enregistrées a I’occasion de ce cycle de
Rapports périodiques ?

Sensibilisation

15.2.2 - Commentaires sur I'utilisation des données de ce cycle de soumission des Rapports périodiques
Reporting was useful, helped to rethink the management plan of the World Heritage property

15.3. Timing and resources

15.3.1 - Entités ayant participé au remplissage de ce questionnaire en ligne (cocher autant de cases que nécessaire)

Gestionnaire/coordinateurs/personnel du site.

15.3.2 - L'équilibre entre les genres a-t-il été respecté et appliqué dans le remplissage du présent questionnaire ?
L'équilibre entre les genres n'a pas été explicitement pris en compte ou mis en ceuvre dans le processus.

15.3.3 - Avez-vous eu suffisamment de temps (environ dix mois) pour recueillir les informations nécessaires et remplir ce
questionnaire ?
Oui

15.3.4 - Estimez le temps (heures de travail) nécessaire pour remplir ce questionnaire

10/5/50/

15.3.5 - Avez-vous mobilisé des ressources supplémentaires pour remplir ce questionnaire ?

Non  Oui
15.35.1 Ressources humaines ®
15.3.5.2 Ressources financiéres pour l'organisation des réunions de consultation/formations ®
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15.4. Format and content of the Periodic Report

15.4.1 - Quel était le degré d'accessibilité des informations requises pour compléter ce questionnaire ?
Les informations requises n'étaient pas toutes accessibles.

15.4.2 - Le questionnaire était-il facile a utiliser et clair a comprendre ?
Tres difficile  Difficile  Facile  Tres facile
154.2.1 Facilité d'utilisation du questionnaire »

15.4.2.2 Clarté des questions ®

15.4.3 - Suggestions pour améliorer le questionnaire du Rapport périodique

15.5. Training and Guidance

15.5.1 - Veuillez évaluer le soutien des entités suivantes en matiére de formation et de conseils pour compléter le questionnaire

Centre du patrimoine mondial de I'UNESCO Bon soutien

UNESCO (autres secteurs/bureaux hors-siege) Soutien moyen
Commission nationale pour 'UNESCO Peu de soutien
ICOMOS international Pas de soutien
UICN international Pas de soutien
ICCROM international/régional Pas de soutien
ICOMOS national/régional Pas de soutien
UICN national/régional Pas de soutien

15.5.2 - Veuillez évaluer le niveau d'aide recu des entités suivantes pour remplir le questionnaire du Rapport périodique

Centre du patrimoine mondial de I'UNESCO Bon soutien

Représentant de I'Etat partie (Point focal national) Bon soutien

Autres secteurs de I'UNESCO (par ex. bureaux hors siege) Peu de soutien
Commission nationale pour 'UNESCO Peu de soutien
ICOMOS international Pas de soutien
ICCROM international/régional Pas de soutien
ICOMOS national/régional Pas de soutien
UICN national/régional Pas de soutien
UICN international Pas de soutien

15.5.3 - Les sources de formation en ligne sur la soumission de Rapports périodiques, préparées par le Centre du patrimoine
mondial, vous ont-elles aidé & remplir ce questionnaire ?
Oui

15.5.4 - Veuillez fournir d'autres commentaires sur les ressources de formation en ligne et les changements que vous aimeriez voir
mise en ceuvre.

15.6. Actions that will require formal consideration by the World Heritage Committee
15.6.1 - Résumé des actions qui exigeront un examen formel du Comité du patrimoine mondial

No item were proposed for update

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

15.7.1 - Veuillez fournir des commentaires, conclusions et/ou recommandations concernant I'évaluation de I'exercice de soumission
des Rapports périodiques
Reporting was helpful

15.7.2 - Merci d’avoir répondu a toutes les questions. Nous vous invitons & contacter votre Point focal pour gu’il/elle valide et envoie
le questionnaire au Centre du patrimoine mondial.
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