Historic Centre of Krakéw

1. World Heritage Property Data

1.1 - Name of World Heritage property
Historic Centre of Krakéw

1.2 - World Heritage property details

1.3 - Geographic information table

Name Coordinates Property (ha) Buffer zone (ha) Total (ha) Inscription year
Historic Centre of Krakéw 50.061 / 19.937 149.65 907.35 1057 1978
Total (ha) 149.65 907.35 1057
1.4 - Map(s)
Title Date Link to source
Cracow'’s Historic Centre, scale 1:10000 2008 L;Jl
Map of Inscribed Property 2010 2010 L;j

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

1. International Cultural Centre / Miédzynarodowe
2. Maaiczny Krakow (in Polska)
3. Spoteczny Komitet Odnowy Zabytkéw Krakowa (in Polska)

Comment

https://www.krakow.pl/ https://muzeumkrakowa.pl/, http://www.krakow.travel/ https://twitter.com/krakow_pl https://www.facebook.com/KrakowExperience/
https://www.youtube.com/user/wwwkrakowpl https://wawel.krakow.pl/ https://mck.krakow.pl/ https://skozk.pl/

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)
2.1.2 List of Cultural Property under Enhanced
Protection
(Second Protocol to the 1954 Hague Convention X
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
X

UNESCO Global Geoparks
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?

No

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?
No
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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?
No

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?
No

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

271 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. 4
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

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.

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

2.7.3 Convention on Wetlands of International Importance (Ramsar Convention)

271 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. 4
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

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.

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

275 UNESCO Global Geoparks

271 There is no contact with the Focal Point(s) of this designation/programme. 4
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?
Yes

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
Nativity scene (szopka) tradition in Krakow (PL)

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

Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
Brief synthesis

The Historic Centre of Krakéw, located on the River Vistula in southern Poland, is formed by three urban ensembles: the medieval chartered City of Krakdéw, the
Wawel Hill complex, and the town of Kazimierz (including the suburb of Stradom). It is one of the most outstanding examples of European urban planning,
characterised by the harmonious development and accumulation of features representing all architectural styles from the early Romanesque to the Modernist periods.

The importance of the city, which was chartered in 1257 and was once the capital of Poland, is evidenced by its urban layout, its numerous churches and
monasteries, its imposing public buildings, the remains of its medieval city walls, and its palaces and townhouses, many designed and built by prominent architects
and craftspersons. The value of this urban complex is determined by the extraordinary density of monuments from various periods, preserved in their original forms
and with their authentic fittings. Wawel Hill, the dominant feature of the Historic Centre of Krakéw, is a former royal residence and necropolis attesting to the dynastic
and political links of medieval and early modern Europe. The medieval town of Kazimierz, which includes the suburb of Stradom (chartered in 1335), was shaped by
the Catholic and Jewish faiths and their respective cultures and customs.

One of the largest administrative and commercial centres in central Europe, Krakéw was a city where arts and crafts flourished, and the culture of East and West
intermingled. The importance of Krakéw as a cultural centre of European significance is reinforced by its being home to one of the oldest universities of international
renown — the Jagiellonian University. Together, these three built-up areas create a cohesive urban complex in which significant tangible and intangible heritage have
survived and are cultivated to this day.

Criterion (iv): Krakéw is an urban architectural ensemble of outstanding quality, in terms of both its townscape and its individual monuments. The historic centre of
the town admirably illustrates the process of continuous urban growth from the Middle Ages to the present day.

Integrity

The Historic Centre of Krakéw retains a high level of integrity. The property has clearly defined, historically stable boundaries that encompass all the elements that
express its Outstanding Universal Value, which remain intact and in good condition. The most important of these elements include Wawel Hill with its castle and
cathedral, which symbolize the city’s history as a seat of royal and Episcopal power; and the medieval urban layout and historic fabric of two initially separate towns
— Krakéw and Kazimierz. Moreover, the multiple styles and cultures evident in Krakéw and Kazimierz demonstrate the diversity of influences which had an impact on
Krakéw's development as an urban complex, and which reflect the roles played in this process by different nations. The property is thus of adequate size to ensure
the complete representation of the features and processes that convey its significance, and it does not suffer from adverse effects of development and/or neglect.

Authenticity

The Historic Centre of Krakéw is imbued with a pervading authenticity that is manifested in its location and setting, its forms and designs, its materials and substance,
and, to a degree, its uses and functions. The topography of the property and the relationship between the River Vistula and the local hills and rock outcrops, best
illustrated by the Wawel Hill complex, remain legible. Due to the towns’ medieval charters based on Magdeburg law, which entailed bringing order to the urban
layout, the urban clarity and functionality of both Krakéw and Kazimierz survive to this day: the few later alterations to settlement plots did not give rise to any
changes in the street network. The city’s panorama also remains intact, complete with its distinctive historic landmarks, such as Wawel Hill, the Town Hall Tower, and
the individual churches. Contemporary features in the city’s vistas are minor, and are located at some distance from the historic centre. In addition, many buildings
and facilities have remained in use for their intended purposes for generations.

The predominantly composite architectural structures represent multiple phases of development and incorporate components from various periods. Modern-day
interventions represent a continuation of this historical process. When introduced with respect for the scale and outline of the existing built environment, they do not
undermine the ensemble’s authenticity. The property’s rich historic architectural detail (both buildings and urban public spaces) requires rigorous protection and a
conscious conservation policy.

Protection and management requirements

The Historic Centre of Krakéw, which is under a mixture of public and private ownership, is protected in its entirety by the law. The built environment of Wawel Hill
and the urban layouts of the medieval towns of Krakéw and Kazimierz (including the Stradom suburb) are inscribed in the National Heritage Register. A substantial
majority of the buildings located within the boundaries of the 149.65 ha property also feature individually in the National Heritage Register. The property has been
awarded Monument of History status by the President of the Republic of Poland, thus affording it an additional form of protection. This, in effect, has provided a
coherent system of legal protection for all of the parts of the property. Since 2010, the Historic Centre of Krakéw has also had a 907.35 ha buffer zone to assist in the
property’s protection, conservation, and management.

Provisions to protect historic monuments have been introduced to the city’s strategic policy documents. A communal monument preservation programme
encompassing the entire city defines the conditions for managing the World Heritage property. Local land development plans being prepared for the property and
buffer zone will address protection issues by providing the possibility of managing the transformation of the city’s landscape, public spaces, and small-scale
architectural details. Furthermore, a “cultural park” preservation plan for the Old Town specifies thematic areas to be monitored and controlled. The Historic Centre of
Krakéw is under self-government administration and is managed by its President and City Council. Matters concerning monument protection are handled by a special
organizational unit in the Town Hall and by state monument protection authorities at the regional level. The law enables relevant conservation authorities to supervise
and intervene in any activities that could potentially result in alterations to the urban layout or to individual buildings within the confines of the property.

In order to ensure efficient and long-term conservation of the property, it will be necessary to strengthen the integration of conservation activities with the general
management of the entire municipal area, including the zoning policy, social policy, and sustainable tourism. The regulation of spatial management conditions, as

well as the introduction of protection provisions for the World Heritage property and its surroundings in all planning documents, represent an element of the city’s
long-term land development planning policy. Regular conservation and continuous monitoring of the condition of individual elements of the urban layout and their
mutual relationships in the property and buffer zone represent important elements of conservation and management efforts. To preserve the character of the

property, which exhibits centuries of historic and cultural overlaps, the development process should be continued in a permanent and balanced way, corresponding to
its existing architectural, urban, and social contexts. The implementation of these goals and task shall serve in the preparation of a Management Plan for the

property. This Management Plan, as the integrating document, will enable the coordination of activities within the area of the World Heritage property and its buffer zone

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).
T4 Tt e el @ L 9 Preserved Compromised Seriously Lost
compromised

3.21 One of the most outstanding examples of European urban planning, which is composed of three urban
complexes: the medieval city of Krakéw, the Wawel Hill ensemble and Kazimierz with Stradom.
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3.2.2 A unique urban architectural ensemble of outstanding urban landscape and individual monuments, characterised
by the harmonious development and layering of elements representing all architectural styles from early 4
Romanesque to Modernism.

3.2.3 One of the most important administrative, commercial and cultural centres of Central Europe, a hub of science,
arts and crafts.

324 Traditional names, functions, use, famous residents in the past, traditions, customs, legends associated with the
site.

3.25
3.2.6
3.2.7
3.2.8
3.29
3.2.10
3.2.11
3.2.12
3.2.13
3.2.14

3.2.15

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

4. Factors Affecting the Property

4.1. Buildings and Development

4.1.1 - Housing
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Outside

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

4.1.2 - Commercial development
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Potential, Outside

* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact £ current I Potential Inside 7 Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
@ Positive ¥ X X =
@ Negative % X b 4 W

4.1.3 - Industrial areas
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.1.4 - Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside, Outside

* Relevant Not relevant
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Impact Origin
Impact i current 1 Potential Inside “ Outside
@ Positive ¥ x X X
@ Negative X X X
4.1.5 - Interpretative and visitation facilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside
X Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact Ej current I Potential Inside “ Outside
@ Positive ¥ X X X
@ Negative

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable
=
=

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing = Stable

7 Increasing

7 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 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside

¥ Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact i current 1 Potential Inside 7 Outside
) Positive ¥ X X x
& Negative ¥ X X x
4.2.2 - Underground transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Outside
¥ Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact i current 1 Potential Inside “ Outside
& Positive ¥ X X X
@ Negative X X X
4.2.3 - Air transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant
* Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin
Impact Ej current I Potential Inside “ Outside
@ Positive ¥ x X
@ Negative

4.2.4 - Marine transport infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside

Relevant % Not relevant

Historic Centre of Krakow

Trend of impact

u Decreasing = Stable
=
]
Trend of impact
 Decreasing ~ Stable
Trend of impact
¥ Decreasing = Stable
=

# Increasing

7 Increasing

A

7 Increasing
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4.2.5 - Effects arising from use of transportation infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

X Relevant Not relevant
Impact Origin Trend of impact
Impact = Current 1 Potential Inside “ Outside  Decreasing = Stable 7 Increasing
@ Positive ¥ b4 X X >
@ Negative % x x x %

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
4.2.2 - in the previous Periodic Reporting Questionnaire (PRQ) there was no such question, so the answer could not be Relevant, Positive, Current, Outside 4.2.3 - in

the previous PRQ the answer was: Relevant, Positive, Current, Outside 4.2.4 - in the previous PRQ the answer was given: Not relevant 4.2.5 - in the previous PRQ
the answer was: Relevant, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside

4.3. Services Infrastructures

4.3.1 - Water infrastructure
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
4.3.2 - Renewable energy facilities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
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 x X X »

4.3.3 - Non-renewable energy facilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Positive, Current, Outside

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

4.3.4 - Localised utilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, 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 % b4 X X X =
@ Negative % x x x x =

4.3.5 - Major linear utilities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant
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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 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.4.2 - Ground water pollution

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.4.3 - Surface water pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Outside

* Relevant
Impact Origin
Impact Ej current I Potential Inside
2 Positive
@ Negative ¥ x

4.4.4 - Air pollution
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside

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

4.45 - Solid waste
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Not relevant

 Outside

Not relevant

“ Outside

Relevant % Not relevant

4.4.6 - Input of excess energy
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing = Stable

Trend of impact

 Decreasing = Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

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 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

4.5.2 - Aquaculture

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant % Not relevant

Historic Centre of Krakow
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4.5.3 - Land conversion
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.5.4 - Livestock farming/Grazing of domesticated animals

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.5.5 - Crop production
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant
Relevant
4.5.6 - Commercial wild plant collection
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant
4.5.7 - Subsistence wild plant collection
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

4.5.8 - Commercial hunting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant
Relevant
4.5.9 - Subsistence hunting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant
4.5.10 - Forestry/Wood production
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

x

Not relevant

Not relevant

Not relevant

Not relevant

Not 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 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.6.2 - Quarrying
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant
4.6.3 - Oil and gas
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

e Not relevant

Relevant

Historic Centre of Krakow

X

X

X

Not relevant

Not relevant

Not relevant
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4.6.4 - Water (extraction)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

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 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.7.2 - Relative humidity
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

4.7.3 - Temperature
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

4.7.4 - Radiation/Light
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

* Relevant
Impact
Impact =] Current I Potential
@ Positive
@ Negative % X
4.7.5 - Dust

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

Historic Centre of Krakow

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

 Outside

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

“ Outside

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

7 Outside

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

“ Outside

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing = Stable
=
Trend of impact
 Decreasing = Stable
=
Trend of impact
u Decreasing = Stable
=3
Trend of impact
 Decreasing = Stable
=5

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

# Increasing
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4.7.6 - Water (rain/water table)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact = Current I Potential
© Positive
@ Negative % x
4.7.7 - Pests

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

4.7.8 - Micro-organisms
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

Not relevant

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

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

= Stable

= Stable

~ Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

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 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside, Outside

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

4.8.2 - Society's valuing of heritage
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside

% Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current I Potential
@ Positive ¥ x
@ Negative % x

Historic Centre of Krakow

Not relevant

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

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing

~ Stable

= Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing

A
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4.8.3 - Indigenous hunting, gathering and collecting
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

4.8.4 - Changes in traditional ways of life and knowledge system

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Inside

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

Origin

Inside

X

Not relevant

7 Outside

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

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Negative, Current, Inside, Outside

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

4.8.6 - Impacts of tourism/Visitation/Recreation
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

Origin
Inside
x

x

Origin

Inside

x

Not relevant

7 Outside

X

X

Not relevant

“ Outside

x

x

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

» Decreasing

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

~ Stable

= Stable

~ Stable

7 Increasing

# Increasing

7 Increasing

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 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact 2] Current I Potential
© Positive
@ Negative % x

4.9.2 - Deliberate destruction of heritage
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Current, Potential, Inside, Outside

* Relevant

Impact

Impact =] Current I Potential

Historic Centre of Krakow

Origin

Inside

Origin

Inside

Not relevant

“ Outside

Not relevant

7 Outside

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

= Stable

= Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing
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@ Positive

@ Negative X x X
4.9.3 - Military training
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.9.4 - War
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.9.5 - Terrorism
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant
Relevant
4.9.6 - Civil unrest
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

e 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 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

4.10.2 - Flooding
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside

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

4.10.3 - Drought
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.10.4 - Desertification
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

Historic Centre of Krakow

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

“ Outside

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

“ Outside

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

= Stable

= Stable

7 Increasing

7 Increasing
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4.10.5 - Changes to oceanic waters
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.10.6 - Temperature change
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant
4.10.7 - Other climate change impacts
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

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 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.2 - Earthquake
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.3 - Tsunami/Tidal wave
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.4 - Avalanche/Landslide
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.5 - Erosion and siltation/Deposition
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.11.6 - Fire (wildfire)
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Negative, Potential, Inside, Outside

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

Historic Centre of Krakow

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

Not relevant

Origin

Inside

 Outside

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing

= Stable

7 Increasing
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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 (30/07/2014):
e Not relevant

Relevant

4.12.2 - Invasive/Alien terrestrial species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant

4.12.3 - Invasive/Alien freshwater species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Not relevant

Relevant
4.12.4 - Invasive/Alien marine species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

o Not relevant

Relevant
4.12.5 - Hyper-abundant species
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

e Not relevant

Relevant
4.12.6 - Modified genetic material
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):

e Not relevant

Relevant

% Not relevant

% Not relevant

% Not 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 = Current
@ Positive % b4
@ Negative % b4
4.13.2 - Legal framework
X Relevant
Impact
Impact £ current
) Positive ¥ X
& Negative

4.13.3 - Governance

X Relevant

Historic Centre of Krakow

Not relevant

Origin
I Potential Inside “ Outside
X X
X
Not relevant
Origin
I Potential Inside “ Outside
X x

Not relevant

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

= Stable 7 Increasing

A

= Stable # Increasing

A
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Impact

Impact i current 1 Potential
@ Positive ¥ b 4
@ Negative
4.13.4 - Management activities

Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Inside

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

4.13.5 - Financial resources

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

4.13.7 - Low impact research/monitoring activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
o Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside

X Relevant
Impact
Impact = Current I Potential
@ Positive % b4 X
@ Negative

4.13.8 - High impact research/monitoring activities
Previous answer Cycle 2 (30/07/2014):
e Relevant, Positive, Current, Potential, Inside

* Relevant
Impact
Impact =] Current I Potential
© Positive X x X
& Negative

Historic Centre of Krakow

Origin

Inside

x

Origin

Inside

x

Origin

Inside

X

Origin
Inside
X

x

Origin

Inside

x

Origin

Inside

x

“ Outside

x

Not relevant

“ Outside

X

Not relevant

7 Outside

x

Not relevant

“ Outside

Not relevant

“ Outside

Not relevant

“ Outside

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

Trend of impact

¥ Decreasing

Trend of impact

 Decreasing

Trend of impact

u Decreasing

~ Stable

= Stable

= Stable

= Stable

= Stable

= Stable

7 Increasing

A

" Increasing

A

7 Increasing

" Increasing

A

7 Increasing

# Increasing

15 of 59



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 Impact Origin Trend

4.1 Buildings and Development

4.1.1 Housing
@ ) f W
4.1.2 Commercial development @ 7 | =
@ ) f W
4.1.4 Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure ] =] # =
@ i z =
4.1.5 Interpretative and visitation facilities %] & ? A
4.2 Transportation Infrastructure
4.2.1 Ground transport infrastructure ] =5 1 =
] £ # ¥
4.2.2 Underground transport infrastructure %) 7 F 2
® i ] ’
4.2.3 Air transport infrastructure ] =5 1 =
4.2.5 Effects arising from use of transportation infrastructure o = 7 A
© = d S
4.3 Services Infrastructures
4.3.2 Renewable energy facilities %) =5 7 A
® g :
4.3.3 Non-renewable energy facilities %) =5 7 A
4.3.4 Localised utilities ] 5 i 7 =
= i ) ~
4.4 Pollution
4.4.3 Surface water pollution
] £ # ¥
4.4.4 Air pollution
®@ = ] =
4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric
4.7.2 Relative humidity
@ i # =

4.7.3 Temperature

Historic Centre of Krakow 16 of 59



4.7.4 Radiation/Light

4.7.5 Dust

4.7.6 Water (rain/water table)

4.7.7 Pests

4.7.8 Micro-organisms

4.8 Social/Cultural uses of heritage

4.8.1 Ritual/Spiritual/Religious and associative uses

4.8.2 Society's valuing of heritage

4.8.4 Changes in traditional ways of life and knowledge system

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

4.8.6 Impacts of tourism/Visitation/Recreation

4.9 Other human activities

4.9.1 lllegal activities

4.9.2 Deliberate destruction of heritage

4.10 Climate change and severe weather events

4.10.1 Storms

4.10.2 Flooding

4.11 Sudden ecological or geological events

4.11.6 Fire (wildfire)

4.13 Management and institutional factors

4.13.1 Management system/Management plan

4.13.2 Legal framework

4.13.3 Governance

4.13.4 Management activities

Historic Centre of Krakow

5

5

5

5

5

=

=

=

=

=

=

=

5

5

5

=

=

=

=

=

=
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4.13.5 Financial resources

4.13.6 Human resources

4.13.7 Low impact research/monitoring activities

4.13.8 High impact research/monitoring activities

Legend = Current ] Potential @ Negative & Positive

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
Restricted
b4 Localised
Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
% One off or rare
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

Historic Centre of Krakow

© =
Q@ g5
@ g5
Q@ g5
Q@ g5
Inside

Impact

@

# Outside

Origin

Trend
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Name

4.1.2 Commercial development

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

4.1.4 Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted

X Localised
Extensive
Widespread

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

x On-going

Historic Centre of Krakow

Origin

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

x Increasing

Name

4.1.5 Interpretative and visitation facilities

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

x Increasing

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

Origin

Trend
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4.2 Transportation Infrastructure

Name

4.2.1 Ground transport infrastructure

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
Frequent
x 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

4.2.2 Underground transport infrastructure

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

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Impact

&

@

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

x 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
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.2.3 Air transport infrastructure

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
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
x Minor
Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

Medium capacity
x Low capacity

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

Decreasing

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

Origin

Trend
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Static

x Increasing

Name

4.2.5 Effects arising from use of transportation infrastructure

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
Frequent
x 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

4.3 Services Infrastructures

Name

4.3.2 Renewable energy facilities

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted

X Localised
Extensive
Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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Intermittent or sporadic
x Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
x 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
Static

x Increasing

Name

4.3.3 Non-renewable energy facilities

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
x On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
X Minor
Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
x Medium capacity
Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Origin

Trend
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Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

Name

4.3.4 Localised utilities

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
Insignificant
x 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

4.4.3 Surface water pollution

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

X Localised

Extensive

Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

S

Trend

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

Increasing

Name

4.4.4 Air pollution

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

x Minor
Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity

x Medium capacity
Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Origin

Trend
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Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
x Decreasing
Static

Increasing

4.7 Local conditions affecting physical fabric

Name Impact Origin Trend

4.7.2 Relative humidity

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

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

Localised

Extensive

x Widespread
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Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

x Minor

Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

x No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing

x Static

Increasing

Name

4.7.4 Radiation/Light

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

Medium capacity

Low capacity

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Origin

Trend
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% 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

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

x Minor

Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

Medium capacity

x Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing

x Static

Increasing

Name

4.7.6 Water (rain/water table)

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

X Localised

Extensive

Widespread

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

x Minor

Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

Medium capacity

x Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing

x Static

Increasing

Name

4.7.7 Pests

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

Medium capacity

x Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Origin

Trend
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Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
x Static

Increasing

Name

4.7.8 Micro-organisms

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

Increasing

4.8 Social/Cultural uses of heritage

Name

4.8.1 Ritual/Spiritual/Religious and associative uses

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised

X Extensive

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Impact

&

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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Widespread

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

x On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
Medium capacity

x Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing

x Static

Increasing

Name

4.8.2 Society's valuing of heritage

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
Frequent

x On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant
Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity

x Medium capacity

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Origin

Trend
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Low capacity

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

Decreasing

Static

x Increasing

Name

4.8.4 Changes in traditional ways of life and knowledge system

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

x Increasing

Name

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

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised

Extensive

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

Impact

Q@

@

Origin Trend
=] =+
Origin Trend
g5 2 =
C’;} F v
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b4 Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact

One off or rare

Intermittent or sporadic

Frequent

x On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

Minor

x Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

x Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing

Static

x Increasing

Name

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

Frequent

x On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes

Insignificant

Minor

x Significant

Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity

x Medium capacity

Low capacity

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact
Q@

=]

Origin

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

Decreasing

Static

x Increasing

4.9 Other human activities

Name Impact Origin Trend

4.9.1 lllegal activities

=] ) A W

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
X Minor

Significant

Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond

High capacity
x Medium capacity

Low capacity

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

Decreasing
X Static

Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend
4.9.2 Deliberate destruction of heritage

e 9 ] 4 ’

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

Restricted

X Localised

Extensive
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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
Static

x Increasing

4.10 Climate change and severe weather events

Name Impact Origin Trend

4.10.1 Storms

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

High capacity
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Medium capacity

Low capacity

x No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name Impact Origin Trend

4.10.2 Flooding

€] ) 2 =
Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
X Restricted
Localised
Extensive
Widespread
Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
x One off or rare
Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
X Minor
Significant
Major
Management response - Capacity of management to respond
High capacity
Medium capacity
x Low capacity
No capacity and / or resources
Trend - Developement over the last 6 years
Decreasing
X Static
Increasing
4.11 Sudden ecological or geological events
Name Impact Origin Trend
4.11.6 Fire (wildfire)
@ i 3 =

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

Increasing

4.13 Management and institutional factors

Name

4.13.1 Management system/Management plan

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor
Restricted
Localised
Extensive

x Widespread

Temporal scale - Occurence of the impact
One off or rare

x Intermittent or sporadic
Frequent
On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

x Significant

Historic Centre of Krakow

Origin

Trend
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Management response - Capacity of management to respond

x

Major

High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name

4.13.2 Legal framework

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

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

Insignificant

Minor

Significant

Major

High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name

4.13.3 Governance

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

Impact

Q@

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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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
Frequent
x On-going
Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor
Significant
x 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

4.13.4 Management activities

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
Frequent

x On-going

Impact - Impact on the attributes
Insignificant
Minor

Significant

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

Origin

Trend
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x

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

x

Major

High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
Static
x Increasing
Name

4.13.5 Financial resources

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

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

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

Insignificant

Minor

Significant

Major

High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Decreasing
x Static

Increasing
Name

4.13.6 Human resources

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

Impact

Origin

Origin

Trend

Trend
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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

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

x

Insignificant

Minor

Significant

Major

High capacity

Medium capacity

Low capacity

No capacity and / or resources

Trend - Developement over the last 6 years

Name

Decreasing

Static

Increasing

4.13.7 Low impact research/monitoring activities

Spatial scale - Area affected by the factor

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

Insignificant

Minor

Significant

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

Origin

Trend
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Major

Management response - Capacity of management to respond

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

Increasing

Name

4.13.8 High impact research/monitoring activities

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

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

Increasing

4.17. Serial inscriptions (national or transnational)

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

impacted by each factor

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

Historic Centre of Krakow

Impact

@

&

Origin

Trend
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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 1 *
4.18.1.2 2 *
4.18.1.3 3 *
4.18.1.4 4 ®

4.18.1.5

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 the management authority but are not known by 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 the management authority but are not known by local communities/landowners

5.1.5 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to boundaries and buffer zones of the World Heritage property

5.2. Protective Measures

5.2.1 - Protective designation (legal, regulatory, contractual, planning, institutional and/or traditional).

The Historic Centre of Krakéw, entered on the UNESCO World Heritage List, is preserved mainly in accordance with the Act of 23 July 2003 on the protection of
monuments and the guardianship of monuments (Journal of Laws No. 162 of 2003 item 1568 as amended). Moreover, the site is preserved also in accordance with
the provisions of the Act of 27 March 2003 on spatial planning and land development (consolidated text of 2012, Journal of Laws. item 647 as amended) and the Act
of 7 July 1994 — Construction Law (consolidated text of 2010, Journal of Laws, No. 243 item 1623 as amended), as well as the Act of 16 April 2004 on nature
conservation (consolidated text of 2009, Journal of Laws, No. 151 item 1220).

Pursuant to the Act on the protection of monuments and the guardianship of monuments, the following forms of preservation apply to the site:

1. Entering to the register of monuments

of urban layouts forming the historical centre, i.e. the urban layout of the Old Town (No. A-1 Decision of
22.05.1933), the urban layout of Kazimierz including Stradom (No. A-12, Decision of 12.02.1934), the
urban layout of Kazimierz within the so-called "new town", including the historical suburbs: taka sw.
Sebastiana, Podbrzezie and Pola Kazimierzowskie (No. A-1273/M, Decision of 18.07.2011), the Wawel
Hill including the royal castle, the cathedral and the related structures (No. A-7, Decisions of 28.03.1931,
20.02.1933, 24.03.1933, A-1273a/M, Decision 0f06.2011) and Vistula Boulevards (No. A-1260/M,
Decision of 13.06.2011). Moreover, most structures listed as UNESCO World Heritage are entered into
the register of monuments or into the inventory of monuments.

Entry to the register of monuments is one of the forms of monument preservation resulting from the Act of 23 July 2003 on the protection of monuments and the
guardianship of monuments (Journal of Laws, No. 162 of 2003 item 1568) which follows from the earlier Act of 1962. Preservation of monuments included in the
register of monuments is taken into account in the municipality study of the condition and directions of spatial development, in local spatial development plans or in
the decision on the location of a public purpose project, zoning decision, road construction permit and other decisions (in accordance with the Act of 23 July 2003
on the protection of monuments and the guardianship of monuments (Journal of Laws No. 162 of 2003 item 1568), the Act of 27 March 2003 on spatial planning
and land development (Journal of Laws No. 80 of 2003 item 717) and the Act of 27 March 2003 amending Construction Law and certain other Acts (Journal of Laws
No. 80 of 2003 item 718).

Moreover, conservation of the greenery entered into the register of monuments is also provided for in the Act of 16 October 1991 r. on nature conservation, as
amended (consolidated text of 2009, Journal of Laws No. 151 item 1220).

2. Monument of History — the historic complex of the city of Krakdéw was recognised as Monument of
History by way of the Order of the President of the Republic of Poland of 8 September 1994 (Monitor
Polski No. 50, item 418). The aim of preservation of the Monument of History is to retain, due to its
exceptional, universal historical, artistic and intangible values, the authenticity of the historic urban
architectural complex of Krakéw developed during 1,000 years, which forms one of the main artistic and
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cultural European complexes of this type.
http://www.monitorpolski.qov.pl/MP/1994/s/50/418

3. Culture park — it is another form of monument protection provided for in the Act of 23 July 2003 on
the protection of monuments and the guardianship of monuments (Journal of Laws No. 162 of 2003 item
1568) in order to protect exceptional landscape-specific areas, including immovable monuments.
Pursuant to the abovementioned Act, the Krakow City Council adopted Resolution CXV/1547/10 of the
Krakow City Council of 3 November 2010 on the establishment of the Old Town Culture Park. The aim
of the Resolution is to preserve the cultural landscape, monuments and historic urban layout of the Old
Town and Planty Krakowskie, including the Wawel Hill and its surroundings, as a UNESCO World
Heritage site and as a site entered into the register of monuments. The Resolution prohibited and limited
construction works, trade and services, placing advertising banners and visual information carriers, as

well as waste deposit and storage at the site. The Resolution has been in force since 7 December 2011.
http://www.bip.krakow.pl/?dok id=48882

4. inclusion of protection in local spatial development plans — local spatial development plans have
been gradually adopted. Such a plan, entitled "The Old Town", was adopted by way of Resolution
X11/131/11 of the Krakdéw City Council of 13 April 2011 and it applies to the area of the Old Town within
the Planty Krakowskie park and the Wawel Hill. The main aim of the plan is to preserve cultural,
landscape and historic values of the urban layout of the Old Town and the Wawel Hill. In the nearest
future, it is planned to draw up a local spatial development plan for the urban layout of Kazimierz, so that
the whole World Heritage site was covered by this form of legal protection.

Local plans are adopted in accordance with the Act of 27 March 2003 on spatial planning and land development (Journal of Laws No. 80 of 2003 item 717).
http://www.bip.krakow.pl/2dok id=45241

Heritage protection has been also provided for in other auxiliary planning and programming documents:

1. “the study of the condition and directions of spatial development for the city of Krakow",
adopted by the Krakéw City Council by way of Resolution No. XI1/87/03 of 16 April 2003, including e.g.
chapters entitled "Cultural environment" and "Preservation and creation of cultural heritage". The study
lays down the framework of operations relating to spatial planning until local spatial development plans
are adopted.

The study was adopted in accordance with the Act of 27 March 2003 on spatial planning and land development (Journal of Laws No. 80 of 2003 item 717).

At present, works are in progress to amend the "the study of the condition and directions of spatial development for the city of Krakéw". The works were initiated in
2007 in accordance with Resolution No. XVII1/229/07 of the Krakow City Council of 4 July 2007 on the amendment of the "Land use plan for the city of Krakow", and

they will end in 2014. http://www.bip.krakow.pl/?bip id=1&mmi=48

2. Matopolskie Region monuments protection programme for years 2010-2013 was drawn up by
the Malopolskie Province Assembly on the initiative of the Matopolskie Province Administration. In order
to preserve cultural heritage, the Region programme lays down the rule that measures aimed at retaining
the authenticity of historic structures and areas should be implemented and that the notion of authenticity
should be recognised as the main value of cultural heritage. The programme provides for
comprehensive protection of cultural heritage, as a result of which measures should be carried out to
prevent harmful and uncontrolled changes in cultural space.

The Region programme was drawn up in accordance with the Act of 23 July 2003 on the protection of monuments and the guardianship of monuments (Journal of
Laws No. 162 of 2003 item 1568).

http://www.malopolskie.pl/wydawnictwa/index.aspx?id=7

3. The whole area of Krakow is subject to the Krakéw municipality monuments protection programme for years 2010-2014, by means of which the municipality
aims to improve the condition of monuments, their restoration and exposure, which would enhance the attractiveness of the city and the competitiveness of the
offered tourist products. The programme also contributes to the broader than before use of the cultural heritage potential of Krakéw, in particular of the World
Heritage site. The municipality programme was drawn up in accordance with the Act of 23 July 2003 on the protection of monuments and the guardianship of
monuments (Journal of Laws 162 of 2003 item 1568).

http://www.bip.krakow.pl/_inc/rada/uchwaly/show_pdf.php?id=54831

Source: Periodic Reporting Cycle 1; Periodic Reporting Cycle 2

Comment
Point 3 "Culture park" should be supplemented with the culture park Kazimierz with Stradom, adopted by the Resolution No. LXXXI11/2368/22 of the Krakéw City
Council of 27 April 2022. Point 4 should be supplemented by local plans "Kazimierz" and "Stradom", so that the whole area recognised as a world heritage site is
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covered by local plans "Heritage protection” — points 1-3 should be updated Point 3 "Krakéw municipality monuments protection programme" is updated.

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

2022 / The culture park Kazimierz ze Stradomiem / The culture park was established pursuant to the Act of 23 July 2003 on the protection and care of historical monuments (Journal of Laws
2022, item 840 - Dz. U. 2022 poz. 840) / Resolution No. LXXXI11/2368/22 of the Krakéw City Council of 27 April 2022 on the establishment of a culture park named: “Culture Park Kazimierz
with Stradom”. /

http://edziennik.malopolska.uw.gov.pl/legalact/2022/3267/ - The Resolution on the establishment of the Culture Park Kazimierz with Stradom, includes provisions regulating the conduct of
construction works, commercial and service activities, operation of gastronomic terraces and rules regarding the possibility of placing signboards, billboards and advertising devices (also

on barges). The resolution also regulates the issue of transporting people by means of electrically-propelled free-driving vehicles (so-called meleks). The resolution also includes provisions
reflecting the demands of the residents of this part of Krakow, such as the introduction of restrictions on the operating hours of terraces and food trucks. The resolution was published on 4
May 2022 in the Official Journal of the Matopolska Voivodship under entry 3267 - Dziennik Urzedowy Wojewddztwa Matopolskiego pod pozycja 3267

2017 / Local spatial development plan for the area of "Kazimierz" / Local plans are adopted pursuant to the Act of 27 March 2003 on spatial planning and development (Journal of Laws
2023, item 977 - Dz. U. 2023 poz. 977) / RESOLUTION No. LXXXVII1/2145/17 of the Krakéw City Council of 8 November 2017 on adoption of the local spatial development plan for the
"KAZIMIERZ" area. Resolution announced in the Official Journal of the Matopolska Voivodship of 23 November 2017, item 7618. The plan is effective as of 8 December 2017 /
https://www.bip.krakow.pl/?dok_id=92971 - a local spatial development plan for the Kazimierz area of a protective nature. The aim of the plan is to protect the cultural, landscape and
historical values of the urban layout of the former town of Kazimierz.

2018/ Local spatial development plan of the "Stradom" area / Local plans are adopted under the Act of 27 March 2003 on planning and spatial development (Journal of Laws 2023, item 977
- Dz. U. 2023 poz. 977) / RESOLUTION No. XCl11/2443/18 of the Krakéw City Council of 24 January 2018 on adopting a local spatial development plan for the "STRADOM" area -
announced in the Official Journal of the Matopolska Voivodship of 5 February 2018, item 949 — Dziennik Urzedowy Wojewddztwa Matopolskiego z dnia 5 lutego 2018 r., poz. 949. The plan
is effective as of 20 February 2018. /

* www.bip.krakow.pl/?dok_id=95056 - a local spatial development plan for the Stradom area with a protective character. The aim of the plan is to protect the cultural, landscape and
historical values of the urban layout of the former Stradom suburb.

2022 / Voivode programme for the protection of historical monuments for the years 2022-2025 / The programme is based on the Act of 23 July 2003 on the protection and care of historical
monuments / RESOLUTION No. LVI/800/22 of the Matopolska Voivodship Sejmik of July 4, 2022 on adopting the Regional Programme of Monuments Protection in Matopolska for the
years 2022-2025 /

https://www.malopolska.pl/_userfiles/uploads/kultura%20i%20dziedzictwo/Zabytki/WPONZ%202022-2025.pdf - The programme was developed by the Marshal's Office of the Matopolska
Region together with a task force. Based on the evaluation of the previous editions of the programme and conclusions resulting from the diagnosis of the state of cultural heritage
resources, the mission of the programme was maintained: To nurture and restore the value of valuable elements of the cultural landscape of Matopolska, to create a sense of regional
identity, to strengthen civic responsibility for the cultural legacy of generations and to create a coherent system of protection and care for heritage.

2014 / "The study of conditions and directions for spatial development of the City of Krakéw" / The Study was adopted pursuant to the Act of 27 March 2003 on planning and spatial
development (Journal of Laws 2023, item 977 - Dz. U. 2023 poz. 977) / Resolution No. CXI1/1700/14 of 9 July 2014 on adoption of the amendment to the "Study of conditions and
directions for spatial development of the City of Krakéw" /

https://www.bip.krakow.pl/?bip_id=1&mmi=48 - The Study is prepared in order to determine the spatial policy of the city, including local spatial development principles. The study sets the
framework for spatial planning activities until the adoption of local spatial development plans. It contains, inter alia, chapters entitled "Condition of the culture environment" and "Protection
and development of culture heritage"

2018/ "This is where | want to live. Krakéw 2030. Krakow Development Strategy" / Resolution No. XCIV/2449/18 of the Krakéw City Council of 7 February 2018 r. on adopting document
"This is where | want to live. Krakéw 2030. Krakow Development Strategy" /
https://www.bip.krakow.pl/?bip_id=1&mmi=209

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
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

Municipality of Krakéw and its entities as the manager and owner of the site (urban space and some of the objects, the Royal Castle on Wawel Hill as the manager
of the Wawel Hill, owners/possessors of individual monuments included into the world heritage.

5.3.2 - Management System: Please indicate which of the various management tools listed below are used to help protect the property.
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A statutory Management Plan or zoning plan for the property.
Other forms of statutory or non-statutory plans (e.g. strategic plans)
Governance mechanisms that foster and respect traditional practices, knowledge and uses of the property

A management plan

5.3.3 - Please give a brief description of the management system currently in place at your property

5.3.4 - Management Documents

Comment

A management plan for the World Heritage Site is currently being developed. The plan will help in the efficient management of the most valuable area of the city, as
well as in the implementation of the policy of sustainable development of Krakéw. It will also support the management of the city's tourism, especially in the context
of the protection of the historic urban landscape and the preservation of locality.

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?
Some use has been made of 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.
An Integrated Centre for Heritage Management in Krakéw has been established in order to make agreements and issue opinions on events taking place in a
particularly valuable historical space of the city, among others inscribed on the UNESCO World Heritage List (including the buffer zone). The aim is also to develop a
joint vision for the protection of the city's historic assets. Recommendation on the HUL is also used in local plans.

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

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

5.3.9 - Has any use been made of the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties at the property ?
Some use has been made of the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties

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

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

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

5.3.13 - Is the management system being implemented?
The management system is being only partially implemented

5.3.14 - Is there an annual work/action plan and is it being implemented?
No annual work/action plan exists and it is not needed

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 »
5.3.15.2  Local authorities ®
5.3.15.3  Landowners in the property and the

buffer zone X
5.3.15.4 Indigenous peoples X
5.3.15.5 Women %
5.3.15.6  Other specific groups x
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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

5.3.16.1
5.3.16.2
5.3.16.3
5.3.16.4
5.3.16.5
5.3.16.6
5.3.16.7
5.3.16.8
5.3.16.9
5.3.16.10
5.3.16.11
5.3.16.12

5.3.16.13

Local communities

Local/Municipal authorities

Indigenous peoples

Landowners

Women

Youth/Children

Researchers

Local Visitors/Tourists

National/International tourists

Tourism Industry

Local businesses and industries

NGOs

Other specific groups

If you selected ‘Other specific groups’, please specify

Not applicable  Non-existent

Fair Good

X

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

53.17.1

5.3.17.2

5.3.17.3

5.3.17.4

5.3.17.5

5.3.17.6

The management system of the property contributes to gender equality

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

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

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

The management system of the property contributes to fostering inclusive local economic
development, and to enhancing livelihood

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

cultural diversity within and around the World Heritage property

Not No Limited  Significant

applicable contribution

x

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

Full
achievement

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.

6.1.1.1

6.1.1.2

6.1.1.3

6.1.1.4

Multilateral funding (GEF, World Bank, etc.)
Bilateral international funding
World Heritage Fund (International Assistance)

Contribution from other conventions and programmes

Historic Centre of Krakow

Project costs
0%
5%
0%

0%

Running costs

0%

0%

0%

0%
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6.1.1.5 International donations (NGOs, foundations, etc.) 0% 0%

6.1.1.6 Governmental (national/federal) 10 % 0%
6.1.1.7 Governmental (regional/provincial/state) 5% 0%
6.1.1.8 Governmental (local/municipal) 60 % 80 %
6.1.1.9 In-country donations (NGOs, foundations, etc.) 0% 0%
6.1.1.10 Individual visitor charges (e.g. entry, toilets, parking, camping fees, etc.) 0% 0%
6.1.1.11 Commercial activities (e.g. merchandising and catering, filming permit, concessions, etc.) 0% 0%
6.1.1.12 Other 20 % 20 %

Total 100 % Total 100 %

6.1.2 - Please comment here on any other aspects of funding sources not covered in the table above
"Other sources" are understood as expenditures incurred by the owners / managers for the maintenance of the monuments located within the historical centre of
Krakéw listed by UNESCO and constituting part of the world heritage.

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

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

6.1.5 - Comments, conclusion, and/or recommendations related to finance and infrastructure

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 50 % 50 %
6.1.6.2 Women 50 % 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 Good
Community participation and inclusion Fair

Risk preparedness Fair

Capacity development and education Good
Administration Good
Research and monitoring Good
Awareness raising and public information/communication Good
Marketing and promotion Good
Interpretation Good
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 Poor
Risk preparedness Poor
Capacity development and education Good
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Administration Good

Research and monitoring Good
Awareness raising and public information/communication Good
Marketing and promotion Good
Interpretation Fair
Visitor management/tourism Good
Enforcement (custodians, police) Fair

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.

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

6.1.13 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to human resources, expertise and training

7. Scientific Studies and Research Projects

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

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

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

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

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

Local/municipal authorities

Indigenous peoples

Good

Good

Not applicable

Landowners Good
Women Good
Youth/children Fair
Researchers Good
Local visitors Fair
National/international tourists Fair
Tourism industry Good
Local businesses and industries Fair
NGOs Fair

Other specific groups

If you selected ‘Other specific groups’, please describe

Historic Centre of Krakow

Not applicable
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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 limited and ad hoc education and awareness programme for children and/or youth
8.3 - Who are the target audiences for education and awareness programmes at your property?
Local communities
Landowners
Women
Youth/children
Local Visitors
National/international tourists
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 Poor

Site museum Good
Information booths Good
Guided tours Good
Trails/routes Fair
Printed information materials Good
Online (website, social media, etc.) Good
Transportation facilities Fair

Other Not needed

If ‘Other' is selected, please specify

8.5 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to education, information and awareness building
9. Visitor Management

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

Data not yet available. / 7 380 000 / 9 250 000 / 14 050 000 / 13 500 000 /

9.2 - What information sources are used to collect visitor statistics?
Other
Annual "Tourist Traffic Survey" and "Tourist Economy in Krakéw"

9.3 - What is the average length stay of a visitor to the World Heritage property?
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)
ok.75/25-75/5/4-11/-/-/

9.6 - Please provide the source of information

Costs of accommodation and meals based on widely available internet data on e.g. accommodation bookings. Transport - price of a 24-hour public transport ticket.
Admission fees - museum ticket prices. Recreation / souvenirs difficult to estimate, dependent on individual tourist preferences.

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

9.8 - Please provide any comments relating to the answer provided above in question 9.7
RESOLUTION No. LIV/1497/21 of the Krakéw City Council of 24 March 2021 on adopting the document "Sustainable Tourism Policy of Krakéw for 2021-2028"

9.9 - Is visitor use effectively managed to maintain the Outstanding Universal Value of the property?
There is some management of the visitor use of the World Heritage property
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9.10 - Is the effectiveness of tourism management regularly monitored?

Yes, using a different system

If a different system, please specify

Coroczne ,Badania Ruchu Turystycznego” oraz ,Gospodarka Turystyczna w Krakowie”

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

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

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

9.13 - At how many locations is the World Heritage emblem displayed at the property?
In many locations, but not easily visible to visitors

9.14 - How does visitor/tourism revenue (e.g. entry charges, permits) contribute to the management of the World Heritage property?
No fees are collected

9.15 - Are there locally driven sustainable tourism initiatives?
Yes

If 'Yes', please specify
RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE SUSTAINABLE TOURISM POLICY: Recommendation | - support for the development of the Krakéw tourism market: tailor-made;
Recommendation Il - counteracting the effects of tourism hypertrophy and balancing the sharing economy; Recommendation Il - support for the development of the
meetings industry (MICE); Recommendation 1V - coherent management of tourism identity and reputation; Recommendation V - integrated tourism marketing
communication; Recommendation VI - management of the night-time economy; Recommendation VIl - integration of culture and creative industries into the tourism
economy; Recommendation VIII - integration of stakeholders for conflict mitigation; Recommendation IX - new technologies in tourism. RESOLUTION No.
LIV/1497/21 of the Krakow City Council of 24 March 2021 on adoption of the "Sustainable tourism policy of Krakéw for 2021-2028"

9.16 - Are the benefits of tourism shared with local communities?
Yes

If 'Yes', please specify

Tourism in the area of the World Heritage Site brings economic benefits through, inter alia, job creation, supports a wide range of services, contributes to the
creation of the identity of the place and positively influences the maintenance of the monuments located in the historic centre of Krakéw

9.17 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to visitation/tourism/public use of the World Heritage property

10. Monitoring

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

10.2 - Is necessary information available in order to define key indicators for measuring the state of conservation and are they used in
monitoring how the Outstanding Universal Value of the property is being maintained?
Information on the values of the World Heritage property is sufficient to define key indicators, but this has not been done

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

Extend of indicators

Not No Indicators have been defined but are Indicators are in place and in use since the last
applicable indicators not yet in use Periodic Reporting cycle

10.3.1  State of conservation %4
10.3.2  Effectiveness of the management system %4
10.3.3  Character of governance %4
10.3.4  Appropriate synergy with other

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

10.4 - Please provide information on relevant key indicators adopted at the property
Plan zarzadzania miejscem $wiatowego dziedzictwa jest na korcowym etapie opracowania. W panie tym zostang okre$lone wskazniki monitorowania.

10.5 - Please rate the level of involvement in monitoring of the following groups:

World Heritage managers/coordinators and staff Not applicable
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Local/municipal authorities Not applicable

Local communities Not applicable
Indigenous peoples Not applicable
Landowners Not applicable
Women Not applicable
Researchers Not applicable
Tourism industry Not applicable
Local businesses and industry Not applicable
NGOs Not applicable

Other specific groups Not applicable

If you selected ‘Other specific groups’, please specify

10.6 - Has the State Party implemented relevant recommendations arising from the World Heritage Committee?
No relevant Committee recommendations to implement

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

10.8 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to Monitoring

11. Identification of Priority Management Needs

11.1 - Identification of Priority Management Needs

5.1

5.1.2

514

5.2

5.2.6

5.3

B35

5.3.7

5.3.9

5.3.11

5.3.12

5.3.13

5.3.17

6.1

6.1.3

6.1.7

6.1.10

6.1.12

7.2

Boundaries and Buffer Zones
The boundaries of the World Heritage property are known by the management authority but are not known by local communities/landowners

The buffer zones of the World Heritage property are known and recognised by the management authority but are not known and recognized by local X
communities/landowners

Protective Measures
There is acceptable capacity/resources to enforce legislation and/or regulation in the World Heritage property but some deficiencies of enforcement remain
Management System/Management Plan
Some use has been made of the Historic Urban Landscape Recommendation to develop policies and best practices for the protection of the property
No use has been made of the Policy Document on the Impacts of Climate Change on World Heritage Properties at the property
Some use has been made of the Strategy for Reducing Risks from Disasters at World Heritage Properties at the property
There is coordination between the range of administrative bodies involved in the management of the property, but it could be improved
The management system/plan is only partially adequate to maintain the property’s Outstanding Universal Value
The management system at the property is only being partially implemented
« In a limited manner, the management system of the World Heritage property does contribute to social inclusion and equity, improving opportunities
for all, irrespective of age, sex, disability, ethnicity, origin, religion or economic or other status
« In a limited manner, the management system of the World Heritage property does integrate a human rights-based approach
« In a limited manner, the management system of the World Heritage property does contribute to conflict prevention, including respect for cultural
diversity within and around the World Heritage property
Funding
The available budget is acceptable but could be further improved to fully meet the management needs of the World Heritage property
Human resources partly meet the management needs of the World Heritage property X
Some use has been made of the World Heritage Strategy for Capacity Development at the World Heritage property
There is no site-based capacity building plan or programme in place; management is implemented by external staff and skills are not transferred

Scientific Studies and Research Projects

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

Education, Information and Awareness Building

Historic Centre of Krakow 53 of 59



8.2

9.9

9.11

9.12

10

10.1

10.2

There is a limited and ad hoc education and awareness programme for children and/or youth

Visitor Management

There is some management of the visitor use of the World Heritage property

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

increase appreciation

The presentation and interpretation of the Outstanding Universal Value of the property is acceptable but improvements could be made

Monitoring

There is considerable monitoring at the World Heritage property but it is not directed towards management needs and/or improving understanding of Outstanding

Universal Value

Information on the values of the World Heritage property is sufficient to define key indicators, but this has not been done

Please select 4 more issues.

Bl Please save this question to reflect changes

12. Summary and Conclusions

12.1. Summary - Factors affecting the Property

12.1.1 - Summary - Factors affecting the Property

4.1

414

4.2

421

412’5

4.7

4.7.2

4.7.3

4.8

Buildings and Development

Criterion IV. Factor
with potential to
have a negative
impact on attribute
1and 2.

Major visitor
accommodation
and associated
infrastructure

Transportation Infrastructure

Ground Criterion IV. Increased
transport uncontrolled car traffic
infrastructure undesirably effect on

attributes 1, 2 and 4

Effects arising Criterion IV. Increased

from use of uncontrolled car traffic
transportation undesirably effect on
infrastructure attributes 1, 2 and 4.

Introduction of regulations for
accommodation facilities and
associated infrastructure.

b Regulations are

may introduced to restrict car
traffic within the World
Heritage Site. Measures
for public transport,
cycling

b * Regulations are

may introduced to restrict car
traffic within the World
Heritage Site. Measures
for public transport,
cycling

Local conditions affecting physical fabric

Criterion IV. Factor has
potentially negative
impact on attribute 2
(i.e. the state of
preservation of
individual monuments
contributing to the
World Heritage Site
(WHS)).

Relative
humidity

Criterion IV. Climate
change resulting in an
increase of temperature
has potentially negative
effect on attribute 2 (i.e.
the individual
monuments located in
the WHS and thus the
World Heritage Site).

Temperature

Social/Cultural uses of heritage

Historic Centre of Krakow

Conservatory works on
monuments are carried
out, but there is no
possibility to react at the
inscribed object to the
level of relative humidity

Conservation work on
monuments is being
carried out, but there is a
lack of capacity at the
inscribed object (Listed
Good) level to react to
temperature changes.

Public administration activity.

Continuous monitoring
and ongoing response of
responsible institutions.

Continuous monitoring
and ongoing response of
responsible institutions.

« Monitoring of conservation
condition of monuments (ongoing
maintenance by users) and
conservation services (inspections
and recommendations).

Survey of the state of
conservation of the
objects with the highest
cultural values.

On-going

on-going

on-going

on-going

on-going

Municipality of Krakéw

Roads Management Board,
Municipality of Krakéw

Roads Management Board,
Municipality of Krakéw

Owners/users of
monuments, conservation
services (voivodship and
municipal conservator of
monuments) and others.

Entities responsible for different
objects included in the asset
(continuing maintenance by users)
and conservation services

(inspections and recommendations).
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4.8.2 Society's Criterion IV. Factor Relevant resolutions of the Verifying of the use of the on-going
valuing of influencing attribute 2, Krakéw City Council aimed historic monument and public
heritage 3and 4. at preserving historical space by administrative
heritage values and bodies.
reducing negative
interferences
4.85 Identity, social Criterion IV. Factor Relevant resolutions of Monitoring of the on-going
cohesion, influencing attributes: 2, the Krakéw City Council population in the World
changesinlocal 3and4. aimed at reducing Heritage Site area,
population and negative changes in the changes in the local
community local community using community.
the WHS.
4.8.6 Impacts of Criterion IV. Factor Implementation of the Tourist traffic on-going
tourism/Visitation/Recreation  influences attributes Sustainable Tourism Policy of survey.
1,2,3and 4. Krakéw for 2021-2028.
4.10 Climate change and severe weather events
4.10.1 Storms Criterion IV. Windstorms Ongoing response in case  Monitoring the weather On-going
may cause damage to of windstorms. conditions.
individual monuments
located in the historic
centre of Krakéw and
thus negatively affected
the WHS itself - attribute
land 2.
4.13 Management and institutional factors
4.13.6 Human Criterion IV. Factor Analysis of data on Analysis of data on on-going
resources influences all management effectiveness management effectiveness.
attributes. of the World Heritage Site

resulting in possible
changes in staffing
structure.

Municipality of Krakéw,
conservation services
(voivodship and municipal
conservator of monuments).

Municipality of Krakéw

Municipality of Krakéw

Owners of individual
properties, fire brigade,
Emergency Management
Centre, Greenspace
Authority.

Municipality of Krakéw,
Voivodship Office

Summary - Factors affecting the Property completed

12.2. Summary - Management Needs

12.2.1 - Summary - Management Needs
51 Boundaries and Buffer Zones

Actions

The buffer zones of the
World Heritage property
are known and
recognised by the
management authority
but are not known and
recognized by local
communities/landowners

5.1.4 Introducing records in the
city's information materials, as
well as signage of the WHS in

the field.

Timeframe

5 years.

6.1 Funding
6.1.7 Human * Analyse data on the effectiveness of the 5 years
resources management of the WHS resulting in possible
partly meet the changes to the staffing structure.
management
needs of the
World Heritage
property
8 Education, Information and Awareness Building
8.2 There is a Implementation of the provisions of the World Heritage 5 years

limited and ad
hoc education
and awareness
programme for
children and/or
youth

Site Management Plan once adopted.

9 Visitor Management

Historic Centre of Krakow

Lead agency (and others More info / comment

involved)

Municipality of Krakéw -

Municipality of Krakéw -

Urzad Miasta Krakowa, szkoty, przedszkola, -
muzea i instytucje kultury itp.
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9.12 The Introduction of records in the city's information 5 years Municipality of Krakéw -
presentation materials.
and
interpretation of
the Outstanding
Universal Value
of the property
is acceptable
but
improvements
could be made

10 Monitoring

10.1 There is Implementation of the provisions of the World Heritage 5 years Municipality of Krakéw -
considerable Site Management Plan once adopted
monitoring at
the World
Heritage
property but it is
not directed
towards
management
needs and/or
improving
understanding
of Outstanding
Universal Value

10.2 Information on » Implementation of the provisions of the World 5 years Municipality of Krakéw =
the values of Heritage Site Management Plan once adopted.
the World
Heritage
property is
sufficient to
define key
indicators, but
this has not
been done

Summary - Management Needs completed

12.3. Conclusions on the State of Conservation of the Property

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

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

12.3.3 - Following the analysis undertaken for this report, what is the current state of the World Heritage property’s Outstanding
Universal Value?
The World Heritage property's Outstanding Universal Value has been maintained.

12.3.4 - What is the current state of the property's other values?
Other important cultural and/or natural values are being partially degraded but the state of conservation of the World Heritage property has not been significantly
impacted

12.3.5 - Comments. conclusions and/or recommendations related to the state of conservation of the property.

13. Impact of World Heritage Status

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

Conservation Very positive
Research and monitoring Positive
Management effectiveness Positive
Quality of life for local communities and indigenous peoples Positive
Recognition Very positive
Education Positive
Infrastructure development No impact
Funding for the property Very positive
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International cooperation Very positive

Political support for conservation Very positive
Legal/Policy framework Very positive
Advocacy Very positive
Institutional coordination Positive
Security Not applicable
Gender equality Not applicable
Provision of ecosystem services/ benefits to local communities Not applicable
Social inclusion and equity, and improvement of opportunities for all, irrespective of age, sex, disability, ethnicity, origin, religion, or Positive

economic or other status

Fostering inclusive local economic development and enhancing livelihood Positive
Contributing to conflict prevention, including respect for cultural diversity within and around heritage properties Positive
Other Not applicable

If ‘Other’, please specify

13.2 - Comments, conclusions and/or recommendations related to World Heritage status and its impacts

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

14.1 - Example of good practice in World Heritage protection, identification, conservation or management at the property level

14.2 - Define which topics are covered by this example of best practice at the property level

State of Conservation
Management

Capacity Building
15. Assessment of the Periodic Reporting Exercise

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

Monitoring and reporting

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

entities
State Party No follow-up
Site Managers Fair
UNESCO World Heritage Centre No follow-up
Advisory Bodies (ICOMOS, IUCN, ICCROM) Fair

15.2. Use of Data

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

Awareness raising

Historic Centre of Krakow
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Advocacy

15.2.2 - Comments on use of data from the Cycle of Periodic Reporting

15.3. Timing and resources

15.3.1 - Entities involved in the filling out of this online questionnaire (tick as many boxes as applicable)

Governmental institutions responsible for cultural and natural heritage

Site Manager/Coordinator World Heritage property staff

15.3.2 - Has a gender balanced contribution and participation been considered in the filling out of this questionnaire?

Gender balance has not been explicitly considered or implemented in the process.

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

No

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

20/10/80/

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

Additional resources

15.35.1 Human resources

15.35.2 Financial resources for organizing consultation meetings/ training

15.4. Format and content of the Periodic Report

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

15.4.2 - Was the questionnaire easy to use and clear to understand?

154.2.1 Ease of use of questionnaire

15.4.2.2 Clarity of questions

15.4.3 - Please provide suggestions for improvement of the Periodic Reporting questionnaire

15.5. Training and Guidance

Very Difficult  Difficult

No Yes

Easy Very easy

X

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

UNESCO World Heritage Centre

UNESCO (other sectors/field offices)

UNESCO National Commission

ICOMOS International

IUCN International

ICCROM international/regional

ICOMOS national/regional

IUCN national/regional

Poor

No support

No support

Not applicable

Not applicable

Not applicable

Not applicable

Not applicable

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

UNESCO World Heritage Centre

State Party Representative (national Focal Point)

UNESCO other sectors (e.g. field office)

National Commission for UNESCO

ICOMOS International

ICCROM International/regional

Historic Centre of Krakow

Not applicable

Good

Not applicable

Not applicable

Not applicable

Not applicable

58 of 59



ICOMOS national/regional Not applicable
IUCN national/regional Not applicable

IUCN International Not applicable

15.5.3 - Were the online training resources prepared by the World Heritage Centre regarding Periodic Reporting adequate for you to
complete this questionnaire?
Not applicable (i.e. | did not use these resources)

15.5.4 - If you found that the online training resources were not adequate, what changes would you like to see implemented?

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

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

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