Summary Report of the Coordination Meeting of the European and North America Region on World Heritage Periodic Reporting

UNESCO Headquarters, 9 March 2005

1. Opening of the meeting and welcome by the Director of the World Heritage Centre

Mr Bandarin warmly welcomed the participants of the Coordination meeting. He highlighted important points to be taken into account by the Committee for the Reflection Year in 2007, for which funds were allocated. The discussion focused on the links between the Berlin meeting to discuss the European Action Plan and Regional Programme (7-11 November 2005) and the Reflection Meeting Mr Bandarin referred to for a selected group of experts from all parts of the world. It was agreed that ideally it could be scheduled after the Berlin meeting.

Mr Bandarin also emphasized on lessons learnt from all regions, inputs for a system to be used by all other parts of the world, benefits of Periodic Reporting and links with reactive monitoring.
2. Welcome by the Chairperson of the Working Group, Mr Fejérdy, and the Rapporteur, Mr Young

The Chairperson thanked the Director for his words and welcomed the group for the working session to get to results needed in a short timeframe. He underlined the problems of Europe, its diversity, cultural, historical and linguistic. He also stated that a new grouping may be appropriate.

The Rapporteur added his welcome and agreed to the 

3. European and North American Periodic Reporting: Status/ Progress report and strategy 

Ms Rössler gave an overview of the situation, highlighting the fact that 100% of the reports were received electronically by February 2005 and that 6 reports were missing with a signed original hardcopy. This can bee seen as a full success of the tool as such a high participation was not reached in any of the other regions.

3.1 North America 

Ms Rössler informed that participants that the synthesis report for North America, which was completely prepared by both States Parties, had been submitted and was provided to the Advisory Bodies for comments on 25 February 2005. The working document 11A was therefore ready (in English and French) and just needed a Draft Decision in the Committees format. Concerning the information document it needed clarification with the POL unit as it was provided on CD by the 2 States Parties. The meeting agreed to look at the results and structure of the very concise report.

3.2 Western Europe (Ms Campo, Ms Manz, Ms Ringbeck, Ms Tournoux, Mr Young)
Ms Manz informed that the country data sheets were ready as prepared by Ms Campo. In order to be considered finalized, they would need harmonization with the existing ones from other sub-regions. The synthesis report is in its early stages, Ms Tournoux having started work on 1 March 2005. Concerning the country data sheets, a major question is how to list the large number of inscribed sites in the Western European (and Mediterranean) countries.

As to the sub-regional report of the three German-speaking countries Germany, Austria, and Switzerland, Ms Ringbeck informed that work could only start in March due to delayed submittal of the official Section I reports of some of the countries. She further enquired in which way the report would be integrated into the sub-regional report on Western Europe. The work is progressing and should be finalized by 31 March 2005.

3.3 Mediterranean European Region (Ms Lisitzin, Ms Manz, Ms Tzigounaki, Mr Young)

Ms Manz informed that both the country data sheets and first draft of the synthesis report have been received from Ms Lisitzin.  Concerning the country data sheets, they would need harmonization with the existing ones of the Eastern European sub-regions in order to be considered finalized. As for the Western European countries, a major question is how to list the large number of inscribed sites in the Mediterranean countries.

The work is progressing and should be finalized by 31 March 2005.

3.4 Central and South Eastern Europe (Mr Fejérdy, Ms Ohinata, Ms Szucs)

Both the country data sheets and the first draft of the synthesis report for Central and South Eastern Europe have been completed. The draft synthesis report would need to be revised to follow the structure of the report common to other sub-regions for the deadline of 31 March 2005. Given the diversity of the sub-region as well as its changing social-political context, the submitted reports reflects a general lack of institutional memory concerning World Heritage as well as different ways in which certain terminologies (e.g. NGOs, international cooperation, services) were interpreted. There will be a training workshop for this sub-region on the preparation of Section II of the Periodic Reporting exercise in Slovakia in 14-17 April 2005. 

3.5 Eastern Europe (Mr Metreveli, Ms Ohinata)


The complete submission of Section I of the Periodic Reports from this sub-region is an achievement, given the general lack of capacity in Eastern Europe. Both the country data sheets and the draft of the synthesis report for Eastern Europe have been completed. The synthesis report is particularly well illustrated with charts and tables. The Russian World Heritage Committee, which had initiated a network of focal points in the sub-region in May 2004, has requested the sub-regional synthesis report to be shared through the network in order to provide comments.  

3.6 Northern Europe & Baltic Region (Ms Sayn-Wittgenstein)

The responsibility for the preparation of the synthesis report on the Nordic and Baltic Region has been with the Nordic World Heritage Foundation who contracted a Finnish consultant for this work. Ms Sayn-Wittgenstein gave update information on this draft synthesis report which was sent to the Centre in February 2005 as well as the country data sheets, noting that only the Baltic Countries made recommendations for follow-up actions whereas the Nordic Countries made no comments for follow-up.

With regard to the information contained in Chapter 3, the analysis of the reports by States Parties in that sub-region is very sketchy and may need some revision. Not many tables have been included and no graphs have been presented in the document to illustrate some of the results of the report.  

4. Overall report including graphs & statistics, recommendations and Action Plan

The meeting discussed in detail:

· the datasheets (should they be part of the publication or the Information Document INF 11B?)

· key questions to be sent to the AB s by 31 March together with the subregional synthesis reports (see ANNEX I)

· as well as other issues to be considered (ANNEX II)

The meeting also highlighted the issue of the methodology of the report preparation and to give inputs to a potentially adapted format to integrate the issues from Annex II. It also came to the conclusion of certain common points in Europe including:

· quite a number of countries with many WH sites, subject to the same pressures

· impacts of federal/semi-federal systems

· emerging new systems (regional identity, e.g. Wales, Corsica)

· evolving new EU…

· legal/policy reform in Eastern Europe

The statistical evaluation and graphic comparison of the data received through the Periodic Reporting exercise is currently being carried out. A user friendly, flexible, and comprehensive electronic tool has been developed and made available for the experts preparing the sub-regional and regional analysis. The experts were also strongly recommended to give the Centre a comprehensive feedback concerning the questionnaire and its electronic implementation. The question was raised on how to communicate mistakes in the information given by the focal points to the concerned States Parties. It is essential, also in a long term perspective, to decide who will be responsible for correction and update of the information given in the Periodic Report exercise. This should be preferably the States Parties, i.e. focal points, in particular as the Centre has no means and staff to do it.
5.  
Timeframe, preparation of documents and presentation at 29 COM

The meeting agreed to the updated timeframe (ANNEX III) and to 2 hours presentation at the Committee session (1 NA with Ms Hoffman/Ms Cameron, 1 EUR with Mr Fejerdy/Mr Young), which would mean 30 min presentations and 30 min discussion on each part. In addition to lunch hour presentation 1,5 h is foreseen to give time to the subregional presentations.

The meeting also discussed that Section I should be made publicly available on the web after the Committee session, as one action to be agreed by the Committee (to solve the issue of the HEREIN cooperation requested by the last meeting with the European States Parties). Ms Ringbeck agreed to raise the issue at the Helsinki meeting of HEREIN.

Other tasks the meeting discussed:

1. Prepare points for the Action Plan for the Berlin Meeting

2. Prepare a meeting on funding potential

3. Review issues with the legal advisor (LA) e.g. for country succession etc. Ex-Yugoslavia
6. 
Other business

The Chairperson reminded the participants of the timing for Section II and the Circular Letter which had already been distributed.
7.Closure of the meeting

The Chairperson thanked all participants for their substantive contributions and thanked the Centre for hosting the coordination meeting and for organizing a dinner party.

Annex 1

Key questions to be send by e-mail on 31 March 2005 to the Focal Points and Advisory Bodies:

Please review the enclosed document of the Regional Synthesis Report and provide your comments by return e-mail to the World Heritage Centre. Please concentrate on the following key issues:

1. Provide inputs towards the subregional Action Plan as well as the overall European Action Plan and potential follow-up programmes;

2. How do you see your active involvement for the Section II (site specific reports)? Would you prefer to have an e-mail discussion of the working group (Chair, Rapporteur, all focal points, Advisory Bodies and World Heritage Centre) or do you have another suggestion?

3. Do you have any specific suggestions for the Reflection Year 2007 and the follow-up of the first reporting cycle by the World Heritage Committee?

4. Do you have any comments about a potential synergy/overlap of Periodic Reporting and Reactive Monitoring processes?

Concerning the enclosed datasheets per country, please keep in mind that these datasheets have to be very concise and provide an overview of the situation per country for Section I.

5. Kindly inform us about any major factual errors by return e-mail;

Annex II

List of issues which came out of the discussion:

· what does the absence of certain information mean 

· no institutional memory

· change in World Heritage cooperation over the past 30 years (dynamic system)

· change in vision of sites (from monumental to landscape approach)

· World Heritage and national identity (big/small countries)

· Pressure of nominating sites (difference to all other regions)

· Legal issues: Impacts of  federal/semi-federal systems

· Difference in natural and cultural heritage legislation (is this truly 

· European evolution: EU, Council of Europe, EC (evolving system) and post-soviet evolution in Eastern Europe (with major effects on heritage conservation)

· Impact of European legislation (environmental/cultural)

· Diversity of Europe (cultural, linguistic….)

· …..

Issues which need to be clarified for conclusions of subregional + synthesis report:

· type of actions to be recommended: should be first look at issues or should we propose already actions to be integrated into an overall action plan in 2006

· questions for Berlin Meeting

· What about questions which do not come up in section II, including State level, EU impacts, legislation, and European cooperation in general?

· Do we propose another subdivision for Europe/World in the future?

· Do we ask for a specific EU Programme for World Heritage or a specific cooperation for European heritage?

· Do we ask for a specific cooperation among sub-regional (other groupings?) of countries?

