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INTi~ODU CTI ON 

1. The second session of the Intergovern~ental Committee for the 
Protection of the World Cultural and Natural heritage (hereinafter 

referred to as "the Comllli ttee") '.'las held in ~vashinr;ton f.rom 5 to 8 Se11te~nber 
1978. The session was attended by the following members of the World 
!~eritace Committee: A~stralia, Canada, Ecuador, Egypt, France, ~ederal 
Tiepublic of Germany, Iran, Iraq, Nigeria, Poland, Tunisia, United States 
of America and YuJoslavia. 

2. Representatives of the International Centre fo~ Conservation, the 
International Council of Honuments and Sites, and the International 

Union for Cor.serva tion "6f Nature and Natural ·Resot~·rces (hereinafte-r referred 
to as "ICCH0i1111

, "ICO~~OS" and "IUCN" respectively) attended the ::1eeting in 
an advisory capacity. 

3· Observers from five States Farties to the Convention not ::1er~bers 
of the Committee, na~ely Brazil, Morocco, Panama, Switzerland and 

the Syrian Arab Re9u~lic, also attended the session, as well as observers 
fro:-n ten international govern:-~1ental and non-t:;overnmental or:;anizations 
and a wider public audience. 

4. The full list of participants will be found in Annex III to this 
report. 

OPENING OF T!~ SESSION 

5. The second session of the Committee was opened by its Chair~an, 
Hr. Firouz Ba[~herzadeh. In \-Jelcon:ing ~ne:(!bers of the Commit tee, 

representatives of advisory oreanizations and all other p~rticipants, 
he recalleci the great progress already achieYed in the implei:'lentation 
of the Convention thanks to the efforts of the States Parties, Eureau 
rne~bers, the Secretariat and the advisory organizations. He concluded 
by expressing his confidence that the session vould be both fruitful and 
enjoyable. 

6. Hr. David Hales, Deputy Assistant Secretary for Fisl1 and \·/ildlife 
and Parks, Depart~ent of the Interior, welco~ed dele~ates to 

;dashington on behalf of the United States of Ar1erica. Ee conveyed to the 
Co~~~ittee a written message from the ~resident o! tte United States of 
A~erica, Ji~my Carter, the text of which is given in Annex I. The 
Co;m.:ittee c~reatly ap:-:~reciated t~-:e :personal :::essa.:;e fro~-: t1:e Fresident of 
tl-,e ur.i ted States of A:-:1erica and requested tLe c:-.air;:tan to convey to the 
President its gratitude for t:Le !llessac;e ~-lith ~:hie:: he had honoured t~~e 

opening of the second session. 

7. Tte Deputj Assistant Director General for O~erations (Culture and 
ColJ1l:;unica tion) responded on £;ehal f of tb.e Director General of UNESCt • 
~r. bolla expressed UNESCO's sincere appreciation for the invitation ~y 
the Government of the United States of America to hold the second se~cion 
in Hasl:inr;ton. In creetine rternbers of the Co:-11!rli ttee and vdshing tLe1.1 
saccesG in their work, he indicated the i~portant role of international 
orf;anizations such as UNDP, uN:6?, Il~RD, IDB, Wl'P, Of: .. S and ALECSO in 

us.u EU.tWliS.111,,.&,2Uk X£11&& . U.G&MA.~ZUZ a::az eu wean:;;; 
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~roviding crucial au~port to conservation measures. In this context, 
he also exuressed UNESCO's cratitude to the host country for its 
ir .. tellectu;_l and financial su:?:~ort to a number of conservation projects 
througtout .the world. lie tl.en reported on the present situatio~ rezardinc 
the Convention concerninG t~e Protection of the Jorld Cultural and Natural 
}~eri taJe (hereinafter referred to as "the Convention"). ~·orty ( 40) i·ie:,~ber 
States of UNESCO had ratified or accepted tte Convention as of 23 Aucust 
1970 and other Ne:uber States \vere about to do so. T~nls the Co:.J~::i t tee uould 
be enlar~ed to twenty-one ~e~~ers, as provided for under t~e Convention, 
when t~e next election to the Co~mittee took ~lace on 24 NoveGber 1973, 
at the second General Asse~bly of States Parties to the Convention to be 
held durinG t1e next General Conference o: UNESCG. He continued with an 
analysis of the geoGraphical distribution of.States Parties to t~e Conven
tion and ~ointed out that nine States Parties belonged to the Arab Region, 
eicht to the ~frican Region, eight to the Western Euro~ean and North 
ALerican Resion, seven to the Central and Latin American Region, five to 
the Asian and three to the Eastern European Her;ions. i·lr. Bolla noted tl-:.at, 
while this distribution was a fairly balanced one, still greater efforts 
would have to be ~ade to increase further the n1lmber of States Parties, 
particularly in the Asian and Eastern European regions. ife then hish
lighted the fact that a nuuber of outstanding cultural and natural 'Jro"?er
ties had already been nominated by States Parties for inclusion in ~he
World Heritage List, which set a high standard for the future designation 
of ?roperties for t~e List. In reviewin~ the ~resent financial situation 
of the '~:orld :.Ieri tase Fr.nd, 1:e stressed the crucial i~portance of voluntary 
contributions to the lund. i~. Bolla then expressed the O?inion that tte 
tiue had probably not yet co~e to launch a world-wide ~ass media ca~paign 
aii:led at tr.e r;eneral pul,lic for :9ublici~lne the Convention, as tl:.is ~!iizht 

be ~ore effective when a ereater nuMber of concrete achieve~ents could be 
shown. In this connection, ~r. Della stressed t~e inportance of startinc 
irn~ediately with o~erations under the Convention and he sucsested that 
necesse.ry action 11e taken Hi thout dela~r to enhance 1cnohrledo;e of the 
Co~1vention aL!Oll[; decision-mai~ers in all Ner~t,er States of UNESGO. hot..,ever, 
-;.Jreparatory 1r10r~~ should already com:!lence to )lan ft1.ture inforr:1ation 
activities intended for tl1e general ;)Ublic. Finally, ~~r. Iolla recalled 
t~at the Co~~ittee had so far adopted all its decisions witt the f~ll 
consensus of all its :l'le~~,;ers. ~~e concluded ~-Ji th t£-.e hope that the decisions 
adopted at this session would also be unani~ous. 

I. ADuPriUN O.tt' l'LE AGENDA 
g. The Chn.ir::.:an in vi ted t:-.e !: 1 e~.1ters of the Cor!1:1i ttee to exa::1ine tLe 

provisional asenda Jrepared by t~e Secretariat. At the request of 
~·:~e11oern of tLe Cou::i1i t tee 1 ttm ~·1eu i te. :s \::ere adc'.ed to tl:e a.:;enda: 
"Hevision of the itules of Procedure" and "4{evie\·r oi' the ?rocedure for 
Noninatio~s to the List of ·\~orld iieri tage in Dan~~er." 

9. With the above additions, the a~enda vas ado?ted. 

II. .ctEVISION 0~, THE HULES OF FHOCEDU~E 

10. 'l'he CoJ!~~.:i ttee discussed the need to increase the nur:1ber of officers 
constituting the bureau in vie~.:r of tL.e greater uorkload of the 

Bureau in the future. Co!~1L1i ttee rae;(lbers also felt that a larger number of 
officers would be advisable to allow for: 
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(i) better representation of geographical regions in the Bureau; and, 

(ii) enhanced expertise for both natural and cultural properties. 

Having also in mind that the membership of the Committee itself would be 
increased from 15 to 21 delegates at the second General Assembly, the 
Committee agreed to elect henceforth 7 officers for the Bureau which would 
then consist of the Chairman, five Vice-Chairmen and the Rapporteur. 

ll. The Committee amended Articles 12ol and 13 of the Rules of 
Procedure accordingly. 

III. ELECTION OF THE CHAIRMAN, VICE-CHAIRMEN AND RAPPORTEUR 

12. The Committee elected by acclamation Mr. David Hales (USA) as its 
Chairman. The Committee then proceeded to elect by acclamation 

the delegates of Ecuador, Egypt, France, Iran and Nigeria, as Vice-Chairmen, 
and Professor Krzysztof Pawlowski (Poland), as Rapporteur. The new 
Chairman then called for a standing ovation to thank Mr. Firouz Bagherzadeh 
for the excellent leadership he had provided to the Committee durinc the 
past yearo 

IV. CONSIDERATION OF A DRAFT TEXT OF A STANDARD AGREEMENT BETWEEN THE 
WORLD HERITAGE COHMITTEE AND STATES RECEIVING TECHNICAL COOPERATION 

13. At. the first session of the Committee it had been agreed that a 
draft text of the standard acreement would be prepared by the 

Secretariat. Subsequently, a first draft was submitted to the Bureau by 
the Secretariat. The Bureau recommended that the proposal of the Secretariat 
be considered by the Committee. 

14. After presentation of this background by the former Rapporteur, the 
Committee discussed the draft text in depth (document CC-78/CONF.Ol0/5). 
The delegate of Canada pointed out that the Treaty Section of the Depart
mnnt of Foreign Affairs of his country had carefully examined the proposed 
draft text and found it unacceptable, in particular because the Convention· 
provided only for arrangements and not agreements for technical cooperation 
with States Parties. However, several delegates expressed their views on 
this matter and saw no obstacleo to concluding such agreements. In addressing 
this point, Mr. Bolla drew attention to Article 26 of the Convention which 
stipulates the establishment of "agreements" for technical cooperation with 
States Parties. The Committee, after reviewing and .commenting on each 
article of the draft agreement, asked·the Secretariat to take note of~~ 
the observations made by the delegates and to elaborate a new, less detailed 
text for consid3ration by the Committee at its next session. It was also 
noted that the new text should be formulated in such a way as to accommodate 
the specific requirements and practice of States Parties. In doing so 
UNESCO's general principles for the provision of technical cooperation should 
be retained. 

15. Until the adoption of such an agreement by the Committee, UNESCO's 
rules and procedures would be followed in the provision of technical 

cooperation to States Parties. 

16. The Committee expressed the wish that the Secretariat, in the prepara
tion of a new draft agreement, take note of tho following· obser

vations and recommendations made by delegates during the discussion: 
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17. With regard to Article 2 paragraph 5: 
The delegate of Poland recommended rewording to avoid obligation to 

meet expenses (for instance, for medical treatment) in convertible currency 
for countries with a non-convertible currency. Several delegates considered 
that governments should be encouraged to employ the fellow to the extent 
possible upon his return, in the field for which he has been trained under 
the fellowship rather than to force governments to do so as a condition 
sine qua nono 

18. With regard to Article 3, as the delegate of Canada pointed out, not 
all States Parties had adhered to the Convention on the Privileges and 
Im~unities of Specializ~d Agencies of the UN system. He therefore recom
mended that the wortlinc of Article 3 be reconsidered by taking into account 
specific regulations by which some of the States Parties might be bound. 

19. With regard to paragraph 3 of Article 3, the delegate of the United 
States of Aoerica reqbestdd that the stipulation not to impose 

~oonercial bank charges should be reconsidered as it might be difficult to 
apply this clause in some countries. 

20. With regard to paragraph ~ of Article 3, the delegate of Canada 
expressed doubt that the "save harmless clause" would be an appro

priate provision, as its legal value from the point of view of his govern
ment was questionable. 

21. Article 4 should also contain a provlslon for the use in the 
agreement of the official language(s) of the country receiving 

assistance. 

22. As regards paragraph 3 of Article 4, the delegate of Canada recom-
mended the following clause: "In the event of termination, the 

undertakings assumed in this arrangement will continue to apply to the 
extent necessary to permit the orderly withdrawal of personnel and funds 
and the settlement of accounts, provided that in no case will the arrange
ment continue to apply for a period longer than (- x - months or years)." 

23. The Committee invited other members who wished to comment on the 
draft text to transmit their observations to the Secretariat by 

31 December 1978. These comments would be circulated by the Secretariat 
to all members of the Committee and would be taken into account in the 
preparation of a revised text to be considered by the Committee at its 
third session. 

V. EXAMINATION OF THE FORM AND PERIODICITY OF PUBLICATION OF THE WORL• 
HERITAGE LIST, THE LIST OF vJORLD HERITAGE IN DANGEH AND THE LIST 
OF PROPERTIES FOR WHICH TECHNICAL COOPERATION IS GRANTED 

24. The Committee followed the recommendation of the Bureau and agreed 
to publish and disseminate annually the World Heritage List, the 

World Heritage in Danger List and the list of properties for which technical 
cooperation is granted from the World Heritage Fund as combined lists.(see 
document CC-78/CONF.Ol0/6). It was pointed out that this arrangement would 
allow for timely updating af these lists after each annual session of the 
Committee. 
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25. The representative of ICOMOS and the delegate of France drew the 
attention of the Committee to the introductory part to the World 

Heritage List in which some terms used in the French text did not corres
pond to the English text. In order to overcome this the Committee adopted 
the following changes in the French text: the crituria against which 
cultural properties would be evaluated, which are set out in point a) (ii) 
should read"··· sur le developpement de l'architecture, de la sculpture 
monumentale, de la conception des jardins et paysages, des arts connexes, 
des conceptions de l 1 urbanisme au de 1 1 habitat ••• " instead of "··· sur le 
developpement ulterieur de 1 1archjtecture, de la sculpture monumentale, 
de la conception des jardins et des paysages, des arts connexes ou de 
l'habitat •o•"• 

Point a) (v) should read"··· formes d 1 habitats humains traditionnels ou 
de conceptions urbanistiques .... " instead of" .... formes d 1 habi:tats humains 
traditionnels ••• ". Upon the Rapporteur's proposal, the Committee decided 
to amend also the corresponding English text in order to add the same 
clarifications. 

VI. CONSIDERATION OF PUBLIC INFOR~~TION ACTIVITIES 

26. The former Rapporteur presented the views of the Bureau on this 
matter. He pointed out that the Bureau agreed that consideration 

should be given urgently to a general ongoing publicity ca~paign to promote 
the objectives of the Convention and the work of the Committee. Such a 
campaign would help to inform the public of the importance of conserving the 
world heritage, accelerate ratifications by Member States of the Convention, 
stimulate contributions to the \·Jorld Heri ta.-~e Fund, and generally start 
fulfilling the educational mandate outlined in the Convention. 

27. After considerable discussion, the Committee agreed to form a sub-
~ Committee for in-depth study of future public information and educa-
tional activities of the Committeee 

28. The Chairman then nominated Mr. Peter Bennett as Chairman and 
t appointed the delegates of Ecuador, France, Iran, Iraq, USA and 
representatives of the advisory organizations as members of the sub
Committee. 

29. In reporting on the work of the sus~Committee, its Chairman outlined 
the objectives of the proposed public information programme, in the follow
ing terms. Firstly 1 the programme should focus upon the aims of the Con
vention, the work of the Committee, the cr·iteria for the inclusion of sites 
in the World Heritage List and the types of assistance available to States 
under the Convention, providing examples of assistance already granted; 
the World Heritage List should be de-emphasized until such time as there 
were sufficient sites on the List to make it appear truly representative of 
the world's heritage. Secondly, the programme should be at two levels, 
international and national. At the international level, UNESCO, ICOMOS, 
ICCROM and IUCN channels and facilities should be used. At the national 
level, States adhertng to the Convention should be encouraged to promote 
the Convention through their governmental machinery. The Canadian Govern
ment Booklet on the Convention, distributed to delegates, was noted as a 
good example of a national governmental initiative. The assistance of 
non-governmental organizations in each State should also be enlisted by 
States to promote the objectives of the Convention; these would irtclude 
not only the national committees of international organizations such as ...... 
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ICOMOS and IUCN, but also other conservation-~riented non-governmental 
organizations. The Chairman of the sub-Committee then proceeded to present 
suggestions for a three-year public information programmeD 

30. After discussing the proposed programme, the Committee decided that 
the following three activities would be undertaken during the forth

coming ~e~r and authorized expenditure of up to $30,000 for that purpose 

(a) a brochure in five UNESCO languages (Arabic, English, French, 
Russian and Spanish) aimed primarily at opinion-makers in 
States not yet adhering to the Convention, to describe the 
objectives of the Convention, the criteria for nominations to 
the World Heritage List, the types of assistance available and 
the ways of applying for such assistance; 

(b) a simple, four-panel leaflet on the Convention and its objec
tives in all five UNESCO languages for distribut~on to the 
general public everywhere on a large scale, to answer inquiries; 
and 

(c) a World Heritage poster. 

31. Tha decision to limit the number of activities to be undertaken 
during the next tw~lve months stemmed from the Committee's wish to 

pursue only those which would be of immediate interest in relation to the 
present stage of its work. The Secretariat was, however, requested to 
study the feasibility of carrying out at a later stage other activities 
proposed by the sub-Committee, such as the creation of a photo library of 
World Heritage sites, the preparation of a radio docuQentary and of a 
slide show with audio track, both in five languages and dealing with the 
objectives of the Convention, and the preparation of an educational kit 
with slides, as well as the printing of stamps by States Parties, as 
suggested by the delegate of Poland. The Committee asked the Secretariat 
to present proposals on the above activities for consideration by the 
Committee at its third session. 

VII. STUDY OF TERMS AND CONDITIONS OF PREPARATORY AASISTANCE 

32. The Committee recalled Article 20 of the ·Donvention under which 
international assistance may not only be granted to property already 

included in the World Heritage List b~t also to property·which had not yet 
been added to the Wor,ld Heritage List. International assistance for pro
perty which had not yet been included in the World Heritage List, for which 
the working term "preparatory assistance" had been adopted by the Com
mittee may be granted: 

(i) for identifying cultural and natural properties of universal l 
importance and preparatory work with a view to nominating pro
perties for inclusion in the World Heritage List (see Article 
13, paragraph 2 of the Convention), and 

(ii)for drawing up technical assistance requests, including 
preparation of feasibility studies for future technical co
operation projects in accordance with Article 13, paragraph 1, 
and Article 21, paragraphs 1 and 3, of the Convention. 
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33. In this connection, the Committee had before it a proposal from th" 
Secretariat that financial assistance be granted to States Partic:i 

for the purposes defined in sub-paragraphs (i) and (ii) above (see 
document CC-78/CONFoOl0/4). 

34. The Chairman further drew attention to Article 22, sub-paragraph (c) 
and Article 23 of the Convention under which, regardless of whether 

a property had been entered in the World Heritage List, assistance might 
be granted to States Parties for the training of staff and specialists in 
the field of identification, protection, conservation, presentation and 
rehabilitation of the cultural and natural heritage and/or for relevant 
training centres. 

35. After examining the budgetary situation of the World Heritage Fund 
(see document CC-78/CONFoOlO/INF.2) and discussinc in depth appro

priate use of the Fund, the Committee decided to authorize the Chairman 
to grant, in consultation with the Director General of UNESCO, preparatory 
assistance to States Parties up to a total amount of US $140,000 (as shown 
in document CC-78/CONFoOl0/8) with a budgetary ceiling of US $15,000· per 
projecta The Committee agreed with the proposal mentioned in paragraph 
33 as put forward by the Secretariat and consequently decided that this 
preparatory assistance could, in exceptional cases, take the form of 
financial assistanceo 

:IIIIo REVIEW OF NOMINATIONS TO THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST 

36. The former Rap~orteur presented to the Committee the list of 
properties which, according to the Bureau, would be eligible for 

inclusion in the World Heritage List. He then called the attention of 
the Committee to three properties on this list which would meet the 
criteria for·inclusion in the World Heritage List but which, at the time 
of the Bureau meeting had lacked the required d~cumentation. 

37. The Committee examined these three cases first and stated with 
satisfaction that appropriate documentation for two properties had 

in the meantime been received. As regards the third case (National Park 
of Ichkeul) the Committee decided, in agreement with the delegate of 
Tunisia, to defer its decision to its next session subject to receipt of 
the requested information. 

38. The Committee, upon finding itself in full agreement with the list 
proposed by the Bu~eau, decided to enter the following 12 properties 
in the World Heritage List: 

NAME OF PROPERTY INCLUDED IN THE WORLD 
HERITAGE LIST 

L'Anse aux Meadows National Historic Park 
Nahanni National Park 

Galapagos Islands 
City of Quito 

Simien National Park 
Rook Hewn Churches, Lalibela 

STATE 

Cand1a 

Ecuador 

Ethiopia 

... ; ... 
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NAME OF PROPERTY INCLUDED IN THE WORLD 
HERITAGE LIST 

---~---..;:. 

Aachen Cathedral 

Cracow's Historic Centre 
Wieliczka - salt mine 

Island of Goree 

Mesa Verde 
Yellowstone 

STATE 

Federal Republic 
of German;'/ 

Poland 

Senegal 

United States 
of America 

39. The Committee further decided to defer consideration of all other 
nominations listed in document CC-78/CONFoOl0/7 until its third ... 

sesoidn. All these nominations, as well as those received after the 
Bureau meeting and listed in document CC-78/CONF ..010/7 A deL. ·1 {for ·which it 
had been impossible to complete the technical review, translation and 
transmission to all States members of the Committee in time before the 
second session) would be transmitted to the Bureau for examination prior 
to their consideration by the Committee at its next session. 

40. The Chairman then thanked the States Parti~s for their efforts, 
which had made it posslble to initiate the establishment of the 

World Heritage List. He also recalled that the time and order of entry 
of a property in the World Heritage List should by no means be interpre
ted as an indication of the qualification of a property or judgment on 
its value in comparison to other properties in the list, as all of them 
had met the criteria adopted by the Conmittee. 

41. The Committee continued its work by discussing suitable future 
closing dates for the submission of nominations and agreed that 

nominations, in order to be examined at the next Bureau meetm1g, should 
be with the Secretariat by 1 March 1979 at the latesto Th9reafter, 
however, the deadline for submission of nominations would be 1 January 
so that more time would be available to the Secretariat, fCOMOS and 
IUCN for the processing and technical review of the new nominations. 

42. There followed considerable discussion as to wrether the number 
of nominations per country and year should be ~imited or not ~ 

and how to solve the problem of the increasing workioad for all parties 
involved in the evaluation process, which may bec~~e rather time-consuming 
and may even exceed the capacity of the advisory qrganizat+ons, the Bureau, 
the Committee and the UNESCO Secretariat in the f,·,ture. 

43. In this connection, reference was made to Afticle 11 (1) of the 
Convention which stipulates no limit for ylie number of nominations 

by a single State Par:tyo However, in ,recognizing this stiputation the 
Committee, for purely practical reasdns, authorized the Cha}rman to convene, 
if necessary, a special Bureau meetihg after the closine dn~e for submission 
of nominations in order to examine, !ogether with the advis~ry organiz~tions 
and the Sec~etariat, the possibility' of evaluating all new bpminations and 
to adopt a procedure which would take into account the capaj~i ties of all 
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parties involved in the processing of nominations. 

44. Following a proposal made by the delegate of Yugoslavia who under-~ 
lined the importance of the deciaions taken by the Committee for ~he 

establishment of the World Heritage List, the Committee decided that a 
document concerning the nominations of States and presenting the recom
mendations of the Bureaw thereon, would be prepared for the Committee 
which would examine the nominations one by one and would decide on the 
inclusion or non-inclusion in the List of each individual site. 

45. The delegate of Poland then drew the attention of the Committee to 
par.agraphs 20 and 21 of the report of the Rapporteur on the first 

meeting of the Bureau. As noted in the report, Poland was the oriy State 
affected by the decision that on this first occasion, States Parties would 
be limited to nominating only two properties each for inclusion in ·~hn 
World lleritage List, since it had nominated three sites which clearly 
qualified for inclusion and for which complete documentation had been 
submitted: Auschwitz, Cracow and the Salt Mines of Wieliczka. It would, 
therefore, appear justified that the nomina~ion of Auschwi~z be referred 
to the second session of the Bureau with a favourable recommendation. 

46. In response to this proposal the Committee agreed that in all 
future cases where eligible nominations were deferred by the Bureau, 

such nominations would be given priority consideration at the following 
Bureau meeting, unless these nominations had in the meantime been with
drawn by the State concerned. 

47. At the suggestion of the delegate of France a general discussion 
took place on the problems of typology, comparability, complement

arity and universality of cnltural and natural properties of universal 
impcrtance. Some delegates felt it desirable that States Parties sharing 
cultural or natural properties of a comparable nature should consult each 
other for the purpose of harmonizing approaches in the selection of pro
perties for the World Heritage List. It was also stated that the criteria 
for selection of properties for the World Heritage List should be diecussed 
in more detail in the future in order to facilitate selection and evalua
tion of candidate World Heritage properties. 

IX. EXAMINATION OF REQUESTS FOR TECHNICAL COOPERATION 

48. The Committee examined a request from Ethiopia for techni~al 
Gooperation to enhance preservation of the Simien National Park, 

which had been declared a World Heritage Site. The Committee, fully aware 
of the urgency to assist Ethiopia in the great task of preserving this 
threatened property agreed to make available to Bthiopia, if requested, 
preparatory assistance, deemed necessary by the Committee for the elatora
tion of a more comprehensive technical assistance request and the conduct 
of a feasibility studyo Subject to the outcome of this preparatory work, 
technical assistance may be granted by the Committee or emergency assistance 
by the Chairman, for the Si~ien World Heritage Site, as anpropriate. 

Xo REVIEW OF THE PROCEDURE FOR NOMINATIONS TO 'ILE LIST OF WORLD 
HERITAGE IN DANGER 

49. The Chairman invited the delegate of Canada to t&k~ t~e floor since 
this item had ~een added to the agenda upon Lis ~roposai •. 
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The delegate of Canada explained that after discussing with the Secretariat 
of UNESCO the terms of Article 11.4 of the Convention he considerdd that 
there was no need for a special proeedure to be adopted for the establish
ment of the List of World Heritage in Danger. 

XI. OTHER BUSINESS 

(a) Comid~ation of a Pr~Jsed World Heritage Emblem 

50. The Secretariat of UNESCO presented to the Committee the initial 
design and a later version, modified according to the suggestions of 

the Bureau, of the proposed World Heritage Emblem, prepared by Mr. Michel 
Olyff. 

51. As conceived by the artist, this emblem symbolized, "in a form 
sufficiently simple to be insert-ed on a map and to identify sites", 

the interdependence of cultural and natural properties. The central 
square was a form created by man; the circle represented nature, the 
two being intimately linked. The emblem was round, like the world, but 
it was also a symbol of protection. The two designs, identical in their 
concept, differed in their graphic approach. (Both designs are shown in 
Annex II.) 

52. Following the Bureaufs suggestions, the author presented two versions 
of the designs, one in black and white, the other in blue and white, the 
latter being the colours of the United Nations. 

53. The Committee examined the proposed designs very carefully. The 
delegate of Yugoslavia emphasized that the choice of an emblem was 

of great importance. The emblem would symbolize for future generations 
the principles embodied in the Convention. The Committee felt that the 
proposed emblem fully satisfied the criteria of universality and simplicity, 
and conveyed the essential objectives of the Convention. Consequently it 
decided to adopt the emblem in its two graphic versions both to be used, in 
any colour, depending on the use to be made of them, the technical possi
bilities and considerations of an artistic nature. 

(b) Booklet on How to Prepare World Heritage List Nominations 

54. Following the recommendatione of the Bureau, the Committee decided 
that a booklet explaining how nominations to the World Heritage List 

should be prepared, should be drawn up by ICOMOS and IUCN lnafead of the 
model nomination fi]~es which they had pre'Viotisly been asked to prepare 
and that the Secretariat of UNESCO should follow up this decision. This 
booklet should be published in Arabic, English, Frenc~, Russian and 
Spanish. 

55. In this connection, the delegate of France pointed out that there was 
also need to develop tools for alleviating the workload involved in the 
processing and technical review of nominations by the Secretariat of 
UNESCO, ICOMOS and IUCN. The Secretariat informed the Committee that 
forms to simplify the correspondence necessary to complete the nominations 
nod relevant documentation were already used and others would be worked 
out. 
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(c) ~uthorization of E~enditures in 1978-1979 

56. At the invitation of the Chairman, the representative of the Director 
General presented the proposed expenditures for 1978-1979 (document 

CC-78/CONF.Ol0/8) divided into five different Chapters. The first three 
chapters concerned what could be considered as purely· operational activi
ties - preparatory assistance, technical cooperation including training, 
and emergency assistance. The fourth chapter provided for programme 
support - IUCN and ICOMOS participation, and public information activities. 
The fifth and last chapter covered temporary assistance for the UNESCO 
Secretariat in order to cope with part of the additional workload. The 
figures in the document were ~n1y indicative. 

57. In connection with the provisions made for training, the delegates 
of Canada and';·.of the Federail. RepublLo .. of Germany stressed the 

importance of the training of administrators and reference was made to 
the annual International Seminar for parks addinistrators orga~ized by the 
School of Natural Resources in cooperation with the U.S. National Park 
Service at the University of Michigan. The representative of the 
Director General of UNESCO confirmed that fellowships for such a course 
could be granted, if requested by a State Party for one of its nationals. 

58. The delegate of Iraq stated the intention of the Regional Centre for 
Conservation of Cultural Property in the Arab States to submit for 

approval at the next session of the Committee a project for a course on 
the conservation of ancient buildings, to be organized in co-operation with 
the Committee. 

59. The Committee agreed with the proposal of the delegate of France 
that the provision for emergency assistance be increased from 

US $100,000 to US $150,000. 

60. The proposed expenditure for programme support, i.e. contracts 
with ICOMOS and IUCN and public information activities, as well as 

the funds allocated to temporary assistance for the UNESCO Secretariat, 
were supported by the delegates of Canada, France, the Federal Republic of 
Germany, Iran, Nigeria and the United States of America. The latter having 
suggested that a certain amount of flexibility be introduced for Chapters~ 
IV and V of the proposed expenditure, the Committee, at the proposal of 
the delegate of Canada, decided to provide for a contingency allocation 
of 3% of the total·" . .amount for all activities propo?ed. 

61. Taking into account the total resources available in the World 
Heritage Fund which, as shown in do~u~ent CC-78/CONF.Ol0/INF.2, 

amounted to $555,695.25 as at 31 July 1978, the Committee adopted the 
following revised budget for the period September 1978/September 1979 
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Item of expenditure 

I. Preparatory Assistance 

Preparattan of nominations to the 
World Heritage List and/or prepara
tion of requests and feasibility 
studies for technical cooperation 
projects (provision of experts, 
equipment or financial grants 
required for the work foreseen 
under this item), as provided for 
in Articles 13.2 and 21.3 of the 
Convention 

II. Technical cooperation 

Training (fellowships) for 
nationals of States Parties to the 
Convention, as foreseen in Article 
22(c) of the Convention 

III. Emergency Assistance 
(Provision of experts, equip-
ment or financial grants), as fore
seen in Article 21.2 of the 
Convention 

IV. Programme Support 

v .. 

Technical review of nominations 
by ICOHOS 

For 15 to 30 nominations 
$300 per nomination 

(For up to 15 nominations 
$450 per nomination) 

Technical review of nominations 
by IUCN 

For 15 to 30 nominations 
$300 per nomination 

(for up to 15 nominations 
$450 per nomination) 

Public information activities 

Temporary Assistance for the 
Secretariat 

Contingency Funds 
(3% of $475.000) 

$9.000 

$9.000 

$30.000 

Total 

Furtds authorized 

$140.000 

$ 90.000 

$150.000 

$ 48.000 

$ 47.000 
$475.000 

$ 14.250 

$489.250 
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62. The delegate of the United States of America expressed his concern 
with the workload imposed on the Secretariat by the various activi

ties carried out under the Convention. This concern was shared by all the 
other members of the Committee who at the same time stated their apprecia
tion of the work already undertaken by the Secretariat. The Committee 
consequently requested the Chairman-to write to the Director General infor
ming him of the decision to grant temporary assistance from the World 
Heritage Fund for a one-year period and drawing his attention to the need 
for additional permanent staff suppo- t financed by the Regular Programme 
and Budget of the Organization. 

(<l) .9.Eer~tional Guidelines for the implementation of the World Heritage 
Convention 

63. The Committee authorized the Secretariat to amend the above-mentioned 
Operational Guidelines, adopted by the Committee at its first session, 

to bring them into·line with the decisions taken at the second session. 

(e) Report of the Committee to the UNESCO General Conference 

64. The Committee approved the draft text of its report to the General 
Conference of UNESCO at its 20th session, as set out in document 

CC-78/CONF.Ol0/9, and authorized the Secretariat to complete this report 
with the decisions taken at its second session. 

(f) Statement by the observer of the World Food Programme (WF~) 

65. In his statement, the observer of the World Food Programme indicated 
that his Organization gave food assistance to social and economic 

development projects. He went on to describe the project undertaken by 
the Egyptian Government in co-operation with UNESCO and the World Food 
Programme for the preservation of the Philae temples, to which the WFP had 
made a substantial contribution in the form of food assistance as part
payment of wages for about 1,700 workers engaged in the restoration of the 
monuments. The project, in addition to ~ts evident cultural value, would 
also provide an opportunity to develop the tourist industry in the area and 
help diversify the economic development of the Aswan region. In concluding, 
the observer of the World Food Programme referred to the success of the 
operation which, in that Organization, was known as "bread and stones". 

(g) Date and place of the next m~ssion 

66. The delegate o'f ···Egypt in vi ted the''·C·ommi t·te~·-~t-o <hold 
its tbird session in Cairo in September 1979. ~his invitation 

was great~y appreciated by the Committee which accepted by accla~ation 
the kind offer of the Egyptian aovernment. 

67. In closing the second session of the Committee, the Chairman thanked 
all those who had contributed to making the meeting possible and 

the deliberations successful. 

Krzysztof Pawlowski 

Rapporteur, World Heritage Committee 
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Co~i ttee con~;e:-:.es in ~·;asr.ingtc:l, ?lease 
convey -:.o the rne!'!'.bership of the Cow.mittee my 
good •.vi shes and hopes f.or a success :ful meeting. 
~he United States has long had as an objective 
the conservation of its natural and cult~ral 
her~taqe. During the next severaL days, the 
work of the World Heritage Committee \vill 
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prov~ce an ~mpor ... a~c s~ep .. or~a~~ ~n ~,a 
oromotion t~roucrhout ~~& world of the conser
~ation of the c~l~u~aL and natural heri~a;e of 
ou~standing ~~iversaL value~ In t~a~ enceavcr, 
I send my good wishes an~ support. 

Sincerely, 

Mr. Da-vid Eales 
Dele..gate, Norld Heritage. Ca~-nittee 
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520-
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I. Representatives of St~tes Members of the World Heritage Committee/ 
Representant·s des Etats membres du Comi te du natrimoine mondial 

AUSTRALIA/AUSTRALIE 

CANADA 

Mrs. Jennifer Porter 
Second Secretar~ 
Embassy of Australia 

Mr. Peter H~ Bennett 
Coordinator, Liaison an~ Consultation 
Parks Canada 
Department. of Indian and Northern Affairs 

Mr. Michael O'Rourke 
Executive Director 
Historical Resources Administration 
Government of New Brunswick 

Mr • .r •. E' •. Patt-on 
Assistant Deputy Minister, Parks- Division 
Department of Recreation, Parks· and Wildlife 
Government of Alberta 

ECUADOR/EQUATEUR 

Mr. Rodrigo Pallares 
:!lirec.tor 
National Institute of Cultura~ Heritage 

Dr. Luis Gallegos Chiriboga 
Co'unselor 
Embassy· of the Republic of Ecuador 

EGYPT/E.GYPTE 

Dr. Shehata Adam 
President 
Egy.ptian Antiquities Organization 



FRANCE 

Mr. Michel Parent 
Inspecteur genera~ 
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Inspection generale des Monuments historiques 
~unistere des A!faires culturelles 

Hr •. Jean-Pierre Bady 
Directeur 
Caiss~ nationale des Monuments historiques 

FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF GERHANY/REPUBL3QUE FEDERALE D 'ALLEMAGNE 

IRAN 

~. Georg Moersch 
Landesverwaltungsdirektor 
Landeskonservator Rheinland 

Prof. Dr. Wolfgang Engelhardt 
President, German League for Protection of 

Nature and Conservation of Environment 
Director-General, Natural History Museums of Bavaria 

Dr~ Firouz Bagherzadeh 
Lirector Genera~ 
Iranian Centre fo~Archaeological Research, Iran Bastan Museum 

Mrs- Anne Claude Saurat 
Museologist 
Iranian Centre for Archaeological Research, Iran Bastan Museum 

IRAQ/IRAK 

Dr .. Adil Naji ~awfiq 
Director 
Regional Centre for Conservatio~ of Cultural Property 

of the Arab States 
Ministry of Information 

Dr. Besim Said Muyad Damerj~ 
Director General 
State Foundation for Antiquities 
Iraq Museum 

Dr. Salah Hussain Al-Ob~idi 
Assistant Professor 
Col~ege of- Arts 
Regional Centre for Conservation of CulturaL Property 

of th~ Arab States 



NIGERIA 

Dr. Ekpo 0. Eyo 
Direct'or-
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Federa~ Department of Antiquities 

POLAND /POLOGNE., 

Prof·- Krzysztof Pawlowaki 
Conservateur general adjoint des 

Monuments historiques de Pologne 
Ministere de la Culture et des Arts 

TUNISIA/TUNIS IE 

Mr .. Hamid. Zaouche 
First Secretary 
Embassy of Tunisia 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA/ETATS-UNIS D1 AMERIQUE 

Mr •. David F. Hales 
D'eputy Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife 

and Parks 
Department of the Interior 

Mr. Robert R. Garver Jr. 
Executi.ve. Director 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 

Mr. Christopher Delaporte 
Direc.tor 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
Department of the Interior 

Mr• Robert C. Milne 
Chief 
International Park Affairs Division 
National ?ark Service 
Department of the rnterior 

YUGOS~VIA/YOUGOSLAVI~-

Mr. Branislav Krstic 
Conseill.er federal 
Conssil federal executif 
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II. Observers from other States Parties to the Convention/ 
ObServateurs d 1 autres Etats narties Ala Convention 

BRAZIL/BRESIL 

Mrs. Maria A~vea 
Secretary, CulturaL Affairs 
Embassy of Brazi~ 

MOROCCO/HAROC 

PANAMA 

Mr. Abdelkader El Kadiri 
First Secretary 
Embassy of Morocco 

Mr. Ahmed Sefrioui 
Di.recteur 
Minister~ des Affaires c~turelles 

tr •. Rei.na. Torr~s de Arauz. 
Director of Historic Heritage in Panama 

SWITZEP~AN.)/SUISS& 

Mr. Danie~ Dayer 
First Secretary 
Smbassy· of Switzerland 

SYR:UN ARAB REPUBLIC/REFUBLIQUE ARAEE SyRIENiiE. 

III. · 

Mr. Toufic Abouchaer 
Second Secretary 
Emcassy of the Syrian Arab Republic 

Organizations invited in an advisory capacitz/ 
Crsanisations invitees a titr~ consultatif 

InternationaL Centre for Canservation (ICCROM)/ Centre international 
r.o~r la Conservation 

Dr. Giorgio Torraca 
Assistant Director 

International Council of Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS)/ 
Conse~l lnternational des monuments et des sites 

l1r. Ray:1ond Lemaire 
President· 
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Mr. Ernest Allen Connally 
Secretary General 

Mrs •. Ann Webster-Smith 
Deputy to the Secretary General 

International Union for Conservation of Nature. ·and Natural Resources (IUCN)/ 
Union internationale pour la Conservation· de la nature et de ses ressources 

Hr. David A. Munro 
Director-General. 

IV. International governmental and non-governm·ental Organizations/ 
Organisations internationales gouvernementales et non-gouvernementales 

United Nations/Nations UnieL 

Ms~ Patricia 0 1 Callaghan 
Information Officer 

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP)/ Programme des Nations Unies 
pour le develo~~ment 

Hr. Charles L •. Perry 
Washingto~ D.C. Office~ 

United Nations- Environment Programee (UNEP)/Programme des Nations Unies 
nour l'environnement 

Y1r. NoeL J •. Brown. 
North American Representative 

World Food Progral!lme (\vFP)/Programme alimentaire :nonciial 

Mr. Maurizio Gnocchi 
WFP-UNDP Liaison Officer 

Arab Educational, Cultural and Scienti.fic Or_ganizatio_!!l 
Organisation arabe pour-l'education, la culture et la science 

Prof. M. S. Abulezz 
President 
Institute of Arab Research and Studies 

Organization of American States/Organisation des Etats americains 

1-trs. Jill ·Vexler 
Cultural Officer 
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Inter-American Development Bank (IBD)(Bangue inter-americaine de 
developnment 

1-ir. Arnal.do Pessoa 
Senior Specialist for Tecr~ical Co~operation 
Economic and Social. Development Department 

International Council of Museums (ICOM)/Conseil international des Musees 

Mr. Paul N. Perrot 
Vice-President of ICOM 

Hr. Gilbert Goret 
Chef du Service des Relations internationales 
Caisse national.e des Honuments histo.riques, France 

International Federation of Landscape Architects/ 
Federation internaticnale des architectes uaysagistes 

~. William G. Swain 
President of J.~.S.M. 

International Union of Architects/ 
Union internationale des architectes 

Mr. Donald. B.. Myer 
Assistant Secretary 
Commission o.f" Fine Arts 

V. Secretariat cf Unesco/Secretariat de l'Unesco 

Mr. Gerard Bolla 
Deputy Assistant Director-General (Operations) 
Culture· and Communication Sector 

l'il;' .. Michel Batisse 
De9uty Assistant Director-General for Natural Resources 

and Environmental Sciences 

l·1rs. Anne RaicU. 
rnternational Standards Section 
Division of Cultural Heritage 

Hr. Eernd von Droste 
Division of Ecological Sciences 

Mr. Joseph Mehan 
Senior Ir.formation Officer 
Ne•,o~ York Office 
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VI. United States Coordination Staff for the meeting/ 
P,ersonnel americain charge de la coordination de la reunion 

Mr. Gordon Fredine 
Chief meetin~ coordinator 
Nati.onaJ.. Park Service 
United States Department of the I~terior 

t1r. Fred M. Packard 
Documents Officer for the meeting 
NationaJ.. Park Service 
United States Department of the I 'nteri.or 




