
• 

CC-81/CONF/003/6 

Paris, 5 January 1982 

Original·: English and French 

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC 

AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION 

CONVENTION CONCERNING THE PROTECTION 

OF THE WORLD CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE 

World Heritage Commi~tee 

Fifth Session 

Syd~ey, 26-30 October 1981 

REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR 

---------------------
I. INTRODUCTION 

1. The fifth session of the Worl.d Heritaee Committee was held ~n. 
Sydney, Australia (26-30 Oct0:ber 1981) at the kind invi ta ti'on of 

the Government of Australia. The ~eeting ,,,as attended by the f<?llowing · 
States Nembers of the world Heri ta~e Committee: Argentina, Aus1tralia, · 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Egypt, France, Federal Republic of G~rmaDy, 
Guinea, Iraq, Italy, Jordan, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Nepal, Pakistan, 
Switzerland, Tunisia and the United States of America. 

I 

2. Representatives of the Interrtational Centre for Conserv.tion in 
Rome (ICCROM), the International Council of Monuments arid Sites 

(ICOHOS), and the International Union for Conservc: .. tion of Nature and 
Natural Resources (IUCN) attended the meeting in· an adviso~ capacity. 

3. Observers from seven States Parties to the Convention ~ot members 
of the Committee, namely Canada, Chile~ India, Iran, M~lta, Poland 

and Portugal also participated in the session, as t•rell as o~servers from 
one intergovernmental organization, the Arab Educational; c!ul tural and. 
Scientific .Organisation (ALECSO). and two international non~;governmental 
organizations, the Ir.ternational Council c£ Museums (ICOM) (and the 
International Federation of Landscape Architects (IFLA). ~he· full list 
of participants will be found in Annex I to this report. 
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II. OPENING OF THE SESSION 

4. The meeting was formally opened by the Prime Minister of Australia, 
The Rt. Hon. Malcolm Fraser,· who welcomed delegates and observers 

to his country. The Prime Minister referred to the concept of a World 
Heritage as a profound expression of co-operation between people and a 
willingness to share, and stated that the World Heritage Convention was 
an important milestone in the modern history of man's concern, not only 
for his environment, but also for his cultural roots and origins. The 
Prime Minister also spoke of the first nominations by Australia for the 
World Heritage List and of the environmental and conservation concerns 
of the Australian authorities. The Prime Minister concluded by referring 
to the challenging task of the Committee in trying to ensure that univers
ally valuable sites and properties from all countries could find a secure 
~lace on the World Heritage List. 

5· In reply, the representative of the Director-General of Unesco, 
Mr. G. Bolla, thanked the Prime Min~9ter for his welcome and expressed 

the profound gratitude of the participants for the kind invitation to hold 
the meeting in Sydney and for the generous hospitality of the Australian 
people. He also recalled the concern of Mr. Amadou Mahtar M1 Bow, Director
General of Unesco, for the conservation of the cultural and the natural 
heritage and expressed the Director-General's appreciation for the active 
participation of Australia in all the activities of Unesco. 

III. ~ION OF CHAI~UU~ 

6~ Professor R. 0. Slatyer (Australia) 1:1as elected Chairman of the 
Committee by acclamation and he delivered a brief address. 

IV. ADOPT IOH OF THE AGEI·IDA 

7. T~e Committee adopted the agenda for the session. 

B. A ~elegate suggested that two working groups be set up in order 
to ~xamine a number of questions of principle relating to the 

implementation of the Convention, and, in particular, th~ procedures 
for the ~valuation of nominated properties and the way to strike a 
better ba~ance between the cultural heritage and the natural heritage. 

9. The Chairman suggested that this proposal be ·examined by the Bureau 
as s~on as it was established. It was subsequently decided to set 

up two working groups, o~e to study the procedure' for the evaluation and 
examinatio+n of nominations to the World Heritage List as well as the 
question o~ protecting world heritage properties and another to exaruine 
technical ~a-operation requests and to propose a bduget for the forth
coming yeatr• 

• 
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V. ELECTION OF VICE-CHAIRMEN AND RAPPORTEUR· 
~~~ ;1'. -~~-

10. The Committee thereafter elected by acclamation the delegates of 
the following States members of the Committee as Vice-Chairmen: 

the Federal Republic of Germany, Brazil, Bulgaria, Guinea and Nepal. 
Mr Azedine Beschaouch (Tunisia) \<Jas re-elected Happorteur by acclamation. 

·_ .... 

VI. REPORT ON THE l!.,IFTH SESSION OF THE BURJ?,.A1!__9F THE \vORLD HERITAGE 
co~~f¥fEE · 

11. The Rapporteur, Mr A. Beschaouch, referred to the main points of 
the report on the fifth session of the Bureau of the Committee, 

held in Paris from 4 to 7 May 1981. In particular, he drew attention 
to the t\venty-seven properties recommended for inclusion in the World 
Heritage List. 

12. In reporting on the activities undertaken during the last twel~e 
months relating to the implementation of the Convention, the 

representative of the Director-General informed the Committee that a 
total of sixty-one States had now adhered to the Convention. There 
were however some regions in which only a few countries had ratified 
the Convention and the Secretariat assured the Committee that it would 
do its utmost to urge other countries to participate in tl1is activity. 
Eighty-six sites, proposed by twenty-nine countries, had alrea1y bee~ 
inscribed on the World Heritage List, but there were twenty-four·States 
P~rties which had so far not submitted any nnmin~tion to the List. He 
also reported on the activities undertaken in inplementation of the 
decisions taken by the Committee at its fourth session and on ihe 
financial situation of the World Heritage Funci which could be considered 
ScYtisfc.ctory. He indicated, in particular, that as at 31 August 1981, 
the cash in hand amounted to $1,90?,600.75· 

VIII. 

13. The Committee examined one by one the nominations of those 1 

properties which the Bureau had recommended for inclusio~ ~n the 
World Heritage List. In each case, the Committee took note at ~he 
comments of the representatives of ICOMOS &nd/ or IUCN, \vho hajd ,.'made 
an evaluation of each property -~n relation to the criteria for 
inscription. The Committee also noted, for each case, the pQint of 
view of the Bureau as presented by the Rapporteur. · 

14. The Chairman informed the Committee that he had receiv'd ~ letter 
f~om an Australian non-governmental organization askiti~ t6 address 

the Committee on one nomination and to provide material t9' iheiCommittee 
concerning the Australian site in question. On the recominendation of 
the Bureau, the Committee decided that such groups would inot b:e 
authorized to. address the Committee direct nor t:.) circulilte rn~terial 
in the meeting room and that they should be requested tQ contact their 
national delegations. ·· 
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15. The Committee decided to include in the World Heritage List all 
the properti~s recommended by the Bureau. Two nominations, the 

Fort of Lahore and Shalimar Gardens in Lahore were combined and thus 
the following twenty-six properties were inscribed : 

Name of Property 

Los Glaciares 

(See paragraph 39 below) 

Kakadu National Park 

NB The Committee noted that the 
AUstralian Government intended to 
proclaim additional areas in the 
Alligator River Region as part of 
Kakadu National Park and recommended 
that such ar~as be included in the 
site inscribed on the World Heritage 
List and that in the Region the 
environMental protection measures 
specified in the relevant legislation 
continue to be enforced. 

The Great Barrier Reef 

NB The Committe~ noted that only a 
s-mall proportion of the area nominated 
for the World Heritage List had been 
proclaimed within ·the Great Barrier 
Reef Region as defined in the Great 
Barrier Reef Marine Park Act, 1975, 
and the Committee requested the 
Australian Government to take steps 
to ~nsure that the whole area is 
pro~laimed under relevant legislation 
as soon as possible and that the 
necessary environmental protection 
meas~res are taken. 

Willandra Lakes Region 

NB lThe Committee would like to see a 
m;na~ement plan rapidly established 
for ~he whole area. 

Antho,ny Island 

Head.,.llmashed-in Bison Jump 

Spe~et- Cathedral 

Wur~b~r£ Residence with the Court 
Garde~s and Residence Square 

Nomination 
submitted by 

Argentina 

Australia 

Australia 

Australia 

Identifi
cation No. 

147 

154 

Canada 157 

Canada 158 

Federal Republic 168 
of Germany 

Federal Republic 169 
of Germany 
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Name of Property 

Palace and Park of Fontainebleau 

Chateau and Estate of Chambord 

Amiens Cathedral 

The Roman Theatre and its surroundings 
and the "Triumphal Arch" of Orange 

Roman and .Romanesque Honuments of Arles 

Cistercian Abbey of Fontenay 

Archaeological Park and Ruins 
of Quirigua 

NB The Committee recommended that the 
authorities of Guatemala take the 
necessary steps to protect the cultural 
property at the site. 

Nim~a Strict Nature Reserve 

~B The Committee recommended that 
Guinea, the Ivory Coast and Liberia 
establish close co-operation for the 
saf ecuarding of the \ll}'hol e of the 
n&tural ecosystems of the Nimba 
mountain which stretch over territory 
within these three countries. 

The Medina of Fez 

Historical monuments of Thatta 

Fort and Shalimar Gardens at Lahore 

Darien National Park 

Djoudj National Bird Sanctuary 

NB The Committee expressed the 
hope that on the basis of the Unesco 
Consultants' Report (1981) the 
Government of Senegal would take the 
protective measures necessary to 
maintain the integrity sf this World 
Heritage site in spite of the con
struction of a series of dams by the 
o.M.v.s. 

Nomination 
submitted by 

France 

France 

France 

France 

France 

J:i.,:... ... ance 

Gua·temala 

Guinea 

Morocco 

Pakistan 

Pakistan 

Panp.ma 

Senegal 

Identifi-
cation No. 

160 

161 

162 

163 

164 

165 

149 

155 

170 

143 

171 
& 

172 

159 

25 
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Name of Property 

Niokolo-Koba National Park 

NB The Committee urged the Government 
Of Senegal to formulate a comprehensive 
management plan for the park which 
would take fully into account the need 
to integrate it into socio-economic 
development programmes for the region. 
The Committee requested the Government 
of ·se~egal to take all necessary steps 
to avoid adverse impacts of water 
resource development on this World 
Heritage site. 

Ruins of Kilwa Kisiwani and ruins of 
Songa Mnara 

Serengeti National Park 

NB The Committee urged the competent 
~thori ties of Tan·zania to consider 
adding the Maswa Game Reserve to this 
World Heritage site. 

Mammoth Cave National Park 

Olympic National Park 

NB The Committee urged the competent 
~uthorities of the United States of 
America to take steps to include in 
this World Heritage site the coastal 
strip, which is owned by the State of 
Washington. 

Nomination 
submitted by 

Senegal 

Tanzania 

Tanzania 

United States 
of America 

United States 
of America 

Identifi
cation No. 

153 

144 

156 

150 

151 

16. The Committee took note of the decision of the Bureau to defer 
twenty nominations because additional information was r~quired. 

The meeting was informed that the Australian Government. had withdrawn 
the nomination of the Sydney Opera House in its setting and that it 
hoped to submit a revised nomination in due course. In addition, the 
Rapporteur and the Secretariat informed the Committee that the Algerian 
Authorities intended to revise the nomination relating to the Dey's 
Palace at Algiers in order to extend it to cover the whole of the .Casbah; 
this revised nomination would be submitted when the necessary preparatory 
studies had been completed. Furthermore, the Commi'ttee took note of 
the submission by Italy of a tentative list which would enable the 
Bureau to examine the nomination of the Convent of Santa Giulia -
San Salvator~ at its next session. 
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IX. PROPOSED MODIFICATION OF THE RULES OF PR~DURE OF THE COMMITTEE 

17. At it~ fourth session (Paris, 1-5 September 1980), the Committee 
e1ected·five Vice-Chairmen including the representatives of Ghana 

and Yugoslavia. However, at the Third General Assembly of States Parties 
to the World Heritage Convention, which met in Belgrade on 7 October 1980, 
Ghana and Yugoslavia, whose term of office was due to expire at the end 
of the 21st .. session of th~ General Conference, were not candidates for 
re-election to the Committee and thus ceased to be Members. ·Therefore, 
in accordance with Rule 12.1 of the Rules of Procedure of the Committee, 
these two Vice-Chairmen could no longer remain in office after the end 
of the 21st session of the General Conference. In consequence, at the 
fifth session of the Bureau (Paris, May 4-7 1981) the members of the· 
Bureau were reduced in number. 

18. To avoid a repetion ~f this situation a number of propos~ls were 
put forward, in partic.ular.to amend the Rules of Procedure of the 

Committee. At the end ~t the debate, the Committee was of the opinion 
th&t Rule !"2.1 of the Rules of Pro·cedure should not be amended. It 
decided that henceforth, in the year when the General Assembly of States 
Parties to the Convention is held, the ordinary session bf the·Cornmitt~e 
should be held as soon as possible after the meeting of this Assembly. 

X. PUBLIC INFORMATION ACTIVITIES 
_____,-----~ ' ,..---. ... 

19. The SBcretariat reported on public information activities under-
taken in implementation of the decisions taken by the· Committee 

at its fourth session. The attention of the Committee was drawn,. in 
particular, to the problem of obtaining adequate visual material on 
~-Jor:2_d Heritage sites. With respect to future activities the Secretariat 
proposed to continue the implementation of the programme as undertaken 
and to focus a major part of its efforts on the establishment in each 
State Party of private foundations or associations for the purpose of 
promoting the objectives of the World Heritage Convention, as advocated 
by Article 17 of the Convention. Such private groups would be in a 
position to adapt the information provided by the Secretariat to the 
specific need~ of the different categories of the population of their 
country, and this would enable a much larger public to be reached than 
has beeri" so far. 

20. During the discussion several delegates informed the Committee 
of initiatives undertaken in order to make the Convention known in their 
country and declared themselves ready to assist in the dissemination 
of the series of slides proC.uced by the Secretariat. It was suggested 
in particular that an exhibition of the existing information material 
be organized for the next meeting of the Committee. The representative 
of IUCN announced that during the ·world National Parks Congress to be 
held in. Bali, Indonesia., in 198?- a whole session would be devoted. to 
the implementation of the World Heritage Convention. This congre,ss, 
which will bring together over 400 of the world's experts on the ~anage
ment of protected areas, will boost the progress of the establishment 
of a tentative list of sites eligible for the World·Heritage List. He 
also pointed out that several articles on the Convention had already 
appeared in th·e. magazine "Parks" which is published by IUCN. Similarly, 
the representative of· ICOMOS informed the Committee that from,ndw onwardG 
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a notable p1ace would be given to the Convention a~d its implementation 
in the ICOHOS periodical "Monument~m". At the close of the discussion, 
the Committee tQok note of the future activities proposed by the 
Secretariat in document CC-81/CONF/003/3 and in the note entitled 
"Philately at the service of the World Heritage Convention" and gave 
them its full support. 

XI. PROCEDURE FOR THE EVALUATION AND EXAMINATION OF NOMINATIONS TO 
'11HE WORLD HERITAGE-LJST 
------------------------

21. The Committee heard the report of the working~ group set up to 
examine the above agenda items as well as the question of 

protecting!world heritage properties. After discussing the different 
recommendations formulated.by the working group, the Committee adopted 
the·following guidelines relating to these questions 

22. The Committee agreed that there was·a need for a statement on 
the dual concepts of representativeness and selectivity to guide 

the Committee in the development of the World Heritage List. During 
the discussion, many delegates spoke of the need to ensure that the 
List was fully representative of all natural systems and cultures• 
Whilst it was.acknowledged that the Convention itself implied selectivity 
and that in the short term at least there were 'other important reasons 
f~r limiting the overall size of the List, several delegates argued that 
the form of words used should not carry any suggestion of restriction 
on the range and variety of properties which might be inscribed in the 
List. 'It was therefore agreed that the concept of selectivity was best 
expressed by reference to the requirement in the Convention that properties 
should be "of outstanding universal value" and to the criteria adopted. by 
the Committee for the inscription of natural and 6ultural properties. 
The statement adopted by the Committee is as follows: 

"The World Heritage List should be as represente.ti ve as possible of all 
cultural and natural properties which meet the Convention's requirement 
of outstanding universal value and the cultural and natural criteria 
adopted by the Committee in its operational guidelines." 

It should be noted that some 90 Member States of Unesco have- not yet 
adhered to the Convention and that nominations to the List have been 
received from only 37 of the 61 States that have adhered. Therefore, 
the List c~nnot yet be fully representative. of the heritage of the whole 
vJorld. 

23. The Committee agreed to support the holding of meetings which 
could : 

- help to cr~ate interest in the Convention wfthin the countries 
of a given region ; 

- create a greater awareness of the different issues related to 
the implementation of the Convention to promote mora active 
involvement in its application l 

- be a means of exchanging experienc~s 

- stimulate critical evaluation and comparative assessments prior 
to the submission of tentative lists and nominations ; 

- stimulate joint pro~otional activities. 
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The Committee agreed to make funds available for this activity from the 
World Heritage Fund and expressed the hope that States would contribute. 
to the cost and management of such meetings. 

24. The Committee decided to remind States Parties of the desirability 
of submitting tentative lists which should contain the following 

inform&tion 

- the name of the property 

- the geogr~phical location of the property 

- a brief description o£ the property 

- a brief justification of the outstanding universal value of 
the property in accordance with the criteria·set out in the 
Operational Guidelines (including a comparative assessment 
of similar properties inside and outside State boundaries). 

The Committee also recommended that natural properties should be grouped 
according to biogeographical provinces and cultural properties should be 
grouped nccording to cultural periods or areas. Furthermore, the 
Committee decided that States which had already submitted tentative lists 
should be invi t·ed to· complete them in the light of the above requirements. 

25. To pre~ent the World Heritage list from becoming increasingly 
imbalanced, the Comnittee decided to encourage those countries 

which have several properties already inscribed on the list to exercise 
restraint in putting forward additional nominations (especially cultural 
nominations) at least for a lim~ted period of time. This should not be 
interpreted as suggesting that countries which have not yet proposed 
properties for inscription on the List should in any ws.y be deterred 
from bringing forward nominations. On the co~trary, the Committee was 
anxious to ensure that a greater variety of properties should be included 
in. the World Heritage List as soon as po~~ible. 

26. On the question of evaluation and protection, the Committee 
decided : 

- to end6urage ICOMOS and IUCN to be as strict as possible in 
their ~valuations and· to r~quest the Secretariat to support 
the NGOs to this end ; · 

- to encourage informal discussions between the State Party, 
the Secretariat and the NGO to advise the State Party on a 
nomination wherever it seems useful ; 

- to request the Setretariat to distribute as soon as possible 
after the Bureau Meeting the statement of justification on 
each property recommen~ed for inclusion on the World Heritage 
Lis.t ; · 

- to devote m_ore time at the beginning of each session· to a 
general .discussion prior to the examination of individual 
proposals for inscription in the List ; 

- to.encourage th~ presentation by the NGO concerned of slides 
on the property recommended for the List during the preliminary 
discussions ; 

- to ask States Parties to provide slides, other graphic materi&l 
and suitable maps. 
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27. The Committee furthermore decided : 

(a) to request that representatives of a State Party, whether 
or not a member of the Committee, should not speak to 
advocate the inclusion in the.list of a property nominated 
by that State, but only to deal with a point of information 
in answer to a question ; and 

(b) to ask that the manner of the professional evaluation 
carried out by ICOMOS and IUCN should be fully described 
when each nomination is presented. 

28. With particular reference to the evaluation and protection of 
cultural properties, the Committee requested that : 

(a) ICO:HOS in the future make comparative evalue.tions of 
properties belonging to the same cultural phase or 
area ; 

(b) ICOMOS prepare for the next Bureau Meeting·guidelines 
for evaluating contemporary architectural structures 

(c) the Secretariat examine with ICCROM and ICOMOS the 
question of protection and management of listed 
properties and report back to the Committee. 

29. With regard to natural areas, the representatives of IUCN informed 
the Committee that their expectation was that, according to the 

criteria currently adopted, approximately 5 to 10 per cent of the 2,000 
natural areas ~·rhich are listed on the United Nations List of National 
Parks and Protected Areas would meet the criteria for inscription on the 
World Heritage List. They also informed the Committee that they expe~ted 
to present the first world list of potential natural World Heritage sites 
at the World National Parks Congress in October 198~. They explained 
that this list was being prepared from information supplied by experts 
within the countries and regions concerned. It was however agreed that 
States Parties should be invited to develop-tentative lists as quickly as 
possible. The Committee agreed that for natural properties the greatest 
problems related to integrity and management and decided to 

(a) request ~UCN to make comments and recommendations on 
the integrity and future management of each property 
recommended by the Bureau, during its presentation to· 
the Committee ; 

\ 

(b) encourage S~ates Parties to prepare a management plan 
appropriate to the capacity of the country concerned 
for each property nominated and_to make such plans 
available 'when\ technical. co~ operation. is_ requested ; 

(c) request IUCN to\continue monitoring the progress of 
work undertaken ~or the preservation of World Heritage 
properties on behalf of the Committee. 
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XII. ,!_EqH~I9..:.~.._£_0-0PE~ill,ON R}~~~,_!§_STA~~~J?!_ACCOUNTS OF THE 
WORLD HEHITAGE F'UND AND ADOPTION OF THE BUDGE'r .. ~.--.~:-c.;-·· ...:: .._,..I ._,."M'',~ -~~~ 

30. The Committee took note of the report of the working group entrusted 
with the task of examining technical co-operation requests and of 

proposing a budget for the period from the 5th session to the 6th session 
of the.Committee. 

31· The Committee took note of document CC-81/CONFo003/4 which presented 
'the interim statement of accounts of the World Heritage Fund for the 

three-year financial period 1981-1983 as at 31 August 1981. It also took 
note of the fact that as at th~t date funds available as cash in hand 
amounted to $1,907,600.75, which did not include some contributions due 
for 1981. In view of this satisfactory financial situation, the Committee 
adopted for the period 1 November 1981 to 31 October 1982 a budget amount
ing to $1,940,000 (see para. 36 below). 

32. On the basis of the recommendations of the Bureau and the report of 
the working group, the ~ommi~tee approved the following technical 

co-operation requests 

~~~·~-n~=h~~-1) 
- E~;r.:e,i,.:_H~~ic C~ntre of Cairo 

(Request No. o9:i(2)f" 
!lP.tt~..,.,-JLal S_a,._g_ieni Hypogeum 
~Request l~o. ljO.l J 

- Hal ~-=-.illL-2! Valet~a anc!_j;_h$ Temples of Gr,antija 
THequest No. 131.17132~ , 

Po1and - Historic Centre of Crace'"' 
1l~"~"qu-est"No 0 ~9: i) 

Sene~al - Island of Goree 
u~e:?~e5-rN07if. 2b.l) --. 

- S_lri~5?,ld City of ~amascus 
1Request No. 20.1 Rev.) 

Sub-total for technical co-operation 
requests concerning cul.tura1 properties 

- Tthio~ia ~ Simen National Park 
Request No. 9-1; .. 

Guinea - Niinba Strict Nat,lre Reserve 
(Request No. 155.1) 

- Ne~al -_Sagar_matha National Park 
1Request No. 120.15 

T~pza~- Africa~ Wild Life College at Mweka 
1Assistance to a regional training centre) 

Tunisia - Ichkeul National Park 
TR"equest No:-15. i) 

Sub-total for technical co-operation 
requests concerning natural properties 

TOTAL 

54,000 

30,000 

9 ,ooo ' 

3,250 

75,000 

40,700 

67,800 

279,7~0 

113,450 

70,300 

54,900 

6o,ooo-

30,000 

608,400 
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The Committee also approved an additional amo~nt of _152,100 dollars 
for small projects. Thus the totai bud~et f~r techriical co-operation 
amounts to 760,500 dollars. 

33· Two members of the Committee expressed reservations about the 
content of the technical co-operation programme for the old 

City of Dan1ascus. The Commi tte·e shared their opinion in -regard to 
the need for a master plan·for the preservation of the traditional 
urban fabric of the city, and recommended that the competent Syrian 
authorities establish such a plan. 

34. One member of the Committee expressed reservations about the 
constant need for temporary assistance to the Secretariat 

for the implementation of the Convention a.nd recommended that the 
necessary services for the implementation of the Conv~ntion be as 
far as possible provided for under the Regular Programme of Unesco. 
In this connection the Rapporteur drew the attention of. the Committee 
to the considerable increase in the workload and the Secretariat 
observed that financial support from the Regular Programme to the 
Convention is also constantly on the. increase. 

35. The Committee decided to substantially increase the funds 
allocated to training activities, considering the shortage 

of qualified personnel as noted in many countries. On this subject· 
the representative of the Director-General indicated that a large
scRle world training programme at both the regional and national 
levels for specialists in the conservation of cultural property 
could be envisaged within the framework of Unesco, of the Convention 
and of ICCROM. This latter organizatio~ would be willin~ to part
icipate in a programme of this type. The Committee gave its support 
to such a project, which was viewed as being particularly desirable 
for consolidating national infrastructures including those concerned 
with training. It was noted that this type of international technical 
co-operation provided one of the most effective means to attain the 
obje·cti ves of the Convention. In regard to the training of specialists 
in the field of the ·conservation of natural properties, the Unesco · 
Programme on Man and the Biosphere (MAB) already provides significant 
assistance to developing countries. The World Heritage Committee, 
for its part, will give priority to the training .. - pref.erably on
the-spot of specialists (rangers, managers, scientists) so as to 
meet'more effectively those needs most urgently felt in regard to 
the management and protection of sites inscribed on the World Heritage 
List. The Committee requested that information be made available on 
regional and national training courses in the conservation of the 
cultural and natural heritage for which assistance was requested 
und~~ th~ Convention. 
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36. The Committee adopted the following budget for the period 
1 November 1981 to 31 October 1982 : 

BUDGET 

I. Preparatory assistance and regional 
studies 

II. Technical Co-operation 

III. Training 

IV.- Emergency assistance 

V. Promotional activities 

VI. Programme support 

ICOMOS 

IUCN . ' 

$ 

15o,oqb 

760,500. 

509,000 

220,000 

.100,400 

50,000 

25,000 

VII. Temporary assistanoe to the Secretariat _ 80,000 

3% contingencies 

Total 

1,885,900 

54,1'00 

1,940,000 

XIII. .Q¥1PELIN~ FOR THE EVALUATION OF TECHNIC~L _20-0PE~~N REQUESTS 

37· The Committee examined guidelines for the evaluation of technical 
co-operation requests as proposed by the Bureau and adopted the 

text set out in Annex II. This text will replace paragraphs 45 to 49 
of the "Operational Guidelines for the implementation -of the.World 
Heritage Convention" and the following paragraphs of that document 
will be re-numbered accordingly. 

38. Furthermore, the Committee decided that in each future annual 
budget a sum equivalent to one quarter of the total amount 

approved for technical co-operation projects will be added to this 
amount to finance projects costing not more than $20,000 each. 

XIV. OTHER BUSINESS 
~.-........ 

39. The nomination of "Los Glaciares" National Park and the delimit\-
ntion of the Park were the subject of an intervention and a 

statement by the observer of Chile and a statement by the delegate of 
Argentina. The intervention and the statement of the observer of Chi~e 
are set out in Annex III; the statement of the delegate of Argentina\ 
is reproduced in Annex IV in its original Spanish version a.nd in 
translation. 
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40. The representative of ALECSO informed the Committee of the 
activities undertaken by this organi'zation in the field of the 

cultural heritage and stated that it was determined to strengthen its 
co-operation with Unesco, in particular in recard to the training of 
technicians and specialists. 

41. The Rapporteur informed the C6mmittee that, with the addition of 
the twenty-six properties approved by the Committee during its 

fifth session, a. total of 112 cultural and n.atural properties had so 
far been included in the World Heritage List. The list of properties 
inscribed should be widely disseminated and it would be necessary, for 
this purpose, to decide whether the properties should be grouped by 
cateeory and, if so, what categories should be established. The repre
sentc.tive of the Director-General stated that, according to the terms 
of the Convention, it was for the Committee to establish the form in 
which the List should be published and that it was therefore for the 
Committee to take a decision on this question before the List was 
distributed ; he added that no official list had been distributed by 
the Director-General or the Secretariat. It was therefore decided that 
the Bureau, at its next meeting, would take up this question and formulate 
recommendations to the Committee. 

42. The Secretariat informed the Committee of the invitation from 
Sri Lanka, a State Party to the Convention but not a member of 

the Comcittee, to hold the sixth session of the Committee in Colombo. 
The Committee took note of this kind invitation and recalled that its 
Rules of Procedure foresee that it is only members of the Committee 
who may extend such invitations. 

4}. The Committee was informed that the Secretariat had received from 
the Jordanian Delegation an official letter inviting the Committee 

to hold its next session in Amman. Two other members of the World 
Heritage Convention, Pakistan and Tunisia, e~pressed the intention of 
t:1eir respective governments to invi~e the Committee to hold its sixth 
session in their countries. The delegate of B~azil, for his part, 
informed the Committee that he had consulted his eovernment about holding 
that session in his country. 

44. hfter consultations among the represent~tives of Brazil, Jordan, 
Pakistan and Tunisia, it was proposed that the Committ~e hold its 

sixth session in Pakistan and consider holding its seventh session in 
Brazil. The Committee decided, as far as it was concerned, to accept 
for 1982 the invitation of Pakistan and Vlarmly thankec! the authorities 
of P::r:kistan. 
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Text ado_£ted_ b;y the Com.m,i ttee to replace .:p~agaphs 45 to 49 

of the "Operational Guidelines for thfe imple.r'!illatfon SJf the 

~ld Heri t.age Commi~" 

45. States Parties can request technical co-operation for the following 
purposes ~ 

(a) work foreseen in safeguarding projects for properties included, 
or nominated for inclusion, in the World Heritage list ; and 

(b) support for the training of specialized staff at the national 
or regional level, in accordance with Article 23 of the 
Convention. 

46. Requests for technical co-operation must be sent to· the Secretariat 
by the State Party concerned before 1st March of each year in order 

to be considered by the Bureau and the Committee withiri the same yearo 
Requests received after this date will be considered by the Committee i~ 
the following year. . . 

47. The above schedule does not apply, however, to projects not 
exceeding a ·ceiling of $20,000 for which the following simplified 

procedure will be applied: "The Secretariat, after examining the dossier 
and receiving the advice of ICCROM, ICOMOS or IUCN, as appropriate, will 
forward the request accompanied by all other relevant documents directly 
to the Chairman, who is authorized to take decisions on the financing of 
such projects up to the total amount set aside for this purpose. · 

48. On receiving the request, the Secretariat : 

registers the request, ensuring that it relates to property 
included or nominated for inclusion in the World Heritage List, 
or else that its objective is to assist training centres, i~ 
accordance with paragraph 45 ; ' 

checks that this request takes one of the forms foreseen in 
Article 22 of the Convention, as follows : 

(i) studies concerning the artistic, scientific and techniqal 
problems raised by the protection, conservation, present~ 
atiort artd rehabilitation of the cultural and natural 
heritage, as defined in paragraphs 2 and 4 of Articleill 
of this Convention ; 

(ii) provision of experts, technicians and skilled labour to 
ensure that the approved work is correctly carried out 

(iii) supply of equipment which the State concerned does not 
possess or is not in a position to acquire ; 

(iv) low-interest or interest-free loans which might be rrepay
·able ori a lotig~term basis ; 

(v) the granting, in exceptional cases and for special reasons, 
of non-repayable subsidies. 
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49. The following information should be provide~ in requests for 
technical co-operation : 

a) ~feguarding projects for pro£erties included or nominated 
for inclusion in the Worl~.¥eritage Li~ 

(i) details of property 

- date of inscription or of nomination for inclusion in 
the World Heritage List, 

- description of property and of dangers to property, 

- legal status of property 

(ii) details of request 

- scientific and technical information on the work to 
be undertaken, 

- detailed description of equipment requested (notably 
make, type, voltage, etc.) and of required personnel 
(specialists and workmen), etc. 

- if appropriate, details on the "training" component 
of the project, 

- schedule indicating when the project activities will 
take place ; 

(iii) cost of proposed activities 

- paid nationally, 

- requested under the Convention 

- other multilateral or bilateral contributions received 
or expected, indicating how each_contribution will be 
used ; 

(iv) national body responsible for the project and details 
of project administration 

if the request involves 

b) support fo£ the training of specialized staff at t~e __ nati~~~ 
.or regional level 

(i) details on the training course concerned (courses offered, 
level of instruction, teaching staff, _number of students 
and country of origin; etc.) 

(ii) type of assistance requested (details on field of 
specialization and level of teaching staff requested, 
duration required, equipment needed, etc.) 

(iii) approximate cost of assistance requ~sted ; 

(iv) other contributions : national financing, received or 
anticipated multilateral or bilateral contributions. 
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50. I£ necessary, the Secretariat will request the country concerned 
to provide further information. This information should be made 

available to the Secretariat at least two months before the forthcoming 
session of the Committee. The Secretariat can also ask for expert 
advice from the appropriate organization (ICOROM, ICOMOS, IUCN). 

51. The Secretariat will present the Bureau with a brief description 
of the technical co-operation requests which exceed $ 20,000. 

52. The Bureau will consider the requests which are presented at its 
meetings and will make recommendations thereon to the Committee. 

The Secretariat will forward the Bureau's recommendation to all the 
States members of the Committee. 

53. If the recommendation is positive, the Secretariat will proceed 
with all the preparatory work necessary for implementing the 

technical co-operation immediately after the Committee has decided to 
approve the project. 

54. At the Committee meeting, the Committee will make a decision on 
the request for technical co-operation taking account of the 

Bureau's recowmendation. The Committee's decisions will be forwarded 
to the States Parties and the Secretariat will proceed to implement 
the project. 
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In relation to the nomination presented by Argentina to 
include in the World Heritage List, the site "Los Glaciares", the 
observer of Chile expressed certain reservations. He noted for the 
record, in this respect, the provisions of paragraph 3 of Article 11 
of the Convention and stated that Chile considered not enough 
information had been made available on the question of the inclusion 
of "Los Glaciares" in the List. 

STATEHENT MADE BY THE OBSERVF~ OF CHILE 
~~--,.~ 

urr·he delegation of the Republic of Chile to the 5th Meeting 
of the World Heritage Committee presents its compliments to the 
Honourable Chairman and wishes to express to him the following : 

a) The Government of Chile has noted with interest the initiative 
taken by the Republic of Argentina of presenting for inscription 
in the World Heritage List one sector of the Patagonie Glaciers. 

b) The Glaciers' Region 9 due to its extension, physiography, 
climate, fauna and flora presents exceptional characteristics as a 
natural site and the Government of Chile will study the possibility 
of presenting, in the near futur~for inscription in the World 
Heritage List, the sector of the Glaciers' Region located within 
its national jurisdiction. 

c) The Government of Chile understands that the presentation 
of "Los Glaciares" formulated by the Government of Argentina. falls 
within the terms of Article 11 of the Convention concerning the 
Protaction of the ~orld Natural and Cultural Heritage as was 
expressed by the Delegation of Chile in the course of its 
intervention last Monday October 26th". 

Sydney, 29th of October, 1981. 
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STATE11ENT ~1ADE BY THE DET~GATE OF ARGENTINA 
------~~~ ~~ 

Original Spanish version : 

"El Delegado Argentino ante la 5ta. Sesion del Comite de 
Patrimonio Mundial, presenta sus atentos saludos a los honorables 
miembros del Comite, y en relacion a la declaracion efectuada por el 
Sr. Representante de la Republica de Chile, se notifica por la presente 
la respuesta de la Republica Argentina, para su incorporacion en las 
Aetas de la Sesion, cuyo texto oficial es el siguiente 

"Con relacion a la declaracion efectuada por el Representante 
de Chile acerca del "Parque Nacional Los Glaciares", la Delegacion 
Argentina rechaza con firmeza eaa.improcedente declaraci6n, ya que 
toda la extencion del "Parque Nacional Los Glaciares" se encuentra 
ubicada incuestionablemente en territorio argentino. 

Es la primera vez que Chile pretende cuestionar los l!mites 
en esa region. El'Parque Nacional Los Glaciares" fue creado en 1937 
existiendo una ocupacion argentina efectiva, pacifica y no contestada 
hasta hoy de toda esa zona, que le pertenece por el Tratado de 
Limites firms.do entre la Argentina y Chile en 1881." 

El Delegado Argentino reitera a los honorables miembros del 
Comite las seguridadr-s de su consideracion mas distinguida. 

Sydney, 29 de octubre de 1981" 

liThe delegate of Argentina at the 5th session of the World 
Heritage Committee, presents his compliments to the honourable member$ 
of the Committee and inmgard to the declaration made by the represen+ 
tative of the Republic of Chile, hereby announces the Argentine I 

Republic's answer to be incorporated in the records of the session, 
the cfficial text of which is as follows : 

"With regard to the declaration of the Representative of Chile abo~t 
the 0 Parque Nacional Los Glaciares", the Argentine Delegation reje~ts 
firmly this unwarranted declaration all the more so as the whole a~ea 
of the "National Park Los Glaciares" is unquestionably situated in 
Argentinian territory. 

This is the first time that Chile attempts to call in question che 
frontiers in that region. The "Parque Nacional Los Glacia.res" was 
established in 1937 and, there exists an effective, peaceful an~ up 
to this day uncontested occupation by Argentina of this whole z~ne . 
which belongs to it in accordance with the Treaty on frontiers ~igne~ 
by Argentina and Chile in 1881•" 

Tl-1e delegate of Argentina reiterates to the honourabl~ 
members of the Committee the assurances of his highest consideration. 

Sydney, 29 October 1981"• 




