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UWITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC. AND ‘
CULTURAL ORGnNIZATION

CONVEWTICN CONCEENING THE PPOLECTION O“ "Hn WORLD
CULTURAL AdD NATURAL HERIT..GE

World Heritage Cornmittee
First 3xtraordinary Session

Paris, 10 and 11 Septczber 1981

PEPORT OF THE R:iFPORTIELR

I. ZUTRODUCTION

. The first extrzordinary session cof the Vorld FHeritage Committee

was held at Unesco Headquarters in Paris on 10 and 11 September 1981,
st the request of seventeen States members of the Committee which
21so requested that the meeting deal with two items : the election
of two Vice~-Cheirnen to the Purecu and the inscrintion of "the 01d
City of Jeruczalem and its Walls" on the Vorld Heritage List.

2. The meeting was attended by the following States members of the
World Jeritage Committee : irgentina, Australie, Brazil, Bulgezria,

Cyjprus, Egypt, France, Federal Republic of Germsny, Guinea, Iraq,

Italy, Jordan, Libyan irab Janmahiriya, Nepal, Pakistan, Senegal,

Switzerland, Tuniegia, United States of /merice and Zaire. Representatives

the International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICCHOS)

ended the meeting in an advisory capacity. Observers from sixteen

tes Parties to the Convention not members of the Comnmittee 2lso

snded the session, 2s well =as observers from six internatioral

snizations, invited in accordarce with thce decision of the Committee.

full list of porticipants is to be found in innex I to this report.
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II. OPENING OF THE SESSION ~ND ADOFTION OF THE ..GENDA

z. In opening the neceting, the /ssistant Director-General for
Culture cond Comuunication recalled the decision taken by the

czzittee at its fourth session (Septeaber 1980) to oven the

e:t:bllshed procedure for the exzminntion of th2 »nronosal by Jerdan

cr the inscrintion of '"the 01ld City of Jerusalem ond its walls'" on

e World Heritnge List and mcntioned resolution 21 C/i/I4 adopted

he Unesco General Conference at its 21st session referring to this

ion. He also drew attention to the comments formmlated by the

national Ccuncil on Monurents arnd Sites and to the recerd of the’
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proceedings of the fifth session c¢f the Bureau. The Assistant Director-
General informed the Committee that Mr. Parent, who had been elected
Chairman at the fourth session of the Committee, felt that because he had
recently been elected President of ICOMOS he could no longer continue to
chair the Committee and that, according to Rule 14.2 of the Rules of
Procedure, he was to be replaced bty a Vice~-Chairman, in the English
alphabetical order of States members of the Comnittee, for the remainder
of the term of office. The Ambassador of Australia, Mr. R. Slaiyer, was
accordingly invited to act as Chairman until the beginning of the fifth
ordinery session of the Committee and to t::xe the chair, which he
proceeded to do.

b, On the proposal of the Chairman, the Committee adopted the agenda
of the session.

IIT. ZLECTION OF TWO VICE-CHAIRMEN

Se The Chairman explained that two Vice-Chairmen were to be elected
to replace Ghana and Yugoslavia which, in accordance with Rule 12.1 of
the Rulee of Procedure of the Committee, had not been able to remain in
office after the end of the Ilst session of the General Confererce. The
Cormmittee elected by acclamation Bulgaria and Senegal as Vice-Chairmen.

IV. NOMINATION OF THE "OLD CITY OF JERUSALEM AND ITS WALLS" FOR
INSCRIPTICN ON THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST

6. The examination of this question was taken up following the
resolution adopted by consensus by the World Heritage Committee
at its fourth session held in Paris from 1 to 5 September 1980, and of
the renort of the Bureau of the Committee which, during its fifth session
held at Unesco Headquarters from &4 to 7 May 1981, had examined the
proposal to inscribe the "0ld City of Jerusalem and its Walls'", presented
by the Hashemite Kingdom of Jdardan, as well as the report of ICOMOS which
recommends the inclusion of this property on the World Heritage List.

7. The Chairman informed the Committee that Israel had requested that

a representative of Israel be invited to take part in the deliber-
ations .of the Committee concerning the request by the government of Jordan
that the "0ld City of Jerusalem and its Walls" be inscribed on the World
Eeritage List. The Delegate of the Unittd States of America, recalling
the terms of Article 11(3) of the Convention, requested that Isrzel, as
the State responsible for the administration and de facto control of the
0id City of Jerusalem, be given the right to speak at the appropriate
time. ' The Chairman referred to Rules 6, 7 and 8 of the Rules of Procedure
end concluded that Israel could not be invited to participate in the
session, since it was not a State Party to the Convention.

8. The Chairman of the Committee informed States members of the terms
of the letter addressed to him by the Permanent Delegate of Jordan to
Unesco (see Annex II) by which he communicated in the form of an addendum
to Annex III of file No. 148 Rev. the list of the buildings which ICOMOS
had recommended adding (see Annex III).



9.

The representative of Jordan presented the nominatlon WIth the
following steteament :

"Jordan as a member of UNESCO and as-a State varty to 'the
Convention for the protection of the World Cultural ard
Natural feritage, presented in Septenber last Year ita
nomination for the inscription of .''The 01d City of Jeruszlenm
and its Walls" on the World Keritage Llst.

Lhe value that Jerusalem rezresents for the threce religions
of Judaism, Christianity ard Islam was the only possible
explanation for the unanimous decision of your Conmmittee in
its b4th session of September 1380 to take 'into ccnsideration
the nomination preseated by the H. K. of Jordan coucerning
the 01d City cf Jerusalem and its Walls in all its cultural
end human aspects'.

The Cormittee was in full agreement in apureelatlng thelr
urique importance in view of the universusl wziuss they
rerresent from the religious, histerical, rcditectural-
and artietic points of view. o C

The Committee decided to opea the established procedure for
the examination of this proposal for the inscription of the
0ld City and its Walls on the World Heritegs List.

In the same spirit the General Conference of UNESCO in its
21st session adopted a resolution 4/1%in which it recomuiends -,
to your very Committee 'to speed up the procedure fcr
including the City of Jerusalem on the Uorld Heritage List'.

Since the decision of your Comnittee in its U4th session,
Jordanian specialists iiave been able to ccmplete the
technical file on the Old City of Jeruszlem and its Walls,
which was presented to the Secretariat on December 16, 1950.

" This file was later studied by ICOMOS, which in turn in its
document No. 148 recommended to the Bureau of this Committee
tc accept the Jordanian nomination.

‘Mr Chairman,

The reascn why this extraordinary session of your Committee
is held is the attempt of some colleazue members of the
Bureau to go back on the decision tzlien unanimously by your
Committce at its 4th session. Despite this dec1sxon. despite
tte recozmendaticn of the Ceneral Conference and despite ewen
the recormendation for irscription made by the ICOMOS, thoge
colleagues instead of studying the technical aspects of the
romination, as were expected to do, chose to deal with
irrelevant complicated questions, tliat are neither within

. the competence of the Bureau nor of the Committee.

Jordan agreed during the discussions of the Bureau to all
edditions made by ICOMNOS. Our letters addressed to the
Chairman of your Committee and the Director-General-of

UGNESCO and the Secretariat show clearly Jordan's acherence
to the Reccmmendation concerning the safeguarding and,
contemporary role of historic areas.
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"It has been always our understanding that the-0ld City of
. Jerusalem constitutes an historic ensemble which should be
cornisidered in its totality as a coherent whole. The list

of monuments attached to the application is meant to be
indicative of the richness of the city and not exhaustive.

I ask you to consider this nomination in the spirit of the
unique value of Jerusalem. I ack you to stay within your
conpatence. Jordan is not using this Committee or your
deliberations as a vehicle for political claims. We realize
and you should realize that the status of Jerusalem cannot
be decided in your Committee. It is up to other inter-
national organs to decide on this very complicated issue.
I appeal to you for the sake of huaanity and its heritage,
to stay within your competence, and accept tine Jordanian
request for the inclusion of the 0ld City of Jerusalem and
its Walls on the World Heritage List. "

10. The representative of ICOMOS recalled that, at the meeting of

the Bureau in May 1981, that non-governmental orgznization had
recom=ended the inscription of the "0ld City of Jerusalem and its Walls"
on tke World Heritage List. He took note of the favourzable response
given by Jordan to their observations relating to the list of monuments
znd stated that, with the supplementary list now added to the file,
there was no longer a lack of balance in the list of monuments set out
in hcnex III of file No. 148 Rev. He confirmed that the description of
tie crroperty comprised the totality of the 0ld City and its Walls, and
included both the list of buildings submitted with the original nomir-
ation and the supplementary list.

Y

11. The Committee registered this confirmation. It agreed that

the "Old City of Jerusalem and its Walls" constituted an historic
ecsemdle which should be considered in its totality as a coherent whole
wrose balance and specific character depend on the synthesis of the
elements of which it is composed and where the preservation should be
carried out taking into account the manifestations of all the different
historical periods.

12. dith respect to the adequate protection and preservation of

the site, ICOMOS considered that current practices ensured the
adequate protection of the "Old City of Jerusalen", and drew attention
t5 tke participation of the international coumunity in this regard.
“Ze IZJ¥0S representative recalled finally that, in any case, the
rrocedures adopted by the Committee, in the case of proven inadequacy
or nanifest deficiency in the matter of preservation, enabled the.
Comaiztee to decide that the inscription be cancelled. In conclusion,
2e statad that ICOMOS was favourable to the inscription of the "Old

City of Jerusalem and its Walls" on the World Heritage List.

13 In the subsequent distcussion, it becane evident that there was
widespread support that a property as outstanding as the Old
ty should be inscribed on the World Heritage List. The majority of
eukers hed no reservations about Jordan's competernce to make the
oposale A few speakers expressed reservations about Jordan's legal
cht to present the nomination and about the possible implications
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of inscrinption to questions related to the status of Jerusalem and to
questions of sovereignty arnd jurisdiction. Although it was reccgnized
that Article 11(3) of the Conven*ion existed to cover these natters,
these speakers were coacerned that there shsuld be no implicit or
explicit recognition of the sovereignty of any State asgociated with
cne inscription. The Jnited States Delegaticn objected explicitly to
the ncmination by Jorden as not conforwing with the articles of the
Convention which provide thet the nooinating S*tate subuit only those
sites wrich are '"situated in its territory", which reguire that the
consent of "the State concerned" be cotained and which recuire that the
nominating State provide an effective nlan fer the ctrctection and
mznegement of the site. This delegation askcd other delegatione to
join in rejecting an iupermissible nomination.

1h. At the end of the detate on file No. 148 Rev. presented by the
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan, the Committee decided to inscribe
the Old City of Jerusalem and its Walls on the World Heritage List.

15. The above-mentioned decision was the subject of a vote by roll-
call, the result of which was as follows : 14 for, 1 against
and 5 abstentions. The representatives of nine States members of the
Committee explained their votes; their statements, in extenso or in
sumnarized form, are to be fourd in Annex IV. The observer from Chile
wiched tc address the meeting concerning the inscription of the 0ld
City of Jerusalem on the World Herit-~ge List; since the decisiona on
that guestion had already obeen taken by the Committee, his request was
not considered receivable and he was asked to tranemit his statement in
writing to the Chairman who would ensure that it was added to the file.

16. In closing the extraordinary session, the Chairman reminded

members of the Committee of its forthcoming 5th ordinary session
in Sydney from 25 to 30 October 1981. He said that Australia wes
looking forward to hosting the meeting and hoped tkat, to the greatest
possible extent, States Members of the Committee would endeavour to
include in their delegztions experts in the cultural and natural
heritzge.
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CONVENTION CONCERNING THE PROTECTION CF THE WORLD
CULTURAL AND i'ATURAL HERITAGE

CONVENTION CONCERNANT LA FPROTECTION LU PATRIMOINE
MONDIAL, CULTURLL ET NAYUREL

YORLD HERITAGE COMMITTEE / COMITE DU PATRIMOINE MONDIAL

First extraordinary session/Premiére session extraordinaire

Paris 10-11 Soptember 1581/Parie 10611 septembre 1981

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS/LISTE DES PARTICIPANTS

I. STATES MEHMBZRS OF THS COMMITTEE / ETATS FZM3RES DU COMITE -~

ARGENTINA/ARGENTINE

M, 1le Professeur Javier Fernandez
Ministre plénipctentiaire
Délégation permanente aupres de l'Unesco

AJSTRALIA/AUSTRALIE

H. Exc. Professor R.O. Slatyer
Anbassador
Permanent Delegate to Unesco

Mr. John Watson
Deputy Permanent Delegate to Unesco

¥rs. B. Barry de Lonschanp
Deputy Permanent Delegate to Unesco

BRAZIL/BRESIL

S. Exce M, Geraldo Holanda Cavelcanti
amoacsadeur
Délégué permanent auprés de l'Unesco

§ULGARIA/BULGARIE

S. Exce M. Milan Milanov
Ambassadeur extraordinaire et olenlnotentlzlre
Délézué permanent auprés de 1l'Unesco



CYPRUS/CHYPRE

8. Exc. M. Constantin Leventis
Ambaseadeur
Délégué permanent auprés de l'Unesco

M. Christos Cassimatis
Délégué permanent adjoint auprés de 1'Unesco

EGYPT/ECYPTE

Mr. Abdel Moniem El Sawi
Ex-Minister of Information and Culture

H. Exce. Dr. Chams El-Dine El-Wekil
Anbassador

Perumanent Delegate to Unesco
EEAHCE

M. HMichel Parent
Inspecteur général des monuments historigques

M. Jean-Pierre Bady

Directeur de la Caisse nationale des monuments
historiques et des &ites

CERHANY (Fed. Rep. of)/ALLEMAGNE (Rep. fédérale d')

Dr. WoXgang Tidten
Chargeé d'affaires
Permanent Delegation to Unesco

Mr. Heimo Richter

Counsellor
Permanent Delegation to Unesco

GUINZA/GUINEE

ol ~ I3 ~ N
S. Exce. M. Aboubacar oompare
Aobassadeur extraordinaire et plénipotentiaire de Guinée en France

M. Youssouf D{;ré
Dél%gué permanent auprés de l'Unesco
TRAC/IRAK
!
H. BExc. Dr. Aziz Ali Heidar
- Ambassadoer
Permanent Delegate to Unesco

Dr.-Mcuyad Damerji Said
President, State Antiquities arnd Heritage Organization
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ITALY/ITALIE

3. Exc. M. Guglielmo Folchi
‘mbassadeur
Jélégué permanent auprés de 1l'Unesco

JCRDAN/SORDANIE

2. Exc. Mr. Taher N. Hasri
Anbassador Extraordinary and Plenlpotentlary of Jordan to France
Peruanent Delegate to Unesco -

=« Ahmad Al-Tawil
Deputy Permanent Delegate to Unesco

Dr. Adnan Al Hadidi
Director-General of Antiquities, Amman

Mr. Rohi Al Khatib
Mayor of the Arab Sector of Jerusalem at present in exile (advisor)

'

LTEYAN ARAB JAMAHTRIYA/JAMAHIRIYA ARABE LIBYENNE

Ore¢ Abdullah Shaiboub
Director-General, Department of Antiguities
Saray-el-Hamra

NZPAL

Mr. Fararan Des Shrestha
Jeputy Permanent Delegate to Unesco

PAXISTAN

i. Exce Mr. Szhabzada Yakub-Khan :
Ambassador Ixtraordinary and Plenipotentiary of’ Paklstan to France
DPermanent Delegate to Unesco

Mr. Abad Hussein
Deputy Perncnent Delegate to Unesco

Mr. Aftab Hussdgn Syed
First Secretary
Permznrent Delegation to Unesco

SENEGAL
M. Lamine Diakhaté

Ministre Conseiller : .
Délégué permanent adjoint auprés de l'Unesco -

Sy. ERLAND/SUISSE

S. Etce. M. CLarles nunmmel
Acbassadeur : .
D3légué permanent auprés de l'Unesco  ~ . @ e .. Tl



SWITZERLAND/SUISSE (3uit)

M. Ernest Martin
Architecte SIA/FAS : )
Commission fédérale des Monuments hictoriques, Genéve

TUNISIA/TUNISIE

S. Exc. M. Mustafa Masmoudi
Anbaszadeur
Délézué permanent auprés de 1'Unesco

Y. Azedine Beschaouch .
Directeur général de l'Institut d'Archéologie et d'Art
Tunis

Mlle Hayet Boussofara
Délégué permanent adjoint auprés de 1l'Unesco

UNITZD STATES OF AMERICA/ETATS-UNIS D'AMERIGUE

Mr. David Rowe

Director, Directorate for Unesco Affairs
3ucreau of International Organization Affairs
Department of State, Washington '

Hr. Elkin Taylor
Acting Permanent Delegate to Unesco

Mr. Howard Hardy

Cultural Attaché
Permznent Delegation to Unesco

ZATRE

Mr. Hakeli Boguo
Deputy Permanent Delegate to Unesco

II. OBSERVERS FROM OTHER STATES PARTIES/OBSERVATZURS D'AUTRES ETATS

FARTIES

AFGEANISTAN

Mr. Mir Hamidullah Nezanm
Second Secretary
Enbzssy of Afghanistan

ALGERTA/ALGERIE

S‘ FAXC. ;Io Abdelatif Rahal
Ambassadeur
Délégué permanent auprés de 1'Unesco

CANADA

S. Exc. M. Pierre Trottier
Ambessadeur A
Delégué permanent auprés de 1'Unesco

%]



-5

CENTRAL AFRICAN REPUBLIC/REPUBLIQUE CENTRAFRICAINE

M. Gaston Azibolo
Premier Secrétaire
Délésation permanente auprés de 1'Unesco

CHILE/CHETLI

S. Exce M. Jorge Berguno Barnes
Anbassadeur
Délégué permanent auprés de 1l'Unesco

M. Dernis Biggs
Délligué permanent sdjoint zuprés de 1l'Unesco

CUBA

Mme Martha Arjona
Directeur du Patrimoine culturel
Ministére de la Culture, L2 Havane

DEMOCRATIC YEMEN/YMWN DEMOCRATIQUE

Mr. A1i Kassem Abdulla
First Secretary
Erbassy of the Democratic Yemen

DOVMARK/DANEMARX

Mr. Jorgen V. Larsen
Délégué permanent adjoint auprés de 1'Unesco

¥rs. Lisbeth Saaby

dead of Section

Ministry of Enviroament .

Netional Ageincy for thé Protection cf Nature,
Monuxents and Sites, Ccpenhagen

HOIIZURAS

Dr. Carlos Deambrosis-Martins
Ministre plénipotentiaire

Délégué permanent supreés de l'Unesco
INDIA/INDE

Miss Be. Mukherjee

Second Secretary
Permanent Delegation to Unesco

IVORY COAST/COTE D'IVOIRE

M. Sylvestre A®a
Conseiller a la Délégation permanente aupris de 1'Unesco



MCR0CCO/MAROC

M. Abdeslem Bensouda
Cecrnceiller, Délégation permanente auprés de 1l'Unesco

NIZZR

M. Ssuleymane Abarry
D22 :zué permanent adjoint auprés de 1°' Unesco

NCZWAY/NORVEGE

+ Z0lf Willy Hansen
Dezuty Permanent Delegate to Unesco

SAUDI ARABIA/ARABIE SAOUDITE

Dr. Saleh Abdullah Bawazeer
liinistre plénipotentiaire
D&lizué permanent auprés de l'Unesco

M-. Jonald Kusenha
Czunsellor
Deputy Permanent Delegate to Unesco

IZZ. OPG/NIZATION ATTENDING IN AN ADVISORY CAPACITY/ORGANISATION
FARTICIPANT AVEC UN STATUT CONSULTATIF

INTERNATIONAL COUNCIL ON MONUMENTS AND SITES (ICCMCS)/CONSEIL INTER~
NAZTONAL DES MONUMENTS ET DES SITES

M. Frangois Leblanc
Directeur du Secretariat.

M. Léon Pressouyre
)= of
&Froies

sseur a 1'Université de Paris 1

IV. CTHER INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS/AUTRES ORGANISATZONS
INVEENATIONALES

AN:3 bDUCATIONAL CULTURAL AND SCIENTIFIC ORG\NIZATION/ORGANISATION
4= 3% POUR L'EDUC&TION LA CULTURE ET LA SCIENC E (ALECS0)

M. Ahmed Derradji
keprésentant permanent auprés de l'Unesco

M. Ali Babacar Tahar
Di-zcteur g&néral adjoint, Tunis
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AFRICAN CULTURAL INSTITUTE (ACI)/INSTITﬁT CULTUREL AFRICAIN

M. Zric Apronti
Directeur général adjoint, Dakar

IITERNhTIONAL COUNCIL OF MUSEUMS (ICOM)/CONSEIL INTEINATIONAL DES

MS

—

M. Luis Monreal
Secrétaire général
Paris

INTERNATIONAL CRGANTIZATION FOR THE PROTECTION OF WORKS OF ART/
ORGANISAZTICii _InT ERNATiONALE POUR LA PROTECTION DES URUVRES D'ART

M. Adolphe locquot
Vice-Président
Luxerre

M. M¥ax Schvoerer, Consultant

INTERNATIONAL UNIOH OF ARCHITECTS/UNION INTERNATIONALE DZES ARCHITECTE
CIh)

M. Henri Celsat
Architecte-urbaniste
Secrétaire du Groupe de travail "Aménagement urbain et rural"

ORG-NIZATION FOR MUS®WUMS, MCNUMENTS AND SITES TN AFRICA (OVH~A)/
ORGANISATI0N POUR LES NUnLuS LES MCNUMENTS ET LE3 3ITES D'&r. IQUP

Mr. Kwasi lyles
Secretary-General
Accra
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V. UNESCO SECRETARIAT / SECRETARIAT DE L'UNESCO

M. Makaminan Makagiansar
Sous-Directeur général
Sccteur de la Culture et de la Communlcatlon

M. Michel Batisse
Sous-Directeur général adjoint
Secteur des Sciences

M. Gérerd Bolla
Sous-Directeur général adjoint
Secteur de la Culture et de la Communication

M. Daniel de San

Chef

Division des Normes internationales
Bureau des hffaires juridigues

. Bern@ von Droste
Divisicn des Bciences écologiques

Mme Anne Raidl
Division du patrimoine culturel

Mme Margaret van Vliet

.Division du patrimoine culturel
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ANNEX II
Original : French

Permanent Delegation of the
Haclemite Kingdom of Jordan

to Unesco

Paris, 9 September 1981

The Chairman
World Heritage Committee

On the occasion of the extraordinary sessicn of the
World Heritage Committee, to be held in Paris on 10 and 11 September
1981 to examine the nomination submitted by my courtry znd registered
on 16 December 1980 under Identification n°® 148 Rev., ccrcerning
the inclusion of the "0ld City of Jerusalem (Al-Quds) and its
¥Walls" on the World Eeritage List, I have the honour to bring the
following to your attention.

At its meeting in May 1981, the Bureau of the
Committee, apprised of the favourable recommendation of ICOMOS,
tcok note of the agreement of my country to include in the list
of monuments contained in Annex III to the zbove-mentioned file,
the buildings whose acdition had been recommended by ICOMOS. T
therefore have the lLionour to forward to you, in the attached
document, the information requested, drawing your attention to: the
fact that my couniry has every confidence in the distinguished
representative of ICOMOS and endorses all the factual details ,
that, as a man of science and integrity, he may consider useful
to provide on this technical Annex to the file.

I should be grateful if you would «inform the
members of the Committee of the terms of thisg letter at the
opening of the discussion, so that the debate may focus on
essentialse.

Accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest
consideration.

(Signed) TAHER MASRI
Permanent Delegage
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ANNEX III
United Nations Educational, Date received  : 16.12.1980
Scientific and Cultural Identification N°: 148 Reve
Orgacization Original : French

Convention concerning the Protection
of the World Cultursl and Natural Heritage

WCILD HERITACE LIST.

Nomination submitted by the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan

The Old City of Jerusalem (Al-Quds) and its Walls

Addendum to Annex III
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Preliminary remark

It should be recalled that in a town like the old city
of Jerusalem, it is difficult to select a group of monumeants, even
as a crcss-section. Historical periods, significant monuments,
manifestations of civilization, art and culture and religious sites
are so closely interwoven that a partial inventory runs the risk

of appearing partisan.

The 220 monuments identified in the !ledina of Jerusalemn
do not therefore conatitute an exhaustive or comrlete list.

As recommended by ICOMOS, the following six monuments
could be added :

1. The walls of the period of Herod the Great, today incorporated
in the perimeter of the Haram al-fharif ard of which the
Wailirgz /511 still remains, and the enormous vaulted substructures
N\ now known as the Stables of Solcnon.

- 2e The northern arcature of the portal of Aelia Capitolina,
known since the XVIth Century as the "Ecce Horo!" Arche.

Nowadays incorporated in the choir of the btasilica of
Our Lady of Zicn, near the Second Station of the Via Dolorosa
(Way of the Cross), it is one of the rare vestiges of the triumphal
arches erected by Emperor Hadrian after the capture of Jerusalem
and the foundation of 2 Roman colony known as Aelia Capitolina.

3. The Ramban Svnacogue, built in the Jewish quarter of the
liedina, towards tne end of the XIVth Century, not far from
the Suq el-BEussor (Mat Market).

4. The Ben Zakkai Syncgogue, built around 1506 to 1610 in the
same area aad initially restricted to the principal Jewish
community of the town, the "Sephardim'.

,> 5 The Svnagogue of Elijah the Prophet, built from 1615 to 1625,
vith a large dome.

6. Lastly, still in the same area, the Stamboulli Synagogue, the
largest of all, built around 1740.

These synagogues have recently undergone major repairs
which have almost fully renovated them. leverthelessy the historical
value of their site justifies their inclusion in the iist.
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The statements made by nine States members of the World
Heritage Committee in explaining their votes concerning the inscrlptlon
of the Old City of Jerusalem and its walle on the World lleritage List"
are given below in full or in summarized forme

1. The following statement was nmade by the Australian Delegation :
"Thank you Mr. Chairman. The Australian Delegation fully
appreciates the great importance of the 0ld City of Jeruszlem. We
believe that it is worthy of inclusion in the World Heritage List and
we had hoped that the circumstances would have permitted us to cast a
favourable vote on the decision.just taken by the Committee.

Our absteation was made after careful consideration of the
issue in the context of the Articles of the Convention and in the light
of the political dispute which surrounds the 0l1d City. Delegations will
be aware that Australia regards the status of Jeruseslem as undetermined
and the question of sovereignty as unresolved and to be a matter which
should be resolved in the contsxt of an overall settlement of the Middle
East question. We do nct recognize any claims to sovereignty over Old
Jerusalem as a bacsis for action under the Convention.

We noted with appreciation the statement of the Jordanian
Delegate that Jordan seeks to gain no recognition of any claims of
sovereignty throuzh this nomination. However, we believe that the
decision does not satisfy the concern that has been expressed by several
delegations as well as ourselves that the irclusion of the 0ld City on
the World Heritage List should have been accompanied by a declaration
statirg that inscriptioz carried no explicit or implicit endorsement
of any claim to sovereignty.

¥r. Chairrman, we are also aware of the damage that undue
politicization of the issue could cause to the reputation and effectiveness
of the Gcmmittee and the Convention and we consider that the decision that
the Committee has just taken-does not take sufficient scccunt of this
probleme Thank you Mr. Chairman'".

2. The representative of Cyprus made the following statement :

“"Cyprus has voted in favour of the inscription of Jerusalem
on the World Heritage List because of the pre-emirent claims of that
City on religious and cultural grounds to feature on the List.

In casting our affirmative vote, we also register our
agreement with statements by the distinguished representative of the
Haghemite Kingdom of Jordan and by other members of the Committee tp
the effect that this inscription is in accordance uith the objectives of
the World Heritage Convention and has no political implications.™

CC/805/15,10,51



Annex IV - p. 2.

3. The representative of the Arab Republic of Egypt made the following
statement :

"The delegation of the Arab Republic of Egypt voted“in favour
of includirg the 01d City of Jerusalem on the World Heritage List in
application of the Convention concerning the Protection of the World
Cultural and Natural Heritage and in aifirmation of the fact that
Egy»t considers the occupied city of Jerusalem to be Arab sovereign
territory".

L, The representative of France recalled that throughout the session
his delegation had scught a special sclution whereby the Committee
would not find itself divided by concgiderations of a legal or political
nature. It had proposed a number of alterratives, believing that a
completely fresh forrula amight have the advantage of being acceptable
to all delegations. [iz-abstention during the vote did not in any way signify
a lack of appreciation on the part of the French delegation of the universal
value of the site of Jerusalem from the historical, cultural and religious )
points of view.

5. The representative of the Federal Republic of Germany stated that

he believed that it would have been possible to obtain the inclusion
of the 0ld City of Jerusalem on the World Heritage List on the grounds P
of its outstanding universal cultural value without attributing the . x
application to any individual State. Ee expressed the hope that the xr
problem of the legal status of Jerusalem, which, he stated, was as yet
regrettably unresolved, would soon be resolved.

O The following statement was made by the representative of Italy :

"It was with the greatest regret, Mr. Chairman, that Italy
abstained during the vote on the inclusion of the Old City of Jerusalem
in the World Heritage List. I do not consider it necessary in this forum
to give pro f of the respect, consideration and indeed affection in which
the Italian people hold this shrine of three great cultures and of three Y
.great religions, including their own. This is why, although we did not
participate in the discussion, which was already exhaustive enough, we
spared no effort in trying to find a formula likely to receive general
approvale I remain convinced that this would not have been impossible. This
only serves to heighten our regret that the inscription of Jerusalem should
take place under conditions which, with a final effort of goedwill, could
have been avoided, since no-one contests the right of Jerusalem to appear
in any list of cultural property whose preservation merits a general
pooling of efforts".

7 The representative of Nepal made the following statement :

"Waile supporting the proposal of the Hashemite Kingdom of
Jordan to nominate Jerusalem to the Jorld Heritage List, Nepal has
expressed its support purely on cultural grounds. We are of the view
that Jerusalem as a site is undeniably of universal cultural heritage
value and siould be included in the World Heritage List. But we would
like to put on record that inclusion in the List should in no way be
regarded as a means for registering the political or sovereignty claims
" by any states associated with the inscription".
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8. The representative of Switzerland refered to the exceptional cultural
and historical importance of the 0Old City of Jerusclem and stated
that he would have wished to vote in favour of its inscription in the
World Heritage List for these entirely objective reasons. In the form in
which it had been presented, however, the deccision called for did not
take account of the specific legal aspects of the issue. He further stated
that "the Swiss Government is of the opinion that the Old City of
Jerusalem is situated neither on Jordanian nor on Ieraeli territory.
According to the partition plan drawn up by the United Nutions in 1547,
the former wandated territory of Palestine was to become an independent
Palestinian Arab State, and a special status of corpus sep-ratum was
envisaged for Jerusalem. In consequence, neither Isracl nor Jordan are
entitled to claim sovereignty over the 01d City of Jerusalemn'.

S. The representative of the United States of America made the
following statement :

"The U.S. delegation wishes to be associated with the remarks
of earlier srealers which emphasized the recozrnition of the universal
cultural and historical value of Jerusalem important to all mankinde

My delcgation wovld like to reiterate that the U.S. position
on this icsue does not reflect in any way on the high esteem the U.S.
delegation holds for the distinguished Jordanian delegation and the
close and collaborative relations between our two countries.

In the view of &y delegation, the World Heritace Committee hasg
just tallen a major step in the wrong direction. The arproval of tais
nominaticn is a failure to adhere to the articles and provisions of
the World Heritage Convention, specifically, those articles which
provide that the nominating state submit only thoee sites which are
"sitvated in its territory', which require that the consent of '"the state
concerned" be obtained, and which require that the nomirating state
provide an effective plan for the protection and management of the
sitee. This Committee has taken an impermissible action and now must
abide by the ensuing unfortunate consequencese.

These consequences are the intrusion of an element of
politization to the World Heritage Cozmittee. Politization may be
inevitable to a certain degree in any international institution, but
it is our task to attempt to limit, not expand, this problem. Tha
introduction of Middle East politics into this Committee cannot but be
to the detriment of the World Heritage Conmittee and iis proud
achievenents to date.

The U.S. delegation regrets the result of this extraordinmary
session and asks that the record reveal our full disassociation from its
outcome'.



