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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND LIST OF RECOMMENDATIONS

The Kizhi Pogost was inscribed on the World Heritage List in 1990 under criteria (i), (iv)
and (v). A meeting of 100 conservation experts to identify conservation strategies for this
property was organized by the ICOMOS Wood and Vernacular Committees in 1988, two
years before it was inscribed on the World Heritage List. A number of expert missions
have taken place since to review the state of conservation of the property. All have
highlighted the serious and specific dangers facing the property.

The World Heritage Committee at its 30th session (Vilnius, 2006) noted with great
concern that the reports provided by the State Party in 2006 had not responded to the
requests made by the Committee at its 28th and 29th session. They do not address any of
the main recommendations made by the Committee concerning provision of information
on the management of the property, updates on the status and determination of the buffer
zone, information on risk preparedness measures in place for the entire property, and
clarification on the impact of tourism on the values of the inscribed property.

The state of conservation report provided by the World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS in
2006 had recommended that the Committee place the property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger. The State Party opposed this recommendation. Following the request
of the State Party the Committee instead requested a joint UNESCO/ICOMOS mission to
assess the state of conservation and the factors affecting the outstanding universal value
of the property.

As requested by the Committee, the State Party submitted to the World Heritage Centre
on 30 January 2007 two very informative and comprehensive reports whose details
responded to some of the requests made by the Committee over the last several years,
including the management issues and restoration concept for the Church of the
Transfiguration. An English language translation of these documents was provided to the
UNESCO/ICOMOS mission while in Russia.

The joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS mission to the Kizhi Pogost was invited by the

National Commission of the Russian Federation for UNESCO in compliance with decision
30 COM 7B.72. The mission successfully concluded its technical review of the situation
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based on on-site visits, on extensive documentation and working meetings with relevant
stakeholders.

The mission noted that significant progress had been achieved in implementing some of
the recommendations made by the Committee at its previous sessions, in particular the
preparation of the overall restoration concept for the Church of Transfiguration which
would address the impact of continuing deterioration of the building on the authenticity
and integrity of the site. It also noted the implementation of risk preparedness measures.
The mission was briefed on the program of regular monitoring of the state of conservation
of the Church by Kizhi Museum experts in coordination with the federal specialized
institute “Spetsproectrestavratsiya”.

In order to preserve the Outstanding Universal Value of this property it is essential that the
implementation of the restoration project begin immediately. Delegated authorities and
predictable funding for the duration of the project are the sole remaining obstacles to
starting the restoration works. These need to be established for the course of the project
by September 2007.

The mission also noted progress in the management of the Kizhi Museum Reserve.
However, a number of measures based on the recommendations made by the Committee
following 2002 Workshop are yet to be fully implemented, in particular the development
and implementation of a comprehensive management plan for the World Heritage
property, which addresses tourism development, clear boundary and buffer zone
definition. The steps to be taken to define of the core and buffer zones of the World
Heritage property of the Kizhi Pogost are not identified by the national and local
authorities. All documentation concerning the site management is available only in
Russian and was established and approved only for the Kizhi Museum Reserve without
reference to the Outstanding Universal Value of the World Heritage property of the Kizhi
Pogost. In order to prepare the Management plan of the Kizhi Pogost, the local authorities
should consider requesting international assistance and bilateral cooperation through the
UNESCO World Heritage Centre. The mission underlined the lack of information and
knowledge of the texts relevant to the World Heritage Convention and Operational
Guidelines for its implementation. It would be important if the national authorities could
support the translation in Russian of the basic texts of the 1972 Convention.

The key recommendations are as follows:

a) Structural integrity of the Church of the Transfiguration:

The most critical issue at Kizhi Pogost World Heritage property is the seriously threatened
state of the Church of the Transfiguration. The mission considered Sections 177-191 of
the Operational Guidelines and concluded that if the current loss of fabric and design
features is not halted immediately the outstanding universal value of the property will be in
danger.'! However, due to the great preparatory effort and progress which has been made
in recent years, this mission thinks that World Heritage in Danger status for Kizhi Pogost
World Heritage Site due to the condition of the Church of the Transfiguration would be
counterproductive at this time. The mission recommended the Kizhi Pogost not to be
placed on the World Heritage List in Danger at this stage. Project technical preparatory
work is at a good stage, however, in order for this effort not to be wasted and the
Outstanding Universal Value of the Church be protected it is essential that the
implementation of the project begin immediately. Delegated authorities and predictable
funding (the remaining obstacles to starting the restoration works) need to be established
for the course of the project by September 2007.

The State Party should be requested to start with the repair and restoration works of the
Church of Transfiguration and to submit to the World Heritage Centre by September 2007
all relevant documentation illustrating the availability of the necessary funding and
management tools to insure the full implementation of the restoration works.

b) Restoration project of the Church of the Transfiguration:
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There is a continuing tendency for some project team members to strongly support
installation of a supplementary structure in the church, possibly in steel. The
UNESCO/ICOMOS mission do not support this approach. The State Party should be
urged to use supplementary structural support only if absolutely necessary, and to
reinforce structural elements as needed rather than installing general strengthening. This
recommendation is consistent with previous recommendations made by ICOMOS/Russian
experts over the past 15 years. There is a need for an on-site decision-making process to
allow the project to respond to detailed site conditions. Direct contact should be
established between the Kizhi Museum project team and ICOMOS experts on an ongoing
basis. This was recommended at the 2002 workshop but was not followed-up on. The
mission considered that three further monitoring missions will be required over the
restoration work period. Despite its technical excellence, the project is strongly oriented to
a series of technical solutions but without any relation with the World Heritage status and
the outstanding universal value of this property. In addition, the mission noted that
intended “patch and glue” approach for log repair does not meet international standards,
and that this approach will have a much reduced durability due to probable early joint
failure. The State Party should be advised that glued wood patches should only be used in
places where future repair can be made without dismantling, and that whole log
replacement should be used instead of extensive patches to be consistent with repair
traditions for log buildings, to extend durability and ensure long term structural
performance. The State Party should be urged to avoid the use of wood preservatives due
to their environmental impact and limited effectiveness on large timbers

c) Integrated management plan and boundary issues:

The mission noted that the mention of the World Heritage status, as well as of the
outstanding universal values of this property are missing from all documentation, in
particular, with regard to management of the Kizhi Museum Reserve. The recently
elaborated Master Plan for the Kizhi Museum Reserve including the protected areas and
buffer zone of the Reserve does not indicate the boundaries of the World Heritage
property and its buffer zone. The mission noted the growing use of the site for religious
purposes: The Church of the Intercession is again an active church and religious services
were revived in 1994. The Patriarch of Moscow and All Russia His Holiness Alexis Il
visited Kizhi Island in 2000, and since 2003, Kizhi parish has been under the direct control
of the Patriarch.
The mission also noted that different interpretation by the national authorities of the
decisions of the World Heritage Committee (which requested to provide not only
management of conservation works of the Church of the Transfiguration but a detailed
overall management plan for this World Heritage property) has led to a sigificant
misunderstandings between stakeholders. ICOMOS and the World Heritage Centre
believe it is important that, before the work progresses further, the State Party should
provide a Statement of Outstanding Universal Value, and commit itself to use this
Statement as a basis for developing an Integrated Management Plan for the site. The
State Party should also be requested to revise and approve all documents concerning
protected areas of the Kizhi Museum Reserve to include the boundaries of the World
Heritage property of the Kizhi Pogost and its buffer zone by 1 February 2008. The State
Party should be requested to prepare and implement an integrated management plan to
co-ordinate the activities of the many different stakeholders and agencies involved with
overall management of the World Heritage property. This plan will address , in particular,
the following issues:
¢ recognition of World Heritage Outstanding Universal Value as the core focus of all
decision making for the site;
¢ inclusion of emerging new partners such as the Patriarch whose full integration in
decision making is critical; no official existing documents mention if or how it will be
integrated into site management;
¢ the philosophical context for decision making in relation to, for example, physical
monitoring and fire protection;
e potential impacts and plans for management of dramatically increasing tourism to the
site in the context of maintaining its outstanding universal value;
e an overall enabling strategy related to risk preparedness and security;
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e environmental issues, taking into account the World Heritage Committee
recommendation (14™ session in 1990) to maintain the present balance between the
natural and built environment.

d) Risk preparedness (fire prevention, detection, alarm & suppression;
intrusion; lightning; visitor safety):

The mission did not receive a risk plan for review. However, the site manager has taken a
comprehensive approach to management of risks, particularly fire, intrusion and
construction hazards. In general, the risk awareness is very strong and the response to it
has been very good on most points. New sophisticated equipment has been installed for
interior and exterior fire and intrusion detection and for exterior fire extinguishing. The
States Party should be requested to take into account recommendations of a joint World
Heritage Centre/ICOMOS mission concerning some additional issues on risk
preparedness.

e Capacity building:
The mission observed the urgent need to prepare a capacity and skills building strategy
with regular training courses involving those responsible for restoration and management
activities in the Kizhi Museum Reserve.

1 BACKGROUND TO THE MISSION

1.1. Inscription History

The World Heritage property of the Kizhi Pogost was inscribed on the World Heritage List
in 1990 (14™ Session of the Committee).

The property is located on one of the many islands in Lake Onega, in the Republic of
Karelia. It comprises two 18th-century wooden churches (a winter church and a summer
church) , and a square bell tower, built in 1862, also in wood and a enclosing pogost, or
wall of stone and timber.. These unusual constructions, in which carpenters created a bold
visionary architecture, perpetuate an ancient model of parish space and are in harmony
with the surrounding landscape.

The Committee made the following statement during the inscription of this site:

“The Committee recommended that the authorities concerned maintain the present
balance between the natural and built environment, since the introduction of new homes
or wooden churches south of Kizhi Island alters the historical and visual characteristics of
the site.

The Committee congratulated the authorities concerned on the recent adoption of a
conservation policy that is more in harmony with local traditions and expertise.”

1.2. Inscription criteria and World Heritage values

The World Heritage Site of Kizhi Pogost was inscribed on the World Heritage List under
criteria (i), (iv) and (v).

- Criterion I: Considered by Karelians as "the true eighth wonder of the world", Kizhi
Pogost is indeed a unique artistic achievement. Not only does it combine two multi-cupola
churches and a bell tower within the same enclosure, but these unusually designed,
perfectly proportioned wooden structures are in perfect harmony with the surrounding
landscape.

- Criterion IV: Among the five surviving pogosts in the extreme north-western Soviet
territory, Kizhi Pogost offers an outstanding example of an architectural ensemble typical
of medieval and post-medieval orthodox settlements in sparsely populated regions where
evangelists had to cope with far-flung Christian communities and a harsh climate.
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Accessible by land or sea, the pogost grouped together religious buildings which could
also be used for other occasional purposes; for example the narthex or nave served also
as refectory and meeting hall. Another similar structure inspired by the same principles is
the Scandinavian stavkirke.

- Criterion V: The pogost and the buildings that had been grouped together to form the
site museum on the southern part of Kizhi are exceptional examples of the traditional
wooden architecture of Karelia and more generally of that of northern Russia and the
Finnish-Scandinavian region.

Russian carpenters, whose fame goes back to the Middle Ages to Novgorod, had carried
the art of joinery to its apogee. Irreversible changes have caused this traditional skill to
disappear. Hence, it is absolutely essential that ensembles like that of Kizhi Pogost be
preserved for their illustrative value in the history of ancient techniques and for what they
teach us of former ways of life.

1.3. Integrity issues raised in the ICOMOS evaluation report at time of inscription

ICOMOS, aware of the exceptional beauty of the architectural landscape of Kizhi Pogost,
recommends that the authorities responsible for the open air museum of history and
architecture at Kizhi, which currently receives 135,000 visitors a year, maintain the
present balance between nature and the constructions. Adding homes or wooden
churches to the southern end of the island of Kizhi would alter the historical and visual
characteristics of the site.

ICOMOS, which followed with interest the previous restorations of Kizhi Pogost
(reconstruction of the iconostasis of the Church of the Intercession during the 1950s;
reconstruction by the architect Opolovnikov of the fortified enclosure in 1959, notes that
in-depth studies are being conducted on the current restoration of the Church of the
Transfiguration, whose interior was shored up and iconostasis dismantled in 1988, and
that radically different projects have been proposed.

The members of the International ICOMOS Committee for the Conservation of Wood were
invited to visit Kizhi; they subsequently drafted recommendations aimed at safeguarding
to the greatest possible extent the structure's authentic elements: the posts, the planks,
and the shingles regionally known as "lemekh". The current restoration of Kizhi Pogost,
which has also called on the expertise of Norwegian specialists, will soon be the subject of
articles in ICOMOS Information.

1.4. Examination of the State of Conservation by the World Heritage Committee
and its Bureau (refer to previous State of Conservation reports etc.)

The state of conservation reports, as well as decisions of the World Heritage Committee
adopted at its sessions from 14™ (1990) to 30" (2006) are attached in Annex 4.

1.5. Justification of the mission

The World Heritage Committee at its 30" session (July 2006) requested the State Party to
invite a joint World Heritage Centre / ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to the property
to assess the state of conservation and the factors affecting the Outstanding Universal
Value of the property, and strongly urges the State Party to work jointly with this mission.

The Terms of Reference (Annex 1), Programme and composition of the mission team
(Annex 2) of the mission are attached.
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2 NATIONAL POLICY FOR THE PRESERVATION AND MANAGEMENT OF THE
WORLD HERITAGE PROPERTY

2.1. Protected area legislation

The Kizhi Museum provided the mission with an extensive documentation (in Russian) on
the development of the status of this property and of the exchanges between different
stakeholders on the issues concerning the protected area legislation:

- On 30 August 1960, the property was taken under the auspices of the State according to

the resolution of USSR Council of Ministers.

- At the date of the inscription of the Kizhi Pogost on the World Heritage List in 1990 the

property was placed under State level protection.

- On 19 February 1993 the Government of Karelia, taking into account the importance for

the safeguarding of the historic-cultural and natural heritage of the Kizhi Museum-

Reserve, officially ordered:

1. Recognition of the territory of the protected area of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve as a
territory of historical and cultural value;

2. Adoption of the protected areas’ regulations of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve (attached
to this order)

3. To the minister’s council to clarify the exact boundaries of Kizhi Museum-Reserve and
its surrounding protected area’ by 1 May 1993

4. To the Minister's Council to include specific funding to the Museum-Reserve in the
budget.

5. To the Minister's Council, to provide fire protection and protection of the exceptional
monuments of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve

6. To the Minister’s Council, to provide to the Government of Karelia a statement about
exceptional historical cultural and natural territory named Zaonhejie by 1 July 1993.
Following this order the land use, tourism, and technical-economic recommendations
were finalized and the boundaries for the Kizhi Museum and its ’protected area’ were
approved by the Republic of Karelia on 19 February 1993.

- On 6 November 1993 (document n° 1847) by a decree of the President of the Russian
Federation Kizhi Museum reserve (Kizhi Pogost, Republic of Karelia) was added to
the national list of outstanding valuable cultural properties. According to this statement
and its management the President ordered the Minister of Finance to include specific
financial support from the federal budget as well as a portion of extra-budgetary funds
from other sources. These funds to be managed by the Kizhi museum.

¢ Current State of Protective Legislation
The site is subject to the national law of 25 June 2002 concerning the cultural heritage
properties (monuments of history and culture) of the Russian Federation.
The responsibility for the Kizhi Pogost as a federal property is under the Federal authority.

The President of the Russian World Heritage Committee brought to the attention of the
mission that the special regulation concerning all World Heritage properties on the territory
of the Russian Federation is under preparation but has not yet been adopted.

2.2. Institutional framework

Management /Administrative Body
The Direction of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve, as the official site manager, provided to the
mission a complete documentation on this issue (in Russian):

- Since 20 February 1995 the Kizhi Pogost Museum-Reserve was placed under the
federal authority (document 176). Responsibility for funding comes from the federal
Ministry of Culture.

- On 5 April 2001, the Director of the Kizhi museum sent a letter to Mr Putin, President
of the Russian Federation, requesting that the recognition of the Kizhi Museum as a

8/41



federal property be accelerated. The letter included problems at the museum and
budget problems to be solved immediately.

- On 19 July 2001, Mr Putin, President of the Russian Federation visited the site.
Following his visit on 29 August 2001, Mr Putin requested the Prime Minister to study
several problems relevant to the status and management of the Kizhi Museum-
Reserve.

- On 19 September 2001, the Prime Minister informed the President on the proposal to
include the Kizhi under federal jurisdiction within the framework of the ongoing
program “Culture of Russia”. The Minister of Economic Development informed the
Government of the Russian Federation that this proposal should be caaried out and
funded from February 2002.

- On 31 July 2002, the Director of the Kizhi Museum informed the Prime Minister of
Russian Federation that the 300th anniversary of the Church of the Transfiguration
will be celebrated in 2014 and proposed to finalize its restoration for this date. A
predictable 9nine year restoration program costing 100,000,000 rubles in 2001 was
presented. On 26 September 2002, the Minister of Culture (Russian Federation)
informed the Government of the Russian Federation on the progress of the restoration
at Kizhi and transfer of responsibility to the ministry. He insisted on the issue that the
Karelian Government delayed the transfer of authority to the federal level. He also
was concerned that the restoration works could not start without the working project
documents and approved budget covering these works.

- From 25 March 2005 to 23 November 2005 : letters exchanges concerning the
consistent funding guarantee to be developed in systematic stages, year by year on
the base of the working project documents. The federal agency still studying global
funding.

- In 2006, the updated Status of the Federal State Cultural Institution “State historic-
architectural and ethnographic Museum-Reserve Kizhi” was approved by the Federal
Agency for Culture and cinematography.

The mission underlined that the responsibilities of this Institution for the management of

the World Heritage property Kizhi Pogost were not mentioned in its Status. The Status

indicates that the Kizhi Museum Reserve was recognised as an outstanding valuable
cultural property of Russian Federation (Presidential Decree of 6 November 1993, n°

1847), without any specification relevant to the special status of the World Heritage

property of the Kizhi Pogost which is a part of the Kizhi Museum Reserve.

The nomination dossier is unique official document mentioned that the Kizhi Museum

Reserve is in charge of the management of this property.

e Coordination Mechanisms between Relevant Parties

The five year agreement signed on 8 July 2002 between the Ministry of Culture of the
Russian Federation and the Government of the Republic of Karelia on the collaboration in
the Kizhi Museum-Reserve management will be finished this year (2007). The State Party
did not inform the mission on any planned amendment of this agreement.

This agreement specifies the roles and responsibilities of each authority and mentioned
the establishment of the Coordinating Council for the safeguarding and development of
the Kizhi Museum-Reserve.

On 25 November 2006, the President of the Republic of Karelia approved the draft
Resolution of the Government of the Russian Federation establishing the 2007 — 2014
programme concerning the 300th anniversary of the Church of Transfiguration of the Kizhi
Pogost, as well as of the multi-departments Organizing Committee composed by the
Ministers, Directors and others high-level representatives from the local and federal
authorities (transmitted by the Deputy Minister of Culture RF on 14/11/2006).

The Ministry of Foreign Affairs of the Russian Federation within the framework of this draft

Resolution, informed UNESCO of the 2007-2014 Programme concerning the 300th
anniversary of the Church of Transfiguration of the Kizhi Pogost.

9/41



The mission recommends that the World Heritage Committee supports this Programme.
During the debriefing meeting with Mr Badarch, Director UNESCO Moscow Office, on 16
April 2007, the mission suggested following this issue and to informing the World Heritage
Centre on any progress in the approval of the above-mentioned Resolution.

The mission noted the growing use of the site for religious purposes: The Church of the
Intercession is again an active church and religious services were revived in 1994. The
Patriarch of Moscow and All Russia His Holiness Alexis Il visited Kizhi Island in 2000, and
since 2003, Kizhi parish has been under the direct control of the Patriarch.

The mission recommends to the World Heritage Committee to stress to the State Party
the importance of establishing a clear coordination between the State bodies officially in
charge of the site management and protection and this new partner implicated in the use
of the World Heritage property. The mission underlined that according to paragraph 178 of
the Operational Guidelines, a World Heritage property - as defined in Articles 1 and 2 of
the Convention - can be inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger by the
Committee when it finds that the condition of the property corresponds to at least one of
the criteria in either of the two cases described in the paragraph 179. The property is
faced with threats which could have deleterious effects on its inherent characteristics.
Such threat is, for example, modification of juridical status of the property diminishing the
degree of its protection (para. 179.b).

2.3. Management structure

Status of Master and Conservation Plans

At the present time there are 2 approved documents under which the site is managed:

- Master Plan 1972-95. This plan has lost its status due to the transfer of the Kizhi
Museum-Reserve to federal authority.

- Technical and Economic Development Plan approved by the Government of Karelia
on 1 March 2002.

On 15 October 2003 the draft Master Plan of the Kizhi Museum with boundary proposals
was ordered by the Ministry of Culture.

On 6 February 2004, the Kizhi Museum informed the Ministry of Culture that the
requested document was ready for discussion. This document was sent for consideration
to the Ministry of Building of the Republic of Karelia.

On 26 April 2004, the Minister of Culture recommended that the area of each cultural
monument of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve be elaborated including boundaries, buffer zone
and management plan.

On 4 August 2005, the federal Ministry of Culture received the Kizhi Museum draft Master
Plan and commented that it needs additional information concerning the approval of this
document by the federal authority.

On 15 June 2006, the Director of the Department of Culture, Ministry of Culture RF
informed the Kizhi Museum-Reserve that the proposal to prepare the Governmental
Resolution on the safeguarding and using of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve (including the
Master Plan, the boundaries of protected areas, management regulations) cannot be
approved accordingly to the 2002 Law without the adoption of two Decrees (i) statement
on the protected areas of cultural heritage properties and (ii) statement on Governmental
historical-cultural expertise.

The mission studied documents submitted (in Russian) by the Kizhi Museum (Master
Plan, protected area and buffer zone boundaries) which do not indicate the boundaries of
the World Heritage property and its buffer zone.The mention of the World Heritage status,
as well as of the Outstanding Universal Values of this property are missing from all
documentation, in particular, the management of the Kizhi Museum Reserve.

The mission concluded that the draft of the management plan, including the boundaries of

the World Heritage property and its buffer zone could be prepared by the Russian
specialists, but cannot be approved until the above-mentioned Decrees will be adopted.
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In addition, the Law on Museum-Reserve of the Russian Federation on the base of which
the responsibilities of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve could be revised in order to include, in
particular maintenance of the natural landscape, was not yet adopted.

The mission recommends to the State Party to adopt legal texts necessary for the

approval and implementation of the management regulations of the World Heritage
property.

3 IDENTIFICATION AND ASSESSMENT OF ISSUES / THREATS

3.1. Management effectiveness

The mission was informed on numerous documents concerning management of the Kizhi
Museum Reserve and the restoration of the church of the Transfiguration, as follows:

e Program of Integrated protection of the Kizhi architectural ensemble (developed,
coordinated and approved by the Government of the Republic of Karelia in 1998);

o Feasibility study of the integrated protection of the Kizhi architectural ensemble
(developed in 2000);

e Project of the integrated restoration of the church of the Transfiguration of the Kizhi
architectural ensemble ;

o Protection measures of the world cultural heritage site “Kizhi Ensemble”
(approved by the Government of the Republic of Karelia in 2003);

e Feasibility study of development of the Kizhi Federal Museum of Architecture and
Cultural History (approved by Chairman of the Government of the Republic of
Karelia in 2002), project implementation period is 10 years;

e Program of integrated development of the Kizhi Federal Museum of Architecture
and Cultural History (designed in 2005, and coordinated in accordance with the
legislative regulations in 2006).

Numerous documents describe and illustrate different activities, as follows:

- measures taken to insure safety of the Church of the Intercession, the safety of the
Bell Tower, and the safety of the wall around the Kizhi ensemble,

- system developed for integrated preventive maintenance of the wooden heritage of
the site,

- efforts to prepare for the reconstitution of the interiors of the Kizhi architectural
monuments,

- new physical monitoring methods developed for wooden materials using recent
information technologies,

- use of new technologies to permit virtual reconstruction and visualization of earlier
forms and configurations,

The mission underlined during the meetings with the Kizhi Museum Reserve the lack of
information and knowledge of the texts relevant to the World Heritage Convention and
Operational Guidelines for its implementation. All documentation concerning the property
is available only in Russian and was established and approved only for the Kizhi Museum
Reserve without any emphasis on the Outstanding Universal Value of the World Heritage
property of the Kizhi Pogost. It would be very useful for site and ministry staff working on
various aspects of the site if the national authorities could support the translation of the
Operational Guidelines and the 1972 Convention to Russian..

Evaluation of progress made concerning the development of a management plan

The State Party provided information on the management principles in place at the site
(concerning, for example, site safety, “absolute preservation”, providing for cultural
tourism, etc.) and a related site management structure focussed on key museum functions
(site security, preservation, infrastructure, documentation and inventory, presentation to
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the public, visitors safety). A number of studies and long term planning initiatives are in
place since 1998.

However concerning management issues, detailed presentation of management principles
and structures appears to miss the major thrust of the Committee’s often repeated
request to develop a fully integrated management plan for the site. The mission noted
that probably different interpretation by the national authorities of the decisions of the
World Heritage Committee (which requested to provide not only management of
conservation works of the Church of the Transfiguration but a detailed overall
management plan for this World Heritage property) led to an important misunderstanding
between stakeholders. The mission confirmed the urgent need for an integrated
management plan developed to co-ordinate the activities of many different stakeholders
and agencies involved with site management.

The mission recommends that, before the work progresses further, the State Party should
provide a Statement of Outstanding Universal Value, and commit itself to use this
Statement as a basis for developing an Integrated Management Plan for the site. The
State Party should be requested to prepare and implement an integrated management
plan to co-ordinate the activities of the many different stakeholders and agencies involved
with overall management of the World Heritage property. This plan should include and
address, in particular, following issues:

e recognition of World Heritage Outstanding Universal Value as the core focus of all
decision making for the site;

e emergence of new partners such as the Patriarch whose full integration in
decision making is critical; no official existing documents mention his involvement
in management process;

o reference to the philosophical context within which decisions are made.

e the need to manage dramatically increasing tourism to the site in the context of
maintaining its Outstanding Universal Value;

e overall strategy related to risk preparedness and security;

e environmental issues, taking into account the World Heritage Committee
recommendation (14" session in 1990) to maintain the present balance between
the natural and built environment.

1. Site boundary definition and documentation.

The mission noted recent efforts to define the protected area and buffer zone for the Kizhi
Federal Museum of Architecture and Cultural History. The project for “Design of the Site
Boundary” and “Design of Protected Area boundary”, developed and coordinated in 2004-
2005 is awaiting approval. However, the distinction between the boundary of Kizhi
Museum-Reserve and the Kizhi Pogost World Heritage property still needs to be defined,
as well as the boundary of Kizhi Museum-Reserve protected area and the Kizhi Pogost
World Heritage Site buffer zone. The State Party should be requested to revise and
approve all documents concerning protected areas of the Kizhi Museum Reserve
including the boundaries of the World Heritage property of the Kizhi Pogost and its buffer
zone by 1 February 2008.

2. Risk Preparedness (fire prevention, detection, alarm & suppression; intrusion;
lightning; visitor safety).

The mission did not receive a risk plan for review, however, the site has taken a
comprehensive approach to management of risks, particularly fore, intrusion and
construction hazards. Since the 1995 ICOMOS review of fire protection at the site,
improvements have been significant. In general the situation is good and on some points
excellent. Guarding and fire fighting is effective 24 hours per day, is well equipped and is
capable of responding within minutes. New sophisticated equipment has been installed for
interior and exterior detection and for exterior fire extinguishing. Preventive measures
such as grass cutting have been included in the maintenance program.
The mission recommends that the State Party should be requested to carry out the
following activities:

¢ Maintain risk awareness and management measures during the restoration

process.
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e Install a new lightning protection system, according to international codes after
restoration of the Church of the Transfiguration including preventative measures
such as bonding and earth connecting for temporary scaffolding and other
equipment

¢ Install the planned indoor extinguishing system in the Church of Transfiguration

¢ Evaluate new technology to add smoke detection to the advanced flame detection
already installed inside the Church of the Transfiguration.

The Kizhi Museum Reserve Direction indicated no intention to close the Kizhi Pogost to
visitors during the restoration works. However, at a round-table with concerned national
and local authorities on 16 April 2007 in Saint Petersburg, the mission was informed that
the Kizhi Pogost World Heritage Site would be closed to visitors. To close the site for this
extended period will have a major impact on the site and visitor appreciation of the site.
The mission recommends that the States Party be requested to include safe visitor access
in its project planning, even if limited.

3. Tourism Strategy.

The mission noted recent efforts of the Kizhi Museum Reserve to improve tourist
management (numbers of visitors have doubled from about 80,000 in 1990 to 170,000
today) and to develop “tourist-social infrastructure facilities” (project of construction of the
tourist centre near to the ship station).

However, the mission did not receive a tourism strategy for review. Visitation statistics are
kept and show a steady increase. The site limits the number of cruise ships to 6 at one
time. The Kizhi Pogost is being developed as a major tourism destination for inland
waterway cruises. Plans are advanced for a new tourist reception area some distance
from the existing one. Tourism and its impacts and service requirements will continue to
increase at Kizhi, however, the restoration project may reduce pressure on the site until
2014. Now is the right time for the State Party to prepare a comprehensive tourism
strategy.

The mission recommends that the State Party be requested to start work on a
comprehensive tourism strategy in 2007 before further tourism infrastructure work and to
fund its implementation.

3.2. Nature and extent of threats to the property, taking into consideration the
values for which the property was inscribed and specific issues outlined by the
World Heritage Committee

Main threats identified in previous reports:
e Tourism development pressures affecting the property;
e Need to strengthen overall management of the property under an integrated
management plan.
e Structural integrity of the Church of the Transfiguration

The main threat to the Outstanding Universal Value of the Kizhi Pogost identified during
the UNESCO/ICOMOS joint mission is the deteriorated condition of the Church of the
Transfiguration and lack of predictable funding to address it. Other threats are:

e Lack of a confirmed restoration project schedule and funding covering (2007-2014)
Lack of Management Plan specific to the World Heritage property
Lack of specific World Heritage property boundaries and its buffer zone
Lack of risk management
Lack of a tourism management plan for the World Heritage property
Expired agreements and changing jurisdiction and delegation of authorities
between the Museum Reserve, Karellia and the Russian Ministry of Culture.
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The Outstanding Universal Value of Kizhi Pogost is defined by the following:

1. The architectural ensemble is a unique artistic achievement, one of the most
prominent masterpieces of world architecture. It is distinguished by harmony of
architectural forms, integrity, proportionality of its volumes, subordination of all its
parts to one common architectural idea. The monuments are closely connected with
the surrounding landscape and are a perfect example of harmony between nature
and architecture.

2. The ensemble is one of the five surviving pogost ensembles, typical of the North
Russian in the Middle Ages and the 17-19 centuries. Traditionally these ensembles
consist of three structures characterized by integrity of their architectural aspect. The
peculiarity of the Kizhi Pogost is that both churches of the ensemble are similar to the
constructive type of multicupolated churches, rare in Russian wooden architecture.
The combination of two multi-copulated churches in the same pogost makes it
unique.

3. The Kizhi Pogost includes the 22-cupolated church of the Transfiguration, unique in
its structural composition and decorative values. It has no analogues in the world.

4. The monuments of the ensemble are examples of a highly developed building
culture, characteristic of Russian wooden architecture. The most traditional methods
of building, constructive and decorative elements, applied in Russian architecture for
many centuries, are incarnated in the structures of the ensemble. Nowadays only few
monuments of such kind not subjected to fundamental reconstruction are preserved.
This makes the Kizhi structures to be an unique object of research and of great
scientific value.

5. The structures of the Kizhi Pogost have never been subjected to fundamental
reconstructions or restoration; their material and constructions are authentic and their
authenticity is very high..

3.3. Positive or negative developments in the conservation of the property since the
last report to the World Heritage Committee

The annual reports submitted by the State Party for 2005 and 2006 were found to be
inconsistent with the situation at the site particularly with regard to the Church of the
Transfiguration, the state of risk management and some aspects of Management
Planning. The annual reports were summaries of much more comprehensive documents
which gave a more accurate description.

The concept for the restoration project which was presented at the workshop in 2002 has

been developed and is nearing completion as a design. A great many pre-project

preparatory activities have been completed. These include:

- purchase of materials;

- construction of storage facilities for materials;

- construction of workshops and other infrastructure development such as standby
electrical power);

- skills development;

- training program including a small team of industrial alpinists;

- monitoring

- testing of lifting methods and tools.

Urgently required work has been carried out at the property in recent years:
- Re-roofing part of the Church of the Intercession

- Removal of toxic preservatives from the Church of the Intercession

- Roof repairs to the Church of the Transfiguration;

- Repair of the porch and roofs of the Church of the Transfiguration.

All of this work appears to have been carried out to a good standard.
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Evaluation of annual monitoring reports on the stability of the property

Systematic monitoring and response has been implemented for the property. Regular
inspections of the structures are carried out by trained ‘industrial alpinists’. Identified roof
repairs and removal of plants is carried out immediately. Laser scanning and
measurement from fixed points is used to monitor structural movements.

This monitoring suggests the Church of the Transfiguration is not moving today (which is
to be expected as it is now hanging on the internal steel framework). Lightning protection
and other technical equipment are also annually inspected and tested. Two other areas of
regular measurement are wood moisture content in critical areas and insect populations.
Grass is regularly cut at the site and where necessary the grass surface is repaired. Data
is also collected on flora and fauna species, water quality and other ecological subjects.

The mission regards the monitoring program as a very positive part of the site
management.

4 ASSESSMENT OF THE STATE OF CONSERVATION OF THE PROPERTY

4.1. Review whether the values, on the basis of which the property was inscribed on
the World Heritage List, and the conditions of integrity are being maintained

The overall state of conservation of the property

The property consists of the Church of the Transfiguration, the Church of the Intercession,
the Bell Tower, the surrounding pogost and the landscape within. It is presumed that this
comprises the World Heritage Site but the exact site boundaries have not been
delineated.

At the present time the Church of the Transfiguration is in an advanced state of
deterioration. The States Party maintains that the Church is not at risk due to the steel
reinforcing structure installed 26 years ago. Despite that, it is the opinion of this mission
that the fabric and structure of the church are continuing to deteriorate and are now in a
perilous state. The values for which the property was inscribed are definitely jeopardized.
The ICOMOS experts, during their works at Kizhi Pogost in 1993-1995, stressed the need
to start major repair and restoration works within 10-15 years aimed at protecting the
outstanding universal values of the Church of the Transfiguration Over the course of
recent years the States Party has made significant progress in preparing for a major repair
and restoration project at this church. However, the mission detected a desire by the
project team to resolve all details before starting work. We strongly advise against this for
two reasons: the church cannot wait any longer for intervention, and, it's structure is so
complex that decisions will inevitably have to be made as the project evolves.

The State Party informed the mission that the monitoring report confirmed that the Church
is “not in danger”. The mission underlined that the building fabric continues to bio-
deteriorate. The mission considered Sections 177-191 of the Operational Guidelines and
concluded that if the current loss of fabric and design features is not halted immediately
the outstanding universal value of the property will be in danger. However, due to the
great preparatory effort and progress which has been made in recent years, this mission
considers that World Heritage in Danger status for Kizhi Pogost World Heritage Site due
to the condition of the Church of the Transfiguration would be not appropriate at this time.
The mission recommends that the Kizhi Pogost World Heritage Site not to be placed on
the World Heritage List in Danger at this stage.

Delegated authorities and approved, predictable funding for years of the project are
remaining obstacles to starting the restoration works. These need to be established for the
course of the project by September 2007.

The State Party should be requested to start immediately with the repair and restoration
works of the Church of Transfiguration and to submit to the World Heritage Centre by
September 2007 all relevant documentation illustrating the availability of the necessary
funding and management tools to ensure the full implementation of the restoration works.
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4.2. Review any follow-up measures to previous decisions of the World Heritage
Committee on the state of conservation of the property and measures which the
State Party plans to take to protect the outstanding universal value of the property

Implementation of the main stages of the restoration of the Transfiguration Church

The Kizhi Museum Reserve has prepared a materials handling facility next to the church,
a workshop, a timber repair facility and an indoor test assembly area on Kizhi island two
miles away from the church and storage facilities for the timber required for the
restoration. Timber moving equipment has been assembled and special lifting equipment
has been installed and tested inside the church. These facilities and equipment will
perform the consecutive stage-by-stage restoration of the seven structural tiers of the
church.

The restoration concept for the Church of the Transfiguration, which was presented in the
2002 Workshop has been developed further consistent with the general principles and
scheme discussed at the workshop. Due to extensive planning, monitoring, testing and
other preparations, the feasibility of the major aspects of the project has been considered
as far as reasonably possible.

Every complex project has an element of risk and there will be issues to be resolved
during the course of the work. Two possible problem areas have been foreseen by the
joint UNESCO/ICOMOS mission (the Russian experts do not anticipate any problems):

a) realignment of the building to reduce vertical deformations, and
b) conflict with the steel structure during reassembly of the log sections.

In our opinion these aspects would be best resolved during the work but should be
anticipated.

A project schedule in which the main stages of the work are brocken down, described and
scheduled is not available.

The mission recommended that the State Party should be urged to provide a project
schedule which describes the main stages and activities of the project 2007-2014.

Concept plan for restoration the Church of the Transfiguration

The Kizhi Museum Reserve described in its report how the level of integrity of the restored
church can be guided by a number of key integrity statements:

e “the integrity of the church means that not a single detail of the church would be
lost during the restoration;

o the integrity of the church means that the authentic elements of the church would
be restored with the maximum preservation of original shape and materials;

¢ the integrity of the church means that the authentic elements of the church would
obtain the ability to operate with optimal working load;

e the integrity of the church means that the cultural history would be preserved
safely without any chances of destruction of its separate members during the
restoration”.

A critical part of the project is the plan for lifting the building in separate sections to allow
removal and repair of the fabric and construction of new foundations. This plan, which has
been developed since the 2002 Workshop, has been tested and the equipment installed
to begin the work. This mission fully supports this aspect of the proposal. The mission
recommended that the State Party should be commended for its work on development of
the design in response to a unique and complex requirements.

Despite its technical excellence, the project is strongly oriented to a series of technical
solutions without any relation to the World Heritage property status and its Outstanding
Universal Values. These are not evident as guiding principles but will become increasingly
important when they are needed to guide detailed decisions. It would help with future
decision making if these were developed and brought into the project.
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The concept for the restoration of the Church of the Transfiguration includes extensive
repairs to individual logs using joints and glues so they can be re-installed in the building.
While this approach will protect the authenticity of the fabric it will have a negative effect of
the authenticity of the design and the long term performance of the structure due to:

¢ the dynamic characteristics of large timbers,
¢ the water barrier characteristics of glue joints,

o the effects of weathering (especially ultra-violet light and repeated wetting and
drying) on exterior glued joints.

The mission strongly advised that this approach:

a) this approach does not meet international standards which caution against
using untested methods,

b) this approach will have a much reduced durability (about 10-15 years) due
to inevitable joint failure.

The mission recommends that glued wood patches only be used in places where future
repair can be made without dismantling (for example at corner joint extensions). The
mission recommend that whole log replacement should be used instead of extensive
patches to be consistent with repair traditions for log buildings, to extend durability and
ensure long term structural performance. In the case of log buildings in general and Kizhi
Pogost in particular the emphasis on preservation of material integrity as described in the
“levels of integrity” statement (above) might be inappropriate.

The mission recommended that the State Party be advised that the intended patch and
glue approach for log repair does not meet international standards and that this approach
will have a much reduced durability due to early joint failure. The mission recommended
that the State Party should be informed that glued wood patches only be used in places
where future repair can be made without dismantling (for example at corner joint
extensions) and that whole log replacement should be used instead of extensive patches
to be consistent with repair traditions for log buildings, to extend durability and ensure long
term structural performance (ICOMOIS 1993-95, Venice Charter, Principles and Practices
for Repair of Timber Buildings, ICOMOS).

Chemical preservatives are being used for stored logs, new roofs and in decayed areas of
the Church of the Transfiguration. The mission noted that this method is of limited
effectiveness and in disaccord with international standards. The mission recommended
that the State Party should be urged to avoid the use of wood preservatives due to their
environmental Impact and limited effectiveness.

The mission reviewed only very early, preliminary sketches for permanent supplementary
structure in the church. Previously (1993-95) ICOMOS recommended that the building
should be self-supporting on its traditional structure without additional support unless it is
confirmed that the structure is over stressed and requires supplementary support for an
adequate service life. This advice is still valid. The case for the necessity of
supplementary structure has not yet been made. Some structural elements might require
strengthening. Structural elements requiring strengthening (for example, the compound
beam which supports the second octagon) should be reinforced as necessary rather than
as a part of the overall building reinforcement scheme. Proposals for supplementary
support, as well as for reinforcement of elements should be reviewed at a future date if
added to the project .

The mission recommended that the State Party should be urged to resort to
supplementary structural support only if absolutely necessary and that the church be
allowed to be supported by its own structure to the maximum extent possible". Any
required supplementary structure should be minimal and should be developed to reinforce
with local conditions. (for example, ring beam connections or botchka attachement points)
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The mission also recommended that the State Party should be urged to reinforce
structural elements as needed rather than install general strengthening’ ™.

The mission underlined that the establishment of an on-site decision-making process
including the participation of specialised experts which will be able, when conditions
require it, to make appropriate decision on design changes is necessary.

The 2002 workshop concluded that the Kizhi Museum Reserve project team should
maintain an informal professional dialogue with ICOMOS experts with experience at Kizhi
Pogost. This dialogue has not taken place over past 5 years. The mission recommended
that the Kizhi Museum Reserve and the project team establish a direct contact with
ICOMOS representatives to facilitate fast communication on various points regarding the
Church of the Transfiguration. Contact will be in the form of e-mail, circulated graphic
material, web FTP site and missions. All contact could be established in coordination with
the World Heritage Centre and State Party’s representative. In addition, three ICOMOS
experts’ missions could be required over the implementation of the project.

Integrated management plan and boundary issues:

(See paragraph 3.1 on evaluation of progress made concerning the development of a
management plan)

5 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1. Recommendations for any additional action to be taken by the State Party,
including draft recommendations to the World Heritage Committee

The upcoming project at Kizhi Pogost is one of the most challenging wood structure
projects in the world today from both a technical and conservation point of view. It would
be of great benefit to the world heritage site community and to Kizhi Pogost if it was
shared widely through a well thought out cooperation program. The present web site at
www.Kizhi.karelia.ru:carpenter_world is an excellent step in this direction.

The mission recommended that the World Heritage Committee:

- Commends the State Party for providing two reports which well respond to some of
the requests made by the Committee over the last several years, as well as for
inviting a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS mission to the Kizhi Pogost from 8 to
17 April 2007;

- Notes the significant progress made in the management of the Kizhi Museum
Reserve and the preparation of the restoration works of the Church of
Transfiguration and encourages the State Party to continue its efforts;

- Strongly requests the State Party to start with the repair and restoration works of the
Church of Transfiguration and to submit to the World Heritage Centre by September
2007 the multi-year (2007 to 2014) financial plan, as well as the confirmation of fund
systematically available for restoration works for the duration of the project;
confirmation of necessary administrative arrangements concerning the delegation of
authorities for the restoration works; information on the results of tender; information
on finalization of working project documents including completed and approved
conservation/restoration project schedule and selected working drawings; date of the
beginning of the restoration works;

1 |cOMOS 1993-95, Principles and Practices for Repair of Timber Buildings, ICOMOS,
2002 Workshop recommendations
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Requests the State Party to take into account all recommendations of the joint World
Heritage Centre/ICOMOS mission concerning technical and risk preparedness
issues;

Further requests the State Party to provide a Statement of Outstanding Universal
Value, and commit itself to use this Statement as a basis for developing an
Integrated Management Plan for the property, as well as to incorporate the
framework of World Heritage Site status, the Outstanding Universal Value and their
protection in the decision making framework for the restoration project;

Urges the State Party to revise and approve documents concerning protected areas
of the Kizhi Museum Reserve including the boundaries of the World Heritage
property of the Kizhi Pogost and its buffer zone;

Further urges the State Party to prepare and implement an integrated management
plan, including a tourism strategy, risk preparedness measures and clear boundary
and buffer zone definitions, to co-ordinate the activities of the many different
stakeholders and agencies involved with the overall management of the World
Heritage property;

Recommends the World Heritage Centre, in coordination with ICOMOS/International
Secretariat and ICCROM, as well as UNESCO Moscow office, to establish a direct
permanent contact with the Direction of the Kizhi Museum Reserve in order to
develop a capacity building programme for local experts involving for restoration and
management activities in the Kizhi Museum Reserve; and for dialogue and
monitoring of the on-going development and progress of the project in order to
ensure a smooth decision making and implementation process.

Requests the State Party to provide the World Heritage Centre with a progress report
by 1 February 2008, on all issues mentioned above including the draft of the
integrated management plan of the Kizhi Pogost and maps indicating the boundaries
of the World heritage property and its buffer zone for examination by the Committee
at its 32nd session in 2008.

5.2. Whenever further action is needed, clear benchmarks indicating the corrective
measures to be taken in order to achieve significant improvement of the state of
conservation and a timeframe within which the benchmarks will have to be met

The mission concluded that substantial progress in the conservation of the World Heritage
property was achieved over the years. However the mission highlighted a number of
concerns and provided its specific recommendations which were discussed and approved

durin

g the Round-Table held in Saint Petersburg on 13 April 2007 in presence of

concerned national and local authorities (para. 5.1).

The mission assisted the authorities in the elaboration of detailed benchmarks, as follows:

Part |I. By September 2007 :

1.

multi-year (2007-2014) financial plan for the restoration project (federal budget
commitments (2007-2014) for the repair and restoration of the Church of
Transfiguration were not provided to the mission);

funds systematically available for restoration works for the duration of the project
necessary administrative arrangements concerning the delegation of authorities for
the restoration works

results of the tender

finalization of working project documents including completed and approved
conservation/restoration project schedule and selected working drawings
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elaborated within the framework of World Heritage Site status, the Outstanding
Universal Value and their protection;

6. the date, within 2007, of the beginning of the repair and restoration works of the
Church of Transfiguration;

Part Il. By February 2008:
7. Statement of Outstanding Universal Value of the World Heritage property
8. Integrated Management Plan of the World Heritage property, including a tourism
strategy, risk preparedness measures and clear boundary and buffer zone
definitions
9. Completion of Tourism Plan for the World Heritage property

The mission recommended that the State Party should be requested to provide a detailed
report on the Part I. by September 2007 and detailed report on Part Il. by February 2008
which will be presented to the World Heritage Centre at its 32" Session in 2008.

5.3. Recommendation as to whether the level of threats to the property warrants the
property being placed on or removed of the List of World Heritage in Danger

The last State Party report stressed the comments of ICOMOS over the last decade: “ltis
evident that urgent measures for saving the church must be undertaken. The church has
been closed for conservation during the last twenty five years and no efficient measures
have been applied. This considerable delay is caused by scientific debates and some
confusion of government establishment as the result.”

While the state of conservation report provided by the World Heritage Centre and
ICOMOS in 2006 had recommended that the Committee places the property on the List of
World Heritage in Danger, informing the Committee that the State Party was against this
recommendation, the Committee followed the request of the State Party instead and
requested a joint UNESCO/ICOMOS mission to assess the state of conservation and the
factors affecting the outstanding universal value of the property.

The mission noted a number of problems at Kizhi Pogost World Heritage Site — lack of a
Management Plan, risk management plan, boundary and buffer zone definition, and
tourism strategy. These are serious shortcomings as these are essential World Heritage
Site management tools.

The most critical issue at Kizhi Pogost World Heritage Site is the seriously threatened
state of the Church of the Transfiguration. The mission considered Sections 177-191 of
the Operational Guidelines and concluded that if the current loss of fabric and design
features is not halted immediately the Outstanding Universal Value of the site will be
threatened."

However, due to the great preparatory effort and progress which has been made in recent
years, this mission thinks that World Heritage in Danger status for Kizhi Pogost World
Heritage Site due to the condition of the Church of the Transfiguration would be
counterproductive at this time. The mission recommended the Kizhi Pogost not to be
placed on the World Heritage List in Danger at this stage. Project technical preparatory
work is at a good stage. In order for this effort not to be wasted and the Outstanding
Universal Value of the Church be protected it is essential that the implementation of the
project begin immediately. Delegated authorities and predictable funding (the principle
remaining obstacles to starting the restoration works) need to be established for the
course of the project by September 2007.

The State Party should be requested to start immediately with the repair and restoration
works of the Church of Transfiguration and to submit to the World Heritage Centre by
September 2007 all relevant documentation illustrating the availability of the necessary
funding and management tools to insure the full implementation of the restoration works.
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10.

11.

ANNEX 1
TERMS OF REFERENCE
Joint UNESCO - ICOMOS mission
Kizhi Pogost, Russian Federation (April 2007)

Carry out a joint UNESCO-ICOMOS mission, as requested by the World Heritage
Committee at its 30" session (30 COM 7B.72), to review the state of conservation
of the World Heritage site of the Kizhi Pogost, Russian Federation, inscribed on
the World Heritage List in 1990;

Review the overall situation of the property of the Kizhi Pogost with regard to the
state of conservation of the property and specifically to the factors affecting the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property;

Evaluate the implementation of the “main stages of the restoration of the
Transfiguration Church and the schedule of their implementation (1999-2014)”
elaborated on the base of the recommendations of a number of expert meetings
and specifically the “International Workshop on Kizhi Pogost and the Preservation
and Conservation of Wooden Structures of the Church of the Transfiguration”
(2002, St. Petersburg - Kizhi Pogost);

Review presentation of agreed upon concept plan for restoration guiding the works
on the Church of the Transfiguration and the completion of restoration work on this
Church;

Evaluate the progress made concerning the development of a management plan
of the property (to address boundary issues, buffer zone definition and risk
preparedness measures in place for the entire property), and the development of a
tourism strategy;

Evaluate the annual monitoring reports on the stability of the property elaborated
by the Institute “Spetsproectrestavratsiya”;

Assist national and local authorities in the elaboration of detailed benchmarks
(completion of restoration work on the Church of the Transfiguration; and the
development and implementation of a comprehensive management plan for the
property, which addresses tourism development, risk preparedness, boundary
definition and buffer zone issues), in compliance with decision 30 COM 7B.72 and
29 COM 7B.83;

Ascertain national level budget commitments for all aspects of the project of the
restoration of the Transfiguration Church.

Discuss with national and local authorities a timescale and a work plan for:

e A comprehensive management plan, including a tourism strategy, risk
preparedness measures and clear boundary and buffer zone definitions;

e The preparation of a buffer zone for the property;

Discuss opportunities for co-operation on conservation management and
development and exchange of experiences with other World Heritage sites;

Prepare a detailed report by 1 May 2007 for review by the World Heritage
Committee considering Operational Guidelines paragraphs 178-186 (List of World
Heritage in Danger) and 192-198 (Procedure for the eventual deletion of properties
from the World Heritage List), specifically reviewing the possibility of inclusion of
the property in the List of World Heritage in Danger, including benchmarks and
timeframes for corrective action, and submit the report to the World Heritage
Centre in electronic form (not exceeding 10 pages; according to the enclosed
format).
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ANNEX 2

PROGRAMME

Joint UNESCO World Heritage Centre — ICOMOS mission

Kizhi Pogost

8 — 17 April, Russian Federation

Composition of mission team :

- Ms Anna Sidorenko-Dulom
Programme Specialist in charge of Central and Eastern Europe
Europe and North America Section
UNESCO World Heritage Centre

- Mr Andrew Powter, ICOMOS representative
Hampton, Nova Scotia, Canada. BOS 1L0
1 902 665 4455
andrewpowter@hotmail.com

- Mr. Sjur Helseth, ICOMOS representative
Riksantigvaren,
Oslo, Norway

- Mr Bjarne Lofthus, ICOMOS representative
Oslo, Norway

Sun.

Mon.

Tue.

Wed.

Thu.

Fri.

8 April 2007

9 April 2007

10 April 2007

11 April 2007

12 April 2007

13 April 2007

Arrival to Saint-Petersburg
Working meeting WHC/ICOMOS

Departure from St. Petersburg to Petrozavodsk (by night
train)

Departure to the Kizhi island by helicopter

Meetings with the Kizhi Museum Reserves’ representatives
Evaluation of the state of conservation of the Kizhi Pogost
and technical visit of the Church of the Transfiguration

Continuation of evaluation and technical visit of the property
Working meetings with the Kizhi Museum Reserves’
representatives

Working meeting with the Kizhi Museum Reserves’
representatives

Departure from the Kizhi island by helicopter to
Petrozavodsk
Departure to St Petersburg by night train

Round-table / Presentation of missions’ recommendations

- National Commission of the Russian Federation for
UNESCO

- Russian National World Heritage Committee

- ICOMOS Russian Federation

- Federal authorities in charge of the Kizhi Pogost

- Direction of the Kizhi Museum Reserve

- Technical team in charge of the project of the restoration of
the Church of the Transfiguration

- Representative of the Ministry of Culture of the Republic of
Karelia

Departure to Moscow by night train
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Sat.

Sun.

Mon.

Tue.

14 April 2007
15 April 2007

16 April 2007

17 April 2007

Expert’s working day / Finalization of the draft mission report

Expert’s working day

Debriefing at the National Commission of the Russian
Federation for UNESCO

Debriefing in the Moscow Office

Departure from Moscow
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ANNEX 3

Round Table on safeguarding the World Heritage site of the Kizhi Pogost
St. Petersburg, 13 April 2007

The Round Table on safeguarding the World Heritage site of the Kizhi Pogost organized
by the National Commission of the Russian Federation for UNESCO was attended by
representatives of the UNESCO World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and national and local
authorities (see list of participants below).

The UNESCO World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS representatives noted the significant

progress made in the management of the Kizhi Museum Reserve and the preparation of

the restoration works of the Church of Transfiguration.

The UNESCO/ICOMOS mission recommended:

o to start urgently with the repair and restoration works of the Church of Transfiguration;

o to upkeep risk awareness and management measures during the restoration process.

o to install new lightning protection system, according to international codes after
restoration of the Church of the Transfiguration including preventative measures such
as bonding and earth connecting for temporary scaffolding and other equipment

¢ toinstall the planned indoor extinguishing system in Church of Transfiguration

o to evaluate up coming technology to add smoke detection to the advanced flame
detection already install inside the Church of the Transfiguration.

e to submit to the World Heritage Centre by September 2007:

- The multi-year (2007 to 2014) financial plan;

- The confirmation of fund systematically available for restoration works for the
duration of the project;

- The confirmation of necessary administrative arrangements concerning the
delegation of authorities for the restoration works;

- Information on the results of tender;

- Information on finalization of working project documents including completed and
approved conservation/restoration project schedule and selected working
drawings;

- The date of the beginning of the restoration works.

The mission also recommended:

e that glued wood patches only be used in places where future repair can be made
without dismantling (for example at corner joint extensions);

¢ that whole log replacement should be used instead of extensive patches to be
consistent with repair traditions for log buildings, to extend durability and ensure long
term structural performance;

¢ to avoid the use of wood preservatives due to their environmental Impact and limited
effectiveness;

¢ to resort to supplementary structural support only if absolutely necessary and that the
church be allowed to be supported by its own structure to the maximum extent
possible";

e to reinforce structural elements as needed rather than install general strengthening?".

Concerning the management of the World Heritage property, the mission recommended:

¢ to revise and approve documents concerning protected areas of the Kizhi Museum
Reserve including the boundaries of the World Heritage property of the Kizhi Pogost
and its buffer zone;

e to prepare and implement an integrated management plan, including a tourism
strategy, risk preparedness measures and clear boundary and buffer zone definitions,

2 |ICOMOS 1993-95, Principles and Practices for Repair of Timber Buildings, ICOMOS,
2002 Workshop recommendations
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and to co-ordinate the activities of the many different stakeholders and agencies
involved with the overall management of the World Heritage property;

o to establish a direct permanent contact between the World Heritage Centre, in
coordination with ICOMOS and ICCROM, and the Direction of the Kizhi Museum
Reserve in order to develop capacity building programmes for local experts involving
restoration and management activities in the Kizhi Museum Reserve; and continue a
dialogue on the monitoring of the on-going development and progress of the project in
order to ensure a smooth decision making and implementation process;

The national and local authorities participated to the round-table recognizing, in particular,
the urgent need to start with the repair and restoration works of the Church of
Transfiguration, approved all missions’ recommendations.

Minutes (in Russian) of the Round-Table in St.Petersburg, 13 April 2007
by National Commission of the Russian Federation for UNESCO

PekomeHgaumus Ne1

Pecmaepauyus lNpeobpaxeHckol Llepksu.

Uto kacaetcsa pectaBpauumn [lpeobpaxeHckon uepku, y Hac (ICOMOS) Heckomnbko
pekomeHgaumi. O4yepedHOCTb He 0GO3HadYeHa Mepapxmen, CTeneHbl BaXHOCTU. Mebl
(ICOMOS) ucnonbsoBanu pekomeHgaumm 2002 r. — 3To Kak oTnpaBHasa 6asa, KOTOPOW Mbl
PYyKOBOZLCTBOBAsChb.

KoHuenuus, npeactaeneHHas B 2002 r. Ha ceMuHape, 6bina xopollo paspaboTaHa B
COOTBETCTBMM C OOWMUM NpuHUMNamn, obcyxaaembiMn B TO Bpems. [puHumasa BO
BHMMaHWEe aKTUBHYKO NITAaHUPOBKY, MOHUTOPUHI, NPOBEPKY M ApYyrMe NOAroTOBUTENbHbIE
paboT No BHEOPEHMIO OCHOBHbLIX acneKkTOB NpoekTa — Obinv BOMSOLWEHbI Kak B MpUHUMNE
BO3MOXHble. HecMoTpsa Ha TO, 4TO JNOOGON TaKOW CHOXHLIM MPOEKT MOXET HEeCTu
onpeaeneHHbIN PUCK B €ro UCMOSTHEHUMN.

TonbKo B TEYEHMUN BbINOIHEHMS 3TUX PabOT, 3TOT PUCK MOXKHO CHU3UT.

2° OCHOBHblE BO3MOXHbl€ NMPobnemMbl, KOTOPbIE C HaLLen TOYKM 3PEeHNS BO3MOXHbI:

- BblpaBHMBaHME KOHCTPYKLUMM C HAKIOHEHHOIO COCTOSIHMS B BEPTMKANbHOE.

- [py NOAHATUN KOHCTPYKLMN BO3MOXKEH «KOHQUKT» APYCHBIX KOHCTPYKLNIA.

PekomeHgaumns Ne2.

BTtopasa pekomeHaaumsi kacaeTcsi BO3OBWKEHUS AOMOSHUTENbHbLIX CTPYKTYp. 3TO Te
KOHCTPYKLMMK, KOTOpLIE ABNSAIOTCS BCoMoratenbHbiMn. CornacHo pekomeHgauuam 1995 r
. 1 oTyeTy cemumHapa 2002 r. uenblo NpoekTa ObIIO - MOCTENEHHOE CHATUE Kapkaca.
Heob6xoaMmMo MUHUMKU3MPOBATL AOMOSNHUTENbHbIE KOHCTPyKUuMn. Korga pecTtaBpauus
3aKOHYUTCH, HYXXHO WCMNONb30BaTb BCE BO3MOXHOCTW, 4YTOObI LEPKOBb CTOsANa cama,
onupaTbCsa Ha ee BO3MOXHOCTU. Heobxoanmo noHMMaTh, YTO AaHHbIA Bonpoc byaeT sceH
WCKINIOYMTENBHO B XOA4E pecTaBpaLMOHHbIX paboT.

BHumaHMO  akcnepToB  MucCuM  OblNM  NpPeAcTaBreHbl  NpeaBapuTeNibHblE  3CKU3bI,

noaroToBneHHble A4 pecTtaBpaunn LEPKBU. Ewe okoH4yaTenbHO He peweH Bonpoc o

25/41




OONONMHUTENbHBIX MOAAEPXMBAKOLWMX KOHCTPYKUmMAX. Heobxogumo pobueaTbesi TOro,
4yTOObI LLEPKOBb B UTOre onupanack NOSIHOCTbIO HA PYHOAMEHT.

Omeeyaem ¢pedeparibHbili apxumekmop B.C.PaxmaHos:
OewncTtButenbHoro paboyero npoekta B HacToswee BpeMsi HeT. Ho Bce npoekTHble
npeanoxeHus rotosbl. Mbl K 3TOMy BepHeMCsi Toraa, korga BCe NPOEKTHbIE KOHCTPYKLMK
OyayT 3aBeplueHbl. CHayana MakcumarnbHO UCMOfb3yeM BO3MOXHOCTU LIePKBU, a NOTOM

N3y4nm BO3MOXHOCTb BO3BEeAEHUA OONOJNMTHUTENbHbIX KOHCprKLI,VIVI.

PekomeHgauusa Ne3.

KoHuenuusa pectaBpauuns NpeobpaxeHCKoW LepKkBM OMMPAETCs Ha TO, YTO Heobxogumo
pecTaBpupoBaTb NoBpexaeHHble 6peBHa. VimeeTca BBMAY UCMNOMNb30BaHME UCTOPUYECKU
OpUrMHanbHbIX OpeBeH Mocne ux MONHOW pecTaBpauuu. Takon npouecc obecneunT
COXpaHEeHNe WCTOPUYECKOM LEHHOCTM namdATHuKa. OgHako, yyuTbiBag AWHaMUYecKue
XapakTepucTukn BpeBeH (NpoTeyka, NorogHble yCroBus, ynbTpaduoneT, Bnara u cyluka
OGpeBeH n T.4.), Mbl, akcnepTbl (ICOMOS) nonaraem, 4YTO TakoW Moaxod He OTBevaeT
MexayHapoAHblM cTaHgapTam. [NpeanoXeHHbln Bamy nogxod CHU3WUT [OMArOBEYHOCTb
6peseH oo 10-15 net. A camoe npuemMnemoe BpeMsi COXpaHHOCTU namsATHuKka — 200 ner.
Mbl (ICOMOS) pekomeHayem ucnonb3oBaTb Kren TONbKO TaMm, rae drnemeHTbl MoryT
pemMoHTMpoBaTbcst 6e3 pasbopkn koHCTpykumn. Mbl (ICOMOS) cumTaem, 4TOoGbLI BCe
OpeBHa OO0MKHbI ObITb 3aMeHEeHbl Ha HOBble, LenbHble (6e3 ckrnemBaHus) Tak Kak B
COOTBETCTBMM C TpaguumMsMm OepeBsiHHOro 3ogdectsa  Heobxogumo obecneyvnTtb
NMOCTOSIHCTBO KOHCTPYKLWW U ANUTENBbHOCTb.
Omeeyaem 3amecmumerns dupekmopa Mysesi-3aroeedHuka H.J1.lNoros:

AGConTHO pasgendaem BaLuy TOYKY 3peEHNA N NpUMEM ee K CBeAEHUIO.

PekomeHgauusa Ned.

Mbl (WHC/ICOMOS) cuutaem, 4TO rocydapCTBEHHbIE CTPYKTYPbl AOJDKHbI MPU3HATb
OrPOMHYI0O NOArOTOBUTENbHYIO paboTy, NpogenaHHyo My3eem (XpaHunuiwie ans opeBeH,
pecTaBpaLOHHO-NPON3BOACTBEHHbIN KOMMMeKC, noAroToBka n NoBbILLEHNe
KBanudukaumm cneumannuctos, YCNOBUA ANSA XUNbs, NOrMCTUKA, NNaHMpPOBaHME U Takke
3HauMTenbHble ynydyweHus no 6e3onacHOCTM  LEpKBM) B  COOTBETCTBUM C
yTBepxaeHHbIM B 2002 r. nnaHom 2002 — 2010.

Llenb aTon pekomeHaaumm - 06bACHUTb, YTO KONOCCarnbHble NOArOTOBUTENbHbIE PaboThl
ObINK yxxe NpoBefeHbl Ha BbICOKOM YPOBHE.

Uto kacaetca noxapHom 6e3onacHocTW, TO MO cpaBHeHWo ¢ 1993 r., Hanuuo -
3HauuTenbHble ynydweHus. CuTyaumsa B [AaHHOM HanpaBfeHUMM MONIOXUTENbHas.
HabnogeHne 3a noxapHou cutyaumen — Begetcs 24 yaca B cyTku. Bpems pearvposaHus
— MuHMManbHoe. JT0 OGonbwoe npeumyuwiectBo. OgHako xotenocb Obl BbIAENUTb

crnepgywLme MOMEHTbI:
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- Heobxoaumo opraHmsoBaTb ©e30nacHOCTb MO Xody BbiNonHeHus paboTt, T.e.
obecneunTb NPOU3BOACTBEHHYIO 6Ge3onacHocTb. [locne OKOHYaHWsi pecTaBpaLMOHHbLIX
paboT HeobXoOMMO yCTaHOBUTb MOMHME3ALMTHYIO yCTaHOBKY. Kpome aToro Heob6xoammo
obcyanTb BOMPOC O OOMOSMHUTENbHBIX CEHCOpax — CEHCOpbl OT AblMa (He TONbKO Ha
nnams Kak aTo B HacTosLee BpeMs). TexHnyeckas CTOpoHa YCTaHOBKM CEHCOPOB Ha AbIM
TpebyeT Gonee TwaTenbHOro N3y4YeHus.

Omeeuaem 3amecmumerib dupekmopa My3ses-3anoeedHuka H.J1.MMonos:
B HacTosiwee BpeMsi My3eem 3aKkynneHo o6opyaoBaHWe AN BHYTPEHHErO MpUMEHEHWUS.
OTO TOYKM pacnbiieHns BoOON. OTW YCTAHOBKW MOTYT 3anycKaTbCs, Kak AUCTaHLMOHHO,
Tak U MexaHuyeckn. B aTom rogy Mbl yxke Ha4HEM 3TO MOHTUPOBATb Ha MeTarnfnokapkace.
OTO MO3BONMMT HayaTb obecrneyeHMe NPOM3BOACTBEHHOW GesonacHocTn. Ha aByx
obGbeKkTax - yxKe CTOUT HOBOe obopyaoBaHue, MegHoe.

Skernepmbl MIKOMOC:
Mpocum 06paTuTb BHUMAHWME: OHU AOMKHbI ObITb YCTAHOBMNEHbI MOCE pecTaBpaLMOHHbIX

pa60T. Puck VI,D,eHTMqJMLI,VIpOBaH KakK: OroHb, BaHA4anu3m  MOJTHUA.

PekomeHgaums Ne5.

B pamkax pekomengaumm 1995 r. n 2002 r. n npegblgywmnx pekoMmeHgaumin no anemeHTam
KOHCTPYKUMI. CTPYKTYpHblE 3NEMEHTbl AEepeBSHHOM KOHCTpyKuum cobopa B xope ee
pecTaBpaLun U BOCCTAHOBMNEHUSI LOMKHbI NPUHATL Ha cebsa yHKumMM camoobecneyeHns
YCTONYMBOCTM B MaKCMMarbHO BO3MOXHOW CTEMEHN.

Omeeyaem ¢hedeparnbHbili apxumekmop B.C.PaxmaHos.
CoBeplueHHoO BepHo. PecTtaBpaumoHHble paboTbl OyayT BECTUCL B COOTBETCTBUM C

NPUHATBIMU paHee pekoMeHdaunamn.

PekomeHgaumnsi Ne6.

Owanor c¢ pecTtaBpaunoHHon rpynnon wu npegctasutensmm WMKOMOC B cnydae
HeobxoammocTn. [lo HeobxogmmocTu npuenekaTb akcrieptoB MKOMOC pgns
KOHCYNbTaLMIN B peLLEHNM BaXKHbIX BONPOCOB B peCTaBpaLMOHHOM NPOEKTe.

Mr.  Makoeeukuti (President Russian Wormd Heritage Committee): B cny4vae
BO3HUKHOBEHMS CMOXHbIX CUTyauun, obpawartbca 3a koHcynbTaumen B MKOMOC wu
Opyrve cTpaHbl, 3aHMMatoLWmnecs aTMMM BOMpocamu.

B umoee nocne duckycculi ¢ pocculickol CmopoOHhbI:

YCTaHOBUTbL NPSMOM M MOCTOSAHHBIA B3auUMHbIA Ananor And KOHcynbTauum n obmeHa
WHhopMaumMi B Xxope pectaBpaumoHHbix pabot mexgy WMKOMOCom u  myseem-
3anoBeHUKOM UM MpU HEOBXOAMMOCTU peLleHns TEXHUYECKMX BOMPOCOB — OpraHu3aums

muccun MKOMOC Ha 06bekT B yCTaHOBIEHHOM MOpPSIAKE.
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PekomeHgaums Ne7.

Heobxoammo npenctaButb AaTy, Ha4ano pectaBpauUMOHHbIX paborT.

O6cyxgasa aToT BONPOC, NPULLIKM K TAKOMY BbIBOAY, YTO K ceHTsiopto 2007 r. Heobxoammo
npeactaBuTb  MHGOPMALUKIO O MPUHATUMU pELUEeHNs Ha TOCYy4apCTBEHHOM YpPOBHE,
Kacallleecs CPOKOB Havama pecTaBpauMOHHbIX paboT, O Havane 9aTanos
pecTaBpauMOHHbIX paboT Mo yTBEpPXOEHHOMY nNpPoekTy, a Takke 00 obbemax

HeobxoanMmoro ouHaHCUpPoBaHMS

PekomeHgaumns Ne8.

O3HaKkoMMBLUUCb, C MPOEKTOM 30HblI OXpaHbl OObeKkTa KynbTypHOro obbekta Myses-
3anoBefgHuKa «Kumku» M MNPOEKTOM rpaHuubl TeppUTOpUMU My3es-3anoBegHuka Kuku,
MUCCUSA NPOCUT B KpaTyanwme Cpokm 0603HaunTb B 3TUX NMPOEKTax rpaHuLy Tepputopumn
ob6bekta BcemupHoro Hacnegus «KWKCKMIM NOrocT», Kak onMcaHo B HOMMHALWOHHOM
aocbe 1 0603HaUNTL ero 6ydepHyto 30HY M B KpaTyanlume CpOoKU YTBEPAUTb 3TU NPOEKThI
N NPUCTYNUTb K UX peanu3aunm.
lMocne duckyccuu ¢ pocculickoli CMOPOHbI:

Muceusa npocut npeacTaBuMTb YTOYHEHHbIM NNaH ynpaeneHus obbekta BcemupHoro
Hacneansa «KuXckuin norocTy», BKMoYasa rpaHuly Tepputopum obbekta u ero 6ydepHonm

30HbI.

PekomeHgauusa Ne9.

Mwuccnss pekomeHayeT HanpaBuTb B Cekpetapuat (WHC) 3anpoc o dwmHaHcoBoOM
noaAep ke No NoBbILEHMIO KBanudukauumn ans noarotoskn management plan).
I.9.0poxoHukud3e (Secretary-General, National Commission of the Russian

Federation): NMonHocmsto noddepxxugaem OaHHy UHUYUamusy.
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List of national and local authorities participated to the Round-Table

Mr. Ordjonikidze G.

Ms Belekova A.T.
Mr. Makovetski I.

Mr Chevelev V.V.
Ms Berdnikova T.B. .

Ms L. M. Kolesnikova
Mr A. V. Zaizev

Ms S. O. Kuspak
Mrs. Averjanova E.

Mr. Popov Y.

Mr. Popov N.

Mr. Rasha l.

Mr. Rakhmanov V.

Mr A. U. Lubimzev
Mr A. S. Kuusela

Secretary-General, National Commission of the RF for UNESCO

3" Secretary, National Commission of the RF for UNESCO
President of the Russian Committee of ICOMOS

President of the Russian National World Heritage Committee
Chef of the Programme “Information for all”

Federal Agency for Culture and Cinematography, Ministry of Culture and
Mass Media, Russian Federation

Federal Agency for Culture and Cinematography, Ministry of Culture and
Mass Media, Russian Federation

Federal Agency for inspectorate of legislation in domain of Mass Media
and Cultural Heritage

Chief of Section of legal affairs and control, Minsitry of Culture, Republic
of Karelia

Director of the Kizhi State Open-Air Museum of History, Architecture and
Ethnography

Deputy director, the State museum "Kizhi"

Participant of the restoration project

Chief engineer "Stroireconstrukzia", Saint-Petersburg

St.-Petersburg "Spezproektrestravrazia", Chief of the restoration project
of the Church of the Transfiguration

Chief Curator of architectural monuments of the Kizhi Museum Reserve

Benywimin nixeHep Myses-3anosegHuka «Kukmy».
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ANNEX 4

Evaluation of state of conservation by the World Heritage Committee and its Bureau

30th session of the World Heritage Committee,
Vilnius, Lituania, 8-16 July 2006
Document WHC-06/30.COM/7B.ADD

Main threats identified in previous reports:
a) Structural integrity of the Church of the Transfiguration as well as the overall restoration
and conservation project to replace the scaffolding within the Church;

b) Tourism development pressures affecting the property;
c) The need to strengthen management of the property.

Current conservation issues:

The Russian Federation has submitted two reports to the World Heritage Centre
concerning the state of the conservation of the World Heritage property dated 12 July
2005 and December 2005 and received on 8 February 2006.

These reports do not meet the expectations of the World Heritage Committee as
expressed in its decision at its 29th session. Both reports were prepared by the local
management authority (Kizhi Museum) and do not show any involvement on the part of
the national authorities in this process. They do not address any of the main
recommendations made by the Committee concerning provision of information on the
management of the property, updates on the status and determination of the buffer zone,
information on risk preparedness measures in place for the entire property, and
clarification on the impact of tourism on the values of the inscribed property. While to
some extent both reports provide information on aspects of the construction work plan for
the Church of the Transfiguration, the precise budget data requested is not provided, and
the “Detailed Report” describes information that at the time of the 30th session will be 19
months out of date. The “Brief Report” of December 2005, together with its attached
photos and chart showing “main stages of the restoration of the Transfiguration Church
and the schedule of their implementation (1999-2014)" provides some updated
information but is of limited value as the report is only one page in length.

The response of the State Party to the requests made by the World Heritage Committee
at its 29th session is entirely inadequate, maintaining a pattern repeated over many years
for this property of providing limited information to the Committee, prepared by the local
management authorities without any understanding of the nature of the Committee’s
requests. There is no evidence, in spite of the detailed planning and scheduling being
carried out for the restoration work on the Church of the Transfiguration at the local level,
that the national authorities have committed themselves to fund this work. No detailed
budget for this work is available showing budget commitments over time. Nor is there any
evidence of effort to address the larger over-arching issues important for the site and
State of conservation reports of properties inscribed WHC-06/30.COM/7B.Add, p. 31 on
the World Heritage List - ADDENDUM stated by the Committee in its recommendations:
development of a management plan (which would address boundary issues, buffer zone
definition and risk preparedness), and development of a tourism strategy.

A meeting of 100 conservation experts to identify conservation strategies for this property
was already organized in 1988, two years before it was inscribed on the World Heritage
List. A number of expert missions have taken place since to review the state of
conservation of the property. All have highlighted the serious and specific dangers facing
the property. Little evidence of commitment at the national level has come forth in those
many years to provide confidence that the outstanding universal value recognized by the
inscription is maintained.

ICOMOS and the World Heritage Centre consider that the property should be placed on
the World Heritage List in Danger, and that the property should not be removed from this
List until the following benchmarks are agreed upon and reached:
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a) Completion of restoration work on the Church of the Transfiguration;

b) The development and implementation of a comprehensive management plan for
the property (addressing tourism development, risk preparedness, boundary
definition and buffer zone issues).

The State Party should provide, by 1 February 2007, the outline plans and a timescale for
the development of a comprehensive management plan and strategy, to provide a clear
description of the restoration concept guiding the works on the Church of the
Transfiguration, and a detailed long term (10 year) budget commitment for all activities on
the site, prepared and endorsed by the concerned national authorities and the Ministry of
Culture. Detailed benchmarks could then be agreed upon between the Advisory Bodies,
the World Heritage Centre and the authorities.

An additional brief report with an explanatory note on the most important activities of the
preparatory period and some updated information by the Kizhi Federal Museum was
transmitted by the national authorities on 8 June 2006.

The report mentioned new information concerning, in particular the assembly and
adjustment of the fire alarm system inside and outside of the Church, as well as the
replacement of the old electric supply cabinet and installation of a new power supply,
communication and alarm systems.

Some information concerning new restoration approaches and preparation of timber
conservation was also provided. The report mentioned in particular, that the main cross
has been reinforced temporally with metallic plates and that the zones infected by wood
beetles have been identified. The entrance of the Church has been repaired and a
metallic tie-bar installed in the northern wall of the refectory.

An attached chart showing the “main stages of the restoration of the Transfiguration
Church and the schedule of their implementation (1999-2014)” is the same as provided in
the previous reports. The report further notes that the annual monitoring of the stability of
the property conducted by the Institute “Spetsproectrestavratsiya” shows continued
stability of all monuments and indicates that none of then is considered to be in danger.

By letter of 9 June 2006, the authorities of the Russian Federation underline that they
consider that the State Party is fulfilling its obligations concerning the protection of the
property and object to the inscription of the property on the List of World Heritage in
Danger.

However, the latest report provides no information concerning the detailed budget and
funding sources, the overall state of conservation of the property, nor details of
management measures for the property or the determination of the buffer zone, as
requested by the Committee. As a result, the requests for information made by the
Committee at its 29th session in Durban remain unanswered.

Decision 30 COM 7B.72
The World Heritage Committee,

1. Having examined Document WHC-06/30.COM/7B.Add,

2. Recalling Decisions 28 COM 15B.95 and 29 COM 7B.83, adopted at its 28th
(Suzhou, 2004) and 29th (Durban, 2005) sessions respectively,

3. Notes with great concern that the reports provided by the State Party do not
respond to the requests made by the Committee at its 29th session;

4. Urges the State Party to collaborate closely with the Advisory Bodies and the
World Heritage Centre to elaborate detailed benchmarks (completion of restoration
work on the Church of the Transfiguration; and the development and
implementation of a comprehensive management plan for the property, which
addresses tourism development, risk preparedness, boundary definition and buffer
zone issues);

5. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS mission
to the property to assess the state of conservation and the factors affecting the
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Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and strongly urges the State Party to
work jointly with this mission;

6. Requests the State Party to provide the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February
2007, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 31st session in
2007, with a detailed report, a timescale and a work plan for:

a) A comprehensive management plan, including a tourism strategy, risk
preparedness measures and clear boundary and buffer zone definitions;

b) The preparation of a buffer zone for the property;

7. Invites the State Party to provide to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February
2007 an overall restoration concept for the Church of Transfiguration, as well as a
report on the status and the likely impact of proposed interventions on the
authenticity and integrity of the property.

29th session of the World Heritage Committee,
Durban, South Africa, 10-17 July 2005
Document WHC-05/29.COM/22 /| Document WHC.05/29.COM/7B.Rev

Current conservation issues:

The Russian authorities submitted a progress report on an international workshop for the
Conservation of the “Church of the Transfiguration of Kizhi Pogost” (18-20 December,
2003) to the World Heritage Centre on 2 February 2005. The report reviews the main
recommendations of the August 2002 International Workshop: A planned approach to
restoration of the Church over four main stages up to 2014 is briefly described. The
stages include: (1) preliminary works (1999-2002); preparation period (2002-2006); main
restoration works (2006-2012); final period (2010 — 2014); (2) The report describes
expenditures in 2003 and 2004 in line with the overall plan of expenditures; (3) The report
further notes submission by the Administration of "Kizhi Pogost" of a financial plan for
conservation and restoration of the Church of the Transfiguration until 2010 to the Ministry
of Culture of the Russian Federation, which was approved; (4) The representatives of
"Kizhi Pogost" also noted that funding has been neither sufficient nor regular; (5) The
report notes that participants expressed appreciation for the high quality of the design and
restoration works carried out from July 2002 until December 2003 by the project leaders
and site managers of the museum-reserve; Nevertheless, the report leaves a number of
questions open for review.

While the World Heritage Committee, in its Decision 28 COM 15 B. 95, calls for the
‘Russian Federation to collaborate closely with the Advisory Bodies and the World
Heritage Centre regarding the developments of the conservation works”, the international
workshop of December 2003 was organised without the involvement of the World
Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies. Hence, it is difficult to compare the conclusions
of the 2003 Workshop with those resulting from the 2002 Workshop, and assess progress
made in meeting earlier recommendations. Given the serious nature of the structural
problems of the Church of the Transfiguration, and the decade ahead before planned
works are to be completed, it would be useful to have detailed information concerning
monitoring methods in place to measure any change in the structure. The work plan
contained in the report does not provide sufficient information or details to secure the
large amount of funding necessary. Given that funding is described as inadequate and
irregular, it would be useful for the Russian authorities to describe the full amount of funds
required, the nature of commitments of all concerned to support the work, any expected
shortfalls, and fund-raising plans to cover outstanding commitments. The World Heritage
Centre and ICOMOS appreciate the continuing efforts by the State Party to improve the
state of conservation of the Church of the Transfiguration.

However, the State Party needs to look beyond the problems of the Church of the
Transfiguration to the management problems of the overall property, as recommended by
the 2002 Workshop. It would be particularly useful for the Russian authorities to clarify
current efforts to strengthen the management regime for the island property, including:
clarification of the boundaries and management strategies and the buffer zones of the
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property; clarification of risk preparedness measures in place for the entire property;
clarification of tourism management in the region in relation to the values of the inscribed
property. Given the management needs of the property, it would also be useful for the
Russian authorities to give priority to printing the Russian translation of the ICCROM
Management Guidelines for World Heritage Properties. As has been noted by the World
Heritage Centre and ICOMOS on several occasions, and as contained in the
recommendations of the 2002 International Workshop, the author/translator and the
Advisory Bodies and World Heritage Centre have already contributed substantially to the
development of this manuscript. The Russian authorities should complete this long
outstanding project. The situation of Kizhi Pogost was further discussed at a meeting at
the World Heritage Centre with the Permanent Delegation of Russia and the Chairperson
of the Russian World Heritage Committee on 25 April 2005.

Decision 29 COM 7B.83
The World Heritage Committee,

1. Having examined Document WHC-05/29.COM/7B.Rev,
2. Recalling its Decision 28 COM 15B.95, adopted at its 28th session (Suzhou, 2004),

3. Thanks the State Party of the Russian Federation for the progress report on the
organisation of the restoration works of the Church of the Transfiguration and the
continuing efforts to improve the state of conservation of the property,

4. Regrets that the State Party did not provide a detailed report, as requested by the
World Heritage Committee, on the progress of the actual conservation works, detailed
budget and funding sources as well as the overall state of conservation of the
property;

5. Notes with concern the continuing uncertainty of funding for the restoration works and
the overall inconsistent information on the management of the property;

6. Urges the State Party to collaborate closely with the Advisory Bodies and the World
Heritage Centre regarding the development of the conservation works and the
management of the property;

7. Considers that in view of the lack of information on the state of conservation of the
property and lack of follow-up to the recommendation of the 2002 Workshop and the
recommendation of the Committee, the threats to the property are considerable;

8. Requests the State Party to submit reports by 1 February 2006 to the World Heritage
Centre and the Advisory Bodies, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at
its 30th session (Vilnius, 2006), containing the following:

a) a detailed work plan with precise budget;

b) a comprehensive report on the steps of the conservation works including

information
on the impact of interventions on the conservation works;

c) information on the management measures for the property;

d) an update on the status and determination of the buffer zone;

e) information on risk preparedness measures in place for the entire property; and

f) clarification on the management of tourism in the region in relation to the values of
the inscribed property;

9. Decides to consider, on the basis of this report, whether or not the property should be
inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

28th session of the World Heritage Committee,
Suzhou, China, 28 June -7 July 2004
Document WHC-04/28.COM/26 ; Document WHC-04/28.COM/15B

Conservation issues:
From 18 to 20 December 2003, a workshop on the conservation of the Church of the
Transfiguration was held in St. Petersburg at which participants were informed of the
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progress made for the preparatory works for the conservation project as well as follow-up
actions to the recommendations made by the Committee and the International workshop
of August 2002 were discussed.

The main steps of the restoration project have been approved as well as the workplan for
the creation of the infrastructure for the works to be carried out (moorage for boats,
construction site, energy structure, wood storage and procurement, fire protection, lodging
for workers, etc). The financial plan of the restoration project has been submitted and
approved by the Ministry of Culture. However, the participants mentioned insufficient and
irregular funding for the conservation project.

The Russian National Committee for World Heritage together with the Ministry of Culture
will be preparing a proposal concerning the approval of the buffer zone taking into account
the possible enlargement of the site. Monitoring of the state of the Church of the
Transfiguration is ensured by the site manager together with architects and restorers.

The workshop participants reiterated the request that the ICCROM Guidelines for
management of cultural sites be translated into Russian.

The Centre has asked for more detailed information regarding some of the issues
discussed during this second workshop. In particular, details on the overall budget of the
project, information on the current state of conservation of the church and the follow-up to
the recommendations made by the first workshop. At the time of the preparation of this
document, no information was received from the State Party.

ICOMOS and ICCROM commented that national level financing is unpredictable and
insufficient and that no matter how much care and study is given to analysis of
conservation problems, without commitment of necessary funding in a timely manner, the
threats to this site remain severe and unimpaired.

Decision 28 COM 15B.95
The World Heritage Committee®®,

1. Thanking the authorities of the Russian Federation for their continued commitment
to analyze conservation problems of the Church of the Transfiguration through the
holding of workshops,

2. Notes with concern the lack of funding and hereby lack of commitment by the
Russian Federation for the conservation project without which the threats to this
property remain severe and unimpaired,;

3. Regrets that the State Party did not provide a progress report as requested by the
Committee (Decision 27 COM 7B.74);

4. Urges the authorities of the Russian Federation to collaborate closely with the
Advisory Bodies and the World Heritage Centre regarding the developments of the
conservation works;

5. Requests the State Party to submit, by 1 February 2005, a report on the
commitment of the necessary funds to carry out the work plan for 2004 and 2005
as well as on the progress made in the conservation works with information on the
impact of interventions of the conservation works, in order that the World Heritage
Committee can examine the state of conservation of the property at its 29th
session in 2005.

27th session of the World Heritage Committee,
UNESCO Headquarters, 30 June - 5 July 2003
Document WHC.03/27.COM/07B

Following the request by the 25th session of the World Heritage Committee to elaborate «
a work plan for the safeguarding of the site » and the approval of funds under emergency
assistance, the “International Workshop on Kizhi Pogost and the Preservation and
Conservation of Wooden Structures of the Church of the Transfiguration” was held from
31 July to 5 August 2002, St. Petersburg-Kizhi Pogost. It was organized by the UNESCO
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Chair in Urban and Architectural Conservation (Moscow), in collaboration with the
UNESCO Moscow Office and the World Heritage Centre.

The extensive discussions during the workshop and the site visit to Kizhi Pogost resulted
in a full report of the meeting and a document with recommendations, which was
transmitted to the appropriate authorities and organizations and bodies, for consideration
and follow-up. The recommendations concern the following points:

1. The presentations on the project of the restoration of the Church of the Transfiguration

w

enhanced the dialogue between the Russian and the international participants and the
confidence of all in the careful, systematic and thorough approach in place for the
conservation of this property. The care with which this project has been undertaken
could provide useful lessons on the safeguarding of complex wooden structures, the
promotion of the protection and conservation of wooden heritage in Eastern Europe,
and for exemplary international cooperation involving different stakeholders,
international organizations (UNESCO, ICOMOS, ICCROM, etc.) as well as national
and international experts.

While recalling the resolution of the Novgorod Meeting (17 September 1999) to
examine the possibility of inscription of Kizhi Pogost on the List of World Heritage in
Danger, the participants noted that a multi-disciplinary project team has been
assembled and is working actively on the project. There is an extensive restoration
plan, which has received Government approval and funding.

The participants discussed extensively the state of conservation of the Church of the
Transfiguration and the restoration project planned for it. The participants expressed
their appreciation to the authors of the current project for the quality of analysis evident
in their work, for their efforts to learn from the results of past interventions, for their
efforts to work in continuity with the findings of the ICOMOS-Russian conservation
plan of 1993-1995 and for their commitment to cautious approaches which would
minimize the replacement of original material.

. While expressing support in general for the approach proposed and its guiding

philosophy, the participants expressed the need to be cautious in implementation and
therefore propose: to ensure comprehensive monitoring of impacts of interventions
described in detailed plans and to use a careful approach to ensure respect for the
heritage values and a full re-examination of the basic principles and strategies of the
adopted restoration approach; Concerning the question of chemical treatment of the
logs, the World Heritage Committee and the Advisory Bodies are asked to provide
general advice for the preservation of wood.

. During the field visit to the site, the participants also reviewed the situation regarding

the other buildings included in the site, and encouraged the Russian authorities to
develop plans for the long-term maintenance of all wooden structures, in the World
Heritage property and its environment, to ensure that the World Heritage values and
the integrity of the site are preserved.

. Concerning the surroundings of the World Heritage site, the participants were informed

of ongoing conservation efforts for the 84 buildings comprising the Open Air Museum.
They urged that the integrity of this unique landscape be maintained in its overall
management.

. It is recommended that reports on the progress of the project and its results, as well as

the monitoring of the state of conservation be regularly transmitted to the World
Heritage Committee. It is further recommended that the expertise and insights of the
international experts, and in particular members of the ICOMOS International Wood
Committee, involved with this site since 1988 be called to maintain the professional
dialogue now in place.

. The workshop suggested that a meeting of all Russian speaking World Heritage site

managers and national coordinators be organized, in collaboration with the East
European Centre of the countries of the CIS for the protection of the World Cultural
and Natural Heritage, proposed by Russia.
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9. The workshop proposed to extend the ICCROM digest of Kizhi international co-
operation activities to include all Russian activities, the contribution of ICOMOS
Germany relating to structural renewal and restoration of the iconostasis and a list of
all documents available to be published.

10. In order to ensure regular update on activities and other necessary information on
World Heritage to be made available to all persons involved, the participants
recommended that the Moscow Office update the existing web site with Russian
material and that the Russian World Heritage Committee take responsibility to
maintain contact with all site managers. Furthermore, it was recommended that the
Management Guidelines for Cultural Heritage Sites (Jokilehto/Fielden, ICCROM 1992)
(translated into Russian), be published.

Decision 27 COM 7B.74
The World Heritage Committee,

1. Recalling its decisions taken at the 25th extraordinary session of the Bureau in
2001 (Helsinki);

2. Expresses its appreciation to the authorities of the State Party for their
commitment to the preservation of the property;

3. Takes note of the report and recommendations provided by the International
Workshop with regard to the future conservation of this property under threat;

4. Encourages the State Party, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies to
continue to collaborate and to closely follow the future development of the
conservation works;

5. Requests the State Party to provide an updated report the World Heritage Centre
by 1 February 2004 on progress made in order that the World Heritage Committee
can examine the state of conservation of the property at its 28th session in 2004.

25th Session of the World Heritage Committee,
Helsinki, Finland, 11-16 December 2001
Document WHC-01/CONF.208/10

New information:

The National Commission of the Russian Federation submitted a report on the state of
conservation on 2 October 2001 which has been sent to ICOMOS and ICCROM for
comments. In general, the report confirms that the wooden structure of the Church is in an
alarming state of dilapidation and that urgent restoration measures should be undertaken.
Action required: The Bureau may wish to examine information that will be provided by
ICCROM and ICOMOS at the time of its session and take the appropriate decision
thereupon, and review whether or not the site should be included on the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

Decision adopted / Document WHC-01/CONF.208/24

VII.148 The Committee examined the state of conservation of the site and took note that
an emergency assistance request for an international technical workshop had been
approved by the former Chairperson of the Committee. This workshop would also include
the elaboration of a workplan for the safeguarding of the site.

111.149 The Delegate of the Russian Federation informed the Committee that the workshop
will be held from 31 July to 5 August 2002. During this workshop the participants will be
given the opportunity to study the project that has been developed and approved by
experts. He thanked the Committee and the Director of the UNESCO Moscow Office for
their support.

VII.150 Speaking on behalf of ICCROM and ICOMOS, ICCROM congratulated the
Russian authorities for their initiative to organise a workshop to develop a workplan for the
safeguarding of the site. He stressed that the international workshop should, apart from
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looking at the severe structural problems of the Church of the Transfiguration, focus on
the ensemble of buildings as well as on a wide set of issues: the biological deterioration of
the wood, structural stability, conservation of icons and management of visitors. The initial
multidisciplinary conservation plan, adopted for the site in 1995, although never
implemented, remains an excellent starting point to address the "old" as well as the new
issues such as the potential development of mineral deposits in the landscape around
Kizhi Pogost. In conclusion, in addressing the structural problems, ICOMOS and ICCROM
stressed the importance of providing a scientific review of all options available for the
stabilisation of the Church in order to assure that an appropriate solution respecting the
authenticity of the structure can be found.

VIII.151 The Committee took note of the information provided by ICCROM and thanked
the authorities of the Russian Federation for having initiated the process to ensure the
protection of the site. In view of the alarming state of conservation of the site, the
Committee requested the Secretariat to work in close collaboration with the authorities of
the Russian Federation and the Advisory Bodies with regard to the international workshop
on conservation measures for Kizhi Pogost. Furthermore, the Committee requested the
State Party to provide a detailed update of the situation, by 1 February 2003, and
requested the Centre to provide a full report on the results of the workshop, in
collaboration with the authorities of the Russian Federation and the Advisory Bodies, for
its twenty-seventh session in June 2003.

Bureau of the World Heritage Committee,
Paris, 25 - 30 June 2001
Document WHC-2001/CONF.205/10

V.279 The Bureau requested the Russian authorities to submit a report on the state of
conservation of the site by 15 September 2001 to assess, at its twenty-fifth extraordinary
session, the ways in which the Bureau may be able to collaborate with the Russian
authorities to ensure proper conservation of the site.

Extraordinary Session of the Bureau of the World Heritage Committee,
Helsinki, Finland, 7-8 December 2001
Document WHC-01/CONF.208/4

11198 The Bureau took note of the information contained in the World Document WHC-
01/CONF.207/3. It also took note that a request for emergency assistance from the State
Party to hold an international workshop at the site had been received by the Centre and
was approved on 14 October 2001 for a total amount of US$ 29,540. This workshop
would also include the elaboration of a workplan for the safeguarding of the site.

1199 The Delegate of Finland underlined that the site has been facing permanent and
continual problems since its inscription, notably with regard to the conservation work,
management and security measures. He proposed that given an increasing number of
wooden churches are being inscribed on the World Heritage List, or were being proposed
for inscription, a network of experts and responsible persons at the different sites could be
created to respond to different problems. He also recommended that in the future, direct
assistance from the Committee to the responsible person at the site be proposed.

11.200 Recalling the structural problems encountered at the site, the Representative of
ICCROM indicated that a multidisciplinary conservation plan had been adopted for the site
in 1995 but that it had never been implemented. He supported the proposal of the
Delegate of Finland and informed that ICCROM would provide assistance,
recommending, however, that this approach be global and that all questions affecting the
site be treated.

1.201 The Representative of ICOMOS commended the Delegate of Finland for this
proposal. He indicated that the services of the International Committee for Wood and
Vernacular Architecture of ICOMOS were at the disposal of the Committee for the study
suggested by the Delegate of Finland.
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1.202 After this debate, the Bureau adopted the following recommendation for
examination by the Committee at its twenty-fifth session:

"The Committee takes note of the information provided by ICCROM and thanks the
authorities of the Russian Federation for having initiated the process to ensure the
protection of the site. In view of the alarming state of consevation of the site, the
Committee requests the Secretariat to work in close collaboration with the authorities of
the Russian Federation and the Advisory Bodies with regard to the international workshop
on conservation measures for Kizhi Pogost. Furthermore, the Committee requests the
State Party to provide a detailed update of the situation, by 1 February 2002, and requests
the Centre to provide a full report on the results of the workshop, in collaboration with the
authorities of the Russian Federation and the Advisory Bodies, for its twenty-sixth session
in June 2002."

World Heritage Committee, SESSION XVIII,
Phuket, Thailand, 12-17 December 1994,
Document WHC-94/CONF.003/16

It was recalled that since 1991 ICOMOS had presented to the Committee and the Bureau
reports on its involvement in the monitoring of this site and on the efforts to conserve and
restore its monuments. ICOMOS reported that the legal protection of the monument and
the buffer zone had been considerably improved and that a conservation professional had
been assigned. The workplan for 1994 had been completed and included:

- the installation of a system of lightning protection as part of a major reworking of fire
protection and security at the site;

- studies of wood deterioration conditions;
- measurement of deformations by hand and photogrammetric techniques;

- analysis of defects to the iconostasis. Completion of the structural analysis is scheduled
for the end of January 1995.

A short and a long-term budget and workplans had been established and ICOMOS
involvement was foreseen for its implementation. In view of the financial constraints in the
Russian Federation, ICOMOS recommended the following:

- high priority be given to undertaking with the Russian and other national authorities, a full
discussion of feasible alternative strategies for continued support and activity in
conjunction with the already planned March 1995 concept selection meeting;

- on-going monitoring activity be continued; and

- other funding sources be identified and coordinated with the approved conservation plan
and priority site needs.

The Committee endorsed these recommendations and requested ICOMOS in consultation
with the Secretariat to implement them.

The Committee adopted several ICOMOS recommendations concerning the site:

- endorsed the ICOMOS proposed selection meeting for Helsinki March 1995
held to determine a suitable conservation approach for the Church of the
Transfiguration.

The ICOMOS conservation study of 1993-95 mandate was completed with
elaboration of a conservation goals and approach document prepared March
1995 by Andrew Powter, Maija Kairemo and the international and Russian
team; subsequently endorsed by the Russian Ministry of Culture. This concept
has provided a base for the development of the current Church of the
Transfiguration restoration scheme.

A detailed implementation plan for restoration of the Church of the
Transfiguration (including year by year work phases and funding requirements)
was made available to participants by the restoration project team.
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- the committee endorsed further ICOMOS recommendations regarding:
a) monitoring activity be continued;

Monitoring activity has continued from the1995 completion of the ICOMOS
conservation plan, including, in particular the support given this activity by the
World Monuments Fund for the purchase of equipment.

b) other funding sources be identified for implementation m of the conservation
plan.

Discussions are continuing concerning sources of funding for the conservation
of the site. Urgent attention must be given to strengthening efforts in this area
and specific _projects should be identified which can be submitted to
international bilateral funding agencies.

17th session of the Committee World Heritage
Cartagena, Colombia, 6-11 December 1993
Document WHC-93/CONF.002/14

At the seventeenth session of the Bureau, ICOMOS informed about its involvement in the
conservation efforts for Kizhi Pogost and that an expert mission would be undertaken to
the site. The Bureau approved a technical assistance request to support this mission with
funds provided under the Canadian Green Plan. The mission took place in summer 1993
and a full report was available. In collaboration with the Russian counterparts, the mission
addressed issues such as legal protection, conservation management, fire protection,
iconostasis conservation, documentation, and monitoring, history and authenticity,
biological/chemical deterioration, structure and conservation philosophy and goals.

Based on the findings of the mission, ICOMOS recommended that in 1994 high priority be
given to finding means to support the following study and decision-making activities:

monitoring and documentation

completion of all required preliminary studies and
reaching consensus on the conservation concept
completion of individual conservation studies and
their consolidation within a comprehensive and
integrated conservation plan.

A major conservation project at the site could then start in 1995.

The Committee commended ICOMOS for its excellent collaboration with the Russian
authorities and experts and the collaboration provided by the Governments of Canada,
Finland and Norway and the individual ICOMOS members who participated in the
mission. The Committee endorsed the recommendations formulated by ICOMOS.

The Committee adopted the recommendations of the August 1993 report on the ICOMOS
mission to Kizhi Pogost as part of the ICOMOS conservation study of 1993-95 calling in
particular for:

- completion of all required preliminary studies in order to reach consensus on
the conservation concept, and to ensure their development within a
comprehensive and integrated conservation plan;

See Phuket, December 1994 World Heritage Committee report.

16th session World Heritage Committee,
Santa Fe, USA, December, 7-14 1992
Document WHC-92/CONF.002/12

With the help of slide illustrations, the ICOMOS Representative introduced the status of
the site of Kizhi Pogost, explaining the nature of the problems and the manner in which
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urgent problems were determined. This presentation was followed by a discussion during
which several technical questions were raised. The Committee decided to support the
coordination effort undertaken by ICOMOS for this site, and requested that a report be
provided during the next meeting of the Bureau in view of implementing an assistance
project. The Committee adopted the recommendation formulated in the ICOMOS report.

The Committee supported ICOMOS coordination efforts for this site and adopted
ICOMOS recommendations which suggested need for:

- further structural analysis of the timber churches.

Fully carried out during the ICOMOS conservation study of 1993-95 and the
current Church of the Transfiguration project, 1999-2002.

fire protection of timber buildings.

Fire protection has been fully integrated into the Kizhi Museum management
team;

The 1% stage of the Kizhi Pogost basic protection scheme, supported by the
World Monuments Fund is expected to be complete in October 2002;

The 2™ stage fire protection of the site: feasibility study complete and now
under discussion;

The Ministry of Culture fire protection system for the island now under
development; 1% phase funds are allocated, and tender call is underway.

detailed analysis of biological/chemical decay of the timber structures.
Carried out during the ICOMOS conservation study of 1993-95;

conservation analysis of artwork removed from the Church of the
Transfiguration

Analysis carried out prior to and during development of ICOMOS conservation
study of 1993-95; iconostasis and all constituent icons and elements are now
in appropriately designed storage conditions on Kizhi Island and restoration of
individual elements is proceeding. Training and advice has also been
provided by ICOMOS Germany in summer 1994. Completion of restoration
work with present resources expected to require 8-9 years.

detailed and accurate documentation of the structures by photogrametric and
other means

Carried out in support of ICOMOS conservation study of 1993-95; also
addressed by ICOMOS Germany experts in summer 1993 (Strehler) ; further
addressed during development of current Church of Transfiguration project.

detailed analysis of the degree of original material remaining in the structure
(survey of authenticity)

Carried out during development of the ICOMOS conservation study of 1993-
95.

development of adequate legislative protection for the inscribed site

The 2002 Masterplan makes provision for use of land within the protected
area: regretfully the boundaries of the museum remain undefined and the
museum itself is not owner of the lands on which their buildings sit. These
unresolved issues should be addressed urgently.

14th session World Heritage Committee,
Banff, Alberta, Canada, 7-12 December 1990,
Document CLT-90/CONF.004/13

The Committee recommended that the authorities concerned maintain the present
balance between the natural and built environment, since the introduction of new homes
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or wooden churches south of Kizhi Island alters the historical and visual characteristics of
the site.

The Committee congratulated the authorities concerned on the recent adoption of a
conservation policy that is more in harmony with local traditions and expertise.

' Operational Guidelines

179a i) serious deterioration of materials

179aii) serious deterioration of structure or ornamental materials,
179b i) modification of judicial status...

179bii) lack of conservation policy

179b i) modification of judicial status...

179bii) lack of conservation policy

I |COMOS 1993-95; Principles and Practices for Repair of Timber Buildings, ICOMOS; 2002 Workshop
recommendations

V' Operational Guidelines

179a i) serious deterioration of materials

179aii) serious deterioration of structure or ornamental materials,
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179bii) lack of conservation policy

Y ICOMOS 1993-95; Principles and Practices for Repair of Timber Buildings, ICOMOS; 2002 Workshop
recommendations
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