
 

LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN 

90. Historic Quarter of the Seaport City of Valparaíso (Chile) (C 959rev) 

Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2003  

Criteria  (iii)  

Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A  

Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/  

International Assistance  
Requests approved: 1 (2010)  
Total amount approved: USD 140,688 
For details, see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/assistance/  

UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds  
N/A 

Previous monitoring missions  
November 2013: ICOMOS Advisory mission 

Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports  
• Interventions planned at the port, such as the Barón Port and the Prat Dock, as well as for 

touristic facilities and real estate projects 
• Fragmentation of competencies and mandates by sectors and by different levels of government, 

as well as by the different types of specific protection and use of different areas, does not allow 
for the management of the property with respect to its Outstanding Universal Value and within a 
broader perspective 

Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/  

Current conservation issues 
On 28 November 2014, the State Party submitted a progress report on the state of conservation on the 
Port Expansion Project (Terminal 2) and the Puerto Baron Mall. The project for the Terminal has been 
under evaluation since September 2014 by means of an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), as 
required by Law No 19.300 for General Environmental Rules. In this framework, the National 
Monuments Council undertook studies and issued observations on the basis of ICOMOS’ Guidelines 
on Heritage Impact Assessments (HIA) for World Heritage cultural properties, and the 
Recommendation on Historic Urban Landscape (HUL).  

Regarding the Puerto Barón Mall Project, an inter-institutional group called “Conservation Committee 
of the Historic Quarter of the Seaport City of Valparaíso” was created by Presidential Instruction. This 
committee developed guidelines and intervention criteria for alternative architectural designs in order 
to reach the necessary balance between protecting heritage and the legitimate development 
requirements of the port.  

Concerning the protection of archeological heritage, the State Party submitted an updated 
Archaeological Management Plan in April 2015. 

On 9 February 2015, the State Party submitted a state of conservation report and on 26 March 2015 
additional information submitted on the results of the revision of the project, available at 
http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/. It reiterates that the country is implementing a new 
National Urban Development Policy -governed by the National Urban Development Council of which 
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the National Monuments Council is a member- and that one of its key objectives is the integration of 
identity and heritage into territorial planning through a single tool of urban planning regulation, the 
Local Regulatory Plan. In the case of Valparaiso, this plan will cover the whole city and should provide 
a single navigation chart. Two of the six stages of the process have been concluded to date. The 
Master Plan for the World Heritage area will be connected to the Local Regulatory Plan, as well as 
with the local Development Plan. This is expected to generate a more coherent and coordinated 
planning and management structure.  

The State Party also informs of the massive fire that ravaged the city in April 2014 –affecting the upper 
city outside of the World Heritage area, and on a number of specific conservation projects including 
nine elevators, emblematic buildings and urban spaces. 

Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM  
The State Party provided a systematic response to each of the Committee’s recommendations and 
relevant additional information on a number of specific conservation projects, including elevators, 
emblematic buildings and urban spaces.  It is recommended that the Committee commend the State 
Party on these efforts, in a situation in which it had to address the emergency situation caused by the 
massive fire of April 2014.  

It is noted that the National Urban Development Policy has, as one of its main objectives, the 
integration of identity and heritage into territorial planning through Local Regulatory and Development 
Plans. The full connection and interaction of the Heritage Management Master Plan for the World 
Heritage area with these instruments should ensure due attention to the HUL aspects of the World 
Heritage area and its wider context.  

The above instruments should also provide appropriate mechanisms for the integrated management.  
In addition, the creation of the Ministry of Culture, as well as the establishment of an inter-ministerial 
National Programme for World Heritage Sites, would reinforce the institutional framework for cultural 
heritage. 

However, there is some concern about the possible long timeframes that will be required to implement 
the policy and its planning instruments and the submission of a comprehensive report on the territorial, 
local and World Heritage site planning mechanisms and their integration would be welcome, along 
with an analysis of their effectiveness for the preservation of the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) 
and its attributes and the integrated management structures that would be put in place.  

The response given by the State Party on the Terminal project is noted and it is welcomed that actions 
are taken to apply the ICOMOS Guidelines on HIAs for World Heritage cultural properties and HUL 
recommendations in the impact assessment. It is recommended that the Committee request the State 
Party to present the finalized studies to the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for 
evaluation, together with an analysis of how these studies and the project design respond to the 
recommendations of the 2013 Advisory mission. 

As to the Puerto Baron Mall, the commitment of the State Party is demonstrated by the creation of a 
Conservation Committee of the Historic Quarter of the Seaport City of Valparaíso, and by the 
important and valuable modifications regarding the dimensional, spatial and integral conservation of 
the Bodega Simón Bolívar and the volumes that will allow for better visibility of the Bodega from the 
amphitheater. Although the developer cannot be requested to undertake an Environmental Impact 
Assessment, considering the great scale of the project, which will have indirect impact on the entire 
city of Valparaiso, and especially on the property, it would be desirable for a HIA to define any impacts 
on the OUV of the property, and in particular on the vitality of the sea port upon which Valparaiso’s 
prosperity was based and on the city’s amphitheatre-like layout.  
The revised Archaeological Management Plan will ensure the adequate treatment of archaeological 
finds in the area of the Puerto Baron project. The historical background has been documented and will 
serve as a basis to interpret the context of object that might be found and also those found during the 
first excavations (October 2013) following which construction works were stopped until the 
archaeological management plan had been put in place. 
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Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.90  

The World Heritage Committee,  

1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,  

2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.41, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014), 

3. Commends the State Party for its efforts to advance in the drawing up planning 
mechanisms for the city and for the great number of conservation works, including the 
elevators, that are being undertaken in a situation where it also had to address the 
emergency situation caused by the massive fire of April 2014;  

4. Requests the State Party to submit:  

a) a timeline for the implementation of the Urban Development Policy and its 
instruments in the city of Valparaiso, 

b) a comprehensive report on the territorial, local and World Heritage site planning 
mechanisms and their integration,  

c) an analysis of the effectiveness of the above for the preservation of the 
Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) and its attributes and the integrated 
management structures that would be put in place;   

5. Notes the response given by the State Party on the Terminal 2 Project, welcomes the 
actions taken to apply the ICOMOS Guidelines on Heritage Impact Assessments (HIA) 
for World Heritage cultural properties and Historic Urban Landscape (HUL) 
recommendations in the impact assessment and also requests the State Party to 
present the finalized studies, as soon as they become available, together with an 
analysis of how these studies and the project design respond to the recommendations 
of the 2013 Advisory mission;  

6. Also welcomes the efforts of the State Party to review the Puerto Baron Mall Project, 
and also commends the progress made to date with modifications to the plans and the 
further development of the Archaeological Management Plan and, while acknowledging 
that a full Environmental Impact Assessment cannot be undertaken, highly 
recommends that the State Party undertake a HIA to define formally any impacts of the 
project on the OUV of the property, and in particular on the city’s amphitheatre-like 
layout and the vitality of the sea port upon which Valparaiso’s prosperity was based, for 
submission when completed to the World Heritage Centre; 

7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 
December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the 
state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for 
examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 41st session in 2017.  
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	I. REPORTS ON THE STATE OF CONSERVATION OF PROPERTIES INSCRIBED ON THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST
	NATURAL PROPERTIES
	AFRICA
	4.  Lake Turkana National Parks (Kenya) (N 801bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1997, extension in 2001
	Criteria  (viii) (x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/801/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Impacts of the Gibe III dam
	 Other planned hydro-electric developments and associated large-scale irrigation projects in the Omo region
	 Oil exploration
	 Wildlife populations and pressure from poaching and livestock grazing
	 Impacts of the larger development vision for Northern Kenya
	 Management capacity of KWS and NMK
	 Design of the World Heritage site

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/801/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.4
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.90, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Regrets that the report submitted by the State Party of Kenya did not address the requests made by the Committee in Paragraph 10 of its Decision 38 COM 7B.90;
	4. Recalls the significant impacts of poaching, fishing and livestock grazing on the property reported by the 2012 mission, and requests the State Party of Kenya to urgently implement the outstanding 2012 mission recommendations;
	5. Welcomes the increased and constructive bilateral discussions between the States Parties of Kenya and Ethiopia, which led to a joint meeting in January 2015 to discuss the impact of Gibe III dam and the Kuraz Sugar Scheme on Lake Turkana World Heri...
	6. Also regrets that impounding of the Gibe III hydroelectric dam began in January 2015 despite the Committee’s request to the State Party of Ethiopia not to start filling until a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) was completed;
	7. Notes with utmost concern that no progress in undertaking a SEA has been made by the States Parties as initially requested by the Committee in Decision 36 COM 7B.3 and strongly urges the States Parties of Kenya and Ethiopia to ensure that the SEA i...
	8. Also notes with concern that the Gibe III dam is predicted to permanently dampen the magnitude of flow variations of the Omo River and that there will be an additional 2m drop in lake levels during the three years impounding period, which may have ...
	9. Notes that the current 6,000 ha of Kuraz Sugar Scheme project has limited impact on the property’s OUV at present, but that the full potential impact of the final proposed project and additional developments require detailed assessment, and also ur...
	10. Further requests the States Parties of Kenya and Ethiopia to inform the World Heritage Centre of any further proposed development plans that may negatively impact the OUV of the property, including the previously proposed Gibe IV and V dams, befor...
	11. Requests furthermore the States Parties of Kenya and Ethiopia to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a joint updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementa...



	ARAB STATES
	6.  Socotra Archipelago (Yemen) (N 1263)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2008
	Criteria  (x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1263/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Legal frameworks, governance and management systems
	 Ground transport infrastructure: roading
	 Livestock grazing: sheep, goat and cattle
	 Invasive species
	 Fishing and collection of marine resources
	 Solid waste: primarily in and around main settlements

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1263/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.6
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.9, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit its report on the state of conservation of the property, as requested by its Decision 37 COM 7B.9;
	4. Notes with concern that the Socotra Archipelago has become vulnerable owing to the deteriorating security situation in Yemen;
	5. Welcomes the information provided by the State Party that the energy crisis that forced local residents to collect fire wood has been resolved and the assurances given by the Governor of Socotra that all necessary measures will be taken to ensure t...
	6. Reiterates its requests to the State Party to:
	a) immediately devise and adopt an action plan for the full activation and implementation the 2008 Cabinet Decrees,
	b) commence the establishment of an independent management authority mandated for the management and long term sustainable development of the property,
	c) ensure that the road network in the property is not expanded and that the road master plan is revised in line with the property’s zoning plan, with a particular focus on mitigating impacts from existing roads,
	d) implement all other recommendations of the 2012 IUCN mission;

	7. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the W...



	ASIA-PACIFIC
	7. Great Barrier Reef (Australia) (N 154)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1981
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/154/documents
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Coastal development, including development of ports and Liquefied Natural Gas export facilities
	 Extreme weather events
	 Grounding of ships
	 Water quality

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/154
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.7
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 7B.8, 37 COM 7B.10, and 38 COM 7B.63, adopted at its 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012), 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) and 38th (Doha, 2014) sessions respectively,
	3. Notes with concern the conclusion of the 2014 Great Barrier Reef Outlook Report that the overall Outlook for the property is poor,  and that climate change, poor water quality and impacts from coastal development are major threats to the property’s...
	4. Welcomes the State Party’s efforts, in consultation and partnership with stakeholders, to establish the Reef 2050 Long-Term Sustainability Plan (2050 LTSP) that outlines an overarching vision for the future conservation of the property over the nex...
	a) The establishment of an 80% reduction in pollution run-off in the property by 2025 and the commitment of an initial additional investment of AUS 200 million dollars to accelerate progress in water quality improvements,
	b) The confirmation of protection of greenfield areas by restricting major new port development in and adjoining the property, thereby limiting capital dredging for the development of new or expansion of existing port facilities to within the regulate...
	c) The commitment toward a 5-yearly evaluation of the plan performance and adaptation of its actions and targets on the basis of the results of future Great Barrier Reef Outlook reports;

	5. Also welcomes the State Party’s decision to reconsider the approval to dispose capital dredge material inside the property from the proposed Abbot Point development and the commitment to establish a permanent ban on dumping of dredged material from...
	6. Considers that the effective implementation of the 2050 LTSP, supported by clear oversight and accountability, research, monitoring and adequate and sustained financing, is essential to respond to the current and potential threats to the property’s...
	7. Takes note of the State Party commitment to establish an investment framework in 2015 and also considers that this is an essential requirement for the effective implementation of the 2050 LTSP, that should be established as a matter of priority;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an update on progress with implementation of the 2050 LTSP to confirm that the inception of the plan has been effective, and the Investment Strategy has been ...
	9. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2019, an overall state of conservation report, including a 1-page summary, on the state of conservation of the property demonstrating effective and sustained pro...


	10. Wulingyuan Scenic and Historic Interest Area (China) (N 640)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1992
	Criteria  (vii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/640/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Site to be overrun with tourist facilities (issue resolved)
	 Several parts of the site severely impacted by floods in 1998 (issue resolved)
	 Plan for rehabilitation of damaged areas required (issue resolved)

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/640/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.10
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 22 COM VII.27, adopted at its 22nd session (Kyoto, 1998),
	3. Welcomes the ongoing efforts by the State Party to manage impacts from pollution and remove illegal tourist facilities and buildings within the property and its buffer zone, and requests the State Party to ensure the engagement of affected local co...
	4. Notes with concern that three cable cars, an elevator and an electric railway for tourists inside the property are having a negative visual impact on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, and also requests the State Party to ensure...
	5. Urges the State Party to ensure that no new road developments are permitted within the property, and to also ensure that any road development outside the property does not negatively impact on its OUV;
	6. Further requests the State Party to notify the World Heritage Centre and IUCN of any future developments that could impact the property, before any decision is taken that would be difficult to reverse, in accordance with Paragraph 172 of the Operat...
	7. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, three printed and one electronic copy of the revised 2005-2020 Overall Plan on Wulingyuan Scenic and Historic Interest Area, for review by the World Heritage Centre and IUCN;
	8. Notes the high and increasing numbers of tourists that visit the property, and encourages the State Party to consider further enhancing its tourism strategy, as required, on the basis of new online learning module developed by the World Heritage Su...
	9. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2018, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, as well as on the outcomes of the demolition projec...


	12. Lorentz National Park (Indonesia) (N 955)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1999
	Criteria  (viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/955/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Mining
	 Security limitations
	 Development threats
	 Exploitation of marine resources
	 Absence of a co-ordinating agency
	 Absence of a finalized strategic management plan
	 Park boundaries not physically demarcated
	 Inadequate financing

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/955/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.67, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Welcomes the State Party’s decision to suspend further construction of the Habema-Nduga-Kenyam road until the completion of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and until effective monitoring and strict control of the impacts of the road can b...
	4. Notes that a preliminary review of the EIA suggests that the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property is not clearly defined therein, and urges the State Party to submit a revised EIA, as a matter of priority, in order to include a specifi...
	5. Notes with appreciation that the State Party is undertaking a review of the management and zonation plans of the property and increased allocation of budget for the Lorentz National Park in 2015, and also urges the State Party to ensure that this r...
	6. Encourages the State Party to consider the methodology breaking down OUV in clearly defined and manageable attributes, to support both the revision of the EIA and for the revision of the management and zonation plans;
	7. Also notes the reported progress in the implementation of the recommendations of the March 2014 mission, in particular the research undertaken to identify the causes of the Nothofagus dieback, and ongoing measures to improve the management capacity...
	8. Reiterates its request to the State Party to undertake an assessment of the level of poaching in the property, and requests the State Party to develop an adequately resourced anti-poaching strategy for the property on the basis of this assessment, ...
	9. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	15. Chitwan National Park (Nepal) (N 284)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1984
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/284/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Plans to construct a road and railway through the property
	 Proposed infrastructures projects
	 Proposed irrigation project to divert the Rapti River (issue resolved)
	 Increase in the natural rate of mortality of the rhinoceros (issue resolved)
	 Pollution of the Narayani River (issue resolved)
	 33kV transmission line project (issue resolved)

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/284/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.15
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.69, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Notes with significant concern that the proposed East-West Electric Railway and Terai-Hulaki Highway, if constructed, would result in the fragmentation of the property in four locations, all of which contain important habitat for key species, inclu...
	4. Requests the State Party to undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the proposed Suspension Bridge (Balmikiashram-Trivenidham), and submit the EIAs for the East-West Electric Railway, the Tarai Hulaki Highway and the optical fibre pr...
	5. Also requests the State Party to submit these EIAs and further details on the proposed projects to the World Heritage Centre, for review by IUCN, in accordance with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, and to ensure that no construction of ...
	6. Recalling the two recent years of zero rhino poaching in the property (2011 and 2013), further requests the State Party to provide an update on the status of poaching of rhino and other wildlife inside the property, in order to demonstrate the cont...
	7. Requests furthermore the State Party to invite an IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission to the property, in order to review potential impacts from the abovementioned developments on its OUV, and to provide advice on alternative options for infrastructur...
	8. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...



	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	18. Wood Buffalo National Park (Canada) (N 256)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1983
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/256/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Urban Pressure (issue resolved)
	 Road construction (issue resolved)

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/256/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.18
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Notes that the World Heritage Centre has received a petition submitted by the Mikisew Cree First Nation expressing their concern about the state of conservation of the property, as well as a response from the State Party;
	3. Notes with concern the environmental impacts on the Peace-Athabasca Delta from hydro-electric dams, oil sands development, and proposed open-pit mining in the vicinity of the property, which could negatively impact its Outstanding Universal Value (...
	4. Also notes with concern the lack of engagement with indigenous communities in monitoring activities, as well as insufficient consideration of traditional ecological knowledge, and takes note of the State Party’s three commitments to strengthen moni...
	5. Requests the State Party to undertake a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) to assess the potential cumulative impacts of all developments on the OUV of the property, including hydroelectric dams, oil sands development, and mining, in line wit...
	6. Also requests the State Party not to take any decision related to any of these development projects that would be difficult to reverse, and to submit the SEA to the World Heritage Centre, for review by IUCN, in accordance with Paragraph 172 of the ...
	7. Further requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission to review the impact of the developments on the property, to evaluate its state of conservation, and to exchange in more depth with the State ...
	8. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...


	20. Volcanoes of Kamchatka (Russian Federation) (N 765bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1996
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/765/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Illegal salmon fishing
	 Gold mining
	 Gas pipeline
	 Development of a geothermal power station
	 Forest fires
	 Boundary changes
	 Construction of the Esso-Palana road
	 Need for the development of a comprehensive national legal framework for the protection and management of natural properties
	 Decline in populations of wild reindeer and snow sheep
	 Lack of management structure and coordination system

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/765/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.20
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.21, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit a report on the state of conservation of the property, as requested by Decision 37 COM 7B.21, and did not provide detailed information on the plans for hydropower projects on the Zhupanova River, nor copi...
	4. Notes with concern that apparent contradictions regarding the overall area of the four regional nature parks that form part of the property remain unresolved, and urges the State Party to clarify the overall area of the property, and submit to the ...
	5. Also reiterates its request to the State Party to fully implement the recommendations of the 2007 Reactive Monitoring mission, particularly regarding the development and implementation of one integrated management plan and coordination structure, a...
	6. Requests the State Party to develop a comprehensive monitoring system for the entire property in order to monitor the status and trends of the populations of key species;
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	21. Golden Mountains of Altaï (Russian Federation) (N 768rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1998
	Criteria  (x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/768/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Impacts of a road project across the property
	 Gas pipeline construction plans

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/768/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.21
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.25, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit a report, as requested by its Decision 37 COM 7B.25, as well as information requested by the World Heritage Centre on activities and signed agreements between the Governments of the Russian Federation and...
	4. Expresses its utmost concern about Government Order N  1416-r of August 2013, which includes the Altai pipeline in its future pipeline development programme, in spite of the State Party’s assurance given to the Committee at the 37th session that th...
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to take an unequivocal decision to abandon the construction of the Altai gas pipeline through the property and urges the States Parties of the Russian Federation and China to consider alternative routes for...
	6. Reiterates its position that any decision to go forward with the gas pipeline through the property would represent an ascertained danger to its Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) in line with Paragraph 180 of the Operational Guidelines, and would re...
	7. Also reiterates its request to ensure that Environmental Impact Assessments (EIAs) be submitted to the World Heritage Centre for any infrastructure development in or around the property, including the gas pipeline and hydropower projects, which cou...
	8. Reiterates its concern about Decree 212 N 202 dated 2 August 2012 of the Republic of Altai, which allows the “construction and exploitation of linear objects as well as structures that are an integral part of the process” and therefore, weakens the...
	9. Requests the State Party to continue its efforts to implement the recommendations of the 2012 Reactive Monitoring mission;
	10. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property in particular the status of the Altai pipeline project,...


	22. Lake Baikal (Russian Federation) (N 754)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1996
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/754/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Lack of adequate management system
	 Uncertain legal protection
	 Pollution
	 Illegal timber harvesting
	 Gas and oil pipeline project across the world heritage property (issue resolved)
	 Illegal construction on the lake shore
	 Illegal sale of land
	 Tourism development
	 Lack of mechanism to control waste water discharge

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/754/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.22
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.76, adopted  at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Regrets that the State Party of the Russian Federation did not submit the state of conservation report, as requested by its Decision 38 COM 7B.76;
	4. Reiterates its requests, expressed in Decision 38 COM 7B.76, to the State Party of the Russian Federation:
	a) To develop a detailed Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) on the future use of the Baikal Paper and Pulp Mill site and its impact on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property,
	b) To ensure that mining at the Kholodninskoye deposit remains prohibited beyond 31 December 2014,
	c) To undertake a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) of the Special Economic Zones (SEZs), in particular concerning tourism development within the property and its vicinity, in order to identify alternatives that will not have a negative impact ...
	d) To expedite the development of management plans for the protected areas which constitute the property as well as an integrated management plan for the property as a whole, in line with Paragraph 112 of the Operational Guidelines;

	5. Thanks the State Party of Mongolia for having invited and hosted an IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission further to the Committee request made at its 38th session;
	6. Invites the States Parties of the Russian Federation and Mongolia to continue their cooperation under the Intergovernmental Agreement and to jointly develop a SEA for any future hydropower and water management projects which could potentially affec...
	7. Requests the State Party of the Russian Federation to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above...


	23. Virgin Komi Forests (Russian Federation) (N 719)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1995
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/719/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Changes to the boundaries of Yugyd Va National Park
	 Gold mining inside the property

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/719/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.23
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.78, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit the state of conservation report, as requested by its Decision 38 COM 7B.78;
	4. Welcomes the latest decisions of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation and its Board of Appeal which invalidated the boundary changes made to Yugyd Va National Park and confirmed that the Chudnoe deposit area forms part of the national park a...
	5. Reiterates its requests to the State Party to revoke the mining exploration and exploitation licenses granted for the Chudnoe gold mine and urges the State Party to restore the areas damaged by the mining activities, which were undertaken in 2011 a...
	6. Reiterates its position that mining exploration or exploitation are incompatible with World Heritage status, and requests the State Party to ensure that no mining exploration or exploitation will be permitted inside the property;
	7. Notes that the State Party has submitted a proposal for a significant boundary modification of the property for examination by the Committee at its 40th session and also requests the State Party to consider making the necessary changes to the submi...
	8. Further requests the State Party to implement all the recommendations of the 2010 Reactive Monitoring mission and to take measures to ensure that tourism activities in the property do not impact on its Outstanding Universal Value;
	9. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examinat...


	24. Lena Pillars Nature Park (Russian Federation) (N 1299)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2012
	Criteria  (viii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1299/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Necessity to strengthen the integrity within the property
	 Lack of clear demonstration that the legal regime supporting the property is effective
	 Lack of revised long-term management plan

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1299/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.24
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 8B.11, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit a report on the state of conservation of the property, as requested by the Committee at its 36th session in 2012;
	4. Takes note of the submission of a proposal for a minor boundary modification to include the Sinyaya component, as requested by the Committee in Decision 36 COM 8B.11;
	5. Notes the medium-term management plan provided is lacking a strong programme for awareness raising, focused on the geomorphological and geological features of the property, and requests the State Party to ensure that the next management plan adequa...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, a report on the state of conservation of the property, including a 1-page executive summary, as well as a copy of the new management plan that will be develop...


	25. Natural System of Wrangel Island Reserve (Russian Federation) (N 1023rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2004
	Criteria  (ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1023/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1023/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.25
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.20, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Expresses its concern that the construction of a military base appears to have started within the property, with potential to impact significantly on its Outstanding Universal Value (OUV), regrets that the State Party did not provide any informatio...
	4. Notes with serious concern the reported oil exploration activities undertaken by Rosneft in the vicinity of the property, and that one of the exploration ships is reported to have repeatedly entered the property, reiterates its position that oil ex...
	5. Also requests the State Party to undertake Environmental Impact Assessments (EIAs) of the abovementioned activities, including an assessment of potential direct, indirect and cumulative impacts on the OUV of the property, in line with IUCN’s World ...
	6. Further requests the State Party of the United States of America to ensure that no development proceeds before the potential impacts of the oil exploration planned by Shell Oil on the OUV of the property have been fully assessed and to submit these...
	7. Requests furthermore the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission to assess the state of conservation of the property and evaluate current and potential impacts from the construction of the military base ...
	8. Reiterates its request to the State Party to develop and implement an effective plan for tourism use within the property, taking into account the particular sensitivity of the tundra ecosystem, conduct an EIA for the planned tourism infrastructure ...
	9. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...



	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	27. Cerrado Protected areas : Chapada dos Veadeiros and Emas National Parks (Brazil) (N 1035)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2001
	Criteria  (ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1035/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1035/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.27
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.29, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Reiterates its concern that the majority of the Chapada dos Veadeiros component of this serial property continues to no longer benefit from National Park status, and that its integrity is therefore no longer guaranteed;
	4. Recognizes the actions undertaken by the State Party to consider alternatives for the expansion and consolidation of protected areas within the area originally designated as World Heritage and its surroundings, but notes with concern that no signif...
	5. Decides to inscribe Cerrado Protected Areas: Chapada dos Veadeiros and Emas National Parks (Brazil) on the List of World Heritage in Danger;
	6. Requests the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and IUCN, to develop a proposed set of corrective measures, a timeframe for their implementation and a proposal for the Desired state of conservation for the removal of the pr...
	7. Regrets that no major boundary modification of the property has been submitted for consideration by the World Heritage Committee, in line with Paragraph 165 of the Operational Guidelines and as requested by the Committee at its 37th session, and th...
	8. Urges the State Party to resolve land tenure issues in and around the Chapada dos Veadeiros component of the property, in order to enable significant progress to be made with the restoration of its protection status and the design of a revised boun...
	9. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	29. Area de Conservatión Guanacaste (Costa Rica) (N 928bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1999
	Criteria  (ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/928/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/928/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.29
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Requests the State Party to undertake an assessment of current and potential impacts of already existing and planned infrastructure of the Las Pailas geothermal project and its expansion on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) and integrity of the...
	3. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a progress report, including the above mentioned assessment, and by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of ...


	30. Morne Trois Pitons National Park (Dominica) (N 814)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1997
	Criteria  (viii)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/814/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/814/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.30
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Regrets that the State Party did not provide completed Environmental Impact Assessments (EIAs) for the two geothermal production wells, nor the feasibility study or an EIA for the construction of a Small Geothermal Power Plant adjacent to the prope...
	3. Urges the State Party to suspend the project until these documents have been submitted to the World Heritage Centre, for review by IUCN;
	4. Also requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission to assess the current status of the project, the impacts of existing geothermal infrastructure and potential impacts of the planned Small Geother...
	5. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	31. Monarch Butterfly Biosphere Reserve (Mexico) (N 1290)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2008
	Criteria  (vii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1290/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Illegal logging
	 Growth in human population
	 Tourism pressures associated with growth in visitor numbers and heavy concentration in specific areas
	 Agricultural advances
	 Forest fires

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1290/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.31
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.32, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Expresses its utmost concern about the reported decline in the overwintering population of Monarch butterfly in the property, notwithstanding the increase recorded in 2014-2015;
	4. Commends the States Parties of Mexico, Canada and the United States of America for their considerable efforts to address the decline of the Monarch butterfly population, including through the establishment of the Trilateral High Level Working Group;
	5. Notes with appreciation the continued progress reported by the State Party in controlling illegal logging within the property, and requests the State Party to provide an update on progress achieved in the implementation of the recommendations of th...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit the trilateral action plan, once completed, to the World Heritage Centre, for review by IUCN, and to report on the outcomes of the trilateral meeting held in April 2015 and the upcoming North American Leaders...
	7. Further requests the States Parties of Mexico, Canada and the United States of America to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a joint progress report, and by 1 December 2016, a joint updated report, including a 1-page executive...




	MIXED PROPERTIES
	AFRICA
	34. Ngorongoro Conservation Area (Tanzania, United Republic of) (C/N 39bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1979, extension in 2010
	Criteria  (iv) (vii) (viii) (ix) (x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/39/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Increased human population
	 Poaching
	 Spread of invasive species
	 Tourism pressure
	 Grazing pressure
	 Governance of the property and community involvement
	 Challenging situation of community livelihoods
	 Potential impact of lodge development project on the crater rim
	 Impact of different road-surfacing options
	 Proposed museum building at Laetoli
	 Condition and conservation of the Laetoli hominid footprints

	Illustrative material   see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/39/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.34
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decisions 34 COM 8B.13, 36 COM 7B.35 and 38 COM 7B.61, adopted at its 34th (Brasilia, 2010), 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 38th (Doha, 2014) sessions respectively,
	3. Welcomes the establishment of the Cultural Heritage Department within the Ngorongoro Conservation Area Authority (NCAA) and reiterates its request to the State Party to ensure that adequate resources are secured for its long-term operation;
	4. Notes the decision to relocate the lodge development projects from the crater rim to other areas that the State Party considers less ecologically sensitive, and requests the State Party to submit an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) on the proj...
	5. Urges the State Party to urgently mobilize necessary funds to complete the initiated work on the EIA, including an HIA, for the proposed road surfacing options, including a specific assessment of impacts on OUV in accordance with the IUCN World Her...
	6. Also welcomes the continued efforts to maintain an open dialogue process with all stakeholders through the “People and Wildlife” project with UNESCO and other efforts to address sustainable livelihood and wildlife protection with stakeholders and t...
	7. Furthermore welcomes the creation of the international Advisory Committee for the Laetoli Hominid Footprints Conservation Project, as well as the feasibility study commissioned on the Laetoli Museum project, and also requests a copy of the final re...
	8. Further requests the State Party to urgently submit a detailed report on the new set of footprints discovered at the site in October 2014, and encourages the State Party to consider inviting an ICOMOS Advisory mission to address problems with the s...
	9. Notes with significant concern that a geothermal energy assessment and potential development activities may take place within the property, given the potential of such developments to impact OUV, and furthermore requests the State Party to ensure t...
	10. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit updated information on any further progress achieved in addressing the threat of poaching, particularly affecting elephant populations as well as progress made in implementing the outstanding recommen...
	11. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies, the updated 10-year general management plan, which should also include the following elements:
	a) the forthcoming sustainable tourism development strategy for the Ngorongoro Conservation Area,
	b) the road strategy,
	c) general management plans for the cultural assets within the Ngorongoro Conservation Area;

	12. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...



	ASIA-PACIFIC
	35. Tasmanian Wilderness (Australia) (C/N 181quinquies)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1982, extension in 1989
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)(vi)(vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/181/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Potential construction of a dam (issue resolved)
	 Commercial logging in areas adjacent to the World Heritage property
	 Road construction projects

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/181/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
	a) A Wilderness Zone is no longer included as one of the Management Zones under the draft plan and has been renamed as the “Remote Recreation Zone”. Wilderness character of the property has been recognized as a fundamental part of the property’s OUV, ...
	b) The plan appears to create potential for logging operations in the property. It is proposed within Regional Reserves and Conservation Areas that form part of the property, enabled through the enactment of the Forestry (Rebuilding the Forestry Indus...
	Additionally, the draft management plan notes that the property includes areas classified as Future Potential Production Forest Land (FPPFL) under the Forestry (Rebuilding the Forestry Industry) Act 2014. Areas of FPPFL which are unallocated Crown Lan...
	c) Potential for extractive industry in the property appears to be created by the plan. The above-mentioned Schedule 1 to the NPRMA also states that the purposes of reservation for the areas designated as Regional Reserves include “mineral exploration...
	d) The draft management plan also enables development of commercial tourism infrastructure, including in the Remote Recreation Zone. Access to the property by aircraft is permitted at designated locations in all four management zones.
	e) ICOMOS considers that there is as well a fundamental difficulty in creating a plan for which the cultural attributes have not been clearly defined. As a planned survey of cultural attributes is not due to be completed until 2018, the draft plan is ...
	f) The established public consultation process also raises some concerns as it is stated that “the draft plan may not be amended if a representation contradicts planning proposals for which there is widespread support”.

	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.35
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 7B.36, 37 COM 8B.44, and 38 COM 8B.47, adopted at its 36th (Saint Petersburg, 2012), 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) and 38th (Doha, 2014) sessions respectively;
	3. Expresses its concern that substantial progress has not yet been made on the survey of cultural attributes requested since 2013, and that its completion is not foreseen until 2018, and urges the State Party to ensure this work is undertaken as soon...
	4. Reiterates its request to the State Party to:
	a) Undertake further study and consultation with the Tasmanian Aboriginal community in order to provide more detailed information on the cultural value of the property and how these relate to the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV),
	b) Provide detailed information on the legal provisions for the protection of cultural heritage in the extended property,
	c) Provide detailed information on the management arrangements for cultural heritage and, in particular, for the control of access to archaeological sites and sites of cultural significance;

	5. Also urges the State Party to review the proposed new management plan for the property to ensure that it provides adequate protection for its OUV, including:
	a) Recognition of wilderness character of the property as one of its key values and as being fundamental for its management,
	b) Recognition of the cultural attributes of OUV, as also fundamental for its management,
	c) Establishment of strict criteria for new tourism development within the property which would be in line with the primary goal of protecting the property’s OUV, including its wilderness character and cultural attributes;

	6. Further urges the State Party to ensure that commercial logging and mining are not permitted within the entire property, and that all areas of public lands within the property’s boundaries, including Regional Reserves, Conservation Areas and Future...
	7. Requests the State Party to secure adequate funding for the management of the property, taking into consideration the extension of the property as approved by the Committee at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013);
	8. Takes note of the proposed retrospective Statement of OUV (SOUV) that has been submitted by the State Party, and also requests the State Party to include additional information in the Statement, to ensure that it reflects accurately the cultural at...
	9. Requests furthermore the State Party to invite a joint IUCN/ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission to the property in order to review and provide advice for the revision of the management plan, prior to any decision to finalise the plan, on the survey ...
	10. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, and including a...




	CULTURAL PROPERTIES
	AFRICA
	40. Lamu Old Town (Kenya) (C 1055)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2001
	Criteria  (ii) (iv) (vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1055/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Management systems/ management and conservation plan
	 Clarification of boundaries and buffer zone
	 Pressure from urban development;
	 Marine transport infrastructure
	 Encroachment of the archaeological sites
	 Housing/ Deterioration of dwellings
	 Solid waste

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1055/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.40
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decisions 34 COM 7B.46, 35 COM 7B.39, 36 COM 7B.43, 37 COM 7B.40 and 38COM 7B.49, adopted at its 34th (Brasilia, 2010), 35th (UNESCO, 2011), 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012), 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) and 38th (Doha, 2014) sessions respectively,
	3. Notes that the February 2015 Reactive Monitoring mission had to take place in Nairobi due to the security situation in Lamu;
	4. Regrets that, despite reporting to the contrary, the State Party did not halt the LAPSSET project in order to allow time for a full assessment of its wider direct and indirect impacts on the property and for appropriate mitigation measures to be de...
	5. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies, details of work so far undertaken for LAPSSET near the property, as well as precise details for the Manda Airport extension and the Lamu resort city...
	6. Also requests the State Party to confirm whether the scope of the LAPSSET project will exclude the Lamu archipelago, as suggested to the mission;
	7. Welcomes the detailed Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) undertaken in 2014 on the LAPSSET project and its clear assessment of potential adverse impacts, and stresses the need for detailed discussion among the State Party, the developer, local commun...
	8. Invites the State Party to submit HIAs for individual major parts of the overall project; also welcomes the proposed Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) and encourages the State Party to ensure that the 2014 HIA is included as an annex to the ...
	9. Urges the State Party to strengthen the integration of the LAPSSET project with the Lamu City Council and the National Museums of Kenya (NMK), including appointing an NMK representative on the LAPSSET Board, and to widen and strengthen community en...
	10. Also urges the State Party as soon as possible to put in place stronger development controls for the property and its setting; and recalls its request for the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies, t...
	11. Reiterates its requests made at its previous sessions for the State Party to furnish maps clarifying the boundaries of the property, and further requests the State Party to define and submit proposals for extending the buffer zone to cover Lamu an...
	12. Further welcomes the detailed recommendations of the 2015 mission and requests furthermore the State Party to take them into account in the development of the LAPSSET project;
	13. Requests moreover the State Party to give consideration to the inclusion of a conservation dimension within the LAPSSET project that could support programmes for traditional, sustainable livelihoods and traditional Swahili practices, including bui...
	14. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...


	41. Old Towns of Djenné (Mali) (C 116 rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1988
	Criteria  (iii) (iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/116/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 No management and conservation plan
	 Pressure from urban development
	 Deterioration of dwellings
	 Waste disposal problems
	 Encroachment of the archaeological sites

	Illustrative material  see page  http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/116/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.41
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 C0M 7B.50, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Takes note of the efforts undertaken by the State Party in the operational implementation of the Emergency Action Plan for the conservation and protection of the property;
	4. Notes with concern the precarious security situation in Mali that has hindered the capability of the State Party at the site;
	5. Expresses its deep concern regarding the low level of implementation of the Emergency Action Plan in view of the numerous threats to the integrity and authenticity of the property;
	6. Requests the State Party to increase its efforts and mobilize additional means to accelerate the implementation of the Emergency Action Plan;
	7. Calls upon the international community to provide the necessary support for the protection and safeguard of the property through the implementation of the Emergency Action Plan;
	8. Reiterates its request to the State Party to invite a joint UNESCO/ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission as soon as the security situation permits, to assess the progress achieved in the implementation of the Emergency Action Plan and the ascertained ...
	9. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	42. Le Morne Cultural Landscape (Mauritius) (C 1259bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2008
	Criteria  (iii)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1259/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Development pressures

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1259/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.42
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 32 COM 8B.18, adopted at its 32nd session (Quebec City, 2008),
	3. Notes the efforts made by the State Party to enforce the various legislative and planning frameworks, as requested by the Committee at the time of inscription, and reminds the State Party to ensure that new development projects that might impact on...
	4. Acknowledges the efforts made by the State Party to revise the Management Plan and requests it to provide this revised Management Plan and all its annexes to the World Heritage Centre, once approved;
	5. Also notes the legal challenges that have been filed for the proposed Trochetia development, which could have a negative impact on the OUV, and that matters of law in relation to these challenges will be heard by the Supreme Court in July 2015, and...
	6. Further requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission to the property, as soon as possible, to assess the development pressures and the overall conservation of the property;
	7. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examinat...


	45. Stone Town of Zanzibar (Tanzania, United Republic of) (C 173rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2000
	Criteria  (ii) (iii) (vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/173/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Management system/management plan
	 Major visitor accommodation and associated infrastructure
	 Development and environmental pressures
	 Natural disasters and lack of risk-preparedness
	 Visitors/ tourist pressures
	 Housing pressure
	 Lack of human and financial resources
	 Lack of legal framework

	Illustrative material  see page  http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/173/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.45
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decisions 35 COM 7B.45, 36 COM 7B. 49, and 38 COM 7B.55, adopted at its 35th (UNESCO, 2011), 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 38th (Doha, 2014) sessions respectively,
	3. Deeply regrets that the State Party did not halt work on the Mambo Msiige project as requested in the abovementioned decisions, and allowed the developer to complete the project without taking into account the recommendations of the Heritage Impact...
	4. Considers that the newly completed six storey hotel (two stories above the agreed matrix and guidelines and encroaching onto the public beach and protected open space) has a significant adverse impact on the urban form and silhouette of the propert...
	5. Urges the State Party to work with the current property management to undertake all feasible mitigation measures, as outlined in the 2014 mission report, to lessen the negative impacts of the hotel on the OUV of the property, and to provide a propo...
	6. Also notes that the State Party recognizes the lack of effective management procedures, as evidenced by the fact that the 2008 Heritage Management Plan and the 2010 Stone Town Conservation and Development Act have not yet been implemented, and requ...
	7. Further notes that the State Party has taken steps to improve governance of the property through setting up a Development Control Authority, the Heritage Board and the Stakeholders Forum, and also requests the State Party to act with urgency to est...
	8. Further requests the State Party to halt any development projects until they have been reviewed according to the Management Plan, in collaboration with the proposed new management structures above-mentioned and guided by HIAs, in accordance with Pa...
	9. Requests furthermore the State Party to engage with urgency in the implementation of the approved Traffic Plan;
	10. Calls upon the international community to provide assistance to the State Party to improve the management capacity and systems for the property;
	11. Invites the State Party to request International Assistance from the World Heritage Fund to strengthen the management and conservation of the property;
	12. Also regrets that the State Party has not complied with all the requests expressed by the Committee in Decision 38 COM 7B.55, in particular related to the lack of significant progress in implementing the conservation plan and in reversing the deca...
	13. Also considers that the serious conservation condition of the property and the lack of effective management and adequate governance, which has allowed inappropriate development such as the completion of the Mambo Msiige project, and other potentia...
	14. Further considers, therefore, that the property is in danger, in conformity with Chapter IV.B of the Operational Guidelines and decides to inscribe the Stone Town of Zanzibar (United Republic of Tanzania) on the List of World Heritage in Danger;
	15. Requests moreover the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to develop a set of corrective measures, a timeframe for their implementation, and a Desired state of conservation for removal of the proper...
	16. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...



	ARAB STATES
	48. Qal’at al-Bahrain – Ancient Harbour and Capital of Dilmun (Barhain) (C 1192ter)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2005
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1192/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1192/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.48
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decisions 37 COM 7B.47 and 38 COM 8B.49, adopted at the 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) and 38th (Doha, 2014) sessions respectively,
	3. Notes the completion and implementation of the comprehensive management and conservation plan;
	4. Also notes the delay in the reviewing of the proposed revision of the Heritage Law, as well as in the signature of memoranda of understanding with the owners of lands located within the area designated for the extension of the World Heritage proper...
	5. Takes note of the results of the Rapid Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) on the road connectivity development for Nurana Island and in light of potential negative impact, also requests that the HIA is reviewed on the basis of additional studies reco...
	6. Expresses its concern regarding the important pressure put on the property by the urban development taking place around it and invites the State Party to assess the impacts of proposed long-term development of the setting of the property, including...
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	51. Hatra (Iraq) (C 277rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1985
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/277/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/277/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.51
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 25 BUR V.281, adopted by the Bureau of the World Heritage Committee at its 25th session (UNESCO, 2001),
	3. Commends the State Party for its efforts to ensure the protection of the property inspite of the difficult prevailing situation;
	4. Expresses its great concern about the absence of information on the state of conservation of the property and requests the State Party to keep the World Heritage Centre informed of the evolution of the situation on the ground;
	5. Considers that the optimal conditions are not present anymore to ensure the conservation and protection of the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property and that it is threatened by both ascertained and potential danger, in accordance with ...
	6. Decides to inscribe Hatra (Iraq) on the List of World Heritage in Danger;
	7. Also requests the State Party, as soon as it is feasible and in close consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to develop a set of corrective measures and a timeframe for their implementation, as well as a Desired state ...
	8. Further requests the State Party, as soon as the security conditions on the ground allow the responsible authorities to visit the site, to carry out a rapid assessment of the state of conservation of the property and to submit the results of this a...
	9. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examinat...


	52. Petra (Jordan) (C 326)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1985
	Criteria  (i)(iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/326/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/326/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.52
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.50, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Notes the considerable progress made by the State Party to improve the conservation and management of the property in response to the concerns voiced by the World Heritage Committee, and in particular the adoption of the Petra conservation action p...
	4. Reiterates its request to pursue the progress made to manage the property and submit a Management Plan for review by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, while ensuring synergies with existing planning initiatives (e.g. the 2015 Conse...
	5. Encourages the State Party to sustain its efforts in creating opportunities for sustainable local development around the property;
	6. Urges the State Party to allocate the necessary resources to ensure that sustainable livelihood solutions are provided for the local communities displaced from the World Heritage property;
	7. Requests the State Party to sustain on-going efforts, with particular attention to the following:
	a) Pursue the progress made to adopt the buffer zone and develop adequate regulatory measures to ensure its protection, and submit a minor boundary modification proposal by 1 February 2016, for review by the World Heritage Committee at its 40th sessio...
	b) Strictly control urban encroachment by refraining from building new constructions in the planned No-Development area of the buffer zone,
	c) Pursue the efforts to address Disaster Risk Reduction and secure the necessary resources for its implementation, prioritizing the stabilization of the Siq;

	8. Also requests the State Party to submit the final construction plans for the Petra Back Road and the Petra Museum Projects for approval by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies prior to the start of the works;
	9. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	54. Tyre (Lebanon) (C 299)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1984
	Criteria  (iii)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/299/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Need for an international safeguarding campaign (issue resolved)
	 Construction of a tourist complex (land fill) (issue resolved)
	 Construction project of a large fish market (issue resolved)
	 Construction project of a coastal motorway (issue resolved)
	 Uncontrolled construction  (issue resolved)
	 Project to build a new tourist marina (issue resolved)
	 Road construction project (issue resolved)
	 Need for a Urban Master Plan for the city
	 Lack of management mechanism (including legislation)
	 Important and often uncontrolled urban development
	 Public works, tourism developments
	 Absence of a management and conservation plan
	 Insufficient maintenance
	 Major highway development near the property and the redevelopment of the port

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/299/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.54
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.52, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Welcomes the progress that has been made with a number of management and conservation measures which were addressed by the Committee at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013), as well as the submission of an updated Action Plan for the management and ...
	4. Also welcomes the partnership agreement with the Italian Ministry of Cultural Heritage and Activities and the Tunisian Heritage Institute, which will facilitate the preparation of a management plan for the property;
	5. Requests the State Party, in accordance with Decision 36 COM 7B.52, to continue its progress with the implementation of the recommendations of the 2012 Reactive Monitoring mission, particularly:
	a) Undertake a planning process for the development of a management plan for the property and include provisions for a conservation strategy, risk preparedness, presentation and interpretation as well as for regulatory measures,
	b) Ensure that the management structure becomes fully operational by securing adequate resources for all aspects of documentation, conservation and monitoring,
	c) Establish a maritime protection zone around the seashores of Tyre,
	d) Improve on-going maintenance practices for vegetation control and put in place measures for fire prevention and adequate drainage and sewage systems,
	e) Establish a recovery programme for detached mosaics and ensure their protection until a decision is made on their conservation and restoration,
	f) Monitor conservation interventions to assess their efficacy and use the monitor results to inform the development of the conservation strategy,
	g) Further develop and implement the framework for coordination of the Baalbek and Tyre Archaeological Project (BTAP) and enhance cooperation between the General Directorate of Antiquities (DGA), the “Cultural Heritage and Urban Development” (CHUD), t...

	6. Also requests the State Party to provide a copy of the forthcoming management plan to the World Heritage Centre as soon as it has been prepared;
	7. Further welcomes the submission of a concept strategy regarding traffic in Tyre, provided as part of a broader urban development and conservation program, but further requests the State Party, in accordance with Decision 36 COM 7B.52, to carry out ...
	8. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, as well as a...


	56. Archaeological Site of Cyrene (Libya) (C 190)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1982
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/190/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Need to complete the Conservation and Management Plan in order to co-ordinate actions in the short- and medium-term
	 Need to provide a detailed map at the appropriate scale showing the boundaries of the property and buffer zone, as well as regulatory measures foreseen to ensure the protection of the property
	 Inadequate protection leading to threat to rock-hewn monumental tombs, vandalism and the development of agricultural activities in the rural zone
	 Urban encroachment and uncontrolled building construction leading to destruction of archaeological areas
	 Inappropriate earlier restoration work
	 Problem of discharge of sewage from the modern town into the Wadi Bel Ghadir
	 Inadequate on-site security and control systems
	 Need for a presentation and interpretation system for visitors and the local population

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/190/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.56
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.53, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit a report on the state of conservation of the property, as requested by the Committee at its 37th session in 2013;
	4. Expresses its high concern regarding the absence of information on the state of conservation of the property in the prevailing situation;
	5. Requests the State Party to submit information on the state of conservation of the property as soon as the security situation permits, and notably concerning the urban encroachment and the protection of the site from looting and vandalism;
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	57. Rock-Art Sites of Tadrart Acacus (Libya) (C 287)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1985
	Criteria  (iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/287/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/287/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.57
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.54, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit a report on the state of conservation of the property, as requested by the Committee at its 37th session in 2013;
	4. Expresses its high concern regarding the absence of information on the state of conservation of the property in the prevailing situation;
	5. Requests the State Party to submit information on the state of conservation of the property as soon as the security situation permits, and notably on whether the conservation and recovery measures of the sites vandalized in 2009, as identified in t...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...



	ASIA-PACIFIC
	62. Historic Monuments and Sites in Kaesong (Democratic People's Republic of Korea) (C 1278rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2013
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1278/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Need to develop tourism management and interpretation plans for the nominated property components
	 Need to further develop the monitoring system to ensure coordination between the monitoring bodies

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1278/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.62
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 8B.30, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Acknowledges the steps taken by the State Party to respond to the recommendations, notably the holding of a training workshop on tourism management in cooperation with UNESCO Beijing;
	4. Encourages the State Party to proceeed with the development, adoption and implementation of the tourism management plan and interpretation plans, in close cooperation with UNESCO Beijing, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies;
	5. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the W...


	66. Cultural Landscape of Bali Province: the Subak System as a Manifestation of the Tri Hita Karana Philosophy (Indonesia) (C 1194rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2012
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)(v)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1194/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Vulnerability of the subak system
	 Lack of support for traditional farming systems and of benefits that would allow farmers to stay on the land
	 Protection of the setting of the landscape to protect the water source that underpins the subak system
	 Development pressures
	 Lack of functioning governance system to implement the Management Plan

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1194/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.66
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.14, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Commends the State Party for having invited an Advisory mission to share concerns and issues raised by the Committee; and notes that the commitments made at the time of inscription for effective management to protect the Outstanding Universal Value...
	4. Notes with concern that the pressure for land conversion remains significant, creating a considerable vulnerability that is challenging the ability of the authorities to sustain OUV and that, although it was envisaged at the time of inscription tha...
	5. Takes note that improvements are being introduced to engage communities more effectively through new Forum Coordination mechanisms, although it is too early to evaluate the effectiveness of this mechanism for the overall management of the property;
	6. Also commends the action taken by one Regency to provide tax incentives to the farmers; and also notes that the establishment of financial mechanisms to support all the traditional subaks and reduce pressure for land conversion is a continuing prio...
	7. Further notes that no comprehensive tourism strategy is in place covering all regencies;
	8. Also takes note of the importance highlighted by the mission regarding the protection of water catchment areas for the survival of the subak system;
	9. Requests the State Party, in order to strengthen the overall management processes and to address these issues, to implement the recommendations of the Advisory mission as a matter of priority, including the development of the following on an on-goi...
	a) Engagement between the Province and Regency Governments and the Forum Coordination,
	b) Financial and other incentives to support the livelihoods of subak communities,
	c) Means to safeguard the water catchment area, essential for the healthy functioning of the subak system,
	d) More effective coordination in relation to land conversion processes, and changes in land use, including new developments,
	e) Action Plans to reflect the wide range of issues that impact on the property,
	f) Effective mechanisms for strategic planning,
	g) Impact assessments for new developments in the property and its wider setting,
	h) Detailed and strategic cultural tourism planning;

	10. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by...


	68. Vat Phou and Associated Ancient Settlements within the Champasak Cultural Landscape (Lao People’s Democratic Republic) (C 481)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2001
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/481/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 New infrastructure construction including new proposed road
	 Lack of coordinated management mechanism
	 Parking lot and visitor centre
	 Lack of sufficient professional staff

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/481/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.68
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.17, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Takes note of the findings and recommendations of the joint World Heritage/ICOMOS/ICCROM Reactive Monitoring mission to the property;
	4. Urges the State Party to formulate and implement an effective and efficient road system before the unmade section of Route 14A is completed and opened to traffic, and requests the State Party to:
	a) Limit the use of 14A to light vehicles, residents and visitors only; with Route 14B being used as the international connection for heavy vehicles between southern Lao PDR, Cambodia and Thailand,
	b) Arrange for tourist coaches to park in designated areas at the northern and southern perimeters of the property,
	c) Limit the use of the district road through Champasak town and the Ancient City to light traffic generated by the villagers themselves,
	d) Analyze and justify the need for proposed additional local roads,
	e) Complete Route 14A according to the original alignment 24 metres from the north-west corner of the fourth enclosure wall of the Ancient City, rather than according to the proposed realignment 100 metres from the corner;

	5. Regrets that in spite of previous recommendations a number of new constructions have been undertaken in the monumental complex, without overall site planning, thus contributing to the haphazard densification of the main monumental complex;
	6. Reiterates its requests to the State Party to develop, as a matter of urgency, a Master Plan based on landscape approach, taking into consideration the nature of the property as a cultural landscape and the buried archaeology, and the attributes of...
	a) Ensure that the local land use zoning plans conform to the Master Plan,
	b) Provide within the Master Plan an overall strategic landscape protection and development framework addressing long-term planning issues,
	c) Ensure co-ordination with emerging wider territorial plans,
	d) Submit copies of the Master Plan to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies prior to final approval;

	7. Also urges the State Party ensure the provisions of the management plan are put in place and reflect the OUV of the property, as well as to render it more practical and operational by including, among other things, an improved monitoring framework;
	8. Notes the need for a clearer definition and understanding of the physical and other attributes of the property that convey its OUV, particularly in relation to the wider cultural landscape and Champasak town. Such consideration should involve meani...
	9. Recommends to the State Party to further enhance and strengthen inter-agency cooperation, including between provincial and national level authorities, in order to continue to address the conservation and management issues at the property by the Lao...
	10. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, and the remaining ...


	69. Kathmandu Valley (Nepal) (C121bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1979
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  2003-2007
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/121/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/121/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.69
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.65, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Expresses its profound sympathy and deepest condolences to the State Party of Nepal for the tragic loss of life and damage caused to the property, following the devastating earthquake of 25 April 2015;
	4. Considers that the extensive damage of the earthquake to the property represents both ascertained and potential danger, in accordance with paragraphs 177 to 179 of the Operational Guidelines;
	5. Decides to inscribe the Kathmandu Valley (Nepal) on the List of World Heritage in Danger;
	6. Requests the State Party, in close co-operation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to develop and implement an Emergency Action Plan to address threats, to establish corrective measures and to develop a proposal for the Desired...
	7. Calls upon the international community to provide financial and technical support to the State Party of Nepal in protecting, conserving and restoring the World Heritage property of Kathmandu Valley following the earthquake;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	70. Historical Monuments at Makli, Thatta (Pakistan) (C 143)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1981
	Criteria  (iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/143/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds Total amount granted:
	Previous monitoring missions
	 Significant decay of the property caused by local climatic conditions and alluvial erosion
	 Stability of the foundations (earth mechanics) of the Jam Nizamuddin tomb
	 Lack of definition of boundaries of the property and buffer zone of the necropolis
	 Lack of monitoring
	 lack of a Comprehensive Master Plan and a management plan

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/143/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.70
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 8B.30, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Expresses its concern over the slow progress of works in view of the significant threats to the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, which have yet to be fully addressed;
	4. Urges the State Party to speed up the completion of the Master Plan, which has listed all the issues raised by the Committee at its previous sessions, as a matter of priority;
	5. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission to the property to:
	a) Review the state of conservation of the property, including factors that constitute a serious threat to the property and the conservation of Tomb of Jam Nizamuddin,
	b) Provide advise to the State Party with the completion and implementations of the Master Plan,
	c) Assist the State Party with further developing and prioritising activities listed in the Master Plan;

	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...



	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	83. Historic Areas of Istanbul (Turkey) (C 356)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1985
	Criteria  (i)(ii)(iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/356/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Continued degradation of the vernacular architecture within the protected zones (particularly Ottoman-period timber houses in the Zeyrek and Süleymaniye core areas)
	 Quality of repairs and reconstruction of the Roman and Byzantine Walls and associated palace structures, including Tekfur Saray and the "Anemas Dungeon" (Blachernae Palace)
	 Development and absence of a World Heritage management plan (issue resolved)
	 Lack of coordination between national and municipal authorities and of decision-making bodies for safeguarding World Heritage at the site
	 Impacts of new buildings and new development projects on the World Heritage property, mainly within the framework of Law 5366, and the lack of impact studies before large-scale developments are implemented
	 Potential impacts of the new metro bridge across the Golden Horn as well as of the Bosphorus Transition Tunnel Project for Motor Vehicles

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/356/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.83
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.85, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Welcomes the efforts made by the State Party to review the Management Plan for the property and notes that completion of the review is foreseen for mid-2015.
	4. Also notes of the State Party’s submission of the Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) for the Eurasia Tunnel and requested Options Appraisal but regrets that the requested HIA and Options Appraisal for the Eurasia Tunnel were only undertaken at a late...
	5. Reiterates its view that the new six-eight-lane highway would have a highly significant, negative impact on the Sea Walls, the Marble Tower, and the overall relationship between the Historic Peninsula and the sea, one of the attributes of Outstandi...
	6. Expresses its concern that the HIA for the Yenikapi Land Reclamation Project was also undertaken while work was in progress, and further notes that this project will add cumulatively to the negative impacts of earlier developments along the Marmara...
	7. Notes furthermore the urgent need for an integrated plan on the peninsula’s coastlines and the open spaces surrounding the Theodosian Land Walls, in line with the recommendations of the 2012 Mission;
	8. Also welcomes the intention of the State Party to set up a new Directorate for Restoration and Repair within the new Department of Cultural Properties, and the proposed protocol that would enable grants to be offered to private owners for the repai...
	9. Also expresses its concern that a number of major projects have been developed without adequate Impact Assessments being undertaken in advance of approval or work commencing, and without formal notification being provided in line with Paragraph 172...
	10. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission to the property to consider the impact of the proposed six-eight lane highway on the OUV of the property and all possible ways to mitigate this im...
	11. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a progress report on the implementation of the above and, by 1 December 2016, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implemen...


	94. Historic Centre of Vienna (Austria) (C 1033)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2001
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1033/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1033/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.94
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.71, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Takes note of the information provided by the State Party on the revised High-Rise Concept and the new Glacis Master Plan, and that copies of English translations of these planning documents will be provided to the World Heritage Centre shortly;
	4. Notes that the details provided for the proposed development of the Vienna Ice-Skating Club / InterContinental Hotel / Konzerthaus area, as requested by the Committee, do not include detailed architectural drawings, 3D modelling, or a formal Herita...
	5. Recalls the concerns expressed by the 2012 mission regarding the critical level reached by urban development since inscription and its cumulative impacts on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, and the need for new tools to orient...
	6. Expresses its concern that this proposed development appears to be in contravention of the recommendations of the 2012 mission in terms of the height of the buildings and their contribution to the surroundings, and that the designs appear not to ha...
	7. Considers that the new tools developed since the 2012 mission do not appear to ensure that OUV is adequately protected, and that details of proposed developments need to be provided to the World Heritage Centre as a matter of urgency, as well as in...
	8. Requests the State Party to halt any further approvals for high-rise projects until they can be fully appraised by the Advisory Bodies on the basis of HIAs;
	9. Also requests the State Party to invite an ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission to the property, to consider current high-rise proposals, changes to planning tools, as well as the effectiveness of the overall governance of the property against the ba...
	10. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination...



	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	90. Historic Quarter of the Seaport City of Valparaíso (Chile) (C 959rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2003
	Criteria  (iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger  N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Interventions planned at the port, such as the Barón Port and the Prat Dock, as well as for touristic facilities and real estate projects
	 Fragmentation of competencies and mandates by sectors and by different levels of government, as well as by the different types of specific protection and use of different areas, does not allow for the management of the property with respect to its O...

	Illustrative material  see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.90
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Recalling Decision 38 COM 7B.41, adopted at its 38th session (Doha, 2014),
	3. Commends the State Party for its efforts to advance in the drawing up planning mechanisms for the city and for the great number of conservation works, including the elevators, that are being undertaken in a situation where it also had to address th...
	4. Requests the State Party to submit:
	a) a timeline for the implementation of the Urban Development Policy and its instruments in the city of Valparaiso,
	b) a comprehensive report on the territorial, local and World Heritage site planning mechanisms and their integration,
	c) an analysis of the effectiveness of the above for the preservation of the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) and its attributes and the integrated management structures that would be put in place;

	5. Notes the response given by the State Party on the Terminal 2 Project, welcomes the actions taken to apply the ICOMOS Guidelines on Heritage Impact Assessments (HIA) for World Heritage cultural properties and Historic Urban Landscape (HUL) recommen...
	6. Also welcomes the efforts of the State Party to review the Puerto Baron Mall Project, and also commends the progress made to date with modifications to the plans and the further development of the Archaeological Management Plan and, while acknowled...
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 December 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...





	II.  OMNIBUS
	CULTURAL PROPERTIES
	ASIA-PACIFIC
	Bam and its Cultural Landscape (Iran, Islamic Republic of) (C 1208 bis)

	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	Rio de Janeiro, Carioca Landscapes between the Mountain and the Sea (Brazil) (C 1100rev)
	Draft Decision: 39 COM 7B.93
	1. Having examined Document WHC-15/39.COM/7B.Add,
	2. Takes note with satisfaction of the measures taken by the States Parties concerned to address its previous requests to mitigate the threats on the Outstanding Universal Value of the following World Heritage properties :
	 Bam and its Cultural Landscape (Iran, Islamic Republic of),
	 Rio de Janeiro, Carioca Landscapes between the Mountain and the Sea (Brazil);

	3. Encourages the States Parties concerned to pursue their efforts to ensure the conservation of World Heritage properties;
	4. Reminds the States Parties concerned to inform the World Heritage Centre in due course about any major development project that may negatively impact the Outstanding Universal Value of a property, before any irreversible decisions are made, in line...






