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3. Deeply regrets that the shopping mall was constructed, given its negative impact on the 
setting and skyline of Castro;  

4. Requests the State Party to invite, as soon as possible, a joint World Heritage 
Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to address the following elements: 

a) The definition of the characteristics of the wider setting for all component parts, in 
relation to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and put in place 
appropriate protection, including the review of the buffer zones and regulatory 
measures for the protection of the setting of the Churches of Chiloe,  

b) The review of the current protection and management arrangements for the 
property and the required measures to improve the legal framework and permit 
granting processes between types of preservation and institutional competences,  

c) The update and enforcement of legislative and regulatory measures to ensure 
that the defined characteristics of the wider setting are adequately protected and 
that new development takes into account the visual relations between the 
inscribed property and its setting,  

d) The measures to mitigate the visual impact of the Castro shopping mall on the 
component part, including the consideration to partially demolish the upper 
stories so that the building does not exceed the 10 meter height indicated in the 
existing regulations as well as other measures to improve the facades to better 
integrate it with the existing setting;  

5. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 
2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the 
implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 
38th session in 2014.  

 

95. 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 
 
 
Previous Committee Decisions 
See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/  
 
International Assistance 
Total amount granted: USD 140,688  
For details, see page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/assistance/  
 
UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds 
N/A 
 
Previous monitoring missions 
N/A 
 
Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports 
N/A 

http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/
http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/assistance/
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Illustrative material 
See pages http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959    
and http://whc.unesco.org/en/soc  
 

Current conservation issues 

On 31 January 2012, the World Heritage Centre received a letter signed by 24 local 
institutions (academic, civil society and trade unions) and 1000 citizens of Valparaiso against 
the interventions planned at the port, such as the Barón Port and the Prat Dock, as well as 
for touristic facilities and real estate projects. The World Heritage Centre requested from the 
State Party information on the intended interventions and, when submitted, ICOMOS 
provided an evaluation and subsequently requested additional information that was provided 
by the State Party.  In November 2012, the private enterprise Mall Plaza requested an 
interview to present the project of Puerto Baron and the meeting was attended by 
representatives of the Permanent Delegation of Chile to UNESCO and staff from the World 
Heritage Centre. 

The National Monuments Council, on the occasion of the final meeting of the Periodic 
Reporting in Latin America and Caribbean Region, convened a one-day working session on 
6 December 2012 between national authorities, civil society associations, private sector, 
representatives from the Cabinet of the President of Chile, the World Heritage Centre and 
ICOMOS. As agreed at the meeting, additional information was requested on the updated 
Management Plan, as well as the entire technical project of the intervention in the port area.   

The World Heritage Centre has received letters from public institutions, such as the Official 
College of Architects of Valparaiso, academic institutions and civil society associations which 
express their concern on the transformation of the port area.  

The State Party submitted a report on 12 March 2013 including information on four main 
concerns related to the conservation of the property. More specifically, the Plan for the 
Management of Urban Heritage in Valparaiso Phase II, the Management Plan for the 
Seaport of Valparaiso finalized by the Valparaiso Port Enterprise, a comprehensive 
cartography with the settings, zoning and interventions planned within the property and its 
buffer zone. Additionally, comprehensive documentation on the Puerto Barón project was 
provided. In parallel, the draft Statement of Outstanding Universal Value has been approved 
by the State Party. The file was completed by the Plan Comunal Regulador and information 
on the transportation system. On 14 March 2013 the World Heritage Centre, after discussion 
with ICOMOS, sent an official letter to communicate that a state of conservation report 
should be presented to the World Heritage Committee. 

The report reveals the difficulties in articulating protective regulations and their related 
responsible national agencies and Ministries so as to provide the property with proper 
instruments to manage the preservation of the city and its port as a whole.  

a) Statement of Outstanding Universal Value 

According to the Statement of Outstanding Universal Value of the property, the Seaport of 
Valparaiso is considered the leading commercial port on the sea routes of the Pacific coast 
of South America over the last two centuries. Its role as a port, and the setting of the city’s 
amphitheatre-like shape, constitute two important pillars that articulate the values of the 
property. In terms of integrity the city has preserved, over the last two centuries, all the 
attributes that convey its Outstanding Universal Value (OUV). Its values have been 
maintained in spite of the constant challenges inherent to a living port city relating to the 
transformation of its fabric, its functions, the renewal of industrial uses and the scale and 
nature of the contemporary utilization of the port. In terms of authenticity, the property has 
largely retained the key features of its heyday in the late 19th and early 20th centuries, 

http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959
http://whc.unesco.org/en/soc
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including its urban elements, its architecture, its transportation systems and parts of its port 
infrastructure.  

However at the time of inscription in 2003, no comprehensive conservation management 
plan was submitted. The need for such a plan, to reconcile the current planning with the 
property’s national monument status, was raised when the site was inscribed on the World 
Heritage List as along with the need to address urban planning regulations on the port’s 
heritage, some of which is in the buffer zone of the property. According to the Retrospective 
Statement of Outstanding Universal Value, the 23.2 ha property and much of its 44.5 ha 
buffer zone was designated as a National Monument, and therefore overseen by the National 
Monuments Council of Chile. The Ministry of Housing and Urban Development also 
supervises the entire area by virtue of the Historic Preservation Zone. The area extends 
beyond the boundaries of both the property and the buffer zone, and is predominantly 
commercial in character and marked by the presence of the Port.  

b) The implementation of the Master Plan for Heritage Management of the World Heritage 
property of Valparaiso 

The State Party has submitted the final comprehensive version of the Management Plan for 
the World Heritage of Valparaiso, defining the monitoring system, the institutional framework 
and the financing strategy. One of the specific aims of the Management Plan is to develop, 
comprehensively and sustainably, the urban heritage conservation strategy by focusing on 
the quality and use of public spaces, the visual quality and the protection of green areas. The 
Management Plan also focuses the participatory nature of the management system for the 
property and includes a comparative analysis on urban management with several historic 
cities inscribed on the World Heritage List. Information on technical and financial indicators 
for future projects approval, policies on rehabilitation and urban transportation, carrying 
capacity studies related to commercial or housing developments and educational 
programmes are also included in the Plan. Moreover, specific technical and graphic 
information has been provided on the methodology used to assess the visual quality of the 
Plaza Aníbal Pinto, which could be taken as a reference for urban studies on visual quality 
requested by the World Heritage Committee.  

c) A Master plan for the Seaport of Valparaiso and its related physical and functioning 
transformations  

As for the management of the Seaport of Valparaiso, the State Party submitted the 
Management Plan proposal developed by the Port enterprise of Valparaiso. Since May 2012 
the proposal has undergone adjustments and has been approved by the Ministry of 
Transports and Communications. The transformation includes two main areas, Terminal 1 
and Terminal 2 and the North Sector of San Antonio. The document insists on the necessity 
for the Seaport of Valparaiso to face an increased commercial demand according to the 
industrial development of Chile as well as the needs for an increased scale of commercial 
and touristic areas in a context of increasing commercial and touristic activity in the Pacific.  

The Management Plan reports on the works on the South Access as well as a list of projects 
of additional infrastructure works for the next five years. Works have already begun in the 
ZEAL (Zone for Extension and Logistic Supply), and additional capacity for loading and 
container storage is planned to be constructed on the docks, and especially in the Costanera 
area. The Management Plan also foresees the need for planning works for additional 
capacity in Yolanda and San Mateo areas before 2031. Additional access is being planned in 
the North Sector to deal with the developments and transformations foreseen in the Yolanda 
area. The Management Plan furthermore contains a brief assessment of the environmental 
impact of the Seaport, based on the existing national legal framework for the protection of the 
environment, with potential mitigation measures. 
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d) The Barón Port project 

The State Party submitted legal, technical and graphic information on the project for 
redesigning the Barón Port area for public leisure and commercial use. The project was 
authorized by the Ministry of Housing and Urbanism on 18 January 2013 and by the City 
Council of Valparaiso on 14 February 2013. By municipal ordinance of 15 June 2009, the 
City Council amended the Municipal Regulatory Plan for Borde Costero area, Sector Zones 
A1-A3 and B1, Barón Dock, fixing maximum building height at 10.8 meters, which is 
equivalent to a 20% increase from the precedent maximum building height. 

The current Puerto Barón project consists of the construction of the Mall Plaza Barón, which 
has a surface area of 132,808.30 m2, distributed over four floors and two basements. The 
project also includes the redesigning of Bodega Simon Bolivar, a nationally classified historic 
building, for commercial use. The Controlaria General de la Republica has concluded that 
the Bodega Simon Bolivar project does not need to pass any national environmental impact 
control prior to its approval and implementation. Furthermore, the Barón Port project includes 
a new seafront promenade for leisure and commercial use, over a total surface area of 
71,512 m2, at Barón Dock. The architectural project presented by the private initiative insists 
on the visual and landscape interest of the project, which includes watch towers, 
promenades and public green spaces and spaces to practice nautical and maritime activities. 

The State Party has also submitted information on mitigation measures, including local 
redesigning of access for vehicles and pedestrians, as well as an evaluation on risk and 
prevention for tsunamis and evacuation. 

Conclusion 

The World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies recognise the significant effort made by 
the State Party, in particular the Municipality of Valparaiso, to put forward the Master Plan for 
Heritage Management of the World Heritage property of Valparaiso, Phase II. They would 
like to underline the methodology put forth on the visual quality of the historic centre and 
consider this approach suitable for adaptation to urban heritage studies. 

While the comprehensive information confirms the commitment of the State Party to find the 
best solution for interventions at the port area, the 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 currently allow for the management 
of the property with respect to its Outstanding Universal Value and within a broader 
perspective to include a territorial framework and all of the impacts that the transformation of 
the area could generate. Moreover given the scale and character of the transformation of the 
port area, of its seafront and its related areas, it needs to be subject to Heritage Impact 
Assessment (HIA) in accordance to ICOMOS guidelines.  

The World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies recommend that the Committee 
requests a reactive monitoring mission be carried out to meet with all the stakeholders and 
national authorities and make specific recommendations on the planned interventions as well 
as legal, technical and institutional measures to be taken to ensure the preservation of the 
Outstanding Universal Value of the port-city of Valparaiso. They also recommend that the 
Committee request the State Party to halt any concession or approval of the foreseen 
interventions in the port area and seafront until the World Heritage Committee has evaluated 
the recommendations of the reactive monitoring mission. 

Finally, it is recommended that the terms of reference for the reactive monitoring mission 
include an evaluation of the overlapping of institutional mandates and of the diversity of 
protective types, as well as an assessment of social, economic and heritage impacts of the 
new proposals concerning physical connectivity. A risk assessment, with a particular focus 
on environmental risks, should be carried out as well. The reactive monitoring mission should 
also assess the impacts of touristic cruises activity, of the transformation of the traditional 
fishing sector, taking particular attention to evaluate the significance of underwater 
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archaeology. Moreover, the mission should also address the question of the balance 
between heritage and development, including the feasibility of spaces for social dialogue and 
institutional platforms for properly implementing the regulation. 

Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.95 

The World Heritage Committee,  

1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B, 

2. Takes note of the coordinating meeting organized by the National Monuments Council 
on 6 December 2012 with stakeholders and also notes the efforts made by national 
and municipal authorities to submit the plans and comprehensive technical 
documentation; 

3. Further notes the active role of the civil society in the preservation of the values of the 
seaport city of Valparaiso and its contribution to create a social dialogue for the 
conservation of the property;  

4. Notes with concern the complexity of the legal procedures for interventions, as well as 
the lack of clarity in the distribution of responsibilities between national and local 
authorities and the Ministries and National agencies involved in the preservation and 
development of the city; 

5. Urges the State Party to undertake as soon as possible a Heritage Impact Assessment 
to consider the impact of all the related planned projects on the Outstanding Universal 
Value (OUV) of the property in conformity with the ICOMOS Guidelines on the Cultural 
Heritage Impact Assessments as a basis for discussion for the proposed mission;  

6. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive 
monitoring mission to assess the current state of conservation and overall 
management and protection of the property and the potential impacts of the different 
on-going projects on the  Outstanding Universal Value of the property;  

7. Also requests the State Party to halt interventions in Puerto Barón and the Seaport 
area, until the recommendations of the mission are examined by the World Heritage 
Committee; 

8. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 
2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the 
implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 
38th session in 2014. 

 

96. Colonial City of Santo Domingo (Dominican Republic) (C 526) 

Year of inscription on the World Heritage List 
1990 
 
Criteria 
(ii) (iv) (vi) 


	I.  INTRODUCTION
	ELABORATION OF THE STATE OF CONSERVATION REPORTS
	STRUCTURE OF THE DOCUMENT

	II. REPORTS ON THE STATE OF CONSERVATION OF PROPERTIES INSCRIBED ON THE WORLD HERITAGE LIST
	NATURAL PROPERTIES
	AFRICA
	1. Dja Wildlife Reserve (Cameroon) (N 407)
	2. Sangha Trinational (Cameroun / Central African Republic / Congo)  (N 1380rev)
	3. Mount Kenya (Kenya) (N 800)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	January 2003 and October 2008: joint UNESCO/IUCN reactive monitoring missions.
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Illegal forest resource extraction;
	b) Community-wildlife conflict;
	c) Poaching;
	d) Land excisions from the property.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/800/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.3
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.2, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Commends the State Party for the effective collaboration between the Wildlife and Forest Services and their efforts to increase stakeholder involvement in the site’s management, particularly through agreements with Community Forest Associations;
	4. Notes with concern the significant forest fire that affected the property in March 2012 and reportedly affected 10% of the Mount Kenya National Park; and requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre a report on the impacts of thi...
	5. Notes with satisfaction the initiatives taken to improve fire risk preparedness, and to participate in the design of a climate change adaptation methodology for World Heritage Site managers but regrets that the State Party provided only limited inf...
	6. Requests the State Party to urgently implement the remaining recommendations of the 2008 reactive monitoring mission, in particular the replacement of physical boundary signs and the establishment of additional wildlife corridors;
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and in particular on the impacts of the 2012 forest fire as well as on the progress made in imp...


	4. Lake Turkana National Parks (Kenya) (N 801bis)
	5. Lake Malawi National Park (Malawi) (N 289)
	6. Vredefort Dome (South Africa) (N 1162)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	April 2008 and September 2010: Joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring missions

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Theft and vandalism; Pollution of the Vaal River; Lack of tourism management, particularly access.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1162/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Proclamation of the property under National Legislation and establishment of a Management Authority
	b) Definition and on-the-ground demarcation of the legal boundaries of the three satellite sites
	c) Other issues: pollution of the Vaal River and tourism developments

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.6
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 33 COM 7B.5 and 35 COM 7B.5, adopted at its 33rd (Seville, 2009) and 35th (UNESCO, 2011) sessions respectively,
	3. Commends the State Party for the progress achieved in securing the support of all stakeholders for the proclamation of the property under national legislation, and requests the State Party to complete the proclamation process as soon as possible an...
	4. Takes note of the efforts undertaken by the State Party to respond to the previous requests of this Committee and in particular the progress achieved in relation to land use planning controls, the establishment of the Management Authority, and the ...
	5. Further requests the State Party to implement the other recommendations of the 2010 joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN monitoring mission, in particular in relation to the presentation of the World Heritage property to visitors, the alignment of the ...
	6. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above.


	7. Selous Game Reserve (United Republic of Tanzania) (N 199bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	1982

	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Poaching;
	b) Reduction of elephant populations;
	c) Insufficient funding;
	d) Mineral and hydrocarbon prospecting and mining;
	e) Tourism management and development;
	f) Potential and proposed dam development.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/199U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.7
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 7B.5 and 36 COM 8B.43 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Deeply regrets that the State Party has not provided a progress report on the implementation of its conservation commitments in connection with the boundary modification at the Mkuju uranium mine, as requested in Decision 36 COM 8B.43 and urges the...
	4. Welcomes the anti-poaching measures initiated by the State Party as well as the reinstatement of the retention scheme and requests the State Party to submit as soon as possible a report on the efficiency of these measures and to provide a clear tim...
	5. Takes note of the fact that no official notification has been made to the Ministry of Natural Resources and Tourism on any proposed hydroelectric power projects in the property but notes with concern that the planning of the Stiegler’s Gorge dam pr...
	6. Reiterates its position that the approval of any dam within the property would constitute a clear basis for its inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger, in line with Paragraph 180 of the Operational Guidelines, and urges the State Party...
	7. Also urges the State Party to implement the recommendations of the 2010 reactive monitoring mission to the property and fully implement its commitments agreed in relation to the excision of the Mkuju uranium mine, in particular adding valuable fore...
	8. Also requests the State Party to undertake a Strategic Environmental Assessment to comprehensively identify the cumulative impacts of the following developments, assess least damaging alternatives and plan mitigation measures as appropriate: mining...
	9. Further requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property to assess the state of conservation of Selous Game Reserve, including the impacts of elephant poaching, the management of the ...
	10. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, a progress report on the implementation of the above, as well as a progress report on the implementation of Decision 36 COM 8B.43, for examination by ...



	ARAB STATES
	8. Banc d’Arguin National Park (Mauritania) (N 506)
	9. Socotra Archipelago (Yemen) (N 1253)

	ASIA-PACIFIC
	10. Great Barrier Reef (Australia) (N 154)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) 13TCoastal development
	b) 13TStrategic Assessment and Long Term Plan for Sustainable Development
	c) 13TWater Quality
	d) 13TOverall protection and management of the property
	e) 13TOther issues - progress in the implementation of the recommendations of the reactive monitoring mission and climate change

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.10
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.8, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the progress made by the State Party with the Strategic Assessment and reiterates its request to the State Party to ensure that the assessment and the resulting long-term plan for the sustainable development of the property are completed a...
	4. Also welcomes the establishment of an independent review of the management arrangements for Gladstone Harbour, and requests that these efforts result in the optimization of port development and operation in Gladstone Harbour and on Curtis Island, a...
	5. Notes with concern the limited progress made by the State Party in implementing key requests made by the Committee (Decision 36 COM 7B.8) and the recommendations of the March 2012 joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission and urg...
	6. Also notes with concern that the impacts of poor water quality and ongoing coastal development on the reef continue and progress toward addressing them is limited, and also requests the State Party to urgently address these issues, including by mak...
	a) Maintain, and increase where necessary financial investment in the Reef Water Quality Protection Plan and associated Reef Rescue measures to address major long-term impacts on the property from poor water quality beyond 2013, and ensure the timely ...
	b) Ensure rigorously that development is not permitted if it would impact individually or cumulatively on the OUV of the property, or compromise the Strategic Assessment or the resulting long-term plan for the sustainable development of the property,
	c) Ensure that no port developments or associated port infrastructure are permitted outside the existing and long-established major port areas within or adjoining the property,
	d) Ensure that the legislation protecting the property remains strong and adequate to maintain and enhance its OUV;

	7. Considers that the above-mentioned issues represent a potential danger to the OUV of the property in line with paragraph 180 of the Operational Guidelines;
	8. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property, including on the implementation of actions outlined above as well as on the other points ra...


	11. Macquarie Island (Australia) (N 629 rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Rabbit and rodent eradication
	b) Dieback of Macquarie Cushion Plant
	c) Impact of long-line fishing inside the Exclusive Economic Zone around Macquarie Island on seabirds

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.11
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 34 COM 7B.10, adopted at its 34th session (Brasilia, 2010),
	3. Expresses its satisfaction about the preliminary results of the Macquarie Island Pest Eradication Plan which show that no rodents have been detected since June 2011, that the vegetation has been re-established and that seabirds returned to breed in...
	4. Welcomes the commitment of the State Party to continue to monitor the results of the Macquarie Island Pest Eradication Plan and requests the State Party to include the monitoring of outcomes to confirm the continued recovery of the property’s veget...
	5. Also requests the State Party to keep the World Heritage Centre informed on the progress made in implementing the above recommendations.


	12. Three Parallel Rivers of Yunnan Protected Area (China) (N 1083 bis)
	13. Lorentz National Park (Indonesia) (N 955)
	14. East Rennell (Solomon Island) (N 854)
	UYear of Inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Mining - previously reported threats from mining and commercial fishing have passed.
	b) Logging;
	c) Invasive species;
	d) Over-exploitation of coconut crab and marine resource;
	e) Legislation, management planning and administration of the property.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Logging
	b) Invasive species
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.14
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.15, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Commends the State Party for passing the Protected Areas Act 2010 and for drafting the 2009 Rennell-Bellona Province Lake Tegano Heritage Park Ordinance, and urges the State Party to apply both of these instruments to the East Rennell property as s...
	4. Reiterates its request to the State Party to immediately ban all commercial logging from Rennell Island to avoid loss of  property’s Outstanding Universal Value;
	5. Also reiterates its request to the State Party to urgently undertake an assessment of the impact of invasive species, especially of associated introduction of rats  and invasive snails, to institute control and eradication measures as a matter of u...
	6. Requests the State Party to address the over-exploitation of coconut crab and other marine resources and to apply harvesting regimes based on traditional resource management practices, and including the restrictions recommended by the mission;
	7. Also requests the State Party to take full account of the impacts of climate change on the property and the livelihoods of the East Rennell community, and make provisions in the Management Plan for climate change adaptation and mitigation measures;
	8. Considers that the ongoing logging of forests in West Rennell could have severe adverse impacts on the forests within the property, the fact that the property is not strictly protected against logging, and the introduction of invasive species repre...
	9. Decides to inscribe East Rennell (Solomon Islands) on the List of World Heritage in Danger;
	10. Further requests the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and IUCN and with both in-country and other international partners’ support, to develop and implement an Emergency Action Plan to remove the threats and provide suppo...
	11. Requests furthermore the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and IUCN, to develop a proposal for the Desired state of conservation for the removal of the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger and a set of corre...
	12. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property, including a report on the progress made in the implementation of the above recommendations...


	15. Dong Phayayen-Khao Yai Forest Complex (Thailand) (N 590rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	13TFebruary/March 2012: joint UNESCO/IUCN reactive monitoring mission.

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Road expansion, in particular regarding Highway 304;
	b) Forest fragmentation, connectivity and the need for ecological corridors;
	c) Encroachment;
	d) Management Planning;
	e) Tourism and visitor levels;
	f) Dams and cattle grazing.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/590U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	The State Party provides details on actions implemented in regards to speed limits and their enforcement on the relevant sections of the highway that transect the property, including checkpoints and patrolling teams to monitor the speed of vehicles, t...
	b) Encroachment
	The State Party previously reported implementation of stricter measures to halt land encroachment within the property. The current report also provides details of additional efforts, including monitoring of encroachment levels (mapping expected to be ...
	c) Illegal logging
	IUCN has received reports of increased illegal logging of Siamese rosewood by armed gangs of up to 30 individuals within the boundaries of the property, especially in Dong Yai and Ta Phraya National Parks, including the tragic death of a patrol ranger...
	d) Huay Samong Dam
	e) Cattle grazing
	f) Management Planning, including tourism planning

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.15
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.45 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Extends its deepest condolences to the family of the guard killed during operations conducted to protect the property;
	4. Notes with concern that implementation of appropriate mitigation measures, to address impacts from expansion works on Highway 304, particularly along the sections of the highway within the property, have not been undertaken and no timeline for comp...
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to implement and enforce speed limits and impact mitigation actions on other roads that bisect the property, and to monitor and restrict the use of other roads as shortcuts and transport routes through the ...
	6. Requests the State Party to complete an up-to-date assessment of the level of encroachment and any increase therein since the inscription of the property, including a detailed mapping exercise, as a matter of priority, and recommends that the State...
	7. Also requests the State Party to take the necessary measures to halt all illegal logging in the property, and ensure that all people participating in illegal resource extraction activities are removed from the property, and with the support of othe...
	8. Also notes with increasing concern that construction continues at the Huay Samong Dam site, and also reiterates its request to the State Party to undertake all necessary mitigation, enforcement and anti-encroachment actions to ensure this proposed ...
	9. Further reiterates its request to the State Party to implement all the recommendations of the 2012 joint UNESCO/IUCN reactive monitoring mission, including a clear statement on the extent and status of cattle grazing in the property, by June 2014;
	10. Further request the State Party to invite an IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property before the 38th session of the Committee in 2014, in order to assess progress in the implementation of the above recommendations and those made by the 20...
	11. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated and detailed report on the state of conservation of the property, including a report on the progress achieved in the implementation of the ...


	16. Ha Long Bay (Viet Nam) (N 672bis)

	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	17. Pirin National Park (Bulgaria) (N 225)
	18. Gros-Morne National Park (Canada) (N 419)
	19. Gulf of Porto: Calanche of Piana, Gulf of Girolata, Scandola Reserve (France) (N 258)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious Monitoring Missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.19
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.19 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the fact that the gas prospection license has not been renewed so far and considers that any exploratory drilling would require an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), which would need to assess its potential impact on the Outstandi...
	4. Requests the State Party to develop on overall management plan for the entire property and to clarify the existing management arrangements;
	5. Notes with concern the increase in tourism pressure on the property and its possible impact on the OUV, and also requests the State Party to include in the Management Plan a sustainable tourism strategy and a set of measures to address the tourism ...
	6. Further requests State Party to provide further details on the proposed construction of a new sewage treatment station for the city of Porto, and the possible enlargement of the D424 and D81 roads, in line with paragraph 172 of the Operational Guid...
	7. Welcomes the proposed enlargement of the Scandola Reserve and recommends that the State Party consider reflecting this enlargement of the property, following the appropriate procedures for boundary modifications as outlined in the Operational Guide...
	8. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2016, a detailed report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, as well as of the recommendations of the Committee o...


	20. Pitons, cirques and remparts of Reunion Island (N 1317)
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Management Plan
	b) Invasive alien species
	c) Fire management
	d) Other conservation problems

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:  37 COM 7B.20
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 34COM 8B.4, adopted at its 34th session (Brasilia, 2010),
	3. Welcomes the progress achieved by the State Party in the preparation of a management plan and the implementation of a strategy to combat invasive alien species, and requests the State Party to provide all the technical and financial resources for t...
	4. Also requests the State Party to:
	a) strengthen the means to eradicate the Chinese Guava tree (Psidium cattleianum) within the boundaries of the property, and to ensure that this objective is inscribed in the forestry development and multi-annual programmes, and support the restructur...
	b) prepare a prevention, monitoring and rapid intervention strategy to combat fires and ensure minimal impact in implementation on the values of the property, in particular to avoid opening new tracks and to preferably opt for the use of aerial means ...
	c) ensure close coordination with the different stakeholders regarding the actions to be implemented for fire management, and involve the population in fire surveillance activities;

	5. Recommends the State Party to seek IUCN’s expertise with regards to post-fire management and the control of invasive alien species;
	6. Further requests the State Party to develop a tourism management strategy for the property taking into account the results of the evaluation survey, currently underway, on the potential impact of major sporting events on the Outstanding Universal V...
	7. Recalls that the geothermal development project is incompatible with World Heritage status and requests furthermore the State Party to respect the commitment made in 2010, prior to inscription of the property, to definitively abandon the geothermal...
	8. Also recalls that economic activities such as agriculture, arboriculture, energy production and tourism must be managed in a way to avoid negative impacts to the integrity and the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, that the development pr...
	9. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a detailed report on the state of conservation of the property, and on the implementation of the above.


	21. Volcanoes of Kamchatka (Russian Federation) (N 765bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Ilegal salmon fishing;
	b) Gold mining;
	c) Gas pipeline;
	d) Development of a geothermal power station;
	e) Forest fires;
	f) Boundary changes;
	g) Construction of the Esso-Palana road;
	h) Need for the development of a comprehensive national legal framework for the protection and manegement of natural properties;
	i) Lack of management structure and coordination system.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/765/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:   37 COM 7B.21
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.21 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes with concern that the State Party reports that potential threats on the property from adjacent areas are getting more significant every year and regrets that the State Party does not provide sufficiently detailed information on trends in wild...
	4. Considers that, in the absence of this information, the current state of conservation and management effectiveness of the property cannot be fully assessed;
	5. Also notes with serious concern the decline in populations of wild Reindeer and Snow Sheep, and encourages the State Party to create a conservation zone to better protect the wintering grounds of these species as has been proposed by the Commission...
	6. Welcomes the clarification by the State Party that there are no plans to construct hydropower stations inside the property, and requests the State Party to provide detailed information about possible plans to construct a hydropower station on the Z...
	7. Reiterates its request to the State Party to clarify apparent contradictions regarding the overall area of the four regional nature parks that form part of the property, by providing detailed information, including maps, about the boundary “specifi...
	8. Urges 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 comprehensive tourism ma...
	9. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38t...


	22. Lake Baikal (Russian Federation) (N 754)
	23. Western Caucasus (Russian Federation) (N 900)
	UYear of Inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	Conclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.23
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.23, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Expresses its utmost concern about the changes in the legal protection of the property which make it possible to develop large scale tourism infrastructure on the Lagonaki Plateau and reiterates its request to the State Party to ensure that no larg...
	4. Considers that the installation of tourism and skiing facilities on the Lagonaki Plateau including Mount Fisht and Oshten would seriously affect the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property and would constitute a case for inscription of th...
	5. Notes the conclusion of the joint 2012 World Heritage Centre/IUCN monitoring mission that anthropogenic pressures on the property are increasing and urges the State Party to implement all its recommendations, in particular to:
	a) Develop an overall sustainable tourism strategy and comprehensive plan for the property and adjacent protected areas, privileging low impact tourism activities and ensuring that proposed tourism and recreational infrastructure does not impact on th...
	b) Ensure that no areas of high biodiversity and key to the OUV of the property are included within the boundaries of the biosphere polygon of the Caucasus Strict Nature Reserve and that no activities are permitted within the polygon which are contrar...
	c) Urgently clarify the delimitation of the northern buffer zone of the Caucasus Strict Nature Reserve, which is part of the property, and reinstate its legal protection,
	d) Immediately halt infrastructure developments which are affecting the integrity of the property and in particular halt any further infrastructure development at the Biosphere Centre which is not in line with its function as a research and monitoring...
	e) Ensure that the potential impacts of any proposed infrastructure upgrading inside the property on its OUV are carefully assessed and that an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is sent to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodie...
	f) Finalize the exact delineation of the boundary of all components of the property, establish a functional buffer zone for the property and submit an updated map of the property and its buffer zone to the World Heritage Centre,
	g) Ensure the implementation of an overall management plan for the property by developing an operational plan and establishing an overall coordination body,
	h) Adapt the “certificates” of the Nature Monuments included in the property to ensure all logging, including sanitary cutting, construction of roads, overpasses, power lines and other communication infrastructure are not allowed and the construction ...
	i) Halt all construction and/or extension of buildings and facilities in the upper Mzimta Valley and upgrade the legal protection status of this area;

	6. Takes note of the intention of the State Party to submit a proposal for a boundary modification by excluding parts of the Lagonaki plateau from the property which are reported to be degraded and by including other parts and recalls that such a prop...
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property, including a report on progress achieved with the implementation of the recommendations made ab...


	24. Virgin Komi Forests (Russian Federation) (N 719)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Changes to the boundaries of Yugyd Va National Park;
	b) Gold mining.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/719/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Halting gold mining in the property and reversing boundary changes made without approval by the Committee
	b) Protection status of the property, establishment of a buffer zone and inclusion of areas of biodiversity value.
	c) Other conservation issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.24
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.24, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Expresses its utmost concern that the State Party has not halted the gold mining works within the property nor reversed the boundary changes which removed the legal protection of four areas within the property, including the 19.9 square km gold min...
	4. Considers that these issues clearly constitute an ascertained danger to the property’s Outstanding Universal Value, in line with Paragraph 180 of the Operational Guidelines;
	5. Decides to inscribe the Virgin Komi Forests (Russian Federation) on the List of World Heritage in Danger;
	6. Requests the State Party to implement the following corrective measures:
	a) Immediately halt gold mining at Chudnoe within the property, including all preparatory activities, and revoke or freeze the exploration and exploitation licenses already granted,
	b) Reverse the boundary changes made to Yugyd Va National Park;

	7. Recalls that mining is incompatible with World Heritage status, which is supported by ICMM’s international position statement of not undertaking such activities within World Heritage properties, calls upon the mining companies concerned not to proc...
	8. Also recalls that any proposed changes to the boundaries of a World Heritage property are subject to official procedures at least as rigorous as those involved in the nomination of the property, and should be considered through the procedure for ma...
	9. Also requests the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and IUCN, to develop a Statement of Outstanding Universal Value and a proposal for a Desired state of conservation for the removal of the property from the List of World ...
	10. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of  the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at...


	25. Golden Mountains of Altai (Russian Federation) (N 768rev)
	26. Primeval Beech Forests of the Carpathians and the Ancient Beech Forests of Germany (Slovakia / Germany / Ukraine) (N 1133bis)
	27. Doñana National Park (Spain) (N 685bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	1994, extension in 2005
	UCriteria
	(vii)(ix)(x)
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Proposed additional dredging of the Lower Guadalquivir River
	b) Over-extraction of the Doñana Aquifer
	c) Proposed Balboa oil pipeline from Huelva to Extremadura and expansion project of La Rábida Refinery
	d) Cumulative effects of infrastructure projects outside the property

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:  37 COM 7B.27
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.27, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Acknowledges the efforts made in response to the recommendations of the joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN/RAMSAR mission conducted in 2011 and requests the State Party to continue these efforts;
	4. Reiterates its concern about the cumulative impacts of a number of threats to the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, in particular the possible deepening dredging of Guadalquivir estuary, the issue of over-extraction of the Doñana A...
	5. Welcomes the conclusion of the Environmental Impact Statement of the Balboa Refinery and its associated infrastructure and the non-approval of the construction of the refinery and associated infrastructure and also requests the State Party to infor...
	6. Urges the State Party not to permit any deepening dredging in the Lower Guadalquivir River and to ensure that any maintenance dredging activities are ecologically optimized, in line with the recommendations of the Scientific Commission and Decision...
	7. Expresses its concern on the possible impacts of planned projects for gas extraction and storage in the immediate vicinity of the property and further requests the State Party to ensure that the potential impact on the Outstanding Universal Value o...
	8. Requests furthermore the State Party to further invest in the follow-up and implementation of the multiple risk preparedness plans and to establish direct communication lines between the management authority of the property and the La Rábida refine...
	9. Requests moreover the State Party to approve and implement the Special Management Plan of the Irrigation Zones (located to the North of the Forest Crown of Doñana) without further delay;
	10. Finally requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of  the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at...


	28. Giant Causeway and Causeway Coast (United-Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (N 369)

	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	29. Cerrado Protected Areas: Chapada dos Veadeiros and Emas National Parks (Brazil) (N 1032)
	30. Talamanca Range-La Amistad Reserves / La Amistad National Park (Costa Rica / Panama) (N 205bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Construction of hydroelectric dams near the property in Panama and associated effects (greater human presence near the property, interruption of aquatic species migratory corridor);
	b) Encroachment (settlements, cattle ranching);
	c) Planned road construction which would traverse the property on the side of Panama.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Transboundary Cooperation

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.31
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.31, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Commends the States Parties for the progress achieved in strengthening transboundary cooperation in the management of the property;
	4. Regrets that construction of the Bonyic dam has continued without prior consideration of the results of the on-going Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA), and urges the States Parties to complete it as a matter of priority and in line with inte...
	a) Analyse impacts based on evidence and science, including impacts on Outstanding Universal Value (OUV),
	b) Consider least damaging alternatives, including the “no project” alternative,
	c) Ensure broad stakeholder consultation and validation processes;

	5. Also regrets that the State Party of Panama did not suspend the construction of the Bonyic dam until the SEA has been completed and its results considered, as requested in Committee Decision 34 COM 7B.32;
	6. Notes with concern the irreversible damage to fresh water biodiversity in at least two watersheds (Changuinola and Bonyic) and the absence of adequate measures to mitigate for biodiversity loss, and requests the State Party of Panama to implement m...
	7. Also notes with concern the social conflicts related to the hydroelectric dams in both countries, which complicates governance of the wider region and multiplies the direct threats originating from the economic development projects;
	8. Also requests the States Parties to implement other recommendations of the 2013 IUCN reactive monitoring mission, in particular:
	a) Not permit any further development of hydro-energy projects, mining or road construction within or directly adjacent to the property, particularly in neighbouring protected areas and indigenous territories,
	b) Ensure that any further planned economic development that could potentially negatively affect the property be subjected to independent Environmental Impact Assessments (EIAs) that include a specific assessment of impacts on the OUV of the property ...
	c) Guarantee the long term integrity of complete unaffected watersheds (from source to sea), which form part of the property at altitudes below 1,200 metres, to preserve aquatic ecosystems therein,
	d) Harmonize the management plans of the protected areas that constitute the property within the framework of one overarching management plan,
	e) Compile and monitor field data on the present state of human activities, including intensity of cattle grazing and impact on OUV, extent of illicit crop cultivation within and directly adjacent to the park, including number of hectares affected, nu...
	f) Continue to increase the number of park staff and include indigenous peoples and local farmers within park monitoring efforts to ensure integration of key stakeholders to the conservation agenda;

	9. Further requests the States Parties to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a joint report on the state of conservation of the property, including a report on progress with the implementation of the above recommendations, for ex...


	31. Coiba National Park and its Special Zone of Marine Protection (Panama) (N 1138 rev)
	32. Pitons Management Area (Saint Lucia) (N 1161)


	MIXED PROPERTIES
	AFRICA
	33. Ecosystem and Relict Cultural Landscape of Lopé-Okanda (Gabon) (C/N 1147rev)
	34. Bandiagara Cliffs (land of the Dogons) (Mali) (C/N 516)

	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	35. Historic Sanctuary of Machu Picchu (Peru) (C/N 274)


	CULTURAL PROPERTIES
	AFRICA
	36. Royal Palaces of Abomey (Benin) (C 323 bis)
	37. Historic Town of Grand-Bassam (Côte d'Ivoire) (C 1322rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	2012
	UCriteria U(iii)(iv)
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1322/documents/U39T
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	Total amount granted: USD 32,634 from the France-UNESCO Cooperation Agreement
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	N/A
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1322/U39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	The report of January 2013 sent by the State Party responds to Decision 36 COM 8B.17. It informs of progress accomplished in the definition, protection and management of the property, as well as the residual difficulties (See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesc...
	a) Property boundaries and buffer zone
	Clarifications have been made with regard to the boundaries of the property and extension of the buffer zone (Decree No 490 of 7 June 2012), but the cartographical documentation  provided must be completed by a global map showing the property boundari...
	b) Establishment of a management mechanism
	Decree No. 46/MCF-CAB of 8 May 2012 creates and organizes the local Management Committee; it was initiated in May 2012. Decree No. 552 of 13 June 2012 strengthens the competences of the Heritage Centre and Order No. 53/MCF/CAB of 18 May 2012 appoints ...
	c) Protection, prerogatives of the Building Permits Commission
	The prerogatives of the Building Permits Commission have been reinforced by Ministerial Order No.47/MCF-CAB of 8 May 2012 and the new Commission established on 17 May 2012; however, it is not evident whether the views of the Heritage Centre and/or the...
	d) Monitoring of the conservation of the property
	The State Party has achieved institutional progress in the management of the property in 2012. It also underlines the implementation of a public investment programme, over four years, for the conservation of the property, for USD 1.3M for the restorat...
	An indicator table proposes general objectives and their periodic evaluation. Overall, the objectives have been accomplished except for the improvement of vegetation.  However, monitoring of the salubrity of the property must be reinforced. The announ...
	e) Environmental threats
	Several leading environmental questions are rightly raised by the State Party: water quality of the lagoon and tendency towards the increase of invasive species, obstruction of the maritime mouth of the lagoon, coastal erosion, important effects of te...

	UConclusions
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.37
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 8B.17 adopted at the 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the information provided by the State Party, in particular the boundaries of the property and its buffer zone;
	4. Notes with satisfaction the inscription of all the outstanding monuments and sites of the property on the National Heritage List, the establishment of the local Management Committee, the institutionalisation of the Heritage Centre, an improved func...
	5. Encourages the State Party to pursue its efforts for the improved knowledge of the property (cadastral inventory) and further to continue its efforts to strengthen the protection of the property through the Building Permits Commission, the conserva...
	6. Requests the State Party to:
	a) Provide a global map showing the boundary of the property and its new buffer zone,
	b) Indicate the human resources of the local Management Committee and the Heritage Centre responsible for the management of the property,
	c) Confirm that the notifications of the Heritage Centre and/or the local Management Committee of the property, for the attention of the Building Permits Commission are, in fact, suspensive and not simply consultative, as indicated in some of the docu...
	d) Implement a policy to assist in the conservation of private immovable property at both the technical level (practical conservation guide) and financial (combined public/private assistance),
	e) Implement a plantation and green spaces programme that respects the authenticity of the property in this domain, and carry out the necessary prior studies,
	f) Define more diversified and precise monitoring indicators for conservation, to be applied to both monuments and houses, public squares and plantations.  They must cover all the constitutive components of the property, both public and private;

	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2015, a report on the state of conservation of the property providing information on the implementation of the above-mentioned points, for examination by the World H...


	38. Aksum (Ethiopia) (C 15)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/15U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Construction of the Orthodox Church Museum
	b) Structured management arrangements for the property
	c) Maps for boundary and buffer zone
	d) Causes of the rising water table
	e) Stele III consolidation project

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.38
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.41, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes the results of the mission that the Church Museum when completed will not have an adverse visual impact on specific views within the property if a screen of tall trees is maintained and the building façade is slightly modified as recommended ...
	4. Urges the State Party to implement the Management Plan with, if possible, the involvement of the Department of Archaeology, Aksum University, and to review the Aksum Master Plan in terms of heritage management;
	5. Also urges the State Party to finalise the clarification of the boundaries of the property and its buffer zone as a matter of urgency and to submit a minor boundary modification to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2015 for examination by the...
	6. Also notes that the State Party considers that the cause of the rising water table in the Tomb of the Brick Arches has a direct relation with the destabilization of Stele III, which in turn is believed to be related to the re-installation of Stele ...
	7. Appeals to the international community, to consider supporting work to address the implications of the consolidation project of Stele III;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39t...


	39. Lower Omo Valley (Ethiopia) (C 17)
	40. Lamu Old Town (Kenya) (C 1055)
	41. Old Towns of Djenné (Mali) (C 116 rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) No management and conservation plan;
	b) Pressure from urban development;
	c) Deterioration of dwellings;
	d) Waste disposal problems;
	e) Encroachment of the archaeological sites.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/116U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.41
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.44 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the actions implemented by the State Party at the property;
	4. Notes with deep concern the existing conservation conditions, including the recent collapse of historic buildings, and the limited progress that has been made in past years to address them;
	5. Urges the State Party, within the framework of the UNESCO Mali Action Plan adopted on 18 February 2013, to cooperate with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, as well as any other relevant international bodies, to identify means to im...
	6. Reiterates its request to the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre a boundary clarification in the framework of the Retrospective Inventory process;
	7. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to assess the state of conservation of the property, in particular the vulnerability of its distinctive architecture, the conditions of the archaeol...
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38t...


	42. Island of Saint-Louis (Senegal) (C 956 bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	2000
	UCriteria
	(ii) (iv)
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/956/documents/U39T
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	Total amount granted: USD 192,697.13 from the France-UNESCO Cooperation Agreement
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	March-April 2004: Joint World Heritage Centre/ France-UNESCO Cooperation Agreement mission; April 2006: Joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM mission; 2007: France-UNESCO Cooperation Agreement mission; February 2009: Joint World Heritage Centre/IC...
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of monitoring and control mechanism;
	b) Lack of a conservation and management plan;
	c) New construction and architectural modification and urban projects affecting authenticity and integrity;
	d) Inappropriate housing restoration;
	e) Environmental disorder due to the modification of the mouth of the Senegal River;
	f) Extremely poor state of conservation of numerous derelict buildings endangering occupants;
	g) Lack of a site manager. (Threat removed)

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/956U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Establishment of a management mechanism, coordination with the municipality
	b) Conservation of the property, Management Plan and Tourism Development Programme
	c) Control mechanisms for constructions and granting of building permits

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:  37 COM 7B.42
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.43 adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Notes with satisfaction the progress accomplished by the State Party with regard to the financial consolidation of its tourism development projects for Saint-Louis and its region, with an important percentage to be allocated to the conservation of ...
	4. Expresses its deep concern once again with regard to the continued degradation and collapse of the historic urban fabric and the construction of buildings that do not respect the authenticity and integrity and adversely affect the Outstanding Unive...
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to consolidate the conservation and management mechanisms for the property, and in particular:
	a) Ensure sufficient human, financial and technical resources for all the necessary activities in the conservation and management of the property,
	b) Apply, without derogation, the control mechanisms for constructions and grant building permits, in coordination with the Secretariat of the Safeguarding Committee of the property and the municipality of Saint-Louis,
	c) Ensure adequate coordination between the initiatives carried out at the site and between the different institutional actors at the national, regional and local levels,
	d) Urgently begin to prepare the management plan in coordination with the municipality,
	e) Foresee in the management plan a coordinated programme for the conservation of both the urban fabric and the public buildings and private residences,
	f) Establish a monitoring mechanism for the state of conservation of the property based on precise indicators with regular controls;

	6. Reiterates its encouragement to the State Party to clarify the specific roles, responsibilities, tasks and capacities of the governmental institutions at the national and municipal levels through a Memorandum of Understanding or by different means;
	7. Invites the State Party and the municipality to provide the World Heritage Centre with detailed information concerning the rehabilitation projects for the quays and surrounding areas, the Tourism Development Programme and in general any major proje...
	8. Also requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to evaluate the general state of conservation of the property and progress in its management and to evaluate whether there exist criteria for i...
	9. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2014, a report on the state of conservation of the property indicating progress in the implementation of the above points for examination by the World Heritage Co...


	43. Mapungubwe Cultural Landscape (South Africa) (C 1099)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1099/documents/U39T
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	November 2010 and January 2012: Joint World Heritage Centre/ ICOMOS reactive monitoring missions

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of a proper buffer zone;
	b) Lack of a management plan;
	c) Mining activities;
	d) Development pressure.

	UIllustrative material
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1099U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Impact of Open-cast Coal Mining
	b) Integrated Management Plan
	c) Protection, Conservation and Consolidation of Archaeological sites
	d) Clarifying Boundary and Buffer Zone
	e) Trans-Frontier Conservation Area
	f) Proposed expansion of De Beers Venetia Mine & other mineral issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.43
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.48, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Acknowledges that archaeological advice will be provided to oversee the mitigation measures associated with the impact of open-cast coal mining on archaeological sites associated with the Mapungubwe Kingdom;
	4. Notes the progress made in establishing a buffer zone for the property that will cover land to the east of the boundary, and progress with the establishment of the Limpopo-Shashe Transfrontier Conservation Area (TFCA);
	5. Urges the State Party to submit a minor boundary modification for a buffer zone that clarifies the policies for protecting the property with respect to mining in the buffer zone and in relation to “off-set benefits”;
	6. Also notes the production of the detailed and comprehensive Management Plan, requests the State Party to provide copies of the final approved plan to the World Heritage Centre and also urges the State Party to implement the plan with immediate effect;
	7. Takes note of the proposed underground expansion of the De Beers Venetia Mine in the buffer zone and also requests the State Party to provide further details to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies on the infrastructure arran...
	8. Notes with concern the proposals for the development a coal/gas field north of the Soutpansberg, which it is stated will “change the character of the landscape in and around the Mapungubwe Cultural Landscape (MCL)”, and in line with Paragraph 172 o...
	9. Reiterates past decisions regarding gas exploration and exploitation in World Heritage properties as well as the International Council on Mining and Metals’ (ICMM) Position Statement on Mining and Protected Areas to “not explore or mine in World He...
	10. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at it...


	44. Fossil Hominid Sites of Sterkfontein, Swartkrans, Kromdraai, and Environs (South Africa) (C 915bis)

	ARAB STATES
	45. Tipasa (Algeria) (C 193)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	2002: World Heritage Centre and experts missions; March 2006: joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Natural degradation caused by littoral erosion, marine salt and vegetation covering part of the inscribed sectors;
	b) Deterioration of the remains due to vandalism, theft and uncontrolled visitation causing accumulation of rubbish;
	c) Urbanisation on the outskirts of the property where, in the absence of a defined buffer zone, illegal construction provokes land disputes;
	d) Lack of capacities for site conservation, unsuitable restoration techniques, and poor conservation conditions for the archaeological remains;
	e) Proposed port development.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Progress made on implementing the protection and enhancement plan for the archaeological sites of Tipasa and its protection zone (PPMVSA)
	b) Assessment of the impact of the proposed enhancement of Tipasa’s port

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.45
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 33 COM 7B.51 and 35 COM 7B.46, adopted at its 33rd session (Seville, 2009) and 35th (UNESCO, 2011) sessions respectively,
	3. Takes note of the progress made by the State Party in implementing the plan for the protection and enhancement of the property and its protected area;
	4. Also takes note of the State Party’s invitation of an advisory mission to the property and reiterates its request to submit to the World Heritage Centre an Heritage impact assessment of the proposed enhancement of Tipasa’s port, before the advisory...
	5. Requests the State Party to submit further details on the protection and enhancement works foreseen at the property;
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for consideration by the World Heritage Committee at its 3...


	46. Kasbah of Algiers (Algeria) (C 565)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports:
	a) 13TNatural erosion
	b) 13TLack of maintenance of dwelling places
	c) 13TLoss of traditional conservation techniques
	d) 13TUncontrolled land use
	e) 13TNon-operational safeguarding plan
	f) 13TLack of coordination of activities

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Impact of the development of the Metro on the Place des Martyrs
	b) Information on projects envisaged for the Place des Martyrs, which are linked to the project for the Bay of Algiers and to the Urban Development Plan for the entire city
	c) Cadastral map
	d) State of advancement of the Permanent Plan for the Safeguarding and Valorization of the property

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:  37 COM 7B.46
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.47, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Takes note of the information provided by the State Party concerning measures taken to protect the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and commends its commitment for securing substantial funding for the urgently needed rehabilitation and ...
	4. Encourages the State Party to continue its efforts through the implementation of the approved Permanent Plan for the Safeguarding and Valorization of the property;
	5. Requests the State Party to provide, as soon as possible and before any irreversible commitments are made, a Heritage impact assessment for the Metro station access to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies;
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39t...


	47. Qal’at al-Bahrain – Ancient Harbour and Capital of Dilmun (Bahrain) (C 1192bis)
	48. Ancient Thebes with its Necropolis (Egypt) (C 87)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	a) Raise of the underground water level;
	b) Risks of flooding (Valleys of Kings and Queens);
	c) Absence of a comprehensive Management Plan;
	d) Major infrastructure and development projects taking place or scheduled;
	e) Uncontrolled urban development;
	f) Housing and agricultural encroachment on the West Bank;
	g) Demolitions in the villages of Gurna on the West Bank of the Nile and transfer of the population.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Management plan
	b) Implementation of conservation projects at the property

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.48
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.50, adopted at its 36th session (Saint Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes the information provided by the State Party on the implementation of projects at the property and urges the State Party to reduce interventions at the property to only essential stabilization works until the integrated management plan is full...
	4. Reiterates its request to the State Party, in accordance to Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, to provide detailed information on the planning and design of proposed and on-going projects, in particular those related to infrastructure dev...
	5. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39th ses...


	49. Historic Cairo (Egypt) (C 89)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Rise of the underground water level;
	b) Dilapidated infrastructure;
	c) Neglect and lack of maintenance;
	d) Overcrowded areas and buildings;
	e) Uncontrolled development;
	f) Absence of a comprehensive Urban Conservation Plan;
	g) Absence of an integrated socio-economic revitalization plan linking the urban and the socio-cultural fabric of the city core.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.49
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.51, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Regrets that the State Party did not submit a revised draft of the retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value or clarification of the boundaries for the property and reiterates its request to the State Party for their submission;
	4. Notes with concern the information provided by the State Party and the UNESCO Urban Regeneration of Historic Cairo Project (URHC) team on the alarming situation of the state of conservation of the property;
	5. Strongly urges the State Party to ensure that measures are taken as soon as possible to stop illegal construction and to protect the archaeological areas;
	6. Also urges the State Party to establish appropriate management mechanisms and prepare a management plan for the property;
	7. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to evaluate the state of conservation of the property and potential threats to its Outstanding Universal Value;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, a report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38th session...


	50. Petra (Jordan) (C 326)
	UYear of inscription on the List of World Heritage
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	USD 1 million from the Italian Fund-in-Trust
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	13Ta)  Lack of management plan for the property;
	13Tb)  Lack of clear boundary delimitations and buffer zone.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Management arrangements and resources for operation
	b) Risk management plan for the property
	c) Integrated conservation plan
	d) Archaeological excavations
	e) Buffer zone for the property
	f) Other issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.50
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.49, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Acknowledges the information provided by the State Party on the implementation of conservation and management measures to address existing conditions at the property;
	4. Urges the State Party to sustain on-going efforts, with particular attention to the following:
	a) Finalise the delineation of the buffer zone and develop adequate regulatory measures to ensure its protection, and submit a minor boundary modification proposal by 1 February 2014 for review by the World Heritage Committee at its 38th session in 2014,
	b) Finalise the Petra Conservation Plan and develop a comprehensive Management Plan for the property, building on previous documents and ensuring synergies with existing planning initiatives; ensure official endorsement of existing plans (e.g. Operati...
	c) Finalise the development of the Disaster Risk Reduction Plan and secure the necessary resources for its implementation, prioritising the stabilization of the Siq,
	d) Finalise the development of a visitor management strategy, including regulations for public use, in consideration of the carrying capacity of the property,
	e) Identify priority capacity building needs and implement the necessary measures to address them,
	f) Ensure that Heritage Impact Assessments, in relation to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, are carried out for development works foreseen, and submit, in accordance to Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, project proposals and...

	5. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39th ses...


	51. Um er-Rasas (Kastrom Mefa’a) (Jordan) (C 1093)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Unstable structures and lack of security;
	b) Lack of comprehensive conservation plan;
	c) Lack of management structure and plan;
	d) Important tourism development project with new constructions.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Stylite tower
	b) Management Plan
	c) Monitoring (other than the one relating to the Stylite tower)
	d) Public access and use

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.51
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.50, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Takes note of the progress in the implementation of conservation and monitoring measures at the Stylite tower and requests the State Party to provide additional technical details about these measures to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the ...
	4. Urges the State Party to complete the management plan which must include a comprehensive conservation plan as well as an archaeological research policy and a public use plan;
	5. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a progress report on the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39th session in 2015.


	52. Tyre (Lebanon) (C 299)
	UYear of inscription on the List of World Heritage
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	a) Major, and often illegal, urban development;
	b) Major highway development near the property and the redevelopment of the port;
	c) Unplanned tourism development;
	d) Lack of management and conservation plans;
	e) Insufficient maintenance.

	UIllustrative material
	c) Coordination mechanisms and management system for the property
	d) Legislative framework and regulatory measures
	e) Documentation and inventory
	f) New infrastructure developments

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.52
	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...


	53. Archaeological Site of Cyrene (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (C 190)
	54. Rock-Art Sites of Tadrart Acacus (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (C 287)
	55. Ancient Ksour of Ouadane, Chinguetti, Tichitt and Oualata (Mauritania) (C 750)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Socio-economic and climatic changes;
	b) Gradual abandonment of the towns;
	c) Transformations made to houses affecting their authenticity;
	d) Tourism pressure;
	e) No technical conservation capacities;
	f) No management mechanism (including legal);
	g) Lack of human and financial resources;
	h) Weak institutional coordination.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.55
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.56, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the establishment of the national conservation programme and the enhancement of the cultural and natural heritage of the Ancient Towns and the creation of a fund to finance all the conservation activities and enhancement of the property,
	4. Also notes the progress achieved by the State Party in the implementation of some of its recommendations;
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to transmit to the World Heritage Centre a technical report on the restoration of the Tichitt Mosque and details of its conservation projects for the Town;
	6. Encourages the State Party to pursue its action in directly involving the local populations in the sustainable management of the ksour;
	7. Urges the State Party to complete the Management and Conservation Plan of the property, through an International Assistance request, If need be;
	8. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the implementation of the above points.


	56. Gebel Barkal and the Sites of the Napatan Region (Sudan) (C 1073)
	57. World Heritage properties of Syria
	58. Old City of Sana’a (Yemen) (C 385)

	ASIA-PACIFIC
	59. Historic Centre of Macao (China) (C 1110)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	January 2009: Joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1110/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Overall strategy for the protection of cultural heritage, including a Management Plan
	b) Legal and planning instruments
	c) Administrative collaborations and procedures
	d) Statement of  Outstanding Universal Value

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.59
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.64, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Takes note of the progress made in addressing the continuing inadequacy of the current management system in providing effective protection of, and addressing potential threats to, the attributes that  maintain the Outstanding Universal Value of the...
	4. Also takes note of the State Party’s efforts to establish appropriate legal and planning instruments to protect, inter alia, the visual linkages between the inscribed property and the wider urban landscape and seascape of Macao;
	5. Requests the State Party to finalise the Management Plan by 1 February 2015 in compliance with the new Macao Heritage Law, the correlated new Urban Planning Law and other legal and planning instruments, and to submit the plan to the World Heritage ...


	60. Ancient Building Complex in the Wudang Mountains (China) (C 705)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	N/A

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Proposed lift-up project of Yuzhen Palace at the property.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/705U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	Other matters

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.60
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 28 COM 15B.62, adopted at its 28th session (Suzhou, 2004),
	3. Notes with concern that a project to raise the Yuzhen Palace above the levels of the raised Danjiangkou Reservoir was planned in 2007 and implemented since 2012 without details being provided to the World Heritage Committee,  in accordance with Par...
	4. Also notes that as result of the project, the Yuzhen Palace will become an island within the enlarged reservoir instead of being connected to the foot of the mountain, and that its relationship with the landscape and with other buildings within the...
	5. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM reactive monitoring mission to assess the potential negative impact of the project on the Outstanding Universal Value, including authenticity and integrity of the proper...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38t...


	61. Group of Monuments at Hampi (India) (C 241)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of an operational site management plan;
	b) Lack of traffic regulations limiting heavy duty vehicular traffic;
	c) Construction project for two cable-suspended bridges in the property.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Demolition and removal of the remaining debris, pillars and carriageway of the collapsed bridge
	b) Appropriate decisions of a new more suitable location for a vehicular bridge outside the current and possible future boundaries of the property
	c) Proposal for the extension of the buffer zone boundaries of the property
	d) Completed Integrated Management Plan together with a synthesis and a prioritisation of existing recommendations and intentions
	e) Confirmation that the finalized and approved Integrated Management Plan is fully resourced, and will be implemented;
	f) Demolition of encroachments at Hampi Bazaar
	g) Other conservation issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.61
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.66 adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Acknowledges the steps taken by the State Party to address the removal of debris of the collapsed bridge and the relocation of the vehicular bridge outside of the property and urges the authorities to provide a timetable for the completion of these...
	4. Expresses its concern about the slow progress made with regard to the finalisation, adoption and implementation of the Integrated Management Plan (IMP), despite the efforts invested since 2005, and reiterates its request to the State Party to:
	a) Submit to the World Heritage Centre the completed Integrated Management Plan together with a synthesis and a prioritisation of existing recommendations and intentions, for review by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies,
	b) Provide information on sustainable funding sources for the finalized and approved IMP, as well as an implementation plan;

	5. Also acknowledges the information provided by the State Party concerning the demolition works in the Hampi bazaar area following a decision of the High Court of Karnataka and the compensation scheme for affected families;
	6. Recommends the State Party to elaborate, in close cooperation with the local community, a strategy and action plan for the bazaar area to:
	a) Develop within the IMP necessary legal and planning tools to prevent any further encroachments at the Hampi bazaar,
	b) develop a conservation strategy for the protection of the historic mandapas near the Virupaksha temple, in line with the IMP.

	7. Requests the State Party to invite a joint ICOMOS/ICCROM reactive monitoring mission to the property to consider the progress achieved in the implementation of the 2007 reactive monitoring mission recommendations and the previous Committee Decisions;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39th session in 2015.


	62. Meidan Emam, Esfahan (Islamic Republic of Iran) (C 115)
	63. Masjed-e Jame of Isfahan (Islamic Republic of Iran) (C 1397)
	64. Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi (Kazakhstan) (C 1103)
	65. Kathmandu Valley (Nepal) (C 121)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	Total amount granted: USD 374,287 (1980 to 2006) for technical co-operation

	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Uncontrolled urban development resulting in the loss of traditional urban fabric, in particular privately-owned houses;
	b) Lack of coordinated management mechanism;
	c) Construction of forest road, project for tunnel road in Pashupati Monument Zone;
	d) Project for the extension of the Kathmandu International Airport.

	UIllustrative material
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/121U39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision 37 COM 7B.65
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.66, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the State Party’s progress in finding an alternative route for the new Tilganga-Tamranganga tunnel and road;
	4. Encourages the State Party to submit details of alternative routes for the road to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies, at the earliest opportunity, preferably at the concept stage and before irreversible commitments are made;
	5. Notes the adoption of ecological measures to manage environmental damage in the Mrigasthali deer park and on the route of the abandoned road through the Pashupati Monument Zone;
	6. Also welcomes the progress with review and update of the 2007 Integrated Management Plan (IMP); the Disaster Risk Management Plan; and the formulation of regulations to ensure that Heritage Impact Assessments (HIAs) are produced for all significant...
	7. Also notes the considerable conservation efforts evident in the list of recent projects undertaken, the awareness of and adherence to good conservation principles and the monitoring by the Department of Archaeology;
	8. Regrets that the HIA of the new electric crematorium concurrently under construction in the Pashupati Monument Zone, was not undertaken on time to improve its design and position, especially with regard to the 30m high chimney which will have an ad...
	9. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies, a scheme of mitigation of the impact of the crematorium chimney, including its position, colour and fabric, potential for screening and assurances t...
	10. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies:
	a) Information concerning verification of the closure of the abandoned road,
	b) Information on progress on the review of the IMP and the development of a Disaster Risk Management Plan,
	c) HIAs of all significant development proposals in the property, including visitor and parking provisions mentioned in the Pashupati Master Plan, the extension to the airport and the route of the new road, and of any major conservation or reconstruct...

	11. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its...


	66. Historical Monuments at Makli, Thatta (Pakistan) (C 143)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Total amount granted: USD 30,000 from UNESCO Regular Programme Funds for condition survey of Jam Nizzammuddin tomb (2011).
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Significant decay of the property caused by local climatic conditions and alluvial erosion;
	b) Stability of the foundations (earth mechanics) of the Jam Nizamuddin tomb;
	c) Lack of definition of boundaries of the property and buffer zone of the necropolis;
	d) Lack of monitoring.

	UIllustrative material
	See page 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/143U39T  and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a)  Conservation actions
	Annexed to the state of conservation report is a condition report providing an analysis of the general factors impacting the conservation and protection of property together with future actions proposed to address the issues. This document is similar ...
	The State Party also reports that a strategy has been developed to prevent Internally Displaced People (IDP) to take shelter within the property. Recent heavy rain falls in lower Sindh have led to the displacement of people but they have been accommod...
	b)  Preparation of the Comprehensive Master Plan
	The State Party reports that this action is included in the “PC-I” developed for the property. The planning process is underway and expected to be completed by March 2013 for subsequent approval by the authorities. The report includes the objectives o...
	c)  Boundaries of the property
	As part of the planning process, the boundaries of the inscribed property and its buffer zone will be identified and adequate regulatory measures defined to ensure the adequate protection and management of the property. The State Party report includes...
	13Td)  Conservation of Tomb of Jam Nizamuddin
	13Te)  Management of the property

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.66
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.66, adopted at its 36th session (SaintPetersburg, 2012),
	3. Acknowledges the efforts made by the State Party in addressing the conservation issues of the property but expresses its concerns that significant threats to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property have yet to be fully addressed;
	4. Encourages the State Party to invite an ICOMOS/ICCROM advisory mission to the property to assist in the following:
	a) Develop a comprehensive programme for conservation and stabilisation of the most threatened monuments,
	b) Finalise the boundaries of the property and its buffer zones,
	c) Define the objectives of a Management Plan for the property to address critical issues, including disaster risk management and public use,
	d) Elaborate a capacity building strategy with a view to reinforcing national capacity in the field of heritage conservation and management;

	5. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39t...


	67. Old Town of Galle and its Fortifications (Sri Lanka) (C 451)
	68. Historic Centre of Bukhara (Uzbekistan) (C 602rev)
	69. Samarkand – Crossroads of Cultures (Uzbekistan) (C 603rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	April 2005: UNESCO Tashkent Office/ICOMOS expert mission; March 2006: UNESCO Tashkent Office/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission; October 2006: World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS mission; December 2007: Word Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission...

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of strategic approach to urban conservation;
	b) Lack of a proper management plan;
	c) Detrimental impact of new roads;
	d) Conservation of urban fabric.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/603U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Management Plan
	b) Draft Traffic Scheme
	c) Conservation projects within the State Programme up to 2015

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.69
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.69, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Acknowledges the submission of the Management Plan and commends the efforts by State Party to address the issues affecting the property;
	4. Considers that the management framework and conservation principles for restoration and conservation presented in the Management Plan provide a clear and sound basis for preservation of the property and its buffer zone;
	5. Urges the State Party to officially adopt the Management Plan and secure adequate human and financial resources to ensure its implementation;
	6. Takes note of the development of the draft traffic scheme that is a crucial project for the city and recommends on-going dialogue between the State Party and the Advisory Bodies as the project evolves further;
	7. Notes that construction and infrastructure projects are anticipated within the framework of the traffic scheme and the Management Plan and reiterates that the World Heritage Committee shall be notified prior to any major restorations or new constru...
	8. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2015 an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39th sessi...



	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	70. Historic Centres of Berat and Gjirokastra (Albania) (C 569bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/569U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Illegal constructions
	b) Management Systems
	c) Development of detailed monitoring indicators related to Outstanding Universal Value
	d) Fire prevention strategy
	e) Archaeological excavation programme for development projects
	f) Development of a Tourism Strategy, Gjirokastra
	g) Restoration work at the Berat Castle

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:   37 COM 7B.70
	The World Heritage Committee,
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.82, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Notes the details of illegal buildings provided by the State Party for both Berat and Gjirokastra, and expresses its serious concern about its scale in Gjirokastra and the lack of progress in developing and implementing an Action Plan to deal with ...
	4. Also notes the lack of adequate legal tools that would stop illegal interventions, urges the State Party to approve and implement the ‘Regulation for the Historic Centre of Berat and its buffer zone’ as soon as possible, and requests it to introduc...
	5. Further notes the report of the 2012 ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission and that the two historic cities of Berat and Gjirokastra are not managed as a single property and also urges the State Party to put in place as soon as possible an over-archin...
	6. Stresses the need for the State Party to underpin the management of the property, and particularly the processes of monitoring and controlling development, by a clearer articulation of the attributes of Outstanding Universal Value and by a focused ...
	7. Also requests the State Party to address urgently the need for further fire hydrants to be provided at Gjirokastra and for those parts of Berat not covered by the on-going EU-funded project;
	8. Encourages the State Party to continue measures to raise awareness of World Heritage status amongst local communities in Berat and Gjirokastra;
	9. Further requests the State Party to provide to the World Heritage Centre details of the second phase of work at Berat Castle, taking into account the mission’s views, in advance of project approval, for review by the Advisory Bodies in line with Pa...
	10. Further urges the State Party to address all the recommendations of the reactive monitoring mission and implement the recommended Action Plan, by the end of 2014, in order to reverse the decline within the property and ensure its vulnerabilities d...
	11. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014 and 1 February 2015 respectively, updated reports on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	71. World Heritage properties of Vienna (Austria)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria

	Palace and Gardens of Schönbrunn: (i) (iv)
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision 37 COM 7B.71
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35COM 7B.84 adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Notes that a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to the property took place in September 2012 and requests the State Party to implement the recommendations of the mission;
	4. Takes note of the information provided by the State Party concerning a new project proposed in and around the Intercontinental Hotel, also notes the proactive and participatory approach selected, as well as the aim to reduce the height of older str...
	5. Regrets the remaining visual impact of the developments at Vienna Main Train Station on the immediate and wider setting of the properties and also requests the State Party to endorse planning policies, in particular through amending item 46 of Vien...
	6. Further requests the State Party to integrate standard requirements for comprehensive visual impact assessments in relation to the Outstanding Universal Value of the properties in its urban planning policies (including regulations for night-time im...
	7. Requests furthermore the State Party to inform, in conformity with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, the World Heritage Centre of any additional urban development projects as well as amendments to current projects that may have a negativ...
	8. Finally requests the State Party to provide a report to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above.


	72. Historic Centre of the City of Salzburg (Austria) (C 784)
	73. Ancient City of Nessebar (Bulgaria) (C 217)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of a management plan (issue resolved);
	b) Urban development pressure;

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/217/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Management system for the property
	b) Regulations for tourism activities and components of urban infrastructure
	c) Monitoring of the property

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:   37 COM 7B.73
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.87, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Welcomes the progress made by the State Party in the implementation of its previous decisions and urges the State Party to adopt and implement the Management Plan;
	4. Takes note of the results of the November 2012 ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to the property and requests the State Party to implement its recommendations, in particular:
	a) Approve effective legislative and regulatory measures, including those for new construction and development, for the management of the buffer zone and the surrounding sea coastline and for the regulation of tourism activities,
	b) Maintain the moratorium on any new constructions within the World Heritage property, its buffer zone and at the surrounding sea coastline until the development and approval of an Urban Master Plan and a Conservation Plan,
	c) Strengthen the protection status of the sea coastline and include mandatory heritage impact assessments for proposed developments,
	d) Make operational the proposed management system, including adequate staffing and resources for the implementation of the proposed projects,
	e) Implement priority conservation and maintenance works, as identified in the Management Plan, for the historic buildings and archaeological sites, and prepare a technical manual for conservation, rehabilitation and restoration,
	f) Develop capacity building activities for all professional staff involved with the conservation, protection and management of the property;

	5. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above.


	74. Prehistoric Sites and Decorated Caves of the Vézère Valley (C 85)
	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/85U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Research and Recording
	The report details the research and work undertaken over the past two years on establishing better understanding of the problems of mould and bacterial spores in the caves. Strictly limited access to the most important caves has resulted in a stabilis...
	Further non-invasive studies of the colour of the paintings by automatic means, specially designed for the site and thereby reducing human presence in the caves, have been embarked upon to ensure the constant condition of the rock walls. The 2009 stud...
	b) Public Awareness and Communication
	A website for the purpose of sharing information within the Scientific Council has been set up and a project to make available all documentation deriving from the studies is commencing in 2013. Meetings of the scientific community, seminars and papers...
	c) Protection and Isolation of the Hill
	The State Party reports progress on the work towards removing unsightly infrastructure from the hill and the protection of setting, while still allowing public appreciation – this year 250,000 visitors came to the reconstruction of Lascaux II. The 201...
	d) The Scientific Council
	This independent and international council has met on eleven occasions since its inauguration by the Minister of Culture and Communications in 2010. It has various sub-groups responsible for specific functions. Independent from the Ministry of Culture...

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.74
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.92, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Welcomes the important progress in identifying micro-organisms responsible for the mould outbreak, and in stabilising of the atmospheric conditions through limiting access;
	4. Notes that these steps forward will be followed by further work on the hydro-climatic conditions starting in 2013, for the recording and mapping of areas most severely affected, which could lead to development of measures being developed to control...
	5. Commends the State Party for the significant improvements in communicating both results of its research to the scientific community and the educational aspects to the general public by means of publication, websites and exhibitions;
	6. Also notes the progress made by the State Party towards the removal of undesirable infrastructure from the property and its replacement with new roads and car parks further from the focus of the property,
	7. Further notes the enhancement of the system of management of the caves;
	8. Requests the State Party to provide details of the proposed new developments at the property, especially the development of the new reconstruction, new road and car park with appropriate Heritage Impact Assessments before their implementation, in a...
	9. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its ...


	75. Upper Middle Rhine Valley (Germany) (C 1066)
	76. Budapest, including the Banks of the Danube, the Buda Castle Quarter and Andrássy Avenue (Hungary) (C 400bis)
	77. Archaeological Areas of Pompei, Herculaneum and Torre Annunziata (Italy) (C 829)
	78. Portovenere, Cinque Terre and the Islands (Palmaria, Tino and Tinetto) (Italy) (C 826)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Floods, landslides

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Damages caused by floods
	b) Main challenges for the property and management priorities
	c) Reducing the impact of potential natural disasters

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision 37 COM 7B.78
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.77 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the emergency response provided by the State Party and commends the authorities for the steps undertaken for the safeguarding of the property;
	4. Notes that a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS advisory mission to the property, invited by the State Party, took place in October 2012;
	5. Requests the State Party to implement the recommendations of the mission and more particularly:
	a) Review the management system for the entire property, involving all the stakeholders, including local communities and focusing on the necessity to face the increasing socio-economic pressure, with a living landscape approach that recognizes and pro...
	b) Revise the Management Plan and incorporate within it a sustainable tourism strategy for the property, and an integrated risk management strategy,
	c) Define a buffer zone for the appropriate protection of the wider landscape and officially submit the proposal to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, in accordance with Paragraphs 163-165 of the Operational Guidelines;

	6. Also requests the State Party to carry out Heritage Impact Assessment studies on the major recuperation and improvement projects in the property, including the construction of the tunnel and the project to upgrade the public spaces in the Municipal...
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above.


	79. Alto Douro Wine Region (Portugal) (C 1046)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	13TApril 2011: ICOMOS advisory mission; July/August 2012: joint 13TWorld Heritage Centre13T/ICOMOS/IUCN reactive monitoring mission

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Construction of a hydro-electric dam at Foz Tua

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1046U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Overall state of conservation and management
	b) Foz Tua Hydro-Electric Dam Project
	c) Other issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.79
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.81, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the conclusions and recommendations of the joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/IUCN reactive monitoring mission, and thanks the Director-General of UNESCO for endorsing the recommendations of the mission;
	4. Notes with satisfaction the comprehensive documentation provided by the State Party in response to the mission’s recommendations;
	5. Requests the State Party to continue to implement the recommendations of the joint reactive monitoring mission regarding the Foz Tua Hydro-Electric Dam project and in particular to:
	a) Provide the Environmental Impact Assessment for the high voltage transmission lines by 1 September 2013 to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies, before any decision on their trajectory is taken,
	b) Suspend further excavation of the navigation channel until hydraulic studies have been finalized and demonstrate that its lay-out is satisfactory in respect to its impact on the flow of the River Douro;

	6. Also requests the State Party to submit the revised World Heritage Management Plan of the Alto Douro Wine Region by 1 February 2014 for review by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies;
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above.


	80. Kizhi Pogost (Russian Federation) (C 544)
	81. Historic Centre of the City of Yaroslav (Russian Federation) (C 1170)
	82. Cultural and Historic Ensemble of the Solovetsky Islands (Russian Federation) (C 632)
	83. Kremlin and Red Square, Moscow (Russian Federation) (C 545)
	84. Cathedral, Alcázar and Archivo de Indias in Seville (Spain) (C 383 rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	1987
	UCriteria
	(i) (ii) (iii) (vi)
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Progress with Special Protection Plans, buffer zone and protection of the wider setting
	b) Details of all major building projects that might impact on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV)
	c) Other matters

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:  37 COM 7B.84
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.88, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes the progress with finalising and approving Special Protection Plans for sectors of the Conjunto Histórico, due for completion in 2013;
	4. Also notes that the buffer zone will be completely covered by these Plans which should provide it with adequate protection;
	5. Further notes that for the wider setting, the local authorities will be tasked with establishing adequate control measures for new constructions;
	6. Considers that impact assessments for new constructions which can potentially impact the Outstanding Universal Value should be carried out in line with the ICOMOS Guidance on Heritage Impact Assessments;
	7. Takes note that no collaboration with ICOMOS has so far been undertaken on studies necessary to avoid further high-rise buildings that would impact adversely on the Outstanding Universal Value, but notes furthermore the  request made by the State P...
	8. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a progress report on the implementation of the above.


	85. Historic Areas of Istanbul (Turkey) (C 356)
	86. Neolithic Site of Çatalhöyük (Turkey) (C 1405)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance:
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	13TUPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of completed integrated management plan (issue resolved)
	b) Lack of a financial strategy

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1405U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Finalization and implementation of the Management Plan
	b) Defining, besides the Çatalhöyük Research Project, the national and local entities responsible for the custody of the inventories and documentation on the property
	c) Including amongst the monitoring indicators, the evaluation of environmental and climatic impacts, as well as those related to the effects of agriculture, tourism or other developments, which might affect the property
	d) Financial strategy for the conservation and maintenance of the property

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.86
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 8B.36, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the progress made by the State Party in updating the Management Plan;
	4. Urges the State Party to:
	a) Elaborate further the actions listed in the Management Plan, including suitable monitoring indicators to enable the State Party to monitor the conservation and management of the property adequately,
	b) Provide assurance that the legal underpinning of the Plan is secured, and
	c) Provide a more detailed financial strategy to ensure that adequate funding is in place for all necessary actions;

	5. Requests the State Party to proceed with the necessary final approval for the management plan, taking into account the above mentioned request, and to provide three printed and electronic copies to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2014, for ...


	87. L'viv – the Ensemble of the Historic Centre (Ukraine) (C 865bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/865/U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision:   37 COM 7B.87
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.113, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Acknowledges the halting of the development of the Citadel and Bernadine monastery, the adoption of the Integrated Concept for the Redevelopment of the Centre of L´viv and of the Regulations for placing announcements in the city of L’viv, and the c...
	4. Takes note of the 2012 reactive monitoring mission and urges the State Party to implement its recommendations and more particularly, address pressing conservation and management issues through the following:
	a) Formalise the statutory basis for measures of protection of the city’s Historic Zone, the property and buffer zone, and ensure that development projects are supported by adequate archaeological investigation and recording,
	b) Establish regulations for restoration and redevelopment, underpinned by detailed studies of the attributes contributing to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and introduce a system of Visual Impact Studies for new development proposals,
	c) Establish a management body, with wide representation to include non-governmental organisations, to oversee the management of the property,
	d) Prepare a Strategic Management Plan for the property and its buffer zone, including provisions for zoning with specific area plans for important ensembles, for archaeological conservation and for traffic management;

	5. Also urges the State Party to halt work on developments at the Hotel complex (Fedorova 23-15), at the Residence of the Minister of Interior (Krivonosa 1) and at the Residential complex (Dovboucha 15), allowing the development of Heritage Impact Ass...
	6. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, in conformity with the Operational Guidelines, Paragraph 172, details of all new major developments within the property, with appropriate Heritage Impact Assessments, for review by th...
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the State of Conservation of the property and the progress on the implementation of the above for examination by the World Heritage Co...


	88. Kiev: Saint-Sophia Cathedral and Related Monastic Buildings, Kiev-Pechersk Lavra (Ukraine) (C 527 bis)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Urban development pressure;
	b) High-rise buildings that could compromise the panorama of the historical monastic Dnieper river landscape;
	c) Lack of legal protection and planning mechanisms;
	d) Lack of management system and mechanisms of coordination between all stakeholders including the City Municipality.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/527U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.88
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.90, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes that a moratorium on all high-rise and non-conforming buildings is under consideration by Kiev City Council and supported by the Ministry of Culture and reiterates its request to the State Party to implement such moratorium and to take all ne...
	4. Also notes the decision by the State Party to undertake an independent expert assessment of the overall monastic Dnieper river landscape as a basis for planning and impact assessment, and requests the State Party to complete and submit the assessme...
	5. Expresses its concern that proposals are being considered to clad in glass the 150m building on Klovsky decent rather than modify its height as requested by the Committee at its last session and also requests the State Party to immediately halt its...
	6. Further notes the continuing progress in the development of an urban development Master Plan for Kiev, and urges the State Party to finalise and approve soon as possible;
	7. Regrets the apparent lack of progress in defining a protected historic urban area and related conservation master plan for central Kiev, and in developing special Area Plans for the property, its buffer zone, and its setting, and also reiterates it...
	8. Welcomes the placement of the World Heritage property under the direct control of a single State authority in order to create a unified system of management but also regrets that no unified management plan has been provided, and also urges the Stat...
	9. Also welcomes the State Party’s proposal to create a special national council in order to enhance collaboration between all stakeholders concerned;
	10. Further urges the State Party, in line with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, to make available detailed information on major restorations projects or new constructions which may affect the attributes that maintain the Outstanding Unive...
	11. Reminds the State Party, in line with Paragraph 110 of the Operational Guidelines and in conformity with the ICOMOS Guidelines on Heritage Impact Assessments for World Heritage cultural properties, that impact assessments for proposed intervention...
	12. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for consideration by the World Heritage Committee at i...


	89. Cornwall and West Devon Mining Landscape (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (C 1215)
	90. Westminster Palace, Westminster Abbey and Saint Margaret's Church (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (C 426bis)

	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	91. City of Potosi (Bolivia) (C 420)
	92. Tiwanaku: Spiritual and Political Centre of the Tiwanaku Culture (Bolivia, Plurinational State of) (C 567rev)
	93. Brasilia (Brazil) (C 445)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious Monitoring Missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Urban pressure that may affect the original city plan (Plano Piloto) that warranted inscription in the World Heritage List;
	b) Lack of a Master Plan.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/445U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Preservation Plan of the Brasilia Urban Area (Plano de Preservação do Conjunto Urbanístico de Brasília - PPCUB)
	b) Management system
	c) Mechanisms for approval of projects at the property
	d) Infrastructure development at the Stadium and its surroundings
	e) Regulations to prohibit the construction of new buildings in open spaces and maintenance of characteristics of each urban scale
	f) Public transportation strategy

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.93
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.97, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Acknowledges the information provided by the State Party on the progress made in the implementation of the recommendations of the 2012 reactive monitoring mission and notes with concern that the legal, technical and institutional requests were not ...
	4. Urges the State Party to:
	a) Finalize the review of the Preservation Plan of the Brasilia Urban Area (PPCUB) and ensure that adequate provisions are included to conserve and protect the attributes of the World Heritage property,
	b) Ensure that adequate regulations exist for the use of open spaces defined by the Plano in the review of the Preservation Plan of the Brasilia Urban Area (PPCUB),
	c) Formally establish and put in place the proposed Management Structure;

	5. Reiterates its requests to the State Party to submit, in accordance to Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, to the World Heritage Centre the proposals for infrastructure development at the Stadium and its surroundings, as well as those rela...
	6. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38th ses...


	94. Churches of Chiloé (Chile) (C 971)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	13TN/A

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	N/A

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/971U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Project background
	b) Project evaluation

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.94
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37COM/7B,
	2. Takes note of the comprehensive information submitted by the State Party but regrets that the information was submitted almost a year after having been requested;
	3. Deeply regrets that the shopping mall was constructed, given its negative impact on the setting and skyline of Castro;
	4. Requests the State Party to invite, as soon as possible, a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to address the following elements:
	a) The definition of the characteristics of the wider setting for all component parts, in relation to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and put in place appropriate protection, including the review of the buffer zones and regulatory mea...
	b) The review of the current protection and management arrangements for the property and the required measures to improve the legal framework and permit granting processes between types of preservation and institutional competences,
	c) The update and enforcement of legislative and regulatory measures to ensure that the defined characteristics of the wider setting are adequately protected and that new development takes into account the visual relations between the inscribed proper...
	d) The measures to mitigate the visual impact of the Castro shopping mall on the component part, including the consideration to partially demolish the upper stories so that the building does not exceed the 10 meter height indicated in the existing reg...

	5. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38t...


	95. Historic Quarter of the Seaport City of Valparaíso (Chile) (C 959rev)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	13TN/A

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	N/A

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Statement of Outstanding Universal Value
	b) The implementation of the Master Plan for Heritage Management of the World Heritage property of Valparaiso
	The State Party has submitted the final comprehensive version of the Management Plan for the World Heritage of Valparaiso, defining the monitoring system, the institutional framework and the financing strategy. One of the specific aims of the Manageme...
	c) A Master plan for the Seaport of Valparaiso and its related physical and functioning transformations
	d) The Barón Port project
	The State Party submitted legal, technical and graphic information on the project for redesigning the Barón Port area for public leisure and commercial use. The project was authorized by the Ministry of Housing and Urbanism on 18 January 2013 and by t...
	The current Puerto Barón project consists of the construction of the Mall Plaza Barón, which has a surface area of 132,808.30 mP2P, distributed over four floors and two basements. The project also includes the redesigning of Bodega Simon Bolivar, a na...
	The State Party has also submitted information on mitigation measures, including local redesigning of access for vehicles and pedestrians, as well as an evaluation on risk and prevention for tsunamis and evacuation.

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.95
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Takes note of the coordinating meeting organized by the National Monuments Council on 6 December 2012 with stakeholders and also notes the efforts made by national and municipal authorities to submit the plans and comprehensive technical documentat...
	3. Further notes the active role of the civil society in the preservation of the values of the seaport city of Valparaiso and its contribution to create a social dialogue for the conservation of the property;
	4. Notes with concern the complexity of the legal procedures for interventions, as well as the lack of clarity in the distribution of responsibilities between national and local authorities and the Ministries and National agencies involved in the pres...
	5. Urges the State Party to undertake as soon as possible a Heritage Impact Assessment to consider the impact of all the related planned projects on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property in conformity with the ICOMOS Guidelines on the ...
	6. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to assess the current state of conservation and overall management and protection of the property and the potential impacts of the different on-goin...
	7. Also requests the State Party to halt interventions in Puerto Barón and the Seaport area, until the recommendations of the mission are examined by the World Heritage Committee;
	8. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its ...


	96. Colonial City of Santo Domingo (Dominican Republic) (C 526)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the World Heritage List in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Undefined and unregulated buffer zone leading to urban development pressure and inadequate control of land use;
	b) Pressures derived from tourism;
	c) Inadequate and inefficient management and conservation arrangements (including legislation, regulatory measures, technical capacity for conservation and service infrastructure);
	d) Lack of interpretation and presentation of the property;
	e) Natural vulnerability to earthquakes and hurricanes;
	f) Deterioration of historic structures derived from natural and social factors (including environmental pollution and lack of sensitisation of local residents);
	g) SANSOUCI Urban development project.

	UIllustrative material
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Sansouci project
	b) Definition of height regulations and buffer zone for Santo Domingo East
	c) New Law for the protection, safeguarding and development of cultural heritage and regulations for archaeological investigations
	d) Strategic Plan for the Integral Revitalization of the Colonial City of Santo Domingo
	e) Management of the property
	f) Other issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.96
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.123, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Acknowledges the information provided by the State Party on the actions carried out in response to the decisions made by the World Heritage Committee and urges the State Party to continue its work, with particular attention to:
	a) Formal establishment of the buffer zone at Santo Domingo East and approval of regulations for construction heights,
	b) Approval and implementation of the Strategic Plan for the Integral Revitalization of the Colonial City of Santo Domingo,
	c) Approval of regulations for the Steering Committee to ensure that the management system becomes fully operational,
	d) Finalization of  the approval process for the new law for the protection, safeguarding and development of cultural heritage and the regulations for archaeological investigation;

	4. Encourages the State Party to submit, according to paragraphs 163-165 of the Operational Guidelines, the designated buffer zone as a minor boundary modification to allow a clear understanding for the protection of the visually sensitive areas aroun...
	5. Notes with concern the results of the view shed studies for the proposed Sansouci development at the left bank of the Ozama River and reiterates its request to develop alternative designs which take into account the attributes and scale of the insc...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit, to the World Heritage Centre the project proposal, technical specifications and heritage impact assessment for the potential subway line and associated infrastructure, for review by the Advisory Bodies prior...
	7. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38th ses...


	97. City of Quito (Ecuador) (C 2)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	March 2009: joint World Heritage Centre / ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Development pressures which impact the authenticity of the site;
	b) Weaknesses in the decision-making process regarding conservation;
	c) Works in the Tower of the Complex of the Society of Jesus

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/2U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T
	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Management of the property
	b) Interventions at the property
	c) Quito subway project
	d) Project proposals for the architectural ensemble of the Society of Jesus

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.97
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.124, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2010),
	3. Takes notes of the information provided by the State Party on the actions implemented in terms of enhancing the conservation and management of the property;
	4. Recommends that the State Party consider the implementation of the following measures:
	a) Integration of all existing planning tools into a management plan, with a clear management structure,
	b) Development of a single comprehensive conservation plan, with details on costs and timeframes for implementation at different heritage sectors, on the established guidelines and criteria for interventions on the anticipated changes in use,
	c) Development of a Heritage Impact Assessment concerning the option of a metro station at Plaza del Teatro and submission of the study to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies, before a final decision is made on the location of...
	d) Development of a heritage impact assessment, in accordance with ICOMOS Guidance on Heritage Impact Assessments for Cultural World Heritage Properties, for the proposed interventions at the architectural ensemble of the Compañía de Jesús;

	5. Also recommends that the State Party invite an ICOMOS advisory mission to evaluate the state of conservation of the property and the alternatives for location of the metro station and its related infrastructure and provide guidance on the developme...
	6. Urges the State Party to halt any process of approval or interventions on the subway station for the historic centre until an advisory mission is carried out and the World Heritage Committee examines its recommendation;
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38t...


	98. National History Park – Citadel, Sans Souci, Ramiers (Haiti) (C 180)
	99. Maya Site of Copan (Honduras) (C 129)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	UPrevious monitoring missions
	13T2003: World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission; 2005: ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission; November 2011: World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission

	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) The foreseen construction of an airport in the vicinity of the World Heritage property in a national protected area;
	b) Deterioration of construction materials due to natural decay phenomena;
	c) Risk of structural failure of archaeological complexes resulting from tunnels excavated  for archaeological purposes;
	d) Deterioration derived from uncontrolled visitation and potential to exceed carrying capacity at specific time periods;
	e) Legal issues concerning the ownership of the land in the property and its buffer zone and the delimitation of the property and its buffer zone.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/129U39T and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Construction of the Rio Amarillo Aerodrome
	b) Conservation strategy for the tunnels and conservation guidelines for interventions
	c) Management Plan
	d) Protective shelter for the Hieroglyphic Stairway
	e) Other issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.99
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.100, adopted at its 36th session (Saint Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the information provided concerning the actions being implemented for the conservation of the property, and the decision made by the State Party to proceed with the construction of the aerodrome at Rio Amarillo and requests the State ...
	4. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for review the complete cartographic information for the buffer zone of the property in the framework of the Retrospective Inventory;
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to update the Environmental Impact Assessment and carry out a Heritage Impact Assessment in conformity with ICOMOS guidance on Heritage Impact Assessments for Cultural World Heritage Properties;
	6. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies by May 2014 three printed copies in addition to an electronic copy of the updated Management Plan for the property, which should include:
	a) Zoning and regulatory measures for the different use zones, and measures taken for a coherent territorial planning, accompanied by adequate cartographic material,
	b) Public use provisions based on the results from the carrying capacity study, including detailed information on appropriate measures to ensure that no impacts occur as a result of the increased touristic visitation,
	c) Guidelines for conservation and restoration interventions, in particular concerning tunnels, as well as an action plan that includes a monitoring system for their conservation and maintenance,
	d) Final prototype of the protective shelter for the Hieroglyphic Stairs for review by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies;

	7. Requests furthermore that the State Party submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee a...


	100. Archaeological Site of Panamá Viejo and Historic District of Panamá (Panamá) (C 790bis)
	101. Historic Centre of the City of Arequipa (Peru) (C 1016)
	UYear of inscription on the World Heritage List
	UCriteria
	UYear(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger
	UPrevious Committee Decisions
	UInternational Assistance
	UUNESCO extra-budgetary funds
	UPrevious Monitoring Missions
	UFactors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	a) Lack of a Disaster Preparedness Plan;
	b) Planned and ongoing development projects which impact the Historic Centre, such as the planned construction of the Chilina Bridge;
	c) Illegal demolitions involving historic buildings;
	d) Urban sprawl.

	UIllustrative material
	See pages 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1016U39T
	and 39TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/socU39T

	UCurrent conservation issues
	a) Risk Preparedness plan for the property
	b) Delimitation of the property and definition of the buffer zone
	c) Updating of the Master Plan for the property
	d) Chilina Bridge
	e) Other issues

	UConclusion
	Draft Decision: 37 COM 7B.101
	1. Having examined Document WHC-13/37.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.104, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Takes note of the information provided by the State Party on the actions taken to implement the recommendations made by the World Heritage Committee and reiterates its concern that measures to ensure the conservation and protection of the property ...
	4. Reiterates its request to the State Party to finalize the following and to submit them to the World Heritage Centre by 30 November 2013, for evaluation:
	a) Risk Preparedness plan for the property,
	b) Delineation of the buffer zone and approval of adequate regulatory measures,
	c) Master Plan for the property in three printed copies, in addition to an electronic, to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies,
	d) Proposal for a minor boundary modification, according to the procedure established by the Operational Guidelines;

	5. Urges the State Party to finalize the management plan for the property as it has been requested by the World Heritage Committee since 2009 and submit three copies to the World Heritage Centre, for review by the Advisory Bodies by 1 February 2014;
	6. Also reiterates its request to the State Party to undertake an Environmental Impact Assessment, including Heritage Impact Assessments for the Via Troncal Interconectora project as a whole, including the assessment of potential impacts on the landsc...
	7. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2014, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38th sess...


	102. Historic Centre of Lima (Peru) (C 500bis)



	III.  OMNIBUS DECISION

