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13. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 
February 2015, a report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of 
conservation of the property, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 
39th session in 2015, with a view to considering, if the absence of the 
implementation of the above-mentioned actions is noted by the Committee at its 
39th session in 2015, the potential inscription of the property on the List of World 
Heritage in Danger. 

 

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

Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2003 

Criteria  (iii) 

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

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

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

UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds  
N/A 

Previous monitoring missions  
November 2013: ICOMOS Advisory Mission 

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

facilities and real estate projects; 
x Fragmentation of competencies and mandates by sectors and by different levels of government, as 

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

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

Current conservation issues  
An ICOMOS advisory mission visited the property in November 2013 (report available at 
http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/. Subsequently, the State Party submitted a state of 
conservation report on 3 February 2014, which reports progress in a number of conservation issues: 

x The National Urban Development Policy, adopted in 2013, will contribute to promote a more 
integral management of the property.  

x The third and final formulation phase for the Valparaíso Heritage Management Guiding Plan (DGP) 
has started. 

x A World Heritage Commission has been created to improve institutional coordination and definition 
of conservation policies. 

x A Bill for reforming the National Monuments Law has been submitted which will require the creation 
of the Regional National Council for Monuments empowered to facilitate management. 

x The Urban Technical Board has been created to coordinate territorial planning and achieve a 
comprehensive vision of the property.  

http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents
http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/assistance/
http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/intassistance
http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/
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x A Technical Board for the Historic Quarter, established with the participation of Valparaíso Port 
Enterprise, aims to coordinate the DGP with the Port Master Plan. 

Regarding the development project at Puerto Barón, it is reported that: 

x The project has been granted a building permit. 
x The responsible national authority has authorised the intervention at the Simón Bolívar warehouse.  
x Only excavation works were performed and due to archaeological findings they were stopped until 

the Archaeological Management Plan is approved.  
x The Court ruled on the temporary interruption of works after the injunction submitted by citizens’ 

organizations.  
x A decision by the Environment Superintendent’s Office is still pending on the issue of entering the 

project into the Impact Assessment System. 

The report also refers to the Expansion of Terminal 2 at the port and notes that it must be executed 
without altering the city’s heritage and environmental values and its Outstanding Universal Value 
(OUV). When the Project is submitted to the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) System, 
background information will be sent to the World Heritage Centre.  

The Advisory mission analysed the existing planning tools and the involvement of diverse 
stakeholders in conservation endeavours. It underscored however that a broader approach is needed 
for the management of the property, particularly in relation to the reconciling of development needs of 
a port city with its heritage. The management structure for the property also needs to be enhanced to 
ensure coordinated decision-making, as there are different actions with mandates over the property. In 
relation to the Puerto Baron development project, the mission noted that the project proposal entailed 
a new urban form that would rupture the urban landscape of Valparaiso but also underscored a larger 
issue, related to the future development of the heritage city and its relation with the functioning port.  

Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM 
It is noted that the State Party and the Municipality of Valparaíso has made efforts in addressing the 
state of conservation of the World Heritage property and in developing planning tools and setting up a 
regulatory framework to enhance protection and management. 

The Management Plan is considered to have an overall good technical quality but there is a need to 
embrace a broader approach to the interpretation and management of the attributes of the World 
Heritage property and, consequently, to make the necessary adjustments to take into consideration 
the cultural landscape aspects by integrating other heritage attributes related to the OUV into the 
same management structure. The Historical Urban Landscape (HUL) approach could be considered a 
source of reference to undertake this review. In its current phase, the Management Plan does not take 
into account the important cultural relations existing between the protected area and the rest of the 
city, including the port, as an integrated whole. 

It is also noted that deficiencies remain in the management to ensure that overlapping mandates are 
integrated into consistent policies for decision making for the property and its buffer zone. It is crucial 
that larger coordination exists in order to reconcile development proposals with the conservation of the 
attributes of the property. In particular, decision-making should be articulated between the national and 
municipal authorities and the Port Enterprise of Valparaiso, as well as with representatives of other 
economic sectors of the city and the civil society. This coordination should be legally adopted to 
ensure the sustainability of the management arrangements.  

The expansion projects for Terminal 2 of the Port and the Mall Plaza Barón may have a negative 
impact on the OUV of the property. Therefore, it is recommended that Environmental and Heritage 
Impact assessments be carried out to evaluate alternatives for use and land use occupation of the 
ocean border, to inform potential review and to identify mitigation actions. The review process should 
also take into account the options for public access and visits to the port precincts. 
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Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.41 

The World Heritage Committee, 

1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,  

2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.95, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),  

3. Appreciates the efforts made by the State Party to fund and organize the Advisory 
mission conducted in November 2013 and encourages it to implement the 
recommendations contained in the mission report;  

4. Takes note of the work undertaken by the national and municipal authorities, and the 
contributions from sectors of civil society, to elaborate a Management Plan and 
promote the conservation of the property and encourages the State Party to adopt a 
broader approach in the formulation of planning tools in relation to the Outstanding 
Universal Value (OUV) of the property, considering the Historic Urban Landscape 
(HUL) approach to formulate integrated policies for conservation and development; 

5. Also encourages the State Party to review the Management Plan to incorporate 
provisions for attributes related to the cultural landscape aspects of the city (such as 
the shoreline, the geographical amphitheatre, the elevators, the Bodegas Bolivar; the 
docks Espigon and Barón, important buildings in the flat area and the remains of the 
old railway system); 

6. Considering that management arrangements are insufficient, urges the State Party to 
create a management structure to ensure coordination among the main entities with 
mandates and the property and enhance decision-making for the property; 

7. Notes with concern that the expansion projects for Terminal 2 of the Port and Puerto 
Barón Mall may affect the OUV of the property and requests the State Party to halt 
interventions in Puerto Baron and the Seaport area until the Environmental and 
Heritage Impact Assessment are undertaken and submitted to the World Heritage 
Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies;  

8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 
1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the 
state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for 
examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 39th session in 2015.  
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	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
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	 Uncontrolled urban expansion;
	 Lack of an appropriate management system;
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	 Poor law enforcement;

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/668/
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	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.8
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM7B,
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	4. Also commends the State Party for the elaboration of a Tourism Management Plan and a Risk Map, which are important tools for managing the World Heritage property;
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	9. Ancient Building Complex in the Wudang Mountains (China) (C 705)
	10. Historic Ensemble of the Potala Palace, Lhasa (China) (C 707ter)
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	Criteria  (i)(iv)(vi)
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	1. Recalling Decisions 35 COM 7B.65 and 37 COM 7B.103 adopted at its 35th (UNESCO, 2011) and 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions respectively,
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	3. Regrets that the State Party has not sent to the World Heritage Centre details of the two new commercial shopping malls, ancillary car parking and drainage and road works in advance of commencement of development as requested in Decision 37 COM 7B....
	4. Notes the State Party’s assessment of the impact of the developments undertaken in response to the World Heritage Centre’s requests for information and also regrets that this assessment seems only to have been undertaken retrospectively with no evi...
	5. Requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM reactive monitoring mission to the property to consider the new development, the demolition of structures and new road and drainage work, in order to assess their impact...
	6. Notes with appreciation the copy of the Regulation on Preservation of the Old Town of Lhasa provided by the State Party (Appendix 2 in the State of conservation report), but also requests that copies of the revised Conservation Master Plan and Cons...
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, 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 ...


	11. Temple and Cemetery of Confucius and the Kong Family Mansion in Qufu (China) (C 704)
	12. Mahabodhi Temple Complex at Bodh Gaya (India) (C 1056rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2002
	Criteria  (i)(ii)(iii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1056/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Lack of co-ordinated and integrated management system;
	 Loss of character of the cultural landscape directly associated with the property and its outstanding universal value;
	 Lack of protection under national legislation.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1056/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.12
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.61, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Regrets the unfortunate incident of a bomb attack, which occurred within the property in July 2013 and commends the State Party for the measures taken to ensure the safety of visitors and the protection of the property;
	4. Notes the progress made on the previous decisions of the Committee, including the recommendations of the February 2011 World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM joint reactive monitoring mission;
	5. Requests the State Party to expedite the completion of the Management Plan, the formal adoption of the buffer zone and its regulations and to formally submit the minor boundary modification of the property;
	6. Also requests the State Party to provide an electronic version and three printed copies of the Management Plan to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies;
	7. Further requests the State Party to keep the World Heritage Centre informed on the progress made in implementing the above recommendations.


	13. Sangiran Early Man Site (C 593) (Indonesia)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1996
	Criteria  (iii)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/593/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Establishment of a new Management Board;
	 Finalisation of appropriate land-use regulations facing of development pressure;
	 Involvement of the residents as stakeholders in property management;
	 Control over sand mining.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/593/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.13
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35 COM 7B.70, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011);
	3. Notes the progress of the State Party in strengthening legislative protection and development control measures for the property through the environmental impact assessment regulations now in place for the Sragen Regency, and seeks assurance that th...
	4. Urges the State Party to establish the Integrated Management Bureau for the property to enhance coordinated management and to draw up comprehensive plans for conservation and tourism management of the property;
	5. Also notes the strategies for involving residents as stakeholders within the property and also urges the State Party to implement the remaining recommendations of the 2008 mission report as soon as possible;
	6. Further notes the policies and actions adopted to prevent illegal sand mining at the property, and the measures taken to improve cartography and interpretation of the property;
	7. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a progress report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the progress in the implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its...


	14. Cultural Landscape of Bali Province: the Subak System as a Manifestation of the Tri Hita Karana Philosophy (Indonesia) (C 1194rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List 2012
	Criteria (ii)(iii)(v)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1194/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1194/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.14
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 8B.26, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Acknowledges the information provided by the State Party on actions taken for the management of the property since June 2012;
	4. Notes with concern that the vulnerabilities of the cultural landscape that were acknowledged at the time of inscription, and the need to support the traditional practices of the subak communities through their engagement in the management of the pr...
	5. Regrets that the laudable governance structures and Management Plan developed with the nomination have not been fully put in place and implemented, and that incentives and subsidies to support prosperous rural livelihoods and strong subak instituti...
	6. Urges the State Party to operationalise the Governing Assembly which incorporates the traditional practices underpinning the property as envisaged in the Decree of 2010, as soon as possible, and include in its membership representatives of the suba...
	7. Also urges the State Party to allow the Governing Assembly to implement the approved Management Plan, as set out at the time of inscription, in order that the various multi-disciplinary Action Plans based on agreed Strategic Priorities can be deliv...
	8. Requests the State Party to consider how the various commitments for protection and management made at the time of inscription and approved by the Committee in the Statement of Outstanding Universal Value might be put into practice as soon as possi...
	9. In the light of the high potential vulnerability of the subak landscape, encourages the State Party to invite an ICOMOS/ICCROM advisory mission to the property, to be financed by the State Party, in order to consider how progress can be made in put...
	10. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by...


	15. Masjed-e Jame of Isfahan (Islamic Republic of Iran) (C 1397)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2012
	Criteria  (ii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1397/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 On-going development projects;
	 Management systems/management plan

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1397/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.15
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.63, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Notes the progress made in the revision of the Meydan-e Atiq project in response to the Committees request;
	4. Requests the State Party to develop, adopt and implement an integrated conservation and management plan, as well as to elaborate mechanisms for monitoring urban development;
	5. Reiterates its recommendation to the State Party that Heritage Impact Assessments are carried out for any future developments in the buffer zone, such as further rehabilitation of the surrounding historic bazaar, to ensure that any developments do ...
	6. Welcomes the invitation by the State Party to host the ICOMOS advisory mission, to consider how the requests of the Committee at the time of inscription have been addressed;
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, including progress made in the implementation of the above recom...


	16. Mausoleum of Khoja Ahmed Yasawi (Kazakhstan) (C 1103)
	17. Vat Phou and Associated Ancient Settlements within the Champasak Cultural Landscape (Lao People’s Democratic Republic) (C 481)
	18. Lumbini, the Birthplace of the Lord Buddha (Nepal) (C 666rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1997
	Criteria  (iii)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/666/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/666/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.18
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.64, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes the progress made in developing the Integrated Management Framework document and its Management Plan, the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), as well as conservation measures taken for the property;
	4. Also notes the awareness raising efforts undertaken by the State Party, notably in the publication of two books on Lumbini and the development of the UNDP/UNESCO brochure to raise funds for the completion of the Kenzo Tange Master Plan;
	5. Urges the State Party to adopt the Integrated Management Framework document and to continue its work on the finalization of the Integrated Management Plan/Process (IMP), and also urges the State Party to not approve any development project within t...
	6. Notes with concern the proposed development of the Lumbini World Peace City in the Greater Lumbini Area, and requests the State Party to submit detailed information on this development, and to submit information about any other proposed major resto...
	7. Encourages the State Party to develop a strategy for the protection of the larger Greater Lumbini Area and its setting, including but not limited to Tilaurakot and Ramagrama, and to further reduce industrial activity in the vicinity of the property;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	19. Fort and Shalamar Gardens in Lahore (Pakistan) (C 171)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1981
	Criteria  (i)(ii)(iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   2000 -2012
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/171/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Demolition of two of the tanks and partial demolition of a third tank of the hydraulic works of the Shalamar Gardens (issue resolved);
	 Encroachments and urban pressure;
	 Inadequate management mechanisms (including incomplete legislation, lack of financial resources);
	 Lack of definition of boundaries of the Lahore Fort and Shalamar Gardens.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/171/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.19
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7A.28, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the efforts of the State Party in addressing the state of conservation of the property and encourages it to continue to support existing management mechanisms and to secure adequate funding for sustaining conservation and maintenance actions;
	4. Requests the State Party to continue to update the Conservation Plan and submit it to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies;
	5. Also encourages the State Party to continue its efforts for the reconstitution of the training institute to ensure the long-term capacity to address the conservation and maintenance of the property;
	6. Reiterates its request to the State Party to formally submit to the World Heritage Centre a proposal for a minor boundary modification which includes a new buffer zone for the property, as well as the adopted regulatory measures, in accordance to P...
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	20. Rice Terraces of the Philippine Cordilleras (Philippines) (C 722)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1995
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)(v)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   2001 -2012
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/722/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Lack of sustainable funding for the functioning management agencies;
	 Implementation of the Conservation and Management Plan through operational arrangements;
	 Implementation of Community-Based Land Use and Zoning Plan;
	 Need for an integrated tourism Management Plan and mechanisms to control tourism related infrastructure developments;
	 Vulnerability to natural disasters.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/722/
	Current conservation issues
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.20
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.29 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Recognizing the continued progress achieved, welcomes the commitment of the State Party in sustaining conservation and management efforts at this vulnerable property;
	4. Encourages the State Party to continue with its actions based on the corrective measures identified for the property, with particular attention to the following:
	a) Integrating community based land use and zoning plans into the Master Plan to inform decision-making on the ground,
	b) Finalise the planning process for the updating of the Master Plan through a broad consultative process, and integrate provisions from adopted Ordinances and Legal Bills, and submit an electronic and three printed copies of the revised Master Plan f...
	c) Ensure broad dissemination of the results of the Master Plan and the provisions and regulations applicable for the protection and safeguarding of tangible and intangible heritage;

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


	21. Old Town of Galle and its Fortifications (Sri Lanka) (C 451)
	22. Golden Temple of Dambulla (Sri Lanka) (C 561)

	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	23. Walled City of Baku with the Shirvanshah's Palace and Maiden Tower (Azerbaijan) (C 958)
	24. Historic Centre of Brugge (Belgium) (C 996)
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/996/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.24
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 34 COM 7B.79 and 36 COM 7B.72, adopted at its 34th (Brasilia, 2010) and 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) sessions respectively,
	3. Commends the State Party for the wide range of positive initiatives that it has developed to strengthen the governance system of the property and embed it within a strategy for its wider urbanized hinterland, while respecting the Historic Urban Lan...
	4. Notes in particular that a Management Plan, based on the draft attributes of Outstanding Universal Value (OUV), has been developed and approved;
	5. Urges the State Party to finalise the retrospective Statement of OUV, in cooperation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, possibly with the help of an Advisory Mission;
	6. Also notes that no details have been provided on progress with ongoing projects such as the new national archives repository along the Predikherenrei, and also urges the State Party to provide to the World Heritage Centre the necessary information,...


	25. City of Dubrovnik (Croatia) (C 95bis)
	26. Mont-Saint-Michel and its Bay (France) (C 80bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1979
	Criteria  (i)(iii)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/80/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/80/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.26
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 35 COM 7B.91 and 36 COM 7B.74, adopted at its 35th (UNESCO, 2011) and 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) sessions respectively,
	3. Commends the State Party on the progress made in defining and strengthening the protection of the immediate and wider setting of the property, and, in particular, in developing specific visual modelling tools for addressing the impact of wind turbi...
	4. Notes with satisfaction that most recommendations of the 2011 joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring Mission related to the Pathway Bridge (pont-passerelle), car park, urban plan for the Barracks, and planting plans for the Cloister...
	5. Regrets however the decision to maintain the height of the Ford (gué) at 7.30m, instead of the 6.80m proposed by the 2011 Reactive Monitoring Mission;
	6. Also notes that a Management Plan for the property is being developed with input from ICOMOS, and that a Coordinator has been appointed for its implementation, which will include the establishment of a Coordinating Committee; and requests that the ...
	7. Urges the State Party to consider how the Security Pathway recently excavated in the rock face may have had an impact on the integrity of the property, and to implement the necessary mitigation measures.


	27. Venice and its lagoon (Italy) (C 394)
	28. Curonian Spit (Lithuania / Russian Federation) (C 994)
	29. Natural and Culturo-Historical Region of Kotor (Montenegro) (C 125)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1979
	Criteria  (i)(ii)(iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   1979-2003
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/125/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Earthquake damage
	 Lack of Management Planning/system
	 Inadequate legal system
	 Accelerated urban development and urban pressure
	 Proposed major bridge at Verige
	 Lack of buffer zone – requested since 2003

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/125/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.29
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.79 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the actions undertaken by the State Party for improving the legal and management arrangements for the property and for the implementation of the recommendations from the 2013 advisory mission;
	4. Encourages the State Party to continue its efforts with particular attention to the following;
	a) Ensure the sustained operation and resourcing of the management system, in particular of the Management Council of the Kotor Region, as a coordinating entity between different management levels,
	b) Continue with the harmonisation of planning tools to establish a clear policy framework for heritage decision-making to ensure that urbanisation and development are adequately planned for,
	c) Consider the establishment of a legal system of zones for protection with adequate regulatory regimes that include detailed provisions on the acceptable limits and rate for change, particularly in terms of specific urban development parameters in c...
	d) Conclude the Spatial Urban Plan, including the Regional Transport Strategy, and to integrate its provisions in the planning tools of all three neighbouring municipalities,
	e) Halt any building or infrastructure development projects within the property until such time as the necessary planning and management tools have been finalized and put into practice;

	5. Requests that Heritage Impact Assessments (HIAs) be undertaken for all options for the transportation connection at Verige and that project proposals under consideration, with corresponding HIAs, be submitted to the World Heritage Centre for review...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	30. Kizhi Pogost (Russian Federation) (C 544)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1990
	Criteria  (i)(iv)(v)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/544/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/544/
	Current conservation issues
	On 31 January 2014, the State Party submitted a state of conservation report, which is available at 45TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/544/documents/U45T. Progress is reported on the following:
	 Management plan: the plan was revised in 2013. It considers projects aimed at protection and conservation of the property and its environment, and provisions for sustainable development, a management scheme, and monitoring.
	 New development in the buffer zone and setting: the proposal for an administration and visitor centre has been suspended. Heritage and Environmental Impact assessments will be carried out and submitted for review. The management plan foresees the un...
	 Fire protection and security measures: overall plans have been revised and a site security system is operational. Emergency measures identified in a document “Overhaul of the outdoor fire-fighting system of the Kizhi Pogost” are being reviewed to im...
	 Restoration projects: Guiding principles for interventions are included in the management plan. Funding has been allocated to continue without interruptions, interventions at the Church of Transfiguration.
	 Legal protection: new legislation has come into force that increases administrative penalties for violation of the requirements of conservation, use and protection of cultural heritage or for failure to observe restrictions in buffer zone.
	 Protection and buffer zone: a request for a minor boundary modification was submitted in November 2013 and will be examined by the Committee under the corresponding item. The report indicates that agricultural lands and woodlands are to be granted t...
	Other actions have been implemented including continued research, and a promotion programme. Power infrastructure will be improved through underground cabling systems.

	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.30
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.80 adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Commends the State Party for its sustained actions in the implementation of recommendations made by the World Heritage Committee and the monitoring missions to the property;
	4. Takes note of the submission of the request for minor boundary modification for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 38th session under Item 8 of the Agenda;
	5. Reiterates its concern that the introduction of any new developments or tourism infrastructure will alter the historical and visual characteristics of the property and its setting, and highlights that the present balance between the natural and bui...
	6. Urges the State Party to regulate tourism pressure (including river based tourism) and to prohibit the extension of developments within the protected areas of the Kizhi Museum-Reserve and Kizhi Island;
	7. Also urges the State Party to continue its efforts with particular attention to the finalisation of the review process of the Management Plan considering the recommendations made by the ICOMOS technical review and to further clarify provisions for ...
	8. Reiterates its request that the State Party implement all correctives measures identified in 2010, and submit the revised and approved Master Plan for Kizhi Island, including strict land-use regulations for all protected areas, an Integrated Manage...
	9. Also reiterates its request that the State Party halts all proposed new developments in the buffer zone and the settings of the property, including visitor and administration facilities until these are reviewed, and requests the State Party, in acc...
	10. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by...


	31. Historic Centre of the City of Yaroslavl (Russian Federation) (C 1170)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2005
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1170/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1170/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38COM 7B.31
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 7B.84 and 37 COM 7B.81 adopted at its 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions respectively,
	3. Notes the progress made by the State Party in strengthening legislative and regulatory control to improve the protection of the property;
	4. Reiterates its concerns that inappropriate construction and/or infrastructure developments with inappropriate scale, height and mass, or incorporating non-traditional materials, impose a threat to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property ins...
	a) to finalize and adopt an appropriate legal instrument which should take into consideration the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) to restrict land use and developments within the property, with particular emphasis on the establishment of no-construc...
	b) to ensure that this legal instrument be applicable even for the projects which were already approved within the existing Urban Master Plan,
	c) to ensure that heritage impact assessments become a mandatory prior to any development;

	5. Also urges the State Party to improve the management structure of the property and to submit to the World Heritage Centre, a Management Plan along with a Conservation strategy for the property, for review by the Advisory Bodies;
	6. Strongly reiterates its request to the State Party to submit, in conformity with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, details of any proposed developments, including those reported as still awaiting implementation, such as the new bypass ro...
	7. Also notes that the excavated remains of the original bell tower of the Cathedral of the Assumption are being conserved and requests the State Party to confirm that the proposed reconstruction of the bell tower has been cancelled;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of the above points, for examination by...


	32. Cultural and Historic Ensemble of the Solovetsky Islands (Russian Federation) (C 632)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1992
	Criteria  (iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/632/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.32
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 35 COM 7B.107, 36 COM 7B.86 and 37 COM 7B.82 adopted at its 35th (UNESCO, 2011), 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions respectively,
	3. Notes the recommendations of the joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM reactive monitoring mission to the property in August 2013 and requests the State Party to give high priority to the implementation of its recommendations;
	4. Encourages the State Party to revise the Development Strategy of the Solovetsky Archipelago and its Master Plan, including all proposed projects, in order to enhance the protection of the property and to sustain its Outstanding Universal Value (OUV);
	5. Urges the State Party to pay special attention to the living religious heritage of the property by defining its legal protection status and adopting efficient regulatory and management instruments, and also requests the State Party to revise and/or...
	6. Reiterates its concern about the possible reconstruction of the monastery buildings and other major interventions in the landscape of the property given their potential impact on its OUV, and also reiterates its request to the State Party to submit...
	7. Takes note of the steps taken by the State Party to develop legal measures for the protection of World Heritage cultural properties and further reiterates its request that it develops and implements appropriate legal measures and regulations for co...
	8. Welcomes the results of the International Seminar for religious representatives involved in the management and use of the World Heritage properties (Moscow, 2013), and further encourages the State Party to share its experience with other States Par...
	9. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a progress report on the state of conservation of the property, and by 1 February 2016 a state of conservation report, on the implementation of the above, ...


	33. Kiev: Saint-Sophia Cathedral and Related Monastic Buildings, Kiev-Pechersk Lavra (Ukraine) (C 527 bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1990
	Criteria  (i)(ii)(iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/527/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/527/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38COM 7B.33
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 35 COM 7B.112, 36 COM 7B.90 and 37 COM 7B.88, adopted at its 35th (UNESCO, 2011), 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions respectively,
	3. Acknowledges the detailed information provided by the State Party on the progress made in the implementation of its previous decisions;
	4. Reiterates its regret that the building on Klovsky descent has been completed despite the requests made at its previous sessions, and that, instead of modifying its height, mitigation through a lighting effect is envisaged, and also reiterates its ...
	5. Urges the State Party to finalize and adopt documents, regulations and measures specified in all its previous decisions to prevent any inappropriate development and potential threats to the property’s Outstanding Universal Value (OUV);
	6. Also urges the State Party to complete development and ratification of the new cultural heritage legislation and the plans for the protection of the buffer zone, to complete and issue the Urban Master Plan, including zoning regulations with particu...
	7. Encourages the State Party to continue its efforts with the finalization of the Management Plan taking into account the recommendations made by the ICOMOS technical review and to clarify methods of implementation, and requests the World Heritage Ce...
	8. Also requests the State Party to ensure the implementation of the Management Plan by a qualified management team underpinned by effective consultation with local stakeholders, specialists and conservation experts;
	9. Also encourages the State Party to continue monitoring, conservation and repair works within the property, and, in particular, the stabilisation work on the Varangian caves;
	10. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2016, a progress report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	34. Cornwall and West Devon Mining Landscape (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (C 1215)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2006
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1215/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1215/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.34
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B;
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 7B.94 and 37 COM 7B.89, adopted at its 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions respectively,
	3. Notes the information provided by the State Party in January 2014;
	4. Takes note of the recommendations of the joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM reactive monitoring mission to the property in October 2013 and requests the State Party to give highest priority to the implementation of its recommendations;
	5. Expresses its concern at the recent flooding at the property caused by severe weather, and also notes the commitment of the State Party to repair resulting damage;
	6. Encourages the State Party, Cornish Mining World Heritage Site Partnership Board, the Cornish Mining World Heritage Site Management Office, and the three local councils that constitute the main agencies in the management system of the serial proper...
	7. Further notes that mining at South Crofty will most likely not proceed for some time and calls on the State Party to request a design revision for the ensemble of buildings, based on a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA), in conformity with the ICOMOS...
	8. Strongly regrets that the State Party has not complied with the requests made in Decisions 36 COM 7B.94 and 37 COM 7B.89 to halt the supermarket development project at Hayle Harbour, and reiterates its urgent request to the State Party to immediate...
	9. Considers that the implementation of the supermarket project at Hayle Harbour constitutes a threat to the OUV of the property and that the property is in danger in conformity with Chapter IV.B of the Operational Guidelines, and decides to inscribe ...
	10. Also requests the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to develop corrective measures and a timeframe for their implementation, along with a proposal for the Desired state of conservation for the rem...
	11. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	35. Tower of London (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (C 488)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1988
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/488/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Construction proposals in the immediate vicinity of the Tower of London that could harm the setting, related vistas and integrity of the World Heritage property;
	 Lack of an in-depth visual impact study on possible impacts of development projects, as well as the lack of an approved management plan;
	 Lack of protection of the immediate surroundings of the Tower of London through an adequate and commonly agreed buffer zone.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/488/
	Current conservation issues
	Draft Decision:   38 COM 7B.35
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 35 COM 7B.114 and 36 COM 7B.91, adopted at its 35th (UNESCO, 2011) and 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) sessions respectively,
	3. Also recalling the results of the joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission of December 2011,
	4. Takes note of the State Party’s efforts to strengthen the planning framework through guidance documents and enhanced coordination of the relevant planning authorities;
	5. Requests the State Party to ensure that, in line with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, any planned larger-scale projects in the immediate and wider setting of the World Heritage property be submitted to the World Heritage Centre as soon...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre the revised Management Plan of the World Heritage property as soon as available;
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, for review by the Advisory Bodies.


	36. Westminster Palace, Westminster Abbey and Saint Margaret's Church (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (C 426bis)
	37. New Lanark (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (C 429rev)

	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	38. City of Potosi (Plurinational State of Bolivia) (C 420)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1987
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/420/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/420/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.38
	1. Having examinated Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.91, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Acknowledges the efforts made by the State Party in the stabilization of the summit of Cerro Rico and regrets that Article 6 of Supreme Decree 27787 of October 2004 was not modified and the moratorium on all explorations between altitudes 4400 m an...
	4. Notes with concern that stabilization interventions have been halted and urges the State Party to evaluate the preliminary results obtained, to define a revised strategy and timeframe for completion of the project, and to submit to the World Herita...
	5. Notes the result of the reactive monitoring mission to the property and endorses its recommendations and encourages the State Party to implement them;
	6. Also encourages the State Party to reinforce the Inter-institutional Committee and the Emergency Committee to expand their policy framework beyond issues pertaining to Cerro Rico to address all the components of property;Requests the State Party to...
	7. Also notes with concern that conservation interventions have not been sustained and that no effective management system is currently in place, and also urges the State Party to develop an integrated and participatory Management Plan that includes a...
	8. Also requests the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, 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 o...
	9. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at it...


	39. Tiwanaku: Spiritual and Political Centre of the Tiwanaku Culture (Bolivia, Plurinational State of) (C 567rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2000
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/567/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/567/
	Current conservation issues
	On 31 January 2014, the State Party submitted a State of conservation report, which is available at 45TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/567/documents/U45T. Progress is reported on the following:
	 Conservation and management plan: an executive director has been appointed for the Research Centre, Archaeological, Anthropological and Management Tiwanaku (CIAAAT) who is expected to carry the development of these plans forward. Negotiations are cu...
	 Management arrangements: the director for CIAAAT has been appointed and the board of directors has approved the management structure. No information is provided on whether resources have been allocated for the CIAAAT and approved staff to become ful...
	 Buffer zone: the State Party reports that the management planning process should establish additional criteria for the establishment of the buffer zone, enlarging the currently protected polygonal of 100 yards from the protected areas. Provisions sh...
	 Planned projects and interventions: project proposals will be submitted for review upon approval by the board of directors of CIAAAT. However, information included in the Annexes of the report shows that the Autonomous Municipal Government of Tiwana...

	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.39
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.92 adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Notes the appointment of the director for the Research Centre, Archaeological, Anthropological and Management Tiwanaku (CIAAAT) and the approval of the management structure for the property and urges the State Party to secure the necessary resource...
	4. Expresses its concern about the extent of restoration interventions undertaken at the Akapana pyramid and the Puma Punku sector that can potentially erode the conditions of authenticity of the property and requests the State Party to halt these int...
	5. Also requests the State Party to finalise the conservation and management planning process and to provide an electronic and three printed copies of the draft revised management plan and the conservation plan by 1 December 2014 for review by the Wor...
	6. Reiterates its request to establish a buffer zone for the property and adopt the necessary regulatory measures to ensure the protection of its Outstanding Universal Value and conditions of authenticity and integrity;
	7. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	40. Churches of Chiloé (Chile) (C 971)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2000
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/971/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	December 2013: Joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/971/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.40
	1. Having examinated Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.94, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Acknowledges the significant efforts made by the State Party and the Foundation Friends of the Churches of Chiloé (FUNDAICH) for the conservation of the churches of Chiloé;
	4. Notes the result of the 2013 World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to the property and endorses its recommendations;
	5. Encourages the State Party to strengthen the National Monuments Council (CMN) and to enhance its joint work with other administrative levels and sectors of the property;
	6. Urges the State Party to finalize the legal definition of buffer zones and visually sensitive areas around each component part and establish the appropriate legislative measures to ensure the overall protection of the property;
	7. Invites the State Party to submit by 1 of February 2015, according to paragraphs 163-165 of the Operational Guidelines, the final proposal for the buffer zones of each component part of the property as a minor boundary modification for review by th...
	8. Requests the State Party to:
	a) Review all existing Urban Master Plans in the light of the characteristics defined in the final proposal of buffer zones and new regulatory measures designed for the protection of the settings of the Churches of Chiloe,
	b) Establish Urban Master Plans and clear building parameters and restrictions for all the municipalities that do not include these planning tools in their management framework,
	c) Establish rural management frameworks, including the characteristics defined in the final proposal of buffer zones for the Churches of Chiloe located in rural areas, to better manage and protect all component parts of the property;

	9. Also requests the State Party to establish an Integrated Management Plan for all sixteen churches inscribed in the serial property, with emphasis in a mutual cooperation among the different communities, to ensure the protection of the Outstanding U...
	10. Notes with concern that the construction of Castro shopping mall has been completed and that no measures have been considered to mitigate its impact on the Castro Church;
	11. Reiterates its requests to the State Party to develop measures to mitigate the impact of the Castro shopping mall on the visual characteristics and setting of the Castro church to better integrate it with the existing setting;
	12. Further requests the State Party to submit a Study of Traffic Impact for the Castro shopping mall on the urban tissue of the City of Castro by 1 February 2015;
	13. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 3...


	41. Historic Quarter of the Seaport City of Valparaíso (Chile) (C 959rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2003
	Criteria  (iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/959/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.41
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.95, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Appreciates the efforts made by the State Party to fund and organize the Advisory mission conducted in November 2013 and encourages it to implement the recommendations contained in the mission report;
	4. Takes note of the work undertaken by the national and municipal authorities, and the contributions from sectors of civil society, to elaborate a Management Plan and promote the conservation of the property and encourages the State Party to adopt a ...
	5. Also encourages the State Party to review the Management Plan to incorporate provisions for attributes related to the cultural landscape aspects of the city (such as the shoreline, the geographical amphitheatre, the elevators, the Bodegas Bolivar; ...
	6. Considering that management arrangements are insufficient, urges the State Party to create a management structure to ensure coordination among the main entities with mandates and the property and enhance decision-making for the property;
	7. Notes with concern that the expansion projects for Terminal 2 of the Port and Puerto Barón Mall may affect the OUV of the property and requests the State Party to halt interventions in Puerto Baron and the Seaport area until the Environmental and H...
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	42. Colonial City of Santo Domingo (Dominican Republic) (C 526)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1990
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/526/documents
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/526/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:   38 COM 7B.42
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.95, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Acknowledges the efforts made by the State Party to fund and organise the advisory mission conducted in January 2014 and encourages it to implement the recommendations contained in the mission report;
	4. Recognizes the efforts made by national and municipal authorities in implementing recommendations to control concerns for the property such as Subway Number 6, the Programme for the Promotion of Tourism financed by an Inter-American Development Ban...
	5. Considers that all projects or actions affecting the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property and undertaken by any international, governmental, non-governmental or private entity, including the Inter-American Development Bank project, mus...
	6. Requests the State Party to implement the following:
	a) Finalize the process for approval of the buffer zone in East Santo Domingo and its corresponding regulatory measures,
	b) Finalize the approval process for the new Law for the Protection, Safeguarding and Development of Cultural Heritage and ensure that its provisions are integrated into planning tools for the property,
	c) Improve management capacities and secure adequate resources for sustained implementation of conservation, protection and management actions, specially concerning the full functioning of the Steering Committee and the Strategic Plan for the Integral...
	d) Identify alternatives to address transportation issues and develop Heritage Impact Assessments for the Subway project and submit them to the World Heritage Centre for review prior to making any commitments for implementation,
	e) Review the occupation-open space ratio of the Sansouci development project and define parameters for the further design of specific projects to ensure that potential negative impacts to the visual qualities of the setting of the property are mitiga...
	f) Ensure that design parameters for architectural projects consider the attributes that convey OUV and the conditions of integrity and authenticity of the property and that, in accordance to Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, the revised de...

	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, 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 40t...


	43. City of Quito (Ecuador) (C 2)
	44. National History Park – Citadel, Sans Souci, Ramiers (Haiti) (C 180)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1982
	Criteria  (iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/180/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/180/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.44
	1. Having examined document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.98 adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013);
	3. Takes note of the measures taken by the State Party to implement the decisions of the World Heritage Committee, and acknowledges the efforts of the Institute for the Protection of National Heritage to ensure the safeguard of the property;
	4. Notes the latest results of the studies on the structural stability of the Citadel and the emergency shoring work that have been made, and requests the State Party to continue and finalize the work of structural reinforcement, in cooperation with t...
	5. Also takes note of the request for assistance for expertise on the welcome capacities of the monuments;
	6. Reiterates its request to the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre the Tourism Development Plan including an analysis of the welcome capacities of the monuments before continuing with the development of tourism projects;
	7. Further notes the demarcation process for the perimeter of the Park and also requests the State Party to submit proposals to define the boundaries of the buffer zone of the Park, as well as the results of the cadastral survey;
	8. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre:
	a) a timetable and methodology for developing the Management Plan for the Park and the buffer zone, by 1 December 2014, for examination by the Advisory Bodies,
	b) the terms of reference for the study of the deviation of the National Highway No. 3 and the programme for project of rehabilitation  of the “Park road”, as well as an environmental and heritage impact assessment for this project;

	9. Also reiterates its request to the international community to ensure, by all means, its support for the implementation of the recommendations, and to quickly approve the financial and human resources to enable the State Party to ensure the conserva...
	10. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a one-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of the above mentioned p...


	45. Historic Centre of Puebla (Mexico) (C 416)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1987
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/416/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/416/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.45
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 28 COM 15B.116, adopted at its 28th session (Suzhou, 2004),
	3. Takes notes of the information provided by the State Party regarding the alternative route for the cable car and management arrangements for the property;
	4. Notes the current challenges being faced in the conservation and management of the property and requests the State Party to:
	a) Articulate existing planning and conservation tools and establish a single conservation and management policy for the property to be adopted at the three involved levels of government,
	b) Further develop this policy into a participatory management plan and provide an electronic and three printed copies of this plan or management system for the property for review by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies,
	c) Submit, in accordance to Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, technical details and location for large infrastructure development foreseen at the property, in particular revised proposals for the cable car, to the World Heritage Centre for ...

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


	46. Historic Centre of the City of Arequipa (Peru) (C 1016)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2000
	Criteria  (i)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1016/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1016/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.46
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.101, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Takes note of the significant progress made by the State Party in addressing the final delimitation of boundaries and buffer zone, and the completion of the Risk preparedness plan and the Master Plan of the Historic Centre of Arequipa;
	4. Urges the State Party to complete the process of final approval and implementation of the new boundaries for the property as well as for its Master Plan and Risk preparedness plan;
	5. Invites the State Party to submit, according to paragraphs 163-165 of the Operational Guidelines, the final proposal for the buffer zone as a minor boundary modification to enhance the protection of the visually sensitive areas around the property;
	6. Notes with strong concern that work has started on the construction of the Chilina Bridge, one of the components of the project Via Troncal Interconectora, without the completion of a Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) as requested by the World Herit...
	7. Reiterates its request to the State Party to undertake, an HIA encompassing all the components of the Via Troncal Interconectora project, including the assessment of potential impacts on the landscape areas of Lari Lari, Los Tucos, Cayma and Yanahu...
	8. Also requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS reactive monitoring mission to the property to consider the assessments of potential impacts of the Via Local Interconectora project, as well as the development of an acti...
	9. Further requests the State Party to complete the review of the Metropolitan Development Plan in order to rationalize inconsistencies with the Master Plan of the property and confirm whether or not this plan is to be regarded as the management plan ...
	10. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a progress report and, by 1 February 2016, an updated report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, both re...


	47. Historic Inner City of Paramaribo (C 940rev) (Suriname)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2002
	Criteria  (ii)(iv)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/940/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/940/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:   38 COM 7B.47
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 26 COM 23.20, adopted at its 26th session (Budapest, 2002),
	3. Welcomes the development and approval of the Emergency Action Plan for the property and the efforts being made by the State Party to address conservation and management concerns;
	4. Urges the State Party to continue with the implementation of actions foreseen, in particular:
	a) Update and harmonise legislative and regulatory frameworks to address overlaps and strengthen the role of the Management Authority,
	b) Finalise the formal process for the adoption of the Paramaribo Historic Inner City Management Plan and broadly disseminate its contents to ensure its implementation by all stakeholders,
	c) Develop a zoning plan and urban regulations to complement existing provisions in the Management Plan,
	d) Finalise the formal process for establishing buffer zones and their regulatory measures and submit a proposal for a minor boundary modification, according to the procedure established by the Operational Guidelines, for examination by the World Heri...

	5. Requests the State Party to submit, in accordance to Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, project proposals for the redevelopment of the Waterfront as well as technical specifications and details about the foreseen conservation and rehabili...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...



	AFRICA
	48. Lower Omo Valley (Ethiopia) (C 17)
	49. Lamu Old Town (Kenya) (C 1055)
	50. Old Towns of Djenné (Mali) (C 116 rev)
	51. Island of Mozambique (Mozambique) (C 599)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1991
	Criteria  (iv)(vi)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/599/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Management Plan not yet finalized;
	 Growing number of collapsed or seriously dilapidated buildings;
	 Threats to authenticity through inappropriate repairs;
	 Lack of development control;
	 Lack of adequate sewage and water systems;
	 Lack of adequate financial and human resources.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/599
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.51
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.46, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Commends the State Party for its efforts and progress made in improving the state of conservation of the property, including increasing the number of technical staff hired for the Conservation Office of Mozambique Island (GACIM), and signing two Me...
	4. Encourages the State Party to finalize efforts to formalize and adopt the buffer zone in conformity with Paragraph 107 of the Operational Guidelines, and to update the legislation for the protection and conservation of heritage;
	5. Recommends that the Management and Conservation Plan for Mozambique Island (2010 – 2014) be duly evaluated and updated in 2015 with the close participation of all stakeholders, including local communities;
	6. Takes note of the intention of the State Party to submit the development plans for the Mozambique Island Hospital and the São Lourenco Fortress to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies, and also recommends that the State Party...
	7. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 40th session i...


	52. Historic Centre of Agadez (Niger) (C 1268)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2013
	Criteria  (ii)(iii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1268/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1268/
	Current conservation issues
	 A general inventory of the built environment and of the intangible heritage is in progress.
	 Control and compliance measures as well as communication and awareness activities are being used to promote the use of restoration standards to ensure the conservation of the property. Discussions are envisaged to enhance planning regulations and st...
	 The results of the recently introduced policy to ban the use of non-traditional materials are being monitored. The City and the Conservation and Management Unit of the Historic Centre of Agadez (CECOGAZ) will clarify and make more understandable the...
	 Measures are being taken to reduce the size of advertisements inside the property and buffer zone to an acceptable size (maximum height of 2m and maximum width/length of 80 cm), and to remove some if necessary.
	 Regular monitoring of the state of conservation and management is undertaken by the key parties involved in managing the property.
	Progress on other issues raised at the time of inscription are also reported by the State Party:
	 Strategies have been implemented to engage the population and raise awareness about the conservation of the property.
	 A reflection day was organized in 2013 for the benefit of fifteen traditional master masons in order to raise awareness of the general principles of earthen construction, the role of traditional techniques, and the importance of their transmission t...
	 For current needs, there is no significant shortfall of the most commonly used traditional wood species (palmier doum).
	 Dossiers are being developed by various organizations such as NGOs to contribute effectively to the difficult sanitation problem in the property.

	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
	Draft Decision:  38COM 7B.52
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 8B.22, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Commends the State Party for the actions it has undertaken in response to the World Heritage Committee’s recommendations at the time of inscription to continue the inventory of built and intangible heritage, to promote the use of restoration standa...
	4. Also commends the State Party for initiating procedures to engage and raise the population’s awareness about the conservation of the property, to transmit knowhow concerning traditional construction practices, to address the issue of rare tradition...
	5. Congratulates the State Party for its efforts to include local communities - and especially youth and women - in the conservation of the property; and encourages the State Party to develop a sustainable tourism management plan;
	6. Requests the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to more fully respond to the World Heritage Committee’s request to describe in a unified and practical form the indicators for monitoring the property...
	7. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	53. Osun-Osogbo Sacred Groove (Nigeria) (C 1118)
	54. Island of Saint-Louis (Senegal) (C 956 bis)
	55. Stone Town of Zanzibar (Tanzania, United Republic of) (C 173rev)


	MIXED PROPERTIES
	ARAB STATES
	56. Wadi Rum Protected Area (Jordan) (C/N 1377)

	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	57. Pyrénées Mont Perdu (France, Spain) (C/N 773bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1997
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)(v)(vii)(viii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/773/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Impacts of the Gavarnie Festival (France)
	 Insufficient support for agropastoralism
	 Inefficient transboundary cooperation

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/773/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.57
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.37, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes the information provided by the States Parties of France and Spain on the actions undertaken following its earlier decisions and welcomes the joint report submitted to the World Heritage Centre;
	4. Welcomes with satisfaction the operational establishment of the Joint Steering Committee and requests that it integrate the associative, agricultural and scientific sectors, taking into account the geographical and institutional balance;
	5. Also requests the two States Parties to continue their collaboration to complete the joint Management Plan as soon as possible and to provide adequate technical and financial means for the implementation of the foreseen activities and further reque...
	6. Commends the organization of the transboundary workshops on agropastoralism but remains concerned by the lack of specific support for agropastoral activities within the boundaries of the property and reiterates its request to the two States Parties...
	7. Urges the State Party of France to continue its efforts to reduce the impact of the Gavarnie Festival and, at the same time, to continue seeking alternative sites located outside of the boundaries of the property;
	8. Warmly welcomes the progress achieved in planning for the closure of the Troumouse Road and urges the State Party of France to ensure the implementation of those plans in accordance with the foreseen timetable;
	9. Further requests the States Parties to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2019, a joint updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of the above.


	58. Natural and Cultural Heritage of the Ohrid region (the Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia) (C/N 99ter)

	AFRICA
	59. Ecosystem and Relict Cultural Landscape of Lopé-Okanda (Gabon) (C/N 1147rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2007
	Criteria  (iii)(iv)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions   See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1147/documents
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1147
	Current Conservation Issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
	Draft Decision: 38 COM 7B.59
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.33, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Commends the State Party for its efforts to monitor the property and perform regular patrols in spite of limited human resources, and urges the State Party to take measures to significantly increase the number of surveillance staff for the property...
	4. Expresses its concern that the proposed upgrading of the Alembé-Mikouyi Road could impact on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, in particular on its archaeological sites, and could also exacerbate the threat of poaching;
	5. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, as soon as possible, full details of the various possible alignments of the road in relation to the specific cultural attributes of the property; as well as the revised environmental,...
	6. Takes note of the Environmental Impact Assessment which was submitted for the optical fibre project and requests the State Party to implement the proposed mitigation measures to avoid impacts during the construction phase on wildlife populations an...
	7. Welcomes the efforts of the State Party to develop management capacity for the cultural attributes of the property, and recommends that it further strengthens management structure, to ensure that it can engage fully with the impact assessments of t...
	8. Also takes note of the 2007 Law on National Parks and also requests the State Party to submit a copy to the World Heritage Centre, and to ensure its enforcement in order to enhance the effective long-term conservation and management of the property;
	9. Further requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property to evaluate its overall state of conservation and capacity to manage cultural attributes, and also to assess the Alembe...
	10. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015 a detailed report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above-mentioned poi...


	60. Bandiagara Cliffs (land of the Dogons) (Mali) (C/N 516)
	61. Ngorongoro Conservation Area (Tanzania, United Republic of) (C/N 39bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1979
	Criteria  (iv)(vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   1984 -1989
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/39/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Increased human population;
	 Poaching;
	 Spread of invasive species;
	 Tourism pressure;
	 Grazing pressure;
	 Governance of the property;
	 Challenging situation of community livelihoods.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/39/
	Current conservation issues
	On 31 January 2014, the State Party submitted a state of conservation report. An executive summary of this report is available at 45TUhttp://whc.unesco.org/en/list/39/documents/U. Progress is reported on the following:
	 45TMemorandum of Understanding (MOU) between the Ngorongoro Conservation Area Authority (NCAA) and the Department of Antiquities signed in September 2013 and budget requests for the cultural department to become operational;
	 45TReports from the partial re-excavation of the Laetoli footprint track way were reviewed in January 2014. An International technical committee meeting will be convened to explore options to ensure the conservation of this significant cultural attr...

	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.61
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.35 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Commends the State Party for the progress achieved in addressing the escalating threat of poaching, particularly affecting elephant populations;
	4. Welcomes the establishment of the Memorandum of Understanding between the Ngorongoro Conservation Area Authority (NCAA) and the Department of Antiquities and the proposed integration of the cultural department in the operational structure of the pr...
	5. Reiterates is concern about the impacts of livestock grazing and increased population pressure on the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, and considers that existing and planned measures be reviewed and an overall strategy be develop...
	6. Also welcomes the initiation of a dialogue process with the local communities of the property aimed at improving stakeholder involvement in decision-making over land-use, identification of sustainable livelihoods, benefit-sharing and other issues, ...
	7. Notes the efforts made in evaluating road-surfacing options for the heavily used main road through the property, and requests the State Party to carry out an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in cooperation with Tanzania National Parks, to asse...
	8. Also encourages the State Party to sustain efforts to implement the recommendations of the 2012 reactive monitoring mission with particular reference to road surface improvements, a road development strategy, control of invasive species and impleme...
	9. Expresses its concern at the advanced state of the Museum building at Laetoli for which no detailed plans nor appropriate Heritage Impact Assessments (HIA) have been submitted to the World Heritage Centre; and that the museum proposals have apparen...
	10. Also requests the State Party to submit the outcomes of the International Technical Committee meeting for Laetoli to be held in May 2014 to the World Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies before making any commitments to their implemen...
	11. Also notes that limited progress has been achieved regarding the cultural components of the property and reiterates its request to address the current conditions of the cultural components of the property, as requested in Decision 34 COM 8B.13, pa...
	12. Further expresses its concern about the potential impacts on the OUV of the property from a lodge development project on the crater rim, and further requests the State Party to provide more information on this project, including a copy of the EIA,...
	13. Acknowledges the commitment of the State Party to submit copies of relevant technical and regulatory documents for review by the Advisory Bodies and requests furthermore the State Party to provide an electronic and three printed copies of the draf...
	14. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examinatio...




	NATURAL PROPERTIES
	ARAB STATES
	62. Banc d’Arguin National Park (Mauritania) (N 506)

	ASIA-PACIFIC
	63. Great Barrier Reef (Australia) (N 154)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1981
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/154/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/154/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.63
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 7B.8 and 37 COM 7B.10, adopted at its 36th (Saint-Petersburg, 2012) and 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions respectively,
	3. Welcomes the progress being made by the State Party with the Strategic Assessment and reiterates its request to the State Party to complete this work, responding fully to the past decisions of the Committee, in order to ensure that the Long-Term Pl...
	4. Also welcomes the progress made by the State Party with regard to water quality, in particular the endorsement of the 2013 Reef Water Quality Protection Plan, the release of the Scientific Consensus Statement and the progress toward the Reef Plan t...
	5. Further welcomes the State Party’s intention to focus port development to the Priority Port Development Areas (PPDAs) and its confirmation that these will exclude the Fitzroy Delta, Keppel Bay, and north Curtis Island, as well as the State Party’s ...
	6. Requests the State Party to ensure the full completion of the independent review of the institutional and management arrangements for the property, as recommended by the 2012 reactive monitoring mission, as a key input to the LTPSD, and considers t...
	7. Notes with concern the recent approvals for coastal developments in the absence of a completed Strategic Assessment and resulting Long-Term Plan for Sustainable Development, and regrets the State Party’s approval for dumping 3 million cubic metres ...
	8. Also notes with concern that the provisions of the Queensland Ports Strategy cannot be applied retroactively, and therefore strongly urges the State Party to:
	a) Ensure rigorously that proposed development outside PPDAs is not permitted and that developments within PPDAs do not impact individually or cumulatively the OUV of the property,
	b) Ensure that plans to be developed for each PPDA exclude from development areas identified as of conservation significance under the 2003 Great Barrier Reef Zoning plan;

	9. Recalls that the outcomes of the Strategic Assessment and resulting Long-Term Plan for Sustainable Development, as well as the findings of the second Great Barrier Reef Outlook Report, should be considered at its 39th session in 2015 (Decision 36 C...
	10. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, including on the implementation of actions outlined...


	64. The Sundarbans (Bangladesh) (N 798)
	65. Manas Wildlife Sanctuary (India) (N 338)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1985
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   1992 -2011
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/338/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Forced evacuation of Park staff;
	 Poaching and logging;
	 Illegal cultivation;
	 Slow release of funds;
	 Invasive species;
	 Uncontrolled infrastructure development by local tourism groups;
	 Attempts by paramilitary group Sashastra Seema Bal to set up base camps in the property.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/338/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.65
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.10 taken at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the information provided by the State Party that the delay in fund release has been addressed, and recommends that the State Party provide updates of the financial situation of the property in future reports to the Committee;
	4. Notes with appreciation the positive results achieved up to 2013 with the reintroduction of Greater One-horned Rhinoceros, as well as the development of a comprehensive Eastern Swamp Deer Translocation Protocol, the implementation of which is antic...
	5. Notes with serious concern the reported recent poaching of nearly one third of the recovering rhino population, which is a sharp reminder of the fragility of the property’s recovering Outstanding Universal Value (OUV), and urges the State Party to ...
	6. Requests the State Party to take urgent measures to address the reported new encroachment at Bhuyanpara Range within the property, and rehabilitate degraded areas;
	7. Also notes with utmost concern the reported deterioration of the security situation in the property, and considers that a further deterioration of the security situation, associated with the reported surge in poaching and concerns regarding encroac...
	8. Reiterates its request to the State Party of Bhutan to submit a copy of the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) of the Mangdechhu hydro-electric project as per Decision 36 COM 7B.10, including an assessment of potential impacts on the property’s ...
	9. Also requests the State Party of India to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property, in order to assess its state of conservation, in particular in relation to the reported illegal activities related to t...
	10. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a detailed report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, on the implementation of the above and updates of t...


	66. Keoladeo National Park (N 340) (India)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1985
	Criteria  (x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/340/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Inadequate water supply and competition for water with neighbouring communities;
	 Poor water (quality and quantity) management;
	 Invasive species (Prosopis, Eichhornia, Paspalum).

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/340/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:   38 COM 7B.66
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.18, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the continuing efforts of the State Party to replenish the water regime within the property’s wetland system, and in that regard notes with appreciation the completion of the Govardhan Drain project;
	4. Encourages the State Party to continue ecological monitoring programmes of satellite wetlands to ensure that these continue to perform their critical supporting role in maintaining the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, and requests the S...
	a) clear time series data on water flows to the property from all relevant projects in order to demonstrate whether the minimum of 550 million cubic feet (mcft) of water per annum required to sustain the property’s wetland values, as recommended by th...
	b) clear and accurate data and analyses of bird counts, including detailed information on methodologies used, in order to demonstrate the sustained recovery of bird populations,
	c) an electronic and three printed copies of the draft revised management plan for review by the World Heritage Centre and IUCN,
	d) further information on development in the immediate vicinity of the property, including information on how development is being regulated to avoid negative impacts on the property’s Outstanding Universal Value;

	5. Also welcomes the reported participation of local communities in various aspects of management of the property, and urges the State Party to ensure that the control of invasive species is keeping pace with their dispersal under changing conditions ...
	6. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	67. Lorentz National Park (Indonesia) (N 955)
	68. Sagarmatha National Park (Nepal) (N 120)
	69. Chitwan National Park (Nepal) (N 284)
	70. Puerto-Princesa Subterranean River National Park (Philippines) (N 652rev)
	71. Dong Phayayen-Khao Yai Forest Complex (Thailand) (N 590rev)
	72. Ha Long Bay (Viet Nam) (N 672bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1994
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/672/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/672/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.72
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.16, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Commends the State Party for comprehensively addressing the conservation issues previously identified by the Committee, and welcomes the satisfactory progress made in finding effective solutions, related to industrial developments outside the prope...
	4. Also welcomes the intention of the State Party to evaluate the management effectiveness of the property and establish an integrated management system;
	5. Requests the State Party to implement all the recommendations of the 2013 IUCN reactive monitoring mission, and in particular to strengthen the administrative capability of the Ha Long Bay Management Department by allowing it a greater degree of in...
	6. Encourages the State Party to further strengthen its efforts toward ensuring that tourist visitor pressure in the property continues to be reduced to a level that is compatible with the long-term conservation of the property and, also encourages th...
	7. Urges the State Party to continue its efforts to ensure that the floating villages can be sustainably managed without pressure on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2017, a progress report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the implementation of the above.



	EUROPE AND NORTH AMERICA
	73. Pirin National Park (Bulgaria) (N 225)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1983
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)(ix)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/225/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/225/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.73
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.17, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Notes the information provided by the State Party that further developments in the buffer zone of the property could be considered within the new management plan for Pirin National Park, and given the potential impacts on the Outstanding Universal ...
	4. Also requests the State Party to expedite the implementation of the recommendations of the 2011 joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission which have not yet been implemented, in particular to complete the process of the demarcati...
	5. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above requests, for exa...


	74. Gros-Morne National Park (Canada) (N 419)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1987
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/419/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/419/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:   38 COM 7B.74
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.18, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Welcomes the decision taken by the Province of Newfoundland and Labrador not to accept applications for petroleum exploration using hydraulic fracturing until a full review of the process is completed, as well as the decision by the joint federal-p...
	4. Notes that the reactive monitoring mission requested by the World Heritage Committee at its 37th session has not been carried out as the State Party, the World Heritage Centre and IUCN considered the mission not necessary in the current circumstanc...
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre / IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property, if the moratorium on acceptance of applications for petroleum exploration in the vicinity of the property is disco...
	6. Requests the State Party to complete the Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) process, to review the potential impacts on the VUE of the property and to submit a copy of the SEA to the World Heritage Centre, prior to making any decisions that w...
	7. Encourages the State Party to establish a buffer zone to enhance the effective protection of the property;
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the findings of the SEA, for examination by the Worl...


	75. Primeval Beech Forests of the Carpathians and the Ancient Beech Forests of Germany (Ukraine, Germany, Slovakia) (N 1133bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2007
	Criteria  (ix)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1133/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1133/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.75
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.26, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Welcomes the progress achieved by the States Parties of Germany, Slovakia and Ukraine towards a closer transnational cooperation, in particular the establishment of an integrated management system for the trilateral property, as well as research an...
	4. Regrets that the State Party of Slovakia did not provide any information on the concerns raised in Decision 37 COM 7B.26 and reiterates its concern about the integrity and management of the component sites in Slovakia, and particularly about Poloni...
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party of Slovakia to ensure that a comprehensive vision for development and effective protection of the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the Slovak components of the property and in particular its integrity b...
	6. Urges the State Party of Slovakia to intensify efforts to strengthen cooperation between different Ministries and Agencies relevant for the management of the property and to ensure that the World Heritage status of the property is recognized and su...
	7. Reiterates that, in line with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) should be conducted and submitted to the World Heritage Centre for all development projects within the property and its surroundings...
	8. Requests the State Party of Slovakia to invite a joint World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the component sites of the property in Slovakia and in particular Poloniny National Park, to assess the threats to the property, in par...
	9. Also requests the State Party of Slovakia, in consultation with the States Parties of Germany and Ukraine, to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of t...


	76. Lake Baikal (Russian Federation) (N 754)
	77. Western Caucasus (Russian Federation) (N 900)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1999
	Criteria  (ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/900/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/900/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	The State Party Report does not explicitly address the request to send Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) reports on all infrastructure upgrading/development projects to the World Heritage Centre before any decisions on these are taken. No informa...
	Draft Decision:  38.COM 7B.77
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.23, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Expresses its utmost concern about the adoption of amendments to Federal Law N 406-FZ, dated 28 December 2013, which make it possible to develop large scale tourism infrastructure in stict nature reserves, and could also impact other natural World ...
	4. 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 pro...
	5. Reiterates its position that the installation of capital construction on the Lagonaki Plateau, including Mount Fisht and Oshten, would constitute a case for inscription of the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger in line with Paragraph ...
	6. Notes with concern that development pressures on the property appear to increase continuously, as noted by reports that new construction works have been conducted inside the property without prior assessment of their potential impact on its OUV, in...
	7. Also reiterates its request to the State Party to implement all the recommendations of the 2012 joint World Heritage Centre / IUCN reactive monitoring mission;
	8. Requests the State Party to report on the status of the proposed Persian leopard reintroduction project and provide the World Heritage Centre with detailed information and data on this project, in line with the 2013 IUCN Guidelines for Reintroducti...
	9. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination by ...


	78. Virgin Komi Forests (Russian Federation) (N 719)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1995
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/719/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/719/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.78
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.24, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Regrets that the State Party has reversed neither the boundary changes which removed the legal protection of four areas within the property nor the 19.9 square km gold mining concession and has not revoked or frozen mining exploitation licences gra...
	4. Takes note of the August 2013 decision of the Supreme Court of the Russian Federation which declared inoperative the order of the Ministry of Natural Resources and Ecology on approval of the Regulations about “Yugyd Va” National Park”, thereby conf...
	5. Reiterates its request to the State Party to implement the following measures:
	a) Revoke or freeze the exploration and exploitation licenses already granted,
	b) Reverse the boundary changes made to Yugyd Va National Park;

	6. Notes that the State Party had submitted a re-nomination of the property proposing significant boundary modifications, which was incomplete and was therefore not transmitted for evaluation;
	7. Considers that any resumption of mining activities inside the property would provide the basis for immediate inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger, in line with Paragraph 180 of the Operational Guidelines;
	8. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a detailed report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and on the implementation of the above requests, for examinat...


	79. Doñana National Park (Spain) (N 685bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1994
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/685/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/685/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.79
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.27, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Notes the information provided by the State Party that populations of bird species and Iberian Lynx are recovering, as well as the progress reported by the State Party on the implementation of the recommendations of the joint World Heritage Centre/...
	4. Also notes that dredging to deepen the estuary of the Guadalquivir River has not commenced, and also requests the State Party to make a permanent commitment to not permit plans for dredging to deepen the Guadalquivir River, considering the potentia...
	5. Expresses its utmost concern about the continued reported decline in the condition of the Doñana aquifer, reported plans to increase water use for irrigation of rice paddies upstream of the property, to legalise illegal water use under the revised ...
	6. Urges the State Party to ensure that any future projects increasing water use upstream of the property will not be allowed to proceed if they would impact adversely on the property’s OUV, and considers that the continued depletion of the Doñana aqu...
	7. Also urges the State Party to ensure that potential direct, indirect and cumulative impacts on the property’s OUV from mining and gas exploitation and storage projects in its vicinity are thoroughly assessed, in conformity with IUCN’s World Heritag...
	8. Further urges the State Party, in light of the concerns noted above, to undertake a Strategic Environmental Assessment of the Guadalquivir River Basin, particularly in relation to water supply scenarios, agricultural, industrial and commercial deve...
	9. Requests furthermore the State Party to invite an IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property, including an invitation to the Secretariat of the Ramsar Convention, to assess its state of conservation as well as potential threats to its OUV;
	10. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, including on progress with the implementation of t...


	80. Giant’s Causeway and Causeway Coast (United-Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) (N 369)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1986
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/369/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/369/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.80
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.28, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Notes the information provided by the State Party that the majority of the recommendations from the 2013 IUCN advisory mission are being implemented;
	4. Reiterates its request to the State Party to consider, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and IUCN, potential modifications and alternatives to the golf resort development project to avoid potential adverse impacts;
	5. Expresses concern that a petroleum exploration license was awarded in February 2011, which overlaps with the property, and that the State Party did not inform the Committee as required by paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines;
	6. Also notes the confirmation provided by the State Party that no exploratory works have taken place within the property to date, nor that any planning applications for such work within the property have been submitted, and urges the State Party to e...
	7. Reiterates its position that oil and gas exploration and exploitation are incompatible with World Heritage status, and also urges the State Party to exclude the property from the petroleum exploration license;
	8. Takes note of the State Party’s intention to submit a proposal for a boundary modification of the property, and strongly encourages the State Party to ensure that any planned modifications of the property’s boundaries would not result in a further ...
	9. Requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property, including on the implementation of actions outlined above, f...



	LATIN AMERICA AND THE CARIBBEAN
	81. Iguazú National Park (Argentina) (N 303)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1984
	Criteria  (vii)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/303/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38COM 7B.81
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.28, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Regrets that the brief joint State Party report only commented on transboundary cooperation and did not address important conservation issues, including issues of transboundary significance, such as water flows and alien invasive species (AIS);
	4. Also regrets the lack of tangible progress in formalizing and operationalizing transboundary cooperation with the neighbouring property of Iguaçu National Park in Brazil, and reiterates its request to the States Parties of Argentina and Brazil to f...
	5. Requests the State Party to ensure full coordination with the State Party of Brazil in updating both management plans, addressing in particular law enforcement, AIS, public use communication, education and awareness;
	6. Also requests the State Party, in consultation with the State Party of Brazil, to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the...


	82. Iguaçu National Park (Brazil) (N 355)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1986
	Criteria  (vii)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   1999-2001
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/355/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/355/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38COM 7B.82
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.29, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Notes with utmost concern that the construction of the Baixo Iguaçu Hydroelectric Project appears to have started and requests the State Party to halt the construction with immediate effect, and to provide the World Heritage Centre with a detailed ...
	4. Also notes with significant concern that the continued risk of the re-opening of the "Settler's Road" has not been unambiguously removed, recalls that the illegal opening of the road in 1997 led the Committee to inscribe the property on the List of...
	5. Considers that a re-opening of the “Settler’s Road” or the continued construction of the Baixo Iguaçu Hydroelectric Project prior to an assessment of impacts on the property’s OUV having been completed, could create the conditions to re-inscribe th...
	6. Expresses its concern about the changes to federal protected area legislation as proposed in Bill 7123/2010, which would enable road construction in protected areas, and which could also impact on other World Heritage properties in Brazil, and urge...
	7. Regrets the lack of tangible progress in formalizing and operationalizing transboundary cooperation with the neighbouring property of Iguazú National Park in Argentina, and reiterates its request to the States Parties of Brazil and Argentina to for...
	8. Requests the State Party to ensure full coordination with the State Party of Argentina in updating both management plans, addressing in particular conservation financing, law enforcement, alien invasive species, public use, communication, education...
	9. Also requests the State Party of Brazil to invite an IUCN reactive monitoring mission to the property to assess the status and potential impact of the Baixo Iguaçu dam and the “Settler’s Road”, and the overall state of conservation of the property;
	10. Further requests the State Party, in consultation with the State Party of Argentina, to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property ...


	83. Galápagos Islands (Ecuador) (N 1bis)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1978
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   2007-2010
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.83
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.32, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the progress achieved by the State Party in implementing the recommendations of the 2010 World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission;
	4. Urges the State Party to sustain its efforts to fully implement all of the recommendations of the 2010 reactive monitoring mission, in particular putting in place the biosecurity infrastructure for the islands, with a particular focus on the requir...
	5. Notes with concern that despite the reported implementation of a sustainable tourism strategy, visitor numbers continue to increase rapidly, and also urges the State Party to complement a comprehensive tourism strategy with the necessary enforcemen...
	6. Also welcomes the State Party efforts to ban sport fishing in the property and strongly encourages it to closely monitoring the regulation to ensure that artisanal experiential fishing remains the only tourist activity involving fishing;
	7. Also encourages the State Party to finish and effectively implement its Sustainable Development and Zoning Plan as an instrument to provide integral management of the archipelago and to ensure conservation of its Outstanding Universal Value, and re...
	8. Also requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above for examination by t...


	84. Coiba National Park and its Special Zone of Marine Protection (Panama) (N 1138 rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2005
	Criteria  (ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1138/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1138/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.84
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 37 COM 7B.31, adopted at its 37th session (Phnom Penh, 2013),
	3. Welcomes the State Party’s progress with the removal of the livestock from the property and encourages the State Party to fully implement its commitment to have all livestock removed from the property by end 2014;
	4. Also welcomes the State Party’s progress with the development and implementation of biosafety measures and naval staff training and encourages the State Party to remain vigilant in ensuring that the naval base does not become a threat to the Outsta...
	5. Notes the conclusion of the joint 2014 World Heritage Centre/IUCN reactive monitoring mission that the property remains under pressure, and requests the State Party to implement all its recommendations;
	6. Expresses its concern about the negative impact of fisheries, and in particular illegal and sport fisheries, on the OUV of the property, and urges the State Party to complete and implement the management plan for the Special Zone of Marine Protecti...
	7. Further requests the State Party to rigorously ensure that no development will be permitted within the boundaries of the property, and that cumulative and combined impacts on the property’s OUV caused by mainland developments are effectively addres...
	8. Also urges the State Party to ensure the Coiba Fund becomes fully operational at the earliest time possible and the decision-making power of the Executive Council is strengthened, by including representatives from the tourism sector and the local c...
	9. Requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016 an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the progress made with the implementation of t...


	85. Pitons Management Area (Saint Lucia) (N 1161)

	AFRICA
	86. Dja Wildlife Reserve (Cameroon) (N 407)
	87. Sangha Trinational (Cameroun/Central African Republic/Congo) (N 1380rev)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  2012
	Criteria  (ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1380/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/1380/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.87
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decisions 36 COM 8B.8 and 37 COM 7B.2 adopted respectively at its 36th (Saint Petersburg, 2012) and 37th (Phnom Penh, 2013) sessions,
	3. Commends the States Parties of the Congo, the Central African Republic (CAR) and Cameroon for having taken measures to ensure security in the area of the property and to ensure the protection of the property and its adjacent areas and avoid the deg...
	4. Notes with satisfaction the adoption by the Economic Community of Central African States (ECCAS) of a short and long-term plan and of an Extreme Emergency Anti-Poaching action plan at the regional and international levels, as well as the signing of...
	5. Requests the States Parties to accelerate the implementation of these mechanisms and launches an appeal to donors to assist in the mobilization of the necessary technical and financial support;
	6. Also requests the States Parties to continue their actions for the security of the property and to allocate the necessary technical and financial means to sustain them over the long-term;
	7. Expresses its grave concern with regard to the granting by the States Parties of the Congo and the CAR, of mining exploration and exploitation concessions encroaching upon the property and its buffer zone despite the legislation in force, and urges...
	8. Further requests the States Parties of the Congo and the CAR to submit to the World Heritage Centre environmental impact studies (EIS) demonstrating that the mining activities outside the property do not impact on its OUV, in accordance with Paragr...
	9. Notes with concern the multiplication of infrastructure development projects within and around the property that could impact its OUV, in particular the Ouesso-Bangui road project and the project to distribute optical fibre around Ouesso, and moreo...
	10. Requests furthermore the States Parties to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, an updated report including a one-page executive summary on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above points fo...


	88. Lakes of Ounianga (Chad) (N 1400)
	89. Taï National Park (Côte d'Ivoire) (N 195)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1982
	Criteria  (vii)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/195/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Poaching;
	 Agricultural encroachment;
	 Artisanal gold mining;
	 Impacts of the post-electoral crisis.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/195/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.89
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.2 adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Commends the State Party for the efforts undertaken to regain control of the property, notably through the strengthening of patrols for illegal activities and the first steps taken in recovering land illegally occupied for agricultural activities, ...
	4. Welcomesthe information concerning the identification of sufficient financial means for the implementation of the updated development and management plan;
	5. Requests the State Party, with assistance from the regional consultation committee on extraction activities, to intensify the control of gold mining activities to eliminate it;
	6. Also requests the State Party to adopt a protocol for monitoring poaching and other illegal activities to enable a detailed assessment, for annual comparison;
	7. Reiterates its request to the State Party to publish as soon as possible the decree formalizing the extension of the Park, and to submit, once published, a request for the modification of the boundaries of the property to the World Heritage Centre ...
	8. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2017, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above points, for exami...


	90. Lake Turkana National Parks (Kenya) (N 801bis)
	91. Kenya Lake System in the Great Rift Valley (Kenya) (N 1060rev)
	92. Lake Malawi National Park (Malawi) (N 289)
	93. Rwenzori Mountains National Park (N 684) (Uganda)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1994
	Criteria  (vii)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   1999 -2004
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/684/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Mining activities inside the property;
	 Staffing and budgetary deficiencies;
	 Degradation of buffer zone;
	 Impact of tourism and climbing expeditions;
	 Climate Change.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/684/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.93
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.4, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes progress made in engaging local communities in management, fire protection activities, sustainable use of resources, sharing of benefits and recognition of the cultural values of the property as well as towards the development of a sustain...
	4. Also welcomes the ongoing trans-boundary collaboration with the management authorities responsible for the bordering Virunga National Park World Heritage property (Democratic Republic of the Congo) and also encourages the States Parties to continue...
	5. Acknowledges completion of an ecological monitoring plan for the property, the measures taken to strengthen management effectiveness and  the work carried out to monitor the effects of climate change on snow recession, glacial melting and species d...
	6. Expresses its utmost concern about the decision by the State Party to award a 25 year concession agreement to re-open Kilembe copper mine around and potentially inside the property and urges the State Party to ensure that no mineral exploration or ...
	7. Requests the State Party to urgently submit to the World Heritage Centre details of the concession awarded to Tibet Hima Ltd and reiterates that before mining activity is resumed outside the property, a detailed environmental impact assessment shou...
	8. Also requests the State Party to provide an electronic and three printed copies of the revised management plan, including the sustainable financing plan, for review by the World Heritage Centre and IUCN;
	9. Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examination ...


	94. Serengeti National Park (N 156) (Tanzania, United Republic of )
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1981
	Criteria  (vii)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/156/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Potential impacts of a hydro-electric project in Kenya;
	 Poaching;
	 Reduced and degraded water resources;
	 Potential impact of optical cables’ installation;
	 Proposed road crossing the northern part of the property

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/156/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.94
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.6, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the efforts of the State Party to address the escalating threat of poaching, particularly affecting elephant and rhino populations, and calls upon the international community, and in particular destination countries, to take all necessary ...
	4. Also welcomes the information that a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA) is underway for the “Comprehensive Transport and Trade System Development Master Plan” and urges the State Party to ensure an open, transparent and participatory process ...
	5. Notes that the State Party re-confirms that the construction of a proposed North road traversing the park has been abandoned and reiterates its call to the international community to support the development of an alternative alignment, passing to t...
	6. Also notes the efforts made in evaluating road-surfacing options for the heavily used main road through the property and requests the State Party to carry out an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) in cooperation with Ngorongoro Conservation Area...
	7. Also requests the States Parties of Kenya and Tanzania to further strengthen efforts towards the sustainable management of the Mara River Basin and preparation of a joint management plan for the basin and to sustain and strengthen management progra...
	8. Encourages the State Party to submit a request for International Assistance from the World Heritage Fund for a hydrological survey of the property and related determination of the water use carrying capacity, feeding in to the planned revision of t...
	9. Further requests the State Party to provide an electronic and three printed copies of the draft revised management plan for review by the World Heritage Centre and IUCN;
	10. Recognizes the progress made in negotiations over the possible future extension of the park to incorporate critical lake-shore habitats around the Speke Gulf and also encourages the State Party to conclude this process in close consultation with a...
	11. Requests furthermore the State Party to provide detailed information about reported plans for an airport development at Mugumu, including a copy of the EIA of this project for review, in conformity with IUCN’s World Heritage Advice Note on Environ...
	12. Requests moreover the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation of the above, for examinatio...


	95. Selous Game Reserve (United Republic of Tanzania) (N 199bis)
	96. Mosi-oa-Tunya / Victoria Falls (Zambia, Zimbabwe) (N 509)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1989
	Criteria  (vii)(viii)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/509/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Unplanned tourism development;
	 Uncontrolled urban development driven by population increase;
	 Invasive species;
	 Pollution (water, air and visual);
	 Reduced water flows over the falls due to drought and/or upstream hydropower production.

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/509/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.96
	1. Having examined Document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 36 COM 7B.7, adopted at its 36th session (Saint-Petersburg, 2012),
	3. Welcomes the completion of the monitoring plan, and requests the States Parties to report on the monitoring results as soon as these are available;
	4. Also welcomes the voluntary measures taken by the State Party of Zambia to limit the dry-season diversion of water from the falls for hydro-electric power generation, thereby restoring part of the Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, ...
	5. Notes with concern the notified intention of the State Party of Botswana to abstract 495 million cubic metres of water per annum from the Zambezi River for irrigation, which represents 5-10 % of dry season water flow at the falls, and strongly urge...
	6. Recognises the measures taken by the States Parties of Zambia and Zimbabwe to protect the OUV of the property by denying authorisation of inappropriate tourism development activities, and urges them to not permit any further proposals for a tethere...
	7. Further urges the States Parties of Zambia and Zimbabwe to expedite the completion of the sustainable financing/business plan, and to consider mechanisms for financing management operations largely from park entry fees and other site-based revenue;
	8. Further requests the States Parties of Zambia and Zimbabwe to provide, to the World Heritage Centre, an electronic and three printed copies of the draft revised joint management plan as well as the SEA for review by the World Heritage Centre and IUCN;
	9. Requests furthermore the States Parties of Zambia and Zimbabwe to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2017, an updated report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation ...


	97. Mana Pools National Park, Sapi and Chewore Safari Areas (N 302) (Zimbabwe)
	Year of inscription on the World Heritage List  1984
	Criteria  (vii)(ix)(x)
	Year(s) of inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger   N/A
	Previous Committee Decisions  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/302/documents/
	International Assistance
	UNESCO Extra-budgetary Funds
	Previous monitoring missions
	Factors affecting the property identified in previous reports
	 Mining
	 Tourism development

	Illustrative material  See page http://whc.unesco.org/en/list/302/
	Current conservation issues
	Analysis and Conclusions of the World Heritage Centre and IUCN
	Draft Decision:  38 COM 7B.97
	1. Having examined document WHC-14/38.COM/7B,
	2. Recalling Decision 35.COM 7B.8, adopted at its 35th session (UNESCO, 2011),
	3. Welcomes the decision of the State Party of Zimbabwe to implement the “no mining in the World Heritage property” policy and withdraw the prospecting permit for mining of mineral sands within the property;
	4. Also welcomes the reported improvements made to the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for the Vine semi-permanent camp, through more comprehensive inclusion of stakeholders’ concerns and development of mitigation measures as well as initiation ...
	5. Notes with concern that the State Party of Zambia approved an open cast mining development in Lower Zambezi National Park across the Zambezi River from the property, without due consideration of potential impacts on its Outstanding Universal Value ...
	6. Recalls its recommendation to the State Party of Zambia to consider nominating the Lower Zambezi National Park in order to eventually constitute a joint trans-boundary inscription on the World Heritage List, in line with the World Heritage Committe...
	7. Reiterates its request to the State Party of Zimbabwe to conduct a new survey of key wildlife species to assert that populations have not been impacted since the 2007 economic crisis, to re-instate regular wildlife monitoring and to conduct a feasi...
	8. Requests the State Party of Zimbabwe to provide an electronic and three printed copies of the draft revised management plan for the property as a whole, for review by the World Heritage Centre and IUCN;
	9. Also requests the State Parties of Zambia and Zimbabwe to inform the World Heritage Centre of any planned developments that might impact on the property, in accordance with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, and to ensure that EIAs conduc...
	10. Further requests the State Party of Zambia to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2015, a report on the status of the decision regarding the Kangaluwi and Chisawa open cast mine in Lower Zambezi National Park and its potential impac...
	11. Requests furthermore the State Party of Zimbabwe, in consultation with the State Party of Zambia, to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2016, a detailed report, including a 1-page executive summary, on the state of conservation of ...
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