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* This drawing is based upon the diagramme contained in the publication « Filling the gaps — an action plan for tIM»‘@MS

Monuments and sites XII, ICOMOS, 2005, p. 95



What I1s a Statement of OUV

It represents a formalization, and the
articulation in an agreed format, of the
Outstanding Universal Value for which a
property is on the World Heritage List

It was introduced in the 2005 revision of
the Operational Guidelines (par. 154-155)

All properties inscribed (or extended)
since 2007 have it




Retrospective Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

A retrospective Statement of OUV is a
Statement drafted for properties that were
iInscribed on the World Heritage List before
2007, I.e. before the year in which requirement
of a Statement, introduced in the Operational
Guidelines in 2005, became operational.

The difference from “non retrospective”

Statements lies in the time focus (at the
time of the inscription/as of now)
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The difference in the time focus




The format of a Statement of Outstanding Universal Value

STATEMENT OF OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE

Brief synthesis At the time of the inscription
« Summary of factual information
o Summary of qualities

Justification for criteria At the time of the inscription
Integrity At the time of the inscription/now
Authenticity At the time of the inscription/now

(not applicable to natural properties)
Protection and management requirements  Now/future
e Overall framework

« Specific long-term expectations

Suggested overall length: 1-2 A4 pages T @
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A Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: what for?

Management
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Boundary Reactive
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A Statement of Outstanding Universal Value: whom for?
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The process

. The World Heritage Committee Decision

31COM 11D.1

The submission

ne completeness check
ne review process

ne presentation to the World Heritage
Committee

. The publication on the website of the World

Heritage Centre




Decision 31 COM 11D.1

«Recognizing the pivotal importance of Statements of
Outstanding Universal Value in all World Heritage processes,
urges States Parties, in cooperation with the World Heritage
Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to prepare all missing
Statements of Outstanding Universal Value for properties in
their territory “

29 Statements of Outstanding Universal Value already
adopted retrospectively by the World Heritage Committee in
the Europe Region
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The submission: 1 February 2012

World Heritage properties EUR/NA 462
Retrospective SOUVs expected 373
Retrospective SOUVs received 348
Retrospective SOUVs not receive 25
Retrospective SOUVs incomplete 31
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Completeness-check

1) Official submission
2) Language
3) Word version

4) Length The missing and
iIncomplete ones

>) Name should be submitted

6) Area in hectares as soon as possible

/) All the sections

8) Same criteria/wording of the criteria

90% of the SOUV received was complete




The main issues with regard to completeness/1

e Criteria: too generic and lack of identification of the attributes

— EX: It has withessed settlement by successive human
communities for many centuries




The main issues with regard to completeness/2

« Difference between authenticity and integrity

— EX: The building materials and shapes of the palaces, temples,
burial chambers and funerary chapels have not been altered or
modified. The relief, writings and painted scenes have equally
preserved their original design, texture and color.

« Management: too generic/too precise
— EX: The property is very well managed

— EX: The 2006-2012 Management Plan is currently being
reviewed in order to...

e Area In hectares

 Length




The review process
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Advisory World State
Body (ies) Heritage < Party
Centre
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The presentation to the World Heritage Committee

Year

Region

2010

Arab States

2011

Africa

2012

Asia and the Pacific

2013

Latin America and the Caribbean

2014

Europe and North America

Ll ¢ | World Heritage 36 COM
awporal Sonie i © Distribution Limited WHC-12/36.COM/SE
Organisation Paris, 15 June 2012

des Nations Unies
pour Feducation
la science et la cul

Original: English/French

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC
AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION

CONVENTION CONCERNING THE PROTECTION OF
THE WORLD CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE

World Heritage Committee
Thirty-sixth session

Saint Petersburg, Russian Federation
24 June = 6 July 2012

ltem 8 of the Provisional Agenda: Establishment of the World Heritage List
and of the List of World Heritage in Danger

8E: Adoption of retrospective Statements of Outstanding Universal Value

SUMMARY

This Document presents the Draft Decision concerning the adoption of ninety-
four retrospective Statements of Outstanding Universal Value submitted by thirty-
six States Parties for properties which had no Statement approved at the time of
their inscription on the World Heritage List

Annex | contains the full text of the retrospective Statements of Outstanding
Universal Value concerned

Draft Decision: 36 COM 8E, see Point Il
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ST 1aps | Documents | Gallery | Indicators
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Dats of Inscription: 2004
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Ref: 1180
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The publication on the website of the World Heritage Centre
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Key reference tools

WHC. 12/01
July 2012

Guidance on the preparation of

RETROSPECTIVE STATEMENTS OF Operational Guidelines for the
OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE 1 1 . tth

for World Heritage Properties mplementation of the

July 2010 World Heritage Convention

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC
AND CULTURAL ORGANISATION

INTERGOVERNMENTAL COMMITTEE
FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE
WORLD CULTURAL AND NATURAL HERITAGE
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What to have on your shelves at the beginning of the 2nd Cycle of PR

The text of the World Heritage
Convention

The text of the Operational Guidelines
(2012 version)

The publication on the outcomes of
the First Cycle of Periodic Reporting
In Europe (World Heritage Paper 20)

The Section | questionnaire of the
First Cycle of Periodic Reporting

For each World Heritage property:

— Nomination

— Advisory Body Evaluation

— Management Plan (if any)

— Section Il of the First Cycle (if any)

— Last State of Conservation Report
(if any)

— Last decision of the World

Heritage Committee (if any) W @
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Thank you for
your kind attention




