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INTRODUCTION

N.B: The languages used for the verbatim of the sessions of the 42" session of the
World Heritage Committee are English and French. Presentations and comments made
originally in another language are indicated by [Edlish interpretation] qp [French interpretation] gt the
beginning of the intervention.

The 42nd session of the World Heritage Committee was held from 24 June to 4 July
2018 in Manama, Bahrein.

The 21 Members of the World Heritage Committee were present. Angola, Australia,
Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Burkina Faso, China, Cuba,
Guatemala, Hungary, Indonesia, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Norway, Saint Kitts and Nevis,
Spain, Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Zimbabwe

The elected Members of the Bureau of the 42nd session of the Committee were:

Chairperson: Sheikha Haya Rashed Al Khalifa (Bahrain)
Rapporteur: Anna E. Zeichner (Hungary)
Vice-Chairpersons:Azerbaijan,Brazil,China,Spain,Zimbabwe

The following 99 States Parties to the World Heritage Convention, which are not
members of the Committee, were represented as Observers:

Albania; Algeria; Andorra; Armenia; Austria; Belgium; Belize; Benin; Botswana,;
Bulgaria; Cambodia; Cameroon; Canada; Central African Republic; Chile; Colombia;
Costa Rica; Croatia; Cyprus; Czechia; Coéte d'lvoire; Democratic Republic of the
Congo; Denmark; Ecuador; Egypt; Eritrea; Estonia; Ethiopia; Finland; France; Georgia,;
Germany; Greece; Haiti; Holy See; Iceland; India; Iran (Islamic Republic of); Iraq;
Ireland; Israel; Italy; Jamaica; Japan; Jordan; Kazakhstan; Kenya; Latvia; Lebanon;
Lesotho; Libya; Lithuania, Malaysia; Mauritania; Mexico; Mongolia; Montenegro;
Myanmar; Namibia; Nepal; Netherlands; New Zealand; Niger; Nigeria; Oman; Pakistan;
Palestine; Panama; Papua New Guinea; Poland; Qatar; Republic of Korea; Republic of
Moldova; Romania; Russian Federation; Rwanda; Saudi Arabia; Senegal; Serbia;
Singapore; Slovakia; Slovenia; South Africa; Sri Lanka; Sudan; Sweden; Switzerland;
Thailand; the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia; Turkey; Ukraine; United Arab
Emirates; United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland; United States of
America; Uzbekistan; Viet Nam; Yemen; Zambia.

Representatives of the Advisory Bodies to the World Heritage Committee, namely the
International Centre for the Study of the Preservation and Restoration of Cultural
Property (ICCROM), the International Council of Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS), and
the International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) also attended the session.

The full list of participants is available here.

The session was conducted in two languages: English and French - the two working
languages of the Committee -, with additional interpretation in Spanish provided by the
Kingdom of Spain. Thanks to the generous contribution of the Sultan Bin Abdulaziz Al-
Saud Foundation of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia interpretation in Arabic was also
made available. Furthermore, thanks to the authorities of China, interpretation in
Chinese was available from 29 June to 2 July.

The World Heritage Centre of UNESCO provided the Secretariat for the meeting.
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Sunday 24 June 2018
OPENING CEREMONY

The Opening Ceremony of the 42nd session of the World Heritage Committee was held at
the Bahrein National Theatre on Sunday 4 July 2018. The ceremony was organized by the
Bahrain Authority of Culture and Antiquities under the patronage of His Magesty King Hamad
Bin Isa Al Khalifa, King of the Kingdom of Bahrain.

Speeches were delivered by the following dignitaries:

H.E. Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa, Chairperson of the 42nd Session of the Committee
H.E. Shaikha Mai Al Khalifa, President of Bahrain Authority for Culture and Antiquities
H.E. Mr Lee Byong Hyun, President of Executive Board of UNESCO

H.E Ms Audrey Azoulay, Director General of UNESCO

A cultural performance and a reception followed at the Bahrein National Museum.



FIRST DAY — Monday 25 June 2018
FIRST SESSION
10.00 a.m. - 1.00 p.m.
Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“Your Royal Highness, Excellency Sheikha Mai Al Khalifa, President of the Bahrain Authority
for Culture and Antiquities,

Excellency Mrs. Zouhour Alaoui, President of the UNESCO General Conference,

Excellency Mr. Byong Hyun Lee, President of the UNESCO Executive Board,

Excellency Mrs Audrey Azoulay, Director-General of UNESCO,

Excellency Ministers, Ambassadors, Permanent Delegates to UNESCO

Honourable Members of the World Heritage Committee,

Honourable Delegates from States Parties to the UNESCO 1972 World Heritage Convention,
Honourable Members of the Advisory Bodies,

Representatives of specialised NGO’s and Private Institutions dealing with World Heritage,
Ladies and Gentlemen,

Dear Guests,

It is indeed a great honour for me to greet you all today at the opening of the 42
session of the World Heritage Committee, which is held in Manama, the Capital of my
country, the Kingdom of Bahrain, under the High Patronage of His Majesty, King Hamad bin
Isa Al Khalifa, and to welcome you very warmly in making every effort to ensure that your
stay is as enjoyable and fruitful as possible.

| want to express my deep gratitude to H.E. Sheikha Mai Al Khalifa and also to H.R.H.
Emir Sultan Bin Abdulaziz for the assistance kindly provided by their Institution for the
Promotion of Arabic Language and the contribution made for the Arabic interpretation in all
sessions of our Committee.

| would like to reiterate, on behalf of H.E. Sheikha Mai Al Khalifa, President of the
Bahrain Authority for Culture and Antiquities, my gratitude and my deep appreciation for
choosing my country as a host to the 42" session of our World Heritage Committee. As you
all know, Bahrain has two sites inscribed on the World Heritage List and | hope that our busy
agenda will allow you to visit them. As was stated at the United Nations International Year for
Cultural and Natural Heritage, ‘World Heritage is our bridge from the past to the future’.

The credibility of the process must be absolute at all stages—from the work of the
advisory bodies to the decision by the States Parties, who hold prime responsibility. It is vital
to remember that the World Heritage Convention is an extraordinary normative instrument
which has provided, since its adoption, a global standard and has contributed to international
cooperation for heritage protection and promotion of better understanding of cultural
diversity.

However, | must also stress that after 42 years of implementation, the World Heritage
Convention stands at a critical point, since a number of issues have been already identified
by previous Chairpersons, such as the concern about interpretation of requirements and the
criteria for inscription on the World Heritage List within the context of cultural diversity and
values. Furthermore, the question of appropriate conservation and management for inscribed
World Heritage sites is regularly raised, together with threats to heritage such as pressures
for badly planned economic development and urban speculation. In addition, the recent
increase in regional and national conflicts and natural disasters are posing serious problems
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to the international community when funds and technical capacity are lacking in order to face
the essential rehabilitation for both the suffering populations and the essential reconstruction
of many sites inscribed on the World Heritage List in Danger.

We can see in many regions of the world, and particularly in the Middle East, the
fragility of this cultural heritage in times of conflict and the challenges we face to ensure its
protection and preservation. We are often reminded that no single country, however
powerful, can tackle these challenges alone. We must move forward together and this is
UNESCO'’s role with its World Heritage Committee.

As your Chairperson, | would like to stress one important point in our future
discussion: the credibility of the process for the implementation of the Operational Guidelines
that you have approved and which must be respected at all stages - from the work of the
Advisory Bodies to the decision made by the States Parties. We are all responsible for
ensuring the sustainability of the Convention and its credibility.

| would like to take this opportunity to recall that the overall goals of the Convention
are to identify and protect properties of Outstanding Universal Value and to mobilise
international support. At the heart of the system is the identification of eligible properties.
The selection of such sites of Outstanding Universal Value has proven to be a very complex
process. This objective has been expressed, in all your meetings, as well as the achievement
for a credible, balanced and representative World Heritage List, but it is also my
responsibility as your Chairperson to evoke it and mention this again.

Le but ultime de la Convention du Patrimoine mondial est, bien entendu, une fois
inscrits, I'obligation de protéger et de conserver ces sites culturels et naturels exceptionnels
et extraordinaires au bénéfice des générations présentes et futures.

Au cours des premieres années de sa mise en ceuvre, le systéme du Patrimoine
mondial insistait plus particulierement sur la réalisation de la « Liste ».

Les instruments de gestion et de suivi n'ont émergé que lentement et seulement a
partir du moment ou le Comité a été confronté de fagon évidente a des situations de sites en
difficulté. L’inscription toute seule a prouvé qu’elle était insuffisante pour garantir la survie et
la bonne gestion des sites du patrimoine mondial.

C’est pourquoi je compte réellement sur votre compréhension et votre assistance
pour faire de nos délibérations un exemple de qualité, de transparence et de
professionnalisme.

Ce que nous avons en commun, c’est notre mandat visant a appuyer les
responsabilités officielles des Etats membres ainsi que 'engagement des communautés
dans le partage des pratiques et en conjuguant les efforts pour une meilleure protection et
une résilience du patrimoine culturel et naturel dont nous avons hérité.

C’est la raison pour laquelle, au cours de vos précédentes sessions, vous avez invité
le Forum des Jeunes Professionnels du Patrimoine a participer a I'ouverture de vos travaux
et nous avons fait de méme cette année 2018 pour donner la voix aux jeunes générations.

Nous avons bien écouté la précédente proclamation des Jeunes qui déclarait “la forte
détermination des jeunes de transmettre, avec énergie et passion, le patrimoine mondial aux
générations futures comme composante significative de la communauté”.

La déclaration des Jeunes s’appliquait aussi a considérer le besoin d’'un mécanisme
pour les communautés locales et les jeunes afin qu’ils puissent étre engagés dans le
patrimoine mondial et le tourisme durable, en soulignant I'importance de la promotion du
patrimoine local vivant.



Oui, la Convention du patrimoine mondial et sa promotion représentent un grand défi
pour nous tous et c’est vers cet idéal de dialogue, de connaissance de 'autre et de paix qu'il
nous entraine tous, en dépit de nos différences de langues, de cultures ou de passé, nous
partageons les mémes réves, et les mémes espoirs pour un meilleur futur.

Je vous remercie de votre aimable attention.

Now, Ladies and Gentlemen, before considering the admission of the observers, |
would like to give the floor to the director, Ms. Rosler, for some general announcements.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you and good morning to everyone. It is a pleasure to serve you Madam Chair
and the whole Committee. First of all, let me recall that the World Heritage Committee at the
35" session decided that the World Heritage Committee should be live-streamed on the
Internet. Therefore, the debates of our session will be lived- streamed through the windows,
which hopefully will appear on the screens now. It is also available on the website of the 42
session of the World Heritage Committee.

Secondly, allow me to indicate that UNESCO gratefully acknowledges Sultan Bin
Abdulaziz Al Saud Foundation of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia for its generous contribution in
support of the Arabic interpretation for this session.

We would also like to thank the Kingdom of Spain for providing Spanish interpretation
for the duration of the meeting. Furthermore, many thanks to the authorities of China for the
interpretation in Chinese, which will be available from the 29" of June until 2" of July.

In this regard, and this is very important for you, | would like to invite Spanish, Arabic
and Chinese language speakers to choose in which working language, either English or
French, that they would like to see their interventions being reflected in the summary records
of the session. Your choice should be indicated orally at the time of your first intervention. It
should also be transmitted in writing to the Secretariat before the end of our working session
this morning.

Thank you very much Madam Chair and you can proceed to item two.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much, Madam Director. We now turn our attention to the admission
of the observers, which you will find in document 2, in accordance with Article 8 of the Rules
of Procedures. For your information, this is a bilingual document. | would like to ask the
Rapporteur whether she has received any amendments on the draft decision procedure.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madame Chair, and | would like to take this opportunity to wish
good morning to all colleagues. | have not received any amendments on the draft decision so
you may wish to proceed to its adoption. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much to the Rapporteur. Dear colleagues, | have to ask you now if
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you agree to the presence of these observers throughout the session. Cuba has asked for
the floor, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation]  “Thank you very much Madam Chair. We understand that this
Committee has a rather busy agenda and we know that any amendments to draft decisions
need to be submitted, but we would also like to refer to the fact that there are some areas
where discussion will be merited and there could be discussions on modifications of
paragraphs.

We would like to reserve the right to discuss that. For example, maybe the Secretariat
could give us more information on this. When there is a need to discuss a certain paragraph
and when a discussion does need to be opened on an item that initially has not been flagged
for discussion, we would like to know what the procedure will be and we will beg your
indulgence to make sure that the discussion could be held for it. We would like the
paragraphs concerned to be duly reflected on the screens at the time.”

The Chairperson

“Thank you very much. Please, Director, you have the floor.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. | would like just to comment on the question of
Cuba, it is actually under item 3 and | wanted to come back to this procedure because there
were some discussions on it in the Bureau. With your permission, | would like to go to
Item 3.”

The Chairperson:

“We move now to Item 3. We move to the review of the agenda and timetable of our
session; items 3A and 3B. | would like to invite Ms. Rossler, the Director, to present the
agenda and the timetable for this session, as contained in documents 3A and 3B. These
documents should be read in conjunction with document INF3A, reference 3 which contains
the provisional list of documents for our session. Thank you.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. | would like to make a few comments on ltems
3A and 3B. Concerning the agenda of our session, let me indicate two points. First, it was
decided to include the report on thematic studies in document 5A. In the past years you had
two separate documents: the Secretariat’'s report and thematic studies. | will make the
presentation together for a more coherent report.

Furthermore there was a slight change to the original agenda approved by the
Committee at the last session regarding Item 5C on the World Heritage Convention and
sustainable development. Indeed, as the Committee has decided to examine this matter in
2019, this item will be included in the next session, the 43™ session of the World Heritage
Committee.

You will have also noticed that document 3B.Rev has been issued recently because
9



that was only a slight change for the hours of the opening session which occurred last night.
Madam Chair, we all enjoyed the opening session yesterday.

To come back to the question from Cuba, | would like to inform you that yesterday,
the first Bureau meeting was held and a member of the Bureau requested to open for
discussion another State of Conservation report in addition to those already included in
document INF7.Rev. The additional report is on Stonehenge Avebury and associate sites in
the UK. Consequently, the Secretariat will issue document INF7.Rev2 shortly. There was
also a discussion on another site but apparently this is not open for discussion.

With regard to Cuba’s question, | would like to refer to the Operational Guidelines that
you have in front of you. It is actually Rule 23 in the Rules of Procedure. Rule 23.1 provides
for: ‘At the request of any member of the Committee, supported by two other members,
discussion of any motion, resolution or amendment may be suspended until the written text is
circulated in the working languages to all Committee members present’. Also, 23.3: ‘New
draft decisions/proposals and amendments thereto should, whenever possible, be submitted
to the Secretariat at least 24 hours before the discussion of the agenda item concerned. The
Rapporteur shall work with the Secretariat to distribute such draft decisions/proposals and
amendments to all Committee members in a timely manner.’

Allow me Ladies and Gentlemen to recall that due to the number of items on our
agenda and the time constraints, Rule 22.2 of the Rules of Procedures provides for the
following: ‘The Chairperson may limit the time allowed to each speaker if the circumstances
make this desirable.” The time for interventions will be limited to three minutes for Committee
members and two minutes for Observers.

In this regard, please note that we have a musical timer. | am not sure about the
music Madam Chair but we shall see, to gauge intervention and it will interrupt speakers
exceeding the recommended time limit. Concerning interventions by observers from civil
society and NGOs, we strongly advise if they wish to take the floor on the same topics, to
consult among themselves in order to prepare and to deliver one single intervention.

In order to save as much time as possible, we also appeal to you not to repeat, if
possible, what other delegations have already said or elaborated on to make long-
congratulatory statements; that is mainly under item 8.

Furthermore, official statements or declarations should be transmitted to the
Secretariat in writing, hopefully electronically, as soon as they have been delivered in order
to integrate them into the summary records of the session. For us it is very important to have
a truthful record of this session in the summary record.

We would also like to recall that the timing of the session should be respected: in the
morning from 10:00 am to noon, and restarting at 3:00 pm. Please note that as indicated in
the timetable, the meeting of the Bureau will be held every morning from 9:30 am until
10:00 am, as of this morning, because today we did not have a Bureau session as we had
one yesterday.

Furthermore, dear participants, allow me to remind you that bilateral consultation
should take place outside the main conference room and not during the debates. Some
Committee members specifically requested this last year. Also, | would like to kindly ask you
to switch off mobile phones or put them in silent mode so as not to disturb the proceedings.

Please, also be informed of the very important information that there are no specific
coffee breaks, but tea and coffee will be available throughout the day in the delegate lounge
just outside of this room.

Last but not least, as it was indicated in the Bureau meeting yesterday, | would also
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like to remind the Committee members that all amendments to draft decisions have to be
submitted in advance, well before the discussion to the Rapporteur. Her name is Anna E.
Zeichner, whom | greet here on the podium. It should be in writing using the blue form,
preferably the electronic version, to the following email address. | hope it is behind me on the
screen, if not, ‘worldheritage-rapporteur@unesco.org’.

The blue form template to be used will be sent to all Committee members by email by
the Secretariat. In this regard, we will consult each Committee member delegation to get one
email address to which the electronic version of this form can be sent for easy use. The
electronic submission will facilitate and speed up the integration of text to the relevant draft
decision at hand for your consideration. This blue form is available in the room in both
French and English; it includes the email address | just mentioned.

| would also like to encourage you, as much as is possible, to avoid submitting
substantial amendments immediately before the discussion of an item, to allow for
transparent and informed discussion. Therefore, Committee members should ensure that
amendments are provided sufficiently in advance and at least 24 hours ahead of the
examination of the concerned item as provided in the Rules of Procedures, which | just read,
to allow time for dissemination in paper copies and online on the website of the World
Heritage Centre and to also ensure translation, which is very important for the process.

Thank you very much Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you Ms. Rossler. If you have any comments please, you are welcome. | saw
Cuba, with Australia following.”

Cuba:

[English interpation]  “Thank you very much Madam Chair. Indeed rule 23.3 of the Rules of
Procedure provides for the need to submit 24 hours prior when possible. It means that it
does not actually negate the possibility of a modification to be made that could actually be
done. That is our question. Are we able to apply 23.3 with a little flexibility? It does say
‘whenever possible’ in the wording which means that it could actually be possible when it
was not possible to respect the 24 hours prior. That was the reason for my intervention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you your Excellency. Firstly, Australia congratulates you on your election as
Chairperson of the World Heritage Committee. We thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for its
generosity in hosting this Committee meeting and we very much look forward to experiencing
the culture of your people while we are here in Manama.

I think this is the right time, looking at the agenda, for Australia to suggest the
Committee might make a small and important modification to the way it conducts its business
under agenda Item 8, the establishment of the World Heritage List and the List of World
Heritage in Danger.
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In recent years, we have observed the very positive approach of the Committee to the
operation on agenda Item 7 regarding the State of Conservation of World Heritage
properties. The general decision under Agenda 7 has enabled more strategic discussion and
decisions on matters of the utmost importance to the World Heritage Convention. Things
such as climate change, the illegal wildlife trade and emergency situations resulting from
conflict to name just three.

In a similar way, we believe there would be value in creating a place on the agenda
for more strategic discussions about matters related to the nomination and inscription
processes for the World Heritage List and for the List of World Heritage in Danger. In making
this point, | foreshadow that Australia will be submitting a draft decision in the next day or two
for consideration by the Committee to establish a general agenda item, as | have just
outlined.

It will be based on the points | have just made and it would enable the Committee to
look more strategically across the issues arising from the nomination and in-danger listing
processes and to discuss them, rather than through case-by case, as an example. Thank
you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Bosnia.”

Bosnie-Herzégovine :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. Tout d’abord nous voudrions remercier a
travers vous, madame la présidente, le Royaume de Bahrein pour votre magnifique
hospitalité et I'excellente organisation de notre session. Puisque c’est la premiére fois que la
Bosnie-Herzégovine prend la parole en sa qualité d’Etat membre de ce Comité, nous
aimerions répéter encore une fois a quel point la Bosnie Herzégovine est honorée de faire
partie et de participer a cette instance prestigieuse de TUNESCO.

Nous entamons notre participation aux travaux du Comité avec beaucoup d’humilité
et de modestie, mais aussi avec un grand sentiment de responsabilité. Pendant notre
mandat, nous ferons de notre mieux pour apporter notre petite pierre a cette magnifique
construction qu’ est la Convention pour la protection du patrimoine mondial.

Nous voudrions terminer en soutenant la proposition de nos collégues de I'Australie.
Merci beaucoup ».

La Présidente :

« Je vous remercie et donne la parole a la Norvége ».

Norway:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. As Norway takes the floor for the first time, | would like to
congratulate you on your election as Chair. | would also like to thank the Kingdom of Bahrain
for its warm welcome. Norway welcomes and strongly supports Australia’s proposal, as it will
strengthen important discussions on nominations. Thank you, Madam Chair”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to Hungary.”

Hungary:

“Thank you very much, Madam. First and foremost, we would like to congratulate you
for your election as a Chairperson. We are certain that under your able leadership our
Committee will have very fruitful deliberations. We also would like to thank the Kingdom of
Bahrain for its very warm hospitality and the first-class organisation of our meeting.

Hungary, as a newly elected member of the World Heritage Committee, pledges to
support your work and that of the Bureau and will look forward to working closely in the spirit
of co-operation and in full alignment with the scopes of the Convention with the other
Committee members, States Parties and all of the stakeholders. As a result of this final
statement, | would like to support on behalf of the Hungarian delegation the proposal of
Australia to have a general decision.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you very much Chairperson. | join my colleagues in congratulating you on
your election as Chair and thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for the warm hospitality and
welcome. One of the key problems that we face in terms of management and in terms of
state of conservation is to realise that there are now common challenges that we have in
different areas. Some of these solutions are better drawn up by collective work and collective
reflection. Therefore, in view of that, we support the proposal of Australia to have more
thematic discussions on key areas that affect the World Heritage sites, particularly under
Item 8 of the nomination.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Madam the Director to reply.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. The answer to Cuba is yes, of course, because
it states ‘if possible’. | just want to clarify, following the interventions by Australia and the
other delegations that these are not amendments to the agenda which is in front of you.
Australia made a suggestion to have a discussion and a draft decision under item 8 or
maybe 8B depending on when you come to this point under item 8, to have general
decisions like they do for item 7 on the agenda. That is just to clarify the point on the agenda
and | think that there are no further interventions, Madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now invite you to adopt the Draft Decisions 42 COM 3A and
42 COM 3B. Before that, | give the floor to the Rapporteur in case she has any amendments
or has received any from the members.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. | have not received any amendments on the draft
decisions. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. If you do not have any objections, we can adopt the Decision.
The Decision is adopted.

We now move to item 4. Ladies and Gentlemen, let us now examine item 4 of our
agenda. As you know, Mr. Muhammad Juma was the Rapporteur of the 41% session of the
World Heritage Committee, which was held last year in Cracow, Poland. Therefore, | have
now the pleasure to invite him to present his report which will highlight the main issues
discussed during our last session. The floor is to Mr. Juma. Thank you very much.”

Mr. Muhammad Juma:

“Chairperson, dear members of the Committee, Ambassadors, delegates of State
parties, delegates from the Secretariat, Advisory Bodies and participants of the 42" session
of the World Heritage Committee, good morning,

Madam Chair, allow me also to convey my greetings to friends of the World Heritage
sites and colleagues who are watching and listening to the discussion of the 42" session of
the World Heritage Committee through the streaming which has been taking place for the
fifth continuous year now.

Madam Chairperson, it is with great pleasure that today, | present my report of the
41% session of the World Heritage Committee, which was generously hosted by Poland in the
beautiful City of Cracow from the 2" until the 7% of July, 2017.

Distinguished Committee members, it was an honour and indeed a pleasure that you
allow me to serve as Rapporteur of the 415 Session. | deeply thank you for having entrusted
and elected me as Rapporteur, which was a challenging, important and enjoyable job. |
would also like to thank the Secretariat and the Advisory Bodies for the professional advice
and support accorded to me, which facilitated the smooth proceedings of the session.
Special thanks to Director of the World Heritage Centre, Dr Rossler, and her extraordinary
team for their earnest efforts which made the 41 Session and thus, implementation of the
1972 Convention, a success.

Madam Chairperson, the 41%t Session was chaired by Professor Jacek Purchla,
whose passion, kindness, tolerance and wisdom were part of the success of the 41%
Committee’s Session. The Session was attended by 2921 participants in total, including 792
representatives of States Parties, NGOs and observers. Apart from 21 committee members,
103 delegates from States parties also joined the session. For ten days of intensive
discussions, the Committee deliberated on 235 decisions covering conventional diverse
topics including the activities of the Centre, the state of conservation of properties on the
World Heritage List, nomination, the vision of Operational Guidelines and others.
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Madam Chairperson, as for the activities of the Centre, the Committee took note with
appreciation that the World Heritage Centre successfully continues implementation of
activities in line with the mid-term strategy of 2014-21 and approved by it. It took note of the
concrete results of time in ensuring tangible heritage is identified, protected, monitored and
sustainably managed by member States, in particular through the effective implementation of
the 1972 Convention.

Furthermore, the Committee welcomed the proactive role of the Centre for enhancing
the Cultural and Biodiversity-related Convention. It also congratulated the Advisory Bodies
for their efforts to mobilise addition funds but also requested ICOMOS and IUCN to continue
engaging in appropriate dialogue without consultation with the States Parties to further
enhance the overall transparency and decision-making in the workings of the Committee.

The Committee also took note of the support provided by the World Heritage Centre
and the Advisory Bodies to States Parties in the implementation of the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development. It also called upon the States Parties to ensure that sustainable
development principles are mainstreamed into their national processes related to the World
Heritage in full respect of the Outstanding Universal Value.

Regarding capacity building, the Committee commended the progress made so far in
the implementation of the World Heritage Capacity Building Strategy to start combining the
World Heritage Capacity Building Programme with the capacity-building activities carried out
in 2016 and the beginning of 2017. It welcomed the progress made by the Category 2
Centres and called upon interested stakeholders to support their activities.

Madam Chairperson, the Committee discussed a total of 47 State of Conservation
reports out of 154 submitted. An additional two properties, Hebron/Al-Khalil's Old Town and
the Historical Centre of Vienna were added to the List of World Heritage properties in Danger
whereas others were removed, namely: Comoé National Park, Cote d’lvoire, Gelati
Monastery Georgia, and Simien National Park, Ethiopia. Thus, to date, the World Heritage
List in Danger comprises of 54 properties, of which 38 are cultural and 16 are natural.

Madam Chairperson, the Committee took a broad decision related to the List by
recalling the importance of paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines deploring conflict
situations prevailing in several countries, arguing States Parties to include risk mitigating
measures, but also reiterating the need to promote better understanding of the implication of
inscribing properties on the List of World Heritage in Danger. The Committee also took note,
with appreciation, of the initiative of the Chairperson for the 415t Session of fostering a
structural dialogue with civil society.

Madam Chairperson, at the 415t Session the Committee also decided to inscribe on
the List of World Heritage 21 new properties and extended the boundaries of 8. The
Committee members were particularly happy with the fact that the Republic of Angola had its
first property inscribed on the List in that session following fruitful discussion in Cracow; the
World Heritage List now has a total of 1073 properties of which 832 are cultural, 206 natural
and 35 mixed.

Distinguished Committee members, the Committee also adopted the decision to
launch the third cycle of Periodic Reporting 2017-2022, following a two-year reflection period,
2015-2017. This launching captured earlier recommendations of the working group on this
item, led by Mr. Christopher Young, on improving the modalities of periodical reporting to
update in line with the various involved sectors such as sustainable development. The third
cycle of Periodic Reporting is now set up, to start with the Arabic region in 2018.

Madam Chairperson, the Committee also endorsed the revised operation guidelines
and the proposed budget of the World Heritage Fund for the biennium 2018-2019. This
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decision was guided by the recommendation of the two ad hoc groups; the first group,
chaired by MrJad Tabet, the distinguished delegate from Lebanon, revised the
paragraph 68, Chapter 5, on the Operational Guidelines related to the Tentative List.

The second group, led by Mr. Hendrik Garcia , distinguished delegate of the
Philippines, deliberated on the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund by integrating a set
of short, medium and long-term measures and actions that would lead to a more desirable
level of funding and efficiency.

Madam Chairperson, such an enormous amount of work would not have been
possible without the remarkable dedication and effort of the Secretariat and Committee
members. Madam Chairperson, allow me once again to register my gratitude to the
Committee members, the Secretariat, the Advisory Bodies as well as States Parties to the
Convention for their support, which facilitated the successful accomplishment of my
responsibilities as Rapporteur of the 415 Session.

Finally, Madam Chairperson, allow me to take this precious opportunity to
congratulate and recommend my successor, Ms. Hanna Zeichner, from the delegation of
Hungary, for her appointment as Rapporteur of the 42" Session of the World Heritage
Committee. | ensure her of my full support during the execution of this honourable
responsibility which | have no doubt, without reservation, that she will accomplish
successfully.

| wish all the members of the 42" Committee success and thank the Kingdom of

Bahrain for its wonderful hospitality and a warm welcome for this session. Thank you very
much. In Tanzanian, Madam Chair, | would say, Hassan tesana.

The Chairperson:

“Mr. Juma, thank you very much for your excellent and very clear report. | invite for
comments if there are any. It seems that there are none. The Committee takes note of the
report of the Rapporteur of the 415 Session. Are there any objections? No. We adopt.

Thank you very much. | now close item 4 of the agenda. | now give the floor to Ms
Rossler regarding the constitution of the consultative body for the review of the budget.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. As you will remember, the Committee established, by
decision 35 COM 12.B, a standing consultative body for a review of the Committee’s bi-
annual budget in conformity with Article 20 of the Rules of Procedure. This consultative body
is open to all States Parties including States non-members of the World Heritage Committee.
| would also like to recall that the Advisory Bodies will have the possibility to attend this
working group as observers.

Furthermore, based on last year’s practise and in a view to avoiding heavy agendas,
it is suggested to the Committee to reduce the length of this working group to four days in
view to improving the efficiency of the Committee’s work, instead of being held for the
duration of the whole session. Therefore, if the proposal is agreeable to the Committee, we
can propose that the working group will meet from Tuesday the 26" of June until Friday the
29" of June.

Thank you, Madam Chair. | think you need now to designate a president for the
group. Thank you.”

16



The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Dear colleagues, are there any objections to the proposal?
Furthermore, as per rule 20.2 of the Rules of Procedure, it is of the responsibility of the
working group to elect a Chairperson. However, | understand that some consultation has
already taken place in this regard. Therefore, | would like to know if a delegation would like to
make any participation. | now give the floor to Hungary.”

Hungary:
“Thank you, Madam Chairperson. Our delegation would like to nominate Mr. Rashad

Baratli, from the delegation of Azerbaijan, as the Chairperson of the Budget Working Group,
thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Indonesia has the floor now.”

Indonesia:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Since Indonesia is for the first time taking the floor, | would
like to join other delegations in congratulating you, as Chairperson of this important
Committee, and also thank for their hospitality the government of Bahrain, rendered to all
delegations. | would like to echo Hungary’s proposals on the nomination of Mr. Rashad
Baratli of Azerbaijan as the Chair of the Budget Working Group. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. That’s fine. | also congratulate Mr. Rashad Baratli: | know his
work; he is excellent and he deserves it. Thank you very much.

Dear colleagues, | would now like to give the floor to the Director of the Centre who

will give us some indication related to the work of the Consultative bodies. The floor is now to
Ms. Rdssler.”

Ms Rossler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. The proposal, as said, is that the Budget
Working Group meets from Tuesday the 26™ of June until Friday the 29" of June, from 2:00
until 3:00 pm for the first three days, and on Friday from 1:30 pm until 2:30 pm, because you

do not have a morning session on Friday. That will take place in the Bureau Room.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, we will move on to our next agenda item. We turn our
attention to the opening of item 12A, which concerns the follow-up on recommendations of
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evaluation and audits on working methods. The relevant document is document 12A. Allow
me to give the floor to Ms Réssler on this matter.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much, Madam Chair. As you will remember, the Committee at its 38"
session in 2014 decided to establish an ad hoc working group to examine the issues related
to working methods of the evaluation and decision-making processes of nominations. Since
this date, the Committee has met between sessions, examining different matters in this
framework and | think you worked very hard between the sessions. Therefore, since our last
session in Krakow, the ad hoc working group pursued its reflection on the implementation of
the roadmap for the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund as well as on the definition of
the Upstream Process and the effectiveness of the Global Strategy for a balanced and
representative World Heritage List.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you Madam Réssler. In this regard | would like to give the floor to the Chair of
the working group, Sheikh Khalifa Al Khalifa and Mr. Baratli, who will report on the work of
the group. Thank you.”

Sheikh Khalifa Al Khalifa:

“Thank you. Through its Decision 41 COM 9A and 41 COM 12A, the World Heritage
Committee extended the mandate of the ad hoc working group composed of members of the
Committee and up to two non-members per electoral group to review the definition of the
Upstream Process in view of improving the effectiveness of the Global Strategy as well as
discussing in consultation with the World Heritage Centre’s Advisory Bodies, as appropriate
for relevant stakeholders, the sustainability of the World Heritage Fund and to report to the
42" Session of the World Heritage Committee, including recommendations on the following
issues:

Elaboration of a comprehensive resource-mobilising and communication strategy,
further examination of the proposal to establish an informal core group on research
mobilisation including its mandate and modalities; study on how to examine the impact and
scope of the form of partners; analysis of the recommendations of the internal oversight
service; comparative mapping study and the development of proposals in view of optimising
the use of resources of the World Heritage Fund, and discussion of the definition of the
Upstream Process and the effectiveness of the Global Strategy for a balanced and
representative World Heritage List.

The ad hoc Working Group commenced its work on January 15" of this year. It was
agreed to divide the mandate of the working group into two sub-groups, one on the review of
the definition of the Upstream Process and the other on the sustainability of the World
Heritage Fund. Subsequently, meetings took place on February the 5" of March, the 5" and
28" of April, the 16" and 23™ of May and June the 4". Open-ended meetings for all States
Parties were held on May 18; representatives of the World Heritage Centre and of the
Advisory Bodies participated in the meeting.

In reference to the review of the definition of the Upstream Process, the ad hoc
working group took note of the background information and online survey results and
recalled the Upstream Process pilot projects. Some resulted in an inscription on the World
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Heritage List and two were phased out and the remaining five are advancing at different
paces. Regardless of the results, all pilot projects improved the dialogue. The group
highlighted that even though the Global Strategy has reached the mature age of 24 years,
almost nothing has changed in terms of the statistics of the general distribution of World
Heritage Sites and of the cultural sites over the natural or mixed ones. The only tangible
change, although not increasing the credibility of the World Heritage List, was the elaboration
of new types of heritage categories. Nevertheless, Upstream Processes can be effective
tools to support the Global Strategy. If the number of Upstream Process requests exceeds
the capacity of the institutions involved in implementing them, the prioritisation system as set
out in paragraph 61 of the Operational Guidelines should apply.

The group considered that Upstream Processes would be more beneficial at the start
and the earliest stage of the nomination process. Any consultation after the submission of the
nomination file should not be regarded as upstream but rather as midstream. It is a voluntary
and advisory process. For the credibility of the World Heritage Convention, States Parties are
strongly encouraged to respect the advice resulting from the Upstream Process. The advice
provided during the Upstream Process should be an institutional opinion rather than an
individual expert’s opinion. The group aimed at having a general definition adopted, thus
increasing the effect and efficiency of the Upstream Process.

A drafting group was created to work on the definition, taking into consideration all the
above discussions. The group proposes the below definition of Upstream Process to be
included in the footnote of paragraph 122 of the Operational Guidelines, which states:

‘In relation to the nomination of sites for the inscription on the World Heritage List,
Upstream Processes include advice, consultation and analysis that occur prior to the
submission of a nomination and are aimed at reducing the number of nominations that
experience significant problems during the evaluation process. The basic principle of
Upstream Processes is to enable the Advisory Bodies and the World Heritage Centre to
provide guidance and capacity building directly to States Parties, throughout the whole
process leading up to the preparation of a possible World Heritage nomination. For the
upstream support to be effective, it should be undertaken from the earliest stage of the
nomination process, at the moment of the preparation or revision of the States Parties’
Tentative List.’

The purpose of the advice given in the context of a nomination is limited to providing
guidance of the technical merit of the nomination and the technical framework needed in
order to offer the State Parties the essential tools to enable them to assess the feasibility
and/or action necessary to prepare for the nomination. Requests for the Upstream Process
should be submitted through the official format annex 15 of the Operational Guidelines.
Should the number of requests exceed capacity, then the prioritisation system as per
paragraph 61.c will be applied.

The group would insist on its desire to improve the quality of nominations. The
Upstream Process can become an effective tool to decrease the amount of Committee
decisions deviating from the Advisory Bodies advice. In order to achieve this objective, the
potential of re-evaluating the nomination process should be explored. Contributing to the
improved quality of nominations, Upstream Processes could be integrated within the
multiple-stage nomination process and could be considered as the first stage.

The scope of the Upstream Process can be further extended to be a capacity building
school. The Advisory Bodies and the World Heritage Centre may involve UNESCO field
officers and Category Centres when needed. The ad hoc advises the mandate of the ad hoc
Working Group to be extended to evaluate the nomination cycle, the results of which will be
presented in the committee during the 43" Session.

Furthermore, the group would like to highlight the importance of the global strategy
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for a balanced and representative World Heritage List and the Committee may wish to
extend the mandate of the ad hoc working group further to re-evaluate the Global Strategy
overall, with its successes and failures.

| now leave it to my colleague to express the other subgroup.”

Mr. Rashad Baratli:

“Thank you so much. As it was mentioned earlier in our subgroup on Sustainability of
the World Heritage Fund, we had mainly four items on our agenda. With your permission |
will go one by one.

The first one: Operational and Comprehensive Research Mobilization Communication
Strategy; since beginning the discussion, the group has decided the most efficient way to
approach this issue was with a two-phase approach. First, to operate a kind of guidance
framework, strategy document; on a second phase, to upgrade to a more concrete and
operational document. During the discussion, it was agreed that the group would work on the
resource, mobilisation and communication strategy framework document. | am glad to say
here that the group was successful in preparing the draft of the document.

The speculative outcomes under this item from the Committee are possibly to
endorse the prepared framework document of the strategy and to invite the Secretariat to a
close co-operation with State Members and Parties and stakeholders to prepare resource
mobilisation and a communication plan to be developed for the 43™ session of the
Committee to be held next year.

Also, | would like to emphasise that during the whole thorough discussion, the group
referred to the Road Map on sustainability of the World Heritage Fund, which was approved
by the 41 session of the World Heritage Committee held in Cracow in 2017, last year.

The second item on our agenda was further examination of the proposal to establish
an informal core group on resource mobilisation, including its mandate and modalities. The
group has discussed this point, of course, and it was mentioned by several members of the
group that through creation by the decision of the Committee it would already give certain
formal structure to this group. It would be very difficult to avoid a formal structure of the group
and to keep it really informal. After a long discussion, it was suggested that instead of
creating such an informal core group, it would be more useful to invite States Parties actively
assisting the Secretariat, then UNESCO in the World Heritage, raising awareness and raising
funds. That’'s why the expected outcome within this item is to invite States Parties to assist
the Secretariat in fund-raising activities. This is, by the way, included in the Draft Decision,
which has been prepared by the group and proposed outcomes, which are also included in
document 12A.

The third point discussed within our group was study on how to maximise the impact
and scope of the forum of partners. We had a long discussion on this item. Several issues
were addressed, such as who the target audience is, what should be the appropriate venue
for such a big event, who should be invited to such an event and, of course, what are the
main goals and outcomes of this event? After long discussion, it was agreed, we need first a
guiding document, which, in our case, is a strategy on mobilisation and communication. In
the first place, it is more efficient to have this strategy approved with its operational plan and
then we can think of a big event with formal partners where we have all modalities clearly
defined. At the same time, the group has mentioned that in parallel we can think of smaller-
scale events based on the market place, which are prepared by the Secretariat and which we
find very useful.

The final point on our agenda was the analysis of the recommendations of the
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internal site survey analysis, 10S, the comparative mapping study and the development of
the proposals in view of optimising the use of the resources of the World Heritage Fund. As
you may know, mapping studies have mainly four recommendations in their final document.
Our group decided to address each recommendation separately.

The first recommendation was concerning the overhead cost. After listening carefully
to all the present stakeholders, Advisory Bodies and others like the Secretariat, the group
decided that reducing or avoiding overhead costs has not contributed to any meaningful
savings. In this regard, the outcome of the recommendation is to keep the current practise of
overhead costs and the contract of the Advisory Bodies; as | mentioned early it does not
have any meaningful savings contribution. Secondly, reducing this can somehow have a
negative impact on the current work of the Advisory Bodies as well.

The second recommendation was legal advice and sourcing advisory services. The
ad hoc working group requested the Secretariat to present us a legal opinion on this issue.
The legal office of UNESCO has prepared a summary of legal advice on this point, which
was presented to the group and | just want to present some parts and advice. Neither the
Convention nor the Operational Guidelines compose the Committee to use only ICCROM,
IUCN or ICOMOS to provide advisory services. This is just part of the summary advice which
is attached as an annex to our final document, 12A. After long discussions on this point, a
majority of the group, taking into account the argument of the service provided and the long
period of experience of partnership from the Advisory Bodies, proposed to continue the
services of the current three Advisory Bodies. A majority of the group was in favour of this
idea. At the same time, we had some ideas from some members of the group that they need
further discussions on the modalities for use of services that are suitable for hire. The
outcome of the recommendation is to continue to use the services of the current Advisory
Bodies; if possible there will be discussions on this item in the future.

The third recommendation was about defining Committee decisions deviating from
Advisory Bodies’ advice, procured at a significant cost to the World Heritage Fund, and
taking action to address them. Since the very beginning of the discussion, the group has
concluded and had a consensus beyond the point that it would be very difficult over a short
period of time to come up with possible solutions and address these problems. However, we
discussed the main root causes and identified three main ones; they are: a) political interests
and pressure, given the huge financial and human investment in the preparation of
nominations; b) a complicated nomination preparation process; and c) differences in
scientific opinion.

The group discussed several ways and solutions on how to address and solve those
issues. Again, with a short period of time, we did not come out with a solid solution to the
problem. It is recommended in the final recommendation that the Committee may wish to
extend the ad hoc committee working group and may wish to include this item on reform and
change on the nomination process to the agenda of the extended ad hoc working group for
further discussion in the Committee.

The final recommendation was on modalities and changing working methods to
generate more efficiency. The three points coming out are: 1) the nomination process, 2)
international assistance and 3) Reactive Monitoring missions. As | said earlier for the first, it
was concluded that it is better to discuss a possible extended mandate of the ad hoc working
group. Regarding the two others, the group has come up with certain recommendations. In
short, we have one proposal for international assistance which we expect to discuss during
the subgroup on budget in the following days. The other one is a recommendation on the
Reactive Monitoring mission and using regional experts where necessary, and it does not
have a negative impact on the quality of the service provided. This is also reflected in the
final outcome document.

Just to finalise my presentation, | want to emphasise that we had a proposal from the
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delegation of Norway during our discussions. In short, cross-sharing modalities for evaluation
of nominations; this is widely reflected in our outcome document. The brief idea is the
payment of an upfront fee to the World Heritage Fund by all States Parties submitting newer
nominations. Of course, there are certain modalities to address which are still being worked
on. There are, of course, in the idea exceptions for certain categories of State which are
mentioned in the final outcome document. It is projected that possible savings out of this
proposal could approach $US700,000, if this can be implemented.

| think this was a short outcome of our study. Thanks a lot Chairperson.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much to both speakers for your information and reports. | now give
the floor to Ms. Réssler to give us further information in this regard.”
Ms. Réssler:

“It is now proposed that we will leave Item 12A open to allow for further discussion
and consultation, notably on matters to be discussed during the Working Group on the
Budget that you have just have constituted. This will allow time to prepare and adopt an

agreed decision on Tuesday the 3" of July, as foreseen in our timetable.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much for this explanation. Item 12A will remain open and we will go
to the next item, which is for item 5A. The next item concerns the Report of the World
Heritage Centre on its activities, which is contained in document 5A. The Director of the
Centre will introduce the Report of the World Heritage Centre on its activities. | would like to
give the floor to Ms. Rdssler to give us an idea of the item. Please, Madam, you have the
floor.

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much, Madam Chair. As | said in the beginning, it may be this year a
little bit longer, because we also have integrated the report on the thematic programme. It is
a pleasure for me to give you an overview of what we have been doing since the last session
of the World Heritage Committee.

| just would like to recall that the Centre comprises five Regional Units supporting the
implementation of the World Heritage Convention. At the beginning of 2018, a new unit,
called the World Heritage Nature, Sustainable Tourism and Outreach Unit (NTO) was
established following the creation of a new post to strengthen the Centre’s capacities in the
field of natural heritage. That was actually one of your requests to us.

The number of posts—financed through regular and extra-budgetary funding
sources—has decreased over the last few years while the number of properties has
increased on the World Heritage List (1073 properties currently), and the tasks for the World
Heritage Centre have constantly increased. We are now facing a situation that is no longer
sustainable, as explained already during the Information Session on 17" of May 2018.

In this regard, | would very much like to thank the delegations and governments of
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Germany, Hungary, Japan, Norway, the Republic of Korea, Sweden, Turkey and Qatar for
their staff support with secondments, junior professional officers/associate experts and non-
reimbursable loans.

The activities of the World Heritage Centre are fully in line with the Medium-Term
Strategy (2014-2021) and the approved programme and budget for 2016-2017.

As you know, for the World Heritage Convention, one expected result was
established: ‘Tangible heritage identified, protected, monitored and sustainably managed by
Member States, in particular through the effective implementation of the 1972 Convention’.

Five clear performance indicators have been developed to track progress and
achievements for this expected result. While the performance indicators focus on quantitative
information, this presentation will provide concrete examples to illustrate how the World
Heritage Centre has worked with States Parties, Advisory Bodies and many other
stakeholders to identify, protect, monitor and sustainably manage World Heritage.

On the governing bodies; the key outcomes of the 41st session are as follows: World
Heritage Committee prepared 47 documents. The Committee adopted 238 Decisions. The
Committee examined 154 State of Conservation reports and inscribed 21 new properties on
the World Heritage List. The Decisions report and the video recordings are fully available on
the website of 41.COM as well as the summary records.

As you know, two working groups met during the 41 session of the Committee. |
do not need to go into detail.

| would like to highlight that we continue to have briefing orientation sessions for the
newly elected Committee members in November 2017, the orientation session held in
conjunction with the information session in May 2018 and the following orientation session
yesterday that were prepared by the Centre and the Advisory Bodies to support Committee
members and States Parties in the preparation of this session.

Capacity-building activities were implemented in all regions and | will only highlight a
few: In Africa, the partnership between the Centre and the African World Heritage Fund
(AWHF) has been further developed. A workshop was organised on the development of
World Heritage curricula in African educational institutions in April of 2018, in Zimbabwe, with
over 30 participants from universities in English-speaking African countries.

In the Latin America and the Caribbean, a capacity-building strategy was adopted by
the States Parties of Mexico and Central America on various priority areas defined in the
Action Plan for World Heritage in Mexico and Central America (PAMAC), 2018-2023, such as
communities, tourism and sustainable approaches to heritage management.

Nominations: With the 21 properties that were inscribed by the Committee at its 41
Session, the World Heritage List reached 1073 properties of which 832 are cultural, 206
natural and 35 mixed. There are currently 54 properties inscribed on the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

The Centre continuously supports States Parties in the process of updating Tentative
Lists and provides advice and information on good practices concerning the elaboration of
nomination files.

In the Arab region, a regional workshop was organised on the World Heritage
nomination process, in Djerba, Tunisia, to strengthen capacities of heritage managers and
professionals in the preparation of nomination proposals.

For Europe, the Centre and the Advisory Bodies continued to provide upstream
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assistance on the framework of the Upstream Pilot Project Natural and Cultural Heritage of
the Ohrid region (Albania and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia). In this regard,
one Transboundary Platform Meeting was organised on finalising the management planning
documents for the existing World Heritage property and the proposed extension of the

property.

The Centre also provided support to the [IUCN-led project Identifying potential marine
sites of Qutstanding Universal Value in the Arctic region. The publication Natural Marine
World Heritage in the Arctic Ocean was launched in 2017.

On sustainable development: You will recall that the General Assembly adopted at its
20" session the Policy for the integration of a sustainable development perspective into the
processes of the World Heritage Convention (Resolution 20.GA.13). | think this is a very
important document for all of us.

The Centre endeavours to mainstream sustainable development in all its activities.
For example, the revised Periodic Reporting format has fully taken on board the principles of
the World Heritage-SDP and the 2030 Agenda and embedded them throughout the
guestionnaire, as well as in the proposed monitoring indicators list and the analytical
framework.

In Africa, further to the Operational Action Plan resulting from the International
Conference Safeguarding African World Heritage as a Driver for Sustainable Development
held in Arusha in 2016 and the Ngorongoro Declaration, several community-based heritage
conservation projects have been developed. They included sites such as the city of Saint-
Louis in Senegal, the Cliff of Bandiagara in the Land of the Dogons in Mali and the Royal
Palaces of Abomey in Benin.

In February 2018, UNESCO launched a publication entitted World Heritage for
Sustainable Development in Africa, which aims to present and analyse different experiences
from African World Heritage sites that demonstrate the extent to which they serve as motors
for development.

Sustainable development policies and approaches have also been mainstreamed into
the Centre’s activities in the Arab region. In particular, focus was given for the integration of
sustainable development policies in the management of sites facing urban growth pressures
such as Petra in Jordan and sites facing social and economic challenges. To this end, we
organised an International Expert Meeting for the Conservation and Revitalisation of the
Kasbah of Algiers jointly with the Algerian Ministry of Culture, in Algeria in January 2018.

On Conservation: as you are well aware, this Convention is about conservation, and
during this session, the Committee will examine 157 state of conservation reports that were
prepared by the Centre with the Advisory Bodies, including 54 related to properties on the
List of World Heritage in Danger.

All state of conservation reports are integrated into the online World Heritage State of
Conservation Information System. This information system now offers over 3,600 state of
conservation reports on 564 properties and is receiving growing attention. It has just
exceeded 1,000,000 page views.

Conservation projects are ongoing in many States Parties in Africa and International
Assistance was provided to Sukur Cultural Landscape (Nigeria), Niokolo-Koba National Park
(Senegal), Cidade Velha, Historic Centre of Ribeira Grande (Cabo Verde) and Kunta Kinteh
Island and Related Sites (The Gambia) for conservation and management activities.

As for the Asia-Pacific Region, in September of 2017, UNESCO convened a three-
day technical meeting followed by a public Symposium in Tokyo, Japan, entitled The Future
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of the Bamiyan Buddha Statues: Technical Considerations and Potential Effects on
Authenticity and Outstanding Universal Value. While no final decision was made at the
meeting concerning the possible reconstruction of any Buddha statues, it marked an
important step forward in the international, technical discussion on questions of the
reconstruction of deliberately damaged World Heritage properties. On Item 7 we will come
back to the matter of reconstruction.

In the Latin American and Caribbean region, after the severe earthquakes of last
September in Mexico, Emergency International Assistance requests were approved for three
of the most affected properties in the country, which are Historic Centre of Puebla, the
Historic Centre of Mexico City and Xochimilco, and the early 16"-Century Monasteries on the
Slopes of Popocatepetl.

Thematic priorities: Following Decision 41 COM 5A point 4 thematic studies on
criterion (vi) and memory sites were conducted through the financial support of Germany and
the Republic of Korea. Two reports were prepared by working groups including experts from
different regions of the world and diverse expertise on: Guidance and Capacity Building for
the Recognition of Associative Values Using World Heritage Criterion (vi) and Interpretation
of Sites of Memory. These, including specific recommendations, were made available on-line
on the webpage of the Centre and a whole afternoon was dedicated to the presentation and
discussion of the results and recommendations on the 17" of May, 2018 after our information
meeting at UNESCO. | am very grateful to the delegations for their attendance and the
discussions we have had so far.

In this regard, and in response to concerns that a number of World Heritage
nominations might be submitted in the near future related to sites associated with memories
of conflicts, and in the absence of clear parameters for how such sites relate to the World
Heritage Convention, ICOMOS prepared a discussion paper on Evaluations of World
Heritage Nominations related to Sites Associated with Memories of Recent Conflicts. This
was also presented and is available online on the website. You also have the opportunity to
learn more at a side event during this Committee to have further discussion meeting at the
Advisory Bodies’ space. On this, | would like to mention that a publication was made by the
delegation of Poland after the meeting we had on the conference and this mainly concerns
the discussion on education and memory.

In 2017, the Executive Board noted with satisfaction the development of the
UNESCO Policy on engaging with indigenous peoples as living documents. The Policy
includes specific references to the World Heritage Convention and provisions adopted by the
World Heritage Committee and the General Assembly. | believe there will be further
discussion on this not only tonight in the side event by the indigenous people but also during
our future policy compendium.

Awareness-raising: Currently, there are 115,000 members registered with the World
Heritage Centre website. The World Heritage website is the most visited UNESCO site: it
receives more than 1,000,000 visits per month. This figure, which amounts to 39 per cent of
all visits of the UNESCO website, demonstrates growing global interest in World Heritage
issues.

The 2017-2018 World Heritage Map was produced in collaboration with National
Geographic Maps in English, French, Spanish and Arabic. | would also specifically like to
thank Bahrain for their support regarding the production of the map.

Social media is being integrated more and more into the communication and outreach
activities of the Secretariat. Twitter, Facebook and Instagram are being used not only as
vehicles for disseminating information about World Heritage news, activities, competitions
and calls for proposals, but also as platforms for capacity building. For example, with the aim
of drawing attention to protecting the oceans from climate change, over 60 video messages
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from 30 World Heritage marine sites were developed and shared across the UNESCO and
World Heritage sites’ social media platforms using the hash tag #MyOceanPledge. Such
practices will be further developed and enhanced.

As you know, the quarterly magazine World Heritage has a thematic focus for each
issue and is available in print, app, and online versions. | hope you enjoy reading it.

As part of the awareness-raising activities related to illicit trafficking of cultural objects,
the May, 2018 issue of the World Heritage Review was dedicated to Fighting lllicit Trade,
which also included an article on the collaboration of the World Heritage Convention and
CITES (the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and
Flora).

On gender equality: gender is one of the Global Priorities of UNESCO. The gender
equality dimension is consistently integrated in the implementation of all activities carried out
within the Centre, also following the sustainable development policy.

One example of this approach is the Policy Compendium Working Group, for the
establishment of which the criteria included gender parity, in addition to balanced
geographical and cultural/natural expertise representation. The same approach is applied
with regard to multimedia and animation products, with a balanced representation of
female/male characters, such as the animated videos prepared as training material for the
third Periodic Reporting cycle.

On synergies with other conventions: the Centre has further enhanced the synergies
with other conventions and programmes. At its 415 Session, the Committee adopted the
revised Periodic Reporting format, which mainstreamed, for the first time, the synergies
between the World Heritage Convention and other cultural and biodiversity-related
conventions and programmes, by integrating relevant questions in this regard, further to a
consultation with the Secretariats of all relevant Conventions and programmes. The Centre
has also developed a new platform on the web page in order to better reflect the synergies
with the other culture and biodiversity-related conventions and programmes (linking
UNESCO'’s designated site).

The Culture Conventions Liaison Group (CCLG) met regularly to review working
methods, plan for statutory meetings and coordinate funding and resource mobilisation. In
operational terms, in the European and North American region, for the first time a joint
mission was carried out within the framework of two cultural conventions; the World Heritage
Convention and the 2001 Convention on the Protection of the Underwater Cultural Heritage,
to the Ancient City of Nessebar in November 2017.

On Biodiversity-related Conventions: The Centre participated in the meeting of the
Biodiversity Liaison Group (BLG), in September of 2017, in Rome. We also supported the
Ramsar Convention on Wetlands by joining the 2018 World Wetlands Day dedicated to
Wetlands for a sustainable urban future on the 2" of February, 2018 and also worked in
close collaboration with the CITES Secretariat to celebrate World Wildlife Day on the 3" of
March on the theme of Protecting Big Cats. It was a pleasure for me to collaborate more
closely with CBD and its Executive Secretary, Ms. Palmer, with whom | had a working
meeting just a few days ago, on the 14" of June.

The Centre continued its contribution to a joint project with the Ramsar Convention
Secretariat, which was concluded through the publication of the report Ramsar and World
Heritage Conventions Converging Towards Success. The report illustrates through case
studies how conservation of cultural and natural values can benefit from dual designations
under the Ramsar and World Heritage conventions.

The Centre is also strengthening cooperation and synergies with the Food and
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Agriculture Organization’s (FAO) Globally Important Agricultural Heritage Systems around
activities to safeguard agricultural heritage. A joint workshop, you can see it here, between
UNESCO and FAO was organised with the Centre at the UNESCO Headquarters in January
2018.

Under item 5A | also report now on the World Heritage Thematic Programmes and
Initiatives that are being implemented by the Centre in close collaboration with the Advisory
Bodies : World Heritage Cities Programme (2001); World Heritage Sustainable Tourism
Programme (2012); Small Island Developing States Programme (2005); World Heritage
Marine Programme (2005); Thematic Initiative on Astronomy and World Heritage (2005);
Initiative on Heritage of Religious Interest (2011); and World Heritage Earthen Architecture
Programme (WHEAP) (2007).

The World Heritage Cities Programme has contributed to the elaboration and
implementation of the 2011 Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape (HUL), which
is an important tool for strengthening UNESCOQO’s action in the field of urban heritage
conservation. In this regard, | wish to recall the August 31%, 2018, deadline for reporting by
all UNESCO Member States on the HUL recommendation, which enables us to prepare a
consolidated report for 2019, for a general conference.

As an example of our work, a workshop was held in Sibenik, Republic of Croatia, in
March of 2018, which focused on the means to implement the 2011 Recommendation on
HUL within World Heritage properties with the significant presence of historic walls,
fortifications and fortified urban areas. New publications on HUL were also produced, such
as the one here by WHITRAP in China.

The World Heritage and Sustainable Tourism Programme has created an
international framework for the planning and sustainable management of tourism at World
Heritage properties in order to protect the Outstanding Universal Value and achieve
sustainable economic development.

Some of the activities conducted within the Programme are: World Heritage Journeys of the
European Union (also financing this project), Sustainable Tourism and Visitor Management
Assessment Tool, Sustainable Tourism Toolkit, and UNESCO Seabourn Cruise Line
partnership.

As you know, | reported to the Executive Board in April of 2018 on the follow-up to the
Muscat Declaration on Tourism and Culture: Fostering Sustainable Development of
December, 2017, which strengthens synergies between tourism and culture. We also
provided information on the outcomes of the pilot phase of the Sustainable Tourism
Management Assessment Tool. | am very happy to inform you that a number of sites are test
sites for the tourism tool and the draft tool will be presented here, while the public launch of
the tool will take place in September of 2018.

The World Heritage Programme for Small Island Developing States (SIDS)
coordinates and develops World Heritage-related activities on the islands of the Caribbean
Sea, and the Atlantic, Indian and Pacific Oceans. We organised, for example, a capacity-
building workshop on Heritage/Environmental Impact Assessments for the Pacific Island
States jointly with the Category 2 Centre (WHITRAP) in Suva and Levuka, Fiji, in November
of 2017.

The World Heritage Marine Programme has a mission to establish effective
conservation of existing World Heritage marine sites and marine areas with potential
Outstanding Universal Value (currently there are 49 marine properties around the globe).
The programme led the first global scientific assessment of climate change impacts on World
Heritage coral reefs and communicated the assessment’s results during several events. The
programme was instrumental in establishing a new, AUD13 million project to develop climate
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adaptation strategies across five initial marine World Heritage properties (countries involved:
Australia, Palau, France, Belize) expected to be launched in July of 2018. Children from 12
World Heritage marine properties addressed world leaders at the United Nations General
Assembly (the 8" of June, 2017, New York) to reduce climate emissions and step up ocean
conservation. The event was part of the high level celebrations of the 2017 United Nations
Oceans Conference.

| think it may be one of the most successful of the thematic programmes in terms of
funding, as it raised US$1.2 million in 2017 alone, mainly from the private sector, including
high net worth individuals and the governments of France, Monaco and Flanders.
Preparations also started to develop scientific research about World Heritage as part of
United Nations Decade for Ocean Science (starting in 2020).

The Thematic Initiative on Astronomy and World Heritage aims to identify sites
related to astronomical observations across all geographical regions. Following the
Memorandum of Understanding between UNESCO and the International Astronomical Union
(IAU) of 2008, we continue now through the official partnership (consultative status)
established between UNESCO and the IAU in 2015.

Among the activities are information and publications such as the IAU/ICOMOS
thematic study on the Heritage Sites of Astronomy and Archaeoastronomy in the context of
the World Heritage Convention (2017).

The Initiative on Heritage of Religious Interest is an example of a thematic approach
in heritage conservation that is proposing new forms of action to promote social cohesion
and peaceful interaction among cultures. A number of expert meetings took place in the
Mediterranean and Eastern Europe, and the Asia-Pacific region in 2017 and 2018. The
meetings discussed guiding principles for the elaboration of the thematic paper.

An International Expert Meeting on Astronomical Heritage and Sacred Places took
place just now, which actually links the two initiatives organised by the Government of the
Canary Islands with the support of the Ministry of Culture of Spain in May of 2018 (results
already uploaded on our web pages).

Finally, The World Heritage Programme on Earthen Architecture (WHEAP) focuses
on the state of conservation and management of earthen architecture sites worldwide. The
Centre provides support to the main partner of the Programme, the International Centre for
Earthen Architecture (CRATerre), for the implementation of the Programme.

Within this context, the international congress Terra 2016, organised in July 2016 in
Lyon (France), gathered 755 participants from 70 countries and mainly focused on issues
dealing with sustainable development, particularly in urban areas. The outcome which you
see here on the screen has just been published.

As mentioned at the beginning, there are five Annexes in the document, which are
also important to look at. First of all Annex 1: results-based report on the activities
undertaken by the World Heritage Centre in pursuit of the 5 ‘Cs’ (covering the period from
July of 2017 to June of 2018). Then Annex 2, Follow-up on the Decisions adopted by the
World Heritage Committee at its 415" session (Krakow, 2017). Annex 3: World Heritage
Expert and other Meetings, January 2018 — December 2018, including the meetings planned
through the year. Annex 4 Report on the authorisation of use of the World Heritage emblem
(February 2017 - February 2018). The last Annex provides for the 5 Inventory of World
Heritage Partnerships.

The Table provides an overview of partnerships with the private sector. Since the last
report to the Committee, five new partnerships have been signed and three have been
renewed, while four partnerships were terminated.
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| would also like to inform you that Table 2 of this new partnership with the inventory
of envisaged World Heritage partnership as of February 2018, contains a partnership which
has just been signed, which covers the production of a series of 75 45-minute films about
World Heritage sites and conservation challenges. | think this is very important for
awareness-raising.

| conclude on this positive note and thank you for your attention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you, Director. This is an extremely useful report that gives us an overview on
the work last year and also that forthcoming. Do you have any comments or feedback? We
have a very long list. We will start with Norway, you have the floor, please.”

Norway:

“Thank you, Chair. | would like to start by complementing the Secretariat on their hard
work and achievements despite this unpredictable and challenging situation. There are two
important points we should all keep in mind during this meeting. First of all, if there is no
Outstanding Universal Value there is no World Heritage. As members of the World Heritage
Committee, we bear a heavy responsibility in making sure that the Outstanding Universal
Value is defined and protected in all our decisions. Taking care of the Convention and the
List is our responsibility.

Last year two thirds of the decisions concerning nominations disregarded the
scientific advice of our Advisory Bodies. This year our sincere hope is that we can do better.
Every discussion and conclusion by the Committee must therefore be based on objectives
and scientific considerations, as stated in section 23 of our Operational Guidelines. By being
true to this you will also be more in line with the Global Strategy goals of a more
representative and balanced List. First of all, it will enhance its credibility and the relevance
and respect for the Convention. This is the starting point of Norway’s work in this Committee.

This leads me to my second point on conservation before nomination. One of
Norway's greatest concerns is that an unacceptable amount of human and financial
resources are spent on reacquiring nominations. This means that the resources are taken
from much-needed protection first and that there is a limited support for nominations by
States that are currently underrepresented on the List. Conservation is key to the
Convention. We hold our global responsibility to manage our unique and shared heritage in
the best way possible through actions and taking care of properties. That is how our money
should be spent and that is why we should choose conservation before nomination.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much and now the floor is to China.”

China:

“Thank you Madam Chairperson. Since this is the first time | take the floor, | would
like to take this opportunity to congratulate Madam Chairperson for assuming this very
important and yet challenging duty. | would also like to thank the host country, the Kingdom
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of Bahrain for the generous hospitality and warm welcome extended to us all; we wish the
conference every success.

Thank you Madam Director for the comprehensive report on the World Heritage
Centre. China highly appreciates the effort and all relevant activities undertaken by the World
Heritage Centre for the better implementation of the World Heritage Convention and the
World Heritage Committee’s decisions. As a committed State Party to the Convention, China
attaches the utmost importance to the core values of the Convention, preservation and
promotion of cultural and natural heritage and has always been a strong supporter of the
1972 Convention.

With the aim of better fulfilment of its mandates as a member of the World Heritage
Committee, China stands ready to make greater contributions to support under-represented
geographic regions in preparing nomination files to continuously raise public awareness of
heritage conservation and sustainable tourism, to further develop collaboration projects on
the promotion of World Heritage sites in accordance and in co-ordination with the World
Heritage Centre and to explore a better mechanism through the common efforts of the
Committee member and the World Heritage Centre to effectively implement the Committee
decisions.

Among the many important accomplishments in the report, China takes note of the
hopeful results of thematic studies on the interpretation of Sites of Memory and criterion (vi)
for the development of the World Heritage Programme. We hope that these outcomes can be
well-utilised by Member States.

Madam Director | would like to confirm that the Chinese delegation would like to have
the interventions recorded in English. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to Indonesia.”

Indonesia:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Indonesia thanks the World Heritage for the report of its
activities in furthering the goals of the World Heritage Convention. We appreciate the
capacity-building activities organised by the World Heritage Centre, noting in particular the
importance of capacity-building activities to make sure that states have the necessary
capacities to preserve World Heritage in their respective territories in accordance with the
Convention.

An increased capacity of States in preserving World Heritage will ease the work of the
Advisory Bodies in the preservation of World Heritage as well as their financial pressures.
We also take note on the discussion of interpretations of Sites of Memory. We are of the view
that it is necessary to continue further discussion to develop effective methods of
interpretation and deliberations in particular on the related cultural sites.

From our side, Indonesia is pleased to host two training activities with respect to the
preservation of the philosophical value of Sumba, Bali and the enhancement of
comprehensive management of Komodo National Park. We therefore encourage the World
Heritage Centre to continue prioritising capacity- building activities and express Indonesia’s
hope of strengthening co-operation with the Centre on this latter. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:
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“Thank you, Tanzania, please, you have the floor.”

Tanzania:

“Tanzania’s delegation, speaking for the first time, wishes to join the delegates on
congratulating you for being elected chair of this session. Tanzania’'s delegation is committed
to working with you under your guidance. The delegation of Tanzania also thanks the
government of the Kingdom of Bahrain for their hospitality and the excellent facilities that
have been put at our disposal.

Excellence Chair, the report of the World Heritage Centre informed on the main
activities conducted by the Centre and the results since the 41% Session of the World
Heritage Committee in Cracow, Poland. This delegate commends the World Heritage Centre
for an informative and instructive report, particularly the attached annexes that clarify the
report.

The republic of Tanzania notes with appreciation the involvement of Category 2
Centres and their activities and undertakings, and encourages them to continue this
involvement and especially those in developing countries, because this is where the young
generation is. Excellency Chair, the World Heritage Centre on nominations, among others,
reports that the Committee at its 415 Session in Cracow, in 14 cases, did not follow the
recommendations given by World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies as per the report.
Seven referrals became inscriptions, one referral became an inscription, one deferral
became a referral and four non-inscriptions became referrals and one non-inscription
became a referral.

Excellency Chair, the Republic of Tanzania, first and foremost, commends the work of
the Centre for the successful implementation of the main activities undertaken and the
results since the last session of the World Heritage Committee. The use of the format
introduced since the 37" session of the World Heritage Committee in Phnom Penh,
Cambodia, in 2013, particularly complimentary annexes, the creative role for enhancing
synergies between the World Heritage Convention and other cultural and biodiversity-related
Conventions.

Also, Tanzania commends the World Heritage Centre for the increased collaboration
among the related conventions through joint activities and statements and awareness-raising
and the initiative on the undertaking of thematic studies on the Outstanding Universal Value
using World Heritage criteria (vi) and the interpretation of Sites of Memory.

Excellency Chair, it is the opinion of the Republic of Tanzania’s delegation on the
nomination decision process of the Committee that the reported scenario by the World
Heritage Centre can have impacts not only on the credibility of the World Heritage Centre
and the Advisory Bodies, but also on the Committee itself. For example, seven referrals
became inscriptions, one referral became an inscription, one deferral became a referral and
four non-inscriptions became referrals and another non-inscription became a referral. We are
taking note of the disparities in the decisions on inscriptions proposed by the World Heritage
Committee and we invite the World Heritage Centre and Advisory Bodies to critically study
this trend with the objective of developing better guidance for using these disparities
approved by the Committee.

Chair, | submit.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Zimbabwe’s delegation.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Zimbabwe commends the World Heritage Centre for the
impressive work done in following up on the decisions of the Committee and ensuring the
implementation of the World Heritage Convention. We are particularly impressed by the
number of activities that have been held to strengthen the States Parties in Africa in the area
of conservation as well as building capacity.

We would like to particularly underline that Zimbabwe attended a meeting of tertiary
educational institutions in Africa from the English-speaking group to look at how they have a
common curriculum on World Heritage. This should be complemented by the work that has
been done with the francophone group so that we have a common curriculum in World
Heritage within the African continent. This would help us to have a pool of experts that we
can work with and that can also be absorbed within the World Heritage Centre itself and the
Advisory Bodies.

We complement the Centre for the creative partnerships that it has entered into,
especially with Category 2 Centres as well as with the private sector. We also thank those
State Parties that provided budgetary support for enhancing activities of the Centre.

Finally, we urge the Centre to develop more conservation and capacity-building
programmes to follow up recommendations for the many thematic papers and workshops
that it has hosted.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] «Thank you very much. Madam Chair, First of all, | would like to join
my voice with those of my colleagues to congratulate you for your election as Chair of this
meeting. | would also like to thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for its warm hospitality. | would
also like to congratulate the World Heritage Centre for its wonderful job in a difficult situation.
| believe that all members fully appreciate this. | would also like to express my satisfaction for
the reference made to sustainable development documentation.

In Spain, for the past 30 years, we have been highlighting the fact that cultural World
Heritage sites are fundamental for sustainable development. This is why the work we do in
terms of conservation and decisions taken by this Committee should also focus on the
sustainable development communities concerned. This is why, when we talk of conservation
before a nomination as the Director General was saying, this has to do with our identity: The
possibilities offered to communities for sustainable development.

| would like to join my voice with those of Tanzania and Zimbabwe as to the need to
increase technical assistance and capacity-building because it is thanks to that type of work
that we will improve representativeness in terms of the number of countries and also we will
be able to provide specific assistance for better preservation of our sites whether they are
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listed as World Heritage or not.

| would also like to reiterate my thanks to the World Heritage Centre for the
organisation of the Thematic Meetings and notably that on Sustainable Tourism and a recent
one in the Canary Islands on Astronomy and Sacred Places. Finally, | would like to once
again highlight the importance of cultural heritage and sustainable development and we will
in November hold a summit on this very issue. | would also like to congratulate the World
Heritage Centre for this wonderful web page which makes it possible to follow the state of
conservation. It is the most useful tool for all the people working in this field.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Now the floor is to the representative of Angola.”

Angola:

« Merci madame la présidente. Comme c’est la premiére fois que notre pays prend la
parole, nous aimerions vous féliciter pour avoir été élue présidente de cette session et nous
vous souhaitons un grand succes dans la conduite de nos travaux.

Nous remercions également le Royaume de Bahrein pour avoir accepté d’abriter
cette 42° session du Comité du patrimoine mondial. L’Angola reconnait et félicite le Centre
du patrimoine mondial pour le travail accompli ces derniers mois et surtout les activités
développées dans le cadre de la mise en ceuvre des décisions de nos différents travaux au
niveau du Comité.

Nous aimerions en particulier renforcer ce qu’ont déja évoqué le Zimbabwe et la
Tanzanie et d’autres Etats membres pour ce qui concerne le renforcement des capacités.
L’Angola appuie les initiatives dans ce sens afin que le Centre avec tout son réseau de
partenaires puisse continuer a développer ces activités pas seulement au niveau de
I'’Afrique, mais de toutes les régions du monde. Nous aimerions qu’il mette I'accent sur cette
nouvelle initiative du programme concernant le patrimoine et les institutions éducatives,
comme l'a souligné le Zimbabwe, un atelier a eu lieu a Harare.

Nous encourageons le Centre pour tous ces efforts au niveau d’autres régions en ce
qui concerne les pays francophones et lusophones d’Afrique, car nous savons qu’avec ce
programme, certainement, nous allons renforcer durablement I'expertise sur le terrain en
impliquant de plus en plus des jeunes professionnels du patrimoine, des jeunes chercheurs
sur la gestion des sites du patrimoine et d’autres types de bien du patrimoine. Nous pensons
gu’une telle innovation pourrait également inspirer d’autres régions en développement pour
pouvoir embrasser ce genre d’activités.

Nous félicitons une fois de plus le travail accompli par le Centre pour mettre en
ceuvre les décisions prises par le Comité.

Je vous remercie. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much dear colleague. As you know, the representatives of the Youth
Professional Forum are with us this morning to present the declaration taken during their
meeting. | would suggest suspending our current discussion to listen to them. We will come
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back to item 5A immediately at the beginning of our afternoon session. Thank you very
much. | now give the floor to the Assistant Director General.”

Assistant Director General:

“Thank you Chairperson. Comme vous le savez, les jeunes sont les acteurs du
changement par leur énergie, leur inventivité, leur capacité de mobiliser leurs pairs.

Les jeunes seront les décideurs de demain et seront responsables de l'avenir de
notre patrimoine immense et diversifié. Les jeunes sont des acteurs importants dans la vie
des communautés qui sont conscients du fait que le patrimoine culturel n’appartient pas
seulement au passé, mais aussi au futur et qu’il est un élément essentiel pour I'identité.

L'UNESCO considére les jeunes comme partenaires et parties prenantes.
L’éducation des jeunes et une priorité pour TUNESCO par sa stratégie opérationnelle pour la
jeunesse 2014 -2021. L'UNESCO favorise la construction d’un esprit critique et d’une identité
ouverte a la compréhension de l'autre en faveur, de la protection, la préservation et la
conservation du patrimoine mondial auprés des jeunes. L'importance de cette jeunesse et le
réle de I'éducation sont reconnus par I'article 7 de la Convention concernant la protection du
patrimoine mondial culturel et naturel de 1972.

Le programme, dont on est en train de voir aujourd’hui le résultat, est né en 1994 et
c’est le Programme d’éducation du patrimoine mondial de TUNESCO. Cette année, 30
jeunes de 30 pays différents ont pris part & ce Forum des jeunes ou ils ont eu la possibilité
de faire des ateliers, des tables rondes, des visites et des activités pratiques, écouter des
présentations d’experts et échanger avec eux, organiser des débats et aussi une simulation
du Comité. Ces jeunes ont représenté les membres du Comité pendant une formation dont,
nous a-t-on dit, les résultats ont été trés surprenants.

Les résultats de tout ce travail de cette semaine et les recommandations des jeunes
professionnels ont été formulés sous la forme d’'un message qui va étre rendu par deux
participants qui représentent le groupe. Une patrticipante des Philippines et un du Zimbabwe.

Félicitations une fois de plus pour 'engagement de ces jeunes et pour ce travail avec
FTUNESCO. Merci ».

Young participant from Philippines:

“As participants of the UNESCO World Heritage Young Professionals Forum 2018,
Protecting Heritage in an Ever-Changing World, we would like to express our gratitude to the
Kingdom of Bahrain, Shaikha Mai Bint Mohammed Al Khalifa, the President of the Bahrain
Authority for Culture and Antiquities (BACA), Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa, Chairperson of the
42" Session of the World Heritage Committee, Ms. Audrey Azoulay, Director-General of
UNESCO and Ms. Mechtild Rdéssler, Director of the UNESCO World Heritage Centre. We
would also like to thank the organising team from Diadrasis and the local and international
experts who shared their valuable insights. Our thanks also go out to the people of Bahrain
who shared their warm hospitality. This declaration has been informed by the interaction
between young professionals from across the world.

The world is undergoing rapid change and there has never been a better time to

actively involve young professionals in the management and protection of World Heritage
than today.
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Globalisation and rapid change have made the protection of heritage a challenge.
However, we, as young professionals, also view this as an opportunity to reflect on diversity
as a tool to celebrate our shared heritage.

Education and communication are key parts of heritage protection and can help foster
peace. It is important to consider the multiplicity of stories inherent in our heritage, document
them in an engaging manner, and communicate them to communities in powerful ways so as
to make them come alive in the minds of people across the world. This will also help secure
the universal human right to culture.

Since heritage conservation depends on our capacity to manage change, we call
upon increased collaboration between institutions addressing climate change and those
addressing cultural and natural heritage. We would like to express our concern about climate
change and how the international community responds to this change at a national and
global scale. There is a need for sustainable development in which heritage can be a source
of economic growth.

We encourage the World Heritage Committee to strengthen their efforts to promote
the inscription of natural heritage sites to the World Heritage List due to the lack of their
representation. We believe the protection and conservation of our natural heritage will lead to
a better understanding of impacts of climate change on culture and nature through heritage
interpretation and education.”

Young participant from Zimbabwe:

“We are hopeful that States Parties will continue to adopt new technologies to
mitigate the effects of climate change and that they will utilise the traditional knowledge of
local communities in this regard.

The use of technological tools must be promoted to enhance the potential to share
heritage globally and to improve its availability for conservation, documentation, and
research. New technologies can help us to promote our shared heritage in more engaging
ways. However, technology should not displace or replace heritage.

We recognise that the involvement of youth and local communities is vital for the
sustainability of the Convention and the successful long-term conservation of heritage. We
encourage the Committee to manage the impact of tourism whilst simultaneously recognising
its benefits.

There is room for increased community engagement and involvement, taking into
account the diversity of these communities, at every step of the decision-making process of
the World Heritage framework. The World Heritage Centre and the States Parties need to
increase awareness of processes for the inscription and conservation of World Heritage
Sites.

We must emphasise the human element in the protection of heritage and
engagement. Non-governmental organisations and individuals from all the countries in the
world should be able to communicate with UNESCO and share their concerns and their
ideas for enhancing heritage protection and conservation.

The Young Professionals Forum recognises that heritage is an ever-expanding and
dynamic concept which has shaped the Convention over the years and that we must be
prepared to adapt to these changes.

We believe in the need for a more global understanding of heritage and recognise the
values of cultures outside the protection of the World Heritage List.
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We emphasise the need for inclusive education encompassing traditional knowledge
to holistically achieve the objectives of the Convention and keep it relevant worldwide.

We are confident that the Convention will continue to inspire generations to protect
and uphold the integrity of cultural heritage, if communities, experts and the youth continue to
work together in this ever-changing world.

Thank you.”

Assistant Director General:

« Nous allons voir une vidéo de deux minutes sur le conseil des jeunes %l Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you to the young people. Now, before we close our morning session, | give
the floor to the Secretariat as they have some announcements to make. We will resume at
3:00 pm; thank you very much.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you Madam Chair. Today is the first day of our Committee and we are also
beginning the marathon of side events besides the main session. Side events for today’s
lunch time break, there are two of them; one, in the Advisory Bodies space, Manama room,
1:10 pm until 2:00 pm is a presentation on the World Heritage Leadership Programme, which
is a capacity-building programme on people, nature and culture. It is organised by ICCROM,
IUCN and Norway, Manama Room, Advisory Bodies Space 1:10 pm.

Another event will take place at 2:10pm in the same room on raising awareness on
nature-culture linkages: Tsukuba University and ICCROM are organising this event. There
are two exhibitions—you can see them on the screen. That first is the Young Professionals
Forum Exhibition; you just heard their inspiring message to you. They have worked during
this Forum to create an exhibition that is presented in the main lobby. There is a second
exhibition the day after, Shadows of Heritage, organised by the Chargé d’office of ICCROM
and which is also in the exhibition area. With that we have no more announcements to make
for the time being.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much.
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FIRST DAY - Monday 25 June 2018
SECOND SESSION
3p.m.—6p.m.

Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“As we agreed before the break, we will now resume our discussion on item 5B. | now
have the following list from the Committee members, Azerbaijan, Hungary, Brazil, Australia,
Cuba, Tanzania, Tunisia and Guatemala; from the observers, the Republic of Korea,
Belgium, Sweden and Chile. Are there any other members or observers who would like to
speak on this matter? NGOs maybe?

We will start with Azerbaijan. You have the floor.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. First of all, | would like to congratulate you and the
government of Bahrain for their successful hosting of the World Heritage Committee session.
I would like to wish every success to you in your important task of leading us during these
days.

We would like to thank the Secretariat for this detailed report and | would like to
highlight some points in this regard. We once more emphasise the importance of two global
priorities of UNESCO, namely support to Africa and gender equality and the attention given
to the youth and the Small Island Developing States.

We also commend the Secretariat for success in implementation of the performing
indicators, but we have some reflections that | would like to point out. First, when it comes to
capacity building: of course, we emphasise the importance of the capacity-building activities
in each session of the World Heritage Committee and we will present maybe more detailed
views on this issue during the consideration of item 6. Here, | would like just to point out
several components that we deem important.

The capacity building should focus rather on preservation and conservation issues.
With this, in order to attain sustainability this training of trainees programme should be further
developed and introduced. We have one question regarding the selection of the countries.
This question | would like to ask to the secretariat is based on which criteria some pilot
countries were chosen by the Secretariat in certain regions.

Then, | would like to focus on sustainable development and its performance
indicators. When we talk about sustainable development in relation to communities and the
involvement of the communities in these natural settings and we commend and encourage
the Secretariat to continue its work in involving communities in discussions. Here, | would like
to make references and emphasis to the synergies between other conventions; the 2003
Convention fits to this idea, this Convention deals with income-generating activities which are
contributing to sustainable development.

Later, | would like to also comment when we will speak about synergies. | want to
commend the activities of the Secretariat, but | would also encourage more activities to be
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done according to the 1954 The Hague Convention for the Protection of Heritage and
Properties in the Event of Armed Conflict. There are several instruments and mechanisms
which can be very useful for the 1972 Convention on Enhanced Protection and we would
hope that the Secretariat would further explore the possibilities of making more synergies
with the 1954 Convention.

Of course, biodiversity is also very important. There is an untapped potential which
also needs to be explored by the Secretariat, especially on approaches to sustainable
development and the involvement of communities as well. We have also taken note with
appreciation of the implementation of the World Heritage Thematic Programmes and
initiatives, as well as the introduction of the World Heritage statutory approach to evaluate
the work in this area.

When it comes to the programme itself, the World Heritage Cities Programme is very
important in terms of paying attention to the old historical landscape. In this regard, | would
like to mention that the Old City of Baku is hosting, this October 23-24, a Board of Directors
of the Organisation of Old Heritage Cities, which will be another additional platform to
discuss the management and the development of historic urban landscape.

Also, specific attention should be given to world tourism, the World Heritage
Sustainable Tourism Programme and the collaboration with UNWTO. Here, | would like to
emphasise the work on the Silk Road. Azerbaijan, as an active partner on the Silk Road,
pays particular attention to the work on this programme with UNESCO and is supporting the
online platform within UNESCO.

Last but not least, | would like to point out the thematic studies on the recognition of
associated values using World Heritage criterion (vi) and on interpretation on Sites of
Memory. We believe and understand that these are recommendations but we still encourage
States Parties concerned to engage in dialogue in order to find solutions to certain
outstanding issues.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Hungary.”

Hungary:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. The Hungarian delegation wishes to commend Dr Réssler
and the Secretariat for preparing this very comprehensive report and for its formidable and
professional work despite the budget constraints. When talking about money, one has to
know that financial situation continues to be of utmost concern. But all the while, we should
not forget that World Heritage is the flagship programme of UNESCO.

We are very alarmed by the fact that 26 positions are now being financed through
extra budget report-in-kind resources at the World Heritage Centre and also take into
account that there are only 28 established through the regular programme.

Hungary also wishes to draw attention to the fact that a staggering almost 50 percent
of the sites inscribed on the World Heritage List are from Europe and North America,
although the regional unit is comprised of only a few people. This means that a small team of
very dedicated professionals is responsible to more than 500 sites; a very heavy burden. In
our view, this imbalance of human resource distribution and mismatchment of workload
needs to be acknowledged. We understand that this is easier said than done. The attention
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of the States Parties needs to be drawn to this serious issue. It is noted in the report as part
of the awareness-raising activities of the Centre.

The Hungarian government has contributed financially to the development of Heritage
experts for African States Parties, Burkina Faso, Cameroon and Ghana. Hungary is very
keen on supporting other initiatives and programmes of this kind, to demonstrate that even
small donors can contribute to projects that have big impacts on the ground. We urge the
States Parties to contribute towards the implementation of the Convention and towards the
implementation of the Committee decisions no matter how much they might be able to give.

Once again we take note of the excellent report drafted by the Secretariat on its
activities and especially the Thematic Programmes. Hungary would like to have more
information on the resources dedicated to the implementation of the Thematic Programmes
with special respect to the World Heritage Cities Programme.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. Allow me, first of all, to express to you and to
the government of Bahrain, our most sincere gratitude for your warm hospitality. At the same
time, | would like to congratulate you for the excellent organisation of this 42" meeting of the
World Heritage Committee.

In this morning’s session, we paid close attention to the presentation of the report of
the ad hoc Working Group and to the activities of the World Heritage Centre. In this sense, |
would like to thank you, for your direct and competent involvement on the review of the
Upstream Process definition. Thank you very much.

| would also like very much to congratulate the director of the World Heritage Centre
for her report, which reflects her leadership and the dedication of her competent team
devoted to the noble cause of protecting and conserving our World Heritage in the
perspective of sustainable development.

At this point | would like to remark that Brazil's delegation share the comments made
by the distinguished delegate of Azerbaijan when it comes to sustainable development and
we do hope that we can later on in the debates come back to this very important topic which
would also affect some sites that we have already on the List.

Despite all the efforts that we have made so far, when reading the report of the ad
hoc working group, | was very impressed with the observation stating that little has changed
in terms of the regional distribution of World Heritage sites and in the relation to the
domination of cultural sites over natural and mixed sites. | was very pleased that the Youth
Professional Forum highlighted this morning the willingness of the younger generations to
see more natural sites in the List. | hope we can work in that direction.

The challenges we have ahead of us justify the importance of the ad hoc Working
Group in support of the World Heritage Centre and ultimately to the benefit of heritage sites
of States Parties. Brazil commends all the efforts aiming at addressing capacity building and
is ready to contribute to enlarging its cooperation in this area, especially through Category 2
Centres. | should come back to this topic later on in our discussion.
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Thank you very much Madam Chairperson.”

The Chairperson

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to the representative of Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you Chair. First, | most strongly endorse your wise opening comment this
morning about the criticality of upholding the integrity of the World Heritage Convention. We
thank you for those remarks and | hope they are taken on board during this meeting. | wish to
thank Ms. Rdossler, her staff and partners for the extraordinary work they all do with limited
resources. Just imagine how much could be achieved with a more substantial budget
focused on conservation of the outstanding universal places that we are collectively charged
with protecting.

Australia is pleased to have been elected again to the World Heritage Committee and
we look forward to fulfiling our mandate focused on the five ‘Cs’ of the Convention:
Conservation, Community, Capacity Building, Communication and very importantly the
Credibility of the World Heritage List. You heard us, as mentioned before by Australia, that
we see a sixth ‘C’ being added to the five ‘Cs’, and that sixth ‘C’ is Climate change. We look
forward to working with the Committee States Parties, Advisory Bodies and civil society on
this issue, which is so fundamental to the integrity of our World Heritage places.

These are challenging times for the World Heritage system as it grapples with
challenges on so many fronts. We are all too familiar with the series of financial constraints
on the World Heritage system, as the List grows and scarce resources flow less and less to
conservation. We must remedy this problem. A pathway has been laid under the leadership
first of the Philippines and more recently of Bahrain and Azerbaijan through the ad hoc
working group and now we have to walk the path that has been laid.

All studies have stated that States Parties have a duty to provide the resources
needed to support a functional and effective system. We must all reach deep into our
pockets—if we don’t, who else will?

There are more, severe problems to tackle too. The increasing trend of the
Committee setting aside the sound technical advice of the Advisory Bodies on nominations
and state of conservation matters is undermining the credibility of the Convention. As
custodian of the Convention the Committee can and must do better. During our term on the
Committee Australia will be an advocate for upholding the technical integrity of the
Committee; we will place great weight on the analysis and advice of the Advisory Bodies, we
will be consistent in our approach and transparent in our appraisal of individual properties’
dossiers. | will be clear now that we will not support an inscription placed on the World
Heritage List where the advice before us is that it should not be inscribed.

The World Heritage List is not a beauty contest and should not be a place where

States Parties compete for numerical supremacy. To do so is contrary to the spirit and intent
of the Global Strategy for a representative, balanced and credible World Heritage List.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Cuba.”
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Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chair. We would like to thank the
Secretariat for the report that has been presented. On behalf of my delegation, | would like to
pay tribute to the work done by the World Heritage Centre in a time of financial crisis that is
encountered by UNESCO, which has certainly had a significant impact on the work of this
Committee in a time of crises where issues such as climate change, emergency situations,
conflicts, deliberate destruction of heritage and an increase in the risks for the protection and
conservation of heritage are presenting new challenges for the work of this Committee.

If we can face these global challenges, then our Convention will be more credible. It
will have to move with the times and | am particularly glad of issues mentioned by the Youth
Forum paying attention to climate change, lack of representation on the World Heritage List
and work with the communities and the work necessary on more dynamic new concepts. We
believe that the credibility of this Convention and of this Committee depends on it and not
only on the List itself.

We also would like to refer to the need to continue work for capacity building and to
continue the implementation of the Action Plan for Latin America and the Caribbean which
will enable us to improve the conditions for a third cycle of Periodic Reports. The strategies
developed for Sites of Memory are also particularly interesting to us, especially those that are
related to development. We believe that this Convention should work hand in hand with other
programmes of the organisation.

Finally, | would like to refer to the need for dialogue between member states here in
the Committee as well as the evaluation of this. | believe that this is one of the issues that
can be most problematic in the work of the Committee. Without a dialogue we will not have
conservation or preservation, due to a lack of communication which has happened
elsewhere. We would like to call upon the Secretariat to play a fundamental role in this
necessary dialogue for the protection of heritage in times of crises, conflicts and difficult
financial situations.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Tunisia.”

Tunisie :

[interprétation en francais] « Je yous remercie madame la présidente. Avant toute chose, je
voudrais, madame la présidente, m’adresser a vous personnellement. Je vous félicite d’avoir
été élue présidente de ce Comité. Je félicite également le royaume du Bahrein pour I'accueil
qui nous a été réservé a tous. Je voudrais également m’adresser a madame Rossler,
directrice du centre du patrimoine mondial. Je voudrais la remercier justement pour le
rapport qu’elle nous a présenté et dans lequel nous avons trés bien vu le travail effectué au
niveau du Centre. Je voudrais également I'a remerciée pour I'approche qu’elle a adoptée
dans le travail du Centre.

Par rapport a la Tunisie et en ce qui concerne la formation des jeunes, c’est un sujet
qui nous intéresse au premier chef et en particulier les femmes dans notre société. Il faudrait
absolument que cet objectif soit au centre des discussions, et il I'est depuis plusieurs
années, afin de donner aux femmes en particulier tous les moyens nécessaires et les
compétences en matiére de préservation du patrimoine.
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Cette année nous entamons notre troisiéme année comme membre du Comité. A ce
titre je voudrais insister sur la nécessité contrairement aux années précédentes que cette
année nous puissions mettre sur la table en toute sérénité les problémes de ces dernieres
années afin que nous puissions, comme je l'ai dit, en toute sérénité trouver des solutions a
ces problémes. En particulier, ce qui a émaillé les travaux du Conseil exécutif lors de sa
derniére réunion.

Dans ce sens, la Tunisie pense qu’il faudrait quand méme trouver I'équilibre
nécessaire entre le travail de toutes les institutions qui travaillent au sein de notre
organisation de 'UNESCO. Il faudrait également faire en sorte que le travail des instances
de 'UNESCO soit également en conformité, je dirai méme en accord, avec la volonté des
pays membres. Ceci également s’applique aux Etats parties a la Convention du patrimoine
mondial. Je voudrais encore une fois remercier le Centre du patrimoine mondial et la
présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much Tunisia. | now give the floor to the representative of
Guatemala.”

Guatemala:

[English interpretation] “Nadam Chair, before anything else, we should like to congratulate
you on your election and also extend our thanks to the organiser of this session of the
Committee. The hospitality that has been given to us is outstanding. | also wanted to add my
voice to all of those that, before me, expressed their congratulations and thanks to the
Heritage Centre for their work last year, particularly given the adverse financial constraints it
is facing.

Notwithstanding any achievements of the last year, | want to focus on the Category 2
Centres and all of the work done as bolstering efforts for the Convention as a whole. In
Zacatecas, we have a Category 2 Centre which recently managed to set up its border
administration and came up with the plan for the sub-region. There is also a sub-regional
plan for the safeguarding of the World Heritage. This is another achievement that goes hand
in hand with the capacity building underway in the sub-region, and it attests to the
commitment on the part of this Member State to the Convention.

Along the same line, we would like to mention to the Secretariat and the Centre our
full commitment to all of their efforts and to encourage them to continue working along these
lines. We are convinced that it is by bolstering and encouraging the creation of Category
Centres that we are going to ensure our goals of reaching the balance of the representative
List.

| should also like to take this opportunity to congratulate the Centre when it comes to
ensuring synergies of the conventions and to engage youth and indigenous people, as well
as other sectors of society, very often directly involved with conservation and sustainable
management of World Heritage, particular here at the local level.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Bosnia.”
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Bosnie :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. Tout d’abord, nous voudrions féliciter la
directrice du Centre du Patrimoine mondial pour cet excellent rapport, a notre avis, qui est
aussi en méme temps trés complet. Dans ce sens, nous voudrions souligner trois aspects
gue nous jugeons assez importants.

Le premier aspect, nous parlons ici hélas de notre propre expérience, la nécessité de
continuer a soutenir les Etats membres ol des zones qui ont subi la destruction de guerre et
ou le patrimoine culturel surtout a été détruit ou endommagé. Ici, a notre avis il s’agit d’'un
probleme trés complexe qui va au-dela de la simple question de la reconstruction ou de la
conservation du patrimoine.

Il s’agit aussi de la grande nécessité de continuer avec les activités de renforcement
de capacité, mais dans un contexte encore plus large, y compris bien sdr continuer la
formation.

La deuxiéme chose qui est pour nous tres, trés importante, et certains collégues en
ont déja parlé, la question de la conservation. Cette question est trés, trés importante et nous

pensons qu’au méme niveau est la question de I'inscription. Pourquoi? On pense surtout aux

Etats membres qui sont sous-représentés et qui ont des problémes matériaux. Le fait pour
eux d’avoir une inscription représente une impulsion trés importante pour les activités
majeures de conservation. Pour cette raison, nous pensons qu’il faut mettre au méme niveau
les questions de la conservation et de I'inscription, car comme je I'ai dit nous pensons que
l'inscription peut servir de moteur trés important pour les activités de conservation.

Une troisiétme chose pour nous aussi, et c’'est ce que les autres collegues ont déja
mentionné, la question des pays qui sont sous-représentés sur la Liste du patrimoine
mondial. Il faut continuer a les soutenir en essayant d’établir un meilleur équilibre entre les
différentes régions du monde et on finira par nous féliciter des activités du Comité du
patrimoine mondial dans le domaine de [I'établissement d’'une synergie encore plus
importante entre notre Convention et les autres conventions de TUNESCO.

Merci beaucoup ».

The Chairperson:

“Merci beaucoup. | now give the floor to the representative of the Republic of Korea.”

Republic of Korea:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. | congratulate, you, Madam Chair, on your election and for
your able leadership. | would also like to extend my sincere appreciation to Dr Réssler and
her team for their excellent and hard work throughout the year.

Among the many meaningful accomplishments in the report, | would particularly like
to express my gratitude to the World Heritage Centre for commissioning the study project on
“Interpretation of Sites of Memory”, which was conducted by the International Coalition of
Sites of Conscience.

Interpretation of our World Heritage properties is becoming more significant than
ever. In this regard the study project was well carried out in a timely manner, focusing on
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places with memorial aspects, including those properties with divergent and controversial
interpretations.The study recognises that when developing the interpretation of a site,
differing perceptions of a site of memory could exist and this should be taken into note.

Hence, it recommends that States Parties develop an interpretive framework to embrace the
whole context such as the site’s historical past as well as its present-day meanings.
Therefore, it is very important to widely disseminate and share the fruitful outcome of this
study on the interpretation of World Heritage. | also believe the results of this study will
provide good guidance to all the States Parties and to future decisions of the Committee.

In concluding, | would like to reiterate the readiness and willingness of the Republic of
Korea for its continuous cooperation with the Centre to promote the importance of the
interpretation of a World Heritage property.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Belgium.”

Belgium:

“Thank you very much your Excellency. Since this is the first time we are taking the
floor, we also wish to congratulate you for your election as Chairperson and thank the
authority of the Kingdom of Bahrain for their hospitality and the excellent facilities they have
provided to us.

On behalf of my delegation, | wish to make the following observations regarding
paragraphs 84 until 89 of the report concerning the expert meetings and thematic studies on
Sites of Memory. We firmly believe that Sites of Memory are not by definition negative and
divisive and that, on the contrary, they can act as powerful vectors of peace, dialogue and
reconciliation. This is one of the pillars and one of the raison d’étre of this organisation. The
mention has been widely recognised also by the Committee.

We do understand the wish for the development of further guidance regarding Sites
of Memory and are willing to contribute to this. We do believe that the Committee should
encourage States Parties to take into account a few principles. For example, certain
historical perspectives of the study on interpretation and recommendation 16 mention the
need for an inclusive and balanced interpretation framework and a pacified consensual
nature of the proposed properties.

We would caution for a stand-still, as we believe that the Committee does dispose of
the tools and mandates to examine all nominations, also those with a memorial dimension,
thereby fulfilling its essential functions. In the end the work of the Committee comes to
assess the Outstanding Universal Values of properties and to ensure their protection,
conservation and transmission for future generations.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Sweden.”

44



Sweden:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. First of all, we would like to thank the host
country for its warm welcome. We are confident that this will be a successful session of the
Committee under your leadership. Thank you also for giving us the opportunity to speak as
an observer.

We would like to comment on the important role of civil society in the implementation
of the Convention during this Committee session. We thank the former chair for opening up
the floor to observers in Cracow last year. It was enriching to hear more voices, especially
from the NGOs present and we hope that this practice will continue at this session.

Sweden looks forward to continuing discussion on how to engage with NGOs in a
more productive and inclusive manner during the Committee meetings. We thank the World
Heritage Centre for the report; we particularly welcome the effort to integrate Agenda 2030
and gender equality in the work of the Convention.

The report highlights the growing trend in the Committee to deviate from the
recommendations of the Advisory Bodies, especially regarding nominations to the World
Heritage List. This is problematic since it threatens the legitimacy of the Convention, the
Committee and the List. The Outstanding Universal Value including protection and
management is a precondition for the credibility of the List. The Committee’s ad hoc working
group is looking into this question. We encourage continuing work on these issues since they
are of fundamental importance for the sustainable future of the Convention.

Increase cooperation, transparency and dialogue between the States Parties and the
Advisory Bodies in Upstream Processes and World Heritage nomination is a good example
of progress but more can be done. As for the nomination process, there is room for further
improvement regarding the preparation of the nomination files before they are presented to
the Committee. This would require substantial changes to the nomination and evaluation
process and we believe that such changes are not only possible but absolutely crucial.

Finally, the sustainability of the World Heritage funds must be resolved. Conservation
should be at the core of the work. Furthermore, we can see that current actions should be
complemented with more cost-saving measures. Additional resources to the funds are also
urgently needed and this is why Sweden, on a voluntary basis, has redoubled its financial
contribution. We strongly encourage other States Parties to do the same.

Thank you Madam Chairperson.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Chile.”

Chile:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. Above anything else, congratulations on
your election and we would like to extend our thanks to the host country for its outstanding
hospitality. Thanks also to the Kingdom of Spain for having enabled us to express ourselves
in our own language. Thanks to the World Heritage Centre for all the efforts they make and,
as several delegations have already mentioned, in a period of financial difficulty.

We also wanted to refer to Mexico and Chile’s experience as reflected in the report
when it comes to the safeguarding and capacity building related to World Heritage. This kind
of initiative should be repeated | think, as it was very valuable for the participants, particularly
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as concerns the safeguarding. We do think that implementation of the Committee decisions
was a very important aspect of its work and also more needs to be done in this regard.

Thank you”.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much, | now give the floor to the representative of Mexico.”

Mexico:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chair. As the Committee members
have mentioned, we would like to extend our thanks for having given us the floor. Since it is
the first time we are talking the floor, we would like to thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for its
hospitality and the magnificent organisation of this meeting.

Our thanks also go to the Director of the World Heritage Centre for the very detailed
and thorough report that we received and in particular for all endeavours to keep us up to
date as to the implementation of the Committee’s decisions. We welcome the connections
between the locally initiated programmes which go a long way to forming a policy of
prevention maintenance and safeguarding of our heritage sites.

Our thanks also go to the Spanish government for making sure our language can be
heard here in the Committee session. We, furthermore, wanted to reiterate our unwavering
commitment to UNESCO and to the Convention, especially when it comes to the
consolidation of the work done in the institute Zacatecas which will go a long way towards
crystallising the political will and all the efforts already undertaken. This can be particularly
seen in the presentation of our neighbouring country of Cuba.

We also would like to thank the authorities of Bahrain. Final thanks to all of those
working in the Centre, particularly when it comes to international assistance funds when, in
September of 2017, the 2000 monuments and sites are going to benefit from the assistance
provided.

Thanks again.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the NGOs.”

NGOs:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. | am speaking on behalf of the International
Indigenous People’s Forum on World Heritage which was established last year in Cracow by
the delegates of the indigenous people present for the 415 Session.

Through the Indigenous Forum we aim to coordinate the constructive and effective
participation of indigenous people in all processes of the World Heritage Convention. We
very much appreciate the decision by the 415 session of the Committee which notes the
importance of the Indigenous People's Forum as an important platform on the involvement of
indigenous people in the identification, preservation and management of World Heritage
properties.
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The World Heritage Sustainable Development Policy includes special sections on the
need to ensure respect for indigenous people and their rights in World Heritage processes.
To be effective, however, the policy will need to follow up with changes to the Operational
Guidelines and other measures to translate its principles into actual operational procedures.

In that respect we note that there is a report of the World Heritage Centre to be
considered here that does not mention the implementation of Decision 39 COM 11 on the
revision of the Operational Guidelines, in which the Committee reiterated its decision to re-
examine the recommendations of the 2012 experts’ workshop on World Heritage and
indigenous people in Copenhagen following the results of the discussions by the Executive
Board on the UNESCO policy on indigenous people. The policy was adopted by the
Executive Board in October 2017 and repeated that UNESCO is committed to the full
realisation of the United Nations declaration on the rights of indigenous people. We therefore
kindly request this Committee to take a decision on re-examining the aforementioned
recommendation, possibly through the establishment of a working group to be convened in
the intercessional period.

Madam Chair, we kindly invite all States and organisations here to a formal launch
event of the Indigenous People’s Forum on World Heritage tonight at 6:30 pm in room 33 or
Hawar. At this event we will provide an overview of our provisional strategy for the stronger
engagement of indigenous peoples with the World Heritage Convention, including the work
of the Advisory Bodies, who have warmly welcomed the establishment of the Forum.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Ms. Rdssler to share with us her
comment on your questions, although before we would like to listen to Costa Rica’s
comments.”

Costa Rica

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chair. The Costa Rican delegation
would like to extend its thanks to the Kingdom of Bahrain and to all of those who organised
this meeting, as well as to Spain, which has made sure that thanks to interpretation services
we can speak in our mother tongue.

We feel that the regional centres are of the utmost importance when it comes to
sharing, experiencing and promoting the safeguarding of Heritage in our region. When it
comes to implementing in the region they play an important role. This is why in Zacatecas we
were delighted that we came up with the Action Plan for our region. We also designed a
series of projects which will be aimed at further safeguarding natural and cultural sites in our
region. In Costa Rica, the national representatives, who took part in the Zacatecas meeting,
identified the Action Plan, which is going to give us a holistic approach to safeguarding
natural and cultural heritage sites. We should like to thank the regional institutes as well as
the Centre for having offered their support to this project.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Ms. Réssler.”
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Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you Madam Chairperson. Let me first thank all the Committee members and
all observers for the rich debate on this item from the report of the Secretariat and also our
Thematic Programmes. Thank you for your great support we are very grateful, as are the
whole team sitting behind me and in the offices.

There were some specific questions and comments. | would like to answer them here
and refer to the intervention of Norway. It is absolutely clear that the Committee can only
inscribe sites on the World Heritage List where the Outstanding Universal Value is clearly
established through the criteria of the Operational Guidelines, as per your guidelines, which
you have in front of you. This was also reinforced by the audit of the Cour des Comptes of
the Global Strategy in 2011, which was presented to this Committee.

Australia also referred to the credibility of the List and the functioning of the system
and both Bosnia and Australia referred to the key point of this Convention and others as well:
the conservation of the sites.

A number of countries commented that more reflection and study of criterion (vi) and
the one on interpretation of Site of Memory is required, including China, Indonesia,
Azerbaijan and Cuba, as well as the observers and Korea and Belgium. As | said during the
presentation, we will have the possibility for more discussion on this, including a side event
hosted by the Advisory Bodies and the authors of this study.

| would also like to thank Tanzania and Azerbaijan, specifically to recall the necessary
synergies among the cultural and biodiversity-related conventions. | would like to inform you
that the Secretariat of the biodiversity related conventions will meet in July in New York at a
high level political forum and in September 2018 at UNESCO.

There was also reference made by Azerbaijan and also by Bosnia on the relations to
the 1954 Convention. | am pleased to inform you that the 1954 Convention was very closely
involved in revising our format for the Periodic Reporting. We try to increase the synergies
whenever possible. In this regard, | would also like to thank Sweden because they provided
support not only for the 1972 Convention, but actually two other conventions for which my
deputy, Mr. Lazare Eloundou, is responsible.

I would also like to thank Spain for recalling the importance of the Sustainable
Development Policy and Agenda 2030, which was also further elaborated on by Azerbaijan
and Brazil. For us this is very important. We try to mainstream sustainable development, but |
think it is even more important that the policies are taken seriously in the development of
national policies and at the site level. We are here to really support you.

Hungary and a number of others mentioned budgetary issues and understaffing. We
are fully aware that one team in the Centre is dealing with 500 and more sites, but we really
hope that in Europe sites have fewer problems as World Heritage properties than in many
other regions where the resources are less than in Europe and North America. | am very
grateful to Hungary for seconding excellent staff to the Europe team.

You also requested some information on the Cities Programme. | can not give you
some figures because we are running all the thematic programmes exclusively through extra
budgetary resources. The Cities Programme is working on cities on the World Heritage List,
of course, collaborating with the organisation of World Heritage Cities and also working on
Historic Urban Landscape and we are very grateful for extra budgetary support from China in
this regard.

A number of you mentioned capacity building including Cuba, Guatemala, Chile and
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Costa Rica; | will come back under item 6 on Category 2 Centres and capacity building.

Finally, the questions by the NGOs on the Indigenous People’s Forum. We were very
pleased to see the decision of the World Heritage Committee last year. The decision relates
not only to the Forum but also the integration of indigenous policy which was adopted at
UNESCO and introduced this morning as a living document. The question is here, the
integration into the Operational Guidelines. And, as you know, the Operational Guidelines
are not being discussed at this session, they will be discussed at the next session which is
the 43 Session next year.

Thank you very much Madam Chair and please excuse me if | forgot anyone.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much Ms. Roéssler. Dear colleagues, | now invite you to adopt Draft
Decision 42 COM 5A, which is contained in the document 5A. Before that, | ask the
rapporteur whether she has any comments.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. We have not received any amendments to the
draft decision. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or questions from the floor? | see
none. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 5A adopted. Cuba would like to say
something.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] «“Thank you very much Madam Chair. It is an issue regarding the
procedure. Can we take a look on the screen at the draft decision even if we have adopted
it? | believe it was not put up on the screen. Even if we approved its entirety, normally |
believe that the procedure requires that the text of the decision adopted should be on the

screen in both languages.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

Ms. Rgssler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. The screens are to facilitate your work, but in
case decisions have not been changed there are in the documents given to you as a full set.
We are happy to upload it in case it facilitates your work. No problem.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Are there any more comments? No. Thank you very much; our next item is the
report of the Advisory Bodies on their activities. These reports are presented in document
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5B. | now invite the representative of ICOMOS to briefly present its report.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. ICOMOS would like to express its deepest gratitude to the
State Party of Bahrain for the organisation of this session of the World Heritage Committee
and for the warm welcome in the sunny city of Manama.

This presentation will be a short summary of ICOMOS’ activities. The full report is
available among the working documents.

To begin with, | would like to emphasise that ICOMOS emphasis on quality. ICOMOS
believes that the value of the World Heritage Convention admired by millions of people and
communities all over the world can be maintained all within services of the highest quality.

It has been of the utmost importance for ICOMOS to rigorously apply its World
Heritage Code of Conduct throughout the evaluation process. ICOMOS has followed the
evaluation scheme introduced last year. Hence, for the 2018 cycle, the World Heritage panel
of ICOMOS met in November of 2017 and March of 2018 at ICOMOS’ International
Secretariat. The composition and overall information on the panel is available on the
ICOMOS website. All panel members work on a pro-bono basis through the entire process.
The November panel was divided into three sessions. The first one was devoted to the
presentation and discussion of nominations. The second one was the meeting with States
Parties, where issues identified by the panel were presented. The third was to agree on
provisional decisions and identifications of questions and issues to be included in our interim
reports.

Then, exchanges with the nominated States Parties took place between January and
February of this year. ICOMOS would like to thank the States Parties for their kind availability
to attend the meetings and provide additional information. All final decisions on evaluation
were taken in March. After receiving and assessing additional information provided by States
Parties, ICOMOS carefully read and assessed all the information received, even in the cases
where additional information had not been requested. This said, ICOMOS strongly feels that
the time available under the current calendar to conduct dialogue with the States Parties is
far too limited especially for States Parties that are not familiar with the nomination process,
but we tried to do our best.

Additionally, |1 would like to mention that several upstream reports were also
presented at the World Heritage panel in March for its review, according to the scheme that
ICOMOS is implementing to strengthen and develop upstream assistance. .

Madam Chair, Ladies and Gentlemen,

The cultural heritage of the world is facing new and difficult challenges. To cope with
these difficulties and challenges, new scientific and theoretical tools are needed. ICOMOS
has been contributing to the World Heritage system also on these aspects. To name a few,
beside the paper on sites associated with memories of recent conflicts in item 5A, ICOMOS
has been contributing to discussions on the recovery and reconstruction of cultural heritage.
Our most recent contribution is a matrix to conduct global case studies on the recovery on
reconstruction. It is available on our website with some case studies given as examples. We
will develop this and expand a number of case studies.

The ICOMOS working group on Climate Change and Heritage has been very active

since its establishment in December of 2017. It will have its first physical meeting, here in
Manama, thanks to the hospitality of Bahrain National Museum.
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ICOMOS has been closely collaborating with IUCN and ICCROM for several
important projects, for instance: capacity building courses with ICCROM and Nature-Culture
Journey in cooperation with [UCN within the framework of the European Year of Cultural
Heritage. ICOMOS is also coordinating a project on quality principles for conservation within
the EU. It is hoped that the outcomes could become a reference for conservation activities
beyond EU’s borders.

ICOMOS is organising next month an event on sustainable development goals in
New York City, in cooperation with UNESCO and a number of civil society stakeholders.
ICOMOS is engaged to advance its mission of working for the protection of cultural heritage,
to build up bridges, and to foster understanding among people and cultures as a means of
contributing to peace, security and equality around the World.

ICOMOS reaffirms its commitment to serve the World Heritage Committee and assist,
protect and conserve all World Heritage of the world and transmit it to future generations.
ICOMOS would like to express its sincere gratitude to the States Parties of the Convention to
the World Heritage Committee, the World Heritage Centre, IUCN and ICCROM and other
partners and organisations for all the common work and the constant support for ICOMOS’
activities.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much for your thoughtful report and presentation. Are there any
comments or shall we just move on? | would now like to invite the representative of ICCROM
to briefly present its report. Actually, before this China would add a comment. Please, you
have the floor.”

China:

“Thank you, Madam Chairperson. | would like to start by expressing my appreciation
to the Advisory Bodies for the important contribution they have made to the protection of
World Heritage, for their endeavours to maintain professional and ethical standards and for
taking measures for this purpose. However, we noticed the recent change, increasing
divergences between World Heritage Committee decisions and ICOMOS recommendations.
We need to reflect on this for the forward-looking outlook of our common cause of World
Heritage protection.

The World Heritage Convention has entrusted us, the World Heritage Committee and
the Advisory Bodies with these responsibilities. We need to work to the standards that are
stipulated in the Convention and to the expectation of the States Parties whose diverse
cultures have enriched the World Heritage List.

However, there have been cases in recent years that demonstrated arbitrary and
inconsistent application of criteria in its evaluation reports. These were misunderstandings or
misleading and biased recognition of serial properties as a whole and failure or prejudices in
judging authenticity and integrity in the context of cultural diversity. The main cause comes
from the current evaluation process as a whole, but also from the ICOMOS evaluation
system itself.

We would like therefore to suggest that ICOMOS takes measures to stick to the
principle of transparency, impartiality and professionalism. Firstly, we believe it is important
to ensure the impartiality and its recommendation by not being a player and a referee at the
same time. The definitions of thematic studies should be inclusive of all those done by
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Advisory Bodies as well as research done by the other institutions. Secondly, increasing the
diversity of its panel members, desk reviewers and a few of the mission experts and
expanding the pool of its advisors. Thirdly, reflection respecting the role of its many scientific
committees and the research outcomes of external bodies. Finally, exercising open and
inclusive debate to ensure fair and professional recommendations.

| sincerely hope that they will help a healthy development of ICOMOS and the World
Heritage protection in a more diverse world.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? | see none. | now invite the
representative of ICCROM to briefly present his report.”

ICCROM:

“Thank you, Madam Chairperson. As this is the first time ICCROM takes the floor, |
would like to express ICCROM'’s thanks to you and the government of Bahrain for the warm
welcome and hospitality accorded to all the people attending this conference and related
meetings.

Chairperson, ICCOM is pleased to have the opportunity to say a few words about its
activities over the past year in favour of the World Heritage Convention. The full report of
ICCROM's activities can be found in document 5B.

This year ICCROM continued its role in the Reactive Monitoring process, taking part
in four Reactive Monitoring missions and one Advisory Mission in Africa, Europe, the Arab
States and Asia and the Pacific. Our participation in these missions not only helped to
contribute to better conservation at the sites involved, but it also contributed to our gaining
knowledge, which helped us to better prepare our capacity-building activities. We also
actively participated in the ongoing work of the reflection we have for the Periodic Reporting
process. We are looking forward to working with the regions that are now beginning the third
cycle of Periodic Reporting.

Taking note of Committee decision 18.A from the 39" Session, ICCROM was invited
by ICOMOS to attend the ICOMOS World Heritage Evaluation Panel as a non-voting
member. While attending the first panel in November of 2017; due to budgetary constraints in
2018 we could not attend. In agreement with the World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS we did
not attend this panel of discussion. This decision was taken in recognition of the Committee’s
stated goal of prioritising state of conservation over nomination. Nonetheless, we remain
available to participate in future meetings of the ICOMOS World Heritage panel as originally
foreseen in the 2018-2019 budget.

| am particularly pleased to reiterate ICCROM’s commitment to its role as focal point
for capacity-building activities within the Convention. In the past year, the new World
Heritage Leadership Programme, a joint programme of ICCROM and IUCN has increased its
implementation with two international courses on interlinkages in the management of cultural
and natural heritage and people-centred approaches to conservation. A new course
combining these two themes will take place in Zambia this year, in August. In addition, we
have begun working on an online learning platform which will provide information on
approaches to management on cultural and natural heritage and including other subject
areas such as disaster risk management and impact assessments.
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World Heritage Leadership is carried out in close collaboration with the World
Heritage Centre and ICOMOS and with a very generous financial support of the Ministry of
Climate and Environment of Norway. The two courses had also a significant contribution
from the government of Switzerland. ICCROM would like to thank Switzerland and especially
Norway for their generous contributions to our capacity-building effort, even more importantly
for realising that capacity-building carried out today will improve the state of conservation of
World Heritage properties for many years to come.

| also ask other States Parties to discuss with ICCROM and IUCN the possibility of
joining in support of World Heritage Leadership or other capacity-building activities. ICCROM
will continue to collaborate with both Category 2 Centres and universities around the world
on capacity-building activities. We have also coordinated several orientation sessions for
committee members. The most recent one took place yesterday in this very venue. You will
hear further results on capacity-building in the presentation on item 6 later on today.

As we meet today in the Arab region, | would also like to highlight the work of the
regional office in charge. Several activities have been implemented over the past few years,
including a series of short courses on conservation and documentation of built cultural
heritage. An Arab Country Heritage Forum was held in February of 2018. An expert meeting
on Strengthening Cultural Heritage Protection in the Arab Region was also carried out in
2017 in the framework of the 41% Session of the World Heritage Committee session in
Cracow and follow up activities to that meeting are currently underway.

| would also take this opportunity to mention that ICCROM and other Advisory Bodies
will be holding a series of side events and two of them have already taken place at lunch
time. | already mentioned the one today; we also have an exhibition and the Leadership
Programme.

Finally, as this is the first time that | have the opportunity to address this Committee
as director of ICCROM, | would like to ensure the Committee of ICCROM’'s ongoing
commitment to deliver the highest quality advisory service to the Committee States Parties
and other partners. We take this commitment very seriously. We must work together to
protect the credibility of the Convention and to ensure that heritage of Outstanding Universal
Value is transmitted to future generations. | pledge ICCROM’s continuous commitment to
achieving this goal.

Thank you again, Chairperson, for the opportunity to present ICCROM'’s activities to
the World Heritage Committee.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you, very much for this important report. Before | give the floor to the
rapporteur, are there any comments, questions, etc.? Bosnia, please.”

Bosnia Herzegovina:

“One very short comment. | would like to emphasise the importance of reducing
differences and to harmonise the relationships between experts who are preparing
nominations and expert assessing nominations. Because, on the one side we have
thousands of people working to prepare one file, spending a lot of time and money and we
have referees who are coming, spending a very short time and making very quick
evaluations. | believe there should be a mechanism to harmonise this relationship and more
transparency in this process and to have continuity in the process of evaluation, such as a
much longer period. Thank you”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? | see none. | now give the
rapporteur the floor to let us know whether there are any amendments. Actually, | am sorry,
first the floor is to the representative of IUCN.”

[UCN:

“Thank you, Madam Chairperson. Since this is the first time | take the floor, | would
like to take this opportunity to congratulate you on your election and thank the host country,
the Kingdom of Bahrain, for the generous organisation of this meeting.

In fact, it has been ten years since IUCN began collaborating with Bahrain on World
Heritage to support the exceptional effort to create the Arab Regional Centre for World
Heritage and our joint regional programme on nature in the Arab States, Tabe’a. We have
seen Bahrain’s approach to World Heritage, which is marked by professionalism, quality and
attention to detail and we look forward to supporting you and the Committee during the
coming days. My colleague Peter Shadie sits at the IUCN desk at the back of the room; he is
here with the team at your service.

Madam Chair, this year is the 70" birthday of IUCN and our historic relationship with
UNESCO. We were born in 1948 out of the initiative of UNESCOQO’s first Director General as
an intergovernmental organisation with a uniqgue DNA of State and civil society members,
NGOs and indigenous peoples and a global network of 100,000 experts and close to 1,000
staff. Our instrumental role in supporting the creation of the World Heritage Convention in
1972 is one of our most highly regarded achievements in that long history, as is our work as
the official Advisory Bodies on nature since the Convention’s adoption. It has been a
constant commitment to rigorous and constructive technical advice to the highest standards
of current practice.

Our work on World Heritage is part of a much larger IUCN programme committed to
providing the knowledge and tools to ensure that human progress, economic development
and natural conservation can take place together. It is the intersection between nature and
culture that defines our sense of identity and place. The quality of conservation of World
Heritage sites is therefore a litmus test of global conservation efforts- If we cannot achieve
the greatest excellence and equity in conservation of World Heritage sites and their
contribution to society, what does that say about potential to secure our future on a thriving
planet?

Madam Chair, IUCN’s report on our activities is before the Committee. | will not seek
to repeat the content in it. | would like to just note, and with thanks to the Republic of Korea,
that the final draft of the long-awaited volcano theme studies is now with us and we expect to
finalise that thematic studies in the second half of this year.

I would just like to emphasise three points that seem to us to be crucial in
underpinning the future of the Convention and we hope these are points that will be
addressed during the course of the coming days. In fact, some have already been partly
broached in item 5A.

The first is the challenge of securing the conservation of all World Heritage sites in
the face of growing challenges. Our report refers to this document, which is the IUCN World
Heritage outlook. We published the second edition of it in 2017. It is a global assessment of
all natural sites that shows that one third of natural World Heritage sites have a conservation
outlook that is not yet what we would like it to be, critical or with significant concerns. We
know from the state of conservation reports that although the natural sites cover only 19 per
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cent of the listed properties, they count for nearly one third of the sites on the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

For the first time the repeat of the World Heritage outlook allows us to assess trends.
The picture is one of increasing threats coupled with some slipping of conservation
effectiveness. Climate change in particular is growing rapidly and is in fact relevant in a
greatly growing number of sites; invasive species and tourism are also topping the list of
current threats.

The Committee must redouble its efforts, and we must all redouble our efforts to
support the conservation efforts of all World Heritage sites.

The second point is the challenge of the continued lack of balance in the World
Heritage List which continues to favour the best-represented regions and countries. We see
that the vast majority of the nominations in the current cycle are from high and to upper
middle countries and from countries already well-represented on the World Heritage List. It is
welcome to see that the call for support for the Upstream Process, to see a growing set of
requests from countries that are not adequately represented. This new process still remains
chronically under-resourced and we need a more effective strategy to meet the challenge to
achieve a balanced World Heritage List.

The third key challenge is the need to see World Heritage engaging fully along the
ground to the benefit of local communities and indigenous peoples. In this regard it is
welcome to see the strengthened civil society participation in the Convention, the success of
the second Site Managers Forum hosted here in Bahrain and the launch in particular of the
World Heritage Indigenous People’'s Forum that has been referred to. But a future where
World Heritage represents the best in conservation for culture, for nature and for
communities requires a much more ambitious approach to providing the resources and
capacities needed on the ground. We see the need for radically different approaches and
partnerships to enable sites to lift their conservation performance and also show the
leadership what World Heritage sites should stand for.

Our joint work with ICCROM, which the Director General referred to, and ICOMOS
and the World Heritage Centre and the funding support of Norway to launch the World
Heritage Leadership Programme is one significant step in changing that dynamic, as is the
growing portfolio, of work on projects that are about celebrating the linkage of nature and
culture.

Madam Chair, may | close by saying that IUCN is committed to extending further our
efforts to secure a better outlook for natural World Heritage and a brighter future for the
World Heritage Convention. We look forward to the opportunities of this meeting to
strengthen our effort together.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much for this report. | now open the floor in case you have any
questions, comments, etc. Cuba, please, you have the floor.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “\\/e tgke the floor partly in light of what has been said by the
Ambassador of China and the concern for the issue on transparent dialogue between the
evaluation process and the States Parties to the Convention. If this dialogue is not fruitful
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then it could be very difficult to ensure the preservation and protection of our sites and the
Reactive Monitoring mechanisms. We also frequently observe in our resolutions that the
language used is not exactly cordial and many States can feel offended by such language. |
believe that the Secretariat should ensure that the language used is respectful.

| believe that any use of excessive language, even sometimes slightly aggressive, is
not acceptable. We should keep a harmony between protection and the right to develop of
many States, particularly the States that are in difficult economic situations. We believe that
there is some disconnection with regard to Agenda 2030, which supports sustainable
development. | do not find that harmony within the decisions taken by these parties. This is
language accepted at the international level.

For sustainable development | believe that World Heritage plays an important role
and so do natural sites. As for the limitations to development to which each State has the
sovereign right, we would appeal to all of you to try to strike the right balance on the basis of
a dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties to this Convention.

We have other examples where there has been a rupture of dialogue and the results
have always been terrible and we have seen it in the past, where the Advisory Bodies had to
renounce their functions. | believe this is not what this Committee wishes.

Once again, we call upon the Advisory Bodies and the Secretariat to seek for more
constructive dialogue thinking about the mechanism that should enable that dialogue to take
place before the deliberations of the Committee and member States to find a point of
agreement.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. My brief comments concern all the three Advisory Bodies
and some concerns to express. First of all, the Advisory Bodies are very important in order to
secure the quality and neutrality of the work of the World Heritage Committee. The Advisory
Bodies are keepers of an institutional memory which is of invaluable importance to the
implementation of the Convention. The Advisory Bodies are in many ways the base on which
we rest the construction of our work. This cooperation is built on trust and reliability and we
must continue to seek solutions and processes that can build this relationship.

The Norwegian delegation has read the reports of the Advisory Bodies with interest
and we see with appreciation that the Advisory Bodies have been able to execute substantial
numbers of tasks given by the Committee. We would like to draw your attention to one
specific paragraph of the report, namely paragraph 72, which States that in some cases it
has not yet been possible to reconcile these statements with the decisions of the Committee
and the requirements of the Convention. This is a critical piece of information and it should
be taken due note of in our further deliberations and decision-making. Namely, provisional
statements of Outstanding Universal Value must be avoided.

This is a topic that can be clarified and discussed further during the general debate
under item 8, which was proposed by Australia earlier today.

Thank you Madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Angola.”

Angola:

« Merci madame la présidente. L’Angola reconnait et félicite les organisations
consultatives pour le travail qu’elles mettent en ceuvre en étroite collaboration avec les Etats
parties de la Convention et les Centres de catégorie 2 et d’autres institutions et parties
prenantes sur le renforcement des capacités, sur la préparation des dossiers d’inscriptions et
sur le développement d’études sur de nouvelles thématiques.

L’Angola a bien pris note du document de réflexion développé par I'lCOMOS sur les
évaluations des sites associés aux mémoires des récents conflits, mais nous aimerions
toutefois avoir, si possible, certaines informations complémentaires sur les experts qui ont
été impliqués dans I'élaboration de ces documents.

Compte tenu de certains points qui méritent d’étre approfondi a cause de la
complexité de cette thématique, ’Angola encourage I'lCOMOS a poursuivre ces discussions
en impliquant un large éventail de parties prenantes intéressées par ces thématiques afin de
permettre dans un avenir proche 'enrichissement de la diversité des sites inscrits sur la liste
du patrimoine mondial et d’équilibrer cette liste du point de vue géographique.

L’Angola a soumis des amendements sur le projet de décision que nous soumettons
a I'appréciation des autres membres du Comité.

Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“We thank the Advisory Bodies for their report. The Republic of Azerbaijan is of the
view that the World Heritage Committee should preserve its expert nature. In this regard, the
role of the Advisory Bodies as expert institutions is of crucial importance for us. We also take
note, with appreciation, of the activities done by the Advisory Bodies in such important areas
as capacity building, preservation of heritage and many others.

However, we want to draw your attention to several important issues and concerns.
As | previously mentioned, the core role and added value of the Advisory Bodies is to bring
expertise to our Committee. This implies that this expertise should be away from the
considerations of other natures which can be derived from other considerations like imposing
limits to possible inscriptions and many other issues or predictions of outcomes from the
decision of the Committee.

Secondly, with time passing, we observe several relatively new approaches and
methodologies in evaluation and implementation of the 1972 Convention and the decisions of
the Committee introduced by Advisory Bodies without prior consultation with the Member
States and other stakeholders. However, we believe that it is very important that this new
tendency is discussed and approved among all stakeholders, members of the committee,
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World Heritage Centre, Advisory Bodies, site managers and national committees.

Thirdly, we think that the issue of reliability of the source of information is important.
We see that information provided by States Parties are verified by certain NGOs and other
organisations. But not all, if any, information provided by NGOs are verified by the States
Parties. There should be an equal approach in this regard and we believe, with due respect
to the NGOs and organisations, that this verification of information should be the other way
around.

Another matter of concern is divergences between the decision of the Committee and
the subsequent evaluation by the Advisory Bodies. We often see cases when the Committee
takes a decision and then the evaluation of the Advisory Bodies are completely different or
neglect a previous decision taken by the Committee. We do invite the Advisory Bodies for a
dialogue and to respect the decisions taken by the Committee.

Finally, as we are living in a time when sustainable development is a key issue in the
United Nations’ global agenda, and | saw that the issue was also raised by the delegation of
Cuba, | would like to remind you that we have to be more balanced in the issues related to
preservation versus living heritage and sustainable development.

Of course, preservation of the Heritage is the main goal of the recommendation;
however, the balance with sustainable development must be kept in mind while approaching
several cases before us. We believe that such balance can contribute both to the
preservation of heritage and the well-being of humans simultaneously.

Given the importance of this issue for all of us, | am wondering whether there are any
serious studies prepared by the Advisory Bodies of the World Heritage Centre on this issue.
If not, | invite the Advisory Bodies jointly with the World Heritage Centre to prepare some
guidelines for the member States and site managers to deal with this very important issue.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now the floor is to the representative of Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you, Madam Chairperson. Tanzania appreciates the informative and detailed
activity reports submitted by the Advisory Bodies which cover various thematic areas
relevant to the implementation of the Convention. We commend the Advisory Bodies for the
excellent work that they have undertaken to further the aspirations of the Convention.

However, we are concerned with the issue of excessive workload for the Advisory
Bodies, especially when processing nomination dossiers faced with limited resources and
time lines, such as the timing of fixed evaluation timetables provided for in the Operational
Guidelines. We are worried, Madam Chair, that this long time concern might have already
started to impact the speed and even the quality of evaluation. We recommend that the
World Heritage Centre works closely with the Advisory Bodies to further explore this issue by
way of improving the situation.

Madam Chairperson, at this juncture, Tanzania would also like to join hands in the
submission by the distinguished delegate of Angola in proposing that the paper on sites
associated with memories of recent conflict currently available be further improved by
broadening the participation of interested stakeholders in their review.
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Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. Zimbabwe would like to comment on the
activities of ICOMOS, ICCROM and IUCN in ensuring the implementation of the World
Heritage Convention. We recognise the efforts of the bodies in working together in achieving
the key objectives of this important Convention. We also recognise efforts in creating a
balanced and representative World Heritage List which includes, among other initiatives, the
Upstream Process and collaborations with the African World Heritage Fund (AWHF) in the
Africa region World Heritage nominations and support for them.

We urge the Advisory Bodies to constantly work together with States Parties to
ensure that the objectives of the Global Strategy are met. Let me also take this opportunity to
congratulate IUCN and ICCROM on the new partnership with Norway on World Heritage
Leadership and we hope it to be a success in enhancing natural and cultural conservation.
This support from Norway in funding IUCN and ICCROM activities is also noted and
appreciated.

We join others in commending the Advisory Bodies’ partnership with the AWHF in
capacity-building, such as Risk Preparedness workshops. However, we continue to be
concerned that the Advisory Bodies are not utilising the African expertise enough in their
work. We are proud to note that the new Director General of ICCROM is from Africa. AWHF
is also currently working on a database of experts which we believe should go a long way in
making our experts more visible.

Madam Chair, Zimbabwe also wants to support the draft amendments to the draft
decision submitted by Angola, so that it also enhances and incorporates some other experts
that have been left behind in the current draft of the proposals. Madam Chair, Zimbabwe also
supports the recommendation by the Chinese delegation and many others for dialogue
between the Committee and the Advisory Bodies to avoid the situation where there is a
discord between the World Heritage Committee and the Advisory Bodies.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to the representative of Australia.”
Australia:

“Thank you Chair. | just want to make a couple of comments with regard to the
discussion so far. Firstly, our observation is that the Advisory Bodies are continuously looking
to improve their engagement with States Parties and the transparency of their processes. We
have been a free giver of feedback on how that can be improved both with [UCN and
ICOMOS. That feedback has hopefully been received.

Perhaps there are occasions where communications could have been better and the
rationale for recommendations better. Based on our experience and observations these
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remain rare exceptions. The problem the Advisory Bodies face is one of resources, finances
and time available in the nomination process. You see in the ICOMOS paper that the
nomination process could be extended officially by 12 months and this would help the
dialogue with States Parties.

The Advisory Bodies and the Committee therefore also face unacceptably late
provision of information by States Parties, sometimes only once they have seen their
aspiration for an inscription on the World Heritage List, which may not be realised.

On the question of sustainable development, | would say the World Heritage system
has worked very well in embracing the sustainable development goals, but | must make the
observation that World Heritage is World Heritage and the place is only on the World
Heritage List at the nomination of the State Party, nobody else brings forward nominations.
When listing occurs, we all join in this global compact to protect and to preserve these
places.

The Advisory Bodies are charged with the responsibility of advising the Committee
and States Parties on the protection of these places. Sometimes their advice is
uncomfortable and we can attest to that, where in fact in Australia in recent times, both in
relation with the Tasmanian Wilderness World Heritage Area and the Great Barrier Reef.
That advice and the support of it by the World Heritage Committee have driven significant
improvement in Australia’s management of those World Heritage sites and we continue to
welcome that advice.

This discomfort does not absolve us of the responsibility of working within our
sovereign system of governments in all their complexities and different forms, and does not
absolve us of the responsibility to act consistently with the obligation bound by the World
Heritage Convention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any more comments? Would ICOMOS like to
respond?”
ICOMOS:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Thank you very much to all distinguished delegates and
Committee members. We took note of your comments and constructive criticism and we will
try to do our best to improve the system and our mechanism so that we can be more

satisfactory for all stakeholders.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. ICCROM, you can take the floor.”

ICCROM:

“Just to echo what was said by ICOMOS, that we take the constructive comments
and they should be taken into consideration. On behalf of ICCROM, | can only point out that
the issues of sustainable development are very much at the core of our strategic direction for
the next six years. We will try, obviously, to make sure that we have a dialogue with States
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Parties and to make sure that whatever we do is transparent and comes from our
discussions together.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. IUCN, do you have any comments?”

[UCN:

“Thanks Chair. Just to add on a few specific points that were raised as well. | think |
made clear on the general point of the place of nature conservation in relation to sustainable
development that it is a mainstream programmatic focus. We know that sometimes the
challenge that Australia explained with a couple of specific examples can be quite difficult in
terms of reconciling the protection of values with broader sustainable development goals, but
the effort is always, as | explained in my intervention, to secure for World Heritage part of the
broader contribution to local communities, to economies and to indigenous people and
results for people.

On specific points, there were a number of comments made around dialogue. | would
like to just comment the point made by ICOMOS and | think Tanzania and Australia. The fact
is that it is many years now that we have been in an exploration with the Committee and with
the ad hoc group at looking at ways to improve the process and opportunities for dialogue
and it is now very difficult to find more time in the system to allow for dialogue that is often
needed and really quite late in the cycle of Committee processes.

| think that there are opportunities on the Committee agenda under the discussion on
Upstream Processes for nominations and item 7 and to look whether there are any further
opportunities. Certainly, it is always welcomed, having specific proposals of what can be
done, because we can see what the realities are and that might be a way to see if there is
anything we have not tried. | think we are getting to a point where there is a need for a more
radical approach, the time for dialogue in a situation where we can see very difficult issues
that have not been resolved.

One specific point from IUCN, and | think | say this at every Committee: We are very
keen to see States Parties come and visit us at IUCN and we would like to invite the States
Parties whenever you wish to engage in dialogue. | would like to acknowledge Australia,
Spain, China and Japan; twice in the current cycle of procedures we have been able to meet
on site. Our offices are in Geneva and we welcome more States Parties if they have the
opportunity.

Two specific points that were both raised by Azerbaijan and the Centre might also
comment on this: | would like to reassure you that as far as the procedures are concerned
and for paragraph 174 of the Operational Guidelines, there should be no information from
civil society sources, NGOs, that appear in any state of conservation reports that the State
Party was not first asked to comment on. | think the Operational Guidelines asked for
verification as far as possible. It is the reality sometimes that we might need a report from
States Parties and no responses to requests. There should be nothing in the States Parties
report where there has not been disclosure and the opportunities for feedback.

The last was the comment on guidance and to place World Heritage within the
framework of sustainable development. One of the goals of the World Heritage Leadership
Programme is to completely revise the current separate manuals on Managing Cultural and
Natural World Heritage into broader guides on Managing World Heritage for Nature, Culture
and Communities. This could be one good opportunity regarding the need that you identified.
Thank you for that.
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Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is back to ICOMOS.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Just to very briefly answer the query from the honourable
delegate from Angola by the participation of the drafting of the ICOMOS paper on the
evaluation of Sites Associated with Memories of Recent Conflict. | just like to confirm that the
paper involved the participation of 23 people from 23 different countries. They reflected all
the various regions: 8 per cent Africa, 12 per cent from the Arab States, 20 per cent Asia-
Pacific, 56 per cent from Europe and 4 per cent from Latin America and the Caribbean. Of
course, as the discussion moves forward even broader participation in this debate would be
extremely helpful.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | think that now we have to see with the Rapporteur about the
amendments. | saw the Secretariat circulating the amendments. | am not sure they are yet
on the screen. | give the floor to the Rapporteur to give us an idea.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. Indeed, as has been flagged during the
discussion, we received one amendment presented by the delegation from Angola that you
can see on the screen. This amendment is supported by Tanzania. | will now proceed to read
it out clearly. The new paragraph 3 will be:

-‘Takes note with appreciation of the paper on the Evaluations of World Heritage
Nominations related to Sites Associated with Memories of Recent Conflicts developed by
ICOMOS and encourages ICOMOS to further improve this paper by broadening the
participation of stakeholders in this new thematic, including from the African region.’

Madam Chair, if | may, | wish to make a small suggestion of using standardised
language. Since paragraph starts 2 starts with ‘takes note with appreciation’, paragraph 3
would read: ‘Also takes note with appreciation’ and the new paragraph 4 would read ‘Finally
takes note of the progress made’ and so on.

Thank you very much Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | can see that Zimbabwe would like to take the floor, followed
by Cuba.”

Zimbabwe:
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“Thank you very much Madam Chair. Zimbabwe also supports the draft decision
submitted by Angola. | would like to propose a slight edit to the decision. Where it says ‘in
this new thematic’ to add the word ‘area’, ‘in this new thematic area’. | know it is new
language at this stage, but it is easier to understand if you add 'area’.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you, Madam Chair. We see no problems with the Decision as it
stands, but we are not sure that it actually reflects the discussion that we just had. Prior to
seeing the decision on the screen we had concerns of some member States on the need to
strengthen dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the States parties to the Convention.
Therefore, we were wondering if it could be possible to submit some proposed language for
this draft decision and perhaps reflected in the summary of the meeting that a group of
member States had expressed concerns surrounding the need to foster heightened dialogue
between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties. Otherwise, this Decision would not be
reflecting the discussion that we just had.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam chair. Our delegation would like to put a
motion and also a substantial issue related to what Angola has mentioned. Our motion would
be if it was possible to have these proposed amendments submitted a little earlier so we do
not discover them for the first time on the screen. Secondly, we are not entirely comfortable
with the wording when we talk about ‘stakeholders’. We are not really sure whether this is too
broad. It is so vague; we are not quite so comfortable with the use of that word,
‘stakeholders’, as is drafted.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to China.”
China:
“Thank you Chairperson. We would simply like to echo what Cuba’s delegation

expressed and we add our support to this motion. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? Cuba, you have the floor,
please.”
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Cuba:

[English interpretation] “\\/g would have no problems submitting some more wording if you
think that would be useful. How would you like to proceed?”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Yes please, you can do that. | now give the floor to Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“l would also like to support the proposal of Cuba to add some paragraphs that would
reflect the debates that we have had so far. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor now to Kuwait.”

Kuwait:

“The State of Kuwait congratulates her Excellency for chairing the World Heritage
Committee. As this is the first time we are taking the floor we would also like to thank the
World Heritage Centre for the excellent work they are doing and the Advisory Bodies. We
would also support the amendment to add wording on more dialogue.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other suggestions? Cuba, could you please
read the suggested text?”
Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you chair. We ‘request the Secretariat to take good note of the

discussions on the need to improve the dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the
States Parties’.”

The Chairperson:

“Australia, please take the floor.”

Australia:

“Thank you. In looking at my intervention earlier, expressing the view that while there
was always room to improve the quality dialogue, it is reasonably good at the moment. | think
| hear we would be happier with a formulation which was more to affirm the value of
consolidating the dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties. Therefore,
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this captures the commentary in a positive frame, which | think is very important. | am
proposing an alternative which | will read again: ‘Affirms the value of strengthening dialogue

’

between the Advisory Bodies and States Parties’.

The Chairperson:

“Norway, please take the floor.”

Norway:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Norway supports the amendment made by Australia; we
also have the same notion of the discussion. There are issues that will be discussed later on
during our session on 12A or 12B. We support Australia. Can | also ask, because we are a
bit unsure, what is asked from ICOMOS, since in decision 5A, there is a decision on the
further work on this topic which includes several expert meetings, perhaps. The course of
that would take another two years. Is this something that would be part of that process or
would that be something extra? | am a bit confused.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Cuba, please take the floor.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam chair. Our comment was not requesting
anything from ICOMOS but from the Secretariat, to take note of our discussion. The
comment we make could be presented in the report in which case we could accept the
addition presented by Australia on the values and dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and
States Parties. We could enter a new item on the agenda of our next meeting to discuss this
matter. Then, the proposal of Australia would be acceptable, but it would need to be added
that the next session would include an item on the agenda to discuss this issue and we
would agree with that proposal in that case.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Ms. Rdssler will answer.”

Ms. Rossler:
“Just referring to the intervention from Cuba. It is not in the oral report of The

Chairperson, it is in the summary record of all your debates as duly reflected in the summary
records. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Ok, the floor is now to China, please.”

China:
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“Thank you, Madam Chairperson. Sorry to ask for the floor again. | thought the
reason of much conflict between the Cuban-proposed wording and the Australian and
Norwegian-proposed wording and maybe we could combine both. In fact the second one
affirms the value and is a sort of general statement. | think the earlier question is that we are
also trying to encourage the improvement of dialogue, which means there is room for
improvement. It is not only a general view on the strengthening of the dialogue. | think if you
would add, in our view not redundant, the entire phrase proposed by Australia and supported
by Norway after the Cuban statement.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chairperson. Following what has just
been said by the representative of China, we are pleased with a new consolidated paragraph
which includes value, strengthening dialogue as well as the need to implement that
improvement.

We would also like to go back to what was said concerning paragraph 3. We believe
that it is perfectly acceptable to mention the nominations related to memories and we would
also like to go back to the original wording by Angola and to mention ‘experts’ rather than
‘stakeholders’. Stakeholders here could refer to many persons or bodies, it could be NGOs;
we would prefer something that mentions ‘experts’. We could then qualify the experts, such

ER

as ‘well-known’ experts’ if you prefer. It would need to be ‘experts’ instead of ‘stakeholders’.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you Chair. In the interest of helping draw this debate to a conclusion, on my
side we would be very happy with the amendment proposed by Cuba and if it is the words
that we suggested and the desire of the Committee to also include the reflections currently at
point 5 which was proposed by Cuba, then we will not be objecting to that proposition.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tunisia.”

Tunisie :

« Merci madame la présidente. La Tunisie souhaite apporter sa convergence et son
soutien a I'opinion émise par la Chine puisqu’il nous parait tout a fait possible et loisible de
joindre les deux paragraphes. Je crois que le sens du paragraphe proposé par Cuba est
autour d’améliorer le dialogue et le sens du paragraphe proposé par I'Australie est un
renforcement du dialogue. Le premier parle de qualité le second parle d’intensité et de
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quantité. Je crois qu'ils sont tout a fait mariables et que donc un seul paragraphe synthétique
est tout a fait envisageable. Cela montre combien il est difficile de refléter un débat méme
sur un plan linguistique ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Uganda.”

Uganda:

“Thank you very much Madam Chairperson. Since | am taking the floor for the first
time, allow me to congratulate you on your leadership of the Committee. Commenting on the
proposals by both Cuba and Australia, | also support the views that they are both talking
about the same thing but using different words. So the best approach would be to marry
them.

| have a compromise statement here that could probably be a way of having the

wording done. It reads: 'Requests the Secretariat to act on the urgent need to improve the
dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties’. This is what | submit.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Angola.”

Angola:

« Madame la présidente, nous sommes d’accord avec la proposition de 'Espagne de
changer les parties prenantes par les “experts”, mais nous aimerions que cela soit seulement
les “experts” au lieu d’ “experts de renom” car cela est trop subjectif. “experts” nous convient
bien ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the Rapporteur to read out the text as
finalised.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. We have received a number of amendments
and | will start from the top. For paragraph 3 we now have Zimbabwe also sponsoring the
paragraph and we have two small modifications. One would be to strike out ‘renowned’ and
‘stakeholders’ and the one by Zimbabwe would be to add the word ‘area’ to ‘thematic’. The
new paragraph would read as | will now proceed to read out:

3. ‘Also takes note with appreciation of the paper on the Evaluations of World
Heritage Nominations related to Sites Associated with Memories of Recent Conflicts
developed by ICOMOS and encourages ICOMOS to further improve this paper by
broadening the participation of experts in this new thematic area, including from the African
region,’

This would be the suggested paragraph 3. May | continue? Thank you Madam Chair.
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Then we have received. We have received several amendments. The first one from
Cuba which would add a new paragraph 5 and would say: ‘Requests the Secretariat to take
good note of the discussion on the need to improve the dialogue between the Advisory
Bodies and the States Parties’. For this proposal we have received a counter-proposal by
Australia and Norway; as paragraph 5, it would be: °‘Affirms the value of strengthening
dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties.” To this Cuba suggested
adding at the end: ‘and proposes that a point be added to the agenda on this issue at the
next session of the World Heritage Committee’.

Finally, we have received one suggestion from Uganda and paragraph 5 would be in
that case: ‘Requests the Secretariat on the urgent need to improve the dialogue between the
Advisory Bodies and the States Parties’.

During the debate we also received a proposal from China, supported by Tunisia, to
merge the two proposals received by Cuba, Australia and Norway. | am not sure we can try
to merge the paragraphs on the screen. | would like to ask from China, who proposed to
merge the two paragraphs, whether they would be on board with trying to merge them by
starting with Australia and Norway’s proposal so that the merged paragraph would start:
‘Affirms the value of strengthening the dialogue’ and would come the request of Cuba at the
end.”

The Chairperson:

“Australia please, you have the floor.”

Australia:

“l just wonder it might help to bring the two pieces together, as China suggested and
as our colleague from Uganda suggested. In Australia’s text where it says ‘the value of
strengthening’ and we add ’improving dialogue’ in the next paragraph. My apologies
‘strengthening and improving dialogue’ early on; would that meet the need of the various
contributors to this discussion?”

The Chairperson:

“Is everybody in agreement? Yes. China, please take the floor.”

China:
“We just want to say that | think it is a very good addition, ‘the improvement’ wording,

and somehow takes care of the proposal by Uganda. | think it is a very good solution as to
the precise wording. The Australians are much better than | am. | am a non-native speaker.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Cuba, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chairperson. We have no difficulties
with this wording. We believe that it does look good but we would not like to give up the
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possibilities of suggesting this item on the agenda of our next committee session. It could be
a different paragraph. The paragraph as it now stands we agree with.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Thank you. Perhaps this becomes redundant. What | was suggesting is that | was
actually thinking about the original, Australian-suggested text, which is the next one down,
and therefore that one side ‘strengthening and improving the dialogue’ and therefore that
would still retain the proposal from Cuba that we talk about this at the next session of the
World Heritage Committee. | have a question about whether it is necessary if that was to be
the text to also ask the Secretariat to be taking good note of it, given that this discussion
would be reflected in the summary of the meeting.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is back to the Rapporteur.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. The suggestion as it stands now would read as
new paragraph 5: ‘Affirms the value of strengthening and improving dialogue between the
Advisory Bodies and the States Parties and proposes that a point be added to the agenda on
this issue at the next session of the World Heritage Committee’. If | understood correctly.”

The Chairperson:

“Do you agree for the next session? | give the floor now to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you Chairperson. This is not my first language but we say ‘affirms the value’
and then we say this point will be discussed at the next Committee meeting. What do we do
in this year, between this year and the next Committee meeting? We are just affirming value
or strengthening but we are not doing any action, whereas the original proposal seemed as if
the Secretariat would create a platform for facilitating dialogue. The one that we are about to
adopt just says to put the agenda for the next meeting, in my understanding of the language;
| hope | am wrong.”

The Chairperson:

“Let us be practical. There is no problem in this wording, just a few changes. Let us
decide to adopt this wording. | now give the floor to Cuba and then you decide.”

Cuba:
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[English interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chairperson. | fully understand the
concern expressed by Zimbabwe and | believe it is in line with what | said initially; namely,
that this concern will be reflected in the minutes of this meeting. The Secretariat has already
indicated taking into account our discussions here. Therefore, we do not have it in the text of
the decision and it should be in the report, either The Chairperson’s report or any other report
that indicates what was discussed here in this room today on this issue.

This is the reason why we have been flexible on the paragraph as long as our full
discussion is reflected. Thank very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Ms. Rdssler.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much. | can confirm that we have taken good notes and that we will
certainly facilitate the dialogue with the Advisory Bodies and the Secretariat will not wait until
the next session. | would just like to be very clear about the point on adding an agenda item.
This means to the agenda of the next session or do you want to have it under item 6 and
create a new item? We are on item 5B; do you want to create a new item or is it under item
5B that we report back on this dialogue?

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“l give the floor now to Cuba and then to our Rapporteur to finalise the text please.
Thank you.”

Cuba:

[English-interpretation] “Thank you very much Madam Chairperson. Our apologies for this
confusion, with regard to the workload of the Committee, we would leave this for next year.
The Secretariat could provide information in the proper condition for us to have an in-depth
discussion at that time.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to the Rapporteur.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. Paragraph 5 now reads: ’Affirms the value of
strengthening and improving dialogue between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties
and proposes that a point be added to the agenda on this issue at the next session of the
World Heritage Committee.”

Madam Chairperson, we finally request through you just to clarify what has been said
by the Director of the World Heritage Centre, if this should be a separate point on the agenda
or if this should be included in this report. Just to be exactly sure of how we should word
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this.”

The Chairperson:

“Cuba please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “\\/@ would prefer a separate item with supporting documents different
from the report of the Advisory Bodies that they usually present. We are another body of
UNESCO and we are requesting an additional independent item on the agenda.

Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam. In that case, with the agreement of the distinguished
delegate of Cuba, | should like to make a suggestion that the second part of the paragraph
could read: ‘and proposes that this issue would be discussed at the next session of the World
Heritage Committee’. | would like to ask the distinguished delegate of Cuba. Would they
agree with this terminology or prefer another?”

The Chairperson:

“Cuba please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much for the suggestion, but | am not actually really
sure that it is better. | think it is actually clearer when we say that we want the Item added to
the agenda. That way there will be an item on the agenda with the associated documents
and associated draft decisions. If not it seems rather vague that there will be discussion.
When | raise this, | thought that it would be worthwhile having a separate item on the
agenda. | leave this in your hands.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much. | beg your indulgence for these few moments and | will
withdraw my proposal with the original proposal of the distinguished delegate of Cuba. It is
just that we are also going to have an item on our agenda that could also actually deal with
the agenda of the next session. | wanted to ask the Secretariat for the last proposal as to
avoid confusion. | would like to make one slight maodification in paragraph 4 as it becomes
the final paragraph. | would suggest that it starts with ‘Further takes note’ if this is agreeable.
Thank you.

Now, | will proceed to read out the entire modified paragraph. Please scroll up. Thank
you. The new paragraph 3 will read:

- ‘Also takes note with appreciation of the paper on the Evaluations of World Heritage
Nominations related to Sites Associated with Memories of Recent Conflicts developed by
ICOMOS and encourages ICOMOS to further improve this paper by broadening the
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participation of experts in this new thematic area, including from the African region;’
Paragraph 4 will start with: ‘further takes note of the progress (...)".
New paragraph 5 will read: ‘Affirms the value of strengthening and improving dialogue
between the Advisory Bodies and the States Parties and proposes that a point be added to

the agenda on this issue at the next session of the World Heritage Committee.’

Thank you very much Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you agree with the final text? Yes. | therefore declare Draft
Decision 42 COM 5B adopted.

We will now move to Item 6 of our Agenda, Follow-up to the World Heritage Capacity-
building Strategy and Progress report on the World Heritage-related Category 2 Centres. The
relevant working Document is Document 6. Considering their close links, these two reports are
presented together within the same document.

| would like now to invite Ms. Rdssler to briefly present this Document.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. This is a joint presentation by the World Heritage Centre
and ICCROM and the document is in two parts. | think Mr. King will present the first part.
Thank you very much. “

ICCROM:

“It is my pleasure to present item 6 on the World Heritage Capacity- building Strategy.
As many of you know, the World Heritage Capacity- building Strategy was approved by the
World Heritage Committee in 2011. It is aimed at providing an overarching framework to
capacity-building based on need at the international, regional and national levels. The
strategy was developed with three target audiences in mind: practitioners, institutions and
communities and networks.

It aims at strengthening knowledge, skills and behaviours, improving institutional
structures and processes and introducing a more dynamic relationship between the heritage
and its context.

The strategy aims at multiple capacity-building actors, that is it is not just aimed at the
Advisory Bodies to implement the strategy but it is implemented by the Advisory Bodies, by
the World Heritage Centre by State Parties and by other capacity-building actors in
institutions such as the Category 2 Centres.

In showing this slide, | want to call attention to the contributions of the Swiss
government to the development of World Heritage Capacity-building Strategy and thank both
the Swiss government and the government of Norway for their support in the implementation
of capacity-building activities.

As my Director General already said, during item 5B, we would be pleased to discuss
additional support from like-minded States Parties in the future for capacity-building needs.
You already had a report by the World Heritage Centre on the significant capacity-building
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active support that has been carried out by the Centre in all the region of the world.

At the level of the Advisory Bodies the main programme in place at this moment for
the implementation of the capacity-building strategy is the World Heritage Leadership
Programme. As already explained, the Leadership Programme is a partnership with IUCN in
collaboration with the World Heritage Centre and—actually | am going to be embarrassed as |
left ICOMOS out of this—also ICOMOS, with the support of the Norwegian Ministry of Climate
and the Environment.

The World Heritage Leadership Programme has 5 key modules of implementation. 1)
Effective Management, Nature, Culture and Communities; 2) encouraging resilience; 3)
dealing with the issue of Impact Assessment; then there are two modules dealing with
development of learning sites and the idea of creating Leadership Networks around the
world.

Several activities have been implemented over the course of the last year. Two
courses in particular took place, one in Norway in the World Heritage Property of Roros
which was, of course, on culture, nature and communities and a second one on people-
centred approaches, which took place in various parts of Italy.

In addition to that, there were also several meetings that took place as part of the
ICOMOS General Assembly in December of 2017. Those two meetings on the combination
of the resource manual on cultural and natural heritage and there was a second meeting on
the issue of governance.

We thank ICOMOS very much for hosting these meetings as part of the General
Assembly that took place in dealing with these items. Once Again | apologise for not having
included them in the former slide.

Other activities of the World Heritage Leadership Programme that are ongoing
included Scope and Study on the Issue of Climate Change and its effect on heritage and
World Heritage in particular. We have also carried out a workshop just this past month on the
issue of resilience in Rome and we also took part in the annual conference of the
International Association for Impact Assessment in order to create better contact with that
institution in order to ensure that Heritage issues can be better implemented or integrated
rather into impact assessment methodologies and practices.

Finally, for World Heritage Leadership | would like to call attention to the World
Heritage Site Managers’ Forum which was held in the week prior to this particular Committee
meeting in 2018. This Site Managers’ Forum was a partnership with the government of
Bahrain and in addition there were contributions from the World Heritage Leadership
Programme and also the government of Poland as host of last year's Committee meeting.

In addition to the World Heritage Leadership Programme, of course, there are many
capacity-building activities that are going on in many parts of the world and there are some
key themes that are coming out of the capacity-building area. In addition to World Heritage
Leadership, the topic of linking culture and nature is becoming a more important topic in
many areas of the world. This can be seen in two activities that are on the slide. One, a
workshop on Nature Culture Linkages at Sacred Sites that took place in September of 2017
at Tsukuba University in Japan and also a course that took place in China on management
and monitoring of Agricultural Landscapes which took place in Honghe Hani Rice Terraces in
August of 2017.

In the area of Disaster Risk Management there have been a number of courses, one
in Kyoto which is an annual course in partnership with ICCROM and ICOMOS and this year
also with ICOM the International Council on Museums. It added an interesting aspect. It
looked at World Heritage sites and also looked at the issues of objects and museums in
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World Heritage sites. There was also a training workshop on Post-disaster Recovery for
Living Archaeological World Heritage in Bagan in Myanmar, which is on the Tentative List of
Myanmar.

ICCROM also continues its work on conservation training and capacity-building
specifically in relation to physical conservation of the World Heritage. We now have three
different courses on wood conservation. At the first, in September of 2017, we carried out a
course at Kizhi Pogost in Russia, then we conducted a regional course on wood
conservation in Nara, Japan, and, of course, every other year we have our traditional wood
conservation course in Oslo, Norway, which is actually going on right now, as we speak; it
has not concluded quite yet. We also had a stone course this past March and April in Mexico
City and at the archaeological site of Chicanna in Mexico.

With regard to presenting opportunities in terms of capacity-building, ICCROM also
sees that as one of its key roles within the Convention. On our website, in the classifieds
section, there is a good range of the various courses, seminars and workshops that can be
found around the world for people to apply for and take part in.

In addition to the activities at the international level there are also activities on
capacity-building at the regional level. You have already heard from the World Heritage
Centre about a number of activities that have taken place in the Asia and Pacific regions, for
example there have been training workshops in Bhutan, India, Pakistan and China to
reinforce capacities both for nominations and for sustainable management of the Cultural
heritage.

In Latin America, again it has already been reported that there is work with the two
Category 2 Centres there. It is worth repeating that a sub-regional meeting took place in
Mexico to develop an Action Plan for Mexico and Central America. We think that this is a
significant development for that sub-region for World Heritage.

In Europe, following on the issue of impact assessment, there were discussions of
carrying out a series of regional and sub-regional programmes specifically for ensuring that
Heritage Impact Assessment can take place when there are developments being proposed in
and around World Heritage sites which might have an impact on the Outstanding Universal
Value of those properties.

In Africa, it has already been mentioned there has been a great collaboration with the
African World Heritage Fund and there have been workshops on Disaster Risk Management
and | would really like to call attention to the World Heritage Nomination Support Programme
which is carried out by the African World Heritage Fund. It is really a model that | would
argue other regions of the world should look at in terms of supporting States Parties in the
nomination process and ensuring that there is an ongoing dialogue within the region to look
at nominations as they are progressing and to see how that progress is going on and how
the States Parties themselves can work with each other and learn from each other and
eventually come up with positive nominations.

There is also in this region, this was mentioned by the Ambassador to Zimbabwe, a
workshop on World Heritage and Educational Institutions in Africa which took place in
Zimbabwe and not too far away from the great World Heritage site in Zimbabwe that you see
on the slide.

Finally, in the Arab region there have been multiple capacity-building activities carried
out both in Bahrain with the ARC-World Heritage Category 2 Centre and also with ICCROM
Regional Centre in Sharjah. | just highlight two of the slides which were the ARC-World
Heritage where a series of workshops took place and additional ones are being planned to
look at enhancing our heritage tool kit. It is looking at evaluating management at World
Heritage properties and | will point out from the Sharjah office of ICCROM an activity that
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took place in February of this year, which was an Arab Cultural Heritage Forum.

Your document 6 contains actually a large number of other capacity-building activities
which have taken place over the course of the last year. There are too many for me to
actually present to you here. | will just simply refer you to document 6 if you would like more
information on the large amount of capacity-building activities that have been going on
around the world.

Finally, 1 will actually apologise to the Committee because last year | was able to
present to you a series of facts and figures about the number of participants and places
around the world where capacity-building activities were taking place. This year, due to a
technical issue, | was unable to collect this data. We set up a survey form but actually we
were unable to collect and implement the data we needed. What | can do now is to promise
you that for next year's presentation we will fix that technical glitch and | will be able to
present it next year as sort of a more synthetic factual presentation of capacity-building
around the world.

What | can say, however, is that ICCROM, through its tracking fund programme, has
also been carrying out a series of research projects to look at training and capacity-building
around the world. This particular map, which is on the screen right now, shows all the
university programmes in Europe that have conservation as their main target in red and
programmes that have conservation as one element in blue.

ICCROM is continuing to try to gather more information on capacity-building around
the world, both in World Heritage and in the larger framework of capacity-building. Hopefully
next year we will present at the Committee meeting a much larger and comprehensive
picture in relation with capacity-building around the world. With that | complete my
presentation and would like to pass the floor to Ms Rossler for the Category 2 Centres.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much. | would like briefly to present a report on the progress report
on the Category 2 Centres.

As you know, we have currently nine Category 2 Centres related to World Heritage
and agreements have been signed for seven centres: Arab Regional Centre for World
Heritage (ARC-World Heritage) (Bahrain); Regional Heritage Management Training Centre
Lucio Costa (Brazil), World Heritage Institute of Training and Research for the Asia and the
Pacific Region (WHITR-AP) (China); Centre on World Natural Heritage Management and
Training for Asia and the Pacific Region (WNHMT) (India); International Research Centre on
the Economics of Culture and World Heritage Studies (Italy); Regional World Heritage
Institute in Zacatecas (Mexico) and African World Heritage Fund (AWHF) (South Africa). The
agreement for the latter entered into force in June of 2018.

Agreements have not been signed yet for two centres: the International Centre for
Rock Art and the World Heritage Convention (Spain) which was approved by the UNESCO
General Conference in 2011, and the Regional Centre for Human Evolution, Adaptations and
Dispersals in South East Asia (CHEADSEA) (Indonesia) which was approved by the
UNESCO General Conference in 2017.

In line with the integrated comprehensive strategy for Category 2 Institutes and
Centres, external evaluations have been undertaken for two centres: the Arab Regional
Centre for World Heritage (ARC-World Heritage) (Bahrain) and the Regional Heritage
Management Training Centre Lucio Costa (Brazil).

As you see on the screen, the renewal agreement for ARC-World Heritage was
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signed in April of 2018, and the renewal agreement for the Regional Heritage Management
Training Centre Lucio Costa (Brazil) with the Minister from Brazil and our Director General
was signed on the 13™ of June 2018.

The 6" Annual Coordination Meeting of the UNESCO World Heritage-related
Category 2 Institutes and Centres took place in Robben Island, South Africa, from the 11" to
the 14" of February, 2018 This meeting reflected on interregional cooperation and the
implementation of the recommendations made at the previous annual meeting, to reinforce
the cooperation of the centres and foster partnerships with universities, UNESCO chairs and
other stakeholders, and reflected on the ways to encompass Sustainable Development
Goals into the activities.

The UNESCO Culture Sector organised the Second Coordination Meeting with
UNESCO Category 2 Institutes and Centres and UNITWIN/UNESCO Chairs related to
Culture, on 23-27 November, 2017 (UNESCO Headquarters), with an overarching theme of
culture as an enabler of sustainable development. The meeting launched the online Forum of
UNESCO Chairs and Category 2 Institutes and Centres, as a tool to support effective
communication, information sharing and research.

Two thematic workshops were held in conjunction with this event: Advocacy and
Communication for Enhancing Culture’s Role in the 2030 Agenda and the New Urban
Agenda, UNESCO 2011 Recommendation on the Historic Urban Landscape.

| think this is in line with some of the discussions we had here. Azerbaijan for example
mentioned this last thematic workshop. We need more tools and we try to do it also with our
Category 2 Centres.

Thank you very much to all Centres, all of those who are in the room here and thank
you very much Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much Ms. Rdssler. We are now looking at Draft Decision 42 COM 6.
Brazil would like to take the floor.”

Brazil:

“Thank you Madam Chairperson. | would like to thank Mr Joseph King for his
presentation and also Madam Réssler for the additional information she provided. Capacity-
building undoubtedly has a pivotal role to play in the implementation of the overall principles
of the 1972 Convention especially with respect to ensuring sustainable development and
implementation of conservation and preservation policies.

Having this in mind, | would like to refer to the signature last June already mentioned
by Ms. Rossler between the Brazilian Minister of Culture and the UNESCO Director General
of the renewal of the agreement for the Regional Heritage Management Training Centre
Lucio Costa. On that occasion our Minister of Culture reaffirmed Brazil's commitments to
continue promoting international cooperation in its south-south dimension focused on the
management and preservation of natural and cultural sites.

During the first phase of the Lucio Costa Centre as a Category 2 Centre it worked
closely with the national heritage institutions of many countries in Latin America and also with
Portuguese-speaking countries of Africa. In this first phase more than 200 stakeholders and
specialists and related workers were trained and we are very happy that we could provide
this assistance to all the countries.
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Our National Institute of Historic and Artistic Heritage (IPHAN) present at this meeting
is organising for next August a meeting with UNESCO and the Advisory Bodies, especially
ICCROM and the National Heritage Authorities of the Centre’s member countries, in order to
draw an action plan for capacity-building for the next millennium. Based on our experience
we are positive that the enormous potential of Category 2 Centres will continue to be
strengthened, thus contributing to the implementation of the 1972 Convention.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Norway would like to thank ICCROM and IUCN for their
fruitful cooperation under the World Heritage Leadership Programme. In our opinion,
capacity-building is decisive in implementing the aim of the Convention. The six-year
agreement was signed in 2016 and two years later we have experienced that the Programme
is improving the nature and culture conservation practice. Several courses have already
been conducted and experts are trained. Switzerland has contributed significantly to the
project under the Programme. We will hope that other States Parties will find it interesting to
join forces.

We also recognised other activities under the capacity-building strategy worldwide.
We note the brief report on the status of the Category 2 Centres related to World Heritage
capacity-building. Norway would like to thank the Centre, which has contributed to the
capacity- building strategy.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Uganda.”

Uganda:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. The delegation of Uganda takes honour to
participate for the first time in this distinguished forum of the World Heritage Committee. | am
joining other delegations in welcoming the presentation on the World Heritage Capacity-
building Strategy and progress report on the work of the Category 2 Centres.

Madam Chair, the Ugandan delegation is happy to report that since the
commencement of the World Heritage Leadership Programme in 2016, Uganda has
effectively embraced this item, with emphasis on getting on board the young people in
secondary schools to galvanise heritage leadership development. Coordinated by the
Ugandan National Commission of UNESCO, with funding support from the Paris-based
UNESCO Climate Change Project, there is ongoing, vigorous drive across all schools,
tertiary institutions and the youth in Uganda to promote leadership clubs in juxtaposition with
their country’s lifelong running initiative.

Once again the delegation commends the performance on the World Heritage
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capacity-building strategy and progress report on the World Heritage related Category 2
Centres.

Thank you”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you very much Chair. The Tanzanian delegation would like to commend the
World Heritage Centre, the Advisory Bodies and the other partners for the progress achieved
so far towards the implementation of the capacity-building activities in response to the need
of heritage practitioners, institutions, partners and their communities at large, both at regional
and at national levels.

Tanzania’s delegation is satisfied with the diversity of modules that were addressed.
These modules including effective management, promotion of culture and education in
Africa, risk management and risk preparedness workshops, resilience, impact assessment,
leadership networks. Tanzania’s delegation also calls for the formation of other relevant
innovative technical programmes leading to actual conservation and evaluation.

Tanzania’s delegation is satisfied that through its capacity building efforts Africa was
among the beneficiaries through a number of workshops of UNESCO Heritage through the
Category 2 Centres that took place in South Africa, Zimbabwe and Cameroon, just to
mention a few. Tanzania acknowledges this effort and encourages the World Heritage
Centre and the Advisory Bodies to continue these efforts by also involving some universities.

Tanzania would also suggest, and think it is maybe high time, that an action should
be initiated to audit and to assess the impact and the outcomes of this capacity-building
programme.

Thank you Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. | would also like to comment on the report on the
Capacity-building Strategy. We are of the strong view that capacity-building activities are of
crucial importance in assisting the States Parties in the implementation of the 1972
Convention. In this regard, we think that the World Heritage capacity-building strategy, which
was approved by the Committee in 2011, is an important reference point and we commend
the progress made in this regard.

Based on the experience of my country in the capacity-building activities within the
framework of 2003 Convention on Intangible Cultural Heritage, we would like to share with
you some lessons learnt and some particular elements that would need to be taken into
account.
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First is the sustainability of the capacity-building. This means that the training of
trainees approach should be applied and more of those involved in training would be taken
on board. Second, the involvement of all stakeholders from the government, national
commissions, from site managers and civil society needs to be addressed by this capacity-
building.

A very important point is the focus which we believe should be more on preservation
and conservation of sites rather than awareness-raising or something like this. Another very
important point is the communication strategy. Capacity-building activities accompanied with
the proper communication strategy will also deliver the necessary visibility to this process
and will attract in return more funding from donor countries.

We also think that the network of UNESCO Category 2 Centres is a valuable asset
and we are happy to acknowledge that cooperation with related World Heritage Category 2
Centres is functioning well.

We also want to bring on board the National Committees of the World Heritage, which
could also be additional assets for this Capacity-building Strategy. Again, we want to
emphasise the role of World Heritage Centres and Advisory Bodies in this mission, as was
mentioned in our previous intervention. We believe that their expertise and guidance are
crucial in assisting States Parties. Only through capacity-building can we achieve our mission
both in a balanced World Heritage List and preservation and conservation of World Heritage
sites.

Thank you”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Bahrain.”

Bahrain:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. As the Kingdom of Bahrain is hosting the Arab Region
Centre for World Heritage, which was established by the World Heritage Centre, UNESCO
and hosted by the government or Bahrain, | would like to say that it has been quite an
interesting and successful experiment so far. We have just had an extension for the second
six years of work as Category 2 Centre in the Arab region.

It is important to say that there are strong relationships and partnerships between the
Arab regional Centre in Bahrain and with the Advisory Bodies. That brings me to the point or
the amendment that was discussed and hopefully approved a few minutes ago. To say that
having this relationship and partnership with the Advisory Bodies and with the problems that
we are facing in the region, this could be a good example for alleviating some of the
problems that we have been discussing, and Stats Parties in the room have been mentioning
and requesting some methods to alleviate the problems.

| think regional centres will be able to help in this regard and maybe help to reduce
what is seen by many, especially in our region, as the north-south divide, which has been
discussed for generations now. It is very important for alleviating misunderstandings and
enhancing the relationship and dialogue that has been proposed and suggested lately
between regional States Parties and the Advisory Bodies. | believe that Regional Category 2
Centres will be a good facilitator.

Having said that, | would also like to point out that the Arab Region Centre is proud to
say that we have similar concentration and focus on both components of the 1972
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Convention for the Protection of heritage, as we have exactly two similar Units within the
Arab Region Centre, one for the Preservation and Protection of Natural Heritage in
partnership with [IUCN and also the Cultural Heritage Centre for the heritage component.

| believe my time has expired. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. | just want to add our voice to those thanking the Advisory
Bodies for the report on capacity-building as well as the additional information that was
provided by the Director of the World Heritage Centre.

In Africa, we have a very active Category 2 Centre, which is the Africa World Heritage
Fund which my colleagues talked about. | would like to commend their work and also to
commend the Advisory Bodies for the increasing collaboration that we are seeing between
them and the Africa World Heritage Fund. We are grateful to the government of South Africa
for hosting and supporting the Africa World Heritage Fund as well as to other governments
that are providing support to the fund.

| would like to support and repeat what the delegate of Azerbaijan said in terms of
capacity-building. It should also create a balance and stress more conservation and
protection, particularly in our region, where we have a large number of sites in danger or
sites that are in danger of becoming in danger. We would like to make sure that we increase
our capacities in conservation and protection as well as in management.

These are some of the areas that | hope will increasingly come into play. We are also
very grateful for the way it has been done with learning institutions, with universities in
English-speaking and Francophone areas, which, in fact, entrenches our capacity-building
from the University level upwards. We recognise that some of our experts are now sort of
nearing retirement and need to be renewed and this particular programme is of great
importance to the African region.

We thank the Centre as well as the countries that gave the extra budgetary support
for this process. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the NGO representative. Please be
brief. Thank you.”

NGO - The International Indigenous People’s Forum on World Heritage:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. Indigenous people around the world can be strongly
affected negatively or positively by policies and actions undertaken in the name of World
Heritage sites. At the same time, indigenous people can and do make substantial
contributions to the conservation of World Heritage sites. | forgot to say that | am speaking
on behalf of the International Indigenous People’s Forum on World Heritage.

We have noticed World Heritage capacity-building throughout the years does not
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make any reference to indigenous people; we therefore strongly recommend that the
Committee request the Centre and the Advisory Bodies and recommends to member States
to include specific action on capacity-building with the indigenous people in their capacity
building programmes and activities.

The International Indigenous People’s Forum on World Heritage is in the process of
developing a comprehensive strategy for capacity strengthening and we would greatly
welcome the joint development of capacity as potential joint resources mobilisation. A
concrete proposal in that regard could be the establishment of a voluntary fund for
indigenous people to facilitate our effective participation in World Heritage processes.

During sessions of the Committee, as well as other processes such as the
identification of nomination, monitoring and management of sites, the World Heritage
Convention can in this way make meaningful contributions to the objectives to be achieved
as referred to in the United Nations sustainable development goals, the UNESCO Policy on
Indigenous People and the World Heritage Policy on Sustainable Development, all of which
embrace the United Nations declaration on the rights of indigenous people. This Declaration,
adopted by the United Nations General Assembly under your distinguished presidency as
well as the United Nations General Assembly resolution of 2014, calls on all United Nations
specialised agencies and organisations to contribute to the achievement of the objectives of
this declaration.

Finally, Madam Chair, just a reminder that you are all invited to the side events which
will occur thirty minutes from now in Room Hawar.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to China.”

China:

“Thank you, Madam Chair. China warmly welcomes the outcomes of the progress
report of the World Heritage-related Category 2 Centres and also attaches high importance
to the follow-up to the World Heritage capacity-building strategy.

According to the previous resolutions adopted by the UNESCO General Conference,
two Category 2 Centres related to the World Heritage have been established in China and
have always played an active role in enhancing capacity-building in the Asia-Pacific and
African regions, which are HIST and CRIHAP. These Centres have always organised various
activities related to World Heritage together with States Parties and the World Heritage
Centre, notably China hosted two sessions of the Changsha Forum on Youth and Heritage.

China is engaged continuously to make its contribution to the enhancement of the
capacity-building of World Heritage. Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the Rapporteur to see whether we have
any amendments. Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. We have received no amendments to this draft
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decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 6 adopted. Now,
we have an announcement.”

Secretariat:

‘The announcement is for the event this evening. As was just mentioned by the
Indigenous People’s Forum on World Heritage, they will have a site event at 6:30 pm. This is
held in the Hawar room. A side event called Emerging Restoration Practices in the Gulf,
organised by the Kuwait National Council for Culture Arts and Letters, which should have
started at 6 pm in the Dilmun room. | suppose it will start just after the session.

One more side event at 6:10 pm in the Manama Room; the World Heritage
Sustainable Development Policy and what it means for States Parties. Sustainable
development has been mentioned many times by various delegates; | suppose that many of
you will be interested in this event.

One more announcement which | have just received. Il s’agit d’une réunion du groupe
Arabe aujourd’hui le 25 juin a 19 h a la Salle Tylos. Can we go to the next slide, with one
final announcement which does not concern an event taking place tonight?

Look at the screens and the Night of Virunga; it is a very, very special side event
organised by the World Heritage Centre together with the Bahraini authorities for Antiquities
and Culture in consultation with the Institute of the National Parks of the Congo and it is a
special evening that is dedicated to the fallen rangers of the Virunga National Park. We will
have a benefit concert and a fund-raising event on Wednesday the 27" of June and you are
all invited to donate and to get your gold or silver passes. You can find them at the entrance
where we have a stand.

We hope that you will come in numbers to support this fundraising event; this is a
modest fundraising event that can change lives. We hope you will be there. This is a real
promotion that we are making of an event that has a very noble purpose which concerns
human life and a commitment to World Heritage. You can always come to us and ask us
where to find more information and there is a desk close to the entrance, just after the
registration area. We shall provide further information and you have also received an email
with which you registered for this Committee.

Thank you very much; we hope many of you come and that together we will be able

as individuals who attend this Committee to help a noble cause. Thank you very much and
have a nice evening.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We come to the end of our meeting today. We meet tomorrow
at 10:00 am and for Bureau members we will meet at 9:30 am at the Bureau. Thank you very
much and have a good evening.”
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SECOND DAY — Tuesday 26 June 2018
THIRD SESSION
10.00 a.m. - 1.00 p.m.
Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“Good morning dear colleagues. Before proceeding with our work, | would like to
inform you that during the second Bureau meeting that was held this morning, it was
proposed that the two draft decisions on Jerusalem and Hebron included in document
7A.Add 2 and Corrigendum be adopted without debate, this morning at the opening of our
session.

| would like therefore to proceed with the adoption of Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.21,
concerning the state of conservation of the Old City of Jerusalem and its walls and of Draft
Decision 42 COM 7A.28 concerning the state of conservation of Hebron/Al Khalil Old Town.

Dear colleagues, these draft decisions were the subject of intense negotiations and
have been agreed upon by all the parties concerned. | would like, therefore, to propose to
adopt them without debate. Furthermore, | would also like to inform you that the consensus
implies that no statement or declaration be made after the adoption of these drafts.

| see no objection. Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.21 and 42 COM 7A.28 are adopted. Thank
you.

Dear colleagues, the Bureau was also informed this morning of our progress of work.
As you noticed yesterday, we did not have time to examine item 8 concerning the progress
report on the preparation of the third cycle of Periodical Reporting. It is proposed therefore to
examine this item next week after the completion of item 7 regarding state of conservation.
As for item 8 regarding nominations, we will inform you on the due process of the exact date
when this item will be examined. Thank you very much for your understanding.

Dear colleagues, | would also like to inform you that during the Bureau meeting this
morning, members of the Bureau requested that we open discussion on the state of
conservation reports on the Tropical Reinforced Heritage of Sumatra, Indonesia, the Dja
wildlife Reserve Cameroon and the Cape Floral Region protected area, South Africa. Thank
you very much.

Dear colleagues, to start the day we have a major agenda item to examine, namely
Item 7, on the state of conservation of World Heritage report on properties. | would like to
inform you as for past years that this item will remain open to possibly take into account the
debate held under agenda items 7A and 7B. Draft Decision 42 COM 7 will therefore be
adopted once we have completed the examination of items 7A and 7B.

Before | give the floor to Ms. Réssler to introduce this item, | would like to inform you
that the conservation community was saddened by the loss of more than 20 rangers and
other staff at World Heritage properties of the Democratic Republic of Congo. Therefore, |
would like to propose a tribute to be paid to them and that we all observe one minute of
silence in their memory. Please stand for a minute of silence.
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Thank you very much. Before we start | would like to acknowledge the tireless effort
of the Director General, Ms Audrey Azoulay of UNESCO, for her effort in favour of reaching a
consensus between the two concerned parties regarding the issue of Jerusalem and Hebron.
Without her effort and that of the two concerned parties and their understanding and
flexibility, as | found yesterday, it would not have happened. Thank you very much to the
Director General and to the two concerned parties.

The floor is to Ms Rossler.”

Ms Rgssler:

“Thank you very much. You see behind me the slide, which is announcing a
fundraising event which will take place tomorrow night for the families of Virunga Park. There
is also a great band that will play tomorrow.

Madam Chair | believe that the Democratic Republic of Congo would like to take the
floor. They put the flag up.”

The Chairperson:

“You have the floor Democratic Republic of Congo.”

République démocratigue du Congo :

« Nous vous remercions, madame la présidente, de nous donner la parole. Nous
commencgons par remercier les autorités de Bahrein pour avoir organisé cette réunion de
haute importance. Nous profitons de cette occasion pour remercier le Comité ici présent qui
a exprimé sa compassion a I'égard de la République démocratique du Congo qui a accusé
un grand nombre de pertes humaines, presque chaque année, pour tout simplement
protéger le bien inscrit sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial.

Nous voulons ici réitérer le fait que mon pays va toujours continuer a mener ce qui

reléeve de sa compétence pour assurer la protection des biens du patrimoine. Nous n’allons
pas baisser les bras nous vous remercions ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Ms Rdéssler please.”

Ms RoOssler:

“Thank you very much for your intervention. Before we start with item 7, |
would also like to tell you that the Internet connection is rather slow; they are working on it or
maybe it is the traffic generated by all the emails emanating from this room. Let us start with
item 7, which is the general item on the state of conservation.

As you all know, The World Heritage Convention is one of the most successful
international instruments for the conservation of natural and cultural heritage sites. Its unique
Reactive Monitoring process greatly contributes to the efficient monitoring of threats affecting
the properties and to their mitigation. The document 7 in front of you is a key document on
global World Heritage conservation issues and contains different parts.
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Document 7 provides a detailed snapshot of the factors impacting the Outstanding
Universal Value of properties, such as the lack of management plans or their inadequacy, ill-
advised housing or ground transport-related development projects, inappropriate
management activities, tourism-related activities, illegal activities, extractive industries and,
of course, the conflict situations which were just mentioned in various parts of the world.

In part 1, document 7 proposes some explanatory notes on the current evaluation of
the Reactive Monitoring process you had requested at the 40" session in 2016 and also
provides an insight on the efforts we have undertaken to strengthen the dialogue with civil
society organisations.

In part Il, more comprehensive information is provided on emergency situations in
conflict areas. Indeed, in 2018, conflicts affected 20 per cent of all the properties reported to
the Committee. This part of document 7 alerts you, the Committee, to the tragic loss of
human life, we had just heard about it, resulting from conflict situations and on the
devastating damage and continuing threats facing cultural and natural heritage in general. It
also provides detailed information on UNESCOQ’s actions to advocate and mobilise the
international community for the protection of endangered cultural and natural sites.

I would like to address more specifically some of the other conservation issues
presented in part Ill of this comprehensive document.

The destruction of the past few years have brought the question of Reconstruction
sharply into focus. Since the last session of the Committee, several international meetings
have taken place or are being planned on broader issues of recovery and reconstruction. |
attended myself the Global Conference on Reconstruction of Irag together with our Director
General, attended by more than 70 countries, held in Kuwait in February of 2018. In terms of
World Heritage, there was an international conference on Reconstruction, hosted by the
Government of Poland in Warsaw in May of 2018, with 200 participants from more than 30
countries, different bodies including the World Bank and our Advisory Bodies providing for
specific recommendations with the Warsaw Declaration, which has been uploaded on our
webpage and that | really recommend you to read. A special issue of the World Heritage
Review N° 86 was also published in January, 2018, on World Heritage and Reconstruction
with a number of case studies.

This Document also addresses Climate Change, and presents a follow-up to the
decision adopted last year, including on initiatives taken by the Secretariat, the Advisory
Bodies and some States Parties towards the updating of the Policy Document on the impact
of climate change on World Heritage properties. You heard yesterday Australia already
intervening for a sixth ‘C’ in Climate Change. Thanks to the generous support of the State
Party of the Netherlands, we will be able to start contacting experts in this field and advance
with the updating of the Policy. Furthermore, in response to the Committee’s request, the
World Heritage Centre, in consultation with IUCN, has completed the first global assessment
on impacts of climate change on World Heritage-listed coral reefs, with the generous support
of the State Party of France.

Forty years after the first properties were inscribed on the World Heritage List, there is
still a significant number of properties which do not have clearly delineated boundaries. You
know that the delineation of boundaries is an essential requirement for the establishment of
an effective management plan for the property to fully ensure the protection of its
Outstanding Universal Value. Furthermore, it is challenging to accurately determine the
potential impacts on Outstanding Universal Value from threats posed from outside of the
property without clear boundaries. When something happens and UNESCO and the Advisory
Bodies have to react and we do not know where the boundaries are, you put us in a very
difficult situation. It is therefore critical that clear and manageable boundaries are proposed
at the time of nomination.
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For the past few years, the Committee has been stressing the necessity for Heritage
Impact Assessments (HIA) and Environmental Impact Assessments (EIA) to be conducted to
evaluate the potential impacts of projects on the Outstanding Universal Value of properties
(this was actually one of the discussions of the site managers' meeting last week). You will
hear soon from the site managers. These assessments need to be conducted as early as
possible in the planning process and submitted to the World Heritage Centre for review by
the Advisory Bodies before any decision (which would be very difficult to reverse) is taken.
Each of those should include an explicit section assessing the potential impact on the
Outstanding Universal Value, which is unfortunately often not the case. It is also important to
note that HIAs and EIAs have to be proportionate to the scope and scale of projects, with
simpler assessments for smaller projects, while very large projects may require Strategic
Environmental Assessments (SEA).

This year, a number of large-scale development projects is being considered in the
state of conservation reports, because of their impacts on World Heritage properties. Such
projects can be located within or outside the property boundaries, and sometimes at great
distances or even in other countries, but their impact on the Outstanding Universal Value can
be of serious concern. As many such projects are designed to address transport and other
issues generated outside the property or extend far beyond it, there is a need for Strategic
Environmental Assessment to be used in order to ensure a full appraisal of the wider context.

With over 1.2 billion people crossing international borders each year, tourism is
increasingly a major source of growth, employment and income for many countries.
However, the increasing demand for tourism infrastructure in response to rising tourist
numbers requires consideration of carrying capacity, as well as careful monitoring and
management where they may pose potential impacts on the Outstanding Universal Value of
World Heritage properties. This year, 50 state of conservation reports refer to problems
associated with visitor management and the construction of tourism infrastructure. There is a
crucial need to strengthen policies and frameworks to promote sustainable tourism. In this
regard, the World Heritage and Sustainable Tourism Programme is developing a Visitor
Management Strategy and research and monitoring framework to improve the States Parties’
know-how and share good practices. To this end there will be a side event today at
lunchtime.

At its 32" session in 2008, the World Heritage Committee requested the World
Heritage Centre and IUCN to develop a dialogue with the International Olympic Committee
(10C) with a view of putting in place an agreement to ensure that future Olympic Games will
not impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of World Heritage properties. In 2014, IUCN
established a dialogue with 10C regarding this matter, and, in 2015, signed its first
agreement with the 10C, which has been extended until 2020. | am very pleased to also
inform you that in November of 2017, the World Rowing Federation informed the World
Heritage Centre that it had made a commitment to respect and preserve the Outstanding
Universal Value of sites, and recognised the role that the sport sector can play in supporting
the conservation of these special places. It is hoped that this decision will encourage other
sports federations to follow this example, and include World Heritage properties within the
scope of such commitments.

At its 37" session in 2013, the World Heritage Committee expressed concern about
the growing impact of the extractive industries on World Heritage properties and urged all
States Parties and leading industry stakeholders to respect the ‘No-go’ commitment by not
permitting extractive activities within World Heritage properties. Through the collective efforts
of the Secretariat and IUCN, but also thanks to initiatives taken by the OECD in 2016, the
International Petroleum Industry Environmental Conservation Association (IPIECA), UNDP
and the International Finance Cooperation, and the WWEF, to name but a few, | am very
pleased to announce that as of today, thirteen banks and financial institutions have
confirmed to the World Heritage Centre that they have some form of policy in place. These
policies are diverse but while some restrict finance to extractive projects in World Heritage

86



sites, others take on a larger commitment not to support any activities, which could threaten
World Heritage sites, including activities outside of the property but with potential impact on
its Outstanding Universal Value. This is a very encouraging development and personally | am
very pleased because | started the dialogue with the extractive industry in 1998; it took a long
time.

At its 34™ session in 2010, while reviewing general conservation issues, the
Committee noted that the availability of earth observation technologies were continuously
improving, and that such techniques could provide evidence over time to determine, ‘whether
some impacts on World Heritage value continue to occur or are being addressed’. Combined
with appropriate spatial analytic tools, earth observation facilitates the early detection of
natural or anthropogenic (human) threats, such as impacts from natural disasters or climate
change, unsustainable developments, deforestation, illegal mining, encroachment, and can
enable targeted responses by the responsible authorities. It can also provide valuable
support to site managers, especially in areas where access is restricted. The World Heritage
Centre and colleagues from the Man and Biosphere (MAB) Programme have established
fruitful contacts with ESA, Gemini Space Service & Consulting and HIST, mentioned by
China yesterday, a Category 2 Centre, for a European Union-funded project. If approved, this
two-year project would assist in developing an application suite, based on eight World
Heritage properties and five Biosphere Reserves, and would also include dedicated capacity-
building activities.

The illegal trade of wildlife species and their products from within World Heritage
properties has been a serious threat for which the Committee has expressed it serious
concern on numerous occasions and launched an appeal to all Member States of UNESCO,
especially origin, transit and destination countries, to cooperate to combat this threat,
including through an improved cooperation between the World Heritage Convention and
CITES. The World Heritage Centre has further continued its close cooperation with the
CITES Secretariat concerning the state of conservation of several properties, which are
heavily affected by the impacts of the illegal wildlife trade, such as the Islands and Protected
Areas of the Gulf of California (Mexico). You have certainly seen the World Heritage Review
issue on the topic of illicit trafficking which covers both natural and cultural heritage. Finally, it
is to be noted that | will meet with the Secretary of the CITES Convention on the occasion of
the next meeting of the Biodiversity Liaison Group of the biodiversity-related conventions, to
be hosted at UNESCO Headquarters in September of 2018.

Last, but not least, another significant current threat to World Heritage properties is
posed by invasive alien species and States Parties are strongly encouraged to develop
adequately-resourced strategies to eradicate invasive species in the properties and prevent
their (re-)introduction and/or establishment. Such strategies should emphasise prevention,
early warning and rapid response.

As you indicated madam Chair, draft Decision 42 COM 7 will only be discussed at the
end of the session, to take into account any further reflections which you may have during
the state of conservation reports 7A and 7B.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much Ms. Réssler, | would now like to give the floor to the Advisory
Bodies for their additional statement. We start with Mr. Joseph King for ICCROM.”

ICCROM:
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“Thank you madam Chair. This statement is on behalf of the three Advisory Bodies
ICCROM, IUCN and ICOMOS. One of the key issues that emerged from the analysis of state
of conservation reports is the accumulated impact of threats to properties resulting in large-
scale development projects. Of those threats those related to infrastructure, extractive
industries and tourism remain worryingly high. The potential impact of such threats is
compounded by weaknesses in the available tools and systems, particularly at the individual
property level. If properties have all the necessary tools, then development, whether related
to infrastructure, extractive industry, tourism or economic or social imperatives will only be
accommodated in a manner that sustains the Outstanding Universal Value.

ICOMOS, ICCROM and IUCN note that any proposed projects with the potential to
adversely impact the Outstanding Universal Value should be subject to Heritage Impact
Assessments (HIA), Environmental Impact Assessments (EIA), or Strategic Environmental
Assessment (SEA) as early as possible and before taking decisions on whether or not to
pursue such projects further. A SEA should ensure that a full appraisal of the wider context of
the proposed development is undertaken together with a full assessment of appropriate
options.

The ICOMOS guidance on heritage impact assessments and IUCN World Heritage
advice note on environmental assessment provide guidance on the principles and standards
that need to be observed when undertaking impact assessments related to World Heritage
properties. There is often no single solution to addressing threats. Instead, a multifaceted
approach is needed in this regard.

Strong links between national plans and strategies and decision-making at the local
level is imperative. It is also becoming clear that in many cases development pressures arise
far beyond the property at the national level and sometimes across international borders,
which is a cause for concern.

Another key emerging issue is the impact of climate change on the conservation of
World Heritage Properties. The number of properties affected by climate change is
increasing, with eleven such properties reported in the state of conservation this year. Owing
to the complexity and the indirect impacts of climate change, it is likely that these threats
were not fully accounted for in all the properties being reported on.

In regard to cultural properties in areas of conflict we would like to commend the
government of Poland for hosting an international conference early this year on recovery and
reconstruction. We will take note of the declaration that came out of that meeting. Also, in
relation to conflict, we note the continued damage by illegal archaeological excavations,
looting and illegal trade.

Poaching and illegal logging of endangered species continues to impact upon the
conservation of natural World Heritage properties, driven primarily by illegal trade. It is
estimated that no less than 45 per cent of natural properties are affected by the illegal
harvesting of wild animals and plants listed under CITES, the Convention on International
Trade and Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora. IUCN contributes to CITES in
assisting States Parties in taking scientifically informed decisions regarding international
trade of species and to ensure international trade is not detrimental to wild populations.

IUCN announces a proposal to amend the CITES appendixes, which are increasingly
taking World Heritage in consideration. Similarly, the contribution provided by IUCN to CITES
also helps to inform its advice to the World Heritage Committee.

A related issue is the increased recognition of the right of local people, particularly
indigenous people, to participate in decision-making processes for World Heritage properties
with which they have traditional ownership of or strong connections with. While there have
been significant improvements in engagement with local stakeholders and the convening of
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the Indigenous People’s Forum there is significant scope to improve and extend recognition
of traditional practices skills and knowledge.

Finally, the Advisory Bodies note that according to the statistics in document 7, the
issue of management systems remains the biggest conservation issue within a state of
conservation report. The lack of clear systems for planning, decision-making and
implementation of conservation actions is one of the causes of many of the issues that arise
within a state of conservation report. As site managers are one of the key actors within a site
management system, the Advisory Bodies considered the launching last year of the Site
Managers Forum as a very positive step in improving management systems at World
Heritage properties.

The Advisory Bodies would first like to thank the government of Poland for launching
the idea last year at the 41 session. With the partnership of the Bahraini Authorities for
Culture and Antiquities and again with the National Heritage Board of Poland, we were even
able to take the forum further this year, creating a place for exchange of ideas and
experience and hopefully creating a lasting network of site managers. You will hear the result
of the forum a bit later and we very much hope that these fora will be able to continue on a
regular basis in the future.

Thank you very much madam Chair for giving the Advisory Bodies the floor.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much Mr King. | would like to know whether you have any comments
or questions. Norway, you have the floor.”

Norway:

“Thank you very much madam Chair for giving me the floor. The Norwegian
delegation would like to thank the Secretariat for the comprehensive report which is an
instrumental tool for carrying on the work in the Committee. In line with the sustainable
development growth, we would like to emphasise the critical role that a healthier place plays
in addressing challenges including poverty, climate change and food and water security. The
conservation of the World Heritage is essential for all communities who depend on
environmental products and services that ecosystems provide.

As Australia pointed out yesterday, the State Parties have themselves nominated
their World Heritage properties based on the Outstanding Universal Value. It is the role,
responsibility and function of the Committee to give advice related to the conservation and
protection of these inscribed properties. Targets under Sustainable Development Goal 11
also highlight the need to strengthen efforts to protect and safeguard the world cultural and
natural heritage. The potential impact of large-scale development on the Outstanding
Universal Value is alarming. Strategic Environmental Assessments are necessary to assess
the potential impact as well as to identify options to protect World Heritage. Integrated
heritage value and protection in all planning processes is getting ever more critical. We must
respect the right to pursue economic development, but the impact on the Outstanding
Universal Value cannot be compromised.

We must identify economic activities which concern and enhance value for people
and nature over the long term. It is a common responsibility to work to provide support where
social economic development is needed. The World Heritage is of common importance for
present and future generations. We encourage all State members to take this into
consideration when we are entering agenda items 7 A and 7B.
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Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to the representative of Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chairperson. | would first like to briefly
thank the Secretariat as well as the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for all
the work that has been accomplished in order to provide us with additional instruments to
support the complex task of conservation and presentation of our sites, whether they are
listed as World Heritage or not. This is a complex task, as you have rightly stated. There are
many threats and challenges to be taken into consideration on a daily basis for the work of
conservation.

Norway rightly stated that this is a work where sustainable development is being
sought at all levels of responsibility. | would therefore like to express again our thanks for
these guidelines we can all use at those times when we need to assess the impact either for
the environment or for the life of communities involved. We must not forget that even though
we do have these instruments, we also need to have the capacities for their implementation
and we are, of course, getting back to what we were discussing yesterday: the need for
capacity building.

Again, our thanks for that advisory work, for that evaluation and for the useful
instruments that we all use in our work. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Angola.”

Angola:

« Je vous remercie madame la présidente pour la parole. Nous avons bien pris note
du rapport sur I'état de conservation des biens inscrits sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial et
félicitons les centres et organisations consultatives pour cela. En analysant particulierement
les éléments relatifs aux biens inscrits sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril, les
statistiques montrent que les régions d’Afrique et des états arabes représentent 28 et 41 %
respectivement. La liste du patrimoine mondial en péril contient des sites qui y sont inscrits
depuis plus de dix ans. Il y a méme des sites africains qui sont inscrits depuis plus de 20
ans.

Nous avons également pris note de la mise en ceuvre des décisions du Comité
concernant I'évaluation du processus du suivi réactif. Le Centre a commencé a développer
des initiatives sur I'évaluation du processus de ce suivi. Nous encourageons le Centre pour
cela et remercions le gouvernement de la Suisse qui a été disponible.

Toutefois, cette situation continue de nous préoccuper. Nous aimerions, a cet égard,
avoir certaines précisions de la part des organisations consultatives concernant les points
suivants : en considérant toutes les menaces qui pésent sur les sites, est-ce qu'il est
possible que des sites maintiennent leur Valeur universelle exceptionnelle pendant plus de
20 ans ? Si les efforts sont réellement déployés pendant tout ce temps, ne devrait-on pas
observer des avanceés significatives devant aider la sortie de ces sites de la Liste en péril
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pour qu’il réintégre la Liste du patrimoine mondial ? Le fait de maintenir ces sites sur la Liste
du patrimoine mondial en péril, bénéficie-t-il & I'Etat partie et & ces populations ? Est-il
crédible pour la Convention et pour le Comité que ces sites continuent a étre maintenus sur
la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril étant donné que les Orientations ne contiennent
aucune disposition spécifique sur ce type de cas ?

Nous aimerions avoir I'avis du conseiller juridique, si cela est possible, ou demander
la réalisation d’'un audit indépendant pour ces sites inscrits pendant plus de dix ans sur la
Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril ou de mettre en place un groupe ad hoc pour la révision
des Orientations concernant les sites inscrits sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril
pendant plus de dix ans. Nous avons besoin d’avoir des directives claires concernant cette
étude de cas.

Je vous remercie madame la présidente ».

La présidente :

« Merci beaucoup, je donne maintenant la parole au Brésil ».

Brazil:

“Thank you, madam. A very brief intervention just to congratulate the Director of the
World Heritage Centre and the representative of the Advisory Bodies for their extraordinary
reports. | would also like to say that we fully share the very importance of addressing the
challenges paused by climate change and sustainable tourism. | would also like to
congratulate the Director for the collaboration with the Olympic Games and also with regard
to the need to avoid extractive activities, especially in natural parks.

| would also like to point out that, as important as post-conflict strategies, is the need
to have a very strong strategy in the case of natural disaster and | believe that we should
also be very alert to this and have some mobilisation strategy in the case they happen.

Thank you so much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair for giving me the floor. Australia too would like to thank the
World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for their informative report on the
conservation issues facing World Heritage properties around the globe. These reports
highlight a number of key themes, all of which have implications for protecting Outstanding
Universal Value of our exceptional properties in the face of a continuously changing
environment.

How to manage the attributes of Outstanding Universal Value in this changing
environment should be front and centre of all conservation discussions. All threats faced by
World Heritage sites are indeed some form of change, whether it would be in the
environment, socially or economically. In this respect Australia echoes Norway’s expression
of the importance of heritage to environmental protection and sustainable development.
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All of these threats and issues outlined in the papers have a level of importance to us
as State Parties both in technical and policy context. However, allow me to highlight two
issues of particular importance. Climate change, as we know, has both direct and indirect
impacts on World Heritage properties and there is a need to address how we manage these
impacts at the property level through adaptation strategies.

We would like to emphasise the importance of the current process to update the
World Heritage Climate Change Policy and to develop an implementation plan. We therefore
look forward to providing our input into the process and encourage all States Parties to the
World Heritage Convention, the Advisory Bodies and other interested stakeholders to
configure and engage with this update.

Through our assessment of the state of conservation report before the Committee
this year and from the reports of the Advisory Bodies, it is evident that the illegal wildlife trade
remains a major threat for national World Heritage properties and one which stakes affect not
only wildlife but communities, rangers and management staff. These alarming statistics that
IUCN provided of 45 per cent of national properties implicated in wildlife trade should be a
loud signal of alarm. We emphasise the need to address illegal wildlife trade through
effective implementation by States Parties signatory to the Convention on International Trade
and Endangered species (CITES) and we are pleased to see the World Heritage Centre
continue its cooperation with CITES under the framework of the Biodiversity Liaison Group.

Having only two issues raised here, it was already clear the workload for States
Parties affected by these issues is significant and dealing with just one of these is no small
task. The workload of States Parties and particularly with those sites on the in danger List is
unsustainable and the Committee needs to think on how to simplify a very complex process
to help achieve positive outcomes for their properties.

Finally, we welcome highlighting the importance of including indigenous people’s role
and interest in the management of relevant World Heritage sites. Our only experience has
illustrated the benefits that flow to the proper protection of the World Heritage by the
integration of indigenous land owners in the management of such properties.

Thank you, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of the Republic of
Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you, madam Chair. First of all, | would like to thank the World Heritage Centre
and the Advisory Bodies for this very comprehensive report. | would just like to draw your
attention to the table which very explicitly explains the threats and factors affecting heritage
property sites. We see that almost 75 per cent of the affected properties are related to the
management system, which leads us again to reiterate the importance, which we mentioned
yesterday in our intervention, of the capacity-building among property and site managers.

| think we should redouble our efforts for capacity-building for the conservation of the
sites in order to reduce the percentage of negative management systems affecting the sites.

| would also like to touch upon the monitoring system. We fully understand and are
aware of the importance of reporting and missions to the site, but with limited financial and
scarce resources we believe that the frequency of these missions and the reporting request
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can be reduced, which would save financing and time for the States Parties as well. Of
course, it only applies to World Heritage properties in the List not in the in Danger List. We
think that this kind of approach of reducing the frequency of the reports and missions will
definitely bring results in terms of saving financial resources.

We would also like to touch upon the issue of emergency situations. Of course, we
fully share the concerns of the World Heritage Centre and Advisory Bodies with the sites that
are affected by conflicts and natural disaster. We welcome the positive examples and the
decision and the initiative of the Director General on reviving the spirit of Mosul. We fully
support this initiative, which aims at reducing destruction. We believe that this practice
should also be applicable to other sites in the region, in Syria and in Yemen, provided that
security conditions are ensured.

| also join the previous speakers in underlining the importance of climate change and
tourism infrastructure which also drastically affects heritage sites.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to the representative of Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you very much. | just want to support and endorse the requests by the
representative of Angola for advice on what to do with sites that have been on the in Danger
List for more than ten years. Just to amend a little bit what was said, what we need in
addition to advice is the option of an audit or an ad hoc group to work on them. After we have
had an audit, this is when we would know what to do with sites with such problems.

My other contribution was really to understand and thank the Director and the
Advisory Bodies for the report and also to realise that the key challenge, as mentioned by
Azerbaijan, is related to the issue of management and to say that in the future it would be
good to look at what we spend our efforts on under item 6 on capacity-building and how it
relates to the challenges that we find in the state of conservation reports.

| hope in future there will be a link between these tools when the Centre reports to
show how it affects priorities being given to the problems that have been identified.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to the representative of Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. We would like to thank the
Secretariat for the information provided, which is very thorough in terms of content. There are
more than 50 paragraphs, so it is important to peruse it thoroughly. There is also a lot of
sensitivity and various different threats to heritage sites. | wanted to focus on one. | feel that
there is a shortfall when it comes to climate change impact information, in particular for Small
Island Developing States.
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We think that a lot of initiatives are under way and we are getting some support from
the World Heritage Centre, but we would like to see greater focus on that issue here in the
Committee and in the supporting activities. | was wondering if you noted for example the
participation project in Jamaica last year and in terms of monitoring the climate change
impact on heritage.

Cuba this year has submitted another inclusive project at the regional level
encompassing various countries in the region looking at impact on heritage in the Latin
America and Caribbean region. We submitted it and we are hoping it will garner support from
the Centre. The idea is to ensure that we can share and exchange information on climate
change’s impact on heritage. Not only with climate change but also sustainable development
of tourism. We think that these are areas which deserve greater visibility and therefore we
would like them to be given more scope in this type of report.

We think it is also important to examine the Samoa Plan’s implementation progress,
which we think is another very sensitive issue.

On the follow-up and implementation mechanism: We would like to see further work
done with initiatives to bolster dialogue on these issues with Advisory Bodies. As we know,
these are very sensitive issues in the Committee and we think it would be good to have
greater transparency and clarity thereupon. That is why we would like to see more of this in
the report and reflected in the sensitively-worded language in the draft decisions.

That'’s all | wanted to contribute. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you, madam Chair. | would like to support Angola, Zimbabwe and other
delegates who talked about the issue of sites for a long time on the List of World Heritage in
Danger. Indeed, there are sites in countries with no war, no conflict and no insecurity but that
still do not have their corrective measures in place and they do not have the desire for
conservation for removal. Yet, the site has been on the in Danger List for more than ten
years.

We do understand that there are challenges than can affect this, such as financial
constraints of the third party concerned. According to the Convention, it is the duty of every
member of the Convention to assist and find out which possibilities can help protect these
World Heritage sites. Yet, we also see from the Advisory Bodies and probably from the World
Heritage Centre that you start with one, two or three problems, but when the missions come
to the site they keep on adding other things.

This will definitely put a World Heritage site on the in Danger List forever because | do
not know any site without challenges; maybe in other places. The Tanzanian delegation
would really seriously advise that once we have some issues that have really put the sites in
danger let us dwell on those and let us make sure we have worked on them before we come
to the other issues that are definitely there anyway.

Our delegation suggests a way to put up a strategy where we should try to see what
has happened with these sites.
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Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Poland.”

Poland:

“Thank you madam, Chair. Considering Poland is taking the floor for the first time, let
us congratulate the government of Bahrain for their effort in organising the 42" session of
the World Heritage Committee and their great hospitality in Manama. We would also like to
congratulate madam Chairperson for her leadership and the Secretariat for the preparation of
the report and this meeting.

As the main organiser of the international conference entitled to “The challenges of
the World Heritage recovery”, we would like to thank all the participants for their invaluable
input and the experts of the working group for their hard work while preparing “The Warsaw
recommendation on reconstruction and recovery of cultural heritage”.

This international meeting gathered more than 200 participants from all over the
world, including international organisations such as ICOMOS, ICCROM, the World Bank,
UNISDR and UNESCO, who for the first time met all together to summarise the debate on
recovery and reconstruction of properties damaged in a result of armed conflicts or natural
disaster.

Taking into consideration the example of Warsaw; the history of its destruction,
spiritual reconstruction and recovery of the city, which was appreciated by the international
community through exceptional inscription on the World Heritage List in 1980, we follow our
obligation to share this powerful example as a point of departure for further reflection on
current challenges.

In The Warsaw Recommendation we proposed a set of principles regarding values,
conservation doctrines, sustainability, resilience and capacities. Local communities as well
as any stakeholders, should follow these principles while keeping in mind the importance of
memory, reconciliation, education, awareness-raising and documentation to ensure that the
process of recovery of cultural heritage is successful.

We are convinced that the importance of The Warsaw Recommendation could not be
overestimated in today’s world, we wish that the history of Warsaw’s recovery will inspire the
revival of other tragically destroyed cities, especially Aleppo or Mosul, and bring hope to
people, to their communities and to the international community.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Bosnia.”

Bosnie-Herzégovine :

« Merci au Secrétariat de nous avoir préparé ce document. Nous aurions voulu dire
un mot sur la nécessité de I'éducation aux monuments historiques. Une fois que I'on détruit
un monument, on fait aussi en sorte de détruire une mémoire collective. Donc, I'éducation
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dans le sens de la protection de la mémoire collective, I'éducation dans le sens d’une
continuation, nous semble importante et de faire en sorte que les Etats parties de 'TUNESCO
aillent dans le méme sens aurait 'avantage d’améliorer notre capacité de protection des
monuments et de former peut étre un centre qui s’occuperait de cette activité.

Merci bien. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of the NGOs.”

NGO:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. | come from the River without Boundaries
Coalition, which works to protect Lake Baikal. May | bring to your attention, a resolution of
the first World Heritage Watch Forum of Civil Society Organisation to the growing threats on
World Heritage from poorly planned and poorly managed water infrastructure?

The impact of water infrastructure seems to the most serious and irreversible factor in
World Heritage degradation, as it is exacerbating the long-term effects of climate change.
One quarter, 24 per cent, of all natural sites the Committee is reviewing now are affected or
threatened by dams and water diversions. They constitute one third of the Natural Heritage
List in Danger.

lll-conceived hydropower often marketed as countries’ contribution under the Paris
Climate agreement is the lead cause of such damage. In the last five years, annual
installation of hydropower around the world decreased by half, as the sector became much
less relevant to development. Despite this, the reported number of incidents of dams
threatening World Heritage sites has significantly increased over the same period. This
means that due to poor planning and weakened conservation enforcement, dams are
increasingly encroaching upon the last free-flowing rivers, biodiversity hotspots and heritage
properties.

We submit the following possible solutions that may help to enhance your already
excellent draft decision: timely implementation of the Committee’s decisions is the key; we
hope to attend improvement in preparation of States Parties and the Advisory Bodies will
focus on achieving complete and timely implementation of decisions.

Utilisation of water is the vital part of sustainable development, but nowadays there is
simply no necessity for water infrastructure to encroach on natural ecosystems and
ecosystem services. We feel there is a need for early use of strategic environmental
assessment tools to determine which development options are win- win solutions. Early
strategic assessment will have great value for enhancing sustainable development and not
just for World Heritage preservation. Therefore, we recommend, pre-emptively subject to
strategic assessment, not only large projects but their sources of origin, such as spatial
development plans, river basin management plans and economic corridor schemes.

Thank you very much for your attention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Kenya.”
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Kenya:

“Madam Chair, since this is the first time Kenya is taking the floor, we wish to
congratulate the Kingdom of Bahrain for organising this session of the World Heritage and for
their warm welcome.

Kenya will be hosting the first ever Global High-Level Conference on Sustainable
Blue Economy. The conference will be held at the Kenyatta International Convention Centre
in Nairobi from 26th to 28th November 2018.

The conference aims at providing a global forum for advancing global conversation on the
two important pillars of the Blue Economy. These are sustainability, climate change and
controlling pollution on one hand; and production, accelerated economic growth, jobs and
poverty alleviation on the other. The Blue Economy presents alternatives that can augment
the achievement of the UN 2030 agenda for sustainable development.

The conference will therefore discuss how to use the oceans, seas, lakes and rivers which
are our common heritage to accelerate sustainable economic growth, building sustainable
livelihoods, job creation and poverty alleviation. It will also discuss challenges facing the blue
economy sectors such as pollution, waste management, overexploitation and security.

Kenya invites you, the Committee and the States Parties, to participate and share ideas and
exchange views, new knowledge, technologies and innovations, strategies and experiences
that can catalyse establishment of sustainable partnerships and projects in the cultural,
economic, social, environmental, technological, scientific, and governance issues of the Blue
Economy.

The proposed outcomes of the conference include co-hosts initiative, pledge, promise on
Blue Economy; business deals, technology sharing and partnership agreements; a pledging
board on productive and sustainability pillars for individuals, governments, businesses, civil
society and conference report and summary.

Already 3 heads of state have confirmed their participation and several countries have
pledged monetary assistance, technical and in kind. The pledging season is still on.

Welcome to the High-Level Conference on the Sustainable Blue Economy in Kenya in
November.

Thank you”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Ms. Rdssler, who will reply to your
enquiries.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. | would like to thank all the delegation and
committee members and observers for their very rich and very constructive debate on this
item. Let me briefly react to two points.

First of all, the interventions form Angola, Zimbabwe, Tanzania and etc. on potential
audits or evaluation of the Reactive Monitoring process linked to the question of why sites
are for such a long time on the in Danger List. We looked into the figures and you have
exactly 23 properties on the in Danger List which have been on it for at least ten years. It is
less than half of the in Danger List.
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Secondly, | may have been a little bit short earlier because | did not want to talk for
too long. Actually, this Committee has already decided to have a Reactive Monitoring
evaluation which is on-going and which is described on page 6 of the document. It was
Decision 40.COM 7, which looked into promoting an understanding of the List of World
Heritage in Danger, but specifically to evaluate the effectiveness of Reactive Monitoring,
including procedures and case studies.

We put this on the market place to get funding which we got from the generous
support of the State Party of Switzerland; the process is actually ongoing. | wanted to tell you
that we will report to the 43 session of the Committee in 2019 on this project which will give
you much more detail and based on this you will be able to take a more informed decision in
this regard.

The second point | would like to make and here | thank very much Norway, Australia
and Cuba especially on climate change-related issues. Definitely it is a threat we have
identified as a key threat to World Heritage properties. | would like very much to welcome
what Cuba mentioned; the project in Jamaica and potential future projects, because what we
are doing at the moment is updating the Climate Change Policy which the Committee
adopted and it was also adopted by the general Assembly of the States Parties of 193
countries. | think this Policy will definitely benefit from concrete projects on the ground and
you will take informed decisions at the Committee next year. | believe the Advisory Bodies
would like to make more statements.

Thank you”

Advisory Bodies:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. The Advisory Bodies acknowledge the issues
that were raised by the representative of the States Parties of Angola and others. In relation
to the question about whether Outstanding Universal Value can be maintained after a long
period on the in Danger List: we believe that the answer is an unquestionable yes. It is a
question of framework and process for ensuring that the risks and threats to the Outstanding
Universal Value are properly addressed. In that regard the provisions of paragraphs 178 and
179 of the Operational Guidelines provide for places to be included in the List of World
Heritage in Danger when there are ascertained or potential threats to the Outstanding
Universal Value. We believe that is indeed the appropriate framework and emphasise that in
danger listing is a call for help and identification of a need for action.

We acknowledge that a number of properties have been on the list for a long time
and thanks to the Director we have the specific number of 23 — noting also that the size of
the current in Danger List has increased dramatically in the last four years, particularly at the
39" session of the Committee, when there was some group listing of properties in areas that
were subject to conflict. However, the reality is that over the period of the Committee
operations, the in danger system clearly works and through the identification of the desired
state of conservation for removal and the corrective measures, a framework is provided for
the issues that give rise to threats to the Outstanding Universal Value to be addressed.

This leaves the question why are places, properties on the in Danger List for a long
time? In some cases, it is because there is a lack of action by the States Parties, but that is
not the majority. In far more cases the questions relate to a lack of resources, and more
recently external factors such as armed conflicts, which simply prevent corrective measures
from even being identified, let alone being taken.
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The response to these issues is of course centred on capacity-building and it should
be noted that with respect to the properties that are in areas of armed conflicts, capacity-
building is possible remote and off site, awaiting for an improvement in security situations.

ICOMOS and the Advisory Bodies believe that it is appropriate for the Committee to
take a strategic approach, which needs to be centred on resources and capacity-building
rather than perhaps too much focus on the reporting and Periodic Reports noting that a
review of the periodic process is underway.

Thank you madam Chair; | think that IUCN and ICCROM also wish to comment.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, you have the floor, [IUCN.”

[UCN:

“Thank you madam Chair. Perhaps just to supplement my colleague’s comments in
response. There have been several mentions already about IUCN’s World Heritage outlook
and we will have a side event today on this. This is IUCN’s attempt to comprehensively better
understand the nature of the threat and more systematically find solutions that are needed to
be addressed.

The statistics and outlooks are also alarming. We know that only one third of the sites
have a poor conservation outlook; 80 per cent of the threat categories have increased in the
period between assessments. Protection and management standards are regrettably

slipping.

| think it is very clear that we are pressing hard on these precious places and there is
really a need for creative decisions and for wise decisions that are based on integrated
planning and long term planning. Hence the conversation around strategic environmental
assessments on impacts.

IUCN definitely believes we need to be more creative in finding solutions. IUCN
undertakes a lot of work in parallel to our role here with Advisory Bodies. We need to
understand contextual issues around connectivity with large landscape approaches and we
again have a side event today to elaborate a little bit more.

We fully support the need for creative approaches to address some threats that are in
need of tailored responses, such as climate change, which has been mentioned. Again, the
idea of different tools and mechanisms that would allow us to more precisely prioritise the
need for action in key sites.

Just to remind the Committee, as it called for cost of action plans which should be
timetabled in relation to sites on the in Danger List, | think that this particular measure, if it
can be operationalised more clearly, would give us the menu of actions that are required and
more precision in the resources that would allow us to mobilise resources more effectively.

Again IUCN is a very willing enacting partner in how we might collectively find more
creative solutions to address this raft of threats. Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. ICOMOS, now, if you would like to reply.”
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ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. Just a few quick points in the area of climate
change. First, we would note that Australia actually made a proposal yesterday to add to the
‘Cs’. | am not sure, as it is an important point, whether it deserves to be lumped with other
‘Cs’ or whether it should be a ‘C’ on its own, as it is something that we have to deal with in a
very serious way.

On the topic of climate change, we would like to remind everyone that usually the
discussion on climate change revolves around natural heritage properties. The truth of the
matter is that potentially there is a very significant impact on cultural properties. It is
something that ICCROM and ICOMOS are very concerned with.

| think within World Heritage leadership, again, we try to sort of package the issue of
climate change and its effects on both cultural and natural heritage into work on resilience.

The second point goes to some of the comments made by Zimbabwe, and | believe
Azerbaijan, on linking capacity-building with the issues related to the threats within the state
of conservation report. That is actually something that is within the World Heritage capacity-
building strategy that was approved in 2011. This is exactly what we tried to do: look into
some of the main threats to World Heritage and try to design a strategy around some of the
most important threats.

The culture-nature linkages, for example, did actually come out of that because that
was actually seen as important threats. | do believe it is worth the effort as proposed by
Zimbabwe to do some monitoring on that and to come back to the Committee and look at
how we are doing in relation to try to deal with those threats within our capacity-building
effort.

The third point, just very briefly: Brazil talked about the fact that we need to focus not
just on climate but also on natural disasters. Indeed, we are trying to do that with the work we
do on resilience. | think all of us are doing that. There is a tendency for us to focus more on
conflict because it is something that is front and centre in the news and something we are
paying attention to. Natural disasters are definitely something we are looking at; we try to
build capacities to a variety of actions at the regional and at the international level.

Finally, the last point | wanted to make was on the Polish intervention on the Warsaw
Declaration. Again, | wanted to thank the government of Poland for that and for putting
forward the Warsaw declaration. ICCROM strongly believes that this document is important
because it puts the activity of reconstruction within a larger context of recovery. The aim is
not to reconstruct cultural heritage, it is to provide recovery for communities and heritage.
Sometimes that involves construction, sometimes it might just be restoration or consolidation
or a variety of other activities and should also include community recovery efforts, not just to
the physical heritage itself. We do think that the Warsaw Declaration is a very important
document and again we thank the government of Poland for hosting that meeting.

Thank you very much madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | think that Zimbabwe has asked for the floor for the second
time. | give you the floor, but please, we are just very picky with time so do not take long.”
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Zimbabwe:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. | will not be long. | just want to appreciate the
clarification by the Director on the evaluation of the Reactive Monitoring missions that is
taking place but also to really specify that there is a difference. The terms of reference do
actually address the issue of sites that have been on the in Danger List for more than ten
years. That would be a different subject. An additional component should be put into this
current exercise or it is really not exactly addressing the questions or the concerns that we
have raised.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you, very much. | now give the floor to Angola.”

Angola:

« Merci madame la présidente. Nous avons pris note des réponses qui ont été
présentées par les Organisations consultatives présentes. Pour appuyer ce que vient de dire
le Zimbabwe, nous avons pris note de ce qu’ils sont en train de faire, mais nous pensons
que nous reviendrons sur ces sujets puisqu’ils restent ouverts pour proposer un
amendement au projet de décision plus tard. Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Ms. Rdssler to answer your queries.”

Ms. Rassler:

“Thank you very much madam Chairperson. | would like to thank the ambassadors of
Zimbabwe and Angola for their interventions. Just to clarify, it is in the terms of reference, but
we can further strengthen this with a focus on those sites which have been on the in Danger
List for more than ten years.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Dear colleagues, according to paragraph 190 of the
Operational Guidelines, the Committee shall review annually the state of conservation of the
properties on the List of World Heritage in Danger. We have now reached this crucial part of
our agenda which is at the heart of the Convention. Before we start with the examination of
the individual state of conservation report, | would like to give the floor to Ms Rd&ssler,
Director of the World Heritage Committee, to review this item.”

Ms. Réssler:
“l think madam Chair that we now have the site managers coming, if | am not

mistaken, to report on the results.”

The Chairperson:
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“Actually, let me first give the floor to the representative of Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] «\/ery quickly, | have a point to report. The decision was one we were
going to take once we concluded with items 7A and 7B because we have some amendments
to make.”

Ms. Réssler:

“Just to confirm what Cuba said: Yes, these items remain open; you will look at the

overall decision, once we have considered all state of conservation reports under 7A and 7B,

so we do not adopt at this moment.

Thank you very much. | think madam Chair that the site managers have arrived.”

The Chairperson:

“As you all know, the second edition of the World Heritage Site Managers Forum
started on the 21% of June in Manama. This capacity-building event has gathered over 40
site managers from all over the world. | would like to express my sincere thanks to the
Kingdom of Bahrain, to the Bahraini Authority for Culture and Antiquities, to the World
Heritage Centre, the three Advisory Bodies and the National Heritage Board of Poland for
organising such a great, enthusiastic and successful forum.

| also thank the Norwegian Ministry of Culture, Climate and Environment for their
assistance through the ICCROM, IUCN World Leadership Programme. Thank you very much
to all of you for having made this event possible. | would now like to give the floor to Mr. John
Zulu, site manager of a Zambian site, the World Heritage property of Mosi-oa-Tunya/Victoria
Falls, to give a view on the forum. You have the floor.”

Site Manager Speaker 1:

“Thank you so much madam Chair. To all distinguished Committee members, Ladies
and Gentlemen, we would like to thank you for giving us this opportunity as site managers
from around the world to give you a presentation. Firstly, | did not do this by myself so please
allow me, madam Chair, to invite the site managers so that you can see and appreciate
them. Please, colleagues, come here to the front of the podium.

Madame Chair, this is a statement that has been drafted by site managers regarding
the forum that we had and the title of this statement is ‘Recognition and Inclusion’.

The second World Heritage Site Managers’ Forum was held in Manama, Kingdom of
Bahrain, from June 215 until the 28™ of June, 2018. The participants of the Forum included
44 site managers of their respective World Heritage properties in 33 State Parties, namely:
Australia, Bahrain, Barbados, Belize, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Cuba, Cyprus, Germany,
Jordan, ltaly, Lesotho, Lithuania, Malaysia, Malawi, Mali, Malta, Norway, Pakistan, Poland,
the Republic of Korea, Romania, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Slovenia, Sweden, Turkey, the United Republic of Tanzania, the USA, Zambia and
Zimbabwe.

The participants of the Forum discussed and exchanged stimulating constructive
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debates on their role and responsibilities as well as the challenges they face in the
management of World Heritage properties. The Forum also served as a platform to assess
their capacity-building needs in the implementation of the World Heritage Convention at local
and regional levels.

As an outcome of these discussions and exchanges the participants of the Forum

would like to address the following observations and make recommendations to the
honourable delegates of this distinguished Committee. | hand over to my colleague.

Site Manager Speaker 2:

“Recognition: we observe that our World Heritage properties differ greatly in size,
type, age and scope and our management systems are very diverse. Our role as
coordinators of these management systems and the daily challenges and responsibilities we
face are very similar. We, as site managers, require interdisciplinary experiences and
knowledge and deal with complex and time-sensitive issues to ensure the sustainability of
our sites.

The term ‘site managers’ does not fully capture this complexity and incorrectly implies
that it is a task undertaken by a single person. We suggest that the World Heritage system
could better recognise in a formal way the complexity of site managers’ roles and
responsibilities and strengthen their mandates and recognition in national and international
compacts. This would better enable us to act for our formal recognition, institutional backing,
adequate resources and timely access to information and data, as bridges delivering the
values and ideas of the Conventions to the local fabric of society.”

Site Manager Speaker 3:

“We understand that our task to conserve and protect the World Heritage properties
goes beyond the physical attributes of the site and includes the entire environment and
interaction with communities. Further, we acknowledge that our duties are sometimes carried
out during times of conflict and crisis. As such, there is a need to protect site management
teams in their daily duties. As guardians, we require your assistance to protect the
Outstanding Universal Value of our precious properties that we care for on a daily basis by
means of transparent, informed and responsible decision-making, which emphasises the
needs of the heritage above short term political and diplomatic interests.”

Site Manager Speaker 4:

“As communicators we play an important role in the empowering of local participation
inclusive of various communities and historical narratives. Identification with ownership of
World Heritage: in this role we ask you to assist us in creating networks and channels for
exchange of our concerns, experiences and knowledge among each other including at the
sub-regional, regional and global levels.

Inclusion: we recognise the importance of exchanging our experiences and good
practices in the World Heritage management and we highly recommend that the organisation
of an annual Site Managers’ Forum in the context of World Heritage Committee sessions is
continued and institutionalised to allow for our better inclusion in the World Heritage system.”

Site Manager Speaker 5:

“It is vital to involve site managers in this process at an early stage, to strengthen our
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capacity and to recognise needs and opportunities in this context. We therefore encourage
States Parties to develop national capacity-building strategies and to support site managers
in this annual forum and have capacity-building opportunities. We invite the States Parties to
include site managers in their delegations to the World Heritage Committee, to allow us to
understand the circumstances of development and adoption of the policies and decisions we
are expected to implement.

Our presence and inclusion could be a mechanism to enhance and guarantee
credible and transparent decision-making through dialogues. We can offer informed insights
which could lead to more effective and more efficient monitoring processes, as well as
prevention and resolution of conflicts that might arise.

As site managers we are both recipients and disseminators of the policies and
decisions you create. Our understanding of the implementation of these is essential to the
wider public awareness and the sustainable transmission of our World Heritage properties to
future generations.”

Site Manager Speaker 6:

“Before we end, madam Chairperson, please let us express our thanks and gratitude
to the Kingdom of Bahrain for hosting us here. We would also like to appreciate the
Norwegian government for supporting this programme and the Centre itself for giving us this
opportunity to come and stand before you. We are grateful, we are here as well, and our
passion is there to serve our country and our heritage.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Many thanks for a very inspiring feedback from the site managers. | wish you all
success. Do you have any comments before we continue our proceedings? No. Thank you
very much. The floor is to Ms. Rossler to continue the state of conservation reports.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. We now start with item 7A. You have the list of
documents on the screen behind me and you also have the INF.7Rev.2 document. They
were some other presentations made by the Bureau for opening of sites so they will be a
new REV document issue very shortly.

These reports present detailed reports on the state of conservation of 54 properties
on the List of World Heritage in Danger. In addition to those individual reports there are two
general decisions, included in the document. One is on World Heritage in the Syrian Arab
Republic and one on the World Heritage properties in the Democratic Republic of Congo.

| would like to draw your attention to the fact that less than half, or 25 of the 54,
requested state of conservation reports from the States Parties were received by the World
Heritage Centre by the statutory deadline of 1% of February, making the timely preparation of
these documents very challenging. Five reports were not received at all. We cannot report
information from the States Parties to you.

Madam Chair, with your permission, | would like to call upon States Parties to really
do their utmost to comply to the statutory deadline and to report according to the format
included in annex 13 of the Operational Guidelines in one of the working languages of this
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Convention.

In line with our rotation practise, this year we will start reports on cultural properties in
the order of the following regions: The Asia- Pacific, Europe and North America, Latin
America and the Caribbean, Africa and the Arab States. The presentations are made jointly
by the Secretariat and Advisory Bodies.

After the examination of cultural properties, we go to natural properties in the same
order. There are no mixed properties on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Once we reach environmental agenda items and before the floor is given to the
Secretariat and the Advisory Bodies, it is the practice, madam Chair, that the Committee
member who has requested its specific state of conservation report to be open for discussion
to present the reasons why it felt important to discuss this report in order to keep the debate
focused on this issue.

Before concluding, | would also like to recall some of the Committee rules on
procedures that may apply to this agenda item to facilitate the conduct of our debates.
Rule 22.4: ‘“The Chairperson shall put Committee members to a State Party once at the end
of the Committee’s debate on the property’. Rule 22.6: ‘States Parties shall not speak to
World Heritage properties in their own territories, except at the explicit invitation of the
chairperson within the allowed time for their speech and in response to specific questions
posed’.

Lastly, madam Chair, | would like to remind the distinguished Committee members
about the very important decision 35.COM/12E, which the Committee adopted at its session
in 2011, requesting States Parties to refrain from providing additional information on state of
conservation issues after the deadlines indicated in the Operational Guidelines, as this
information cannot be reviewed by the Secretariat and the Advisory Bodies in due course.
Therefore, any such update received will be highlighted by the Secretariat during the
presentation.

Thank you very much madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much Ms. Rdssler for this useful introduction. Are there any
guestions or clarification requests? | cannot see any. | now invite Mr. Feng Jing, Chief of the
Asia-Pacific Unit of the World Heritage Centre, to present the reports on the state of
conservation of the cultural properties located in the Asia and Pacific Region and open for
discussion. You have the floor.”

Mr. Feng Jing:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. The first site for review by the Committee is located
in Afghanistan, the Cultural Landscape and Archaeological Remains of the Bamiyan Valley.
The summary of conservation issues for this property is available in working document 42
COM 7A on pages 3 to 6 of the English version and also in the French version.

In 2017, the State Party has undertaken a number of conservation activities in
collaboration with UNESCO and other international partners. These included the preliminary
stabilisation of the Western Buddha niche, as part of Phase V of the UNESCO Japanese
Funds-in-trust project. Assessing the condition of mural paintings was carried out in the main
Buddha cliffs, in the Kakrak and Foladi Valleys.
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The Committee may recall that the State Party has on several occasions stated that it
would like at least one of the Buddha niches to be partially reconstructed, most likely the
eastern one, as it is less damaged. As recommended by the May 2014 ICOMOS technical
advisory mission in the framework of the Japan-funded project, an international symposium
was organised in Tokyo, Japan, in September of last year. The director of the Centre in her
presentation yesterday presented the outcomes of this symposium. The conclusion of the
symposium is that discussion on the possible reconstruction of the site requires further study
and review is still needed. In that regard the State Party of Afghanistan is establishing a
Steering Committee to review the proposals for the project.

Meanwhile, the 14™ Bamiyan Technical Working Group meeting took place in
December of last year and put forward priorities for activities from 2018 onwards.
Additionally, Phase 6 of the UNESCO Japan funds-in-trust project is under consultation
between the donor and UNESCO for the period 2019-2021.

The World Heritage Centre would like to thank the governments of Italy and Japan for
their generous support in favour of the conservation work at the property and for their support
with the implementation of the corrective measures. The Committee may wish to commend
the State Party of Afghanistan for the significant progress achieved with the development of
a cultural master plan and its incorporation into the Bamiyan Safety Master Plan. This tool
aims to control urban development pressure in and around the property and to ensure that
any development projects carried out are sustainable.

Furthermore, the Committee may wish to reiterate its full support for the State Party to
proceed with the boundary modification and revised national registration in this regard. At the
end of 2017, the State Party submitted a proposal for construction of the cobblestone paved
road within the property and this project is under review by ICOMOS with some additional
information provided by the State Party before the Committee.

The Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM consider that it is essential that independent
discussions take place, as soon as possible, between the State Party and the relevant
experts in order to establish a new timeframe leading to the removal of the property from the
List of World Heritage in Danger. We therefore suggest that the cultural landscape and
archaeological remains of the Bamiyan Valley be retained on the List of World Heritage in
Danger at this stage.

Madam Chairperson, dear Committee members, the Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.1 can
be found on page 5 of both the French and English versions of the working document. With
your permission the ICOMOS representative will provide the comment on this property.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much for this information. Do you have any enquiries or comments?
ICOMOS please take the floor.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Significant progress has been made with conservation
and consultation activities in the Bamiyan Valley in cooperation with UNESCOQO’s international
partners and, importantly, local communities. Preliminary stabilisation of the western Buddha
niche and evaluation of the mural paintings in the main Buddha cliffs in the Kakrak Valley
have been supported through the Japanese Funds-in trust project for Safeguarding the
Bamiyan Valley. Additional funding and ongoing support from the international community
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are required to address persistent resource shortages and to continue the conservation
works needed to achieve the desired state of conservation for removal of the property from
the List of World Heritage in Danger.

The international symposium held in Tokyo enabled experts to discuss technical and
conceptual concerns related to the possible reconstruction of the eastern Buddha statue.
ICOMOS and ICCROM concur with the symposium’s participants that there should be an
ongoing and broad ranging consultative process.

The Cultural Master Plan for the property has both facilitated productive consultation
between authorities and local stakeholders and insisted on sound decision-making about
actions that might affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the property. In this regard, it is
important that due recognition be given for coherence of the wider valley and that the
boundary modification and related national legislation be implemented as soon as possible
so that the significant heritage resources in the Bamiyan Valley receive permanent
protection.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank very much. Are there any other requests for the floor? Yes. Tanzania, please,
take the floor.”

Tanzania;

“Thank you, madam Chair. This delegation would like to commend efforts by
UNESCO in collaboration with external partners to support the State Party in their effort to
remove the site from the List of World Heritage in Danger. Observations and
recommendations by the Advisory Bodies and the current activities being undertaken are the
key springboard for the site to attain the desired state of conservation.

Excellency madam Chairperson, after the destruction made to the properties, any
effort to restore the property should take into consideration a holistic and coordinated
approach in the case of reconstruction of the statues as well as other monuments. Due to
financial challenges that the State Party is facing, we would like to request other States
Parties to lend a helping hand to the current effort so that the State Party can improve the
state of conservation of this property. Tanzania, therefore, goes along with the Advisory
Bodies’ recommendation to retain the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. There are no more comments. Dear colleagues, | now invite
you to adopt Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.1 concerning this property. Before that | would like to
ask the Rapporteur whether she has received any amendments.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you Chair. We have not received any amendments to the proposed Draft
Decision.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any more comments? Would ICOMOS like to
respond?”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Thank you very much to all distinguished delegates and
Committee members. We took notes of your comments and constructive criticism and we will
try to do our best to improve the system and our mechanism so that we could be more
satisfactory for all stakeholders. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.1 adopted.
Thank you very much. Mr. Feng Jing, please take the floor for the next report.”

Mr. Feng Jing:

“Thank you very much. The next site is called the Historical Centre of Shakhrisyabz,
in Uzbekistan. Conservation issues identified for the property included detailed information
on Periodic Reporting and the Reacting Monitoring process for the property are summarised
in document 42 COM 7A, on pages 10 to 15 of the English and French-language versions.

The property was inscribed on the World Heritage List in 2000 and on the List of
World Heritage in Danger in 2016, following the recommendations of the joint World Heritage
Centre, ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission of March 2016. A further joint World Heritage
Centre, ICOMOS Monitoring Mission, took place in December of 2016 and could not
recommend mitigation measures or suggest major boundary modifications that might save
the entire property or even part of it. You can see this on the slide.

In 2017, the Committee stated that it would decide at the current session whether the
property has deteriorated to such an extent that it has lost the attributes of the Outstanding
Universal Value defined at the time of inscription and whether it should therefore be deleted
from the World Heritage List in accordance with paragraph 192 of the Operational
Guidelines.

Regrettably, the destruction that occurred during development works have altered the
morphology of the city to such a degree that reclaiming the street patterns would be
impossible, as the ground levels have been altered significantly. You can see from the
current slides on the left corner.

Reinstating the relationship between the monuments and the city is similarly not an
attainable goal. In terms of individual monuments, all have been subjected to extensive
restorations that impacted adversely on their authenticity. Only the fragmentary remains of
the Ak-Saray Palace may have had the capacity, but you can see from the photos the work
carried out and recently, its structures and surroundings and the state of conservation of the
remaining tile work would not allow it to satisfy conditions of authenticity and integrity.

As requested by the Committee in last year’s decision, a link to the summary outcome
of the second cycle of Periodic Reporting was made available in the working document to
facilitate consultation by the distinguished Committee members. It should be noted that
during this exercise, carried out in 2011-2012, the State Party made no mention of the large-
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scale development project which was already ongoing and rated major visitor
accommodation and visitation facilities as positive factors for the property.

The State Party of Uzbekistan submitted its report on the state of conservation of the
property by the 1%t of December, 2017, as requested by the Committee. The documentation
has been carefully reviewed by the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies.

Following this review, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
recommend that the Committee express its deep regret for the situation and that since the
property has lost the attributes which convey the Outstanding Universal Value defined at the
time of inscription and in accordance with the paragraph of the Operational Guidelines, it
decides to delete the property from the World Heritage List.

| wish to emphasise that this could be a third case of delisting in the history of the
World Heritage Convention and that such proposals are not put forward lightly. But, in the
absence of any realistic alternatives emanating from the Reactive Monitoring missions or the
State Party and giving that no means of restoring the destroyed Outstanding Universal Value
could be envisaged, there is regrettably no other solution left at this time.

In view of this situation and following the official transmission on the 14" of May of the
working document, a debriefing was held between the Director of the World Heritage Centre,
myself and the representatives of the parliamentary delegation of Uzbekistan to UNESCO on
the 23 of May, 2018. During this consultation with Uzbekistan, worth undertaking, in
accordance with Paragraph 196 of the Operational Guidelines, the Director informed
Uzbekistan that the current session of the Committee would express its deep regret that the
State Party of Uzbekistan was unable to fulfil its obligations to protect and conserve the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property, as defined at the time of inscription and that it
may decide to delete the site from the World Heritage List.

On the 14" of June the newly appointed Deputy Prime Minister of Uzbekistan, His
Excellency Mr. Aziz Abdukhakimov, met with the Director and myself as the recently
appointed representative of the Uzbek National Commission for UNESCO. He expressed the
desire of his government that they wish to elaborate close cooperation with UNESCO. He
further debriefed the Director of the Centre on the government resolution on the protection of
historic sites of the Republic of Uzbekistan inscribed on the UNESCO World Heritage List
adopted on the 9™ of June, 2018, by the Cabinet of Ministers of Uzbekistan. This document
was also attached with a Road Map for improvement of the protection of World Heritage
properties in Uzbekistan.

Another meeting was also held between the Assistant Director General for Culture of
UNESCO and the Deputy Prime Minister of Uzbekistan on the 18" of June, in Paris, before
the Committee session. The Assistant Director General assured him of UNESCOQO’s technical
support on the ground for the preservation of cultural heritage in Uzbekistan with the new
government.

It should be noted that previous working documents and decisions of the Committee
accurately reflect the irreversible damaged done to the property. While the Commitment of
the recently appointed authorities in Uzbekistan to undertake administrative reform is
commendable, there is simply no possibility of reworking the damage caused and bringing
back the lost Outstanding Universal Value.

Finally, I wish to emphasise that previous Committee decisions on the Historic Centre
of Shakhrisyabz aimed at protecting the precious World Heritage properties of Uzbekistan,
which is a shared heritage of human kind. However, issues similar to those encountered in
Shakhrisyabz have now been reported at several other cultural heritage sites in Uzbekistan
and notably at the Historic Centre of Bukhara, and Itchan Kala and Samarkand, crossroads
of cultures. The World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies are extremely, extremely
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concerned about the ongoing state of conservation issues at these three properties which
are mostly due to proposed large-scale tourism and development projects and wish to
urgently reiterate their offer to assist the State Party in preventing man-made disasters such
as the one that took place at Shakhrisyabz from ever occurring again.

Madam Chairperson the draft decision is on page 14 of both the English and the
French language versions. With your permission, ICOMOS will now provide further
comments. The representative of the State Party, Uzbekistan, is also present in the room to
provide clarification to the Committee.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to ICOMOS.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. The analysis provided by the State Party's report
confirmed the conclusion of the December 2016 Reactive Monitoring mission: drastic and
irreversible damage has been caused to the remains of the town planning of
Shakhrisyabzand, particularly to the core of its medieval town. While the main monuments
remain, the destruction of buildings and the lowering of the ground level in the centre of town
have altered the morphology to such an extent that the monuments are now divorced from
their urban context and sit in a modern park landscape.

We understand the State Party considers that this project was a mistake. The
December mission could not envisage any mitigating measures or suggest a boundary
modification that might in their view save the property. None of this has been suggested by
the State Party in the state of conservation other than small cosmetic measures.

It is worth recalling that the property was inscribed on the World Heritage List not just
for its collection of exceptional monuments, but also for its ancient quarters that ‘bear witness
to centuries of history and particularly to the period of its apogee, under the empire of Temur,
in the 15™ century’. The main centre which connected two Medinas still existed at the time of
the inscription as its planning structure. It was not just an ensemble of buildings that was
outstanding, but the urban planning reflected in the 15" century layout. As the nomination
dossier stated, ‘monumental buildings of Temur surrounding by traditional dwelling houses
have a special character which is typical only for Shakhrisyabz’.

Moreover, the nomination dossier reported the results of archaeological evidence for
settlements dating back to the 8™ century AD, in the centre of the town where the ground
level was some 2 and 2.5 metres higher than elsewhere. This earlier settlement was
gradually enlarged, developing in a similar way to Samarkand and Bukhara. What we had at
the time on inscription was a gloriously intact 15" century town, possibly the only one left in
Central Asia, that displayed this extraordinary combination of major monuments to a
coherent ensemble of traditional houses, all reflecting its apogee in the 15" century. It was
said at the time of inscription that there was no analogy in central Asia.

What we have left today are the main monuments, but no centre of the town. What
has gone is the build-up of ground for multiple occupation layers over many millennia, upon
which were tightly packed vernacular buildings that were particularly dense and chaotic in the
area identified as the centre of the early medieval town.

Two out of the seven mahallas or town quarters have been impacted and some 2000
110



residents were relocated outside the town. ICOMOS greatly regrets this fusion of monuments
and that Temur’s urban form has been totally erased in the centre of town, as can be seen
from the slide. We consider that there is no way to reinstate what is gone. What is left does
not justify criteria (iii) or (iv) for which the property was inscribed, nor the conditions of
authenticity and integrity, and overall it can no longer justify the Outstanding Universal Value.
If the property remains on the List, ICOMOS suggest that the credibility of the Convention
would be rightly challenged.

We consider that there are clear lessons to learn from what has happened. It is
relevant for other properties within Uzbekistan, which likewise were not just inscribed for their
monuments. The Outstanding Universal Value of Itchan Kala were seemed to derive from the
individual monuments, but also from the incomparable urban composition of the City. For
Bukhara the real importance was seen to lie not in its individual buildings, but rather in its
overall townscape, demonstrating the high and consistent level of urban planning and
architecture that began with the Sheibanid dynasty.

In both these properties, workers have been undertaking very recently to lower
ground levels and some of the traditional buildings have been demolished and rebuilt, not so
far from the same extent as in Shakhrisyabz. In ICOMOS’s view, Shakhrisyabz cannot be
saved, but we consider there is an urgent need for capacity-building at other properties to
ensure that their extraordinary importance and structures survive and are conserved as part
of a dynamic, historic, urban landscape.

In conclusion, ICOMOS considers that the urban centre of Shakhrisyabz has been
destroyed to such an extent that it has lost the attributes that defined the Outstanding
Universal Value as set at the time of inscription. Regrettably, we consider it should be
deleted from the World Heritage List in accordance with Paragraph 192 of the Operational
Guidelines.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any more comments? Now, | give the floor to the
representative of Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you, madam Chair. At the very outset | would like to make it clear that
Azerbaijan shares the concerns of ICOMOS and the World Heritage Centre about the illegal
activities that took place in Shakhrisyabz Historic Centre. We were part of this Committee
when it took the unanimous decision to inscribe this heritage site on the in Danger List and
we very well understand and acknowledge those irregular activities that were detrimental to
the Outstanding Universal Value.

But we cannot agree with the scope of this destruction, demolition and we cannot
agree with the use of the word ‘irreversible’ and also with the outcome as a solution
recommendation by ICOMOS.

First, we think that the destruction that happened in this historical centre of
Shakhrisyabz do not encompass the whole historical city which bears the Outstanding
Universal Value; it is only 10 per cent. This is information provided by the State Party and |
would also like to verify with ICOMOS whether this is true or not and we were asked as
States Parties to respond to this. According to our information, only 10 per cent of the
buildings were affected, without justifying the irregular activities and demolition. These
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buildings were demolished due to some emerging issues such as sanitary conditions, etc.
There was no tourism infrastructure built on the place where the destruction occurred (hotels,
etc.).

At the same time, | think we should encourage and acknowledge the efforts of the
State Party in understanding the emergency of the situation. | think this is acknowledged by
ICOMOS itself in its report when it says 'it is noted that the State Party is ready to collaborate
with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies in order to keep the property on the
World Heritage List” 'The State Party has already made some efforts in order to mitigate the
impacts on the Outstanding Universal Value, namely the newly-constructed dividing wall
between the Old City and the modern centre, as well as the metallic gate, which were
removed. There are some other facilities such as a children's centre and new street lighting
systems that were also removed, what was called cosmetic change. We do not think they are
cosmetic changes and they have been removed. Then, the historic streets between
communities in Shakhrisyabz were revitalised.

In addition to that, in order to mitigate this negative impact on the Outstanding
Universal Value, the government of Uzbekistan adopted a special resolution on the
protection of World Heritage sites in Uzbekistan on the 9™ of June, 2018. According to this
decision, the government of Uzbekistan established a working group for the effective
protection of the cultural and national heritage sites in Uzbekistan. The resolution also
contains a Road Map with concrete actions, 26 activities with reasonable deadlines on the
protection of the Outstanding Universal Value and integrity of the Historic Centre of
Shakhrisyabz. In addition, the resolution contains provisions with the respective financial and
human resource support, including expertise from international experts, for elaborating new
management and conservation plans.

In short, | would just like to point out that the State Party is ready and very committed
to work with the Advisory Bodies and with the World Heritage Centre to do everything
possible and to prepare a management plan which will mitigate these illegal negative impacts
to the Outstanding Universal Value.

In general, | think we are not in favour of hasty decisions and with regard to the
delisting of this site from the World Heritage List, simply due to the reason that we are here
to encourage rather than discourage States Parties to work for the preservation and
protection of sites. At the end of the day, we are here to preserve sites and not get involved
in a blaming and shaming exercise.

| thank you very much if | may also to put the question to the State Party first to

evaluate the scope of destruction and irregularities and the second is to evoke the activities
that the State Party has done so far and what is planned. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, each participant keep with your time, which is of three
minutes only. If you do not keep within time, we will never end. Three minutes only or | will
turn off your microphone. Thank you very much.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. Now, we are very struck by the
language and this is something that we have said since the beginning of this session, the
language used by the Secretariat and the Advisory Bodies, we have seen very strong terms
in evaluation that is to lead to a Committee decision and seem to prejudge on a decision that
is yet to be taken. | will reiterate this every time | feel that this is appropriate and to the point.
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We are here to contribute to the dialogue and this is a remark for both the Secretariat and the
Advisory Bodies.

My second point is that we have some questions very much along the lines of what
was said by the Ambassador of Azerbaijan and we thank him very much for the information
provided. Since this is only ten per cent of destruction on the part that has Outstanding
Universal Value, the remaining 90 per cent that has not been destroyed contained no
Outstanding Universal Value?

My second remark from what | found in the report of the Secretariat, there seems to
be a will of the concerned State Party to work to overcome these difficulties with a
management plan and there is talk of a legislation to ensure protection of all sites listed as
World Heritage. We would like to get further information as it has already been considered
that the State Party should cooperate. | would like to reiterate how important it is to pay
attention to the language used in the report.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Indonesia.”

Indonesia:

“Indonesia expresses deep concerns about the overall impact of the reconstruction
projects regarding the Outstanding Universal Value of the Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz.
We also take note of the conclusion of the Reactive Monitoring mission undertaken in
December of 2016. Therefore, we recommend that the Committee gives ample opportunities
to the government of Uzbekistan to implement corrective measures in order to retain the
Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz on the World Heritage in Danger List.

We are of the view that the extension requested by the aforementioned State Party is
a reasonable one and deserved to be granted, taking into consideration that the property has
been listed on the list of World Heritage in Danger for only two years.

Finally, we also urge Uzbekistan to double its efforts to define any possible recovery
attributes and to strengthen its collaboration with the Advisory Bodies and other stakeholders
thoroughly in order to keep the site on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“The Tanzanian delegation would like to thank you for giving us the floor to contribute
to the discussion on this historic centre. Tanzania's delegation does acknowledge the
wisdom, the great expertise and efforts being put in place by the Committee members to
address major issues to attend to our World Heritage properties; this cannot be defended |
assume in this case.
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Tanzania at this juncture, in this case, sympathises with the Advisory Bodies, the
Committee members and other stakeholders in such situation. The facts are crystal clear; the
damage is massive. Chairperson, this is a property that was inscribed in 2000 on the World
Heritage List under criteria (iii) and (iv). This property was inscribed on the List in Danger in
2016. Two years later, it has lost all the attributes of the Outstanding Universal Value.

Chair, one of the last decisions of the Committee directed to the State Party was to
define any possible mitigation measures to recover the lost attributes, or to propose a
significant boundary measure based on any recoverable attributes. To date the Committee
has not been informed by the State Party although the Centre and the Advisory Bodies
wanted that to happen. Why was this undertaking not done? Chair, the Tanzanian delegation
would want to know from the State Party what the challenges to undertaking were.

Chairperson, the damage to the property seems to be irreversible and it is a loss to
the entire world and future generations. Tanzania's delegation understands that the
protection of this property is the responsibility of all nations to make sure that heritage
properties are protected, preserved and passed on to future generations.

Chairperson, Tanzania’s delegation notes the good intentions of the State Party of
Uzbekistan to improve standards and at the same time to protect World Heritage in its
country. The third party has acknowledged its failure to inform the Centre about the project. It
is very unfortunate. It has been observed also that since its inscription on the List of World
Heritage in Danger, the state of conservation of the property was not determined; neither
were the corrective measures identified, even the timeframe for the implementation of the
measures was not put in place. This was contrary also to the general guidance we have on
Paragraphs 82 and 89.

Chairperson, based on this kind of situation, the Tanzanian delegation is in line with
other speakers that this State Party needs to be given time, and during this time, the
Tanzanian delegation would suggest that a technical report is submitted to really advise the
Committee on the appropriate decision to be taken. Tanzania recommends that the property
be retained on the World Heritage List in Danger and thus supports the proposed
amendment to the draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Angola.”

Angola :

« Merci madame la présidente. Nous savons que la Convention a pour finalité de
conserver et de préserver au maximum les sites du patrimoine mondial. Nous avons pris
note malheureusement qu'il existe des situations qui affectent sérieusement le centre
historique a I'étude. Nous avons également pris note qu’il y a une volonté assez approfondie
et un engagement du gouvernement d’Ouzbékistan de pouvoir travailler avec les
Organisations consultatives et le Centre dans le but d’améliorer au maximum possible la
situation négative qui prévaut sur le terrain.

Etant donné que la finalité est de préserver et protéger au maximum les sites du
patrimoine mondial et considérant également I'ouverture du dialogue entre les Organisations
consultatives, le Centre et les Etats parties nous pensons qu'il est possible que nous
puissions accorder une opportunité a I'Etat partie.

Déja, de pouvoir nous apporter des éléments devant justifier qu’il y a encore des
attributs sur le terrain pour que le site soit maintenu sur la Liste du patrimoine en péril et de
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lautre coté également permettre & cet Etat de pouvoir continuer & travailler avec les
Organisations consultatives et le Centre pour que, d’ici une année, un rapport nous soit
soumis afin nous puissions de nouveau réexaminer ce cas pour prendre une décision sage
qui pourrait aider le Comité & maintenir ou non ce site sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial en
péril.

Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to China.”

China:

“Thank you madam chair. | would like simply to say that China supports the view
expressed by Azerbaijan, Cuba, Angola and also Tanzania. We would like to further also
point out three points and make comments.

First of all, we are concerned with the loss of 10 per cent of the Outstanding Universal
Value, which does not automatically negate the rest of the 90 per cent of the Outstanding
Universal Value; it does not sound very logical to us.

Secondly, | think that the purpose at the end, and here | am supporting the
distinguished representative of Azerbaijan, is that the Convention is really here to encourage
States Parties to take measure, to conserve and protect. It is not a business to simply negate
the efforts of any country. | think it is a question of sending the right message, but not only to
the State Party involved, as it could resonate in other cases. A little more human message
perhaps would be more helpful. Therefore, we hope that giving second or third chances is
always more productive than simply to deny.

Thirdly, we are pleased to note the Uzbekistani government has taken very decisive
measures to implement the protection of this particular site. We encourage them. We believe
this Committee should also encourage them.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Tunisia.”

Tunisie :

« Merci madame la présidente. Je voudrais commencer par la ou j'ai terminé mon
propos introductif d’hier en disant I'attachement de le Tunisie a la lettre et a I'esprit de la
Convention. Mon intervention commence d’abord par exprimer I'extréme inquiétude de mon
pays quant a la situation décrite et nous faisons complétement confiance aux experts qui ont
attiré notre attention sur une situation grave. J'ai bien retenu le qualificatif d’irréversibilité,
cela, en Etat responsable, doit nous interpeller.

Le professeur de droit international que je suis souligne aussi qu’il n’est pas possible
de répondre a une irréversibilité par une autre. Nous sommes sur le point de “délister” un site
qui a été porté a la Liste du patrimoine mondial. L’'acte de placement est un acte
responsable, I'acte de faire sortir doit étre un acte tout aussi responsable.
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Nous sommes tres inquiets de la situation sur le terrain, mais je crois que nous
pouvons envisager une suite et nous demandons & donner la parole a I'Etat partie sur ce qui
a était fait, sur la réalité et sur la proportion des dommages. Je crois que I'esprit de la
Convention est d’accompagner les situations, de comprendre les situations et de trouver des
solutions. Si a l'arrivée, et je crois que nous ne sommes pas a une année pres, cela s’avere
absolument impossible de le considérer comme site méritant la place qu’il occupe
aujourd’hui, auquel cas, I'ensemble des Etats parties du Comité, & ce moment-la, sera
d’accord.

Nous avons une responsabilité morale en tant que membre de ce Comité de se dire
gu’est ce que nous aussi nous avons fait pour accompagner une situation complexe vers
une meilleure situation. Je crois que c’est notre devoir moral que d’essayer de donner du
temps, davantage de temps, accompagné par une trés grande sévérité pour que I'on voie
gu’elles sont les issues possibles a une situation qui serait pour nous plus conforme non
seulement a la lettre de la Convention qu’a son esprit.

Je souhaiterais également rappeler que le qualificatif d’irréversibilité devrait étre
accompagné jusqu’a mesure et décision du Comité par le prudent subjonctif et notamment
d’utiliser “serait” ou “pourrait étre perdu”. De ce point de vue la, nous soutenons l'idée de
donner & I'Etat partie une année et qu'il revienne I'année prochaine au Comité nous dire
gu’est-ce qu'il aura fait pour essayer de faire face a cette situation tout a fait inquiétante ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. | now give the floor to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thgnk you very much madam Chair. Spain shares the concerns
voiced by all previous speakers. Should we delist a site that was inscribed in 2000, according
to what we have been told by ICOMOS and the World Heritage Centre, which has suffered
irreversible damage? We have a moral responsibility to protect and also have a moral
responsibility with respect to the State and the government, which is to require that they
implement the obligations contained in the Convention.

We are therefore particularly concerned and aggrieved that this historical city, that a
Spanish ambassador visited in the 15" century, he was sent by Henry IlI of Castile, no longer
has its former identity. These are not isolated instances. It is not just ten per cent of the city,
it is a coherent whole that was inscribed as such, and we want to maintain the whole design
and layout of the city. | think there will be an opportunity to engage in dialogue and how to
protect what remains of the Outstanding Universal Value.

The recommendation made by the Committee and based on what was noted last
year evoked the irreversible damage. Is there any Outstanding Universal Value that remain
or are there other properties that can be recognised as attributes and we continue to work in
order to protect what remains? On the basis of the reports made by ICOMOS and the World
Heritage Centre, they are very conclusive.

| think we should hear from the authorities as to what can be done. When it is said
that integrity and authenticity is gone, | think that it is very difficult to say that we can keep 90
per cent of the site or we can keep part of the historical centre. This is a very difficult issue.
We are not speaking of a property affected by a war or destroyed by armed conflict.
Therefore, we would like to hear from the Member State. We find it difficult again to accept
the amendments that have been tabled.

116



Thank you very much and sorry for taking longer.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to the representative of Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. The decision to delist a site is a very drastic and
sometimes dramatic one, especially when we are discussing a country that has only four
cultural sites. We know that some sites have been in the World Heritage List in Danger for
many years. As we heard this morning, there are 23 sites that have been on the List for ten
years or more. In the case we are discussing now, the site has been on the List for only two
years and we are already recommending making a very drastic recommendation about this
specific site.

In order for us to make a decision, | think it would be interesting to know what role
could have played ICOMOS to prevent this situation from coming to this point. What
preventive measures could we have taken in order to rescue or to avoid further damage?

Another question | would like to ask is what percentage of this site is still considered
of Universal Value? As far as | understand, | think about 90 per cent of the site is still
standing. | wonder if it would be possible to re-dimension the site and requalify it instead of
punishing the State Member for the mismanagement of the site.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam chair. Zimbabwe joins other States that have called for the
extension. It is not difficult for us to extend by one year the decision on this site based on the
availability of the State Party’s Road Map and its willingness to take corrective measures.

| am sympathetic and | can hear the disappointment of the Advisory Bodies and the
Centre in terms of the way they dealt with the States Parties in the past and the constant
reworking of Paragraph 172 is evident of that. But the State Party has committed itself and it
has taken measures and some of the recommendations of the Advisory Bodies raised have
already started to be implemented. It is then surprising that instead of giving the State Party
a chance, giving it clear deliverables and targets, we are choosing the easy way out of
delisting it from the List of World Heritage in Danger.

| do not think this is the approach to take. The last time we were there was 2016; we
are still doubtful that the Outstanding Universal Value is completely lost. | am not convinced
from the write-up that the Outstanding Universal Value is completely lost, even from the
Reactive Mission, and this is based on your 2016 information. | think that before we delist |
know that there are ways and processes to do that. It is important that we feel certain that we
have done all we can from the Advisory Bodies from the Centre and us at the Committee to

117



encourage the State Party to protect this important historic site.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Burkina Faso.”

Burkina Faso :

« Je vous remercie madame la présidente. Comme c’est la premiére fois que ma
deélégation prend la parole, je voulais d’abord remercier la présidente et son équipe ainsi que
les autorités de Bahrein pour leur accueil et l'organisation réussie de la 42° session du
Comité du patrimoine mondial.

Ma délégation partage les préoccupations soulevaient par les prédécesseurs
concernant la proposition de retrait méme de la Liste du patrimoine en péril deux ans
seulement aprés son inscription sur celle-ci. Nous apprécions et comprenons les
observations faites par les missions d’évaluation qui montrent la complexité de la
conservation de ce site. Nous notons aussi que des mesures ont été prises par le
gouvernement ouzbek pour 'accueil de missions d’évaluation, une bonne collaboration et la
prise en compte des recommandations des experts de TUNESCO.

Rappelons-nous, madame la présidente, que ces efforts viennent aussi dans un
contexte ol la demande des Etats parties de la nécessité d’effectuer une évaluation du suivi
réactif de I'état de conservation de ce site figurant sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril
depuis plusieurs années se fait de plus en plus sentir.

Ma délégation propose par conséquent, que I'examen de ce dossier soit reversé
dans le cadre général de cette nouvelle dynamique qui s'amorce et qu'il soit donné & I'Etat
partie un délai supplémentaire pour mettre en oeuvre des mesures permettant le
rétablissement de la Valeur universelle exceptionnelle impactée. Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Images in front of us on the screen here in this room are
graphic testimony to the gravity of what has occurred in the Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz.
Australia supports the draft decision to remove this site from the World Heritage List, but we
do so with a heavy heart. Such removal would reflect what is a tragedy for the World
Heritage system, the international community, and above all for Uzbekistan and its heritage.

However, we cannot ignore the seriousness of the successive reports we have
received detailing the devastating effect of development within the property. This is all the
more concerning; the damage done has not been done as a result of conflict, or natural
disaster but the deliberate acts of men. Australia is encouraged by the reports of the
commitment of the new government to the protection of its own World Heritage, but we noted
from the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies that the damage is done and
irreversible and irreparable.
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It is vital that the World Heritage Committee sends a strong message that States
Parties cannot destroy the Outstanding Universal Value and, so to speak, get away with it.
The question is not just about how much of the Outstanding Universal Value has been
destroyed, it is not 90 or 10 per cent, it is actually also a question about the integrity and
authenticity of the site as a whole and the loss of that authenticity and integrity is a result of
the developments that have occurred.

Australia recognises the difficulties in balancing development in historic urban centre
in ensuring that the Outstanding Universal Value is maintained. We also note the impact that
unplanned development might have on communities and their connections to place. All
developments in World Heritage properties need to be managed following the processes
under the Operational Guidelines including Paragraph 72 and in consultation with the World
Heritage Centre.

Australia considers that in this case development has been inappropriate and
extensive and not guarded by an appropriate management plan and this has resulted in the
loss of the Outstanding Universal Value and a strong case has been put forward for the
delisting of the site.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Uganda.”

Uganda:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. Uganda appreciates the effort of the Advisory
Bodies in monitoring and making assessments and reports. As we all realise, our World
Heritage is disappearing at an alarming rate and it is our duty as States Parties to work
together to ensure that the remaining heritage is well protected.

Considering that only 10 per cent has been destroyed and 90 per cent remains,
Uganda’s view is to have our efforts consolidated as States Parties to ensure that all those
sites that have been inscribed are maintained and their management improved. In this
regard, it is Uganda’s view that the State Party is given more time instead of delisting its

property.

| thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Kuwait please.”

Kuwait:

“First of all, the State of Kuwait thanks the Advisory Bodies and the World Heritage
Centre for their efforts and we also share their concerns regarding the status of the city. We
heard a lot of terminology which is very hard to manage like 'lost identity of the city’,
‘irreversible’ and ‘no authenticity of the city’ and we do not know how the people came to this
conclusion when viewing the PowerPoint and the pictures of their presentation.

We think as a Committee member before we reach the decision, how some of us,
Committee members, went to the ground, looked at the site and came up with this kind of
decision, because it is not a common decision to remove any city or sites from the List.
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| also would like to address those questions of lost identity and irreversibility to the
State Party and have them answer whether this is true or not. We are in the business of
conservation. | am not going to use the words 10 or 90 per cent, | am going to use the words
the majority of the city is intact and a minority has been affected. We are in the business of
preserving the majority of the city and working with the State Party, especially when we see
major engagement from the new government to move on for the minority of the lost city to be
recovered and hopefully to be reversible.

Once again, we appreciate the work of the Advisory Bodies and World Heritage
Centre but the State of Kuwait would like to support the amendments made with other
countries.

Thank you madam.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to the representative of Bosnia.”

Bosnie-Herzégovine :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. La Bosnie-Herzégovine comme tous les
autres membres du Comité voudrait exprimer ses plus vives préoccupations concernant
'état dans lequel se trouve ce site magnifique du patrimoine mondial. La Bosnie-
Herzégovine aimerait entendre les réponses de I'Etat partie aux questions formulées par nos
collégues d’Azerbaidjan et de Cuba et d’autres délégations du Comité afin de former notre
jugement.

Avant de prendre la décision, je crois que nous devons penser a notre objectif;
I'objectif de la convention et I'objectif de nos travaux. Nous pensons que notre premier
objectif devrait étre de préserver et de garder le patrimoine mondial afin de le transmettre
aux genérations futures. Ici, on se trouve devant un dilemme. Soit de prendre une décision
un peu rapide et de décider d’enlever ce site de la Liste du patrimoine mondial, ce qui a
notre avis engendrerait la destruction compléte de ce site et 'impossibilité d’accomplir notre
mission qui est de transmettre notre patrimoine aux générations futures, ou de donner un
délai, une autre chance a I'Etat partie, d’'une année comme est inscrit dans 'amendement
afin de voir s'il y a la possibilité de faire quelque chose pour ce site magnifique.

Pour la Bosnie-Herzégovine, nous disons donnons encore une chance, une année a
I'Etat partie et dans un on se retrouvera a la prochaine session et on verra s'il y a la
possibilité de répondre a ce premier objectif, celui de conserver un site magnifique et de le
transmettre aux générations futures.

Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. As you are aware, we have interpretation until one o’clock, so
we do not have time to hear the request for the floor of another three representatives. We
conclude now and will resume at 3:00 pm, sharp. Please, stakeholders, manage your
representatives. We have an announcement.”

The Secretariat:
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“Thank you very much madam Chairperson. This is an announcement for the side
events. Before this, let me remind you that the Budget Group’s first meeting, which is not a
side event, but is a very important ancillary body of this Committee, is scheduled for 2:00 pm
in the Rifa Room, which is the Bureau meeting room for those who have been already.

Side events: at 1:00 pm you are invited to Visitor Management in World Heritage
Properties, which is the Sustainable Tourism Programme of the World Heritage Committee
organising this event. It is taking place in the Hawar room. Another event is the Traditional
water systems in the Arab World organised by the Arab Regional Centre for World Heritage
in room Muharrag at 1:10 pm. IUCN World Heritage Outlook Tracking the conservation
prospects for the world’s most outstanding natural heritage is organised by IUCN in the
Advisory Bodies’ space, Manama Room. At 2:10 pm, World Heritage Wilderness and Large
Landscapes in the same room organised by IUCN and Wild Heritage. There is an exhibition
taking place in the main lobby again from the Arab Regional Centre for World Heritage on
Oasis Landscapes.

Once more, let me remind you about the special fundraising event organised by the
World Heritage Centre and the Bahraini Authority for Culture and Antiquities in cooperation
with the Congolese Institute for National Parks. | would like to mention that we should have a
multicultural group of musicians performing a concert at the event and that it will be followed
by a reception. Hurry to get your passes as they are disappearing fast. You can get them at
the desk next to the registration for this Committee.

Thank you very much. Enjoy your side events and lunch break.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We reconvene at 3:00 pm.”

End of June 26, 2018 morning session
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SECOND DAY - Tuesday 26 June 2018
FOURTH SESSION
3p.m.—6p.m.

Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“This afternoon first speaker is Kyrgyzstan. Please, you have the floor.”

Kyrgyzstan:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. As this is the first time that Kyrgyzstan takes the
floor as a Committee member, | would like to thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for their warm
hospitality.

We also share concerns about the new development projects at the Historic Centre of
Shakhrisyabz. At the same time, we join the distinguished delegates of Azerbaijan and many
others who expressed the view that the delisting is a premature decision. | visited
Shakhrisyabz as an expert a few times. Shakhrisyabz is an outstanding city in Central Asia
which overcame disasters, wars and many stages of development. It has a special
atmosphere and it cannot lose the Outstanding Universal Value so easily.

| also join our colleagues by requesting more time and effort to identify corrective
measures. Also, UNESCO could have maintained more consistent dialogue with the State
Party as it has offices based in Tashkent, before the situation turned to this stage. Also,
States Parties together with UNESCO and the Advisory Bodies, should use more local and
regional expertise such as IICAS, the International Institute for Central Asian Studies based
in Samarkand. We also suggest that the floor should be given to the State Party to answer
guestions.

Thank you.”

The Chair:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair for giving us the floor. It is indeed a sad day when the
Committee is considering the delisting of a World Heritage site. | have to say that we have
listened carefully and have taken note of the concerns that have been voiced in this room.
Our obligation is to conserve rather than discourage the State Party in implementing this
Convention.

That being said, | need to remind the distinguished colleagues that | struggle a little

bit with the notion of 90 per cent of Outstanding Universal Value and the same goes with
authenticity and integrity. Regrettably, in the case of Shakhrisyabz, drastic and irreversible
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damage has been done to the attributes. These convey the Outstanding Universal Value for
which the site was included in the World heritage List in 2000.

Beyond doubt, the damage is so extensive that the site can no longer justify its
Outstanding Universal Value; consequently and, as Norway stated in its intervention
yesterday, and with reference to Paragraph 193.a of the Operational Guidelines, Norway
considers that we have no other choice than to support the draft decision.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. To conclude, | give the floor to Uzbekistan to answer all these
enquiries and comments. Thank you very much.”

Uzbekistan:

“Madam Chair, dear members of the World Heritage Committee, let me express my
deep gratitude for the opportunity to participate in the current session on behalf of the
government of Uzbekistan. We also express our thanks to the members of the Committee for
their questions regarding the preservation of the Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz.

First of all, we would like to inform you that the Outstanding Universal Value, the
integrity and authenticity of the site are preserved. Unfortunately, images shown on the
screens do not reflect the whole picture of the situation. Indeed, all mahallas, medieval
architectural monuments, are preserved and conserved. Only about 10 per cent of the
territory of the property was covered by the development project. There were houses that did
not have any facilities such as sanitation and energy supply in poor condition.

Secondly, based on the recommendations of the World Heritage Centre and
ICOMOS, studies on groundwater impact on the medieval architecture of monuments have
been conducted and a new drainage system has been installed in order to mitigate negative
impacts. Moreover, a GlZ-based inventory of preserved traditional residential houses in the
historical centre of Shakhrisyabz constituting the urban fabric has been carried out in
cooperation with experts from Germany and the United Kingdom.

Thirdly, in order to demonstrate commitment of the provisions of the Convention, the
government of Uzbekistan has recently adopted a special Road Map on the protection of all
heritage sites in Uzbekistan. It consists of 26 activities covering several issues of further
development, such as national legislation, elaborating new management plans, establishing
an ICOMOS National Committee and membership of ICCROM.

It is very important to outline that for the purposes of dialogue and transparency, the
UNESCO field office in Tashkent was consulted during preparation of this Road Map.

Ladies and gentlemen, the government of Uzbekistan is open to continued dialogue
with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies of the Convention. In conclusion, we
believe that before the adoption of such a drastic decision on the delisting, not only experts
of the Advisory Bodies but also members of the Committee should visit the cultural site.

Therefore, once again taking this opportunity on behalf of the government of

Uzbekistan, | have the honour of extending the invitation to visit World Heritage sites in
Uzbekistan, including Shakhrisyabz.
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We hope that our clarifying statements will receive the favourable consideration of the
distinguished members of the Committee and that the Historical Centre of Shakhrisyabz will
be kept on the World Heritage List.

Thank you for your attention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the Rapporteur, to inform us about the
proposed amendments on the draft decision.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. As it has emerged during the discussion, we
have received a set of really complex amendments presented by Azerbaijan and supported
by a number of countries that | will read out later. Madam Chair, if you allow me, | would like
to take this opportunity to commend the timing submission of this amendment. And | am sure
Committee members could benefit from having had the opportunity to take a look at them
before hand. We have also received another amendment from Brazil in the form of two new
paragraphs.

I will now proceed to read out the draft recommendation with the amendments. |
would just like to flag that, as you know, the original proposal was for deletion of this
property. All the amendments go in the sense of retaining this property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

| will start from the top. Paragraphs 1 and 2 would remain unchanged. Paragraph 3
has some modifications, parts of the end would be deleted and some words changed. It
could read:

3. ‘Also recalling that the March 2016 and December 2016 Reactive Monitoring
missions to the property confirmed that some part of the Temurid town planning has been
lost, that some traditional dwelling houses in the core of the medieval town have been
destroyed, and that the some attributes of the Outstanding Universal Value have been
damaged.’

Then Paragraph 4 and paragraph 5 would remain unchanged. The old paragraph 6 is
moved and would now become paragraph 10. The old paragraph 7 would be completely
deleted. Paragraph 8 would also be deleted. The new paragraph six would be the old
paragraph 9, and not amended. The new paragraph 7 would be the former paragraph 11
which was moved up. The new paragraph 8 would be the former paragraph 12 which was
also moved up.

Paragraph 9 would be former paragraph 10 which would remain unchanged, but you
will notice that there was an editorial mistake in the submission. You will see on the screen
that we have struck out the words ‘State of conservation of the property World Heritage
Centre’ and the number of the decision. | believe it was just an editorial mistake. You will not
see that in the French version because we did not think it was necessary to translate an
editorial mistake. Paragraph 10 would be former paragraph 6 and would also be slightly
amended that now we could read:

10. ‘Also notes that, the work is currently suspended on the ‘State Programme for
complex measures for the building and reconstruction of Shakhrisyabz City, and the
State Party in close consultation with World Heritage Committee will prepare the new
Management Plan for protection of the Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz;’

124



New paragraph 11 would read:

11. 'Notes with satisfaction the new approach and recent initiatives, including Decree
of the Government, of the State Party related with adoption of the Road Map on
protection of the Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz;’

| would like here to propose to strike out the comma after government; | believe that
is a mistake. Thank you very much. We scroll further down. New paragraph 12 would now
read:

12. ‘Decides to retain the Historic Centre of Shakhrisyabz (Uzbekistan) in the List of
World Heritage in Danger and to continue applying the Reinforced monitoring mechanism
until the 43 session of the World Heritage Committee in 2019;’

As | have mentioned, we received two additional amendments from the delegation of
Brazil which would now become the new paragraph 13 and it would read:

13. ‘Strongly recommends the State Party to continue close consultations with
ICOMOS with a view to submitting a proposal of significant modifications to the
boundaries of the property in order to assess the possibility to retain the intrinsic
values of the attributes related to the outstanding monuments dated from the period
of the Temurid.’

The New paragraph 14 would read:

14. 'Recommends the State Party to establish an information centre within the axis of
the intervention project to raise awareness of the elements that have been lost regarding the
original property;’

The new paragraph 15 in the original version was 14, and it would remain

unchanged. These are all the amendments that we have received madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We have now seen the amendments. Do you have any
comments or views or we could move to the adoption. | now give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair for giving me the floor again. | will try to be brief. | noticed
there are, at least in my interpretation, a few issues that | would like to point out. One is the
language that has been used in paragraph 3 which is actually ‘recalling previous decisions
and the language used in Reactive Monitoring mission reports’ which are published and it
could be challenging to change the wording of that. | want to make a point on that.

Also | am a little bit confused or maybe | ignored some vital information about the
outcomes of the Reinforced Monitoring mechanism as mentioned in paragraph 12. This is
confusing me a little bit. | think | would ask for clarification from the Secretariat on these
iIsSsues.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson
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“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to Mr Feng Jing.”

Mr Fenqg Jing:

“Thank you very madam Chairperson. | think regarding the notes taking by the
distinguished delegate of Norway paragraph 3 as stated, in my orientation, that the previous
working documents and the decision of the Committee precisely reflected the situation of the
site. It is the same Committee to make decisions in its previous sessions and it is difficult to
change at this stage.

Regarding other issues, on the percentage, in fact in the mission report of March,
2016, there were clear descriptions of the situation and the percentage was around 30 per
cent and a figure of 70 hectares, which was reviewed by the Committee in 2016 and 2017.
These are facts provided to the Committee. ICOMOS may provide further review on this.

Regarding the Reinforced Monitoring mechanism, this has been introduced in the
Convention and it is to the Director General of UNESCO to define the terms of reference for
such Reinforced Monitoring missions. Since, as | said, this is the third case in the current
history of the Convention to put forward such a mechanism, whether the Reinforced
Monitoring mechanism would be appropriate for such a case, this is due for the Committee’s
decision. | think ICOMOS might comment too.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to ICOMOS.”

ICOMOS:

“ICOMOS would just like to comment on the issue of percentage, as the actual
percentage of the area that has been damaged has just been mentioned, and also in relation
with the comments made earlier on the percentage of Outstanding Universal Value, which
we consider different from the percentage of the area damaged. Outstanding Universal Value
is conveyed by attributes and these are not evenly spread around a property. In order to
assess an impact, one has to look carefully at the disposition of attributes, their strength and
the way they contribute to the Outstanding Universal Value before coming to a conclusion on
how the percentage of the property that has been damaged impacts on the attributes of the
Outstanding Universal Value.

| would just like to make one other point and to stress how much attention was given
by the last mission to whether or not the property might be recovered. We had a great deal of
discussion on this with all local stakeholders. Three to four days of the mission were spent
looking at the property and discussing what has been damaged, what has been lost and
what can be recovered. As was said in the Committee last year, the mission could not find a
way forward. The decision of the Committee last year suggested that the State Party might
like to consider how it could make some recommendations as to whether or not the attributes
of the Outstanding Universal Value could be recovered. That has still not been put clearly on
the table as to what might be done to recover this property.

I would hope that this decision could be clear enough to suggest that at the moment
we do not really have a Road Map of a way forward, it is by no means clear whether and how
the attributes of the Outstanding Universal Value might be recovered. Clearly, if the
Committee is to delay a decision by one more year, there would need to be a clear
understanding of the measures that need to be taken on clarifying and defining very clearly
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whether or not the attributes of the Outstanding Universal Value can be recovered and if so,
how.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? Norway, you have the floor.”

Norway:

“Thank you, Madam. Sorry for taking the floor again. | have to admit that we are quite
far from reaching a consensus on this although we do note the sentiment of our distinguished
colleagues. | thank you for the clarifications, in particular those provided by ICOMOS, which
were very useful. But | do want to propose that we could possibly consider forming a drafting
group to work on an alternative decision. If you could guide us on the possible process for
establishing that.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Bahrain.”

Bahrain:

“Thank you, madam Chair. | think by listening to all the deliberations that have taken
place with regard to this item, it is important to express our viewpoint. We understand that
the majority of the Committee is in favour of retaining the property on the List In Danger if
that is the approach of the Committee. | think in general our policy would be to encourage
any consensus that can be reached.

Some of the amendments that are incorporated in the current draft can be quite
challenging and | think would require some more time to reflect on. | think we would be in
support of the proposal by Norway. Just to give an example and | am not pointing at any of
the specific items of the draft decisions: the proposal of the modification of other important
elements should be looked at carefully before their adoption by the Committee to avoid any
precedent in future cases where a demolition of this sort that can be avoidable would trigger
a similar reaction from the Committee.

We propose to look further into those elements in more detail within a drafting group
or any other modalities that are deemed appropriate. Thank you”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We go along with the idea of the drafting group to revisit
this draft decision. Brazil, of course, will regret that the original 15"-century urban planning
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has been affected. But although the historic urban fabric of the town is perhaps irreversibly
damaged, thus affecting the integrity of the property, we believe that many monuments and
buildings that were kept along this major development still maintain to some extent their
intrinsic values that justified the inscription under criteria (ii) and (iv).

We believe that, perhaps following what ICOMOS said about the Road Map of what
to do, maybe a significant boundary modification could retain these intrinsic values of the
attributes related exclusively to the outstanding monuments from the period of the Temurid
and perhaps on the serial approach to the monuments only. Also, we propose on the draft
decision a paragraph on the establishment of an interpretation centre at the property to allow
awareness-raising about the elements that have now been lost and to provide and to
communicate the development of this medieval urban planning.

Thank you madam Chairperson.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now | give the floor to the representative of Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much. | think that the concern over the site which has
given rise to its protection is such that it has to be taken up by a working group as proposed
by Norway and seconded by Brazil. This is in order to take account of the elements that were
brought by ICOMOS as well as to see the possibility of substantial modification of the
decision tabled.

The decisions adopted and accepted by the government of Uzbekistan should be
analysed and we have to understand the Road Map that we find hard to read, and to see
more clearly what steps can be taken in the next year in order to assess the extension of the
damage as well as the effect it has on the Outstanding Universal Value. We have to be very
careful when adopting this decision and there must be no contradiction with decisions taken
in the past by this Committee. We must be consistent and we must take time in order to see
to it that the elements of the property that still have values and can be protected are actually
protected. Therefore, | think we are to set up a drafting group in order to take a calmer look
at the decision, which we think is going to be very important.

Thank you chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you Chair. | just wanted to say that having heard the discussion since
lunchtime, the explanations from the distinguished representative of Uzbekistan and the
clarifications from the Centre and ICOMOS, Australia is supportive of the proposition to
establish a drafting group. To be clear, the intention of that drafting group would be to bring
forward a decision for consideration by the Committee that would allow the twelve-month
extension that has been asked for and we would be prepared to support a drafting group on
that basis.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much for this wise advice. | call on one of the member States to lead
the drafting group. Maybe Brazil would like to establish a small group of four or five or even
three from Committee members, of course. Give us your views during this session. Maybe
come back tomorrow to give us what you reach on this matter. Are there any other
volunteers? Australia, Azerbaijan, Bosnia, Spain and Zimbabwe.”

Tanzania;

“Tanzania is raising its hand to volunteer.”

The Chairperson:

“l give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“It was not my intention to take the floor, just to volunteer.”

The Chairperson:

“The group will be chaired by Brazil with Australia, Azerbaijan, Norway, Cuba, Bosnia,
Zimbabwe and China.”

Tanzania:

“May | clarify, it is actually Tanzania.”

The Chairperson:

“Tanzania, yes you are very far. | give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. We would like to speak because
we think that the group should be open to all members of the Committee who would like to
participate in this negotiation process. To limit to three Member States would be too few. We
are asking for the floor in order to make this an open process, as is the case with other
processes. All members should be able to take part in. There are 14 countries that will sign
the resolution; it would be good if they could be members of the group. We will await the
decision patiently.

Thank you”

The Chairperson:
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“Thank you very much. The group is open for anybody who would like to join. We
close this issue and tomorrow Brazil will chair and we will have a draft tomorrow. We do not
want to further discuss this issue.”

Secretariat:
“We would just like to know where we could meet and if there is any specific room.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“We will communicate with Brazil for the location. Thank you very much. We will move
on to the next item. | now invite Mr Feng Jing to read the list of collateral properties inscribed
on the List of the World Heritage in Danger located in the Asia Pacific region, for each the
reports are prepared for adoption without discussion. You have the floor.”

Mr. Feng JinQ:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. The following cultural heritage sites are located in
the Asia Pacific region for which the draft decision presented to the Committee will be
approved without discussion. They are: Minaret and Archaeological Remains of Jam in
Afghanistan and Nan Madol: Ceremonial Centre of Eastern Micronesia, located in the
Federal States of Micronesia.

Thank you for your attention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections from the Committee? There are
none. | declare the decisions adopted.

For cultural properties located in Europe and North America, | now give the floor to
the delegation of Hungary to present to the Committee the reason it requested to open the
state of conservation of the World Heritage Medieval Monuments in Kosovo.”

Hungary:

“Thank you, madam Chair. The medieval monuments in Kosovo, Serbia, were
inscribed on the List in Danger in 2006. The debate on it was adjourned by the World
Heritage Committee by its Decision 41 COM 7A.21 in its 415 meeting in Cracow. The
Hungarian delegation wishes to open the discussion for this item, the reason being that the
present circumstances are not met for the debate on this property and we propose to the
Committee to decide to adjourn the debate on this agenda item until the next Committee
session.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Spain.”
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Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chairperson. The Spanish delegation seconds the
proposal made by Hungary to postpone that discussion to the next session. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, the floor is to Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. The delegation of Azerbaijan would like to support
the proposal made by Hungary to adjourn the discussion on the said item. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you, very much. It is then decided. No other cultural properties inscribed on
the List of World Heritage in Danger and located in the Europe and North America region is
proposed for discussion this year.

| will therefore invite Ms. Isabelle Anatole Gabriel, Chief of the Europe and North

America Unit of the World Heritage Centre, to read the list of the properties for which the
reports are proposed for adoption without discussion. You have the floor.”

Madame Anatole Gabriel:

« Merci madame la présidente. Bon aprés-midi a tous. Les biens qui sont inscrits sur
la liste du patrimoine en péril pour lesquels les cas sont présentés au Comité pour adoption
sans discussion sont : le Centre historique de Vienne en Autriche, décision 42 COM 7A.5 et
Liverpool port marchand du Royaume-Uni de Grande-Bretagne et dlrlande du Nord,
décision 42 COM 7A.7.

J'aimerais ajouter que s’il n’'y a pas de discussion sur ces deux biens cela est en
partie d0 a ce que disait la distinguée représentante de Cuba tout a I'heure, c’est-a-dire a la
discussion avec les Etats parties bien sir sans que cela préjuge des résultats. Néanmoins,
je pensais qu’il était utile de le souligner et de le porter a l'attention des membres du
Comité ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections? No. | declare the decision read out
adopted. The floor is to the representative of the NGOs.”

NGO:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. My presence here is a testimony to the
commitment shown by UNESCO, the World Heritage Committee and you, Chair, to the
importance of civil society in the protection and conservation of the designated properties.
Also, to the commitment and determination of the citizens of Liverpool who have made
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possible my participation with many small donations in a crowd-funding exercise to enable
our voice to be heard among you today.

Firstly, 1 want to thank you for the inspirational support given by the World Heritage
Centre in Paris and to our effort in Liverpool to save our site from deletion. | think the report
you have received demonstrates the significant changes that have been made and important
decisions taken and | hope it will lead to the removal one day from the List of World Heritage
in Danger.

| want to ensure you that the people of Liverpool, including our young people, hugely
value our inscription as a UNESCO World Heritage site and are committed to making sure
that our designation is not lost. We completely support the recommendation in the desired
state of conservation report and recognise the substantial steps taken by the State Party, the
Liverpool City Council and peer holdings which have contributed to this new moment in our
relation with UNESCO.

Considerable gratitude must be expressed to the members of the Liverpool World
Heritage Board established as a task force by Mayor Anderson. As an engaged civil society
actor, Liverpool this autumn is inviting three similar World Heritage site cities to come to
Liverpool and share with us the insights and policy decisions that have enabled them to
make the most of the World Heritage status: Strasbourg, Hamburg and Bordeaux.

We are playing our part in protecting and developing our World Heritage site status
and we thank you for supporting and encouraging us by your decisions today.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. No cultural properties inscribed on the List of World Heritage
in Danger and located in the Latin America and the Caribbean region are proposed for
discussion this year.

| will therefore invite Ms. Petya Totcharova to read the list of the properties for which
the reports are proposed for adoption without discussion. You have the floor.”

Ms. Petya Totcharova:

“Thank you madam Chair. The properties for which decisions are to be adopted
without discussion of the report in the region of Latin America and the Caribbean are: the
City of Potosi in the Plurinational State of Bolivia, Humberstone and Santa Laura Saltpeter
Works in Chile, Fortifications on the Caribbean Side of Panama, Portobelo-San Lorenzo in
Panama, Chan Chan Archaeological Zone, | hope | pronounced it correctly, in Peru, Coro
and its Port in Venezuela. These are all the properties in question, madam Chair.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections from the Committee on this state of
conservation report? | see none. | declare the decisions read out adopted.

I will now invite Mr. Edmond Moukala, Chief of the Africa Unit of the World Heritage

Centre, to present the reports on the state of conservation of the cultural properties located in
the Africa Region and opened for discussion. You have the floor.”
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Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Thank you Chair. If you allow me, | will read my oral intervention in the official
language of the State Party, so in French.

Le bien concerné est la ville ancienne de Djenné au Mali. Ce rapport se trouve dans
le document 42 COM 7A a la page 40 de la version francaise et page 39 de la version
anglaise. Le rapport sur I'état de conservation du bien soumis par I'Etat partie en janvier
2018 informe sur plusieurs développements encourageants, notamment la finalisation d’'un
plan de gestion et de conservation 2018-2022 en consultation étroite avec la communauté
locale, ainsi que la prise de mesures de restauration de maisons en ruines.

Egalement, des mesures ont été prises pour le renforcement des dispositifs
d’évacuation des eaux usées et contre l'érosion par les eaux de pluie ainsi que la
sécurisation des sites archéologiques, la sensibilisation des communautés locales a la lutte
contre le pillage et au trafic illicite de biens culturels.

Toutefois, malgré ces avancées, I'Etat partie reconnait cependant que certaines
menaces continuent a peser sur le bien qui avaient déja été évoquées dans les rapports
antérieurs tels que I'érosion hydrique, les fouilles clandestines ou encore des transformations
sur le bati qui s’exprime par exemple par l'utilisation accrue de matériau moderne, ce qui
appelle une accélération de la définition des reégles de la conservation et d’entretien pour les
batiments de la ville historique, y compris des normes urbanistiques pour la reconstruction
de maisons en ruines.

Il est & souligner également que la mission de suivi réactif demandée par le Comité
n’a pas pu étre organisée en raison des conditions sécuritaires précaires. Afin de répondre
plus efficacement a ces conditions extrémement difficiles prévalentes sur le bien, il est donc
recommandé que le Comité du patrimoine mondial et les Organisations consultatives
examinent la possibilité de mettre en place un programme de soutien a distance a court
terme, afin de permettre un dialogue sur le renforcement des capacités et I'élaboration de
I'état de conservation souhaité en vue du retrait du bien de la Liste du Comité du patrimoine
mondial en péril. Un tel mécanisme est également proposé pour les deux autres biens du
patrimoine mondial dont je parlerai un peu plus tard.

Pareillement, compte tenu des besoins importants en matiére de sauvegarde du
patrimoine culturel suite a la crise au Mali, il est également recommandé, ici comme dans les
autres objets de décision, que le Comité renouvelle son appel a la communauté
internationale pour contribuer a la mise en ceuvre de la deuxieme phase du Plan d’action
pour la réhabilitation du patrimoine culturel et la sauvegarde des manuscrits anciens du Mali
2017-2020.

De méme, ce Plan d’action pour la réhabilitation entre dans le cadre de l'Initiative
pour le développement socio-économique et durable du Sahel mis en place par la directrice
générale de I'UNESCO, Mme Audrey Azoulay, dont [l'objectif est de contribuer au
développement socio-économique et durable de la sous-région du Sahel, en tenant compte
des priorités de I'éducation de la formation des jeunes et des femmes, de la préservation du
patrimoine culturel et de la promotion de la culture de la paix, et la réduction des effets
négatifs de I'immigration.

Il est recommandé que le Comité maintienne le bien sur la Liste du patrimoine
mondial en péril. Le projet de décision, madame la présidente, se trouve dans les documents
de travail 7A aux pages 42-43 pour la version frangaise et pages 41-42 pour la version
anglaise.
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Merci madame la présidente et, si vous me permettez, je donnerai la parole aux
organisations consultatives ».

La présidente :

« S’il vous plait ».

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. ICOMOS commends the State Party for the work it has
achieved toward implementing the corrective measures in what are highly adverse
circumstances, including few human and financial resources and a comparative isolation of
staff, all of which have made the task of promoting conservation extremely difficult.

While certain buildings are being restored and work will soon start on the Mosque
Palace, ICOMOS also notes the extreme fragility of the wider context and the difficulties in
adequately controlling the incremental change in the Old Town. Djenné was inscribed as an
intact town around the great Mosque and its survival depends on the regular maintenance of
its mud buildings, which was traditionally undertaken by skilled masons.

This process now seems to have largely halted and there is wide use of new
materials and techniques. These have become apparently much more prevalent over the
past four years and they are now in danger of having long-term adverse, perhaps
irreversible, impacts on the long-term fabric. The State Party for instance notes the complete
transformation of some properties.

In response to these extremely challenging conditions, ICOMOS strongly supports
the idea of setting up a short-term distance support programme, as suggested in the
decision. This could allow dialogue and capacity-building on a wide range of technical
aspects as a way of strengthening the resilience of the property as well as drafting the
desired state of conservation now that substantial progress has been made with the
corrective measures.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | ask the Rapporteur whether she has received any
amendments.”

The rapporteur:

“Thank you. We have received no amendments for this draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Are there any more questions or comments? | see none. | therefore declare Draft
Decision 42.COM.7A adopted.

I will now invite Mr. Edmond Moukala to present the next report opened for
discussion.”
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M. Edmond Moukala ;

« Merci madame la présidente. Ce rapport sur Tombouctou se trouve dans le
document 42 COM 7A page 43 pour la version francaise et page 42 pour la version anglaise.

Dans son rapport sur I'état de conservation du bien soumis en janvier par I'Etat
partie, complémentaire d’'un deuxiéme rapport de mars 2018, 'Etat partie a mis en avant des
progrés importants dans la mise en ceuvre des mesures correctives adoptées dont une
dizaine sur douze sont en cours de réalisation. L'élaboration et I'adoption du nouveau Plan
de gestion et de conservation 2018-20022 constituent une avancée majeure dans ce
contexte, mais sa mise en ceuvre nécessiterait une augmentation des moyens budgétaires
pour permettre a la mission culturelle de mieux remplir sa fonction centrale compte tenu de
ses capacités insuffisantes notamment en matiere de moyens logistiques et de ressources
humaines.

L’Etat partie a également évoqué les progrés accomplis dans le cadre de la
deuxiéeme phase des programmes de réhabilitation et, notamment, grace a l'importante
contribution de I'Union européenne qui a permis de poursuivre les travaux de réhabilitation et
de sécurisation des trois mosquées du monument Al Farouk, des bibliométriques de
manuscrits anciens et les musées entre autres. Il est a noter aussi que la communauté
locale est particuliéerement impliquée et mobilisée ce qui est un gage central pour la réussite
des actions menées.

Dans le méme temps, la situation sécuritaire continue a étre toujours instable et
préoccupante, ce qui a de nouveau empéché d'effectuer une mission de suivi réactif
demandée par le Comité. Face a cette situation, comme déja mentionné pour le cas de
Djenné, il est proposé d’examiner la possibilité de mettre en place un programme de soutien
a distance a court terme afin de permettre un dialogue sur le renforcement des capacités et
I'élaboration de I'état de conservation souhaité en vue du retrait du bien de la Liste du
patrimoine mondial en péril.

Compte tenu de lI'importance de poursuivre dans cette voie, il vous est proposé de
renouveler un appel a la communauté internationale pour contribuer a la mise en ceuvre de
la deuxieme phase du Plan d’action pour la réhabilitation du patrimoine culturel et la
sauvegarde des manuscrits anciens du Mali 2017-2020.

Comme pour la ville ancienne de Djenné ce plan d’action pour la réhabilitation entre
dans le cadre de l'lnitiative pour le développement socio-économique et durable du Sahel
mise en place par la Directrice générale de TUNESCO, madame Audrey Azoulay, dont
I'objectif est de contribuer au développement socio-économique et durable de la sous-région
du Sahel, en tenant compte des priorités de I'éducation de la formation des jeunes et des
femmes, de la préservation du patrimoine culturel et de la promotion de la culture de la paix,
et surtout par le moyen de réduction des effets négatifs de I'immigration.

Le projet de décision pour ce bien se trouve dans le document de travail 7A aux
pages 45-46 pour la version frangaise et 44-45 pour la version anglaise.

Merci madame la présidente, je laisse la parole a I'Organisation consultative ».

ICOMOS :
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« L'ICOMOS salue les progrés accomplis pour la préservation de Tombouctou. Il
reconnait que I'Etat partie poursuit la mise en ceuvre des mesures correctives dans un
contexte trés difficile. Ces avancées concernent la conservation des mosqueées, I'entretien
des mausolées et la gestion du bien. Néanmoins, le cadre urbain traditionnel des trois
mosqguées est essentiel.

L’ICOMOS note que la présence militaire constitue une menace pour les batiments
alors que la mission culturelle de Tombouctou manque de techniciens qualifiés dans la
conservation d’édifices en terre. La mobilisation des autorités, de la communauté locale, la
pérennisation des savoir-faire et le renforcement des ressources de la mission culturelle sont
essentiels pour poursuivre et consolider ces avancées et préparer le bien au retour a des
conditions normales. L'ICOMOS souligne de nouveau et en particulier le besoin de
ressources pour épauler les magons locaux.

L'ICOMOS s'engage a soutenir I'Etat partie dans la situation actuelle. Par
conséquent, les Organisations consultatives appuient la possibilité de mettre en place un
programme de soutien a distance a court terme afin de permettre un dialogue sur le
renforcement des capacités et I'élaboration de I'état de conservation souhaité en vue du

retrait du bien de la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril.

Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Je vous remercie. Are there any comments or enquiries? Spain, please.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. | have a comment for both sites.
First of all, we would like to commend the Malian authorities for all the efforts they have
deployed in recovering and restoring these sites, given the very complex situation they are
in. Spain, through its cooperation agency, has supported the rehabilitation of Djenné and we
have taken due notes on all progress made in following the recommendations of the
Committee and of the Advisory Bodies.

We should be sending back a clear message from this meeting to partners in the
European Union and other places because great achievements have been made and we
would like to see the good work continue along these lines. Therefore, | should like to
reiterate my thanks to the stakeholders for all the efforts undertaken.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Bosnia.”

Bosnie- Herzégovine :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. On va étre tres bref. On voudrait juste
féliciter I'Etat partie pour tous les efforts qu’il a mis en ceuvre dans un contexte trés difficile.
Nous pensons que c’est un bon exemple qui montre comment avancer dans la bonne
direction ».
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. Our delegation would also like to add its
voice to all of those who have congratulated the concerned State Party and also to mention
that we do think all of the progress made in Timbuktu sets a good example on how important
it is for UNESCO to take actions so quickly.

In light of Resolution 23.7, referring to UNESCOQO’s strategy of preserving culture and
in the framework of the Convention on the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of
Armed Conflict; this is a good example of collaboration with the State Party accompanied by
the Secretariat.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now the floor goes to Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“The Republic of Tanzania’s delegation commends the State Party of Mali for its
commitment to protecting and conserving this World Heritage property, in particular the
historic town of Timbuktu and that of Djenné, in terms of the challenging situations it faces
and a shortage of resources.

The delegation of Tanzania congratulates the State Party for successfully preparing
the Conservation and Management Plan of 2018-2020 and the creation of the Management
System. We congratulate the State Party for the implementation of most corrective measures
and encourage the State Party of Mali to continue its determination and to finish the
implementation of the remaining corrective measures.

Excellency Chair, the Republic of Tanzania appeals to the international community to
continue accompanying the State Party in its effort to protect and preserve these human
treasures. The delegation of Tanzania commends the government of Spain and UNESCO for
the financial assistance that has produced positive results. They are well-documented in the
draft decision.

Finally, Excellence Chair, the United Republic of Tanzania believes that collective
efforts and constant discussion between State Parties, the Centre and the Advisory Bodies
are key for this achievement. The delegation of Tanzania encourages all parties to continue
their dialogue to achieve the objective of removing the Property of the in Danger List as soon
as possible."

The Chairperson:
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“Thank you very much. | now invite the Rapporteur and ask her whether there are any
amendments.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We have not received any amendments to the draft
decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now invite you to adopt Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.15
concerning the property. There is no objection; | therefore declare draft decision 42 COM
7A.15 adopted.

I will now invite Mr. Edmond Moukala to read the list of cultural properties inscribed

on the List of World Heritage in Danger located in the Africa region for which the reports are
proposed for adoption without discussion. Please you have the floor.”

Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. If | may, | think we still have item 15 that concerns
the Tomb of Askia.”

The Chairperson:

“Yes, please, go ahead.”

Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Can | also go ahead with the 157"

The Chairperson:

“YeS_”

Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Before | read the list of the sites without discussion, | have one last site, the Tomb of
Askia.

Ce rapport se trouve dans le document WHC/1842 COM 7A a la page 46 de la
version francgaise et page 45 de la version anglaise. Comme a été le cas pour Djenné et
Tombouctou, le rapport sur I'état de conservation du bien soumis par I'Etat partie en janvier
2018 avec un rapport complémentaire en mars 2018 a fait état de progrés important dans la
mise en ceuvre des mesures correctives. Dans ce cas-ci, huit des mesures sur dix ont
commencé a étre mise en ceuvre par rapport a seulement trois 'année précédente. On note
donc une avancée trés prononcée en moins de douze mois.

Ce bien a également bénéficié comme I'ensemble des biens maliens d’'une mise a
jour de son Plan de gestion et de conservation pour la période 2018-2022 toujours avec une
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forte implication de la communauté locale. Parmi les actions positives, on retiendra
également les mesures contre I'érosion hydrique, le nettoyage et la construction du mur de
cléture permettant de contrer les effets de dégradations de la nécropole de la mosquée et les
probléemes de salubrité de [I'esplanade. Néanmoins, ['érosion hydrique a entrainé
I'effondrement d’'une partie du toit de la mosquée des Hommes 'an passé. A aussi été relevé
le besoin d’'un mécanisme d’évaluation périodique de I'état de conservation du bien, y
compris des inspections reguliéres et 'importance de mobiliser des fonds pour la mise en
ceuvre de nouveaux plans de gestion et de conservation.

La situation sécuritaire de la zone de Gao n’ayant la encore pas permis d’effectuer de
suivi réactif demandé par le Comité, il est suggéré d’étudier la mise en place d'un
programme de soutien a distance a court terme afin de permettre un dialogue sur le
renforcement des capacités et d’élaboration de I'état de conservation du bien.

Il vous ait également proposé de renouveler un appel a la communauté internationale
pour contribuer a la mise en ceuvre du la deuxiéme phase du Plan d’action pour la
réhabilitation du patrimoine culturel et la sauvegarde des manuscrits anciens du Mali 2017-
2020. Comme pour Djenné et Tombouctou, ce Plan d’action a été pris en compte dans
I'Initiative de la directrice générale pour le projet G5 Sahel. Enfin, il est recommandé que le
Comité maintienne le bien sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril.

Le projet de décision pour ce bien se trouve dans le document de travail 7A
pages 48-49 pour la version frangaise et pages 47-48 pour la version anglaise.

Merci madame la présidente. Permettez de passer la parole a I'Organisation
consultative ».

ICOMOS:

“Thank you very much. ICOMOS welcomes the progress made on corrective
measures relating to management conservation and the involvement of local communities;
all of this in a very extremely difficult security context. We also commend the dedication of
the staff.

We do note with great concern the further collapse of the roof of the Men Mosque, the
third in recent years. Clearly, this degree of collapses is not good for the structure integrity or
authenticity of the comparatively small building. A major component of this small property,
which consists of the main tomb, two mosques, a necropolis and an open-air assembly
ground. The cause appears to be water ingress due to the lack of adequate regular
maintenance, which in turn is directly linked to the security situation and migration of people
away from the property with the lost of skilled masons. The positive news is that the whole
mosqgue was re-plastered in April this year.

As with Djenné, in response to these extremely challenging conditions, we support
the setting up of distance support programmes as a means of allowing dialogue and
capacity-building to strengthen resilience, as well as drafting the desired state of
conservation, now that essential progress is being made with the corrective measures.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now invite you to adopt decision 42 COM 7A.15. | would like
to know whether there are any objections and amendments from the Rapporteur. | give the
floor to Zimbabwe.”

139



Zimbabwe:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Just to join the others in congratulating the State Party on
the efforts being made. | asked for the floor to ask ICOMOS to tell in this area, where people
are using traditional materials to restore World Heritage sites, and in other areas that these
traditional materials are becoming very vulnerable to the elements. This is not just in
Timbuktu, but | think it is prevalent in many areas from our own experience. | think this would
be an area where we would need your guidance and advice on the issue of restoration and
the use of traditional materials and traditional methods and to know whether an alternative to
that is possible.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? Norway, please, you have the
floor.”

Norway:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Norway would just like to make a general comment on the
World Heritage properties in Mali. Despite the difficult situation on several levels, Mali
seemed to have managed to continue dialogue and collaboration with the international,
national and local partners. The latter is crucial as local communities’ participation strengthen
the sense of ownership and identity related to the property. We find the safeguarding actions
particularly important.

We congratulate Mali on the new management and conservation plans and the way
to configure its implementation, also in cooperation with the people who live close to the
World Heritage property.

Despite progress accomplished, it is urgent that more actions are taken. We therefore
particularly support the implementation of the second phase of the programme for the
rehabilitation of the cultural heritage and the safeguarding of the ancient manuscripts of Mali
as well as the possibility of setting up a short-term distance programme at the World Heritage

property.

Finally, we would like to congratulate Mali for having ensured that the tomb of Askia is
granted enhanced protection under the Hague Convention and the Second Protocol and
encourage the State Party to strive for the same legal protection for other relevant World
Heritage properties in its territory.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? | see none. We can now
adopt the decision. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.15 adopted.

I now invite Mr. Edmond Moukala to read the list of the cultural properties inscribed
on the List of World Heritage in Danger located in the Africa region for which the reports are
proposed for adoption without discussion.”
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Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. The list of cultural property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger located in the Africa region for which the reports are proposed for
adoption without adoption is the Tombs of Buganda’s Kings at Kasubi, Uganda.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Does the Committee have any objections on this report and
decision? | see none. | declare the decision read out adopted.

I would now like to ask whether any Observer delegations would like to express
themselves about one of the properties for which we have adopted the decision without
discussion.

I will now invite Ms. Nada Al-Hassan, Chief of the Arab States Unit of the World

Heritage Centre, to present the reports on the state of conservation of the cultural properties
located in the Arab States Region and opened for discussion. You have the floor.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Merci madame la présidente. Excellences, Mesdames et Messieurs, en abordant
I'état de conservation des biens irakiens inscrits sur la liste du patrimoine mondial en péril,
nous aimerions souligner que malgré la libération de toutes les régions d’lrak en 2017, le
patrimoine culturel du pays qui a subi d'importants dommages demeure menacé.

Le conflit a été caractérisé par de nombreuses destructions intentionnelles des sites
les plus emblématiques de notre civilisation. Sur les diapos vous pouvez voir la destruction
d’un fleuron de I'architecture islamique le mausolée de I'lmam Dour du site de Nimroud, ainsi
qu’Assour, Nabiyounes, Hatra, Samarra. Les combats qui ont permis la libération ont
engendré de grandes souffrances humaines et des centaines de milliers de réfugiées et de
déplacés.

Les institutions ont été affaiblies rendant difficiles la préservation et la gestion du
patrimoine culturel. Malgré les grands efforts nationaux qui sont déployés, la reconstruction,
le relevement et la stabilisation de I'lrak constituent une entreprise colossale, tant sur le plan
humain qu’opérationnel et elle requiert des moyens financiers et techniques aujourd’hui
largement insuffisant.

Les fouilles illégales et le trafic illicite des biens culturels irakiens demeurent un
probléme trés répandu, et ce malgré les résolutions du Conseil de sécurité de 'ONU relative
au moratoire sur le commerce de biens culturels irakiens depuis 2003.

L’Etat partie fait signe que la situation sécuritaire actuelle est stable ce qui permet de
lancer des travaux de restauration et de reconstruction, mais il souligne la nécessité de
missions techniques pour évaluer les dommages subis sur les biens du patrimoine mondial.
I demande que I'UNESCO et la communauté internationale, que vous représentez, les
universités et les institutions scientifiques et techniques s’engagent a ses cotés dans le
relevement de llrak et que 'UNESCO organise une conférence internationale sur le
patrimoine culturel irakien et sur la lutte contre le trafic illicite de ses biens.
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Cette conférence constituerait le suivi du Plan d’action que nous avons élaboré avec
les autorités irakiennes apres la libération des zones du nord. En outre, la directrice générale
de 'UNESCO a lancé Tlinitiative “Faire revivre Mossoul”, le relévement de la ville par la
culture et 'éducation. A la conférence internationale pour la reconstruction et la stabilisation
de I'lrak qui a eu lieu au Koweit en février dernier. Cette initiative phare est alignée sur le
mandat de 'TUNESCO visant a promouvoir la paix et la diversité culturelle dans le processus
de relevement apres les conflits grace a une vision inclusive et intégrée du relevement et de
la reconstruction. Elle vous sera présentée lors d’'un événement spécial le 30 juin a 19 h
pendant le Comité.

A cet égard, notons que 'UNESCO, le Comité du patrimoine mondial et le secteur
des sciences humaines, ONU Habitat et I'Organisation internationale du travail ont lancé en
avril dernier un programme conjoint sur la reconstruction post conflit dans les Etats arabes
alliant la planification urbaine intégrée, la dimension patrimoniale, culturelle et sociale et la
création d’emploi. Ce programme informera le travail de relévement et de la reconstruction
de I'lrak surtout dans les zones urbaines.

Madame la présidente, 'ICOMOS souhaiterait prendre la parole avant d’entamer la
discussion sur Hatra en Irak. Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please go ahead.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. ICOMOS and ICCROM acknowledge that armed conflict
has significantly damaged Iraq's cultural heritage with the actions of extremists groups
resolving in destruction and preventing important conservation work. It remains imperative
that all parties to the conflict refrain from any actions that would cause further damage.
Although the State Party advises that the current security situation is stable, the absence of
detailed information about the state of conservation for several years remains a serious
concern.

An assessment of the extended damage to Iragi World Heritage properties should be
undertaken to inform conservation, restoration and reconstruction work. ICOMOS guidance
on post recovery and reconstruction of World Heritage properties might assist in guiding this
process. With regard to capacity-building: Iragi professionals participated in ICCROM
courses, including a short course series organised by the ICCROM Sharjah office. Syrian
officials were also involved in activities held by ICCROM and ICOMOS on the topic of post-
conflict recovery.

It is important to recognise that basic humanitarian needs must be addressed and
dignified returns for displaced persons enabled. However, until properly informed
conservation programmes can be instigated, any further physical activities should be
confined to emergency protection measures which prevent further damage. It is highly
desirable that Member States of UNESCO support emergency safeguarding measures
including through the UNESCO Heritage Emergency Fund and that the State Party invites a
joint World Heritage Centre, the ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission, to address the
damage, to liaise with and advise the Iragi authorities as soon as the security situation
allows.

Thank you, madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | would like to know if you have any comments or questions or
clarifications. | see none. Did the Rapporteur receive any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you Madame Chairperson. We have not received any amendments.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Therefore | declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.19 adopted.”

Ms. Nada Al -Hassan:

« If you allow me Ms Chair, | did not have the opportunity to present the World
Heritage site of Hatra. | just presented the general report. Please, allow me to present,
although the decision has been adopted. | can still give the members an idea of the site.

Le site d’'Hatra en Irak. Le rapport sur I'état de conservation d’Hatra en Irak se trouve
dans le document 7 A page 50 en anglais et 53 en francais. Vous vous souvenez peut-étre
d’'images sur les réseaux sociaux de personnes en train de casser les sculptures qui étaient
sur les facades de ce site romain. Vous voyez ici sur les images avant et apres les
destructions intentionnelles.

L’Etat partie souligne le peu de progrés dans la protection du bien et fournit un
rapport supplémentaire d’évaluation rapide des dégats dus a I'occupation militaire du bien et
a des destructions en son sein de 2015 a 2017 et a des pillages surtout dans la maison des
fouilles.

Les actions préliminaires post-conflit requises dans le cas du site archéologique
d’Hatra n’ont pas encore été mises en ceuvre et demeurent nécessaires. |l s’agit de
I'identification des dégats et des mesures prioritaires, de la protection du point de vue
sécuritaire, de la collecte des fragments archéologiques et sculpturaux et de leurs
inventaires ainsi que des mesures de consolidation et de protection d’urgences. Ces actions
demeurent nécessaires aujourd’hui et il est urgent de les commencer.

Le projet de décision se trouve a la page 54 du document en anglais, 55 en francais.
Il réitére le besoin d’une évaluation détaillée des dégats et d’'une mission conjointe avec
ICOMOS. Il demande aussi & I'Etat partie de continuer sa consultation et ce dialogue qu'ils
ont toujours eus avec nous afin d’entreprendre des travaux de restauration en bonne et due
forme au sein du bien.

Madame la présidente, ICOMOS souhaiterait ajouter quelque chose avec votre
permission. Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. ICOMQOS, please.”

ICOMOS:
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“Thank you, madam Chair. ICOMOS and ICCROM regret that Hatra has been
significantly impacted by years of conflict. Although the current security situation is stable
and the September 2017 mission by the Iraqgi authority provided a general assessment, there
is still no thorough understanding of the extent of damage nor the state of conservation of the

property.

Pending the implementation of a comprehensive conservation project, physical
actions on site should be confined to emergency protection measures to prevent looting and
further damage or minimal intervention for protection and emergency stabilisation, especially
where collapses or further damage are imminent. It is highly desirable the State Party invites
a joint World Heritage Centre, the ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission, to further assess
the damage and to help the Iraqgi authority establish short and long-term proposals and goals,
including identification of the desired state of conservation for the removal of the property
from the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Ms. Nada Al -Hassan again regarding the
situation at the national level in Libya, followed by a presentation of the property.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan:

“Thank you, madam Chair.

Nous abordons maintenant les sites du patrimoine mondial de la Libye. Depuis 2014,
la Libye fait face a des situations de conflit et a des divisions qui menacent son patrimoine
culturel. Le Centre du patrimoine mondial s’est mobilisé depuis le début de la crise pour
soutenir les professionnels du patrimoine dans leurs efforts pour la sauvegarde des sites et
des musées du pays et notamment les cing biens inscrits sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial
dont vous voyez I'image a votre gauche.

Au cours de I'année passée, les professionnels libyens ont fait de grands efforts pour
mettre en place des mesures de protection, de restauration et de sensibilisation malgré des
conditions difficiles et le manque de moyens. Une stratégie nationale pour la protection du
patrimoine mondial et sa mise en ceuvre se fait sous la supervision du département des
Antiquités. L’Etat partie a préparé des cartes avec les limites de tous les biens ainsi que
leurs zones tampons et il a initié une discussion avec nous et ICOMOS pour la finalisation de
ces cartes. Ceci est crucial pour la gestion des biens.

Les travaux de conservation ont été mis en ceuvre ainsi que plusieurs activités de
renforcement des capacités dans la documentation, les inventaires, la restauration de
mosaique, la protection des collections des musées, etc. Comme vous le voyez sur la photo,
ceci se fait avec la société civile et les autorités locales notamment lors d’'une réunion des
cinq villes membres de I'Union des municipalités du patrimoine mondial, malgré les difficultés
de mouvement dans le pays, pour élaborer des mesures de protection commune. Nous
saluons leur engagement en ce sens.

Cependant de nombreux défis restent a relever en Libye. Le manque de financement,
la complexité pour le gouvernement de recevoir des fonds depuis I'étranger, la fuite des
cerveaux libyens, des capacités techniques limitées qui empéchent les Libyens d’effectuer
des actions soutenues sur le long terme.
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Les professionnels du patrimoine, selon leur propre terme, ont des besoins
importants de renforcement de capacité pour faire face aux menaces. Leurs attentes sont a
la hauteur de la complexité de la tache qui leur incombe, mais le soutien international tarde a
venir.

L’empiétement urbain et les constructions illégales demeurent une menace grave
pour certains sites comme Cyréne. Les fouilles illégales et les pillages des biens culturels
syriens continuent a étre trés préoccupants. La mobilisation de la communauté internationale
pour empécher ce trafic illicite est cruciale.

Dans la ville en terre de Ghadames, de fortes pluies survenues en décembre 2017
ont occasionné l'effondrement de murs de toits et dans certains cas de maisons entiéres,
tandis que d’autres maisons sont menacées d’effondrements en raison de l'effet domino
dans ce tissu urbain dense. Cet été, quand les températures vont augmenter, les matériaux
vont sécher et des effondrements sont attendus.

La situation reste préoccupante également dans le site d’art rupestre de Tadrat
Acacus qui se trouve sur le chemin de migrations qui se sont accrues ces dernieres années
en Libye, comme vous le savez. Les conditions de sécurité, les difficultés de gestion délicate
et de surveillance adéquate sur des superficies tres étendues sont autant de défis qui
empéchent de contrbler le vandalisme et le pillage déja important.

Notons que le site de Leptis Magna, grace a une documentation trés récente par une
équipe franco-libyenne, a montré qu’il est dans de bonnes conditions de conservation et,
bien entendu, nous nous en réjouissons. Il demeure essentiel que la mission conjointe avec
ICOMOS se rende sur tous les sites du patrimoine mondial dés que les conditions le
permettront.

Mesdames et messieurs, la situation extrémement difficile de ce pays diviser et
encore instable, faisant face aux défis du relevement et de la reconstruction de plusieurs de
ses villes endommagées nécessite votre soutien pour la protection de son patrimoine riche
et divers et dont seule une infime partie est inscrite sur notre Liste du patrimoine mondial. Un
soutien matériel, mais aussi moral de votre part en les félicitant pour leur engagement sans
faille.

Madame la présidente I'lCOMOS souhaite prendre la parole ».

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam chair. ICOMOS and ICCROM note with regret that the security
situation in Libya continues to hinder conservation. The Libyan World Heritage properties are
impacted by the consequences of inappropriate urban encroachment, flooding, looting,
graffiti and inadequate resources, all of which are exacerbated by armed conflict and
challenges in accessing in gaining definitive information.

The effort of the State Party and its agencies to delineate the boundary of the
properties and buffer zones is acknowledged and will be important for effective future
management. Also important is the work to develop a strategy for the protection of the Libyan
World Heritage properties building on the measures identified during the 2016 international
meeting on the Safeguarding of Libyan Cultural Heritage.

It is truly uplifting to understand the extent of community action that has occurred to
protect and extend first aid to Libyan World Heritage properties, despite the extremely
challenging circumstances. The actions of local authorities and local community members to
protect World Heritage sites are important steps towards long-term conservation and
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management. It is also important that long-term conservation is founded on a thorough
understanding and informed by experts’ advice.

Therefore, it is crucial that the local efforts are supported through increased
mobilisation of the international community to provide more financial and technical support
for remote training and related capacity-building. Capacity-building for Libyan professionals
has already occurred through patrticipation in ICCROM activities including a short course
series organised by the ICCROM Sharjah Office. In addition, ICCROM is working on a jointly
funded activity with the Prince Claus Fund on the restoration and recovery project which
concerns the capacity-building model for World Heritage properties in Libya.

The joint mission previously requested by the Committee should be sent to Libyan
World Heritage properties as soon as security measures improve. Thank you, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is back to Nada.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

“I will continue with the property of Sabratha.

Je me permets d’ajouter aussi que le Centre régional pour le patrimoine mondial a
Manama a également organisé un cours de formation pour les professionnels libyens, il y a
deux mois, et je les en remercie.

Le site archéologique de Sabratha : son rapport se trouve dans le document 7Add
pages 22 en anglais et en francais. Les combats aux abords du site de Sabratha ont cessé
et la situation sécuritaire s’est sécurisée dans la ville. Heureusement, car les extrémistes
armés menacent les sites et les ont occupés I'an dernier.

Les informations communiquées par I'Etat partie attestent de son engagement en
faveur de la conservation de ce site archéologique. L’étroite concertation actuellement
engagée avec le Centre du patrimoine mondial et ICOMOS pour élaborer les limites du site
et sa zone tampon est vraiment trés appréciée par nous. Il est recommandé a I'Etat partie
d’accorder la priorité a la finalisation de ces cartes et aux réglementations urbaines dans la
zone tampon afin de gérer et de contenir de maniere définitive le probleme de I'empietement
urbain.

Les dommages subis par le bien en raison du conflit armé, dont vous voyez certaines
images, avec des traces de balles sur les murs, ainsi que les difficultés rencontrées pour
améliorer la situation et mettre en ceuvre les mesures adéquates pour sa protection sont
réellement préoccupantes.

Le bien requiert une stratégie globale de gestion et de protection, de conservation
afin de mieux traiter les effets du conflit armé, le vandalisme, I'empiétement urbain, les
altérations dues aux conditions climatiques, I’humidité, sel, eau salée (car on est au bord de
la mer) et la croissance de la végétation.

Il est donc recommandé au Comité d’appeler la communauté internationale a
soutenir les actions de conservation et de protection de Sabratha. Il importe que I'Etat partie
poursuive ses efforts et qu’il tienne le Centre du patrimoine mondial informé sur la situation
sur le terrain et poursuive la mise en ceuvre des actions entreprises.
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Le projet de décision est soumis page 24 dans les deux langues et ICOMOS
souhaiterait prendre la parole avec votre permission madame la présidente ».

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. ICOMOS and ICCROM acknowledge the extraordinary
commitment towards the conservation of the archaeological site of Sabratha by the State
Party and all the actors, despite prevailing conflict and other challenging circumstances.

The ongoing close consultation that occurs with the World Heritage Centre and the
Advisory Bodies is appreciated and should continue. The State Parties should follow up the
work done in preparing a map of the property and of the buffer zone by submitting a
boundary clarification and minor boundary modification in line with Paragraph 164 of the
Operational Guidelines.

Further Encroachments remain an issue at this property. There are discrepancies in
the report on the extent of this issue highlighting the challenges that arise from lack of secure
access. The joint mission previously requested by the Committee should be sent as soon as
security conditions are met.

Assistance is also needed from the international community to provide further
financial and technical support through the UNESCO Heritage Emergency Fund to
implement the measures identified during the International meeting on the safeguarding of
Libyan Cultural Heritage held in May of 2016.

Thank you, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you have any comments? | see Tunisia and Kuwait.”

Tunisie :

[interprétation en francais] « Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. Puisque je prends la
parole pour la premiere fois aprés avoir écouté la présentation concernant les sites dans les
pays arabes, permettez-moi de saluer le Centre du patrimoine mondial. |l faut dire que la
région arabe, et c’est un euphémisme, connait une situation trés difficile. Je voudrais saluer
madame Al-Hassan et son équipe pour le travail effectué. Je voudrais également saluer les
Organes consultatifs pour le travail également mis en ceuvre.

Je voudrais parler des sites archéologiques de Libye. Dans ce sens, il ne faudrait pas
oublier de saluer les efforts déployés par I'Etat partie, par les instances locales en Libye. II
faudrait également prendre a leurs mesures les efforts déployés pour les sites cités par
madame Nada Al-Hassan que ce soit Sabratha, Leptis Magna ou d’autres.

Les efforts déployés par les autorités libyennes sont également & saluer dans un
contexte trés difficile. Il faudrait ainsi les aider afin d’empécher le trafic illicite des biens
culturels libyens, bien évidemment, dans une situation et des conditions trés difficiles.

Je n'oublierai pas de dire que nous déployons au niveau de mon pays, la Tunisie,
des efforts assez importants afin d’empécher ce trafic illicite des biens culturels libyens. I
faudrait que nous soyons tous aupres de la Libye pour lui offrir le soutien nécessaire afin
gu’elle puisse justement relever ces défis et pour quelle puisse renverser la situation et
également changer celle-ci de ses sites actuellement sur le site des biens en danger ».
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The Chairperson:

“I now give the floor to Kuwait.”

Kuwait:

“Thank you Chair. | will join the delegation from Tunisia and commend the State Party
of Libya for their efforts to protect and preserve significant historical and archaeological sites.
Many of them are in danger due to armed conflict as well as environmental factors, despite
difficult working conditions and hazardous security. We find that such cases are well-
deserving of urgent financial and technical support from various bodies.

We thank the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for their effort in
supporting the Cultural Heritage sites in Libya. Madame Chair, | would like to hear more from
the State Party, and | request your permission to give them the floor to clarify things
regarding the sites in question.”

The Chairperson:

“Is there anyone from Libya who would like to comment or anyone who would like to
speak on behalf of Libya? | give the floor to the representative of Libya.”

Libya:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Libya is pleased to invite ICCROM, ICOMOS and the
World Heritage Centre to Libya in order to visit our archaeological sites. With respect to
clarifications, consultation with the State Parties will continue. The State of Libya promises
that it will continue the conservation of the site when it comes to setting the boundaries or
buffer zone.

We would also like to thank the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for
what they said regarding the effort made by the government of Libya. We would also like to
have the sites taken off the List of sites in Danger. The efforts that we have made and the
initiatives taken have been recognised by the Committee.

We can say that since 2017 the situation has greatly improved. The situation was
stabilised thanks to the work of the police and security forces of the government of Libya. We
have taken the first steps to guarantee proper watching of our sites, including electronic
surveillance. We already have plans and are in steady contact with the UNESCO regional
office in Cairo to pursue this joint effort for heritage.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“I give the floor to the representative of the NGOs.”
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“Thank you madam Chair for giving me the opportunity as representative of World
Heritage Watch to express our concern on the Libyan World Heritage sites. As UNESCO
knows, there is a list of threats to the property which are mainly due to political instability in
Libya. Therefore, to conserve these properties and avoid serious consequences, we call on
the World Heritage Committee to request the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies
to urge the State Party to invite a World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring
mission to inspect and evaluate the five Libyan World Heritage sites as a matter for
immediate action and consider this an opportunity for the mission to meet with the
representatives of civil society and local communities.

Also, we urge UNESCO to work with the State Party to develop a World Heritage

Management Plan for the five sites following consultation with national and municipal
authorities and the local community. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.23 adopted.

The floor is again to Ms. Nada Al-Hassan to give us a report on the situation at the
national level in the Syrian Arab Republic. Thank you.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Madame la présidente, permettez-vous que je réponde aux deux questions qui ont
été posées sur les sites libyens, sur la sortie possible de la Liste en péril 'année prochaine ?
Je vous remercie.

Je souhaiterais répondre trés rapidement d’abord en vous remerciant pour vos
félicitations nous ne faisons que notre travail pour lequel vous nous faites confiance. Nous
pensons, et je suis sir que 'ICOMOS est d’accord avec nous, que les sites libyens comme
Leptis Magna et Sabratha vont bien. Que la ville de Ghadameés a été trés affectée par les
inondations et qu’elle ne va pas trés bien, malheureusement. Mais qu’il est nécessaire que
nous allions en mission tous ensemble pour évaluer et travailler sur les problémes. Nous
allons maintenir avec I'Etat partie un dialogue constructif cette année, avant le Comité de
'année prochaine, afin de discuter de cette question du danger ou non d’'un ou de deux sites
actuellement, donc dans I'ensemble en bon état. Je vous remercie madame la présidente.

Je passe maintenant a la Syrie, a la décision générale sur les biens du patrimoine
mondial de la République arabe syrienne. La décision générale sur les biens du patrimoine
mondial de la République arabe syrienne se trouve dans le document 7A.Add page 53 et 54,
elle contient un rapport sur 'ensemble des biens syriens inscrits sur la Liste du patrimoine
mondial en péril, mais aussi sur la Liste indicative de la Syrie.

Le conflit armé en Syrie a commencé en 2011 il a et continue d’engendrer une crise
humanitaire de grande envergure, des centaines de milliers de morts, plusieurs millions de
réfugiés et de déplacés. Il a aussi causé de nombreux dégats au patrimoine culturel et a été
caractérisé par des époques de destructions intentionnelles du patrimoine qui ont marqué
vos esprits. Nous pouvons voir ici le théatre de Palmyre détruit intentionnellement par
exemple.

Le site de I'ancienne ville de Bosra se trouve dans une situation assez stable depuis
I'an dernier, méme s’il a subi des fouilles illégales et une inondation récente dans les cours
adjacentes a 'amphithéatre romain. Les communautés locales y ont mené des travaux de
restauration sur certains batiments historiques et nous nous préoccupons des méthodes de
restauration, nous espérons qu’elles se limitent a la consolidation. Aujourd’hui, Bosra se
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trouve cependant dans une zone propice au combat et son sort reste trés hautement
menaceé.

Dans l'ancienne ville de Damas, plusieurs petits incendies ont été reportés, ils ont
endommagé des batiments historiques et des boutiques situés au sein du bien et dans des
faubourgs historiqgues formant la zone tampon. Ces incendies sont préoccupants, car il
démontre que les mesures de réduction des risques peinent a étre mise en place. Il en
résulte des restaurations rapides effectuées avec des matériaux disponibles mais
inadéquats. Quant au batiment du XIX® siecle appelé la banque ottomane qui avait été
affecté par un incendie en 2016 et briilé, le projet révisé soumis par I'Etat partie est conforme
a nos attentes et celles des Organes consultatifs.

Dans le site du patrimoine mondial du Crac des chevaliers et Qal’at Salah EIl-Din, un
site sériel, on note que les travaux de restauration sur lesquels nous étions d’accord I'an
dernier, ont, par contre, peut étre été réalisé d’'une maniére un peu héative, car nous avons vu
des restaurations définitives qui ne bénéficies pas des méthodes les plus compatibles avec
les exigences qualitatives d’un site du patrimoine mondial.

A Qal’at Salah EI-Din, site a I'abri du conflit tout le long, la direction générale des
Antiquités et des Musées nous a soumis un projet préliminaire qui prévoit la mise en ceuvre
d’équipements touristiques et d’un téléphérique au sein du bien, ce qui représenterait une
menace pour sa Valeur universelle exceptionnelle et nous I'avons bien signifié & I'Etat partie
avec l'aide technique de I''COMOS.

Concernant Palmyre, la direction des Antiquités et des Musées qui gére ce site a
évalué les dégats supplémentaires causés par des destructions intentionnelles une
deuxiéme fois sur le site et qui ont causé la destruction du tétrapyle et d’une partie de la
scéne du théatre que nous voyons ici. Un projet pour la protection de Palmyre serait
envisagé avec une fondation basée en Russie. |l est important de protéger Palmyre et
d’entamer sa restauration. Il est nécessaire que tout projet envisagé a Palmyre soit transmis
au Centre du patrimoine mondial pour évaluation par les Organes consultatifs, et ce avant le
début des travaux.

Concernant les douze sites inscrits sur la Liste indicative de la Syrie, 'Etat partie
indique que le gouvernement a pris le contrdle des sites de Mari et de Dura Europos et il
confirme que les dommages rapportés les années précédentes étaient bien réels. A savoir
des fouilles illicites et des dommages au Palais royal de Mari du troisieme millénaire Av-J.C.
Dans la ville de Maaloula, sur la Liste indicative, la municipalité et le PNUD ont complété la
réhabilitation des infrastructures de la ville.

Depuis la 41° session du Comité I'an dernier, TUNESCO continue de sensibiliser la
communauté internationale a la destruction du patrimoine en Syrie. Dans le cadre du projet
Sauvegarde d’'urgence du patrimoine culturel syrien que finance I'Union européenne et qui
arrive a sa fin avec le cofinancement des Flandres et de I'Autriche et grace au Fonds
d’'urgence de 'TUNESCO, dont nous remercions tous les contributeurs, nous avons organisé
plusieurs ateliers de formation, poursuivi la documentation et I'évaluation des dommages et
soutenu la mise en ceuvre des travaux de consolidation d’'urgence notamment dans la
citadelle d’Alep.

Mesdames et messieurs, la situation en Syrie demeure trés difficile rendant une
mission de suivi réactif sur place impossible pour le moment et limitant considérablement
nos capacités de soutien technique et d’intervention. Le conflit armé continue dans plusieurs
zones de la série pouvant mener a des destructions et dommages ultérieurs.

Danse ce contexte nous saluons le travail soutenu des professionnels du patrimoine
en Syrie et des communautés locales qui ont maintenu leurs efforts pour protéger leurs
patrimoines et en assurer I'étroite surveillance autant que faire se peut. Les ressources
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financiéres et humaines sont énormes face a 'ampleur de la tache pour le relevement des
villes historiques et la restauration du patrimoine selon les normes internationales
scientifiques et techniques.

Le projet de décision est soumis page 56 en anglais et 57 en francais et prie
instamment toutes les parties liées a la situation en Syrie, au conflit, de s’abstenir de toutes
actions susceptibles de causer de nouveaux dégats au patrimoine mondial et de s’acquitter
de leurs obligations conformément au droit international. Il invite en outre la communauté
internationale a apporter son soutien accru a la sauvegarde du patrimoine syrien et a mettre
fin au fléau du trafic illicite en conformité avec les résolutions du Conseil de sécurité de
'ONU les Conventions de TUNESCO de 1954 et de 1970.

Madame la présidente, ICOMOS souhaite prendre la parole s’il vous plait. »

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Armed conflict in Syria since 2011 has constantly
escalated, leading to significant degradation of humanitarian conditions and ongoing
damaged to the six inscribed properties and those on the Syrian Tentative list. The Syrian
properties have increasingly been threatened by ascertained and potential dangers, in
particular the ancient city of Aleppo, which has been extensively damaged. There is now a
re-looming risk of further irreversible damage and impact during the forthcoming recovery
phase. Because access is limited, the full extend of damage to the World Heritage properties
cannot be thoroughly assessed. In particular, the ancient villages of northern Syria and the
ancient city of Bosra remain in combat zones.

Emergency first aid work has occurred, for example at the Chapel of Crac des
Chevaliers and Qal'at Salah EI-Din. The ancient city of Damascus has been subject to fire
damage and in Palmyra. It is important that work be limited to urgent interventions pending
improvement of the city’s security situation and essential detailed studies and project
scoping.

At the same time, illegal excavations across archaeological sites continue to be a
major source for the illicit trafficking of cultural objects that causes extensive and irreversible
damage to those sites. ICOMOS and ICCROM have supported and will continue to support
the State Party to safeguard cultural heritage. A range of projects have been undertaken
within the framework of the emergency safeguarding of the Syrian cultural heritage project
co-financed by Flanders and Austria and the capacity-building technical and media support
for the protection of Syrian cultural heritage workshops in Beirut and Berlin, implemented in
collaboration with German agencies.

Capacity-building for Syrian professionals has also occurred through participation in
ICCROM activities, such as, for example, a short course series organised by the ICCROM
Sharjah Office and the International course on stone conservation. UNESCO also provides
stone conservation training in Aleppo. Syrian officials have been involved in activities held
both by ICOMOS and ICCROM on the topic of conflict recovery.

It is regrettable that the joint World Heritage Centre, ICCROM and ICOMOS’ Reactive
Monitoring mission in March 2017 could not take place in view of security concerns. All
parties to the conflict should refrain from any action which further jeopardize what is already
a severely impacted cultural heritage. International and national heritage professionals
should continue to work for the safeguarding of Syria's cultural heritage and to provide further
support through funding projects and contributing to UNESCO Heritage Emergency Funds.

Thank you, madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you have any comments? | see none. The Rapporteur,
please.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We have received no amendments to the decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.36 adopted.
Ms. Nada Al-Hassan you have the floor again to present the next property, which is the
situation at the national level in the Syrian Republic.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Je vais donc maintenant aborder I'état de conservation dans I'ancienne ville d’Alep
qui se trouve dans le document 7A.Add page 37 en anglais et en frangais. Alep, ville
dévastée souvent comparait a juste titre a Varsovie ou Berlin aprés la Deuxieme Guerre
mondiale, a subi jusqu’en décembre 2016 des dégats et une destruction d’'une vaste étendue
qui ont lourdement affecté sa population et son patrimoine culturel.

Je vous rappelle qu’en janvier 2017, TUNESCO avait effectué une visite a Alep et y
avait installé deux responsables de liaison dans les domaines de la culture et de I'éducation.
Le document devant vous énumeére les mesures prises et les défis rencontrés par les
autorités nationales depuis la 41° session du Comité du patrimoine mondial.

Aujourd’hui, les rues sont encore largement encombrées de débris, les structures
endommagées s’effondrent faute de moyens pour les consolidations d’urgence. Les
habitants de retour a Alep ont commencé la restauration et la reconstruction de leurs
maisons et boutiques, mais leur sécurité est mise en cause par la situation précaire de
nombreux batiments ayant subi les effets de destructions souterraines ou, pourrait-on dire,
d’explosions souterraines de grande envergure.

De plus les matériaux traditionnels sont rares et les autorités locales ne peuvent
assurer la qualité et le suivi nécessaire pour les travaux en cours. Avec le soutien de
FTUNESCO, la Syrie a effectué une évaluation précise des dommages sur 170 batiments
historiques et elle supervise le trie et la sauvegarde des décombres.

Actuellement, le Centre du patrimoine mondial et UNITAR, notre agence sceur avec
son programme sur les images satellites, UNOSAT, sont en train de finaliser ensemble
I'évaluation des dégats a Alep a partir d'images satellites étudiées et interprétées grace a un
travail minutieux d’historiens de I'architecture.

L’'UNESCO, en collaboration avec la fondation Aga Khan pour la culture, a mené un
atelier de formation professionnelle a la magonnerie et taille de pierre afin d’allier technique
de restauration et création d’emploi. La vie reprend petit a petit a Alep. Soulignons que
malgré les recommandations opérationnelles et la feuille de route qui avaient été formulées
avec l'aide de 'TUNESCO et les Organes consultatifs a Beyrouth en mars 2017, il ressort
pour le moment que les actions entreprises a Alep sont éparses et ne suivent pas de
stratégie planifiée et qu'un plan de travail concerté matérialisant une vision pour la ville, un
projet intégrer pour son relévement et sa reconstruction font défaut. Tout comme un
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mécanisme de coordination participatif et efficace entre les parties impliquées dans le
redressement de la ville.

De plus, les projets de restauration en cours, comme dans la grande mosquée
d’Alep, sont entrepris sans concertation avec le Centre du patrimoine mondial et les Organes
consultatifs ce qui nous précocement beaucoup. Le 7 juin, les autorités syriennes ont soumis
au centre du patrimoine mondial un document complémentaire intitulé Plan d’intervention sur
la ville d’Alep. Le document énumeére les étapes qu’elles comptent mener a Alep d'ici la fin
de 'année 2018 : I'évaluation des plans directeurs existants, une base de donnée, évaluation
des dommages, gestion des décombres, des risques, etc. ainsi que 'amendement de la
réglementation en vigueur.

C’est un développement positif, mais c’est une information trés récente. Ce rapport
mentionne également I'implication des communautés locales que nous ne mentionnerons
jamais assez, l'indisponibilité des matériaux de construction et les besoins en formation,
ainsi que la nécessité de créer une structure financiére dédiée a la reconstruction de la ville.

Mesdames et messieurs, le réle de premier plan que joua la ville d’Alep dans la vie
en Syrie depuis des siécles tant comme centre urbain de vie sociale et culturelle et spirituelle
et comme carrefour économique et d’échange devra étre pris en compte pour renforcer la
paix et permettre la résilience des populations qui ont survécu a la guerre.

Face a 'urgence de la situation et afin d’éviter des détériorations supplémentaires du
tissue urbain, il est crucial que les autorités commencent a travailler sur les consolidations
d’'urgences pour assurer la sécurité des habitants et qu’elles entreprennent une planification,
intégrée et structurée pour la ville avec toutes les parties prenantes. La mise en ceuvre de la
feuille de route que nous avons élaborée avec les professionnels syriens en mars 2017
devra étre assurée aussi bien dans ses volets relatifs a la planification stratégique qu’au
volet concernant les aspects opérationnels.

D’autres réunions de planification et de soutien technique pourront avoir lieu en
dehors de la Syrie puisque les conditions ne nous permettent pas de nous y rendre
aujourd’hui.

Le projet de décision vous est soumis page 39 en anglais et 40 en francais et
I'ICOMOS souhaiterait prendre la parole avec votre permission madame la présidente.

Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. ICOMOS you have the floor.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. ICOMOS notes that some shop and home owners are
now returning to their properties, which is a positive sign. We also know that the prevailing,
extremely challenging circumstances mean there is very limited control of building practices
and, moreover, building permits are readily available. All this must be set against the
background that some 33 per cent of the buildings are already destroyed or mostly
destroyed, and 34 per cent heavily damaged. This means there is only 25 per cent that are in
quite good condition, while at the same time more buildings have collapsed on a regular
basis from the lack of emergency consolidation.
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The work undertaken on new buildings and also on restoration and conservation, as
you just heard, is being done on an ad hoc basis, without any overall agreed planning
context because of the vacuum caused by the conflict. It would clearly be highly beneficial if
an overall strategy or strategic recovery approach could be drawn up before improved
circumstances allowed major restoration and building programmes at a pace that might be
difficult to control.

ICOMOS is ready and willing to join with the World Heritage Centre in collaborating
with the State Party on the development of such a recovery strategy on a distance basis if
that is the best way of communicating in the current circumstances.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? | see none. Rapporteur, did you
receive any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair we have received no amendments.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare draft decision 42 COM 7A.30 adopted.
Once again the floor is to Nada Al-Hassan for the third site in Syria.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Merci madame la présidente. Je vais donc vous présenter I'état de conservation
des villages antigues du nord de la Syrie. Ce rapport est page 46 en anglais et 47 en
francais dans le document 7A.Add.

Le conflit armé s’est intensifié ces derniers mois dans la région de la Syrie dans
laguelle sont situés ces villages antiques, villages byzantins, post-Romain du IV¢ siécle.
L’acces a ces sites demeure impossible. Depuis la 41¢ session du Comité du patrimoine
mondial, ces villages ont subi des dommages et des destructions liés au conflit armé. Des
épisodes de destructions intentionnelles, de fouilles illégales, de constructions illégales
transformant les ruines antiques en refuges pour les déplacés et autres exactions. Certains
villages ont été utilisés a des fins militaires et ajoutons a cela que les habitants souvent
démantelent des structures antiques et pillent les pierres anciennes pour les réemployer
dans de nouvelles constructions.

Cependant, soulignons que les communautés locales coopérent avec la direction des
Antiquités et des Musées pour protéger et surveiller ce bien en série et donnent souvent
I'alerte.

Le projet de décision est page 47 en anglais et 48 en francais. Il relate notre vive
préoccupation face a l'intensification du conflit dans la région ou est situé ce bien en série et
I'aggravation de son état de conservation ainsi que le manque d’information détaillée sur les
dommages subis.

Madame la présidente, 'ICOMOS souhaiterait prendre la parole s’il vous plait ».
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ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. ICOMOS and ICCROM regret the conflict in Syria
continues to cause significant damage to its inscribed World Heritage properties. The ancient
villages of northern Syria are less prominently reported than other Syrian properties in
inactive combat zones. The components of the property are subject to unauthorised
excavation and the reuse of archaeological material for illegal construction. Lack of access
obstructs understanding of the damage, although the reported efforts of local communities to
monitor and protect the property despite tragic humanitarian circumstances should be
acknowledged.

All parties to the conflict should be urged to refrain from any actions that could cause
any damage to the property, particularly any usage for military purposes. As with the other
Syrian properties on the list of World Heritage in Danger a joint World Heritage Centre,
ICOMOS and ICCROM’'s Reactive Monitoring mission to this property would be highly
desirable as soon as the security situation improves.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments on the last property in Syria? | see
none. Rapporteur are there any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We have received no amendments to the decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.33 adopted as
agreed. Once again, Ms. Nada Al-Hassan, you have the floor to present the next property,
which is the situation at the national level in Yemen.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Merci madame la présidente. Nous abordons I'état de conservation des biens du
Yémen. Mesdames et messieurs le conflit au Yémen a éclaté en 2015, mais ces effets sur le
peuple yéménite sont déja tres importants. Le patrimoine nombreux et précieux du Yémen
subit des dégats irréversibles a cause du conflit et reste sous la menace constante d’étre
détruit par le conflit armé et le déclin socio-économique. Dans ce qui est actuellement 'une
des crises humanitaires des plus aigués.

Vous voyez sur I'écran des villages et les dégats subis par les sites du patrimoine
mondial comme Shibam au Yémen et ceux de la Liste indicative comme Marib et Saada.
Malgré ces difficultés, les professionnels du patrimoine du Yémen accomplissent des efforts
louables pour la sensibilisation des populations locales comme a Zabid site du patrimoine
mondial avec la documentation des dégats, comme a Sana’a site du patrimoine mondial, la
capitale, et 'amélioration de la gouvernance comme dans I'archipel de Socotra. Toutefois, la
pression du conflit, les défis de la gouvernance, le manque de moyens financiers et la
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situation sécuritaire toujours instable du pays sont autant de freins a la protection du
patrimoine culturel et naturel du Yémen.

Dans ce contexte, le Comité est invité & appeler les parties du conflit & respecter
leurs engagements internationaux en évitant de cibler et militariser le patrimoine. L'appui de
la communauté internationale est aussi requis ici pour préparer le relevement du Yémen et
sa reconstruction ainsi que la préservation de son patrimoine culturel et naturel et la
prévention du trafic illicite en provenance du Yémen.

Notons le commencement imminent d’'un projet de TUNESCO financé par I'Union
européenne pour la conservation du patrimoine et la création d’emplois en particulier chez
les jeunes les femmes et les groupes vulnérables.

Madame la présidente ICOMOS souhaiterait prendre la parole sur cette partie
introductive ».

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Armed conflict and political and socioeconomic
disturbances combined with a lack of organised national support and resources continue to
obstruct effective heritage management and physical conservation at the Yemeni World
Heritage properties as well as taking a huge humanitarian toll.

The historic town of Zabid has continued to be affected by the escalation of conflict.
The earthen architecture of the old walled city of Shibam remains highly vulnerable, with
flood damage needing substantial physical conservation action. The Old City of Sana’a has
endured further impact from conflict and increasing social and economic decline.

The General Authority for the Preservation of Historic Cities in Yemen and local
actors have been involved in damage assessment, documentation, first aid interventions and
communication. However, it has not been possible to progress to finalisation of the draft
National Strategy for the Preservation of Historic Sites and Monuments, nor, the Emergency
Action Plan for Safeguarding of Yemen’s Cultural Heritage adopted at the UNESCO experts’
meeting in July of 2015.

In the short term, the security situation severely limits options for substantive
capacity-building; the preparatory training offers opportunities to prepare for longer-term
sustainable solutions. In this regard, programmes such as the training of Yemeni experts
arranged through the UNESCO Regional Office in Doha, in coordination with the Oxford
University school of Archaeology, delivered in Jordan in August of 2017 and the international
training course on Disaster Risk Management of cultural heritage organised in cooperation
with UNESCO, ICOMOS, ICORP and ICOMOS, can help build capacity.

Resources such as the ICOMOS provisional guidelines on post-trauma recovery and
reconstruction of World Heritage properties offer useful guidance. Additional training and
access to expert advice would be needed. ICOMOS and ICCROM stand ready to assist;
support from the international community remains essential for capacity-building to conduct
adequate preventative conservation measures. Joint Reactive Monitoring missions
undertaken in response to the open invitation from the State Party would be highly desirable
as soon as the security situation improves.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:
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“Thank you very much. Are there any comments on the issue of Yemen? We will now
talk about the Old City of Sana’a and the floor is back to Ms. Nada Al-Hassan.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Merci madame la présidente. Le rapport sur I'état de conservation du bien de la
vielle ville de Sana'a se trouve dans le document 7A.Add page 60 en anglais et 62 en
francais.

Le conflit armé et socio-économique mentionné préalablement menace gravement la
valeur universelle exceptionnelle de Sana’a, ville capitale. La situation dégradée au sein du
bien pour les habitants avant tout et pour l'intégrité de la ville est trés préoccupante. Les
nouvelles constructions non réglementées et les restaurations ou reconstructions
inadéquates meénent progressivement a la perte de l'authenticité du bien et menacent par
conséquent la valeur universelle exceptionnelle qu’il posséde.

Bien que le Centre du patrimoine mondial et 'ICOMOS aient apporté leur soutien a
des plans de reconstruction pour Sana’a pour ce quartier détruit sur cette photo, a travers
des préconisations techniques pour la restauration et la reconstruction, les besoins de
solution rapide pour des abris, dans une situation de conflit, et le manque de gouvernance
ne permettent pas [l'utilisation des techniques et matériaux de construction adéquats
aujourd’hui. En outre, dans certains cas, la faible gouvernance laisse libre cours a des
reconstructions abusives comme illustrées.

Compte tenu des conditions de sécurité et de la difficulté d’organiser une mission
conjointe de suivi réactif, le projet de TUNESCO pour la conservation du patrimoine et la
création d’emploi chez les jeunes financé par I'Union européenne devrait, nous I'espérons,
permettre de faire des progrés en matiére de protection, de restauration, de formation et de
conjuguer conservation d’une part et progrés économique durable de l'autre.

Le projet de décision vous est soumis a la page 59 en anglais et 64 en francais.
L’ICOMOS souhaiterait prendre la parole, madame la présidente. »

ICOMOS:

“Thank you, madam Chair. The Old City of Sana’a continues to suffer from the impact
of continuing armed conflict and political and social economic disturbances, the effect of
which are exacerbated by minimal organisational support and lack of resources. The
situation within the property for both residents and historic buildings remains dire.

The General Authority for the Preservation of Historic Cities in Yemen has undertaken
an important inventory of work, but much-needed emergency interventions have not been
possible. The World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM have supported reconstruction
plans to sustain shelters for inhabitants and provide the technical guidelines that reconcile
the provisions of basic shelters and services with a need to restoring and reconstructing
damaged buildings based on surveys and documentation using traditional construction
techniques and materials.

While the imperative of providing shelters and accommodation for those who have
lost their homes is acknowledged, unregulated new constructions and inadequate
restorations threaten incremental impacts on the Outstanding Universal Value of the
property. Joint Reactive Monitoring missions undertaken in response to the open invitation of
the State Party are highly desirable as soon as the security situation allows.

Thank you madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or clarifications? | see none.
Rapporteur, are there any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We have not received any amendments to the draft
decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.38 adopted as
agreed.

I now invite Ms. Nada Al-Hassan to read the list of the cultural properties inscribed on

the List of World Heritage in Danger located in the Arab States region for which the reports
are proposed for adoption without discussion.”

Madame Nada Al-Hassan :

« Merci madame la présidente. Ces biens dans les états arabes sont : Abou Mena
en Egypte, Assour (Qal'at Shergat) en Irak, la ville archéologique de Samarra en Irak, le site
archéologique de Cyréne en Libye, le site archéologique de Leptis Magna en Libye,
'ancienne ville de Ghadamés en Libye, les sites rupestres de Tadrart Acacus en Libye, le
lieu de naissance de jésus : I'église de la nativité et la route de pélerinage, Bethléem en
Palestine, Palestine terre des oliviers et des vignes paysage culturel du sud de Jérusalem —
Battir (Palestine), ancienne ville de Bosra, République arabe de Syrie, ancienne ville de
Damas, République arabe de Syrie, Le Crac des chevaliers et Qalat Salah EI-Din,
République arabe de Syrie, Le Site de Palmyre, République arabe de Syrie, la ville
historique de Zabid au Yémen et I'ancienne ville de Shibam et son mur d’enceinte au
Yémen.

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections from the Committee on this list of
state of conservation? | see none. | declare the decision read out adopted.

I would now like to ask whether any Observer delegations would like to express
themselves about one of the properties for which we have adopted the decision without
discussion. Have you got any comments? There does not seem to be any.

For our first site in the Asia-Pacific; | would like to give the floor to the delegation of
China to indicate to us the reasons why it wished to open the report on the Tropical
Rainforest Heritage of Sumatra (Indonesia) for discussion. You have the floor.”

China:
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“Thank you, madam Chair. Before we start examining the items on the current list
related to the state of conservation report of the natural properties inscribed on the List of
World Heritage in Danger, China would like to suggest inviting the delegation of Indonesia to
provide more information on item 7A.40, the Tropical Rainforest of Sumatra in Indonesia,
based on two main reasons.

First, the concerned State Party only received the full report drafted by IUCN when
this Advisory Body accomplished its Reactive Monitoring mission to the site in April of 2018.
There is a need to update on follow-up efforts that the party is about to take after the mission.

Second, prior to follow-up on the much-appreciated recommendations, the State
Party also feels obliged to make a statement and an oral response to the report, as well as to
the draft decision. We are of the opinion that the best forum to do this is in this current
session. Therefore, China would greatly appreciate it if the Committee would allow the State
Party, Indonesia, to take the floor and make a brief statement in response to the IUCN report.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections before | give the floor to Brazil?”
Brazil:
“Thank you, madam Chair. We would just like to second the proposal made by China

so that we can hear the delegate for the clarification presented by Indonesia. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Indonesia.”

Indonesia:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson, for giving me the floor and allowing me to update
you and the members of the Committee on the progress of Indonesia’s efforts to restore the
condition of the Tropical Rainforest Heritage of Sumatra. At the onset, | would like to convey
Indonesia’s appreciation to IUCN on the positive outcome of the Reactive Monitoring mission
organised in April of 2018.

First, for the past eight years we have rehabilitated and restored more than 7,000 ha
of areas in the tropical rainforest heritage of Sumatra. We have committed ourselves to
continue with this rehabilitation.

Second, to prevent forest loss and forest encroachment, for some years we have
developed and strengthened community participations and restorations of the sites with new
paradigms and new methods such as placing the local community as subjects in the
conservation effort, promoting local culture and employing scientifically-based decision
support systems.

We also improved site management through target-oriented performance. For

example, our designated target is to restore 8,888 hectares of degraded areas in Gunung
Leuser and develop community-based tourism in Bukit Baristan National Park.
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Third, the government of Indonesia is committed not to grant permits with regard to
exploration of energy within the property.

Fourthly, both local and central government have worked together to prioritise the
prevention of further deforestation and forest degradation in the Park of the entire Leuser
ecosystem.

Fifth, with respect to two road upgrade projects in the property, Indonesia remains
committed not to allow any negative impact to the Outstanding Universal Value of the
property. Our national law has regulated the institutions of Strategic Environmental Impact
Assessment to ensure that the sustainable development goals are indicated in the plan.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Mr. Guy Debonnet, Chief of the Nature,
Sustainable Tourism and Outreach Unit of the World Heritage Centre, and IUCN to respond
to this comment. You have the floor.”

IUCN:

“Thank you, madam Chair. IUCN would also like to thank the State Party for the
gracious hosting of the mission, which was indeed very successful, and we have taken note
of the additional comments just provided and are pleased to note the various commitments
that Indonesia has taken as a State Party for the protection of the World Heritage property.

I did not pick up on any specific concerns with the draft decision which is before the
Committee. | would therefore just like to say that IUCN is also committed to continuing to
support the State Party in addressing the concerns raised in terms of the conservation of this
serial World Heritage site in Sumatra.

Thank you, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? | now invite you to adopt Draft
Decision 42 COM 7A.40 concerning this property. There are no comments, | therefore
declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.40 adopted.

| invite Mr. Guy Debonnet to present the next report. You have the floor, please.”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you, madam Chair. The next site is East Renell in the Solomon Islands. The
7A.Add report can be found in your working document, on page 17 of the English and 18 of
the French version. Regrettably, the State Party did not submit any report on the state of
conservation of this property as requested by the Committee at its 41% session. In the
absence of the report, the current situation at the property can unfortunately not be
evaluated.

On the 3" of May, 2018, the World Heritage Centre received a letter from an
indigenous group noting that in its recent council meeting, the group decided to withdraw all
its customary land from the property in East Renell. This raises serious concerns on the
practical modalities of customary ownership management and decision-making.
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The property remains one of the few to be inscribed on the World Heritage List with a
traditional customary governance system and ensuring that the rights of customary land
owners and land users are fully respected is therefore crucial for securing the long-term
conservation of the property’s Outstanding Universal Value.

On May 16" the Centre asked the State Party to request further information on this
issue. On June 19", just before the Committee, a meeting was organised with the
Ambassador of the Solomon Islands in Paris. The Ambassador noted the limited possibility of
the government to address this issue, as traditional land owners have the legal right to
decide on the use of their traditional land. He also noted that the State Party is welcoming
any help or support from UNESCO or IUCN to address this issue.

It is therefore recommended that the Committee request the State Party to invite a
joint World Heritage Centre, IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission to this property. Draft
Decision 42 COM 7A.41 is available in the document on page 19 in the English and French
versions.

IUCN has some comments on this property.”

The Chairperson:

“Please, go ahead.”

IUCN:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Whilst some progress has been achieved by the State
Party in the recent years in addressing a number of threats facing the property, overall the
progress has been slow, facing challenges with regard to the engagement of all relevant
actors and stakeholders.

In view of the serious concerns raised by the letter sent to the World Heritage Centre
by the Tuhunui tribe of East Renell, IUCN considers that the joint World Heritage Centre’s
IUCN mission is urgently required in order to facilitate a dialogue between different
stakeholders with a view to addressing the concerns expressed by the customary land
owners and at the same time identifying a way forward for achieving the desired state of
conservation for the removal of the property from the List of World Heritage in danger.

The mission would also provide an update on the current state of conservation of the
property, which is of the utmost importance given the absence of a report from the State
Party and given the lack of updated information on the issues that justified the inscription of
the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger, namely invasive species and logging on
West Renell.

IUCN also notes that the Committee has called upon the international community to
support the State Party in finding solutions for supporting the development of sustainable
livelihoods for the local community and to help address some of the most present threats,
such as invasive species.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? Australia, please.”
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Australia:

“Thank you Chair. Australia notes the situation in East Renell with serious concern.
We would like to point out that the inscription of this property was a milestone for this
Convention. It was the first natural site with a traditional governance system.

The property is extremely remote. However, this remoteness did not prevent the
property from being subjected to external problems beyond the customary owners’ control
since the inscription. In particular, the rise in the level of the Lake Tegano, due to rising sea
levels, and the increased salinity. Both of these factors have reduced the area available to
grow food with consequential threats to the livelihood of customary owners. The invasion of
rats from West Renell has also had a negative impact on the biodiversity values of the

property.

Unfortunately, despite some international assistance, the customary land managers
have been unable the support they need to manage the property in a manner that is
sustainable for their community or the property. They have not had the capacity to finalise a
management plan. As pointed out in the draft decision, there are opposing views within the
indigenous community about the desirability of the property remaining on the List.

Australia supports the draft decision, thus the priority of the proposed Reactive
Monitoring mission must be to attempt to understand the wishes and needs of the customary
land owners of East Renell given the crucial importance of respecting their rights for the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? | see none. Rapporteur, are there
any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We have not received any amendments to the draft
decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.41 adopted.

Now item 7A: the natural properties inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger
and located in the Europe and North America region, the Everglades National Park (United
States of America), is not proposed for discussion. Are there any objections? If there is no
objection, | declare Decision 42 COM 7A.42 adopted.

I would now like to ask whether any observer delegations would like to express
themselves about the property for which we have adopted the decision without discussion.
No comment. Thank you very much.

We move on to natural properties in Latin America and the Caribbean. | invite
Mr. Guy Debonnet to present the reports on the state of conservation of the natural
properties located in the Latin America and the Caribbean Region and opened for
discussion.”
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Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you, madam Chair. The next property is the Barrier Reef System in Belize.
The report can be found in working document 7A.Add on page 67 in the English version and
70 in that French. The state of conservation report was received on the 29" of March and
additional information received on the 15" of April and the 15" of May. Just before the
Committee started on the 26™ of June, the State Party sent an update of the report which
was uploaded on the website, which confirmed the adoption of the mangrove regulations.

The World Heritage Centre and IUCN welcome the important progress made by the
government of Belize towards the implementation of the desired state of conservation for the
removal of the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger.

A legal moratorium on oil exploration and petroleum operations in the entire maritime
zone of Belize was enacted in December of 2017. The revised legislation for the protection of
the mangroves was adopted by the Cabinet on the 15" of May. It includes stricter controls for
priority mangroves and permits for mangrove alteration throughout the property. The
legislation entered into force on the 23" of June.

A scientific assessment has confirmed that the current mangrove coverage of the
property is at 95 per cent in comparison to the date of the inscription of this property on the
list in 1996. Virtually no clearing has occurred since the inscription of the site on the List in
Danger in 2009. The Environmental Impact Assessment Checklists has been amended to
include consideration of potential impacts on the Outstanding Universal Value of the

property.

Furthermore, a visionary, integrated Coastal Zone Management Plan was adopted in
2016 and is operational today. The voluntary moratorium on sales and leases of public land
within the property continues to be upheld. An agreement has been reached between the
Ministry of Natural Resources and that of Fisheries, Forestry and the Environment for the
completion of a land tenure study and the subsequent declaration of all remaining public
lands as strict reserves throughout the property. The completion of this task is scheduled for
later this year.

Overall, the World Heritage Centre and IUCN welcome the important progress which
has been made by the State Party in implementing the corrective measures. They concluded
that the desired state of conservation for the removal of the property from the List of World
Heritage in Danger has been achieved. It is therefore recommended that the Committee
removes the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.43 is available in your working document 7A on page 64 in
English and page 65 in French.

Madam Chair, IUCN has also some reactions on this property.”

The Chairperson:

“Please, go ahead.”

IUCN:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Over the last years, the State Party has made significant
progress towards achieving the desired state of conservation for the removal of the property
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from the List of World Heritage in Danger. This effort culminated in a number of significant
achievements finalised at the last Committee session.

This includes significant regulatory actions. Firstly, the enactment in December of
2017 of the Petroleum Operations Act which established a moratorium on all the activities on
the entire maritime zone of Belize and secondly the adoption of the revised Forests
(protection of mangrove) Regulations. The latter, together with the revision of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Checklists and the regulations represent significant
progress towards establishing a framework for protection of the Outstanding Universal Value
of the property and particularly its sensitive mangrove areas from potentially harmful
development.

With these achievements, IUCN considers that the indicators of the desired state of
conservation have been met. However, IUCN notes that the completion of the land tenure
verification within the property, a declaration of remaining public land as reserves is not fully
resolved. The State Party nevertheless expressed its strong commitment to completing this
process in 2018 and presented the methodology and procedure agreed by the relevant
ministries.

Taking this into account, IUCN’s overall assessment is that the desired state of
conservation has been achieved and we therefore recommend that the Committee removes
the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger. However, ongoing efforts will be
required in the future to ensure sufficient resources are available for the implementation of
the strengthened legal protection framework in order to prevent the re-emergence of the
threats that led the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Thank you, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? | remind you that we have only 15
minutes because we will not have the interpreters after 6:00 pm. There is a long list of
speakers and | do not know how we can manage in 15 minutes. Please take the floor.”

Saint Kitts and Nevis:

“Saint Kitts and Nevis acknowledges the questions and concerns regarding the Belize
Barrier Reef and its removal from the List of sites in Danger. However, it is noteworthy to
state that Belize has met all the targets of the desired state of conservation including the
passage of legislation as was just indicated on the protection of mangrove regulations. This
was passed on 15™ of June, 2018 and came into effect on the 23 of June, 2018.

The new mangrove regulations place greater emphasise on the management and
conservation of mangroves in critical areas of the mainland and in the case at hand for
special protection for those within the World Heritage property. The new regulations
safeguard the intrinsic ecological values and functions of mangroves in Belize through a
strengthened framework for permit management, monitoring, fines and penalties geared
towards deterring illegal mangrove alteration.

We compliment the commitment and the Herculean effort of Belize in addressing the
issues impacting the Outstanding Universal Value of the site. Belize has protected 21 per
cent of its territorial waters, instituted a legislated total ban on offshore oil drilling and has
approved a comprehensive Coastal Zone Management Plan, addressing all development
and sectorial activities within its territorial waters. Therefore, Saint Kitts and Nevis support
the removal of the Belize Barrier Reef System from the List of World Heritage in Danger.
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Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Hungary.”

Hungary:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Hungary welcomes and fully supports the removal of the
Belize Barrier Reef Reserve System from the World Heritage List in Danger. We congratulate
the State Party for achieving the desired state of conservation for removal through the proper
application of legal tools and procedures, including the Environmental Impact Assessment as
well as protective measures integrated into the Coastal Zone Management Plan and the
regulations of the mangrove forest. The Property was inscribed on the World Heritage List in
Danger in 2009.

Hungary recommends that this almost ten-year process be used as an example and
good practice for States Parties having World Heritage sites on the List in Danger. The
narrative surrounding World Heritage List in Danger seems to be overly negative. This
example shows that the inclusion of a property on it can lead to increased awareness and
mobilisation towards safeguarding and conservation.

Again, we commend Belize for its strong and active engagement towards the
implementation of the World Heritage Convention as well as the implementation of the
Committee’s decisions.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Cuba.”
Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you, madam Chair. First, we find it very interesting to comment
on this experience. The conservation of this site has been a priority for the Committee.
Considering that we are speaking about this site in the Caribbean in danger List we are very
satisfied to be able to propose the removal of this site from the In danger List and to
recognise the efforts made by the State Party to protect marine sites and their significance,
not only for the region but also for the World Heritage.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you Madam Chair. Australia also commends Belize for the actions taken by
the government and civil society to reach the desired state of conservation for the removal of
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this property, the second-largest barrier reef system in the world, from the List of World
Heritage in Danger. Globally, coral reefs are under great challenge from climate change and
it is increasingly important that other anthropogenic threats are addressed, as has been done
in the case of this property.

Australia fully supports the draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Tanzania.”

Tanzania;

“Thank you, madam Chair. Tanzania notes with satisfaction the major effort
undertaken by the State Party to improve the state of conservation of the Belize Barrier Reef
System. We commend the State Party for an excellent demonstration of the implementation
of the desired state of conservation for the removal of a property from the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

It is clear to us that this effort has led to an improved management of the property to
an extent that it cannot remain on the in Danger List. We therefore congratulate the State
Party of Belize for this well-earned effort and we encourage the State Party to maintain and
further improve the momentum of conservation activities.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you, madam Chair. Brazil wishes to commend the government of Belize for its
outstanding effort for the preservation of the Outstanding Universal Value of the second-
largest World Heritage Barrier Reef and the largest barrier reef in the northern hemisphere.

Brazil would also like to commend the government of Belize for its model role in
cooperation with NGOs and civil society such as the Belize Society for the management or
the information system of protected areas which is an innovative model that should be looked
at by other, less-developed countries.

Brazil heartily supports the removal of the property from the List of property in
Danger. Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We congratulate Belize; it is an achievement, an example
for inspiration for other States Parties. We commend Belize in their efforts to protect one of
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the world's largest Coral Reef that has importance far beyond its borders. We support the
removal from the List in Danger.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Bosnia.”

Bosnie-Herzégovine :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. Comme les autres collegues, nous
voudrions aussi féliciter I'Etat partie. C’est un trés bel exemple qu’en travaillant bien et en
synergie avec la société civile on peut obtenir de trés bons résultats en matiére de
protection. Nous aussi, comme les autres collegues, soutenons la proposition de retrait de la
Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Bahrain.”
Bahrain:
“Thank you Madam Chair. We also second the draft decision and seek to adopt it as

it stands.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Tunisia”.
Tunisie :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. Je suis trés heureux au nom de la Tunisie
de féliciter I'Etat partie de tous les efforts consentis. Cela nous rassure par rapport a
'ensemble des discussions que nous avons eu depuis hier et ce matin, que le systéme que
nous protégeons et portons est un systeme vertueux qui peut produire des résultats
probants.

Merci, non seulement pour la qualité qui a mené a ce résultat, mais également cela
nous rassure que nos démarches ne restent pas veines, donc c’est tout a fait avec beaucoup
de joie que la Tunisie soutient la décision et le projet de décision de retrait de ce site de la
Liste en danger. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:
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“Thank you, madam Chairperson. Just shortly to congratulate the State Party of
Belize for all its effort and the progress made in achieving the desired state of conservation.
We would also like to congratulate them for their great cooperation with the Advisory Bodies
and taking on board their recommendations to this regard. We strongly support the removal
of the site from the List in Danger and in this regard strongly support the proposed draft
decision.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Indonesia.”

Indonesia:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. Indonesia would like to join the other delegations in
congratulating Belize for its outstanding efforts. It certainly motivates Indonesia to equally
show the same commitment to follow the success of Belize in the coming years.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.43 adopted.
Congratulations to the State Party of Belize for this achievement.

Now, | give the floor to the Deputy Prime Minister of Belize. Please Sir.”

Belize:

“Thank you, madam Chair. | am really grateful for all the support and | want to begin
by thanking all of those who spoke on our behalf just now. | must confess from the start
madam Chair that it is almost an unkind thing to do, to just allow us, and especially me, a
politician, three minutes to speak, to celebrate a milestone achievement. There is so much to
say in such short time.

Notwithstanding madam Chair, it is with great pleasure that | speak before for you, as
our delegation represents our beautiful Belize at this 42" Session of the World Heritage
Committee, marking this occasion that concludes the journey to remove Belize’s Barrier Reef
System from the UNESCO World Heritage List of sites in Danger. | bring you warm greetings
from our Prime Minister, the Honourable Dean Barrow, and my Cabinet colleagues, one of
whom is present here with me, the honourable Dr Omar Figueroa, but also on behalf of the
wider government and people of Belize.

In Belize we have long realised that one of our best assets is natural resources. It is
the cornerstone of our national economy and forms the rock upon which our culture and
identity as a people is centred. Inscription of the Belize Barrie Reef System as a World
Heritage site in 1996 is a crown on top of treasures, valuable to us and significant to the
world.

The prestigious designation confirmed the state of the site and pronounced the level
of excellent stewardship by the people of Belize. In 2009, the listing of the site on the List of
World Heritage in Danger marked a shift in the economic activities and the use of the
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resources which led to the questioning of the compliance with the desired state. Addressing
the challenge took us some time, but we are pleased to say that we have met and surpassed
the requirements and can lead the way in several regards.

For example, we have gone beyond the key target of the desired state of
conservation; we currently meet the achieved target of 21 per cent of our territorial waters
under protection and 36 per cent of all terrestrial areas are under protection.

We have instituted and legislated a total ban on offshore oil exploration and have
passed and implemented a comprehensive coastal zone management plan. We celebrate
the fact that Belize’s overall mangrove cover in the site has been maintained at 96 per cent
over the last 36 years.

We furthered strengthen our position by now ensuring the further protection and
management of mangroves, nationally revised mangrove regulation, and we are finalising the
work to create mangrove reserves for the remaining mangrove stands within national land in
the site and have a draft revised Environmental Impact Assessment framework and
legislation to ensure that development nationally is well- regulated and takes into
consideration the importance of our natural assets.

| am also privileged to say that we have committed to pass modernised and robust
fisheries bills to support Belize’s leadership in sustainable small-scale fisheries. Our
government also recognised the need to address the global issues of plastic and Styrofoam
and has passed legislation to have a complete ban on the use of Styrofoam and the single
use plastic by April of 2019.

Madam Chair, as small and vulnerable and developing a country as we are, we have
gone beyond most global targets set. | would like to take this opportunity to also highlight the
threats, challenges you feel that Belize currently faces in its effort to maintain the value of our
natural resources. While we have made great strides to address those that are local, Belize’s
natural resources, both terrestrial and marine, are constantly being pillaged by incursions
from our neighbouring countries. We call on the support of the international community and
partners to assist us when possible in our effort.

Allow me to conclude madam Chair, by stating how pleased | am to be a part of a
government which gets it, which recognised the role it needed to play, even when the
challenges were down and the protection necessary when this site competed with national
economic plans. A government which understood for it to work, we all had to be singing from
the same song sheet and working to align policies from various ministries. A government,
madam Chair, which entered into fruitful dialogue with the stakeholders to move ahead with
correctional action to benefit the site and the country’s long-term economic stability.

We fully recognise, madam Chair, that success has come as a result of the integrated
and collaborative action of all the key stakeholders. Each stakeholder entity played its
specific role well in order to get us to this point today.

Finally, madam Chair, we celebrate the fact that some on the List in Danger are
enabled to make a difference as those countries that are in that position should act upon.
The wider majority of these countries can one day too be lifted off it.

| thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Guatemala.”
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Guatemala

[English interpretation] “Thank you, madam Chair. The Government of Guatemala would like
this intervention to be recorded in the minutes of the 42" Session of the World
Heritage Committee.

Bearing in mind the ultimate objective of the Convention for the Protection of the
World Heritage, whatever improvement in the implementation of corrective measures
in a property on the Danger List is positive news for this Committee.

The Government of Guatemala certainly highlights the Outstanding Universal Value
of the set of ecosystems comprising the coral barrier reef system; and yet, it deems
necessary to inform the distinguished members of this Committee that Guatemala
has a territorial, insular and maritime dispute with Belize concerning the sovereignty
over and access to those spaces.

Guatemala considers that no effort should be spared to preserve the diverse forms of
life hosted in this jewel of nature and in that sense, we commend the conservationist
spirit that inspires the protection of this valuable and unique natural treasure.

The dispute goes back to the 18" century and was consolidated by the violation of
the Aycinena-Wyke Treaty of 30 April 1859, between Guatemala and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland.

Throughout the time elapsed since its origin, Guatemala has maintained its claim and
pointed out the illegality of the occupation of this territory. Throughout the 19" and
20" centuries, multiple attempts were made through direct or third-parties
negotiations, to find a solution to the dispute, although none of them succeeded.

The United Kingdom unilaterally granted independence to Belize in 1981, without
having solved the pending claim raised by Guatemala. Many efforts have been made
to try to reach a solution. In 1991, the Government of Guatemala recognised the
Government of Belize and established diplomatic relations, without renouncing its
territorial claims in this area.

On 32 July 1992, Guatemala and Belize issued a Joint Declaration in which both
States recognised that their boundaries and marine territories are not clearly defined.
In 1994, Guatemala presented to the General Secretariat of the United Nations a
statement on the official position of the country.

Further attempts were made in 2000, 2003, 2005 and finally, on 8 December 2008,
the governments of Guatemala and Belize signed a Special Agreement submitting
the territorial, insular and maritime claim of Guatemala before the International Court
of Justice.

In the case of Guatemala, a public consultation took place on 15 April 2018 resulting

in 95.88% favorable votes. For its part, the Government of Belize has reported that it
will hold its corresponding public consultation on 10 April 2019.
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In this context, the existence of the dispute is evident, as well as the efforts made by
the governments of both states to find a solution to their differences, including the
insular and maritime component.

As the spirit that inspires the World Heritage Convention is the protection and
preservation of World Heritage sites and not political debate concerning sovereignty,
and given that Guatemala and Belize openly and explicitly recognize the existence of
the territorial, insular and maritime dispute between both countries, we considered in
the past that it was unnecessary to express ourselves on the site

Thank you very much, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The last business for today is the announcement and we
reconvene at 10:00 am and the Bureau at 9:30 am.”

The Secretariat:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. A few announcements: the drafting group that
was established this afternoon will meet from 6:10 pm to 7:00 pm in the Bureau meeting
room which is the Rifa Room. Tomorrow the Bureau is from 9:30 am in the same room.

We have a number of events tonight. At 6:30 pm we have an event organised by
Switzerland, the Davos Declaration, | cannot see it on the screen, that will take place in the
main lobby. An event organised by WWF and United Nations Principles of Sustainable
Insurance organised in Muharrag Room: Momentum from multinationals, why major
businesses are acting to respect the value of World Heritage sites. Then World Heritage,
Culture and Achieving the Ambitions of the Paris Agreement, a climate change meeting
organised by ICOMOS in the Manama Room in the Advisory Bodies’ space.

Finally, an event outside of the venue of this session. The shared Heritage 20"-
century building environment in the Gulf organised by Kuwait. This event will take place
outside, so transport will be provided from this venue, departing at 7:00 pm in front of the
building.

| also remind you about the very worthy cause being promoted tomorrow, A night for
Virunga, which is to support Park Rangers. We have a lot of interest in this cause and what it
is about. The fallen Rangers Funds support the widows of the rangers who lost their lives
doing their job. Not only does it provide a financial safety net, but through initiatives such as
the recent establishment of a sewing training centre it seeks to empower these women and
give them the means to warrant sustainable livelihoods. Again, make a donation and get your
pass for the event tomorrow night. Transport will be provided from the venue.

Thank you and have a nice evening.”
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THIRD DAY — Wednesday 27 June 2018
FIFTH SESSION
10a.m.-1p.m.

Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We have two points of order today. That first we discussed
this morning at the Bureau; the time limit was raised to four minutes for Committee members.

The second thing is that some of the delegations were holding meetings in this room
and doing this showing their backs. As we are one of the United Nations families and
according to tradition, no one can turn their back to the podium. This is something | will not
allow; nobody shows us their back during the session. If anyone does that, | will stop the
session and they will have to leave and do it outside.

Before we start our agenda we have a young girl from Belize, she is 12 and will talk
about yesterday’s decision.”

Young Belizean qgirl:

“Thank you, madam Chair. | am a 12 year Belizean. | am here before you now not
only as the future but part of a proud nation entrusted with safeguarding Belize’s Barrier Reef
System. The people of my country have shown great passion in defending our livelihoods
against threats to our World Heritage site. | thank the government of Belize for listening to us
and taking the necessary steps towards stopping our site’s removal from the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

| dream of a Belize where we redefine our culture through education to include a
deeper connection to nature and its value; a brave Belize, inspiring change all over the
World. We may be a small nation, but me being here today proves that it is the size of our
courage and commitments that matters.

I would like to respectfully encourage representatives of each country present to think
of my generation in decision-making regarding our World Heritage sites. Our Barrier Reef
and our planet depend on it.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | have noticed that there are still people that stand with their
back to us during this session. | will be obliged to send them out of the meeting if there is
anybody seating like that. Really, this is not in the custom of our United Nations organisation.
If you need me to speak in any other languages, | can also tell it in any other languages.
Please, do not show us your back when you seat. Thank you very much.

| invite now Mr. Guy Debonnet to present the report on the state of conservation of
natural properties located in the Africa region and opened for discussion. You have the floor.”
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Mr Guy Debonnet:

“First, we have to have the report that was not open for discussion on the Latin
America Region. There was one report that was not open for discussion, which is the Rio
Platano Biosphere Reserve in Honduras.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We adopt the decision. Adopted. Please, Mr Debonnet.”

Mr Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you. The first site is the Manovo-Gounda St Floris National Park in the Central
African Republic. The report can be found in your working document 7A.Add on page 71 of
the English version and page 74 of the French version.

The situation of this property which has been on the List of World Heritage in Danger
since 1997 remains critical. A census done in 2017 again confirmed the continuing erosion of
the wildlife populations. Elephants, which were estimated at around 5000 at the time of
inscription, have now completely disappeared. All other populations of large mammals show
further decline compared to the previous inventories in 2005 and 2010. During the census,
numerous illegal activities were also documented, including the presence of illegal poacher
camps and artisan mining sites. Nevertheless, the census also confirmed that the habitat of
the Park is still largely intact. It is therefore considered that if illegal activities could be
curbed, remaining wildlife populations could probably still rebound, although some species
would have to be brought back through translocation.

While the security situation remains problematic, it has improved slightly over the last
year, allowing some conservation activities through the European Union-funded Eco-Fauna
project to restart in the region. The State Party in its report also notes that the management
agreement between the government and the conservation NGO Wildlife Conservation
Society (WCS) is currently being negotiated, giving the management responsibility of the site
to WCS for an extended period of time.

If the security situation remains stable, this could be a unique window of opportunity
to prevent the loss of the Outstanding Universal Value and to start an ambitious rehabilitation
programme for the property. It is therefore a priority that the Reactive Monitoring mission is
organised as soon as possible.

The draft decision also raises concerns about the planned rehabilitation of a road
crossing the property to be funded by the World Bank and the French Development Agency
(AFD). Opening of this road would improve accessibility to the site and could further
aggravate the threat. In addition to formal exchanges with the State Party, which are
mentioned in the report, the World Heritage Centre and IUCN have been in contact with the
World Bank and AFD who have agreed to involve the Centre and IUCN in the preparation of
the terms of reference of the Environmental Impact Assessment and who have also ensured
us that the Environmental Impact Assessment will investigate other possible alignments of
the road.

Giving the critical situation of this property, it is recommended that the Committee
maintains the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger and continues to apply the
Reinforced Monitoring Mechanism. Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.45 can be found in your
working document on page 73 in the English and on page 76 in the French version and IUCN
also has some comments on this report.
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Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. IUCN please.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. L’état de conservation du parc national de Manovo-
Gounda St Floris demeure une forte préoccupation pour 'UICN. En effet, les populations de
grands mammiféres du bien continuent de diminuer de maniére drastique mettant en cause
la valeur universelle exceptionnelle déja fortement dégradée. Les activités illégales
persistent encore sur le bien et risquent de s’aggraver si le tracé actuel du projet de
réhabilitation de la route numéro 8 a travers le parc est réalisé.

Madame la présidente, méme si la situation du bien reste inquiétante il y a un espoir
d’améliorer progressivement sa gestion a travers la mise en place d'un partenariat entre
WSC et I'Etat partie. Le fait que I'inventaire 2017 ait conclu que les habitants du bien restent
largement intacts est encourageant. Il est donc important que la mission réactive du Centre
du patrimoine mondial et de 'UICN se rende urgemment sur le bien comme demandé par le
Comité depuis plusieurs années afin de déterminer s’il est encore possible de restaurer sa
valeur universelle exceptionnelle.

Je vous remercie madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | would like to know whether there are any comments or
enquiries. | now invite you to adopt Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.45 concerning this property;
but before doing so | would like to ask the Rapporteur if she has received any amendments
on the Draft Decision?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair. | wish good morning to all my colleagues. We did not
receive any amendments to this Draft Decision. Thank you.”

The Chairperson

“| therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.45 adopted. Mr. Debonnet, you have
the floor to continue his report with the next property. Thank you.”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you very madam Chairperson. The next property is Mount Nimba Strict Nature
Reserve, a transboundary site between Cote d’lvoire and Guinea. The report can be found in
your working document 7A.Add in page 74 in English and 77 in French.

The State Party of Cote d’lvoire notes in its report that it has been able to obtain
project funding to support the management activities inside the property for the next five
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years. Unfortunately, the report of the State Party of Guinea includes little information on the
current situation of the property and seems to refer mostly to outdated information.

The World Heritage Centre and IUCN were also contacted by a mining Company,
Société de Fer de Guinée, which holds the mining concession situated in the mining enclave
of the property. The Company informed us that with the rising price of iron ore, the mining
project could be revised soon and that the Environmental Impact Assessment for the project
in 2019 cannot be finalised.

Given the geographical situation of this project, located in an enclave surrounded by
the property, it will be of utmost importance for the Environmental Impact Assessment to
carefully review the potential impact of this property on the Outstanding Universal Value. In
addition, it is important to note that at least one of the mining concessions is located just
outside the property, hence the importance of reviewing the cumulative impacts of these
different projects through a Strategic Environmental Assessment.

It is therefore timely that the Draft Decision proposes that the World Heritage Centre,
IUCN’s joint Reactive Monitoring mission is organised to this property which will allow review
of the current state of the mining project. It is also recommended that the committee
maintains the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.46 can be found in the working document 7A.Add on page

77 of the English and 80 of the French version and IUCN has also further comments on this
property.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. IUCN please.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. Les avancées réalisées par I'Etat partie de la Cote
d’lvoire dans la gestion du bien sont accueillies favorablement. Il est par ailleurs d’'une
importance cruciale que les deux Etats parties développent une gestion transfrontaliére
harmonisant le suivi écologique et mettent en place des opérations conjointes de
surveillance.

Cette démarche transfrontaliere serait facilitée par la mise en ceuvre conjointe d’un
projet sur la préservation de I'intégrité du bien. Madame la présidente, TUICN et le Centre du
patrimoine mondial ont regu des informations concernant un projet d’aménagement de route
en vue de faciliter le transport entre les deux Etats parties. Ce projet comprendrait le
bitumage de la route de Lola, en Guinée, a Danané, en Céte d’lvoire, qui passe par le mont
Nimba. Aucune information sur ce projet n’a été fournie par les Etats parties.

Toutefois, le résumé de I'étude d’'impact environnementale et sociale datant d’ao(t
2014 est disponible sur le site Internet de la Banque africaine de développement. Celui-ci
reconnait simplement que ce projet aurait des impacts négatifs indirects sans pour autant
reconnaitre qu’il s’agit d’'un bien du patrimoine mondial. Par conséquent, la valeur universelle
exceptionnelle du bien déja menacée risquerait de subir davantage de pressions du
braconnage et de la coupe illégale de bois, si ce projet de bitumage de la route Lola-Danané
était réalisé.

Il est donc recommandé que le Comité demande aux Etats parties de soumettre au
Centre du patrimoine mondial une étude dimpact environnemental et social compléte
évaluant clairement les impacts potentiels du dit projet sur la valeur universelle
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exceptionnelle du bien conformément a la note de conseil de 'UICN sur le patrimoine
mondial et '’évaluation environnementale.

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Merci beaucoup. Are there any comments or questions or queries about this item? |
see none. Therefore, | declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.46 adopted.

The floor is back to Mr. Debonnet to present the next property. Thank you."

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“We now start the discussion of properties in the Democratic Republic of Congo,
starting with the Garamba National Park. The report can be found in the working document
7A on page 68 of the English version and 69 of the French version.

Management and surveillance of this property have continued to improve. Patrols are
now covering the entire property as well as 40 per cent of the adjacent hunting area. Despite
this, the number of elephants killed by poachers remains high, with 50 documented cases of
elephant poaching in 2017. The elephant population is now at an all time low and the April
2017 census estimated the current population at 1191 animals, down from 100,00 before the
conflict in the Democratic Republic of Congo started in 1994.

Instability in the neighbouring countries linked to the conflict in South Sudan and the
Central African Republic continues to be a permanent threat to the security of the property.
The influx of refugees into the region is also putting additional pressure on the property. Two
refugee camps have been established just 15 kilometres away and should accommodate up
to 20,000 people.

However, we just got information from the Management authority, ICCN, that
following a letter sent on this issue by UNESCO to UNHCR and following a recent visit of the
High Commissioner for refugees to the region, discussions are now ongoing about relocating
this camp to an alternative location 35 kilometres away from the property.

In view of the continuing threats posed by the insecurity in the region and poaching, it
is recommended that the Committee maintains this property on the List of World Heritage in
danger and continues to apply the Reactive Monitoring mission. Draft Decision 42 COM
7A.47 can be found in the working document 7A on page 70 of the English and 71 of the
French version. IUCN has also further comments on this site.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments?”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. Comme noté par mon collegue du Centre du
patrimoine mondial, la situation de I'éléphant reste extrémement préoccupante, il en est de
méme pour la girafe du Kordofan dont les 49 individus recensés dans le bien constituent
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'unique population en République démocratique du Congo. Il est encourageant qu’aucun
cas de braconnage de girafes n’ait été documenté en 2017.

Les efforts consentis par I'Etat partie pour la conservation de ces espéces, y compris
la pause de collier télémétrique, sont précieux pour indiquer la tendance de la baisse de ces
populations et pour éviter que ces espéces suivent le sort du rhinocéros blanc du nord pour
qui le bien était le dernier refuge, mais qui est désormais malheureusement éteint a I'état
sauvage.

Madame la présidente, du fait des pressions importantes auxquelles fait face le bien,
il est recommandé que le Comité réitére sa demande & I'Etat partie de soumettre sa version
finalisée de I'état de conservation souhaité en vue de retirer le bien de la Liste du patrimoine
mondial en péril. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or questions, clarifications? There
are none. Does the Rapporteur have any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you, madam Chair. We did not receive any amendments.”

The Chairperson:

“If that is the case, | declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.47 adopted. Mr. Debonnet,
the floor is back to you to present the next report. Please.”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you, madam Chair. The next site is the Salonga National Park, also in the
Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC), and the document can be found in the working
document 7A.Add on page 78 of the English and 81 of the French version.

The improvement of the security situation in the region of the property has made it
possible to strengthen surveillance activities in this vast property of 360,000 km?. The area
covered by surveillance reached has now 56 per cent. A management plan has been
developed and approved. There is now significant investment improving the management of
the property, with important financial assistance provided by Germany, the European Union
and the USA. If these efforts can be sustained, it should be possible to fully recover, over
time, the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

The preliminary results of the biological inventories of the northern block of the
property are also encouraging. The Bonobo population in this block was estimated at 8746
animals, but unfortunately only 767 elephants were found. It is clear that the elephant
population has been greatly reduced following years of heavy poaching. Two important
challenges remain: securing the biological corridor in order to maintain the connectivity
between the two forest blocks of the property and finding a sustainable solution for the
communities living inside the property.

Unfortunately, the property also remains threatened by oil exploration, with the
attribution by the President of the Republic on the 1% of February 2018, of three new
petroleum exploration concessions which are overlapping with the property. The World
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Heritage Centre was also informed in May of a proposal made by the Minister of
Hydrocarbures to the government for the degazettement of one or several zones of this
property, or also of Virunga National Park, to allow for petroleum exploration to be carried
out. However, at this stage no decision has been taken by the government.

The UNESCO Director General addressed a letter on the 7" of June, 2018, to the
President of the DRC to express her concerns regarding the attribution of exploration,
concessions overlapping with the property and to recall the position of the Committee on the
incompatibility of oil exploration or exploitation activities and the World Heritage status.

In view of this situation, it is recommended that the Committee maintains the property
on the List of World Heritage in Danger and continues supply the Reinforced Monitoring
Mechanism and it is also recommended to request the State Party to invite a joint World
Heritage Centre, IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission to this property.

Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.50 can be found on page 80 in English and page 83 in the
French version. IUCN has also a comment on this property. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please IUCN, you have the floor.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. L'UICN note sa vive préoccupation quant a l'octroi de
trois concessions d’exploration pétrolieres chevauchant le bien. D’autres blocs pourraient
également étre attribués si bien que la totalité du bien serait couverte par les concessions
pétroliéres. Il faut noter que toutes activités d’exploration ou d’exploitation pétroliere dans le
bien et sa périphérie pourraient compromettre les progrés accomplis par I'Etat partie pour
sécuriser le bien et pourraient avoir des impacts négatifs irréversibles sur sa valeur
universelle exceptionnelle.

Il convient de rappeler la position du Comité que I'exploration et I'exploitation
pétroliere sont incompatibles avec le statut de patrimoine mondial. Il est donc recommandé
que le Comité prie instamment I'Etat partie d’annuler les permis déja attribués et de ne pas
en attribuer de nouveaux dans le bien et sa périphérie.

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or questions? Rapporteur did you
receive any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We did not receive any amendments for this site.”

The Chairperson:

“Therefore, | declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.50 adopted. Mr. Debonnet, the floor
is back to you to present the next report. Please.”
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Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you madam Chair. The next property is the Virunga National Park, also in the
Democratic Republic of Congo (DRC). The report can be found in document 7A.Add in page
82 in English and 85 in French.

A joint World Heritage Centre, IUCN Reactive Monitoring mission also visited this
property in April. The property continues to face serious security problems with several rebel
groups in and around the property. This year has been extremely difficult for the Park’s
rangers, as already mentioned in previous speeches. Several rebel groups have attacked
different sectors of the property. Since the last session, 12 guards have been killed during
these attacks. Also, in the most recent incident, in early May, two tourists were kidnapped.
As a result, the Park authorities have been forced to suspend all tourism activities for the rest
of this year. | also would like to recall that tonight there will be a charity event for the widows
of the fallen guards from the Park. | hope many of you will join us at this event.

In spite of this, guards are deployed in all sectors of the Park with the exception of the
extreme northern part, which is totally occupied by militias. Aerial surveillance is happening
on a daily basis and is covering the entire property. Poaching remains a major concern with
the elephant population now estimated at about 200-300. The hippos which had started to
recover again have diminished to 1850 animals. However, the good news is that the recent
mountain gorilla survey showed that the census across the whole Virunga National Park and
massif covering DRC, Rwanda and Uganda estimated a total of 1004 gorillas, an increase
compared to the last census. 300 of these gorillas live inside Virunga National Park.

As mentioned in the case of Salonga National Park, this property also remains under
the threat of oil exploration. We have already mentioned the proposal made by the Minister
of Hydrocarbures to degazette part of Virunga to allow for oil exploration. As mentioned, so
far there has been no decision by the government on this issue. | also want to mention that
on June 7" the State Party of Uganda submitted a copy of a Strategic Environmental
Assessment carried out in 2013 for oil and gas activities in the Albertine rift in the Ugandan
part of the Virunga area. However, IUCN has not yet been able to review this newly-
submitted information.

Given the continued insecurity and the threats to the property, the Reactive
Monitoring mission recommends that the property remains on the List in Danger and that the
Committee continues to apply the Reinforced Monitoring Mechanism. The mission also
updated the Corrective Measures and the timetable in consultation with the State Party and
these are included in the draft decision in front of you.

Draft Decision 7A.51 can be found in your working document on page 84 in English
and 87 in French. IUCN also has further comment on this site.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please IUCN, you have the floor.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. Malgré les efforts de I'Etat partie d’améliorer la
surveillance du bien et les progrés accomplis, les menaces auxquelles fait face le bien
restent graves. L’empiétement des terres agricoles bien que stable reste une préoccupation
majeure. Avec l'impossibilité de fournir plus de données précises sur les terres envahies

179



pour des activités agricoles, il est clair que 'ampleur de I'empiétement porte atteinte a
l'intégrité du bien.

Il est & espérer que l'effort de I'Etat partie pour la démarcation des limites et la
relocalisation en dehors du parc des activités agricoles tout en proposant des moyens de
subsistance alternatifs grace aux activités de I'Alliance Virunga porte ses fruits.

Je vous remercie madame la présidente. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or questions? Brazil, please?”

Brazil:

“Thank you Chair. As you know, Brazil has held the position of the commandeering
Chief of the United Nations forces in Eastern Congo for quite sometime now. Therefore, we
are only too aware of the stringent difficulties face by the Congolese government and Park
Rangers for the maintenance of the Outstanding Universal Value in Virunga National Park.

Therefore, Brazil wishes to commend the Congolese authorities and also the Park
officials for their outstanding efforts in order to safeguard the Park and its attributes. Brazil
also wishes to extend its mourning for the death of Park rangers who are committed to
helping the Congolese government in order for this not to happen ever again.

Thank you Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you madam Chair. My delegation notes paragraph 7 of the draft decision:
‘Congratulates the State Party for the sustainable development activities established in the
framework of the Alliance Virunga to improve the life of local communities and encourages
it to continue this innovative model combining nature conservation and sustainable
development’.

Madam Chair, Tanzania recalls that in May of 2016, a rather vibrant presentation was
given by Alliance Virunga during the African Regional Workshop on Heritage and
Sustainable Development that took place in Arusha, Tanzania, which culminated in a
Declaration. During that presentation, it became clear that this robust finance initiative was
not only, as it was said, to foster conservation in Virunga but also to improve the living
standard of local communities living in its vicinities. This included, among other things,
providing them with the much needed electrical energy, which was expected to lessen their
dependence on natural fuel.

In this context and with regard to the recent Reactive Monitoring mission that we are
told was carried out in April 2018, my delegation is curious and would like to request the
Advisory Bodies to explain in some depth the progress reached so far by Alliance Virunga in
improving the lives of local communities.
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Thank you Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. We would like to commend the Advisory Bodies for this
report and the State Party for the effort being made. Tanzania has taken the words out of my
mouth. | would like to find out how the local communities are benefiting and how this
programme involves the local community as core stakeholders within the forest.

At the moment, there are still problems with our local communities regarding logging
and poaching, but it is not clear what programmes are in place to support local communities
and for local communities to benefit. | would like clarification whether the Advisory Bodies
and the Secretariat have now subcontracted support to Alliance Virunga.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the representative of the NGOs.”

NGO - Goodall Institute Global:

“Chair, on behalf of the Goodall Institute Global | would like to congratulate you for
your nomination as Chair and the Kingdom of Bahrain for holding this session. As an
international wildlife organisation we want to express our support for the actions undertaken
under the World Heritage Convention for the decisions and initiatives adopted by the
Committee for the conservation of Virunga Park, another Congolese site, as well as to
congratulate the Congolese authorities, especially ICCN.

Virunga remains at the heart of the World Heritage Convention and is among the 16
World Heritage sites over 21 we have researched to protect great apes. From all the Parks in
Africa, Virunga is the only Park in the world to host three species of Great Apes: mountain
gorillas, eastern lowland (Grauer’s) gorillas and chimpanzees, our closest living relative.
Chimpanzees and humans share more than 98 per cent of their DNA and in biological terms,
chimpanzees are more closely related to humans than they are to gorillas. They were 2
million at the beginning of the 18" century and today they number close to 350,000.

We invite the World Heritage communities to join us in the celebration of the first ever
World Chimpanzee Day, the next 14" of July, in honour of the day Dr Jane Goodall first set
foot in what is now Gombe National Park in Tanzania, in 1960. This is an initiative of a
number of organisations, mainly primate sanctuaries in North America, in Africa and the Jane
Goodall Institute Global.

Please take the time to reflect on the fate of our closest relatives and consider

adoption or the reinforcement of measures. You can visit the site
www.worldchimpanzeeday.org. Thank you.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We had another NGO speaker but apparently, the speaker
does not want to take the floor, so | give it to IUCN to reply.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. L’'UICN remercie d’abord I'ensemble des membres du
Comité qui sont intervenus pour me poser des questions tres pertinentes. Madame la
présidente, je rappelle que la situation que vit le parc national de Virunga est extrémement
difficile et date de trés longtemps. Le processus qui est en cours de mise en ceuvre par
I'Alliance Virunga allie la conservation du parc et également développe des initiatives au
profit des communautés locales qui portent essentiellement sur la fourniture d’électricité,
mais également le développement d’'un systéme d’agriculture durable familiale. C’est un
processus qui n’a pas encore atteint sa vitesse de croisiére.

Le processus en cours a déja montré des résultats intéressants, encouragé
également par les communautés. Je pense que, a ce stade, 'Etat partie qui est ici présent
pourrait également donner plus de détail sur les avancées notées par le programme de
I'’Alliance Virunga. Je vous remercie madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair. | just wanted to make a short intervention. Firstly, to
express our condolences to the families of those rangers who have been killed in the line of
duty serving our collective interest in the conservation of a World Heritage property.

Secondly, | wanted to just underline the reality that we will never ever get on top of
these terrible problems, poaching and illegal trade in wildlife, until such time as the global
community deals effectively with the source of the problem. That is the demand for those
products that are being traded illegally. In that regard | want to urge all States Parties to do
their utmost under the Convention on international trade of endangered species and in their
own jurisdiction to stamp out wherever we can illegal trade in wildlife.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Hungary.”

Hungary:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. | would like to join what Australia said before and
highlight the need and necessity to have a stronger cooperation with the other Conventions,
Washington, CITES, as this is crucial to at least starting to stop these serious problems.

Thank you”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now the floor is to Tanzania.”

Tanzania;

“Thank you madam Chairperson. We are just echoing what [UCN has just proposed
to have a word from the State Party of Congo on the situation of Alliance Virunga. Thank

you.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you, very much. The floor is to the Democratic Republic of Congo.”

République démocratigue du Congo :

« Merci madame la présidente. La République démocratique du Congo tient a vous
remercier ainsi que tous les membres du Comité et toute la communauté internationale pour
son appui afin de pouvoir remettre ce parc dans son état.

Aujourd’hui, il est vrai que nous avons un grand programme pour réconcilier
conservation et développement et nous sommes dotés d'une ftroisieme centrale
hydroélectrique qui apporte de I'énergie, I'électricité, dans tous les centres sociaux, hépitaux
et autres gratuitement et qui soutient des microprogrammes de développement pour les
communautes.

Nous pensons que ce programme va se développer davantage avant de soulager la
misére de cette population qui avoisine le parc national de Virunga. Nous sommes
conscients que les efforts fournis vont apporter d’ici la une réponse adéquate avec
I'agriculture durable pour aider ces populations a soulager leur misére, mais principalement a
adhérer a la vision de la conservation. Tel est notre objectif : impliquer cette population dans
la conservation et les amener a pouvoir nous soutenir dans ce travail en s’appropriant ce
parc de Virunga comme leur patrimoine.

Nous croyons qu’avec tout cela nous pourrons apporter dans un temps court une
solution a la vie de cette population et méme a la sécurité du parc.

Je vous remercie beaucoup ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? Did the Rapporteur receive
any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We have not received any amendments for this decision.”

The Chairperson:
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“Thank you very much. | now declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.51 adopted. Mr.
Debonnet the floor is back to you for the next report. Thank you.”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“The next report is on the general situation in the Democratic Republic of Congo. As
you know, this country has five World Heritage sites, all inscribed on the List of World
Heritage in danger. A few years ago the Committee decided to have a report on the general
situation. The report can be found on your working document 7A.Add on page 86 in the
English version and 89 in that French.

As mentioned in the individual reports on the site, insecurity caused by the presence
of armed groups and various militias continues to threaten the Outstanding Universal Value
of many of the properties located especially in the Eastern Democratic Republic of Congo
(DRC). As mentioned before, the ranger staff has paid an extremely heavy toll this year, with,
in total, 22 guards in the Okapi Wildlife reserve and in the Virunga National Park killed and
many others seriously injured. Also, in the Kahuzi Biega National Park, a team of 27 ICCN
employees were kidnapped last March for more than a month by a group of militiamen.

The State Party report notes that no petroleum activities are envisaged in the DRC
World Heritage sites. However, as also mentioned before, the recent approval by the
president of petroleum blocks in the Salonga National Park and the recent proposal by the
Minister of Hydrocarbures to review the status of Salonga and Virunga to allow for oil
exploration clearly demonstrate that the sites are still potentially threatened by oil exploration
activities.

It is therefore recommended that the Committee reiterates its position on the
incompatibility of all oil and gas exploration and exploitation within World Heritage sites and
calls for any proposal for the modification of the boundary of the sites must be based on
strengthening its Outstanding Universal Value and not be proposed for the aim of just
facilitating extracting activities.

The Draft Decision 7A.52 can be found in the working document 7A on page 87 in
English and 91 in the French version. [IUCN has no further comments on this report.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any queries or interventions? Norway, you have the
floor.”

Norway

“Thank you Chair. Firstly, Norway would like to express its deepest condolences to
the families of the guards killed. We strongly condemn the targeting of staff working to
protect the national heritage of the DRC. Oil exploration in World Heritage properties is of the
utmost concern. We strongly support paragraph 7 in the Draft Decision stating that:

‘Any proposal for modification to the boundaries of a World Heritage property must be
based on strengthening its Outstanding Universal Value and should not be proposed with the
aim of facilitating extractive activities’.

We would also like to stress the long-term benefits from sustainable use of natural

resources not only for biodiversity in generating well-being and economic benefits for local
people. Recognising the many challenges the DRC is facing, we encourage States Parties
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and the donor community to support the State Party in their efforts to protect these areas of
outstanding biodiversity, which are of global importance. Norway supports the draft decision.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. Zimbabwe also supports the Draft Decision.
However, on paragraph 9 there is a request that the State Party will present updated reports
on the four properties by the 1%t of February 2019; | think this is trying to put a lot of pressure
on the State Party. The State Party may need more time given the complexity of the issues
here.”

The Chairperson:

“The floor is to Ms. Rossler.”

Ms. ROssler:

“Thank you very much Madam Chair. | just consulted with the Rapporteur. The idea
was to get reports back for the 1% of February to be able to report at the next session. Does it
mean you do not want a report at the next session? Could you please clarify?

Thank you.”
Zimbabwe:
“Yes Madame Chair. | think the State Party should report at the 44" session of the

Committee.”

The Chairperson:

“Maybe, if you agree, the report will not be submitted next year, but for the 44"
session; that means in two years. Do you agree with this? Does anyone support this
suggestion? Tanzania please you have the floor.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. We second that position.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you madam Chair. Just to clarify further. This is the general decision because
the Committee examines every year all the sites on the in Danger List. So you will review all
Democratic Republic of Congo sites, but what you do not want to have is a general decision
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on the Democratic Republic of Congo and the challenges in general in this situation. Just to
be very clear, so that the Rapporteur knows how to change the last paragraph.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“I now give the floor to Uganda.”

Uganda

“Thank you madam Chair. Madame Chair, Uganda looks at the issues that are
actually affected by the protected areas in the Democratic Republic of Congo. We have to
consider the fact that there are so many sites that the Democratic Republic of Congo needs
to look at to produce a comprehensive report. | think it would be reasonable for us to give
them a bit more time, so that they can look at all the sites and get a comprehensive report for
all the sites and submit. | think that the time requested is reasonable enough and Uganda
supports.

| submit.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to one of the NGOs’ representatives.”

ONG:

« Merci madame la présidente. Je représente des autochtones de basse altitude du
parc national de Kahuzi-Biega et je parle au nom du Forum international des peuples
autochtones sur le patrimoine mondial. Il est bien connu que les autochtones ont eu une
contribution historique dans les métiers de la biodiversité issue du patrimoine mondial.

Nous reconnaissons en tant que citoyens du pays les grands défis et les menaces
que rencontrent les gardes du parc en particulier les territoires ou ont eu lieu les
enlevements au Kahuzi-Biega et les récentes tueries dans le parc du Virunga. Nous
félicitons lattention du Comité sur ces menaces et encourageons les initiatives de
compassions annoncées en marge de cette 42°¢ session du Comité. Je ferai aussi partie de
cette initiative ce soir.

En ce qui concerne le Kahuzi-Biega, les autochtones n’ont pas accés aux ressources
naturelles traditionnelles ce qui affecte I'agriculture, 'identité et les moyens de subsistance.
Les activités traditionnelles, la chasse, la cueillette, la médecine traditionnelle pour beaucoup
sont qualifiées d’illégales et ils risquent des sanctions violentes par les gardes forestiers. Il 'y
a eu des cas de meurtres des autochtones en aodt 2017. Cela est encore le cas malgré le
travail important au niveau national avec les autorités pour établir une résolution positive et
une résolution positive entre les Bambuti et les Mbuti et les autorités du parc alliées avec les
gardes forestiers pour les autochtones de haute et de basse altitude du parc de Kahuzi-
Biega.

Nous référant aussi a I'acceptation de la République démocratique du Congo d’'une
recommandation garantissant les droits des peuples autochtones dans les aires protégées
lors de 'examen périodique du Conseil des droits de 'homme en avril 2014, nous sommes
trés préoccupés de constater que le rapport des décisions du Comité sur le bien n’a pas pris
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en compte la situation particuliére des autochtones de haute et de basse altitude du parc de
Kahuzi-Biega.

Nous recommandons ainsi la relance de ce processus de collaboration dans le cadre
du processus de Wakatany et d’assurer que les autochtones participent a la gouvernance et
a la gestion du patrimoine mondial en République démocratique du Congo et aussi
encourageons spécifiquement limplication des peuples autochtones dans la proposition,
I'inscription, la gestion ainsi que la rédaction des biens du patrimoine situés sur leur territoire.

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the Rapporteur to give us the
amendments.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. As we heard during the debate, we have one proposed
amendment from Zimbabwe, seconded by Tanzania, for paragraph 9 of the decision. The
new paragraph would read:

9. ‘Further requests the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1
December 2019, a detailed report on the implementation of the Kinshasa Declaration, the
security situation in the properties, and the status of the oil exploration and
exploitation concessions that encroach on World Heritage properties, for examination by the
World Heritage Committee at its 44™ session in 2020.’

Now it is on the screen. Thank you very much madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you have any objections? | see none. We will go ahead
and adopt the Decision. | declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.57 adopted as amended.

Mr. Debonnet you have the floor to present the next property. Thank you”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“The next property is the Air and Ténéré natural Reserve in Niger. The report can be
found in the working document 7A on page 78 in the English version and page 79 in the
French version.

The State Party is reporting on its continuing efforts to implement the corrective
measures. The World Heritage Centre and IUCN consider that development of surveillance
and management plans remain urgent. Therefore, we recommend the Committee to submit a
revised International Assistance Request in order to receive assistance to complete these
tasks.

The presence of uranium, oil and gold exploration and exploitation permits in the
vicinity of the property remain of significant concern. The State Party should be requested to
submit maps which clearly show the location of these permits in relation to the property. The
State Party should further ensure that all exploration and exploitation activities are subject to
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prior Environmental Impact Assessment in line with IUCN World Heritage Centre advisory
note on Environmental Assessment, to ensure that these activities do not have a negative
impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

It is also recommended that the Committee encourage the State Party to seek advice
from the World Heritage Centre and IUCN to prepare the desired state of conservation for
the removal of the property from the list of World Heritage in Danger, and that it retains the
property on the List of World Heritage in Danger.

Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.54 can be found in the working document on page 80 in
the English and 82 in the French version. IUCN also has comments on this report.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. IUCN please.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. L’'UICN apprécie les efforts de I'Etat partie pour
continuer d’améliorer la surveillance et le suivi du bien et pour restaurer les zones dégradées
notamment celles infestées par 'espéce envahissante Prosopis juliflora. Toutefois I'Etat
partie n’a fourni aucune donnée issue des programmes de suivi des espéces clés du bien, ni
sur I'étendue de linvasion du Prosopis juliflora et son impact sur la valeur universelle
exceptionnelle.

Ces données sont nécessaires pour informer les décisions de gestion du bien, mais
également pour élaborer I'Etat de conservation souhaité en vue du retrait du bien de la Liste
du patrimoine mondial en péril. Il est extrémement préoccupant que le soutien accordé au
programme d’élevage en captivité de I'autruche a cou rouge ne soit toujours pas suffisant
pour assurer sa réussite. Vu I'importance cruciale des programmes d’élevages en captivité
de cette espéce au Niger, il est recommandé au Comité de demander & I'Etat partie de
solliciter des conseils d’experts pour 'amélioration de ses programmes.

Il est également recommandé que le Comité demande a I'Etat partie d’ceuvrer en
étroite collaboration avec les Etats parties dans l'aire de répartition de I'autruche a cou rouge
pour I'élaboration et la mis en ceuvre d’un plan d’action régional pour la conservation de
cette espéce. L'UICN encourage I'Etat partie & solliciter des conseils des experts du groupe
spécialiste de la commission de sauvegarde des especes de I'UICN afin d’améliorer
I'efficacité du programme et d’élaborer la stratégie de réintroduction de I'espéce au sein du
bien.

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments, queries or questions? | do not see
any. Did the Rapporteur receive any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We did not receive any amendments.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.54 adopted. Mr
Debonnet you have the floor for the next property please.”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“Thank you madam Chair. The next property is the Niokolo-Koba National Park in
Senegal. The report can be found in your working document 7A on page 81 in English and
83 in French.

The State Party reports on its continuing effort to implement the corrective measures,
in particular in the field of law enforcement and monitoring. The results of the ongoing
monitoring activities are reported to indicate that viable and increasing populations of key
wildlife species such as lions, wild dogs, chimpanzees and Derby elands are confirmed.
However, the Centre and IUCN know that more time is required to confirm these tendencies
as well as the reported downward trend in poaching.

The potential impact of the Mako gold prospecting project remains a serious concern
with regard to the potential impact of the project on the chimpanzees within the concession.
The State Party notes that currently no funds are available to implement the Sambangalou
Dam project. The World Heritage Centre and IUCN reiterate the need to keep the Centre
informed of the developments of this project, which could potentially impact the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property.

Despite the progress accomplished, the Centre and IUCN consider that more time
and effort are required to ensure that the reported positive tendencies are maintained for at
least three consecutive years, as stipulated in the desired state of conservation for the
removal of the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger. Consequently, it is
recommended that the Committee maintains for the moment the property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger.

Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.54 can be found on page 84 of the English version of the

working document and 82 in the French version. IUCN has some further comments madam
Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please IUCN.”

UICN :

« Merci madame la présidente. L’'UICN accueille favorablement les efforts consentis
par 'Etat partie pour la mise en ceuvre des mesures correctives. Toutefois, les impacts
potentiels du projet aurifére & Mako restent une préoccupation. Bien que les efforts de I'Etat
partie et de la société (Pétowal Mining Company, PMC) soient bien notés, aucune donnée
issue de ce suivi n’a été fournie, hormis celles concernant la quantité d’eau dans le fleuve
Gambi.

|l est recommandé que le Comité demande & I'Etat partie de soumettre au Centre du
patrimoine mondial un rapport de suivi, y compris une analyse des données sur la qualité et
la quantité des eaux souterraines et de surface en amont et en aval du projet. Il est
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recommandé que le Comité demande a I'Etat partie de fournir des données spécifiques et
détaillées sur le suivi des chimpanzés afin de permettre une évaluation de I'impact réel du
projet sur cette espéce ainsi qu’une évaluation de I'efficacité des zones de conservation
créées en dehors du bien dans l'optique d’atténuer ses impacts.

Prenant note qu’aucun financement n’est encore disponible pour la construction du
barrage de Sambangalou, 'UICN considére que ce projet demeure une menace potentielle
pour le bien qui doit faire I'objet d’'une étude d’impact environnemental et social détaillée, y
compris I'évaluation des impacts sur la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien
conformément a la note de conseil de 'UICN sur le patrimoine mondial et I'évaluation
environnementale.

Pour finir, madame la présidente, 'UICN regrette qu’aucune information n’ait été
fournie concernant la fermeture de la carriere de basalte a Mansadala prévue pour 2018
comme lavait confirmé I'Etat partie lors de la 41¢ session du Comité. Il est donc
recommandé de demander & I'Etat partie de confirmer dans les plus brefs délais si la
fermeture de la carriere s’est effectuée comme prévu, rappelant que cette date a déja été
repoussée a plusieurs reprises.

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or interventions, questions? The
Rapporteur does not have any amendments, | have just been told. | therefore declare Draft
Decision 42 COM 7A.55 adopted.

Mr. Debonnet you have the floor to present the next report.”

Mr. Guy Debonnet:

“The next report is on the Selous Game Reserve in the United Republic of Tanzania.
The report can be found in the working document 7A.Add on page 91 of the English version
and 95 of that French.

The Selous Game Reserve was inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger in
2014, as a result of a steep increase in poaching which led to the dissemination of the
elephant population and doubts about the continuous survival of black rhinos within the
property. Since 2014, the State Party has worked closely with its partner to address the
poaching issue through an emergency action plan. The aerial census planned for 2018 by
the national authorities should help to confirm the state of the elephant population, which
now appears to be stable. Following an intensive search a small number of black rhinos also
appear to be still present in the property. These positive developments are overshadowed by
plans by the government to develop the Stiegler's Gorge Dam.

In this regard, in July of 2017, the State Party submitted to the World Heritage Centre
a position paper stating its intention to proceed with the construction of the Stiegler's Gorge
hydropower project within the property. On the 8" of August and 11" of September, 2017,
the World Heritage Centre sent letters to the State Party reiterating the Committee’s request
to fully assess the potential risk and to consider potential options. On the 26™ of January,
2018, the UNESCO Director General also sent a letter to the president of the Republic of
Tanzania to express her concern about this project.

It is to be recalled that by Decision 40.COM 7, the World Heritage Committee
established the position that the construction of dams with large reservoirs within the

190



boundaries of World Heritage properties is incompatible with World Heritage status. In the
case of the Stiegler's Gorge Dam, the reservoir will cover close to 1500 km? inside the
property, almost twice the size of the Kingdom of Bahrain.

It needs to be pointed out that while this Committee session is considering potential
cases of dams on World Heritage sites, in all these cases we talk about dams constructed
outside the property, but with potential upstream or downstream impacts on the property.
The proposal to build a large dam such as the Stiegler's Gorge Dam inside the property is
therefore a very new development for the Convention.

On the 3™ of April 2018, the World Heritage Centre participated in the stakeholders’
consultation as part of the Socio-Environmental Impact Assessment concerning the dam
project. It was recalled that the World Heritage Committee has taken numerous past
decisions which expressed concerns of irreversible damage of the construction of the dam
on the property’s Outstanding Universal Value. Following the call, the World Heritage Centre
also conveyed its input by a letter dated the 6" of April, 2018. Today, the complete
Environmental Impact Assessment has still not been submitted to the World Heritage Centre.

The World Heritage Centre notes the short time-frame available to conduct the
ongoing Impact Assessment and it also notes the requirements for a Strategic Environmental
Assessment for all hydropower development under Tanzanian legislation.

It is therefore recommended that the Committee reiterates its request to the State
Party to fully assess the cumulative impact of the Stiegler's Gorge project on the property
and its wider landscape through a Strategic Environmental Assessment undertaken to the
highest international standard and to consider alternative options to meet its power
generation needs.

On the 25" of April, 2018, the Tanzanian Forest Service Agency published a tender
for the deforestation of 143,000 hectares located within the World Heritage property: more
specifically, within the area earmarked for the construction of the dam. The map on the
screen shows the area where this deforestation will take place and it includes some of the
most pristine forest areas in the property.

The World Heritage Centre was also informed that the signs of the remaining black
rhinos were actually found in the area which is proposed to be deforested. If authorised, the
complete deforestation of such a large area would lead to irreversible damage to the
property’s Outstanding Universal Value and the loss of its integrity.

In response to this new development, the UNESCO Assistant Director for Culture
sent a letter to the Minister of Natural Resources and Tourism of Tanzania on the 31% of
May, 2018.

Madam Chair also received a petition signed by more than 100,000 people
requesting Tanzania not to proceed with the logging. It is therefore recommended that the
Committee requests the State Party to invite a joint World Heritage Centre and IUCN
Reactive Monitoring mission to the property to review the state of the Stiegler's Gorge
hydropower project.

Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.56 can be found in the working document on page 94 in
English and 98 in French. IUCN has also further comments on this report.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please go ahead.”
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IUCN:

“Thank you madam Chair. The State Party’s decision to develop the Hydropower
project inside the property and its associated activities is a cause for great concern. IUCN
and the World Heritage Centre therefore recommend that the Committee adds this issue for
the justification of the continued inclusion of the property on the List of World Heritage in
Danger.

IUCN and the World Heritage Centre also recommend that the Committee urges the
State Party not to proceed with the planned logging and all the activities related to the
hydropower project until a comprehensive Strategic Environmental Assessment has been
completed and reviewed by IUCN and the World Heritage Centre.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | would like to know if you have any comments. | give the floor
to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. Norway understands that Tanzania wishes to
achieve its energy objectives. As Committee members, it is overall our mission to ensure that
the Outstanding Universal Value is conserved and protected. Plans for the construction of a
dam within the borders of a World Heritage property have to be seen as a potential threat
according to the criteria for in Danger listing. In addition to our understanding, a tender to
start logging in the World Heritage property has been announced.

In order to ensure the full assessment of the impact project, a Strategic
Environmental Assessment is needed, in order for the Committee to make an informed
decision. Norway considers the draft decision as accurate with regard to the current situation
and we hope that it will truly demonstrate that the international community cares about the
loss and that there is a will to assist Tanzania in finding solutions that will not have
detrimental impacts on one of Africa’s most important protected areas, an area with
Outstanding Universal Value. Norway supports the draft decision.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Angola, please.”

Angola:

“‘Madam Chairperson, Angola concurs with the analysis made and the
recommendations suggested by the Advisory Bodies on the state of conservation on Selous
Game Reserve. We urge the State Party of Tanzania to address the key issue related to the
improved conservation of this property within the limits of resources available.

Angola appreciates that anti-poaching interventions undertaken so far by the State
Party of Tanzania have begun to bear fruit. All this indicates that poaching, the primary
reason for its placement on the in Danger List, has been arrested, as testified by an upswing
of elephant population growth and a healthier population structure.
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We encourage the State Party of Germany and other interested funding partners to
continue the commitment and collaboration in strengthening the conservation of Selous.

Madam Chairperson, the consideration of provisions of adequate energy is crucial for
the fast-growing economy of Tanzania and Africa as a whole. This is particularly necessary
as to keeping pace with the dire need to address poverty, which remains a priority for
Tanzania and Africa at large. Why did the Gorge project stimulate significant debate? We
heard that an Environmental Social Assessment has been finalised and readied for review by
the World Heritage Centre. In any case, we underscore the need to minimise the possible
negative impacts to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

At the time an explicit decision has been made to continue with this project, we
strongly suggested that the State Party of Tanzania engage in a close dialogue and
consultation with the World Heritage Centre so as to study the recommendations of the
Advisory Bodies in the most practical and feasible way.

Thank you very much Madam Chairperson.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair. Australia supports the draft decision to retain this property
on the List of World Heritage in Danger given the imperative of preserving the attributes for
which the property was inscribed. We note the Advisory Bodies’ advice that the development
of the Stiegler's Gorge hydropower station and the associated planned deforestation would
damage its attributes in a manner which would be incompatible with World Heritage status.

Australia respects the aspiration of Tanzania to achieve its vision to develop into a
modern electrified and industrialised country and notes the consequential increase in energy
demand that would occur over the coming decades. Australia urges Tanzania to implement
the Draft Decision, particularly the Strategic Environmental Assessment, and to explore
options to meet its increasing energy needs through sustainable alternatives that would not
irretrievably damage the attributes for which Selous was placed on the World Heritage List.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Zimbabwe.”
Zimbabwe:
“Thank you madam Chair. Just to request permission from you to allow the State

Party to make a statement.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Hungary.”
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Hungary:

“Thank you madam Chair. | will be as brief as soon as possible. Hungary fully agrees
with the position of Australia and Norway and we support adoption of the draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is back to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. We do not want to prolong the
debate but we do want to add our voice to the previous speakers, particularly Australia, in
our support for the draft decision as submitted to the Committee. We want to commend the
State Party in its effort for ensuring the continued protection of the site and we also
encourage them to look for all possible alternatives to ensure the sustainable energy supply
in this protected area.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the State Party of Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you Chair. Tanzania agrees with the submission of the distinguished delegate
of Angola. At this juncture, we propose for a continuous engagement in a constructive
dialogue with the World Heritage Centre and Advisory Bodies by way of striking the best way
forward on this important issue. We confirm that the Environmental Impact Assessment for
the project is out; it should be on its way to the World Heritage Centre, but also we welcome
the Strategic Environmental Assessment process that should be implemented very soon.

We wish to bring the attention of the World Heritage Committee to the fact that during
the previous decision on this issue of Selous, Tanzania was encouraged to undertake an
Environmental Impact Assessment, which we have undertaken. During the decision that we
are discussing now, madam Chair, the stress has been on the Strategic Environmental
Assessment, this is why we worked very hard to make the Environmental Impact
Assessment and now we are doing the Strategic Environmental Assessment, although the
latter should in practice precede the Environmental Impact Assessment.

We wish to comfort the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies that we are
ready to engage and we have already started this engagement to see the best way on how
to handle this rather sensitive issue.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of NGOs.”
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NGO:

“Thank you madam Chair for giving us the floor. Africa has only a few truly wilderness
areas left where you can experience wildlife in its true self. Selous World Heritage site is one
of them. But it is not just about wildlife at Selous; it provides values for people and
communities. WWF-commissioned research suggests that 1.2 million people could benefit
form being sustainably developed.

Currently the reserve generates 6 million US dollars annually and is one of the prime
tourism attractions in southern Tanzania, despite being under-developed for tourism. In
addition there are 200,000 livelihoods downstream of Selous that depend on maintaining the
flow of the Rufiji River.

We welcome the government’s anti-poaching efforts and progress made this far. We
acknowledge the start of the SECAD project and the World Bank loan to improve the
management of the Selous. These efforts seem to be working as data seems to suggest a
fallen poaching rate and an increase in elephant calves. This will all help to expand the
tourist sector and increase revenue.

However, these efforts could be undermined by the development of Stiegler's Gorge
for hydroelectricity. We welcome the announcement of the State Party to carry out a
Strategic Environmental Assessment as required under Tanzanian law to assess the impact
and other sectors’ strategies and opportunities for alternative power generation schemes. We
understand that there is a range of alternatives that could provide the Park without destroying
the tourist potential or the Outstanding Universal Value that makes Selous such a unique and
magnificent landscape for the planet. In this case, with wise planning, it seems that Tanzania
can have its cake and eat it.

The world is losing its wilderness areas but in Selous there is the potential to host a
vast population of elephants and become a primary global tourist destination if wise choices
are made about its future. This would benefit Tanzania and its people for generations to
come.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Did the Rapporteur receive any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you Madam Chair. No, we did not receive any amendments.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7A.56 adopted.

I now invite Mr. Edmond Moukala, Chief of the Africa Unit of the World Heritage
Centre, to read the list of the natural properties inscribed on the List of World Heritage in
Danger located in the Africa region for which the reports are proposed for adoption without
discussion.”

Secretariat:
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“Thank you very much madam Chair. Since Mr. Edmond is not here, | will quickly do
that. There are three sites that are not for discussion in the Africa region: Kahuzi-Biega
National Park in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Decision 42 COM 7A.48; Okapi
Wildlife Reserve also in the Democratic Republic of Congo, Decision 42 COM 7A.44 and the
Rainforests of the Atsinanana in Madagascar, Decision 42 COM 7A.53.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Is there any objection from the Committee on this matter? | see none. | consider the
decisions read out adopted. | would like to ask whether any observers or delegations would
like to express themselves about one of the properties for which we have adopted the
decision without the discussion. | cannot see any.

We will first discuss the report concerning cultural properties, followed by the mixed
properties and natural properties, the same regional order as for item 7 will be used: Asia
and the Pacific, Europe and North America, Latin America and the Caribbean, and Africa and
Arab States.

| now invite Mr. Feng Jing, Chair of the Asia- Pacific Unit for the World Heritage

Centre to present report on the state of conservation of the Cultural properties located in the
Asia- Pacific region and opened for discussion.”

Mr. Feng Jing:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. The first site to be reviewed from the Asia-Pacific
region is the cultural property of the historical ensemble of the Potala Palace, Lhasa. The
summarised conservation issues for the property which comprise of the Potala Palace, the
Jokhang temple and Norbulingka can be found in working document 42 COM 7A.Add on
pages 7 until 9 in the English version and pages 6-9 in the French-language version.

In accordance with Committee Decision 40 COM 7B.31, the State Party of China
submitted a state of conservation report on this property in December of 2017 and
responded to some of the requests made by the Committee. Following a fire at the Jokhang
temple on the 17" of February, 2018, the World Heritage Centre requested information from
the State Party which was provided on the 15" of March, 2018. According to the State Party,
the monitoring and control will be improved at the property, lessons drawn from this incident
and fire safety screenings are currently taking place at the property and other cultural
heritage sites in Tibet.

With regard to the clear definition of buffer zones of the property’s detailed maps
should be submitted to the World Heritage Centre as a matter of priority, in accordance with
the Operational Guidelines and communicated prior to the decision from the Committee. The
State Party advised that regulation for the buffer zone be contended within the conservation
plans for the component part of the property. The three conservation plans for the
component parts of the property should be submitted to the World Heritage Centre for review
by the Advisory Bodies as soon as possible. Guidelines need to be devised for the protection
of historical buildings within the buffer zones and ensure that the preservation of traditional
urban structures and layout including historical buildings is a focus of the urban master plan
for Lhasa, 2009-2020.

196



As recommended by the 2015 Reactive Monitoring mission, the urban master plan
should also promote the spatial linkages and the visual corridors between the components
past the historical context and the wider sightings that gave Lhasa city its unique character.
With regard to the February 2018 fire, the preliminary report contained in the additional
information is acknowledged but is not the work carried out in the immediate aftermath of the
fire, as more detailed assessments are carried out and plans for restoration are developed.
More detailed report including images, drawings and other graphic illustrations of the
damage, paying particular attention to the golden ceiling, should be submitted to the World
Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies.

In this regard it is recommended that the Committee requests the State Party of
China to invite a joint World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM Reactive Monitoring
mission to the property to assess the damage caused by the fire and the proposed
restoration works to be carried out as well as to examine the other aspects of the state of
conservation of the property.

After the publication of the state of conservation report the World Heritage Centre
received third party information expressing concerns on the state of conservation of the
property. The State Party was requested to provide clarification on this matter and a reply
was received on the 22" of June from China’s State Administration of Cultural Heritage. In
brief, the State Party is willing to invite a joint Reactive Monitoring mission, as mentioned
earlier. This supplementary information provided by the State Party has been shared with the
Advisory Bodies for review.

Madam Chairperson, dear Committee members, the Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.2 can
be found on page 9 of the English version of the working document and page 8 of that
French. With your permission madam Chairperson, ICOMOS will provide further comments
on this property. Let me also point out that the representative of the State Party is present to
provide additional information.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, go ahead.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. The State Party and its agencies have implemented
important initiatives to improve the experience of both pilgrims and tourists at the property
and documented and valorised traditional knowledge systems through a range of studies and
monitoring and maintenance systems.

The involvement of more Tibetan craftsmen, artisans and experts in the conservation
work as recommended by the 2015 Monitoring mission is strongly supported. The special
relationship between the components of the property and holistic management of the
attributes which contribute to its Outstanding Universal Value requires definitive identification
of buffer zones. It is of great importance that development maps are prepared soon and the
conservation plans for the three component parts of the property include appropriate
regulations for these buffer zones.

ICOMOS and ICCROM stand ready to review the maps and conservation plan once
these are submitted to the World Heritage Centre. A proposed television tower has potential
to affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the property and this impact is to be carefully
assessed in accordance with the 2011 ICOMOS guidelines on Heritage Impact Assessment
for cultural World Heritage properties and review by the Advisory Bodies before any work on
this project commences.
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The fire which occurred in February of 2018 has caused some damage. While the
effort of the administration of Cultural Heritage and the People’s government’s autonomous
region are acknowledged, it would be appropriate for the State Party to invite a joint World
Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM Reactive Monitoring mission to the property to
assess the fire damage and the proposed restoration work to be undertaken, as well as
examining other aspects of the state of conservation of the property.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or questions? | give the floor to the
representative of Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you madam Chair. Tanzania wishes to congratulate the State Party of China
for the notable progress made in maintaining the state of conservation of the property in
particular on valorising and utilising the traditional knowledge systems and training young
craftsmen on management of the property. Tanzania also commends the State Party for the
establishment of the conservation plan to prevent soil erosion and improve bedrock
conditions on the site.

Furthermore, Tanzania commends the State Party for their policies and administrative
measures that have been put in place to monitor the development project that contribute to
the promotion of the Outstanding Universal Value for the property and therefore improve
visitor experience.

Madam Chairperson, while we remain sympathetic with the State Party for the
devastating fire on the site in February of 2018, we commend the timely rehabilitation work
carried out in the immediate aftermath of the incident. This delegation, in this regard,
therefore encourages the State Party to invite a joint Reactive Monitoring mission to assess
the damage caused by the fire and the proposed restoration work to be undertaken
therefore.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. In this case we really want to
acknowledge, in this very disagreeable state of affairs with the fire that took place, all the
actions undertaken by the State Party to mitigate that. We do think this needs to be kept in
mind when the Reactive Monitoring mission takes place and when it comes to the overall
respect for heritage.

| think there has been long-term awareness raising about the situation of the site and
this is why we wanted to leave a clear mark on the records as to the recognition of everything
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the State Party has done and also we would like to commend the Secretariat and the State
Party for their input.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | would like to ask China whether they have any comments.
Please, take the floor.”

China:

“Thank you madam Chair. China appreciates the concerns and the work of the
Committee and of the World Heritage Centre and of the Advisory Bodies on the Historic
Ensemble of the Potala Palace, Lhasa. We will continue to take actions to implement the
resolution to strengthen the protection and management of the property.

With regard to the fire at the temple monastery on the 16" of February, 2018, China
has submitted to the World Heritage Centre a report with detailed explanation on the basic
situation, including assessment of damage to the components and structures and post-fire
repair works with relevant joints and postholes. As mentioned in the report, the fire happened
to the ventilation timber on the second floor of the back hall of the main hall of the monastery.

Due to the proper measures carried out by the local government, the fire was blocked
and controlled and put out rapidly. The building of the main hall remained safe and stable.
The Outstanding Universal Value, the authenticity and integrity of the monastery were not
damaged or affected. Of course, as required in the decision, further information and
materials will be provided to the World Heritage Centre in the future; meanwhile, China is
also willing to invite the Reactive Monitoring mission organised by the World Heritage Centre,
ICOMOS and ICCROM, which could learn more about the local fire incident and follow-up
conservation efforts and offer comments and recommendations.

By the way, the local government has taken the lessons of the fire and organised a
safety inspection of all cultural heritage sites throughout the Tibetan region in order to
eliminate any potential risks to safety.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Rapporteur, are there any amendments?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We have received no amendments to the draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.2 adopted. |
now invite Mr. Feng Jing to present the next report. You have the floor, please.”
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Mr. Feng Jing:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. The next site for review by the Committee is the
Kathmandu Valley in Nepal. Review of the conservation issues identified for the property are
summarised in working document 42 COM 7B on page 21 of both language versions.

These properties are threatened by the impact of severe earthquakes of April and
May of 2015. Other important threats include the lack of a coordinated management
mechanism and some of the work carried out as part of the post-earthquake recovery,
rehabilitation and reconstruction processes.

In view of the extensive damage to all seven monument zones by the 2015
earthquake, there is both a certain and potential danger to the property as defined in
Paragraphs 177 and 179 of the Operational Guidelines. Therefore, since the 39" session of
the Committee in Bonn, the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies have been
recommending the Committee to inscribe the property on the List of World Heritage in
Danger. This position was confirmed by the joint World Heritage Centre ICOMOS and
ICCROM Reactive Monitoring mission of October, 2015 and March, 2017. Both concluded
that an inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger would be the best way forward for
the protection and recovery of the Outstanding Universal Value of the property. However,
following intense debates at each session, the property has not been inscribed on the List of
World Heritage in Danger so far.

A report on the current state of conservation of the property was submitted by the
State Party on the 31% of January, 2018. After careful review, the World Heritage Centre and
the Advisory Bodies consider that despite the positive measures taken by the State Party,
the recovery process is not currently at an adequate scale to deal with the major challenges
that have arisen following the earthquake. Worryingly, there is also a lack of evidence to
support the work undertaken so far, which often does not respect the distinctive traditional
structures, materials and local practices. All of these are impacting adversely on the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

Therefore, in accordance with Paragraph 179 of the Operational Guidelines, it is clear
that the property is currently facing considerable ascertained threats confirmed by both the
monitoring mission and by field visits of the UNESCO office in Kathmandu.

Despite laudable efforts there is no doubt that the scale and the scope of the
disasters require to go well beyond the capacities and the resources of the Department of
Archaeology of Nepal. The World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies consider
therefore that inscribing the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger will ensure that
immediate measures can be taken to focus on recovery projects that sustain the attributes of
Outstanding Universal Value, particularly the distinctive building structures and their
materials, in order to avoid problematic reconstruction and conservation activities that
threaten the authenticity and integrity of the property.

Regarding the advisory mission encouraged by the Committee in 2017, the State
Party had proposed to invite the joint World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM
advisory mission in May, September and late October of this year. Finally, a debriefing
meeting was held with the delegation of Nepal to UNESCO ahead of the session on the 24™"
of May, 2018 to explain the process and prepare the working document to the Committee.

Madam Chairperson, Committee members, Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.12 can be
found in working document 42 COM 7B on page 24 of both language versions. With your
permission, madam Chairperson, ICOMOS will now provide further comments on the
property. The State Party representative is also present in the room.

Thank you.”
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ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. ICOMOS acknowledges the State Party’'s strong
commitment to recover this property following the earthquake and the work that has so far
been undertaken, such as the state of conservation report. We also note that the detailed
recommendations of the two Reactive Monitoring missions of 2015 and 2017 have not yet
been fully addressed. We are concerned by the overall slow pace of recovery and the lack of
action in some areas and the damaging restoration that has been undertaken in some of the
monuments which does not respect local building, materials or practices.

The difficulties being faced in dealing with the scope and scale of the impacts of the
earthquake appear to reflect the lack of work planning and coordination as well as the lack of
capacity to undertake projects in a fully systematic way, including documentation research
and analysis to underpin decisions.

We consider the work is still lacking a coordinated overall recovery plan along with
subordinate plans for individual monument zones that together could provide the context and
guidance for how projects should be undertaken by international agencies and other donors.
Such plans could also clearly set out how recovery might balance the needs of the fabric of
the property with the socio-economic needs of communities so the support of donors could
benefit both.

Meanwhile, the uncontrolled work that has been undertaken is impacting the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property, as is the deterioration from lack of attention.
This is leading to a significant loss of traditional fabric. In ICOMOS’s view, the property is in
danger through the results in loss of attributes and the potential for further irreversible loss
which would impact highly adversely on its integrity and authenticity.

We appreciate the issue of in Danger listing has been considered by the Committee
several times after the earthquake and was not supported, as assurances were given by the
State Party that recovery work was being undertaken that would reverse damage and decay.
In ICOMOS’s view, we are now in a position just over three years after the earthquake where
we have not reached a stable position with the immediate actions having been taken and the
long-term recovery plan under way.

ICOMOS considers that the property clearly satisfies the conditions of in Danger
listing and its inclusion on the list should not be seen as a criticism of the heroic efforts of the
State Party but rather as a means of gathering the necessary support to help the State Party
with the enormity of the task that it is facing. It would be ideal if the Kathmandu Valley could
add to the current momentum to overcome the negative perception of in Danger listing and
demonstrate the benefits that it might bring.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments questions or enquiries? China,
please.”

China:

“Thank you madam Chair. Regarding Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.12 on the
Kathmandu Valley, the State Party, Nepal, has been carrying out conservation,
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reconstruction, restoration and rehabilitation works on the monuments damaged and
destroyed by the 2015 earthquake. We understand that substantive work has been carried
out during the past three years in a well-coordinated manner among related agencies
including the local government and communities. More than 17 monuments have been
reconstructed within the protected monument zone. Some projects have received a bilateral
assistance.

The joint World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS and ICCROM Reactive Monitoring mission
visited Nepal twice, in October, 2015 and March, 2017. An invitation for the third one was
extended and due to complications with scheduling has not been carried out at this stage.
This shows Nepal's commitment to fulfilling its obligations, as decided by the Committee.
Nepal is ready to receive the Advisory Bodies’ mission soon, before the end of the year,
which will allow this mission and the World Heritage Centre to prepare a report and review
the progress.

The Committee may kindly also take notes that the international community and other
States Parties, including Japan and China, are also directly engaged in reconstruction work.
The government of Nepal has developed a guideline and put the necessary measures in
place to maintain the Outstanding Universal Value of the World Heritage property, while
carrying out conservation and reconstruction work including quality material. Progress has so
far remained satisfactory and the government has expressed its commitment to ensuring the
quality of all works.

Subsequently, the Committee may take the appropriate decision after considering the
report of the Advisory Bodies’ mission during the 43" Session of the Committee next year. In
view of the above, the State Party, Nepal, should be allowed to continue the implementation
of its reconstruction and conservation plan on the World Heritage property. China would
therefore like to propose an amendment to the draft decision in consideration by the
Committee today. Amendments are particularly related to paragraphs 11 and 12 of the draft
decision contained in the document WHC/18/42 COM 7B.

Since the delegation of Nepal, led by the Secretary of the Ministry Culture and
Tourism and Civil Aviation is in the room, we propose that they should be given an
opportunity to speak before the Committee today to report on the current state of
conservation reconstruction, restoration and rehabilitation works.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Bahrain.”

Bahrain:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. Actually, we agree with the representative of
China and would like to thank and commend the strong commitment of the State Party of
Nepal and the work that it has undertaken so far for the recovery of the damaged
components and their attempts to safeguard the property in view of the devastating effects of
the disaster they have just experienced.

We also recognise that the pace of the recovery work emphasises the need for the
improvement in the management of the needed works and for capacity building of the
involved professionals and technical practitioners. Thus, we urge the international community
to provide the needed support to the State Party.
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However, we would also like to point out that the international community should also
appreciate that under such severe circumstances and conditions and the consequences of
either a natural disaster like this one or post-conflict results, the devastation that the State
Party usually experiences is far more serious in humanitarian consequences than the actual
physical safeguarding of the heritage alone. We have to remember that this is a living place,
that there are people affected; whether the pace is not quick enough or whether there are
unplanned or unjustified interventions from the local community should be appreciated and
considered, as temporary measures for them to continue living, because they cannot just sit
around and wait for the international community to come and tell them how to implement the
sometimes complex and difficult rules and regulations related to conservation.

Therefore, | think that there is a lot of responsibility on the international community to
support and understand the difficult situation. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tanzania.”

Tanzania;

“Tanzania would like to intervene based on pillars. The first pillar is the disaster that
affected the property, the second pillar is out of the analysis of the Advisory Bodies, where
we note that there is a lot of work undertaken at very slow pace, the quality of the work is
very poor, there is a continuing, serious intervention of property architecture and town
planning incoherence that erodes the integrity and authenticity. There is a lack of adequate
control and coordination and there is a lack of capacity to undertake the necessary
documentation research and analysis that should underpin all current work. That is, on the
one hand.

On the other hand, the Advisory Bodies are saying, considering the potential and the
threats to the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, the recovery process needs to be
more effective and that the scale and the scope of the disaster and the response required
go well beyond the capacity and resources of the State Party. The Advisory Body is making
a conclusion saying: considering the above, it considers now inscribing the property in the
List of World Heritage in Danger so as to ensure immediate measures can be taken to focus
on the recovery and projects sustaining the attributes of the properties in order to avoid
restoration and reconstruction that is problematic and damaging to the authenticity.

If this equation is right, it means that work done through the in Danger List is neither
locally engineered nor locally designed. In Danger listing then is the magical solution that
when applied to properties gets results very quickly. Thirdly, the in Danger listing is the
perfect solution to challenges faced by World Heritage properties.

Tanzania thinks that this is not the right solution. It is not answering any questions
because we see that sites on the World Heritage in Danger List have been there for many
years, so it is not a good solution. We see States Parties that fear being put on the List in
Danger, which also confirms that to be on the in Danger List is not a good solution. If that is
the case, Tanzania asks why we do not go with Paragraphs 183 to 189, where discussions
are at a wider angle whereby dialogue is a very important tool. In the Operational
Guidelines, and | would ask here legal advice, why are we not using that process? Because
that process is inclusive; it allows for dialogue, it tries to identify the corrective measures that
need to be taken, it allows states to come up with the desired state of conservation for
removal before we even put the site on the in Danger List. What we are doing? We are
putting the Committee into a situation that is not admitted and attainable.
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Thank you chair, | submit.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Uganda.”

Uganda:

“Thank you very much madam Chairperson. Uganda has learnt that the State Party
has made progress on the reconstruction and rehabilitation work since the 41 session of the
World Heritage Committee. Conservation and rehabilitation work on 16 monuments have
been completed to date and 13 more will be completed by mid-July, 2018. The State Party
has shown its commitment to reinstating all the cultural properties of Kathmandu by
undertaking necessary measures for ensuring quality work on the heritage property.

While appreciating the effort made by the State Party in the conservation and
rehabilitation of the property, the progress made so far should be considered as satisfactory
in the view of the damage caused by natural disaster which is not man made. It should also
be taken into account that the State Party has a local government in place after a long gap, a
stable government which would make things steadier.

We therefore request the Committee to allow the State Party to continue to work on
the reconstruction process. We do recommend that the World Heritage Centre sends an
Advisory Bodies mission before the end of 2018 to review the progress. Uganda supports the
draft amendments proposed by China.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to Cuba?”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] «Thank you madam Chair. First and foremost, | would like to thank you
for the information and the clarification that has been given by some of the delegations
beforehand. That allowed it to be clearer and more direct. | also thank the State Party for the
efforts it made within a regional framework which has been developed in order to help
overcome this situation. In countries that have suffered from natural disaster like hurricanes
and earthquakes, like Cuba, we understand how complex it can be and how long it can take
to recover. It can take a year or longer.

Nepal suffered from two earthquakes. We are actually looking at one and its damage
but there were actually two earthquakes that affected Nepal. Following such disasters, we
have to focus on issues like health and safety, human factors, and that is difficult for
developing countries. Then, we focus on the 15 historical sites that have been destroyed, for
example. All of this leads to what has been done in terms of UNESCO’s Action Plan to help
countries when they are dealing with disaster situations.

Before the property is to be put on the in Danger List, when the State tells they are
making progress and we can see that: we start looking at properties on the in Danger List,
they can remain on the List for ten years. Being on the in Danger List is no guarantee that
these countries will be able to overcome their issues. We know that many years ago,
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UNESCO launched a campaign, the Action Plan for Heritage, for example Resolution 46 of
the United Nations, to try to help these countries overcome these issues.

Indeed, we understand that there are systematic issues that countries that really do
want to protect their heritage face. Here we are not speaking how this affects the World
Heritage Committee or World Heritage Centre; we are speaking about how the State Party is
affected directly and wants to preserve its heritage. We need to have projects where we all
come together to help these countries, for example by setting up special funds.

It is fairly simple to come here and say, a country is not able to deal with a situation
for which they do not have the capacity; they have not shown that they are able to overcome
the situation. | will ask a specific question to the Secretariat. Have we exhausted all
measures that are set out and have been admitted after all our different Committees in order
to deal with all these issues? Have we exhausted all our options?

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Brazil.”
Brazil:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. Brazil understands that the inscription of a site on
the World Heritage List in Danger may serve the purpose to calling the international attention
to the need of mobilising resources and extending cooperation, including capacity-building, to
the country’s concerns. The case we analysed yesterday and Iraq among others provided us
good examples in this sense. The case here was to analyse the danger caused to World
Heritage sites by manmade damage in situations of conflict and we are glad to recognise that
there is a great mobilisation regarding the protection of heritage in the context of armed
conflicts. The initiative launched by the Director General of UNESCO aimed at Reviving the
Spirit of Mosul is a good example of the organisation’s sensibility when it comes to sites in
conflict areas.

In the case we are now analysing, we are aware that the damage at the Kathmandu
Valley was caused by natural disaster and not any deliberate manmade action. It is our
understanding that the country mostly needs financial and technical assistance and capacity-
building. The Brazilian delegation is not very sure that inscribing this site on the List in
Danger will be a way to assure more resources. We are examining a country with very
limited resources and for which tourism to the Kathmandu Valley represents a very important
source of revenue and job creation for its population. We should ask ourselves whether the
inscription proposed would have the effect of further reducing the tourists that flow to the
country, additionally affecting its economy.

Brazil believes that rather than being listed as a World Heritage site in Danger,
Kathmandu Valley needs a comprehensive strategy of international cooperation within the
framework of the 1972 Convention to cope with the damage involuntarily caused to one of its
most important tourist attractions. | would like to recall my intervention on the opening of this
session to the need for having a permanent strategy to help countries in case of natural
disaster.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:
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“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the representative of Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you madam Chair. After studying the draft decision regarding the Kathmandu
Valley property and the state of conservation report provided to the World Heritage Centre,
we can honestly say that the State Party has done a lot of work for the preservation of all
seven sites that are part of one World Heritage property.

The pictures in the state of conservation report demonstrate the undertaken
preservation works at those sites. Some of them have already been completed and other
ones are being worked on and rehabilitated. The government master plan was prepared and
submitted to the World Heritage Centre at the 2015 mission. We wanted to evaluate this
master plan but unfortunately could not find an online version.

The government of Nepal covers all expenses for the restoration of the sites; at the
same time States Parties and relevant state institutions invited all levels of governmental or
otherwise organisations and the international community to support Nepal in this post-
earthquake rehabilitation process. One could say that most of the items of the draft decision
were implemented or are being implemented. Unfortunately, the Advisory Bodies’ mission to
the property could not be realised this year.

In conclusion, our suggestion is to postpone the decision to inscribe the site on the
World Heritage in danger and return to this issue after the Advisory Bodies’ mission and the
evaluation of all undertaken works and the recovery master plan and its implementation. For
more detailed understanding of the current situation of the World Heritage property
concerned, we would like to have more information about factors affecting the property, such
as housing, ground, underground and air transport infrastructure in future mission reports.

Thank your for your attention.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. The situation between 2015, when the earthquake
happened, and now is very different. The 39" session of the Committee did not put this
property on the World Heritage in Danger List and that is when we should have done that.
The situation has improved greatly and right now, fellow members of the Committee, we are
too late. There have been great improvements in terms of the work of the State Party. We
also commend the governments that have been offering international assistance to the State
Party.

We also would like to ask the Centre to address the issue of capacity and that the
Centre works; | think Brazil talked about the comprehensive strategy for boosting capacity of
the State Party in this way. | think it is important that we reward and join the effort of the
State Party strategy rather than saying that what they are doing is not acceptable, as long as
we are not involved.

We would ask for good will and dialogue between the Centre, the State Party and the
Advisory Bodies. We hope that this could be achieved by the Advisory Bodies’ Reactive
Monitoring mission that will be sent this year. | think it is important that a mission goes this
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year and we put this matter to rest by coming up with a clear programme and plan of working
together to restore this magnificent site.

| think it is unfortunate when we have the impression that help will only come when
one is listed on the in Danger List. We have evidence sometimes, but in other cases it does
not come. We therefore support the draft decision proposed by China for not putting this
property on the in Danger List and we really emphasis to colleagues that we missed the boat
in the 39" session.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Spain.”
Spain:

[English-interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. We would also like to acknowledge the
endeavours undertaken by the State Party to protect this magnificent site after the disaster
and after having heard the report in which we have been notified of the numerous threats
hanging over the property. We consider the needs are very great indeed and the State Party
is indeed working with the Committee and, as we have heard from the Ambassador of
Zimbabwe, we need to work along the lines of boosting the local capacity and heightened the
cooperation and dialogue between the Centre, the Advisory Bodies and the State Party.

| believe that we have in our Operational Guidelines a procedure for dialogue; it is
true that missions have been conducted already and that there will be another mission after
this Committee session ends and maybe that will enable us to better analyse the situation
and to see whether we continue along or we change tack. Hopefully, that dialogue within the
framework of the guidelines of the Convention will offer us some guidance and enable us to
ensure that we are giving our best possible support to the State Party.

On the other hand, maybe we will see that it is clearly not necessary to put it on the
List of World Heritage in Danger. The only thing that we can add is to request that the State
Party has a chance to have its say. We would be very interested in hearing from the State
Party as to why they would not accept for example or whether they would like to have a
scientific and technical mission and there is no way that this is designed to humiliate
anybody. The idea is to see with them for any further capacity development and initiatives
required. This is why we would like to hear from the State Party and listen to some
explanations from the Nepalese authorities to see the work currently under way and to see
how they are experiencing the current situation with the Centre and the Advisory Bodies.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tunisia please.”

Tunisie :

« Merci madame la présidente. Dans le cadre de notre intervention sur la vallée de
Katmandou, nous soulignons que nous sommes devant un cas interpellant parce qu'il pose
une triangulation pour le moins critique entre le patrimoine et sa protection, les défis et
nécessitées de son développement économique et également les catastrophes naturelles
avec leur lot d’irrésistibilité et d'impunité.
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La Tunisie souhaite d’abord souligner les efforts dans les conditions qui sont les
siennes des Etats parties pour essayer de ramener le site vers les valeurs qui I'ont permis
d’étre inscrit sur le site du patrimoine mondial. Je souhaite également, au nom de la Tunisie,
que cela incombe nous seulement a I'Etat partie, 8 'TUNESCO, au Comité et & 'ensemble de
son systéme qu’il soit consultatif ou décisionnel, mais également a la communauté
internationale dans sa globalité. C’est une question qui nous interpelle tous, celle de ramener
le site & sa valeur ou la valeur en laquelle il a été constaté et inscrit sur la Liste du patrimoine
mondial.

Il'y a évidemment un élément positif qui se profile, c’est celui d’envisager une visite,
sur le terrain durant 'année prochaine. Il me parait sage d’attendre les conclusions de cette
visite pour en déduire une quelconque décision d’inscription ou de maintien. C’est pour cela
que la Tunisie, qui est un des pays qui ont introduit le projet damendement, souhaite que le
Comité l'adopte en état et que par la méme il sera extrémement fort utile et éclairant
d’écouter I'Etat partie sur cette question.

Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Hungary.”

Hungary:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. According to what has been raised by several
member States, Cuba and Brazil, Hungary finds it important to give special attention and
support to countries that have suffered from natural disaster. Hungary acknowledges the
work of the State Party of Nepal and truly believes that the work of conservation is carried
out in a satisfactory manner, therefore Hungary supports adopting the decision proposed by
China.

Taking into consideration the serious damage caused by the disaster, Hungary also
finds it necessary that the State Party welcomes an Advisory Bodies’ mission later this year.
This would enable us to discuss further this case at the 43™ Session of the Committee.
Hungary proposed these dates to be included in Paragraph 12 of the decision in order to
further support the State Party in its effort.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair. Australia, with all the members of the Committee, also
applauds the effort of the State Party to recover from the damage. We recognise that the
task is enormous and that damage is not only on the heritage property but right across the
Valley.

We also note that the social and economic recovery of the people of Nepal is
inextricably linked to the success of the efforts to recover cultural properties and the
Outstanding Universal Value of the World Heritage site. We urge the State Party to take note
and to implement the recommendations of the draft decision. We also recognise that the
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State Party cannot conclude the task required without the assistance of the international
community.

We consider that the damage from the earthquake and subsequent damage on the
architectural and historical landscape means that the ascertained threats to the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property are significant and require further action and that the property
meets the conditions for inclusion on the List of World Heritage in Danger. However, given
the State Party will invite an Advisory Bodies’ mission before the end of the year and provide
a progress report to the Committee in 2019, Australia supports the amendment to the draft
decision.

Australia will seek that the World Heritage Committee considers in the absence of
substantial progress in relation to the recommendations in the decision, the possible
inscription of Kathmandu on the World Heritage List in Danger in 2019. We have submitted
an amendment to this effect.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Indonesia.”

Indonesia:

“Thank you madam Chair. Echoing other members of the Committee, Indonesia is of
the view that the property should not be put in the World Heritage List in Danger at this point.
The fact that damage was caused by natural disaster should serve as the justification that it
will take the State Party a considerable amount of time to retain the Outstanding Universal
Value of the site in its original state.

Considering that the purpose of the Committee is to help find solutions and
assistance to the affected State Party, we would like to echo the suggestions made by the
delegation of Brazil for us to work together in assisting Nepal in helping conserve its World
Heritage sites. We are sure that the government of Nepal is readying a comprehensive plan
to restore this site and with The Chairperson’s permission, as suggested at the beginning of
the discussion by China, we deem it appropriate to invite the representative of Nepal to give
an explanation of the current state of conservation and future restoration at this forum.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the State Party of Nepal to answer all
these questions. Thank you.”

Nepal:

“The government of Nepal has been working for the preservation, reconstruction and
rehabilitation of all the damaged cultural heritage sites devastated by the earthquake of
2015. Nepal submitted to all the members of the Committee the outline of the reconstruction,
preservation and rehabilitation works that are ongoing. Nepal welcomed the joint Reactive
Monitoring missions since the devastating earthquake. They have been very useful to
streamline and order our work. In the meantime, we would like to bring to your kind attention
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that the State Party invited a joint Advisory Bodies’ mission in April. However it did not take
place. We welcome the next mission between mid-September until mid-October of 2018. We
are waiting for the response from the World Heritage Centre.

Nevertheless, | would like to mention some of our major achievements in the past
three years. The government of Nepal has adopted successive plans for the Kathmandu
Valley. It has also instituted a cultural heritage management system which has already
begun to work regarding all heritage in the Valley, managing the results of all ongoing
preservation construction and rehabilitation activities, including a focus on historical records.
In the meantime, the department of archaeology has already completed the conservation,
rehabilitation and reconstruction of 17 monuments within the property. Thirteen monuments
are in line of completion within mid-July. Twenty monuments are ongoing restoration
activities within a year.

The department is now fully equipped, with more than 100 engineers, architects and
other subordinate staff. The department has been attending a series of required technical
training sessions with various stakeholders. These training activities are done in close
coordination with  UNESCO, the World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS, ICCROM and the
UNESCO office in Kathmandu.

In Nepal, our government governs by the procurement act. Nevertheless, following
the comments of the joint Reactive Monitoring mission, the department of archaeology,
government of Nepal, has worked to develop a tender system that would allow only those
contractors who meet eligible criteria of maintaining Outstanding Universal Value to the sites
listed so that the contractors respect them in achieving the required task.

Nepal has just held fully democratic local and federal level elections. Accordingly, we
now have a stable government at all levels with local participation which will further expedite
the process of conservation, reconstruction and rehabilitation of the cultural heritage. The
government of Nepal has a mechanism at the ministerial level and the Ministry of Tourism
and Culture and Civil Aviation to coordinate with all stakeholders. We highly appreciate the
understanding and cooperation of the Committee members regarding our commitment and
work and also the government of Nepal highly appreciates the continuous support of the
World Heritage Committee and looks further for its continuity.

In view of the achievements made so far and our efforts and commitments to the
case, the government of Nepal humbly requests this honourable Committee to allow the
State Party to move forward with conservation, reconstruction and rehabilitation activities
with the support of UNESCO and the international community and other partners without
placing the Valley of Kathmandu site on the in Danger List.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the Rapporteur to read out the
amendments and will leave it for you. We only have ten minutes and | propose that as it was

discussed we will debate after 1:00 pm.”.

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. As you heard in the discussion, we received several
amendments for this item. We have received amendments from Brazil, China, Guatemala,
the United Republic of Tanzania, Uganda and Zimbabwe and the distinguished delegate of
Tunisia, if | understood correctly, would also like to be added to the list of sponsors. We also
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received an amendment from Australia, and a slight amendment to the amendment proposed
by the group of countries from Hungary.

As you know, the original decision is to include this property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger. The proposal is not to include this property on the List of World Heritage
in Danger. All the paragraphs should be read in that sense.

I will now proceed to read out the amendments. Paragraph 1 would remain
unchanged and also paragraph 2. Paragraph 3 has a slight amendment.

- 3. ‘Acknowledges the strong commitment of the State Party and the work that it has
undertaken for the recovery of the property, particularly its capacity-building efforts, as well
as the efforts of international agencies and the six-year plan for the recovery of the
monuments damaged by the earthquake;’

Paragraph 4 is also slightly amended by replacing some parts at the end. It reads
now:

- ‘4. Also acknowledges the scale and scope of the disaster (as described in the
reports of the joint World Heritage Centre/ICOMOS/ICCROM Reactive Monitoring missions
to the property of October 2015 and March 2017), the laudable work undertaken and the
continuing, serious deterioration of the property’s architectural and town-planning coherence
resulting from the immediate impacts of the earthquakes’,

Then for paragraph 5 we have two different proposals. The proposals of the group of
countries of Brazil, China, Cuba and so on would be an alternative redrafting of paragraph 5
which would read:

- ‘6. Recognizes that the pace of recovery and the damaging restoration work on
some monuments appears to reflect the current need for improvement in management
capacity across the property, to undertake the necessary documentation, research and
analyses that should underpin all recovery work;’

We have received an amendment from the delegation of Australia who is proposing
to retain some parts of the original paragraph 5 so that it would read:

- 5. ‘Expresses concern that the continuing, serious deterioration of the property’s
architectural and town-planning coherence, which results not only from the immediate
impacts of the earthquakes, but worryingly also from some of the work undertaken during the
subsequent recovery process, is eroding the property’s integrity and authenticity’;

For paragraph 6 we have two different proposals. Australia is proposing to keep the
original paragraph, but Brazil, China, Cuba and the rest of the countries wish to reword it so
that it would read:

- 6.’Requests that the recommendations of the October 2015 and March 2017
missions be carry out fully followed and implemented in a best way by the State Party’;

Just to make sure on this point, the delegation of Australia is suggesting that we keep
the original which would read:

- 6. ‘Regrets that the recommendations of the October 2015 and March 2017
missions have not been systematically and fully followed and implemented by the State
Party;’

For paragraph 7, we have a deletion proposal. The former paragraph 8 would
becomepParagraph 7. It has a slight amendment and it should read:
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- 7. ‘Encourages the State Party to initiate, with technical support from the World
Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies, to assist the State Party with developing structures
to coordinate and guide the recovery of the property and its Outstanding Universal Value
(OuV);

Former paragraph 9 would become former paragraph 8 and would read with
amendments at the end:

- 8. ‘Also considers that the potential and ascertained threats to the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property are so considerable that the recovery process needs to be
made more effective, and that the scale and scope of the disaster and the response required
goes well beyond the capacity and resources of the Department of Archaeology of Nepal
(DoA), and also considers that much greater input, collaboration and coordination of support
from the international community could likely help to achieve this shift;’

The former paragraph 10 is proposed for deletion. As well the former paragraph 11
which would put this property on the List of World Heritage in Danger. Subsequently, former
paragraph 12 that talked about the desired state of conservation is also proposed for
deletion. So, we have a new paragraph 9 that would read:

- 9. ‘Requests the State Party to fully commit to use appropriate methods and
materials in recovery works;’

And we have a new proposed paragraph 10:

- 10. ‘Reiterates its request that the State Party integrate the RMP within an overall
socio-economic revitalization programme for urban communities, encourage residents and
local business to engage in the recovery process and ensure that it delivers wide-ranging
social and economic benefits;’

Madame Chair, if | may make a suggestion on this paragraph. Since this is the first
time that we see this RMP abbreviation in this decision, | suggest that we write out Recovery
Master Plan and then we put the abbreviation into brackets. Thank you very much.

Going on, the former paragraph 13 would now become paragraph 11 and here again
we have a counter-proposal from Australia. The proposal for the amended paragraph would
read:

- 11. ‘Calls upon the international community to support the State Party’s urgent
recovery work through financial, technical or expert assistance;’

Australia is suggesting keeping the original which would include the word as
following:

- 11. ‘including support for local communities in terms of their housing and social
needs;’

Then we have a proposal for a new paragraph 12 with a slight amendment by
Hungary at the end so that it would read:

- 12. ‘Further requests the State Party to invite a Joint World Heritage
Center/ICOMOS/ICCROM Advisory Mission to ascertain the progress accomplish by the
state party in implementation and assist of six-year RMP and to give guidance on reviewing it
and recommends that this mission takes place by the end of 2018’
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Madame Chair, if | may have a slight suggestion on this paragraph instead of
‘requesting’ | would ask to propose ‘suggest’ or ‘strongly suggest’, because a mission cannot
be requested by the State Party, it has to be invited by the State Parties.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. This is a rather complex draft decision given
the number of amendments. | think perhaps we should decide on which methodology we
want to use as it is rather difficult to get the whole picture. | was wondering whether it would
be possible to go paragraph by paragraph. There is a lot to digest. It is almost one o’clock
and it would be difficult to get negotiations rounded off before the lunch break.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | agree. | think it is not easy and it will take time. Would you
like to do it in the plenary or would you like to have a Working Group make the changes and
come back to us. What would you prefer? Spain, please you have the floor.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you Chair. Indeed, it is rather complex. However, as we are
trying to compare the two texts, | actually find it quite useful to read the whole text. | believe
that during the lunch break we can look at these texts and afterwards we can come back
paragraph by paragraph and see overlaps between the texts, as right now the wording may
not achieve what we want.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. According to your proposal, we will distribute the text with the
amendments and you can review them at lunch time and when we are back, we can study
them one paragraph after the other in the plenary. Thank you very much. We will see you at
3:00 pm. We will circulate the text now. Thank you very much.”

The Secretariat:

“A few announcements for today’s side events during lunch time. You have the
Historical Urban Landscape approach in rethinking urban management organised by the
World Heritage Centre in room Hawar. You have Sites of Memory organised by ICOMOS in
room Manama in the Advisory Bodies’ space. At 2:10 pm you have the contribution of
ICCROM and the Sharjah regional office in the conservation of regional cultural heritage,
again in Manama Room.

On this slide, our special fund-raising event, taking place tonight. You are all kindly
invited to make your donation and get your pass for this very special event just outside the
room and next to the registration space. Thank you very much and on the next slide you can
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see the group that is going to perform; there will be a free shuttle and a reception after the
event.”

End of the June 27, 2018 morning session
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THIRD DAY — Wednesday 27 June 2018
SIXTH SESSION
3p.m.—6p.m.

Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“Good afternoon. We are starting with an announcement.”

Ms. Rgssler:
“Thank you madam Chair. | would like to announce that on your desk was put the

beautiful issue of World Heritage Review magazine on Bahrain. As we are in Bahrain, you
can visit their World Heritage sites and | just wanted to recommend the magazine to you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please be seated. Dear colleagues, before resuming our
discussion on the state of conservation of Kathmandu, | would like to propose the following.
As you know, Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.10 has been proposed on Sites of Japan’s Meiji
Industrial Revolution: Iron and Steel, Shipbuilding and Coal Mining (Japan). This draft
decision can be found in Document 7B.Add.2. This draft decision was the subject of intense
negotiations and has been agreed upon by all parties concerned.

| would like therefore to propose it to be adopted without debate. | see no objection.
Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.10 is adopted. Thank you.

Dear colleagues, allow me to underline the sprit of dialogue and mutual respect which
has prevailed in achieving a consensus, keeping in mind the Committee’s debates. In that
context | would like on behalf of the members of the Committee, first, to congratulate both
parties for their concrete efforts in achieving this consensus; second, allow me to encourage
the continuing dialogue between the concerned parties in this endeavor, and thirdly, to
request the full implementation of the decisions. Thank you for your understanding and
cooperation in this matter.

| now give the floor to the States Parties for a short statement. | would like to invite
the delegation of the Republic of Korea.”

Republic of Korea:

“Thank you madam Chair. | note with appreciation that Decision 42 COM 7B.10 on
Sites of Japan’s Meiji Industrial Revolution was adopted by consensus. | would like to
express my sincere thanks to H.E. Sheikha Haya Rashed Al Khalifa, Chair of the Committee,
Secretariat of UNESCO, and the Member States of the Committee for their sincere
cooperation and support on the matter.

As clearly referenced in the decision, | hope that bilateral dialogue between the
Republic of Korea and Japan will be continued to fully implement the decision we have
adopted and that the government of Japan will take into account best international practices
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for interpretation strategies when continuing its work on the interpretation of the full history of
the property.

The World Heritage Convention emphasises that the safeguarding of World Heritage
property is a common task for all of us, regardless of our diverse origin or nationality and that
it requires cooperation from all people around the world. This is why | would very much
appreciate that the members of the Committee would continue to take special attention in
this matter and the follow-up measures for its full implementation.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the Delegation of Japan.”

Japan:

“Thank you. As this is the first time that | take the floor, let me, at the onset, commend
you, madam Chair for your dedication and able leadership.

I would also like to thank the government of Bahrain for its excellent preparation of this
conference and for the warm hospitality kindly extended to us.

Madam Chair, on behalf of the government of Japan, | wholeheartedly welcome the
adoption by consensus of the decision 42 COM 7B.10 on the state of conservation of the
“Sites of Japan’s Meiji Industrial Revolution”. | do thank all the Member States of the
Committee for the adoption.

As made clear in the state of conservation report, Japan has sincerely implemented
the recommendations included in the Decision 39 COM 8B.14 adopted at the 39" Session of
the Committee.

Today’s decision provides us with a new platform for our conservation efforts. Japan
renews its determination to fulfiling all the recommendations described in the decision,
including interpretation strategies, opening of the information centre, and continuation of
dialogue, while sincerely maintaining the commitments Japan has made in its statement as
referred to in Decision 39 COM 8B.14.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now we will continue discussion regarding the Kathmandu
Valley and will continue with our Rapporteur who will read out the proposed text paragraph
per paragraph as proposed. Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. Good afternoon to all colleagues. | guess you have had
time to review the decision as all copies were distributed to you. As | already proceeded to
the presentation of the paragraphs, | would just like to read out the last paragraph.
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| believe we were at paragraph 13. As you will see there is a proposal from Australia
on paragraph 13 which would replace the original and would read:

- 13. ‘requests furthermore the State Party to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by
1 February 2019, a report on the state of conservation of the property and the
implementation of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 43™
session in 2019 with a view to considering in the case of confirmation of the ascertained or
potential danger to Outstanding Universal Value of the property its possible inscription on the
List of World Heritage in Danger.’

These are all the amendments we have received so far, madam Chair. Thank you
very much.”

The Chairperson

“Thank you. Are there any objections or comments? For the first three paragraphs,
there are no comments so they are adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“For Paragraph 4 we have an amendment that you can see on the screen.”

The Chairperson:

“Paragraph 4, do you have any comments? Paragraph 4 adopted. Australia, please.”

Australia:
“Thank you madam Chair. We are happy with the changes from Brazil and of other

countries because the text we want to highlight is really represented in the amended
paragraph 4 so we are happy with the change.”

The Chairperson:

“Let us move to paragraph 5. It is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“For Paragraph 6 we have two options. Australia is proposing to keep the original
while a group of countries is proposing a slightly revised version. The question will be if we
retain the original paragraph or we instead decide to go with the amended version.”

The Chairperson:

“Bahrain you have the floor.”
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Bahrain:

“We agree with the second option from Brazil, Cuba and China. ‘Requests that the
recommendations of the October 2015 and March 2017 missions be systematically carried

]

out, fully followed and implemented in the best way by the State Party’.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please.”

Australia:
“Madame Chair. We agree with the change, but we do not think ‘in the best way’ in

the text is appropriate because the State Party would think about its best way. So we are not
sure we want this.”

The Rapporteur:

“In the case the Committee wishes to consider the revised paragraph. | would like to
make a suggestion to change the wording a bit keeping to the spirit of the proposed
amendment so that it might be a bit easier to read. My proposal would be:

‘Requests that the recommendations of the October 2015 and March 2017 missions
are implemented systematically and fully observed by the State Party;’

| put this suggestion to the members who have proposed the amended paragraph to
see if they can agree with it.”

The Chairperson:

“Cuba, please.”

Cuba:
[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. Maybe it could be an issue with the

interpretation, but we believe that the spirit of this amendment should mention ‘in the best
possible way’ as was proposed originally. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please Spain, you have the floor.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] «| gimply need clarification because we have sections of text crossed
out and others added. Could the Rapporteur please repeat or read out what the final version
would be, because we prefer the Rapporteur’s version and not necessarily Cuba’s version.
Thank you.”
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The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much. What | proposed was: ‘Requests that the recommendations of
the October 2015 and March 2017 missions are implemented systematically and fully
observed by the State Party;’ then we have received by Cuba the following if | understood
correctly to add: ‘in the best possible way’. We will try to reflect this on the screen as well.”

The Chairperson:

“Cuba, you have the floor, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “The nroblem is that this is a new version and that we in fact prefer the
initial text. We do not want to change our amendment. For the rest of what we see in the text
we prefer the initial text, but if the feeling in the room is that if we change to Rapporteur’s text
we can do that.”

The Chairperson:

“Excuse me, are there any objections on the Rapporteur’s version? Brazil, please,
you have the floor.”

Brazil:
“Thank you Chairperson. | think we could accommodate what Cuba is suggesting by
including Cuba’s suggestion above. It would read: ‘Requests that the recommendations of

the October 2015 and March 2017 missions are implemented systematically and fully in the
best way possible observed by the State Party’. Thank you”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Cuba, please.”
Cuba:
[English interpretation] “y a5 we could accept that proposal. | believe that we are getting

bogged down by the words, but | believe we can live with that proposal.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Ag e have two different concepts, we have ‘systematically and fully
observed’ and ’in the best way possible’. | have no problems with the flexibility given the
circumstance, but in that case it is not going to be 'systematically and fully observed' but if
there is a consensus on what is on the screen now, and that would lead the State Party to
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respect the recommendations from 2015 and 2017 and that is clear to everyone, we are not
opposed.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] y a5 the problem is how this has been edited. What we are saying the
idea of fully being there and Spain also supports the idea of being the best way. We believe
that what the Rapporteur said could actually complicate things. So, the ‘being implemented
systematically in the best way’, | wonder if ‘fully’ could be a contradiction to ‘in the best
possible way’; what terms need to be taken out basically.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much.”

The Rapporteur:

“l just want to make a clarification. The reason | proposed this wording is because the
distinguished delegate from Australia did not feel that the ‘in the best way’ should stay in. So,
actually, my proposal was to put forward a text that does not have these words in it. Thank
you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. We are happy with the formulation that is ‘in the
best possible way’. We were simply making the point that we have confidence that the State
Party will, of course, seek to implement the recommendation in the best possible way and we
did not need to say that to them, but if the Committee would like to use ‘in the best possible
way’ we are certainly not going to stand in the way.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you. | will withdraw my proposal and we can stick with the original amendment
as submitted. | read it out now: ‘Requests that the recommendations of the October 2015
and March 2017 missions be systematically carried out fully followed and implemented in the
best way by the State Party;’ thank you.”
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The Chairperson:

“Is this paragraph OK now for you? Yes. Thank you very much. It is adopted. Now,
the next, paragraph 6.”

The Rapporteur:

“Now we have paragraph 7 which would be slightly amended as you can see on the
screen. | apologise, we have former paragraph 7 that is proposed for complete deletion by a
group of countries.”

The Chairperson:

“The original paragraph 7 is deleted. Are you OK with this? Spain, please you have
the floor.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] «Can | ask you something? The modifications to the following
paragraph where we talk about the ‘international coordination mechanism’, this is a case
where there is a real need for a series of challenges to be met, so why deleting ’international
scientific coordination mechanism’, why was it struck out? Is it because it is just the World
Heritage Centre and ICOMOS that should be involved? | do not really understand this and |
would like to know why you proposed deletion for this possible international cooperation?”

The Chairperson:

“I need one of the countries who proposed to delete article 7 to explain the reason for
deletion of the original article 7: China, Brazil, Cuba, Tanzania, Zimbabwe and Uganda.
Would a country give us the reason behind the deletion? China, please you have the floor.”

China:
“Thank you, madam Chair. | am not sure | can be very helpful in this direction
because we consulted the State Party concerned and it is their view. | think we are in full

respect of their views not to include and make the proposed deletion. | think the main spirit of
this document should be in line with encouragement. | think they deserve it. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much for giving us the answer.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “\\/hat we wanted to do is to harmonise the text with previous
paragraphs’ versions. Therefore, we also agree with the explanation provided by the
ambassador from China. That is based on the State’s sound ability to deal with the situation
whereas cooperation can be there and be welcomed.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Spain, please.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] | 4 not want to break this consensus which apparently is based on
the reason introduced by the State Party, but this would not be coherent with paragraph 3
which recognises the work accomplished by the member States and in particular in capacity-
building and the work provided by international agencies. | think they have to work with all
necessary and appropriate international agencies for the cooperation mechanism in order to
protect the site and to avoid future problems. Not only challenges caused by the earthquake
damage, but others as well.

Therefore, | think that having the support of the international scientific community is

always very positive. However, if the other country wants to delete this ‘international scientific
mechanism’ we will not oppose it.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. If they agree they accept to delete it. Australia has a
comment.”

Australia:

“We have no intention in interrupting the consensus that we support. It is just by
removing ‘an International Scientific Steering Coordination Mechanism’ we render the
sentence meaningless because there is a verb ‘to initiate’ and there is nothing being
initiated.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Brazil, please.”

Brazil;

“Thank you madam Chairperson. | think our colleague from Australia is correct.
Maybe the reason for deleting this ’International Scientific Steering Coordination Mechanism’
was very much in line, | believe, with the inscription of the site in the List in Danger. The
other reason, as far as | understand, for deleting it is that it might take some time until we
constitute this ‘International Scientific Steering Coordination Mechanism’ which | understand
still does not exist, although it is written in capital letters as if it was already established.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. | then presume that you all agree to delete? Now, do we agree that
paragraph 7 is to be deleted? Norway, please.”

Norway:
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“Thank you madam Chair. | just wanted to ask the Secretariat if you could give us a
recommendation on whether this paragraph should be left in the text or not.”

Secretariat:

“Thank you to the distinguished delegate of Norway. The original intention was to
make sure of overall coordination on the mechanisms tools for all the ongoing operational
projects to be carried out at the site by different countries, including international agencies. In
the text we say, ‘initiated by the State Party’ it should be said with ‘a proposed International

I ”

Scientific Steering Coordination Mechanism’.

The Chairperson:

“Thank very much. | now give the floor to China.”

China:

“Thank you Madam Chair. Can | make a suggestion? | agree with the colleague of
Australia at the moment, ‘the State Party to initiate’ with no object does not mean
anything. Can | change ‘encourage the State Party to invite’ then delete ‘with’ ‘to invite
technical support from the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies to assist the State
Party with developing structures (...). Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you agree? Bahrain, please.”

Bahrain:

“We agree with the proposal from our distinguished colleague from China.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. You agree, are there any objections? Brazil, please you have
the floor.”

Brazil:

“Excuse me madam Chair, but the way it is written, it does not make that much
sense. We do not know who has to be encouraged the way it is drafted. ‘Encourage the
State Party to assist the State Party,” maybe, ‘we encourage technical support from the

"

World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies to assist the State Party’.

The Chairperson:

‘Do you agree with this? Spain, please.”

Spain:
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[English interpretation] «| am not an Anglophone, but | think that what we are doing here is
meaningful. We do have to encourage the State Party to receive from the World Heritage
Centre and the Advisory Bodies technical support in order to develop coordination structures
and to ensure the recovery of the property and its Outstanding Universal Value. | am not sure
how that could be worded in English; perhaps English-speaking countries could help us. |
think it should be reworded along those lines, in order to ensure that the paragraph is
logical.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair. In the interest of helping us to reach a conclusion on this
paragraph, | would say that the language proposed by our distinguished Chinese colleague
in fact captures very neatly the spirit of the discussion. It encourages the State Party to invite
technical support from the World Heritage Centre, we could make it active and say: ‘We
encourage the State Party to invite the World Heritage Centre and Advisory Bodies to
provide technical support’ if you prefer. | think the sentence is pretty clear in English.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Cuba, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] | \woyld like to thank our Australian colleague because that was the
concern that | had. In general, when you draft this type of paragraph you do not invite a State
to invite. You invite the Centre. Sometimes, we are afraid of asking things from the Centre or
the Advisory Bodies; here this is what we do, we invite the Centre to provide the State Party
with assistance and we all agree to the need for that. | think this will also be along the lines of
what the Spanish Ambassador was asking for.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please, could you repeat, as they would like to type
your proposal?”
Australia:

“It could read perhaps 'Encourages the State Party to invite the World Heritage
Centre and the Advisory Bodies to provide technical support to assist the State Party with
developing structures to coordinate and guide the recovery of the property and its

Outstanding Universal Value.’

Thank you.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you agree with this suggested text, or do you have any
comments or objections? Cuba is OK. Everybody agrees. Let us adopt it. We adopt the
proposed text in front of you on the screen. Adopted now.

Let us move on to paragraph 8.”

The Rapporteur:

“We have a new paragraph 8 which was previously 9 and has been slightly amended
by a group of countries. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“The new paragraph 8, is it acceptable for you, no objection from the floor? Australia,
please.”

Australia:

“Madam Chair, just a slight change that might tidy up. Reading out it would be ‘and
also considers that much greater input, collaboration and coordination of support is needed

LR}

from the international community’.

The Chairperson:

“Fine. Are there any objections? Please, Australia.”

Australia:
“Madam Chair, | am sorry; we were thinking that we could delete ‘could likely help to

achieve this shift” so to finish after ‘international community’ and left it there it would be
better.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you. | will read out the amended part of this paragraph as proposed by
Australia: ‘and also considers that much greater input, collaboration and coordination of

L]

support from the international community’.

The Chairperson:

“Are you happy with that? Are there any comments? They do not seem to be any, so
let us adopt paragraph 8 as amended.”

The Rapporteur:
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“Thank you madam Chair. We have former paragraph 10 which is proposed for
complete deletion.”

The Chairperson:

“Next paragraph, is there any objection to the deletion? | see none. Adopted. Next
paragraph please.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you. We have former paragraph 11 which would have inscribed this property
on the List of World Heritage in Danger proposed for deletion.”

The Chairperson:

“Are there any reactions to this deletion? There are none, so adopted. Next
paragraph, please.”

The Rapporteur:

“Former paragraph 12 is also proposed for deletion. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Cuba, please, you have the floor.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. | was waiting on the decision on this
Committee for this paragraph. If we do not approve the site to be put on the in Danger List, |
believe we need to take a fresh look at the end of paragraph 7 as it mentions recovering the
Outstanding Universal Value of the site. We will need to write ‘conserving’ not ‘recovering'.
Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Spain, please.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much. Although the distinguished delegate of Cuba is
right as there would be inconstancy, but when it comes to procedure, the paragraph has
been approved. Let me ask the Rapporteur that before the paragraph is approved it should
be read out in total, because that way we can proof it and form bases and avoid this sort of
problem that happens quite often in this Committee and others as well, because we end up
with inconsistencies between the paragraphs that we approve.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you, but it is in front of you and either read or not, we assume that you read
the paragraph. We cannot approve something and come back and think about it again. We
need to be very consistent. Please, Bosnia, you have the floor.”

Bosnie-Herzégovine :

« Merci madame la présidente. Nous pensons que la remarque de notre collegue
cubain est tout a fait appropriée et qu’ici il s’agit de questions de principe et d’un précédent
qui pourrait étre dangereux quelque soit d’autres décisions si 'on garde paragraphe 7 dans
son état ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is back to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. | can understand and in fact we have raised
this point and we cannot go on dealing with a paragraph that has to do with the removal from
the List. We have our legal advisors here, as the decision as a whole has not been approved,
until the entire decision has been approved it is possible. As we are reviewing the decision
per paragraph, it is possible to come back to a paragraph because at the end we are going
through the whole text and approve it as whole and until such a time they can be changes,
especially when a paragraph has a bearing on the entire decision.

We do not want to oppose the consensus, we do not want to cause problems, but we

do have the right until the entire decision is approved to come back to wording of the
decision that could have bearing on the decision as a whole.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | am sorry. If we approve a paragraph, we are not coming
back to it. It is not a matter of legal advisor, it is a matter of meeting management. We cannot
approve something and come back and remove it. Approval means that we agree. We can
do this, it is according to the rules, to my power and Article 14. We will not waste our time
and that of all the members. You want something, we approve it and then you come and say
we made a mistake and we want to come back again. We cannot do that, and will follow and
continue. | will not permit and accept that we are wasting our time and that of the Committee.

Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. After the comments of the distinguished delegates of
Bosnia-Herzegovina, | would like to draw the attention of the Committee to the fact that the
group of countries that amended paragraph 7 is also the group of countries that proposed
that this site will not be inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger. In that sense it was
my assumption that all paragraphs preceding the deletion of paragraph 11 would go towards
the direction of what we adopt and that the property is not moved to the List of Wold Heritage
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in Danger. | cannot comment on the legal aspect of whether we can go back on paragraph 7
or not.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. | have a point of order. Our spirit was not to
cause people to waste time, but to make a positive contribution to the debate. | am
personally not very comfortable, but when a State makes a point of order it has to be given
the floor and when a State asks a question to the legal advisor, the legal advisor must
respond.

Let me repeat, it is not our intention to waste time, we are all making contributions to
a situation. To accuse a State Party of wasting time is not what we have been trying to do.
That is why we would like to ask the legal advisor a question. We also said that we do not
want to go against the consensus in the room. It is our right until the final decision has been
taken, to go back to that. We raised a point of order, this was denied, we asked for an
opinion of the legal advisor and that was not given.”

The Chairperson:

“This is not the first time and | am not sorry: | will not accept this kind of behaviour.
You are not teaching us. The law is in front of us and we know each article exactly. From the
beginning, you asked about number 7; everybody discussed it and we gave you the full right.
Now you asked to come back to number 7. We will not come back to it. If you have any
problem, then | am sorry, | have the right to rule this session. Do not waste our time please.
You may continue.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you. | believe we were on paragraph 12. Former paragraph 12 was also
proposed for deletion. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Are there any comments?”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. | am sorry, we are not referring to the
paragraph that has been taken out we are talking about the paragraph which we are
focusing on now, the new paragraph 7, which beforehand was paragraph 8; maybe there is
a problem of communication there.

Thank you.”
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The Chairperson:

“Are there any other comments?”

The Rapporteur:

“l am going to repeat it, as there seem to be a bit of confusion. We have just adopted
former paragraph 11’s deletion, which would have put the property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger. We adopted the deletion of that paragraph. Now, we are talking about
the former paragraph 12, which would have talked about drafting the desired state of
conservation for the removal of the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger, so
subsequently, since there was already a proposal to delete paragraph 11, it is logical that
now we proceed to accommodate the amendments of the group of countries and also delete
former paragraph 12. This is where we stand in my view.”

The Chairperson:

“Are there any objections on the deletion of paragraph 12? No objections, then it is
adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. Now, we arrive at new paragraph 9, and it reads out:
‘Requests the State Party to fully commit to use appropriate methods and materials in

L

recovery works’,

The Chairperson:

“No comments, it is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“We proceed to new paragraph 10. ‘Reiterates its request that the State Party
integrate the Recovery Master Plan within an overall socio-economic revitalization program
for urban communities, encourage residents and local business to engage in the recovery
process and ensure that it delivers wide-ranging social and economic benefits.” Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or objections? | see none, adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“We have new paragraph 11, former paragraph 13, where we have a suggestion from
a group of countries to delete the latter part of the paragraph and a counter proposal from
Australia to keep the original. This is how it would read:

- 11. ‘Calls upon the international community to support the State Party’s urgent
recovery work through financial, technical or expert assistance.’
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Australia’s proposal is to continue by ending ‘including support for local communities
in terms of their housing and social needs’. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Australia, please, take the floor.”

Australia:
“Thank you madam Chair. If the consensus in the room is to take the last line out, we

think it is important, and we would like to know why it was deleted in the amendment
proposed by the other countries.”

The Chairperson:

“Bahrain please.”
Bahrain:
“Thank you madam Chair. We agree with Australia; it is absolutely important and

relevant to keep the support of the local communities. We agree with Australia.”

The Chairperson:

“Norway, please.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. We also agree with Australia to keep the sentence.
Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Zimbabwe, please.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. We also agree to keep the local communities in. Thank

you.

The Chairperson:

“The floor is now to Kuwait.”
Kuwait:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. We also support Australia’s recommendation.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tanzania.”

Tanzania;

“Tanzania also is in line with Australia.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Tunisia.”
Tunisie :
« Merci madame la présidente. Comme je prends la parole pour la premiére fois a

cette session, je vous salue et je remercie le Royaume de Bahrein d’accueillir cette session
et la Tunisie s’associe aux autres pays qui approuvent la proposition de I'’Australie. Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections? No, thank you very much. We will
adopt the text of this paragraph.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. Just to clarify. The consensus is to keep the original
paragraph as it was without deleting the last part. You have it on the screen now.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. We adopt this paragraph.”

The Rapporteur:

“We proceed to the new paragraph 12, which would read: ‘suggests the State Party to
invite a Joint World Heritage Center/ICOMOS/ICCROM Advisory Mission to ascertain the
progress accomplish by the state party to assist in the implementation of the six-year RMP
and to give guidance on reviewing it'.

We have a proposal from Hungary to add: ’and recommend that this mission takes
place by the end of 2018’. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections or comments? There seem to be
none. It is adopted.”
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The Rapporteur:

“We have the final paragraph where we have a proposal from Australia, which | will
now read out:

‘requests furthermore the State Party submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1
February 2019, a report on the state of conservation of the property and the implementation
of the above, for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 43"Session in 2019
with a view to considering in the case of confirmation of the ascertained or potential danger
to Outstanding Universal Value of the property its possible inscription on the List of World
Heritage in Danger.’

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair. We support the suggestion made by Australia. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to China.”

China:

“Thank you madam Chair. | think that this last sentence regarding the possible
inscription on the list of World Heritage in Danger somehow entails or presumes this
possibility of getting onto the World Heritage in Danger List. The whole spirit of our document
seems to encourage further works; this last bit sounds like a warning. | thought we would
have no problem supporting Australia’s view of requesting the State Party involved producing
reports and committing to all the requests that have been made. Not necessarily having the
last bit of warning, China thinks it looks like a warning. This is a point | wanted to make.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Spain please.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. Spain believes it is adequate to go with
Australia’s proposal because we kind of not see it as a threat or warning, but a simple fact
that there is a possibility that would be examined. As it says in the paragraph, we are
considering the possibility of this inscription on the in Danger List and we are sure that Nepal
is going to respect the recommendations of this Committee. We also see, in the case of
Nepal not fully committing to these recommendations, that we will consider a possible
inscription. | believe it is important to keep this sentence that Australia would like to add in
this draft decision.

Thank you.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. We are also a little bit concerned about this
final condition that has been attached because it is almost conditioning the way we are going
to look or review the situation to us leaning more towards inscribing on the in Danger List. |
do want to go with Spain and maybe find more positive language and try to find a consensus
like was done by Australia in a previous session; change maybe the time scale and give the
State Party longer. In the case of confirmation of potential threats to the property, maybe we
could go for that if this is the consensus, but we would not prefer it.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Bahrain.”

Bahrain:

“Thank you madam Chair. | just want to express that we are in agreement with the
suggestion from the State Party of China and also trying to find a better language that does
not include warnings or include such a strong condition and maybe find a way which is more
positive. So, | also agree with Cuba. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. We believe that we are negotiating and putting these
recommendations in good faith and | would like to propose that to show our good faith the
State Party will act upon recommendations; let us leave the sentence at 2019, so without any
further conditions. | would like to support the proposal by China and Bahrain.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you Chair. Azerbaijan is of the view that we should not prejudge the outcome
of this report and to put some conditions on the State Party in the case of the potential of
threats to the Outstanding Universal Value that the property could be possibly inscribed to
the List of World Heritage in Danger.
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We believe that the language should be rather encouraging without any preconditions
as we consider it. We always also say that there should be no prejudgment before the report
comes out. We support the proposal of China and others to keep the original text.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you madam Chair. | would have a proposal of rewriting the paragraph in a
more positive way as | agree with some observations made by the distinguished ambassador
of China. My proposition would be to say the same thing but in a positive way in my point of
view. The sentence would read after ‘with a view to assuring the maintenance of the
Outstanding Universal Value of the site’.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Tanzania.”

Tanzania;

“Thank you madam Chair. Tanzania also supports China, Bahrain, Zimbabwe and the
others to delete the last sentence which gives a certain tone to the State Party. We have time
to see what can be done to the property, considering the State Party has a lot of challenges
and in one year, definitely, time is small. | think we should do it objectively, see what can be
done and let us see what happens.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Kuwait, please.”

Kuwait:

“Thank you Chairperson. We also think that we support the suggestion from China.
We think that the time scale is very limited to get a site back, especially when there are a lot
of organisations, international bodies and local communities involved. The time frame is
really short to judge the site and to put it on the in danger List, so we support the Chinese
suggestion.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much.”
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The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much. Right now, it seems that we have some member States and
some members of the Committee who would prefer to retain the original paragraph 13
without the amendment of the view of considering the in Danger listing of the property. We
also have a proposal from Brazil to replace this last sentence with a different one in which it
says: “‘with a view to ensuring the maintenance of the Outstanding Universal Value of the
site”.

Thank you, madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Hearing and trying to respond to the commentaries and the desire to cast the word in
a more positive tone; | am wondering whether that might be achieved by separating this
paragraph into two components. The first would be for “the Committee to note that in
circumstances where there is ascertained or potential danger to the Outstanding Universal
Value of a property, the Committee may inscribe that property on the List of World Heritage
in Danger” and then the second part would be the existing 13.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Could you please give us the exact wording?”

Australia:

“Certainly: Immediately above existing 13, it would say: “notes that in circumstances
where there is ascertained or potential danger to the Outstanding Universal Value of a
property, the Committee may consider inscription of that that property on the List of World
Heritage in Danger” that would be it. And then if the Committee was happy with that
approach then we would very happily withdraw the text below.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Zimbabwe, please.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. | am looking at the new paragraph 13 and it sounds like we
are repeating the Operational Guidelines in this property. This would be a standard
paragraph in every property if this was the case, because we are repeating here what are in
the Operational Guidelines. Should we just appeal to this particular property or you make a
new rule that every property carries that new paragraph?”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Tanzania, please.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you madam Chair. | agree with Zimbabwe.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Angola please.”

Angola:

« Madame la présidente, I'Angola aimerait garder les choses simples. Si nous
anticipons les choses ici, éventuellement il y a aura un probléme sur la valeur universelle
exceptionnelle donc on parle du futur. Les choses peuvent changer positivement, donc la il
faut faire deux paragraphes un dans le sens positif un dans le négatif et cela ne marchera
pas.

On garde les choses simples, attendons le rapport du 1° février 2019 pour que 'on
décide ou non que le bien soit inscrit sur la Liste du patrimoine mondial en péril. Gardons les
choses simples. Attendons 2019 pour prendre une décision : il va sur la Liste ou il n'y va pas.
Nous appuyons donc la proposition de la Chine et des autres pays.

Merci. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. China, please.”

China:

“Thank you madam Chair. | am sorry to ask for the floor again, but | thought the
Brazilian addition with a different wording might go along well with the amended text if it
captures the essence of the Australian colleagues, but at the same time it is still very
encouraging. If we could not accept this or other version, perhaps the additional phrase
proposed by Brazil could be a good solution. Simply added at the end of the sentence and
paragraph we still maintain the current number 14, because we still consider Australia's new
proposal without prejudging the result of whatever work is going to happen.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Brazil, please.”
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Brazil:

“Thank you very much and sorry to take the floor again. My difficulty with the proposal
that has just been made by our Australian colleague is that we are mentioning circumstances
where there is a certain or potential danger. | would like to recall what caused the destruction
of this site was an earthquake. This is a circumstance that was not the country’s
responsibility. We are now taking about the effort the country is making to recover. There
might be circumstances beyond the willingness of the country like another earthquake; God
help us that it does not happen. | would like to stick with the proposal endorsed by China.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Thank you Chair. Australia understands well the point that Brazil has just made
about circumstances which are beyond control of the State Party due to the horrible
earthquake and all its devastating circumstances. We also understand that some of the
potential risks to the Outstanding Universal Value the property are coming respectively from
some of the activities in the rebuilding. We understand well.

Our attempt is to reinstate the guidelines, as they exist now, and also make the
observation that the formulation of the text that we originally suggested is a very common
formulation, it has been used by this Committee over time. It has concerns about the
ascertained or potential danger to a site’s OQutstanding Universal Value and that we go
through a procedure where we do seek to understand the truth of that threat. If that threat is
demonstrated and is not mitigated then there is potential for in danger listing.

We have simply tried here to find a way to accommodate, but in the interest of the

consensus we would be satisfied with the amendment to our text, as was proposed by
Brazil.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Azerbaijan, Hungary and Cuba are you in accordance with
the consensus?”

Azerbaijan:
“Thank you madam Chair. | just want to thank Australia for joining the consensus. We
believe that it is important again not to put any kind of prejudgment and conditions to this

text. We would appreciate keeping the original text, but we can go along with the proposal of
Brazil as it is already also supported by China.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Angola, please.”
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Angola :

« Madame la présidente, nous sommes un peu génés par cette derniére phrase ;
gu’est-ce qui va garantir le maintien de la valeur universelle exceptionnelle ? C’est une
question ».

Ms Rgssler:
“Thank you very much. This is with this Committee and you can get a report back

next year. You will analyse the situation based on the report, the assessment of the Advisory
Bodies and the World Heritage Centre. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“The Rapporteur, please.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you Chair. | will read out the new paragraph 13: ‘Also requests the State Party
to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by 1 February 2019, 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 43" session in 2019; with a view to assuring the
maintenance of the Outstanding Universal Value of the site.’

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Spain you have the floor.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. We agree with the proposal and the new
amendment from Brazil, but we should say that we are speaking about maintaining the
Outstanding Universal Value whereas the one before talked about recovering the
Outstanding Universal Value. There is the Outstanding Universal Value and | think that we
have to be consistent. | agree with maintenance, which implies that there is an Outstanding
Universal Value that needs to be maintained. Therefore, the recovery as referred before is
not right.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Cuba, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. The Spanish delegate took the words right
out of my mouth. | think that we have had a communication problem that we referred to
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sometimes ago. But, of course, we will agree with the consensus and will try to facilitate your
task. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now understand that there is a consensus. We adopt the text
as agreed. Adopted. Thank you very much.

I now invite Mr. Jing to present the next report regarding the property proposed for
inscription on the List of World Heritage in Danger. Thank you.”

Mr. Feng JingQ:

“Thank you madam chairperson. Good afternoon to all Committee members. The
report on the state of conservation of the Fort and Shalamar Gardens in Lahore can be found
in Document 42 COM 7B.Add2 on pages 6 to 11 of the English and pages 7 to 11 of the
French version.

The property is mainly threatened by the construction of the Orange Metro Line. A
large transportation project that passes on elevated viaduct immediately next to the
Shalamar Gardens site. It has been brought to the attention of the Centre by the State Party
at a very late stage.

The Committee has reviewed this case every year since the World Heritage Centre
first received State Party information about the project in October of 2015 and has noted with
increasing worry the scale and impact of the Orange Line Metro Project on the property and
its Outstanding Universal Value. In 2016, the Committee requested that a Reactive
Monitoring mission be dispatched at the State Party’s earliest convenience to examine the
project and discuss with the relevant government authorities to also review the management
and protection arrangements for the property.

Last year, the Committee expressed its deep regret that the State Party had not
invited the Reactive Monitoring mission as requested and that no exhaustive Impact
Assessment had been undertaken for this project, notably the requested Visual Impact
Assessment in order to determine the project impact and any possible mitigation measures.

Since the Supreme Court of Pakistan was expected to deliver an imminent final
verdict on the approval of the project and despite the fact that construction had already
progressed significantly, the Committee asked that the mission be dispatched as soon as
possible after the verdict was delivered. In December of 2017, the Supreme Court of
Pakistan decided to approve the project and the joint World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS
Reactive Monitoring mission finally took place in April of 2018.

The context of two years’ delay made this mission quite challenging and complex.
The mission found that the project had in fact being planned as early as 2007 and that, until
the World Heritage Centre’s requests for information in October 2015, the State Party failed
to inform the World Heritage Committee of the project, despite the provisions of
Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines.

The State Party did not inform the 2012 Reactive Monitoring mission to the property
of this project, although at that time the property had then been on the List of World Heritage
in Danger since 2000. Nor was the project mentioned in section 2 of the second cycle of
Periodic Reporting, which took place in 2011-2012 in the region of Asia and the Pacific.
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Furthermore, the project was carried out without an adequate Heritage Impact
Assessment and the study produced by the State Party in April of 2016, nine years after the
inception of the project, was not in line with the internationally recommended standard for
such studies, notably the 2011 ICOMOS Guidelines and hence failed to address the full
range of the impact of the project on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

This study makes no mention of the noise and the pollution impacts on the property
and it failed to take into account the full range of impacts or elements of the component sites.
The Heritage Environmental Impact Assessment concluded that the metro line will only have
a temporary impact; well, during its operational phase the high visual, noise and vibration
impacts recognised on the entrance and the front fagade of the site will be permanent and
cumulated, but indirect.

Lahore is a city with 12 million residents and there is obviously a need for improved
public transport, however, the Impact Assessment failed to take into account views from
inside and outside the Gardens. The viaduct passes so close to the southern wall of the
Gardens that no measure can eliminate the negative effect on the main perspectives to and
from the property.

Where the curved shape of the viaduct slightly reduces its visual impact, the height of
the train as it passes will be above 3 metres higher than the top part of the constructed
viaduct visible on the screen. You can see the person standing near the viaduct.

Today, what dominates this site is not the facade of the Shalamar Gardens but the
Orange Line Metro viaduct which has altered the authenticity and integrity of the exterior
appearance of the Shalamar Gardens. And where the existing Impact Assessment Study
identified some mitigation actions, the road and the location should have been determined in
such a way that they avoided any impact on the features of the Shalamar Gardens.

The 2018 mission found that several proposals to that effect had been made, but
were eventually rejected. The visual impact of the next construction on the main perspectives
to and from the perspective can clearly be seen in the pictures taken during the mission and
shown on the screens. In addition, once the Orange Line Metro is in operation, its noise will
add significantly to the already substantial noise and the pollution impacts of the Grand Trunk
Road which passes underneath the viaduct in front of the property.

Despite being a masterpiece of Mughal construction, the Gardens have been less
and less an oasis of tranquillity, as was their intended purpose, and this increasingly
diminishes their ability to convey the full Outstanding Universal Value of this component site.
As highlighted in the conclusions of the 2018 mission, there is no doubt that the Orange Line
Metro has a negative impact on the attributives of the Outstanding Universal Value related to
the artistic and aesthetic accomplishment highlighted at the time of the inscription. It is
especially regrettable that such impact could have been avoided if the alternative routes
presented to the 2018 Reactive Monitoring mission had been pursued in due time and in
consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies.

In accordance with the conclusions of the 2018 mission, it is suggested that the
Committee places the property on the List of World Heritage in Danger. This will allow the
State Party to show its goodwill by immediately proceeding with the implementation of all
mitigation measures and recommendations put forward by the mission in an effort to mitigate
the considerable impact of the project on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property,
notably its integrity and authenticity.

The Reactive Monitoring mission put forward an exhaustive series of recommended
measures to help mitigate impacts and ensure that the property benefits from adequate
protection, notably within the buffer zone. ICOMOS will provide more details in this regard.
For these mitigating measures to be successful, it is of crucial importance that the State
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Party submits detailed project studies to the World Heritage Centre for review by the
Advisory Bodies and their implementation only start after positive feedback has been
received.

Finally, in response to the report of the 2018 Reactive Monitoring mission, the World
Heritage Centre received comments from the State Party of Pakistan on the 15" of June,
2018. Today, a meeting was held between the assistant Director General of Culture and the
Director of the World Heritage Centre with the Pakistani delegation in order to discuss the
case ahead of the present session and in response to comments made by the State Party.

The Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.12 can be found on page 9 of both language versions
and is also displayed on the screen. With your permission madam Chairperson, ICOMOS wiill
provide further comments on this property.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. ICOMOS greatly regrets the highly negative impacts on the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property resulting from the construction of the Orange
Line Metro directly in front of the site of the Gardens. It is important to recall that the
Shalamar Gardens, along with the Lahore Fort, were inscribed on the List of World Heritage
on criterion (i) as an outstanding example of Mughal art.

The Shalamar Gardens, constructed in 1641 by Shah Jahan, were seen to bear
witness to the apogee of the Mughal artistic expression. An important aspect of the Gardens
was this enclosing wall, which would separate it from the outside world and allow the inside
to be an oasis of peace and tranquillity. The metro line not only impacts on the view of the
Gardens from outside the gate, but also inside from its lower and upper terraces. The noise
will add to that of the Grand Trunk Road and increase pollution.

The current development does not respect the essence of this masterpiece as an
earthly utopia within which people had the opportunity to move in perfect harmony with the
elements of nature. The metro project has negated that original vision.

In its state of conservation report, the State Party explains that they considered that
there was no impact on the Outstanding Universal Value; that is why no notification was
made under Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines. ICOMOS considers that for all
major infrastructure projects such as the Orange Line Metro, details should be provided so
that an assessment could be submitted to the Committee that is otherwise unaware of such
projects and can decide on the impact on the Outstanding Universal Value. Had the
notification been made in 2007 when planning was started, we would have had 8 years of
dialogue to discuss the details of the project with the State Party and to find a way for the
Metro line so that it did not impact the Outstanding Universal Value.

There was a further missed opportunity for dialogue with a two-year delay in inviting
the mission, which was only done after the project had been given formal approval. By the
time the mission was carried out, the mission was only able to see the almost-completed
project and there was no opportunity to intervene when there was still time to influence the
outcome.

The mission and this presentation to the Committee are both in a way too late. The
construction work has had irreversible impacts on the attributes of the Outstanding Universal
Value that were identified at the time of inscription. Full mitigation is not possible. For those
reasons ICOMOS supports the decision to inscribe the property on the World Heritage List in
Danger.
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In order to mitigate some of the highly negative impact, and only some of the Metro,
as recommended by the Reactive Monitoring mission, the draft decision requests the State
Party to take a new approach to the conservation and preservation of the setting. Details are
available on the screen.

Measures include installing soundproof glass around the metro line, diverting the
ground terminal corridor away from the property and lowering its level, and creating a green
belt around the property, especially around its south entrance. Some of these measures can
be realised in the short term. We are quite aware that others will need a longer time for
implementation. These measures must be carefully designed and submitted for review in
order to understand just how successful they might be at mitigating the impact. They should
be integrated into a set of corrective measures.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you have any comments or enquiries? The floor is to
Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you madam Chair. First of all, we would like to thank the Secretariat for this
comprehensive overview of the present case pertaining to Shalamar Gardens. We
appreciate the engagement of the World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS in preservation of the
twin listings, which are a marvel of Mughal architecture. We have studied this case carefully
and are pleased to know, as per the decision taken in Cracow last year, that Pakistan has
shared the Visual Impact Assessment along with the state of conservation report within the
stipulated time frames, along with having invited the Reactive Monitoring mission in
December of 2017.

We consider the present case as being one of maintaining the balance between the
conservation of heritage and sustainable development. This is something that we have
advocated for several years and have debated thoroughly in previous discussions. It is our
firm belief that human well-being should not be compromised and rather these two issues of
preservation of heritage and sustainable development should co-exist harmoniously.

However, while the development of the city needs to happen, we believe that the
development mandate must be carried out with social-cultural, environmental and cultural
sensitivity. Pakistan has shown consideration in all these aspects in planning and executing
the metro project, including exhaustive technical studies and assessments which informed
the project in the planning and implementation phases.

Furthermore, given that the Supreme Court of Pakistan has provided the detailed
judgement allowing the project to go ahead, it further strengthens the mission and mandate
of our Committee. The 31 directives that are detailed in the judgment are largely linked with
the preservation and conservation of this property and are legally binding on the State Party.

The State Party has given repeated assurances that all 31 directives by the Supreme
Court are practicable and reasonable mitigation measures proposed by the Reactive
Monitoring mission along with all other mitigation measures suggested in various studies will
be implemented.

When we have a State Party that is already applying relevant mitigation measures
and is already constructively engaged with the World Heritage Centre, we see no justification
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in taking the extreme step of inscribing this property in the in Danger List. There is a clear
commitment by and readiness of the State Party to continue dialogue with the Advisory
Bodies with a view to putting in place all these practical mitigation measures.

Moreover, we do not understand why the Committee keeps receiving the same
reservation from the Advisory Bodies, as had been repeatedly discussed, debated and struck
out in the past two sessions. We believe that instead of remaining stuck in the same loop
echoing the past two years’ decisions, it would be much more advisable to stick to the
previous decisions of the Committee and to move to substantive issues at hand.

Therefore, we do not support the in Danger listing of Shalamar gardens as mitigation
measures that are being put in place by Pakistan aimed at preserving the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property, especially because in the light of various measures
undertaken by the State Party there are no immitigable consequences on the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property. Thereby, there is no justification of listing this site on the in
Danger List.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. The Brazilian delegation understands that the case
that we are now analysing offers us another example of the challenge of conciliating urban
development and the preservation of World Heritage sites, in developing countries
specifically. In the case we are analysing, we are also dealing with a country with very heavy
demographic pressure.

We understand that sustainable development solutions are urgently required to avoid
further damage to the site and we encourage the State Party to take into consideration the
recommendations made by ICOMOS, especially the measures that can be undertaken in
order to safeguard the integrity and authenticity of the site.

We consider that prioritising the protection of the Outstanding Universal Value of this
site requires an approach that goes beyond strict aesthetical features and that it is important
to elaborate conceptual terms to foster synergies for the transmission of the values attributed
to the protected site.

The Brazilian delegation understands that the State Party concerned could be given
more time so that the recommendations made by the monitoring mission to the site could be
implemented, taking into account the technical and social reality on the ground. Therefore,
we are of the opinion that it would be premature to inscribe the site on the List of World
Heritage in Danger. We are ready to present specific amendments if needed during the
examination of the corresponding draft decision.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to China.”
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China:

“Thank you, madam Chairperson. We would like to appreciate the good work done by
the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies and we share their vision of conservation
of heritage as framed in the 1972 Convention. We would also like to thank the Secretariat for
their report and the brief résumé of the case before us.

Having carefully perused all the relevant documents, we fully support Azerbaijan that
the government of Pakistan has taken into account all aspects of conservation of heritage
and the preservation of understanding the Outstanding Universal Value has been at the core
of the planning and the implementation phase of the metro project.

This is aptly demonstrated by the numerous studies undertaken by Pakistan before
the implementation of the project. It may be useful to understand who undertook the studies
and what their main findings were. In the same way, it is our understanding that these
studies have indicated that there is no immitigable impact on the Outstanding Universal
Value of the property, including its integrity and authenticity.

We would like to request the State Party to brief the Committee to understand the
matter further. We are content to note the visual impact study has been shared in a timely
fashion with the World Heritage Centre along with the state of conservation report. As such a
report provides a sound basis for making an informed decision, we would like to request the
Secretariat to share these along with the previously undertaken Heritage Impact Assessment
with Committee members.

Pakistan Supreme Court’s decision to allow the project to go ahead and the long
deliberation spread over a year and the independent verification of various studies
undertaken by the State Party is also a welcome development. Furthermore, having gone
through the proceedings of the case over the last two years, we believe that there is a need
to build on the earlier decisions of the World Heritage Centre taken during the last two
sessions.

Many issues here have been repeatedly discussed in past sessions and we need to
move beyond these stalled debates to discuss the case on its present merits. Lastly, again
echoing the view expressed by Azerbaijan, we believe that given the commitment of the
State Party to implement all practicable mitigation measures there is no justification for taking
this extreme measure of placing this property on the in Danger List.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tunisia.”

Tunisie :

« Merci madame la présidente. Cet exemple nous rappelle que hélas, c’est un cas
d’occasions manquées de dialogue fructueux entre des Etats parties et les Organisations
consultatives qui auraient permis d’éviter d’en arriver a cette extrémité c’est-a-dire de
proposer I'inscription d’un bien sur la Liste du patrimoine en péril.

La Tunisie rappelle que linscription sur la Liste du patrimoine en péril n’est pas une
sanction, mais dans beaucoup de cas, elle permet de participer a améliorer la conservation
d’un bien et la pérennisation de sa valeur universelle exceptionnelle.
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L’état partie depuis les décisions du Comité fournit des efforts pour atténuer les
impacts et les effets négatifs des travaux qui ont été realisés. Sur ce point j'aimerais avoir
plus de précisions de la part de 'Etat partie sur les efforts qu'il est en train de fournir et I'avis
de 'NICOMOS. Est-ce que concretement et réellement, ces efforts effectués ou a effectuer
vont contribuer a atténuer les attagues négatives sur le bien ?

Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Uganda, please.”

Uganda:

“Madam Chair, thank you for giving my delegation the opportunity to express views
on the draft decision pertaining to the Orange Metro project and its possible impacts on
Shalamar Gardens. As the co-sponsor of the amendments proposed jointly with Azerbaijan,
China, Indonesia and Cuba, we believe that the World Heritage Committee should build on
its earlier decisions taken during the 40™ and 415t sessions.

We need to acknowledge the efforts of Pakistan and its readiness to undertake
practical measures to mitigate minor adverse impacts. Madam Chairperson, it is important to
give an opportunity to Pakistan to explain its position and respond to issues being raised in
the debate. We therefore request the State Party to be given that opportunity.

Chair lady, whereas the World Heritage Committee is mandated to oversee the
protection of this heritage site, it should not be oblivious of the requirements of the State
Party to undertake projects aimed at uplifting the quality of life of its people. The Orange
Metro project which has been envisaged as meeting the transport requirements of Lahore
City, home to 12 million residents and the second-largest city of Pakistan, is one such
project. Pakistan has conducted a number of assessment studies prior to the execution of
the project which indicated no significant or immitigable impacts on the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property.

We have been informed that the State Party is committed to implementing all practical
recommendations of the Reactive Monitoring mission. In our view, therefore, we should not
punish the State Party that has implemented some of these recommendations which have
social and technical constraints, such as shifting a 250-year-old road and constructing a new
motorway in an area inhabited by people for the past ages.

Hence, madam Chairperson, similar to the previous case of Uzbekistan, we do not
recommend in Danger listing in this matter.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Burkina Faso.”
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Burkina Faso :

« Merci madame la présidente. Ma délégation joint sa voix a celle de 'Ouganda pour
reconnaitre que, depuis la 41° session du Comité, I'Etat partie du Pakistan a fourni des
efforts pour respecter les décisions du Comité en fournissant une étude d’'impact visuel, un
rapport sur I'état de conservation et en montrant sa disponibilité a accueillir une mission de
suivi d’évaluation réactive.

Si en 2016 I'Etat partie n’avait pas fourni des informations sur la gestion du bien, en
2017 et 2018, par contre, il a pris des précautions, y compris 'achévement de dix études
techniques qui ont été entreprises avant le projet de construction de la mise en ceuvre de la
voie, objet de contestation.

En outre les observations faites aux points 3, 4 5 et 6 du projet de décision ont déja
été discutées et prises en compte lors des deux précédentes sessions du Comité en 2016 et
2017 et des mesures nécessaires ont été prises en compte par I'Etat partie. Dans ce cas,
aucune étude n’a montré de dommages irréversibles depuis lors.

Notons que le Pakistan a montré son engagement continu en faveur de la
conservation du patrimoine notamment dans la collaboration avec le Centre du patrimoine
mondial. Il s’est engagé en outre a tenir compte des mesures d’atténuation proposées par la
mission de suivi réactif ainsi que le jugement détaillé de la Cour supréme du Pakistan qui
annonce 31 mesures d’atténuation complétes que I'Etat partie est légalement tenu de
respecter.

Madame la présidente, dans le cas présent, il s’agit de rechercher I'équilibre entre la
conservation du patrimoine et le développement durable. Le Pakistan est un pays en
développement et c’est 'un de ses premiers projets de transport en commun de cette
envergure. Nous pensons que lorsqu’il sera opérationnel le métro réduira la lourde charge
sur la route qui passe devant le bien et augmentera donc son attractivité touristique. La
valeur universelle exceptionnelle ne saurait de ce fait diminuer avec les mesures de
précaution et de conservation qui seront prises.

En ce qui concerne la pollution visuelle relevée par les évaluations, les études
d’experts ont indiqué qu’il est facile de I'atténuer en plantant des arbres le long de la voie du
métro pour harmoniser les jardins. Le Pakistan s’engage a planter des arbres le long de
cette voie pour y remédier.

Pour toutes ces raisons, la recommandation de placer le bien sur la Liste du
patrimoine en danger nous parait une étape extréme. C’est pourquoi ma délégation a pris la
position de 'Azerbaidjan, de la Chine, du Brésil concernant sa non-inscription sur la Liste du
patrimoine en danger.

Je vous remercie. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Tanzania.”

Tanzania:
“Madam Chair. The Republic of Tanzania commends the State Party of Pakistan for

its efforts to protect and conserve the Fort and Shalamar Gardens in Lahore despite
intensive urban development pressure. Tanzania also commends the World Heritage Centre
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and the Advisory Bodies for the draft decision which clearly indicates the complexity of
dealing with the management or urban heritage in a developing environment.

Madam Chair, the delegation of Tanzania has carefully examined the opinions and
facts of both the State Party of Pakistan and the Advisory Bodies, which contradict sharply.
For example, with regard to the visual impact of the metro line project which needs to be
resolved before implication in the decision.

Madam Chair, the Delegation of Tanzania recommends that, prior to an in Danger
listing, the State Party, in consultation with the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory
Bodies, identifies the corrective measures and developed desired state of conservation for
the removal of the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger as per Paragraphs 183
and 189 of the Operational Guidelines.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“Madam Chair, this case emphasises the delicate balance of preservation that
includes a certain atmosphere on this site and the need to control urban pressure and the
developmental needs of infrastructure projects that, on the one hand, will positively
contribute to a better traffic situation, but, on the other hand, are too close and cause
negative impacts on the cultural heritage at stake.

Norway shares the concerns expressed by the World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS
that the project for the Orange Line Metro never became subject to information according to
the mechanism detailed in the Operational Guidelines. We encourage the State Party to
undertake actions to implement the mitigating actions as specified in the draft decision.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you Chair. It is quite obvious to Australia as outlined in the opening
presentation that much of the damage to the Outstanding Universal Value of the Shalamar
Gardens has been done and it is regrettable, but the State Party during that period was not
actively engaged with the World Heritage Committee or fully cognizant of its responsibility,
especially regarding the Outstanding Universal Value of the property.

Very conscious of the need for Pakistan to meet the need of its people, as it further
develops, we encourage the State Party to continue to find ways to ensure that the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property is impacted as little as possible. We do hear
what colleagues have said about the more recent willingness and effort of Pakistan to
address the concerns that have been expressed by the World Heritage Committee in relation
to impacts on this property.
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In that regard we would certainly welcome hearing the State Party’s response to
some of these issues and including, if it is able to, indication as to whether any of the
mitigation measures that have been proposed in the Draft Decision are mitigation measures
that it is willing to contemplate.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Indonesia.”

Indonesia:

“Thank you very much madam Chairperson. First of all, | would like to thank the
World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS for their detailed briefing on the case. We would like to
align our views with those expressed by our distinguished colleagues from Azerbaijan and
China. We are happy to note that all three decisions of the 415 Session of the World Heritage
Committee have been complied with, including the timely submission of the state of
conservation report and Visual Impact Study. We are particularly content to know that the
Reactive Monitoring mission visited Lahore in April of 2018.

We commend Pakistan for engaging with the World Heritage Committee process
despite the extreme scarcity of reaction time available to them. Hence, we are satisfied that
Pakistan is doing its utmost to preserve the integrity and authenticity of the property. At the
time of its inscription in 1981, it had been included under criterion (iii); that is exceptional
testimony of Mughal civilisation at its peak as an artificial landscape of marvellous, sprawling
gardens enclosed within walls of red sandstone.

We believe that in their present state, in view of the mitigation measures that are
being undertaken by the State Party and given the willingness of the State Party to remain
engaged with the World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS process, with the common goals of
preservation and conservation, we join other colleagues with their support not to put the
property on the in Danger List at this moment.

Echoing what our colleague from China suggested, we think that now is a good time
to invite the State Party to present their case, particularly the efforts that have been
undertaken in the past two years and their future plans to implement their mitigation
measures.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chairperson. In recent years, we have
seen how this site has been the victim of an undesirable visual impact. If we look at the
information provided to us by the Advisory Bodies and the Secretariat, we see that a series
of measures have been proposed that could be very useful for the State Party. This was also
the result of the Reactive Monitoring mission in 2018 and | was right to hope that the State
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Party is in a position to implement and act upon these recommendations. Indeed, if this is
done, | believe that there is no reason why we need to put this property on the World
Heritage in Danger List.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Kuwait.”

Kuwait:

“Thank you madam Chair. We are also very concerned about the integrity of the site
and the recommendations and the concerns of the Advisory Bodies and the experts for the
site. Meanwhile, we also understand that a lot of countries, especially those with large
populations, need to develop and one of the major challenges, as we see in national
conferences and meetings, is public transportation. Sometimes those might cause visual
obstruction but they solve issues of transportation existing in many cities.

We notice some recommendations adopted that could ease such technical and visual
issues. The State of Kuwait also strongly recommends that the State Party engaged in that
expertise come up with solutions to ease and solve this issue, but we strongly understand
that the site should be on the in Danger List.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Kyrgyzstan.”

Kyrgyzstan:

“Thank you madam Chair. | will be very brief. Just to say that, we support the
amendments proposed by Azerbaijan, China and other States Party and also supported by
other distinguished colleagues, as these amendments focus more on mitigation measures to
ensure preservation, protection and conservation of the Outstanding Universal Value. We
should also note that the report of the Reactive Monitoring mission was submitted in June
and the report made certain recommendations and we understand there should be time
allowed for and that Pakistan will implement all possible actions suggested by this report.

The report has also directed the government to implement 31 measures to ensure

that no negative impact is caused to the property and therefore it would be too early to
decide to put the property on the in danger List.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Spain.”
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Spain:

[English-interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. | would like to express my concerns as
expressed by other delegations, as we would all like to see this site inscribed on the World
Heritage List preserved. There is also a desire to combine the existence of this site with the
development of this city and the needs of its inhabitants.

Perhaps what worries us most when listening to some of the delegations is that we
are forgetting one vital element in this whole affair; that is, dialogue with the World Heritage
Centre and the Advisory Bodies. We are actually forgetting our Operational Guidelines that
date back to 1972. We are also forgetting that there were a series of recommendations
linked to previous monitoring missions and their need to be respected. | believe beyond
measures that we take at international level with the aim of preserving heritage, we also have
to take into account everything that goes with the 1972 Contention that allows us to better
protect sites.

Now, we have to see what kind of additional measures can be taken to try and
mitigate the impact of this infrastructure and how we can engage in more dialogue and the
State Party can work with the World Heritage Centre in order to really mitigate the impacts to
a minimum so we can continue to preserve the Outstanding Universal Value of this property.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Angola.”

Angola:

« Merci madame la présidente. L’Angola est conscient des risques potentiels qui
pésent sur la valeur universelle exceptionnelle de ce bien. Comme nous ne cessons de le
dire, quand un Etat membre fait les efforts d’inscrire un bien sur le Liste du patrimoine
mondial, il s’efforce de le garder sur la Liste pour la dignité du peuple de son pays et, quand
on fait face a des situations aussi dramatiques comme celles-la, nous devons toutefois
essayer de trouver des compromis qui pourraient aider I'Etat partie & continuer & faire des
efforts pour pouvoir maintenir la valeur universelle exceptionnelle du bien.

Par contre, nous avons également pris note qu’il y a une série de recommandations
proposées par les Organisations consultatives qui certainement pourrait demander
beaucoup plus d’effort de la part de I'Etat partie et nous avons également pris note qu'il y a
eu des consultations entre I'Etat partie, le Centre et les Organisations consultatives.

Il semble donc qu'il serait bon de savoir comment I'Etat partie se positionne par
rapport a toutes ces consultations et les recommandations qu’ils ont regues. Nous voudrions
vous demander de pouvoir accorder la parole a I'Etat partie pour nous apporter des
éclaircissements qui pourront aider le Comité a prendre la meilleure décision sur ce cas.

Je vous remercie. »

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Bahrain.”
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Bahrain:

“Thank you madam Chair. Just to reflect on the discussion we had. We would also
like to encourage continuing the dialogue between the Secretariat, ICOMOS and the State
Party. It seems that the Committee members are in favour of not listing the property in the in
Danger List. | think it is important for us as well to take a look at the judgement and directions
made by the Supreme Court and to ensure these recommendations are actually addressing
the Outstanding Universal Value of the property and not just the area in general. | think this is
a very critical element and we are hoping that the Committee can take that into consideration
when we refer back to the draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:
“Thank you very much Madam. Zimbabwe supports the proposition by Azerbaijan not

to inscribe the property of the Fort and Shalamar Gardens in Lahore on the World Heritage
List in Danger. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the State Party to answer the questions
and comments. The floor is to Pakistan.”

Pakistan:

“Thank you madam Chair for the opportunity to address this august gathering. Before
| respond specifically to some of the issues that have been raised | would like to, by way of
background, link you to the last two years’ of discussions that have been held and the
considerations of various aspects of this project before the World Heritage Committee votes
in Istanbul and Cracow.

Before | say anything, let me reiterate Pakistan’s unwavering commitment to the
protection, conservation and preservation of our heritage. This august body recalled that the
World Heritage Committee, in its 41 session in Cracow, required three important follow-up
actions by Pakistan.

1) Accordingly, the state of conservation report of the Shalamar Gardens was to be
submitted before the 1%t of February of 2018, as required, and it was submitted accordingly
before the deadline.

2) The Visual Impact Assessment Study was furnished to the World Heritage Centre
in November of 2017; that is, before the 1% of December deadline, as asked by the World
Heritage Committee in Cracow.

3) The Reactive Monitoring mission was invited on the 14" of December, 2017, that is
immediately after the judgement of the Supreme Court of Pakistan announced directions as
did the World Heritage Committee and this action was also completed accordingly.

Madam Chair, the honourable Supreme Court rendered its judgement on this case on
the 8" of December, giving 31 specific directions for the protection, preservation and
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conservation of the property. We are legally bound to comply with all of these directions. |
would just explain to the delegations of this Body that all of these directions pertain to and
are for ensuring the preservation, conservation and protection of the Outstanding Universal
Value of the property. All of the recommendations are to that effect, which we will implement.

We also assure the Committee that all mitigation measures by all of the studies will
also be implemented. Despite our invitation on the 14" of December, 2017, the Reactive
Monitoring mission was able to carry out the visit in April of 2018. The report was received by
us on the 14" of June, giving us very limited time to examine the details. In this limited time
we hurriedly reviewed the report and implemented some of the factual errors to the World
Heritage Centre on the 15" of June, 2018.

We wish to point out here that the international consultancy took one year to
complete the Visual Impact Assessment study as required by the World Heritage Committee.
The study concluded, and | quote: ‘that the authenticity, visual integrity and the Outstanding
Universal Value of the property are not significantly impacted by the metro project. Corrective
measures are applied like installation of vegetation screens’. | would underscore the
importance of this because there are minimal visual impacts created on the property from
inside and to some extent on the outside. This is the considered recommendation of the
visual impact study which was conducted by an international consultant over a one-year
period.

We are surprised to find that a short-term Reactive Monitoring mission of six days
makes a statement to the fact that the project has irreversible impacts on the attributes of its
Outstanding Universal Value. Madam Chair, in any case, we will carry out a detailed
examination of the report and stand committed to implementing all that is doable.

In terms of protective and mitigation measures, Pakistan is legally bound to
implement the Supreme Court’s decisions. For all mitigation and protective measures in all of
the studies of the project, like Heritage Impact Assessment, Visual or Environmental Impact
Assessment, vibration analyses, noise, etc. we are fully committed to implementing the
recommendations of the Reactive Monitoring mission within the elements of practical reality
and feasibility.

Some of the issues that have been highlighted pertaining to noise pollution and
vibrations are all taken care of in our studies and these are also mandated by the Supreme
Court. | will illustrate one example in terms of noise. The Supreme Court has directed that
the speed of the train in front of this property will be reduced to a point where the noise levels
do not rise to a level where it can cause any kind of danger to the property. The vibration
analyses by the international standard have concluded a safe range during construction as
well; it never measured vibrations above the allowed limit and in the operational phase it is
far less than 50 per cent of that same limit.

Madam Chair, we would like to assure this Committee that for this property, which
has been inscribed on the World Heritage List, we have extreme sensitivity to it and one of
the illustrations of that is the picture before you, which shows the sharp curve created to take
the viaduct of the train away from the property. This involved special designing, etc. some
extra costs which were not an issue for the governments of Punjab and Pakistan to ensure
the property was not affected in any adverse manner. At this time, the way it was executed,
there is no negative impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property which cannot
be mitigated.

Once again, | will assure you that once we go back from here, we will have a detailed
examination of other recommendations from the Reactive Monitoring mission and we ensure
this august body that unless something is absolutely impossible to undertake, again, we will
share our constraints with the Centre and with the Advisory Bodies and we will try our best to
implement their recommendations.
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Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to the NGO representative.”

NGO - Lahore Conservation Society

“Honourable Chair, respected colleagues, we deeply appreciate and fully endorse the
Reactive Monitoring mission and World Heritage Committee draft decision that unequivocally
states irreversible damage to the Outstanding Universal Value, which states that the State
Party reporting does not in any way reflect the reality on site.

In fact the viaduct is directly above the hydraulic tank, which is an integral part of the
property. The Supreme Court was illegally used by the State Party as a delaying tactic. The
credibility of the State Party in implementing anything is in doubt. We deeply regret and
condemn the continued wilful resistance to invite the Reactive Monitoring mission and the
deliberate misrepresentation of technical and legal facts by the State Party over the last two
years.

The State Party has suggested mitigation measures which are superficial and
irrelevant. No mitigation measures have been made. The transport requirement of this metro,
which is costing US$ 2.8 billions, serves less than 1.5 per cent of the population. The original
plan was for an underground.

The State Party points 17 and 18 do not mention the next concrete kitchen structure
for a restaurant built within the Lahore Fort; it is illegal and should be removed. We deeply
regret that both these cases display a serious transgression and a pattern of non-adherence
to the Convention. All mitigation measures proposed by the Reactive Monitoring mission
must be implemented; in fact all ground-level traffic should be taken underground.

Today, we are left with no choice but to raise a critical question: Where is the integrity
and authenticity we talk about? This is a modern precedent on how the process was derailed
and must never happen again. Today, we come here to speak truth to power. We request all
Committee members to take this into cognition; we have seen the amendment and we are
shocked. It is important not to take political decisions that clearly undermine the technical
evaluation and the critical value of the Reactive Monitoring mission of the World Heritage
Centre and Advisory Bodies. The process needs to reclaim its credibility. It is imperative to
create a formal mechanism to include civil society in the process for objective and
transparent evaluation.

Today, the people of Pakistan stand tall in dignity and pride for UNESCO, for the

World Heritage Centre, for the Committee, the Advisory Bodies and the Centre. May we all
work together...”

The Chairperson:

“You are already one minute over your time. Thank you very much. | now give the
floor to the Rapporteur.”
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The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. As has been already acknowledged during the discussion,
we have received an amendment on this draft decision from Azerbaijan, China, Cuba,
Indonesia and Cuba. We also received an amendment from Spain for an additional
paragraph. As you know, in the original decision this property was posed for inscription on
the List of World Heritage in Danger. In the amendment proposed by the group of countries it
is proposed that this property is not inscribed in the in Danger List.

First of all, a small technical correction in paragraph 2: the usual way of referring to
previous sessions is that we put the venue of the Committee and the year so we could just
amend that part into ‘Cracow 20717°. Thank you very much.

I will run through the proposal. Spain proposes adding a new paragraph:
‘acknowledges the decision of the Supreme Court’. Then we have the proposal of the group
of countries for paragraphs 4 and 7 to be deleted and we have a proposal for a redrafted
paragraph 5:

- 5 ‘to acknowledge implementation of mitigation measures and to request close
monitoring and implementation of measures directed in the order of the Supreme Court’.

Then we have the proposal to delete paragraphs 9 to 12. Then we have a slightly
more defined paragraph 13 and the proposal for all paragraph 14 to be deleted. And then a
slightly amended paragraph 15 and, if | may, for just one moment, scroll back to new
paragraph 5. | have a small suggestion as it is the first time we see the abbreviation ‘Orange
Line Metro train project (OLMTP)'.

Thank you very much madam Chair, these are the amendments that we have
received.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair. Norway commends the State Party for taking steps to
replace heavy vehicle traffic with efficient public transport. We think that every big city
wherever in the world should do so in accordance with the goals for sustainable
development.

Norway is comfortable with postponing the decision of putting the site on the List of
World Heritage in Danger and to revisit this case in one year. However, we feel that
corrective measures should be in place as listed in paragraph 14 in the draft decision and,
furthermore, we agree with Spain in that we need to remember past decisions made by this
Committee.

Consequently, we would prefer the text in the draft decision with the exception of
paragraphs 11 and 12 that should be deleted or rephrased accordingly and we accept the
deletion of paragraphs 5 and 6 as stated in the amendment made by Azerbaijan and other
countries.

Thank you madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair. Norway took the words out of my mouth, so thank you
Norway. We are generally comfortable with the draft decision as amended, but would also
like to see the corrective measures identified retained in the decision that the Committee
takes, as we heard the distinguished representative from Pakistan outline that they are
committed to implementing, as best as they possibly can, all of the recommendations of the
Reactive Monitoring mission. Therefore we think it is appropriate those corrective measures,
as identified in the draft decision, should be retained.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Spain, please.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you very much madam Chair. | think it is important, as Australia
said, to recall directive 82, that when we build infrastructure we have to communicate it.
Therefore, we think that paragraph 4 should be included as well as the other paragraphs the
Norwegian delegation referred to.

We think that it is necessary to refer to the mitigation of the effect of construction
initiatives in reference to this sentence of the decisions of the Court because there are other
measures that were considered by the Supreme Court to mitigate the impact and the more
the measures, the better the protection of the property will be. We have no problem with
removing the inscription from the in Danger List.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. | give the floor to Brazil. Actually, please, Azerbaijan.”

Azerbaijan:
“Thank you very much. To facilitate your task and work | would suggest we go

paragraph by paragraph so that we can respond to certain concerns raised by several
committee members. | think it would be easier for us to guide the work.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. | give the floor to Brazil.”

Brazil:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. We would like to support the comment made by
Spain in paragraph 4 because it conciliates both of our positions here, which are the non-
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inscription of the site on the List of in Danger and to recognise the efforts of the State Party in
order to implement the recommendations made by the Advisory Bodies.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Could you now go paragraph by paragraph?”

The Rapporteur:

“Paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 remain unchanged. Then we have a proposal for a new
paragraph 4 by Spain, supported by Brazil, which | will now read out...”

The Chairperson:

“We will adopt paragraph by paragraph and when we adopt one paragraph it means
we will not go back and discuss it, it will be final.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you. | restart and apologise. Paragraph 1 has been adopted. Paragraph 2
remains unchanged.”

The Chairperson:

“Paragraph 2 unchanged adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Then Paragraph 3 unchanged.”

The Chairperson:

“Paragraph 3 unchanged adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Then we have a new paragraph 4 proposed by Spain and supported by Brazil:

- Takes further note of the decision of the Honourable Supreme Court of the Islamic
Republic of Pakistan that has given 31 directions with regard to protection, preservation and

7

conservation of the property’.

The Chairperson:

“Azerbaijan, please.”
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Azerbaijan:
“Thank you Madam Chair. Azerbaijan fully supports this proposal and we think that it

would be very good to take note of the decision of the Supreme Court that Pakistan is legally
bound to.”

The Chairperson:

“China, please.”

China:

“Thank you Chair. China also supports this sentence.”

The Chairperson:

“Tunisia, please.”

Tunisie :

« Madame la présidente, la Tunisie soutient aussi cette proposition. »

The Chairperson:

“Cuba, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Chajr, Cuba also supports this proposal.”

The Chairperson:

“Uganda, please.”

Uganda:

“Thank you madam Chair. Uganda also supports this paragraph.”

The Chairperson:

“Indonesia, please.

Indonesia:

“Madam Chair, Indonesia also supports paragraph 4.”
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The Chairperson:

“Are there any objections? No, so we adopt paragraph 4.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you. We have former paragraph 4 which is proposed for complete deletion.
Thank you”.

The Chairperson:

“Any comments? Spain, please.”

Spain:
[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. As | said, Spain would like the reference

kept on the importance of complying with the Operational Guidelines as well as respect for
decisions that can have an impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property."

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Norway, please.”

Norway:

“Thank you. We agree with Spain. We think the paragraph should be kept.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Azerbaijan”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you. The reason for amendments to delete this paragraph are very obvious.
This matter has been extensively discussed and debated during the last sessions of the
World Heritage Committee in Istanbul and Cracow. It is obvious that reporting under
Paragraph 172 is obligatory when restorations or new constructions may affect the
Outstanding Universal Value.

In this case, there were multiple studies, starting with the Environmental Impact
Assessment, Heritage Impact Assessment and Visual Impact Assessment, and detailed
vibration analysis both during the construction and operational phases. All these
assessments, as detailed by the international consultancy, have not indicated any adverse
impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, so the critical attributes of the
property’s Outstanding Universal Value, including the plans of the garden and its terraces,
the water tank design and decorative features remain.

None of these Outstanding Universal Value attributes will be directly or indirectly
impacted by this Orange Metro Line. So, consequently, reporting of this Orange Line to the
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World Heritage Centre under Paragraph 172 was not required, as discussed in the previous
session. That was the reason why we proposed deletion of this paragraph. We remain in the
position to delete this paragraph.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Australia, please.”

Australia:

“We have a different view on this one from my distinguished colleague from
Azerbaijan. | think with all the information presented by the reports to this Committee, it is
quite reasonable to conclude that there have been impacts on the property and therefore we
would align with the preference of Spain and Norway for this paragraph to be retained.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? China, please.”

China:

“Thank you madam Chair. | am in support of the Ambassador of Azerbaijan for the
reason that he gave for deletion. Just in case we could not reach an agreement on this
particular paragraph with our colleagues from Spain, Norway and Australia, perhaps we
should draft something new, indicating perhaps from a more positive tone that it is requested
for any future development, or implementation of mitigation measures should be in
compliance with the requirements under the Guidelines.

Perhaps something in that line, then it is with reference to future rather than reference
to what has happened already. It does not really help if we only dwell on the past; rather, we
should be forward-looking.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Bahrain, please.”

Bahrain:

“Thank you. | do not think that we are dwelling on the past. | think it is a fact that such
information had not been received by the World Heritage Committee. | really do not see any
means of reinterpreting that other than stating a fact that information has not been received
and it does not have any repercussions for the State Party.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Spain, please.”
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Spain:

[English interpretation] «| think we have a different interpretation of Paragraph 172, which asks
for information to be provided that may affect the property. So, when one is devising a project
there is a need for a dialogue in order to forestall any possible damage. We should have a
reference for the future. This goes without saying.

If we start to say in the Committee that the Centre does not have to be informed
because the State Party does not think there would be an effect then why should we have
Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines? If we do not want a reference to that
Paragraph 172, | do not see what harm there is in referring to texts that are mandatory and
binding on other States Parties.

If you do not want that reference to the damage that has been caused because you
consider that the damage has not been proven, fine. What is clear is that the Centre was not
given previous information, which is what Paragraph 172 stipulates. Therefore, it is very
important to have a dialogue and to avoid a situation such as this one and which results in us
having to discuss whether or not we are going to inscribe a property in the World Heritage
List in Danger. That is the sort of thing you want to avoid. The point is to reconcile
sustainable development with protection of inscribed properties.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Kuwait, please.”

Kuwait:
“Thank you Chairperson. We also agree with Spain, Norway and Australia regarding

stating the facts and also saying that it would help the point of view stated by China for future
activities. This is stating a fact to mitigate and we agree with that point of view.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Cuba, please.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you Chair. Cuba is willing to go along with the consensus as to
the best way of wording this resolution. | would like to draw your attention to the fact that
what this paragraph is saying was the meaning of three years ago, when the situation was
brought up to the Committee for the first time. We have been coping with this for the past few
years and we think having it in the draft decision now would be superfluous.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very mulch. Azerbaijan, please.”
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Azerbaijan:

“‘We always refer to consistency in this Committee to decisions taken in previous
sessions. As | already mention in my explanation of the deletion of this amendment, | said
that this issue was heavily discussed in previous Committee decisions and there was a
Committee decision to remove this reference for the text of the Committee decision.

For the sake of consistency we propose to delete this, as all studies have been done
and there was no any indication that this metro line project impacted negatively with the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property. If the Committee would like to go along with the
consistency then it would be good. If there are any other positions, we are really puzzled.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Are there any other comment? China please.”

China:

“Sorry to ask for the floor again madam Chair. | was also thinking just in case we
could not reach a compromise perhaps indicating something like ‘reiterate the importance of
the Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines’, something along these lines might also be
a way out.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Norway, please.”

Norway:

“We would like to ask the Centre to give us some advice on how to understand
Paragraph 172 that we are now discussing.”

Ms. Rossler:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. You have Paragraph 172 in your Operational
Guidelines. The idea is that the Committee can take informed decisions on the basis of early
information to avoid situations we are facing today in a number of cases. In this case, early
information did not come to the Committee; this was confirmed in the report you heard today.

Unfortunately, | have to say that this paragraph is maybe one of the most
underutilised by States Parties of the Convention, as we get most information from other
bodies and civil society in terms of Paragraph 172. We would like to see in the future of this
Convention that the early information is used to the best possible extent, as was mentioned
by many members of this Committee to have an early dialogue with the Advisory Bodies and
the World Heritage Centre to prevent such situations in the future. We have all the expertise
available to make the best available decision.

Thank you very much.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you. We now have two different opinions. Would you like to go for a vote or
establish a group from all the concerned countries and do we give you some time or you
want to vote today? Bahrain, please.”

Bahrain:

“Madam Chair, | do not think that the matter requires further discussion as there are
other items in the draft decision that would require further discussion. As | mentioned earlier,
it is just a regret we are not recommending or requesting anything. If we read the decisions
of other Committees and do not regret what happened maybe some members of this
Committee will have some concerns of having regret. It is not the matter of consistency it is
just a matter of reflecting on things that have happened in the past and as | said it has no
repercussions for the State Party whatsoever. | think it is one of the items in the draft
decision and there are other items that | think will require time to deliberate and discuss.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Do you agree that you need more time to discuss? Angola, please.”

Angola:

« Madame la présidente, je pense que nous sommes devant une situation ou il faut
mettre en place un groupe de rédaction. Pourquoi ? Tout simplement parce que le projet de
décision a été rédigé dans une perspective négative d’inscrire le bien sur la Liste du
patrimoine mondial en péril. La, nous revenons sur une situation positive donc cela demande
gue le projet soit revu dans cette perspective-la.

On ne peut pas le faire a I'écran c’est pratiguement ingérable. Il faudra que
I’Azerbaidjan qui a proposé des amendements a ce projet de décision et certains pays que je
vois I'Espagne, la Norvége, I'Australie par exemple se mettent ensemble et proposent
quelque chose d’assez cohérent en reprenant les recommandations des Organisations
consultatives que I'Etat partie devrait mettre en place pour pouvoir soumettre un rapport
dans un an. Je pense qu’il faut mettre en place un groupe de rédaction c’est notre position.

Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Uganda, please.”

Uganda:

“Madam Chair, when we listen to the different voices, we seem to be castigating
Pakistan in this room. For sure Pakistan did not abide at this Committee through the World
Heritage Centre then, madam Chair, why don’t we allow space to state whether they did so
or not? In this regard, then we could either retain or delete after the submission.

| submit Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Madam Chair, Australia is open to the suggestion that this could be resolved through
a drafting group. | do make the observation that there is no lack of coherence in what has
been proposed by Spain and Norway and supported by Australia. We are simply asking that
some elements of the original draft decision be retained and we indicate where they are and
if we go through those things paragraph by paragraph we will get productively through them,
but | am happy with the recommendation of a working group if this is what the Committee
would like to do.

In relation to this paragraph we are discussing right at the moment, having heard the
intervention from Azerbaijan, this subject having been discussed previously, | had a look at
the decision from the 40" session of the Committee in Istanbul and ‘the Committee
expressed concerns about the decision of the monorail and also reminded the State Party of
its obligation to report to the Centre any developments that may have the potential to impact
on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property under Paragraph 172.

It would be good to know, as | have not been able to ascertain, whether the project
was underway already at that time and if it was underway and the State Party had been
reminded of its reporting obligations then | think it would be reasonable to assume that
paragraph 4 in those circumstances is not necessary to retain, but | would want to know from
the Centre exactly what the status was of the development of the railway at the time when
the Committee considered this matter at Istanbul.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. The floor is to Norway please. Actually, Brazil”

Brazil:

“Thank you, Chair. Based on our technical evaluation, we think that trying to find a
positive and constructive solution does not mean that we will forget what happened and does
not prevent us from regretting past measures that could have been conducted in a better
way. In that sense, we support the proposal made by Spain, Norway and Australia in order to
state that we regret what happened.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Would you like to constitute a drafting group? We give you the
text tonight and come back to us tomorrow or the day after. | think that this is a reasonable
solution. It gives you time to ponder and tomorrow you tell us when you are ready.
Azerbaijan, please.”
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Azerbaijan:

Madam Chair, we fully respect your aspiration to move forward and understand that
we are stuck with this draft decision. We are in favour of consensual decision-making and
finding a compromise with opposing opinions. We are ready to discuss this in a small drafting
group and to come up, maybe tomorrow in the afternoon, with accepted language.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. | think this is reasonable. Norway, please, you have the floor.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair. Could the World Heritage Centre join us in the working
group please?”

The Chairperson:

“Ok, thank you. You have to be flexible in order to reach a positive solution.
Azerbaijan, please.”

Azerbaijan:

“Regarding the proposal of Norway to invite the representative of the World Heritage
Centre we do not object, of course, it would be good to listen to them and their position. At
the same time, we would like to invite a representative of the State Party concerned to be
part of this and to again provide information during this process.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Spain, please.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thg same comment as was made by Azerbaijan. | believe the State
Party would give us some additional information regarding the measures taken. If we are
going to draft, this should be done between members of the Committee and those who wish
to take part in it and also with the presence of the Advisory Bodies and the Centre, so that
we can get the needed information from these two bodies and take into account the
information from the State Party”

The Chairperson:

“According to the rules, a drafting Committee must be from Committee members; the
others can attend as observers without giving their opinion. You just have to be practical. At
the end we need to reach an acceptable resolution for all of you. Tomorrow, this will be
distributed, today the draft and you can have a think about it, discuss it among yourselves
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and | will be happy to take time tomorrow afternoon or the day after to come up with it is as
you like.

We have one question. Who will be chairing the group, Azerbaijan or Uganda?
Angola, sorry | cannot see so far.”

Angola:

« Madame la présidente. D’abord nous appuyons la proposition de I'Espagne que ce
groupe de rédaction soit constitué uniquement par les membres du Comité. On n’a pas
besoin des observateurs, les membres du Comité doivent rédiger ce projet de décision.

Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Please, Spain, you have the floor.”

Spain:
[English interpretation] “\/e do not see any problems with doing that and trying to reach a

consensus, so that we can come up with a proposal which will allow us to draft a decision
which is positive but also consistent. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Is Spain going to chair the drafting group? Yes. Everyone agrees. Spain will chair the
group and tomorrow if you have any development or if you need anything, | will be available
morning or afternoon. Thank you very much. We are closing today and will see you tomorrow
at 10:00 am. Before that we have an announcement.”

The Secretariat:

“For tonight’s side events, there are only two. One starts at 6:10 pm this is an event
organised by the Advisory Bodies by IUCN and called Climate Change and World Heritage
dealing with the most sinister threat to World Heritage.

Of course, this is the last time we have to announce our special fund raising event, A
Night at Virunga, which is at 8:00 pm tonight. Transport will be ensured and leaves from the
venue at 7:30 pm and buses will take you back to your hotel. There are still few tickets
available. If you wish to join, it is now the time to go and get them.

Thank you and enjoy your evening.”
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FOURTH DAY - Thursday 28 June 2018
SEVENTH SESSION
10a.m.-1p.m.
Chairperson: H.E Shaikha Haya Al Khalifa

The Chairperson:

“Good morning everybody. Please take your seat. Before proceeding with our
agenda, | would like to indicate that there was a typing mistake in the Draft Decision adopted
yesterday concerning the state of conservation of the site of Japan, Meiji Industrial
Revolution. In this regard allow me to confirm that the correct number of the decision
adopted is 42 COM 7B.10. The Director has an announcement to make.”

Ms. Réssler:

“Thank you madam Chair. Good morning to all of you. At the Bureau meeting there
was a discussion presented by the delegation of Azerbaijan to advance the state of
conservation report of Pirin in Bulgaria earlier, because the delegation will be leaving. As
Bulgaria is not yet here and as proposed by Azerbaijan, we will do it at the beginning of the

afternoon session.

Thank you very much madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Let us continue our agenda item and | invite Mr. Feng Jing to
read the list of the cultural properties inscribed on the World Heritage List located in the
Asia-Pacific region for which the reports are proposed for adoption without discussion. You
have the floor.”

Mr. Feng JingQ:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. A very good morning to you all, distinguished
Committee members. The following properties inscribed on the World Heritage List located
in the Asia- Pacific region for which the draft decision will be adopted without discussion are:

The Ancient Building Complex in the Wudang Mountains (China) Draft Decision 42
COM 7B.1; next is the Temple and Cemetery of Confucius and the Kong Family Mansion in
Qufu in China, Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.3; followed by Zuojiang Huashan Rock Art
Cultural Landscape (China) Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.4; Silk Roads: the Routes Network of
Chang’an—Tian-shan Corridor in China, Kazakhstan and Kyrgyzstan, Draft Decision 42
COM 7B.5; next is the Archaeological Site of Nalanda Mahavihara (Nalanda University) at
Nalanda, in the State of Bihar, India, Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.6; Hill Forts of Rajasthan in
India, Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.7; Sangiran Early Man Site in Indonesia, Draft Decision 42
COM 7B.8; then we have The Persian Qanat in the Islamic Republic of Iran, 42 COM 7B.9;
next site Pyu Ancient Cities (Myanmar), Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.11; Lumbini, the
Birthplace of the Lord Buddha in Nepal Draft, Decision 42 COM 7B.13; Rice Terraces of the
Philippine Cordilleras in the Philippines; Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.15; Golden temple of
Dambulla in Sri Lanka; Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.16 and finally the last site, the Old Town
of Galle and its Fortifications in Sri Lanka, Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.17
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Thank you madam Chairperson.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections or comments? Sri Lanka, please,
you have the floor.”

Sri Lanka:

“Thank you madam Chair and sorry for the delay. Since Sri Lanka has been given the
floor for the first time, | would like to congratulate your appointment, Excellency, as
Chairperson of this 42" Session and | would also like to thank the Bahraini government for
their excellent hospitality.

At this point, | would like to mention the current situation relevant to Decisions 42
COM 7B.16 and 42 COM 7B.17 related to the World Heritage sites of Galle and the Temple
of Dambulla. Since the beginning of June, 2018, that is the beginning of this month and the
appointment of the new Minister of Cultural Affairs, the State Party has now resolved all
misunderstandings with the Temple authority and now commenced all actions in order to
conserve wall paintings and other significant attributes to the property. There is a site
management of the property also in place and working in collaboration with all concerned.

Since the draft decisions state that the time frame given is the 1% of February, 2019,
we feel that it is a little bit close and that we are having a problem of attending to this time
frame. As it states that the State Party if it cannot fulfil the obligation there is potential danger
to the Outstanding Universal Value and that it will be submitted in the next session to be
placed as possible heritage site in Danger, | would like to extend this time frame until the 1%
of December, 2019, to discuss this particular issue in the 44" session,

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Would anyone else like to take the floor? | see no one. We will
proceed to the next item, which is Europe and North America cultural properties. To start with
the examination of the cultural properties located in Europe and North America Region, |
would like to now give the floor to the delegation of Spain to present to the Committee the
reason why it requested to open the state of conservation report on Stonehenge, Avebury
and Associated Sites. Thank you. Spain you have the floor.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chair. Spain has proposed some amendments to
the draft decision that was circulated, starting with the idea of working more on the measures
which are linked to the tunnel which is being developed to try to mitigate the impact on the
property. As you know, Stonehenge is one of the most emblematic examples of World
Heritage site since it was inscribed on the List over 30 years ago. This Committee has shown
its concerns regarding some of the negative impacts of the motorway on the surrounding
area.

Indeed, five years ago, a new visitor centre, along other infrastructure and other
projects led to better access to Stonehenge. There is a motorway that links London to
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Stonehenge and this has increased noise and air pollution, leading the Committee to agree
that the current situation is unacceptable. Finding a solution is a very complex task. There
have been three missions of the World Heritage Centre and ICOMOS to try to find the best
possible solution, as well as to try and to audit the different impact reports regarding this

property.

The most recent report published shows us that the ongoing dialogue is very
constructive. However, we believe that there is more to be done. The project is going to
explore alternatives regarding this tunnel. The United Kingdom is looking into different
options. Other alternative routes according to surveys showed that it could lead to
unacceptable environmental damage or would not resolve the traffic issue in this particular
region, when it comes to alleviating pressure on the current motorway.

Some of the measures are to try mitigating the effect on the Outstanding Universal
Value of the site by designing a route in the best way possible and indeed the issue is that
the motorway would run directly through parts of the property.

The amendments that we are presenting encourage the State Party to continue
working towards the best possible solution. There are very modest amendments. If
necessary, we will be able to give you more information regarding these modifications, which
are only slight. The goal is always to try and reduce the impact the traffic would have on this
region, especially on this site that is, of course, under threat from such pollution.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson

“Thank you very much. | would like to invite Ms. Isabelle Anatole-Gabriel, Chief of the
Europe and North America Unit at the World Heritage Centre, and the Advisory Bodies to
respond to this comment. You have the floor.”

Ms. Isabelle Anatole-Gabriel:

“Thank you madam Chairperson and a very good morning to you. With your
permission madam Chairperson, ICOMOS would like to comment. Thank you.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. Even among the constellation of the World Heritage List,
Stonehenge is a shining star, an iconic and globally recognised World Heritage property. But
it is more than a ring of stones, it is in fact a large megalithic landscape, replete with ancient
barrows and routes. The issue before the Committee over recent years and subject to the
Advisory Bodies’ mission relates particularly to the entire Stonehenge landscape.

ICOMOS acknowledges that the State Party has been through serious studies and
has been steadily working on the complex issues and difficult challenges that have arisen in
providing a solution to the impact of the A303 Motorway. And it is true that in recent years the
scheme has improved, but it is not yet optimal. Optimal is the appropriate level for this

property.

ICOMOS acknowledges, as requested by the World Heritage Committee, having
carefully examined the southern F10 bypass and concluded that this is not possible. The
much recent mission report nevertheless correctly identified that in terms of the impact on the
Outstanding Universal Value of the property a bypass would be best. However, if the tunnel
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is to proceed, then the current design is not in a suitable form to be built as it still involves
intrusive sections of a dual carriageway within the property on either side of the tunnel as
shown on the screens.

The mission report provides detailed and helpful guidance. The mission report
acknowledges that, with respect to the eastern portal, if it is to be located close to the
boundary of the property, this is not the optimal solution. Well away, at much greater cost,
would provide a better outcome for the Outstanding Universal Value. However, with respect
to the western portal, there is a large section of the cut dual carriageway still proposed and in
the conclusion of the mission report and in the view of ICOMOS, this is not appropriate and
further design and requirements are required.

ICOMOS considers that this process has been productive, but that it needs to
continue through that further design process in a continuing spirit of collaboration, as has
marked the mission to date, to avoid impact on the integrity of the property which is, of
course, one of the key pillars of its Outstanding Universal Value.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Do you have any other comments to make, or questions,
enquiries? Burkina Faso first, then Brazil.”

Burkina Faso :

« Merci beaucoup madame la présidente. Comme l'a souligné I'Organisation
consultative, il se trouve qu’il N’y a aucun probléme de communication, de dialogue qui n’est
pas du tout interrompu et que I'Etat partie se montre par ailleurs disposé & poursuivre. Ma
délégation apprécie cette observation de I'Organisation consultative, et tout comme le
Comité l'avait fait dans le dossier, nous félicitons I'Etat partie pour les nombreuses études
préalables et le dialogue sincére instauré avec le Comité.

Madame la présidente, la délégation fait également siens les amendements de
I'Espagne dont la proposition majeure est la suppression du point 6 du projet de décision. Ma
délégation souhaite également que l'on puisse donner la parole & I'Etat partie afin qu'il
puisse donner plus d’informations concernant ce point a propos des entrées et sorties du
tunnel.

Je vous remercie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Brazil, you have the floor.”

Brazil:

“Thank you very much madam Chairperson. | would like, first of all, to join the support
on the proposal made by Spain, as we understand the amendments proposed are very minor
changes to the text. | think they are also in the spirit of encouraging the State Party to
continue dialogue with ICOMOS to find the most appropriate solution, which is in the interest
of both the State Party and ICOMOS and to the benefit of safeguarding the site.
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Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, the floor is to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. Zimbabwe supports the draft decision amendments that
have been proposed by Spain. We commend the State Party for the thorough work that they
have done. We would like to encourage that dialogue with ICOMOS continues in order to find
the best alternatives for this highway, which is perhaps indispensable, but it has to be
constructed with advice and support from the Advisory Bodies. We also agree that maybe,
madam Chair, you could give the State Party a chance to explain and give other details.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Australia.”

Australia:

“Thank you madam Chair. Australia also supports the drafted amendments to the
decision that has been proposed by Spain and we wish to encourage the State Party to
continue work to avoid the impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property. | think
the distinguished delegate from Spain went through, in some detail, on the extent of the effort
that has been made by the State Party to address this issue, as was also emphasised by
ICOMOS. Lastly, | must say that the proposed point 6 of the draft decision as amended
should be removed. It is not something that Australia would support.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Norway first; the NGOs will have the floor after.”

Norway:
“Norway also supports the amendments made by Spain and we also have some

suggested additions to the amendment that we will come back to when we look at the
proposal.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Finally, the NGOs please.”

NGO - Stonehenge Alliance:

“Thank you madam Chair. | am conveying to you a message by the Stonehenge
Alliance, which is also a member of the World Heritage Watch network. Stonehenge Alliance
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is a group of five independent NGOs. We are working together for civil society worldwide to
raise awareness of the severe threats to the Stonehenge landscape from the A303 road-
widening scheme.

Our supportive organisations have many thousands of members and have petitioned
to safeguard the World Heritage site, with 38,000 signatures from over 100 countries.
Although unable to attend as an observer today, we are grateful to the Committee for the
opportunity to address the World Heritage Committee. We understand the proposed
amendments to the draft decision by Spain have been circulated. These changes would
significantly weaken the wording of the original draft decision, so that it would no longer
correspond with the advice given by the 2018 advisory mission to Stonehenge, nor with the
World Heritage report to your Committee, specialist advice we strongly support.

The amendments ask for changes in the design rather than the tunnel’s length, but it
is the tunnel length that is crucial in protecting the World Heritage site and its Outstanding
Universal Value, since both western and eastern dual carriageways cutting through the
tunnel would seriously damage the Stonehenge landscape. Last year the Committee urged
the UK government to seek options that would not damage the site’s Outstanding Universal
Value. That advice was endorsed by the recent Advisory Bodies’ mission and was also in the
original wording of the draft decision.

We command and urge you not to accept the proposed amendments by Spain in their
present form. We believe the State Party should be advised not to proceed with the current
length of the tunnel and to explore other options that would not damage the property and its
Outstanding Universal Value.

Thank you very much Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the United Kingdom.”

United Kingdom:

“Thank you madam Chair. As this is the first time | am taking the floor, | would like to
say that the government of the UK would like to express our warmest appreciation to the
Kingdom of Bahrain for its generous hospitality and for organising this meeting in such an
efficient manner.

In the UK we love all our World Heritage sites equally, but we are aware that the
property of Stonehenge Avebury and Associated sites holds a special place in our global
heritage and the perception of our country around the world. It was, of course, among the
first cohorts of UK sites inscribed by this Committee after we ratified the World Heritage
Convention.

Since 1986 we have been proud to promote the World Heritage site of Stonehenge
as one of the most iconic monuments of the World. We are highly conscious that we are only
the temporary stewards of a site which has stood for 5000 years and we know we carry a
solemn responsibility to pass it on to future generations in the best possible condition, with its
Outstanding Universal Value not just protected but enhanced.

Tourists from every nation represented in this room come to Stonehenge every year.
In tandem with protecting the Outstanding Universal Value and the archaeology of the
property, strengthening sustainable tourism is a particular priority for our government.
Improving public access and appreciation of the World Heritage site as a whole is a key

271



driver for the major project of reuniting the property which is currently divided by an ugly,
dangerous and environmentally unfriendly road constantly blighted by traffic jams which
create pollution.

The issue of traffic congestion around Stonehenge has been the subject of discussion
at the World Heritage Committee since its inscription and the existing situation undermines
the Outstanding Universal Value of the site. We will enhance the overall Outstanding
Universal Value through the construction of bored tunnel which will pass beneath and so
protect archaeological deposits, taking road traffic away from the traffic of Stonehenge and
basically unify the site for the benefit of visitors and the local community. We have pursued a
thorough local public consultation in this project, investigated many options and listened
carefully to local, national and international stakeholders including archaeologists, the
academic and scientific community, the local community and civil society.

The UK is particularly grateful of the advice and expertise of the World Heritage
Centre and ICOMOS, who have been generous with their time through three advisory
missions, and have greatly helped to share our plans of reuniting the property. We will
continue that dialogue and be steered by their advice, as that of the Committee, as set out in
the draft decision.

We believe by focusing on the design of the tunnel rather than its length, the decision
better reflects the importance of minimising the impact on the Outstanding Universal Value.
We understand why some commentators focus on the length of the tunnel, but to do so in
isolation ignores the topography of the site. The natural slopes and the landscape offer us
the scope to minimise the visibility and auditory impact of the tunnel and, crucially, avoid
damaging the archaeology, which is in line with the Heritage Impact Assessment.

We welcome the impact of the Committee members and thank the State Party of
Spain for suggesting the proposed amendments, which we believe strengthen the draft
decision and provide a valuable steer to us, as the State Party, particularly at the western
end of the proposed tunnel.

In response to the distinguished delegate of Burkina Faso, | would say that, although
we believe that we have reached the optimal conclusion at the eastern end, we think that we
are not there with the western end, so we take the advice of the Committee on that issue
away and we will consider that further. | can assure you that we will seek to implement the
decision in a manner which secures the outcome that the Committee desires.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The Rapporteur, you have the floor to give us an idea of the
amendments.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much madam Chair and | wish a good morning to all our colleagues.
As said, we have received a set of minor amendments from Spain. We heard in the
discussion the support of Brazil, Burkina Faso and Zimbabwe to these minor amendments
that have been circulated and that you have on the screen in front of you.

Thank you madam Chair.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Hungary you have the floor.”

Hungary:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. Hungary agrees with the proposal of Spain and
supports it fully. We have only a minor alteration and addition to the text. It is in point
number 5 in the last sentence. If | may read the text:

‘if the current length of tunnel solution is pursued, the damage inflicted by the western
dual carriageway cuttings would impact adversely on the integrity and the OUV (Outstanding
Universal Value)'. What we propose is that at the beginning of the paragraph we say:’ ‘if the
current length of tunnel solution is pursued, the damage inflicted by the dual carriageway
cuttings especially approaching the western portal location would impact adversely on the
integrity and the OUV (Outstanding Universal Value)'. With this slight addition, we propose
the amendment for adoption.

Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair. We would like to have an addition before paragraph 7
begins. That is in the end of paragraph 6 that says: ‘and to avoid impact due to noise, lighting
and visibility’. In addition we also want a sentence ‘furthermore, urges the State Party to
minimise the length of the culvert part of the tunnel, in order to reduce the impact on the

'

cultural landscape’.

The Chairperson:

“Can you repeat it please, so that the Rapporteur can write it?”

Norway:

“and to avoid impacts due to noise, lighting and visibility’. And: ‘furthermore, urges
the State Party to minimise the length of the culvert part of the tunnel in order to reduce the

n

impact on the cultural landscape’.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Can we go for adoption of the text paragraph by paragraph or
do you want us to read it all? Paragraph by paragraph. Please.”

Australia:
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“Simply a language thing, but in the addition from Norway it has been changed.
Norway was saying ‘the length of the culvert’ and the text currently said ‘covered’. It is being
corrected. Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“I will now read paragraph by paragraph. The first paragraph would remain
unchanged.”

The Chairperson:

“Can we adopt it? Yes. Adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Paragraph 2 would also remain unchanged. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“It is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Paragraph 3 would also remain unchanged.”

The Chairperson:

“It is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Paragraph 4 would also remain unchanged.”

The Chairperson:

“It is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Paragraph 5 with the original proposal by Spain and then we have a proposal from
Hungary to delete the proposal of Spain and instead replace it with a different wording. | will
now read out the paragraph as amended:

‘Also notes the findings and recommendations of the 2018 Advisory mission,
particularly that, although the current ‘Proposed Scheme’ shows improvement compared with
previous plans and would also improve the situation in the centre of the property, the
rigorous investigation, evaluation, iterative design and assessment process has revealed
that, if the current length of tunnel solution is pursued, the damage inflicted by the western
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dual carriageway cutting, especially approaching the western portal, would impact adversely
on the integrity and the OUV (Outstanding Universal Value) of the property, and therefore the
proposed A303 upgrade project should not proceed with the current design of the tunnel’.”

The Chairperson:

“I think ICOMOS would like to comment. Please.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. | think it might assist the Committee for ICOMOS to
highlight that paragraph 5 is actually a paraphrase of the summary of the mission report
findings and therefore | just highlight that the amendments proposed by both Spain and
Hungary change the paragraph, so that it is not consistent with the mission report’s findings.

To help the Committee, | also observed that if either form of paragraphs with or
without the amendment of Norway is approved, all of the matters that the delegates from
Spain and Hungary are trying to introduce would be covered through the clear request that
the longer tunnel option be pursued, and the minimisation of the cuttings. | would suggest
with respect to all the delegates that it would be best to leave the paragraph as originally
drafted, as it correctly summarises what was actually in the mission report.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation] «| - \yoyld like to thank the representative of ICOMOS for these
clarifications. The idea of using the word design is to allow for additional elements other than
just the length. | believe that our proposal is only slightly different from the recommendations
made by the mission because design does include or may also include the length, but it
could also include additional elements that could contribute to mitigating the impact of the
tunnel.

As to the additions suggested by Hungary: | would, of course, prefer Hungary to
explain the reason behind this proposal, but | believe that we are not really moving away
from the findings of the 2018 mission and yet it does allow some flexibility in improving the
protection of the Outstanding Universal Value, thanks to the continued dialogue with the
British authorities and the World Heritage Centre.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Australia.”

Australia:
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“Thank you Chair. Sorry to intervene, but having heard the observations from
ICOMOS, | do think that the observation is a correct one. The paragraph 5 as originally
constructed is a direct quote from the mission report and we, as a Committee, cannot change
what the mission has said to us. It is the advice of the mission captured in the document.

The ICOMOS representative also made the observation that in paragraph 6, as
currently drafted, it does have some very clear guidelines to the State Party about the
Committee’s expectations as to how it would approach the task of redesigning the
carriageway so that it minimises the impact on the Outstanding Universal Value, and within
that, there is plenty of scope to look at tunnel length and other design options, so as to
remove the impact on the cultural landscape. | would therefore like to suggest that we do not
change the text of paragraph 5.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, | give the floor to Bosnia.”

Bosnia:

“Madam Chair. We would like to suggest simplifying the text because using the word
‘design’ would be enough and there is no problem with what is mentioned in paragraph 6
because the decision goes into so many details. To discuss now about the western exit,
entrance, etc., design should show this and the recommendation of the ICOMOS mission, so
just to say ‘design’ and not to go into detail in the decision.

Thank you.’

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. The floor is to Australia again.”

Australia;

“Thank you very much madam Chair. | really need to say that it is not the prerogative
of the Committee to change the statement of the advice that has been given to the
Committee by the mission report. | also hear Hungary’s concern to ensure that the
Committee’s particular worry about the western portal is captured by the Committee.
Therefore, | am going to suggest that we insert a new 6. It would be: ‘Notes with concern the
impacts of the current design on the western end of the portal;’ and if that was acceptable to
the Committee or something in similar form, then paragraph 5 could be left unedited.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Kuwait, please.”

Kuwait:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. We agree with Australia’s suggestion of
paragraph 5 not being changed, as it comes from the report and kept as is, and their other
suggestion for paragraph 6 that would even the concerns of other countries like Spain
regarding the current design. We also have in number 7 the design mentioned again, so that
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design concerns are covered in numbers 6 and 7. We think that the report should state the
original wording from ICOMOS.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank very much. | now give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] «Thank you madam Chair. We have understood the deep analysis that
has been carried out on this particular site and | believe that in 5 we have two different items.
First, we have the conclusions of the report and naturally, we should follow what the report
has stated, but at the same time we are discussing a draft decision of this Committee which,
of course, would make additional modifications provided by Spain in that or other
paragraphs. In order to provide the flexibility proposed by Spain, particularly with the word
‘design’ we would agree with that.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Now, the floor goes to Norway.”

Norway:
“Thank you Chair. We support the suggestion made by Australia and Kuwait that we

leave paragraph 5 as it was and insert the new paragraph 6 and paragraph 7 explains what
the Committee wants the State Party to do.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. | now give the floor to Spain.”

Spain:

[English interpretation]  “Thank you very much madam Chairperson. You have two
paragraphs that are following the same idea to reflect the recommendation of the mission
and express a concern. We have no problem with the additional paragraph 6 suggested by
Australia. Our initial intention, as | stated, was to provide a slight modification that | believe
improves the drafting of paragraph 5. The idea is to broaden the possibilities included other
than strictly the length. | do not believe that there is any incompatibility.

| would prefer to maintain just one paragraph, but if we can achieve the consensus by
splitting it into two paragraphs, as long as we are perfectly clear that along the measures
requested or that we are going to request from the State Party to ensure protection of this
property that we are not simply concentrating on the simple issue of the length without
considering other possible measures, then we would agree with that.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Australia, please.”

Australia:

“Thank you Chair. According to the amendment of the proposed paragraph 6, | just
need to revisit it and make it clearer, because we are not concerned about an impact on a
portal but concerned about an impact on the site. Can | please reword it from where it says
the ‘impact of the current design of the dual carriageway on the property especially in the
approach on the property’ would be sufficient? Or maybe ‘especially at the western end’. |
think that is sufficient.

Lastly, | would like to say, again, that it is not our prerogative to change what the

mission said, if we were quoting Plato, we would not be using license to reinterpret what
Plato said, we would simply quote Plato.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections to keeping 5 under the original text?
There are no objections to keeping paragraph 5 as was originally drafted in the Draft
Decision. Can we adopt it as the original version? Thank you. As adopted. Now the new
paragraph 6.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We have a new proposed paragraph 6 by Australia and
supported by Kuwait and Norway and it would read: ‘Notes with concern the impacts of the
current design of the dual carriageway on the property, especially at the western end of the
portal;’

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Australia, please.”

Australia:
“I just do not think we need ‘of the portal’ at the end. We are talking about the western

end we could say ‘the western end of the cultural landscape’but | think ‘just the western end’
is clear.”

The Chairperson:

“Can we adopt it as is in front of you on the screen? No objection, it is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:
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“The new paragraph 7 that was former paragraph 6, as there are a few proposed
amendments, and | will now read it out:

7. ‘Urges the State Party to continue to explore further design refinement, with a view
to avoiding impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property, including longer
tunnel options that do not require an open dual carriageway cutting within the property and to
avoid impact due to noise, lighting and visibility; furthermore urges the State Party to
minimize the length of the culvert part of the tunnel in order to reduce the impact on the
cultural landscape;’

If I can make a suggestion to put the second part of what Norway suggested, the part

that begins with ‘furthermore urges the State Party’; it was supposed to be together but
maybe we would have 7a and this would be 7b.”

The Chairperson:

“Fine. Norway, you have the floor.”

Norway:

“l am sorry, | forgot the last part of the sentence ‘reduce the impact on the cultural
landscape and the archaeology; that is what we wanted to say. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you. Do you have any objections or do you agree with the paragraph? Fine,
then, as adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. The new paragraph 8 also has a slight amendment by
Spain. It reads:

8. ‘Requests the State Party to address the findings and implement the
recommendations of the March 2018 Advisory mission and encourages the State Party to
continue to facilitate progress towards an optimal solution for the widening of the A303 with a

s

view to avoiding adverse impact on the Outstanding Universal Value of the property’.

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or objections? | see none. It is
adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. The new paragraph 9 which was former paragraph 8 would
remain unchanged.”

The Chairperson:
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“Paragraph 8 will remain unchanged. Do you have any comments or objections?
There are none, it is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Finally, new paragraph 9 which is former paragraph 8 will also remain unchanged.”

The Chairperson:

"Paragraph 8 remains unchanged. Are there any comments or objections? | see
none, so it is adopted.”

The Rapporteur:

“Finally, new paragraph 10 that was former paragraph 9 will also remain unchanged.
Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Paragraph 9 remains unchanged. Do you have any comments or objections? | see
none, it is adopted. We can now adopt the whole decision. | therefore declare Draft
Decision 42 COM 7B.32 adopted.

I will now invite Ms. Anatole-Gabriel to read the list of the properties for which the
reports are proposed for adoption without discussion. You have the floor.”

Madame Anatole-Gabriel :

« Merci madame la présidente. Les biens qui sont proposés pour adoption sans
discussion sont la liste suivante :

I'ceuvre architecturale de Le Corbusier, contribution exceptionnelle au mouvement
moderne (Argentine, Belgique, France, Allemagne, Inde, Japon, Suisse) ; cimetiere de
tombe médiévale Steéci (Bosnie-Herzégovine, Croatie, Monténégro, Serbie) ; la vieille ville
de Dubrovnik (Croatie) ; Centre historique de Prague (République tcheque) ; Coteaux
maisons et caves de Champagne (France), Climats des coteaux de Bourgogne (France) ;
Monuments historiques de Mtskheta (Géorgie) ; Isthme de Courlande (Lituanie, Fédération
de Russie) ; Contrée naturelle et culture historique de Kotor (Monténégro) ; Auschwitz
Birkenau — camp allemand de concentration et d’extermination (1940-1945) (Pologne) ;
Kizhi Pogost (Fédération de Russie) ; ensemble historique culturel de I'ensemble des iles
Solovetsky (Fédération de Russie) ; Site archéologique d’Ani, Turquie et enfin zone
historique d’Istanbul (Turquie).

Merci madame la présidente ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections from the Committee on the state of
conservation report? If there are no objections or comments, we can adopt. There are none. |
declare the decisions read out as adopted.
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| now give the floor to the NGOs. Please.”

NGO - Ecodefense:

“Thank you madam Chair. Good morning dear colleagues. My name is Alexandra
Koroleva. | work for the Ecodefense NGO in Russia. | must say a few additional words about
the inscribed property.

| ask the World Heritage Committee to amend the draft decision regarding Curonian
Spit. First, illegal construction sites have persisted on the property in 2015 and 2018, and no
effective plans of dismantlement of any illegal buildings or to stop further constructions have
been implemented. Second, in 2017, a storm led to the Curonian Spit isthmus and left a layer
of sand of a metre and a half and damage happened all along the spit end and no effective
restoration efforts have occurred since.

Third, inefficient capacity of waste water facilities in the three nearby settlements has
led to the electrification of the Curonian lagoon. Fourth, the extremely high urban pressure
impacting the ecosystem fields: for example, during the summer, about 2000 unregistered
visitor cars are seen, when there are only 600 car parking spaces available.

Fifth, projects are implemented on the Spit without any consideration of its status. For
example, the technical coastal protective project, with constructions in 2017 without any prior
Environmental Impact Assessment. Sixth, the steps taken by the administration of the
Natural Park and the Ministry of Natural Resources of the Russian Federation are ineffective
and do not address the problems of protecting the Outstanding Universal Value of the
property.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Armenia.”

Armenia:

“Thank you madam Chair for giving me the floor. Referring to Decision 40.COM.
8B.28 and Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.30 on the state of conservation reports submitted by
the Sate Party for the archaeological site of Ani.

The delegation of Armenia stresses its concerns with regard to the actions
undertaken by the State Party for the implementation of the 2016 Decision 40 COM 8B. 28. It
concerns point 4b and 4e. Nationals of my and many other countries, after travelling to the
site, have told us of their being worried that the main information board on the property has
not been reviewed in order to provide a better definition of the property. As facts on the
ground speak for themselves, we would like to highlight the following five points to this
regard:

1) We acknowledge the work carried out by the State Party.

2) We take good note of the analysis and conclusions by the World Heritage Centre
and the Advisory Bodies on conservation activities and thank them for the work done.

3) We fully support the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies’ specific
remarks: ‘the completion of the landscape would improve the site’s presentation while the
State Party has revised information boards to provide a more comprehensive overview
including information about the Armenian cultural history of Ani in the post-1918 period.
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Details of the changes made have not been provided but this should be continued in future
site presentation activities’.

4) We further call on the State Party to turn to the Committee’s entire 2016 decision to
provide the mentioned details of changes to the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory
Bodies referring to the period before 1918 as well and report to the Committee by 2019.

5) Meanwhile, we reiterate Armenia’s commitment and interest as voiced out by the
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Armenia for the participation of foreign experts in the excavation
and restoration of archaeological sites on the territory of the State Party in such places as
Ani, the medieval Armenian capital.

Madam Chair, | ask this statement to be included in the record of the Committee
Session. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any requests for the floor? | see none. We move on
to our next item. There are no cultural properties inscribed on the World Heritage List located
in the Latin America and the Caribbean region proposed for discussion this year.

| will therefore invite Mr. Mauro Rosi, Chief of the Latin America and the Caribbean

Unit of the World Heritage Centre, to read the list of the properties for which the reports are
proposed for adoption without discussion. You have the floor.”

Mr. Mauro Rosi:

“Thank you madam Chair. The list of cultural properties located in Latin America and
the Caribbean region for which the reports are proposed for adoption without discussion,
reads as follows:

Qhapaq Nan, Andean Road System (Argentina, Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador,
Peru); Tiwanaku: Spiritual and Political Centre of the Tiwanaku Culture (Bolivia); Pampulha
Modern Ensemble (Brazil); Pre-Columbian Chiefdom Settlements with Stone Spheres of the
Diquis (Costa Rica); Colonial City of Santo Domingo (Dominican Republic); City of Quito
(Ecuador); National History Park — Citadel, Sans Souci, Ramiers (Haiti); Historic Centre of
Puebla (Mexico); Historic Centre of the City of Arequipa (Peru) and finally Historic Inner City
of Paramaribo (Suriname).

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections on the state of conservation report? |
see none. Thank you very much. | declare the decision read out as adopted. Are there any
comments or questions? | see none. Thank you very much.

We move on to the next item related to Africa. | start with the examination of the
cultural properties located in the Africa Region. | would like to now give the floor to the
delegation of Hungary to present to the Committee the reason why it requested to open the
state of conservation report on the Lower Valley of the Omo in Ethiopia.”
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Hungary:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. The Hungarian delegation understands
information has been submitted with regard to the Lower Valley of the Omo in Ethiopia,
particularly the approved Heritage Impact Assessment report on the property at the
Committee’s 40™ session. In the actual report of ICOMOS, it is once again recommended to
include the Lower Valley of the Omo World Heritage site in the Strategic Environmental
Assessment of the Lake Turkana National Parks in Kenya.

We have different views on this issue, since the Lower Valley of the Omo is not a
transboundary property. Indeed, you are talking about two distinct sites located on the
territory of different States Parties with different Outstanding Universal Values inscribed on
the World Heritage List, based on different criteria.

As these are both sites for discussion during this session, we believe it to be more
appropriate to address the issues pertaining to Lake Turkana National Parks under that item,
as did the Committee during last year’'s session. We also believe that this decision should
clearly focus on the Lower Valley of the Omo World Heritage Site; that is why we propose not
to include Paragraph 7 in the decision.

The Hungarian delegation was also aware of the recent submissions made by the
State Party, including a map that shows the property and the development project and also
the distance between the two activities which the Committee appreciated during its 40"
session.

Hungary asked Ethiopia be given an opportunity to provide additional information to
clarify what additional steps were being made to ensure compliance with the
recommendations. Africa is one of the global priorities of UNESCO and thus the Committee
should further encourage and support African countries with regard to conservation efforts.
To achieve balance between development and conservation is a very difficult task for all
States Parties and we wish to commend the efforts of Ethiopia in this regard.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Ethiopia, please.”

Ethiopia:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. | would also like to thank Hungary. As | am taking
the floor for the first time, | would like to congratulate you on your election as Chairperson; |
also thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for its hospitality and the warm welcome accorded to my
delegation since the arrival in this beautiful city of Manama. We also express appreciation to
you, madam Chairperson, for the effective manner in which you are leading this Committee.

Let me first remind the Committee that the Committee decided to separate issues
related to Omo Valley with the issues related to Turkana National Parks. The current draft
decision mixes up both by requesting a joint Strategic Environmental Assessment to be
undertaken jointly by Ethiopia and Kenya to cover the Lower Valley of the Omo. This
paragraph should be deleted as requested on the Lower Omo Valley Environmental Impact
Assessment and Heritage Impact Assessment.

Regarding the development project, it is 12 to 32 kilometres away from the project
site. Moreover, the project size has been reduced by half from the initial plan. The initial plan
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was the reason for the Committee to put it on the agenda. This information was provided to
the Centre in 2016. In addition, the development project is at a very early stage of
development; only one ninth of the project is completed.

Ethiopia submitted a Heritage Impact Assessment on the Lower Valley of the Omo in
2017; the Environmental Impact Assessment of the development project is underway. The
Decision should be for Ethiopia to update the Heritage Impact Assessment by incorporating
the outcomes of the ongoing Environmental Impact Assessment. Along with previous
decisions of the Committee, this issue should be revised and the studies of the two sites
should be carried out separately.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? | give the floor to Norway.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair. We understand the argument proposed by the State Party.
We do considerate it necessary to see the linkages and the spill-over effect between the two
properties. We also understand the fact that we are dealing with two separate sites that are
both for discussion in this meeting. In that sense we support the proposal by Hungary to
separate the two processes.

That being said, we would also encourage the State Party to continue the
constructive work, as started with the boundaries, to have a close dialogue with the local
communities and we also strongly encourage the State Party to ensure fulfilment of the other
follow-up items as specified in the decision, including the provision of the required
information.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Tunisia, please?”
Tunisie :
« Merci madame la présidente. Comme suite & la réponse de I'Etat partie, je souhaite

exprimer nos encouragements pour qu’il continue les efforts déja entrepris, mais qui
devraient s’intensifier. Sur cette base nous soutenons la proposition faite par la Hongrie ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments? Zimbabwe, please.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. Zimbabwe supports the Draft Decision proposed by
Hungary and especially stresses the need to separate the two properties.”
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The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Azerbaijan, please.”

Azerbaijan:

“Thank you madam Chair. My delegation would also like to join the previous speakers
in supporting the draft decision proposed by Hungary while recognising that these two
properties are not linked to each other and the reference to the Lake Turkana should be
deleted from the decision.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Tanzania, please.”

Tanzania;

“Thank you madam Chair. Tanzania commends the State Party of Ethiopia for its
commitment to protect and conserve the Lower Valley of the Omo. Tanzania also commends
the World Heritage Centre and the Advisory Bodies for their draft decision. Tanzania takes
note of the concerns raised in the decision but also acknowledges that the State Party has
already submitted clarification on the issue related to the site of the Kuraz Sugar
Development project and the scope of the development around the project.

Madam Chair, the delegation of Tanzania encourages the State Party to continue the

preparation of the Environmental Impact Assessment suggested by the Advisory Bodies.
Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Kuwait.”
Kuwait:

“Thank you madam Chair. The delegation of Kuwait also supports the draft submitted
by Hungary: since the two sites are in different locations, we support their suggestions.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Brazil, please.”

Brazil:

“Thank you madam Chair. As the present draft decision is very similar to that of the
contiguous site of Iguagu in Brazil and Argentina, Brazil supports Hungary's position in
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regard to the fact that the site is not a transboundary site between Ethiopia and Kenya, but a
separate site. If there is any difference between the site, Brazil is of the opinion that this
difference must be resolved through bilateral negotiation.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Bosnia, please.”

Bosnie-Herzéqovine :

« Merci Beaucoup madame la présidente. La Bosnhie Herzégovine se félicite des
efforts de I'Etat partie nous invitons celui-ci a continuer dans cette direction et soutenons
aussi la proposition hongroise ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. China, you have the floor, please.”
China:
“Thank you madam Chairperson. China would like to join Zimbabwe and Azerbaijan

in support of Hungary’s proposal. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Uganda.”

Uganda:
“Thank you madam Chair. Uganda also supports the draft decision, especially with

the separation of the sites, but encourages the two States Parties to promote more dialogue
in order to assure the promotion of heritage in the Omo Valley and Turkana. We submit.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to the NGO, please. You have two minutes,
maximum.”

NGO:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. On behalf of the Indigenous People’s Forum on
World Heritage we want to draw your attention to the hardships of many local communities in
the Lower valley of the Omo River in Ethiopia, who are impacted both by large reservoir
construction upstream and a massive sugar plantation near the site.

The indigenous people in the adjacent part of the same Omo Turkana basin in Kenya
are impacted by the same developments. Therefore, we believe that conducting a Strategic
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Environmental and Social Impact Assessment is a fundamental precondition and also a
requirement in accordance with United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
People which requires such assessment and the free, prior and informed consents for such
large investment that would have an impact on indigenous people.

The World Heritage sustainable development policy, as well as the UNESCO policy
on indigenous people, gives them a rights-based approach and this is clearly one of them. It
is also a condition for the preservation of the Outstanding Universal Value of both sites as
well as the livelihoods of the communities populating the area, which are facing multiple,
interrelated development impacts.

We therefore ask you to reinforce your draft decision on prescribing the basin-wide
Strategic Environmental Assessment for the Omo-Turkana basin. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now give the floor to Angola.”

Angola:

« Merci madame la présidente. Comme nous insistons sur le dialogue entre non
seulement les Organisations consultatives et les Etats parties, mais également entre les
Etats parties, nous pensons qu'il s’agit bien & d’un cas tout & fait important. Nous parlons
de deux pays fréres qui sont dans la méme sous région orientale de I'Afrique.

Nous encourageons les deux Etats parties a continuer le dialogue pour sauvegarder

ces biens et également aider les populations a pouvoir en bénéficier. Sur cette note, nous
appuyons la proposition faite par la Hongrie. Merci ».

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Cuba.”

Cuba:

[English interpretation] “Thank you madam Chairperson. Our delegation would also like to add
its voice to the comments made by previous speakers. We would like to emphasise the
importance of dialogue. We have underlined this on several occasions when we are taking
the floor and particularly when it comes to transboundary properties or also whenever
another property in another State is involved. Therefore, we can go along with the proposed
amendments submitted by Hungary.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any other comments or questions? | now give the
floor to our Rapporteur, but before, the floor is to the Secretariat.”

Secretariat:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. We thank all the States Parties for their questions
and point of concerns that have been raised. We have had quite a lengthy discussion also
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with the State Party of Ethiopia. While we understand the concerns raised and the comments
made by Hungary, we would like to highlight certain points, if we could have the map on the
screen.

You can see that the map provided by the State Party clearly demonstrates the
hydrological link between the region of the Lower Omo Valley and Lake Turkana in the part
of the southern area of Ethiopia. Lake Turkana is a transboundary geographically; we are not
talking about the World Heritage, just on location — it is in two countries. One part, ten per
cent, is in Ethiopian territory and the rest is within Kenyan territory. Therefore, if there is an
Environmental Impact Assessment that needs to be conducted within the Lower Omo Valley,
the Secretariat and the Advisory Bodies have a scientific and technical responsibility to
ensure that the study is carried out in full and is effective. You will understand that it is for a
matter of scientific and technical responsibility that we have indicated both countries.

Of course, we will leave it to the decision of the Committee, but this is in response to
the analysis, the ground and hydrological links that you can clearly see, because the Omo
River that flows into the Omo Valley flows into Lake Turkana. ICOMOS will provide further
clarification.

Thank you.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. ICOMOS would like to add that so far the
discussion has focused on a Strategic Environmental Assessment, but we need further work
on the assessments undertaken in this project. We are still not yet in a position to say clearly
what the total scope and extent of the impacts of the Kuraz Sugar plantation have on the
property and this remains a cause for concern.

First, we do not have any adequate information on the supportive development, such
as access roads, canals, settlements, etc. which will increase the clearly defined area.
Secondly, impact assessment is still needed on the work that has already been undertaken
and planned. Also, the current Heritage Impact Assessment which we have reviewed needs
to be augmented and should also be integrated in the Environmental Impact Assessment.

Thirdly, the Environmental Impact Assessment does not adequately address the full
impact of the project and its setting, including its wider setting. One of the difficulties in
undertaking these assessments is that we do not have adequately-defined boundaries on
this property, as the European Union funded project has yet to be completed. As you are
probably aware, approved boundaries are essential for robust Impact Assessment.

Therefore, we remain concerned that after four years of discussion by this
Committee, with this being the fifth, the necessary parameters have not yet been provided or
defined to allow the Committee to be provided with a full understanding of the Kuraz project
on the property and its wider settings.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | now turn to our Rapporteur.”

288



The Rapporteur:

“Thank you very much madam Chair. As it has emerged we have received draft
amendments from Hungary, which you can see on the screen and during the discussion, we
have had support for these amendments from Tunisia, Bosnia, Kuwait, China, Uganda,
Azerbaijan, Zimbabwe, Tanzania, Brazil, Uganda, Angola and Cuba.

These draft amendments, as has been explained, suggest the deletion of
paragraph 8 and also suggest a set of smaller modifications in other paragraphs, mainly
removing the references left to the other World Heritage property that was mentioned.

Thank you very much”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or questions or clarifications? | see
none. We adopt the draft decision paragraph by paragraph or in total? Would you prefer to
adopt the full draft decision? Yes. Therefore | declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.44 adopted.

We turn again to Africa with Lamu Old Town property. The floor is now to Mr. Edmond
Moukala to present the report.”

Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Thank you Madame Chair. The report on Lamu Old Town, Kenya can be found in
Document 42 COM 7B.Add on page 39 in both English and French.

Pending clearance from the joint Reactive Monitoring mission requested by the
Committee, a joint UNESCO, ICOMOS and ICCROM advisory mission was dispatched to
Nairobi in January of 2018 to meet with Kenyan authorities and the local stakeholders. In the
state of conservation report submitted in February of 2018, the State Party indicated that a
number of documents were under preparation and that they will be finalised following the
Advisory Bodies’ mission; this includes the Memorandum of Understanding between the
Lamu Port-South Sudan-Ethiopia Transport (LAPSSET) Authority and the National
Museums of Kenya, the Master plan for the Lamu Metropolis, the revised Management Plan
and the revised LAPSSET SCA with the Heritage Impact Assessment and specific chapters
on the potential impact on Outstanding Universal Value and related mitigation measures.

The State Party welcomed the recommendation of the Advisory mission to fully
integrate the recommendations of the Impact Assessment in the report. Also, the State Party
acknowledged the potential threats from the LAPPSET project to the conservation of cultural
and other heritage and reiterated the pledge of the LAPPSET Authority not to implement any
projects within the Lamu Archipelago.

In light of the mission’s conclusion that the large scale LAPSSET would have a
profound negative impact on the setting of the property, the State Party should also develop
and implement adequate planning and mitigation measures and a sufficiently strong
monitoring system.

Moreover, to protect Lamu’s immediate and wider settings, the mission proposed that
the State Party consider a buffer zone and accompanying development control and building
regulations, as requested by the Committee in past decisions. The mission recommends that
the State Party submit to the World Heritage Centre a proposal for minor boundary
modifications. Lastly, it is recommended that the Committee requests the State Party to invite
a Reactive Monitoring mission as soon as the security situation allows.
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The draft decision for this property can be found in working document 7B.Add on
pages 41 and 42 for the English and French version. | turn now to my colleague of ICOMOS
for additional comments.

Thank you madam Chairperson.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, go ahead.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. ICOMOS welcomes the commitment of the LAPSSET
corridor authority not to carry out work directly in the Lamu archipelago, but it remains
concerned about the potential of indirect impacts from pollution from the coal plant, for
supplementary developments and on the overall urban landscape of the property and its
cultural structures.

The Lamu property must be strengthened to resist adverse change for better
protection of the immediate and wider settings of the property through the enlarged buffer
zone, as requested by the Committee on several occasions, and through strengthened
development control measures. The Outstanding Universal Value of the property
acknowledges that Lamu has maintained its distinctive social and cultural integrity.
Mechanisms also need to be defined to ensure that integrity avoids cultural disintegration or
complete gentrification or becoming overwhelmed by tourism measures.

This is a massive project that could have massive impacts unless there is a much
clearer assessment of precisely how it will impact on the property and its social structures
and what mitigation measures might be needed to deflect or minimise those impacts.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? | now give the floor to Norway,
please.”

Norway:

“Thank you madam Chair. We deeply appreciate the fact that the State Party
acknowledges the potential threat from the LAPSSET project and we thank Kenya for its
strong effort to respond to the Committee decision. Norway has further concerns for the
environmental impact of the project and also for the fact that it is impacting Lamu town itself,
which is not directly related to the LAPSSET project.

We also take note with concern that other significant Swabhili cultural heritage sites
are facing serious challenges. We have to say it is a fine line between fully justifying needs
for development and conservation of very fragile controlled heritage accentuated in Lamu by
very strong associative values contributing significantly to the World Heritage value of this
very special place. We are concerned by the obvious negative impact on the setting of the
property and the strong push of secondary development not part of the LAPSSET project
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which undoubtedly will be directed towards the State Party and intensify the tension between
conservation and development.

We are painfully aware of the challenges of integrating World Heritage management
and conservation in relevant planning and decision-making processes for modern
development from our own World Heritage properties in Norway. We strongly encourage the
State Party to continue its effort in safeguarding Lamu following international best practices,
putting in place the necessary mechanism for planning and development controls according
to Paragraphs 98 and 104 of the Operational Guidelines and provides the requested
information to the World Heritage Centre.

We therefore support the draft decision and we can accept the amendment as
presented by the delegate of Kenya.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Uganda.”

Uganda:

“Thank you madam Chairperson. The distinct urban historical and fabric reminiscent
of this town is out of a very unique demographic, commercial and cultural social Swabhili
traditions for centuries. These are the traditions of which the entire African region is proud.
My delegation argues the State Party of Kenya to therefore fulfil the key features of the draft
decision.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | give the floor to Tanzania.”

Tanzania:

“Thank you madam Chair. Tanzania commends the State Party for undertaking direct
actions so as to mitigate the threats to the Lamu World Heritage property due to the
implementation of the LAPSSET. Its is a big project which main components include Lamu
Port, a major highway, a railway, a crude oil pipeline, an international airport, sub-cities away
from Lamu old town and an olil refinery.

The State Party has undertaken plans and is planning to undertake a full Strategic
Environmental Assessment for all the components of the project and also the Heritage
Impact Assessment on one of the components was completed. Chair, the Tanzanian
delegation also commends the Advisory Bodies for their thorough and exhaustive analyses
of the project with the objective of ensuring that no threats are left out or unidentified,
including the review of the Strategic Environmental Assessment that was submitted to the
World Heritage Centre.

The Tanzanian delegation supports the proposed draft decision with the amendment
modification that was submitted to the Secretariat.
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Thank you Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is now to Zimbabwe.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. Zimbabwe supports the proposed draft decision with the
amendment from Tanzania. We note the efforts of the State Party to respond to the decisions
by the Committee and that it started being carried out. We also understand that the
LAPSSET authority, in the process of preparing other studies, is to come up with a revised
Master Plan and that we urge the State Party to continue in this effort.

We also agree with the observations by ICOMOS that the State Party should carry
out additional studies to ascertain the effect of pollution from the coal power plant which is
planned in the vicinity of the property on the fragile coral stones and the buildings of the old
town and other impacts and attributes that may affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the

property.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any more comments? | see none. Thank you.”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. We have received one amendment from Tanzania, which
you can now see on the screen. It should be a paragraph 6 if we scroll down. It removes the
reference to another World Heritage site. Thank you very much.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any objections? | see none. We will adopt the whole
decision. Before that Kenya would like the floor.”

Kenvya:

“Thank you madam Chair. | wish to draw your attention to several issues that have
been raised regarding LAPSSET and to make the following comments. This is a grand
project which is being implemented in phases. Some components may not be implemented
within the next ten years. The Strategic Environmental Assessment that was carried out on
LAPSSET covered the broad area of heritage and potential areas affected along the
LAPSSET route. Other studies are currently planned to be undertaken on specific projects.
For example, the ESIA for the crude oil pipeline, which is a component of LAPSSET project,
has begun. Environmental ESIA are currently going on in various parts of the country through
which the LAPSSET corridor traverses, which includes Lamu County.

Kenya commits to submitting the crude oil pipeline ESIA report once it is ready,
including the requested draft Lamu Master Plan and Lamu Port-city transport infrastructure
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master plan. This indicates Kenya’s resolution and commitment to protecting heritage and
associate people’s livelihoods through sustainable development and planning. Regarding the
proposed Memorandum of Understanding between the LAPSSET Corridor and National
Museums of Kenya, | wish to State that this is a work in progress and the engagement has
commenced with the identification and appointment of officers who collaborate in joint
Committees.

Madam President, regarding the proposed decision on the submission on minor
boundary modifications, it is Kenya's opinion that this needs to be subjected to further
discussion with the Advisory Bodies during the proposed Reactive Monitoring mission. At this
juncture, | wish to draw your attention to the fact that the two previous advisory missions
were conducted in Nairobi in and not in Lamu. It is important that this matter is settled on site
to allow for actual and factual verification of issues on the ground to enable the State Party of
Kenya to meet the decision.

Finally, | would like to thank the World Heritage Centre, ICCROM and ICOMOS for
their support in previous missions to Kenya and welcome the Reactive Monitoring mission.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to the representative of the NGOs.”

NGO:

“Thank you Madam Chair. | am here to support the outcome of the State Party
concerning Lamu Old Town but | would also like to add more information concerning this
project coming to Lamu. The emerging projects earmarked for construction are very sensitive
to the natural resources areas which are in proximity to human settlements near a World
Heritage site.

In the recently concluded Strategic Environmental Assessment reports by experts, the
ecological factors outside the project areas were never covered and never adequately
audited. According to the Strategic Environmental Assessment report the high demand of
water by the mega-project will stretch the amount of water that we have for our livelihoods in
the whole World Heritage site.

We are therefore urging the State Party, together with all leading agencies, to
undertake vulnerability analysis and prepare a response plan to avoid water crisis in Lamu
Old Town.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. ICOMOS has the floor.”

ICOMOS

“Thank you Chair. ICOMOS would like to offer a comment on paragraph 6 of the draft
decision. It currently reads:
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‘Requests the State Party to revise the draft Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA) of the entire LAPSSET project to include a chapter on the impacts and proposed
mitigation measures for cultural and natural heritage,’

ICOMOS supports the idea of appending the Heritage Impact Assessment to the draft

SEA; we consider the sentence should still read ‘and revise the draft Strategic Environmental
Assessment’ in order for the sentence to make some sense.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments from the Committee or do we adopt
it as it is?”

The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. If it may help, | can read out again paragraph 6, although
we did not have any objections to it from the Committee members. Paragraph 6 reads:

‘Requests the State Party to revise the draft Strategic Environmental Assessment
(SEA) of the entire LAPSSET project to include a chapter on the impacts and proposed
mitigation measures for cultural and natural heritage, and specifically the impacts on the
Outstanding Universal Value of Lamu Old Town’.

Thank you Madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or objections from the Committee? |
see none. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.45 adopted.

Our next item is the Island of Mozambique and | invite Mr. Edmond Moukala to
present the next report on this matter.”

Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Thank you madam chair. Regarding the property at hand, the information can be
found in document 42 COM 7B.Add page 42 for the English and 43 for the French.

In March 2018 the State Party invited a joint UNESCO, ICOMOS and ICCROM
Reactive Monitoring mission to examine the concerns expressed by the Committee in 2016
and assess the state of conservation of the overall building of the property. The mission
evaluated the progress made on the revision of the Conservation and Management Plan;
while the report is not yet completed, we noted the progress made in regard to the
Conservation and Management Plan. We also noted the conclusive engagement of
stakeholders and the community in the elaboration of the Plan.

The Mission recommended that provision for Heritage Impact Assessment and
conservation guidelines to steer restoration and renovation projects should also be included
in the Plan. The mission also noted the building structures of the stone and lime town have
been identified and graded for their safeguarding. However, inappropriate restoration and
lack of maintenance remains a problem within the property and its buffer zone.
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The draft decision for this property can be found in working document 7B.Add on
page 44 in English and 45 in the French version. Thank you Chair. | turn to my colleague
from ICOMOS for additional comments.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, go ahead.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. ICOMOS and ICCROM welcome the regulation,
classification and management of Mozambique Island World Heritage landscape and
inventory of built heritage. The State Party is encouraged to extend this inventory beyond the
stone and lime town to the macuti town structure which are under threat owing to limitations
on the supply of materials and inappropriate new constructions.

The State Party has made progress in addressing the challenges of the property,
including revision of the Management and Conservation Plan, introducing more inclusive
stakeholders and community engagement. The application of the recommendations on the
historic urban landscape which will assist in addressing issues such as the fast pace of
transformation processes in the property and resolve social inequality is especially welcome.
There are still, however, outstanding methods such as integration of procedures for Disaster
Risk Management for cultural World Heritage and it is now vital that the plans be completely
finalised and implemented comprehensively.

The delineation of the buffer zone to include maritime archaeological heritage is also
an urgent priority to enable submission of the minor boundary modification. The conservation
office of the Island of Mozambique requires further capacity-building and it would be
particularly beneficial for the international community to contribute financial and technical
support to facilitate the appointment of suitably qualified staff and enable dissemination in
external training programmes. The Advisory Bodies stands ready to support this process.

Thank you madam Chair.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Any comments or clarification? Zimbabwe, please.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam chair. | think that the representative from ICOMOS has said what
| wanted to request. Because of the immense work that is required on this property, it is
important to mobilise the necessary technical and financial support, so we are relieved that
ICOMOS is aware of this and is ready to help the State Party on this particular matter.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments? The Rapporteur, did you receive
any amendments?”
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The Rapporteur:

“Thank you madam Chair. Yes, we received a small amendment from Zimbabwe in
the last paragraph of the decision. My apologies, as | was ahead of myself. We did not
receive any amendments for this draft decision.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. | therefore declare Draft Decision 42 COM 7B.47 adopted. We
now move to another Africa item, the Sukur Cultural Landscape in Nigeria. | give the floor to
Mr. Edmond Moukala to present the report on this.”

Mr. Edmond Moukala:

“Thank you madam chair. The report regarding Sukur Landscape can be found in
document 42 COM 7B.Add2 page 14 for the English and 15 for the French version.

On the 29" of November, 2017, the State Party of Nigeria submitted to the World
Heritage Centre a report on the state of conservation of the Sukur Cultural Landscape, which
gave an account of development observed on the property since attacks of insurgents in
December of 2014. The return of relative safety and the resilience of the Sukur community
have largely benefited the conservation of the property.

Despite the temporal dislocation of the local population for about one year and the
destruction of traditional lives, this allowed for some repair work to be carried out by the
community of the Hidi Palace of paved walkways and a number of homestays. In that
context, it is also noted positively that a new Conservation Management Plan for 2017-2021
has been elaborated.

Despite the persisting security concerns, the local community as well as the Nigerian
authorities are supporting the development of a cultural tourism project and various initiatives
that also engage the local community. In its last decision, the Committee asked for a joint
World Heritage Centre, ICOMOS Reactive Monitoring mission which, however, could not be
undertaken until very recently, as secure access to the property is still limited. This mission
was finally sent to Abuja on 22-25 of May, 2018. The report of the mission will be made
available very soon and a draft decision proposed to you aims to request the State Party to
report, in December of 2019, on the implementation of the recommendations of the mission
for examination by the World Heritage Committee at its 44" session in 2020.

The draft decision of the property can be found in working document 42 COM

7B.Add2, pages 16 and 17 of the English version and page 17 of the French version. | give
the floor to my colleague from ICOMOS for additional comments if she may. Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Please, go ahead.”

ICOMOS:

“Thank you madam Chair. This is a particularly fragile, remote property, high in the
mountains, set on the remains of the Hidi Palace, which was damaged in a raid by
insurgents. With elaborate stone walls and terraces, the houses have distinctive traditional
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forms and structures. Even though the situation is now more stable, the property is facing
pressure, not only as the residents return, but also others from the plains who have taken
refuge in the comparative safety of this mountain settlement.

The refugees are constructing houses using modern materials and using scarce
resources. This is causing tension with local residents. Meanwhile, work on the
reconstruction of the Hidi Palace still needs to be undertaken. They have clearly been
changes to the property since the 2014 attacks. The concern is how these might be
impacting on the authenticity. We welcome the intention to undertake a cultural mapping
programme and consider it should be extended to include traditional structures and
traditional practices.

We have the funds to support this urgent work and it is to be identified as soon as
possible in order for recovery and strengthening the resilience of traditional practices.

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. Are there any comments or enquiries? NGO, please. Excuse
me, a Member State from the Committee asked for the floor before. Zimbabwe, please.”

Zimbabwe:

“Thank you madam Chair. Zimbabwe commends the State Party for the efforts it is
making in the restoration of the Hidi Palace as well as the other traditional homestays that
were destroyed by insurgents. We urge the State Party to continue to monitor the influx of
refugees into the cultural landscape as was said by the representative of ICOMOS.

| am pleased that the representative of ICOMOS has encouraged greater technical
and financial assistance. A request for international assistance was made by the State Party
and granted in March of 2017; by the time of reporting in November of 2017, the funds had
not yet been transferred to the State Party. It is also reported that there were extra budgetary
funds under the Hungary Funds-in-trust for rehabilitation and conservation activities in 2016,
but these have not yet reached the State Party. Could we have clarification from the World
Heritage Centre on these two items?

Thank you.”

The Chairperson:

“Thank you very much. The floor is to Nigeria, please.”

Nigeria:

“On behalf of the State Party of Nigeria, | congratulate madam Chair for her election
to this prestigious responsible position as Chair of this Committee. | also wish, madam Chair,
to thank the Kingdom of Bahrain for extending us this invitation and for hosting the 42
session of the World Heritage Committee. | wish to thank and appreciate members of the
World Heritage Committee and the Adv