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(facing  page) The historic
centre of Rome; Piazza della
Minetva. In the background is
the Pantheon, and in the fore-
ground an Egyptian obelisk
mounted on an elephant by
Bernini.

A bronze door-knocker in the
Medina, Fez, Morocco. (Un-
esco: Dominigue Roger).
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(facing page) A detail of the
Mugarnas in the Sinan Pasha
Mosque, Damascus, Syria.

My acquaintance with the World Heritage Convention dates from only
three weeks after I arrived in Paris in May 1979, I had just taken up my
new position as Director of the Icomos Sectetariat and everything was
new to me, including this international convention of which I had never
heéard. One morning, I was asked to accompany several Icomos officers to
Unesco as the World Heritage Bureau was to hold a meeting and it was
important I be present to understand Icomos’ participation in this
Convention.

A Bureau of the World Heritage Convention is generally made up of
six representatives from States party to the Convention, four or five
persons from Unesco representing the Director-General and the Secretat-
iat responsible for implementing the Convention, one representative
from the International Union for Conservation of Nature and Natural
Resources (IUCN), the advisor for the evaluation of natural sites, and two
or three representatives from the International Council on Monuments
and Sites (Icomos), the advisor for the evaluation of cultural sites. The
Bureau meets once a year in May or June at Unesco’s Headquarters in
Patis and the working languages are English and French.

My impression of this first meeting was that there seemed to be quitea
misunderstanding between the representatives of the States party and
those of Icomos on the latter’s role and responsibilities. Sixty nomina-
tions of cultural properties had been introduced by various States.
Icomos gave a detailed description of the contents of every file, pointing
out the missing elements (plans, photographs, signatures, etc.). Icomos
also gave a very general verbal evaluation of the cultural values of the
properties, stating (in its opinion) which of the six criteria used to
appraise the cultural properties applied in each case. Obviously, the
States’ representatives wanted more. They seemed quite lost when faced
with so many nominations and I can understand that easily, because I was
quite lost myself!

Nothing much happened within Icomos between that meeting and the
meeting of the Committee of the World Heritage Convention which is
made up of 21 representatives of the States party. It usually meets once 4
year in October or early November in a host country and its major
responsibilities are to examine the Bureau’s recommendations for listing
(or not listing) the various properties presented by States party to the
Convention, and the various requests for technical and financial
cooperation. It also adopts the annual budget. '

In 1979, the Committee was hosted by the Egyptian government and
met in Luxor. I was representing Icomos along with Mr K. Pawlowski
from Poland, one of the Vice-Presidents of Icomos at that time. Again at
this meeting, the Committee members pressed Icomos to give more
details on the reasons for its recommendations for listing the cultural
propetties. That information not being readily available, an adjournment
was requested during which Mr Pawlowski and myself feverishly



