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The explosion in the demands of contemporary society and
their impingement on the historic environment have sparked
activities, concem and controversy on the place of cultural
heritage in the value systems of the twentieth century world.
The Venice Charter was set forth as the comerstone of
international principles regarding the historic environment
barely more than a decade ago. 11Iese very principles are now
under vigorous criticism. The cause is clear; technological
change and concepts of the historic environment have
multiplied with such force that the Charter provides fewer
and fewer answers to demands for guiding principles under

thesenewconditions.11Iesolution, however, isnotsoapparent.
As camps form to press one view or another for inclusions,
revisions and expansions 1 will make a radical proposai. Let
us preserve the Venice Charter as an historic monument.

Abstract

The Venice Charter has provided a set of guiding principles
for the protection of ,historic monuments and sites since its
adoption in 1964 at the Second International Congress of
Architects and Technicians of Historic Monuments. That
meeting expanded and further advanced those concepts set
forth in the Athens Charter of 1931 which had, in effect, 1ed
to the development of major institutions for international
activity in the cultural field.

ln recent years, increasing interest in the protection of
historic quarters and sites has led some experts to propose that
the Venice Charter might weIl be expanded or changed
further to :reflect the broader interests in historic conservation
which have continued to emerge over the past decade.

The author discusses the pros and cons of this argument
by conducting a critical review of the Venice Charter in order
to point out why and in what respects the charter is now
effective and ineffective. After a general evaluation of the
charter, each article of the charter is exarnined through a set

of examples.
ln conclusion the author states that the explosion in

contemporary activities and the growing interest in
conservation make it difficult to write another charter which
win be as comprehensive and effective as the Venice Charter
has been. Thus, he concludes that the Charter should be
preserved as it stands, as an historic monument itself. The
Charter' s approach in itself may represent a form of idealism
whichhas little place in a discipline.

The Background

When the International Congress of Architects and
Technicians ofHistoric Monuments met in Venice in 1964 to
"review the Athens Charter, that Charter, accepted in 1931,
was thirty-three years old. Only ten years have elapsed since
the Venice Charter was prepared and proclaimed at the
meeting but it is already under even more serious attack. ln
fact, there are even proponents of changing the Charter
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