Annex |
World Heritage Committee
Extended 44th session (Fuzhou (China)/Online meeting, 2021)

Decision: 44 COM 7B.152

The Architectural Work of Le Corbusier, an Outstanding Contribution to the
Modern Movement (Argentina, Belgium, France, Germany, India, Japan,
Switzerland) (C 1321rev)

The World Heritage Committee,

1.
2.
3.

Having examined Document WHC/21/44.COM/7B.Add,
Recalling Decision 42 COM 7B.18 adopted at its 42nd session (Manama, 2018),

Welcomes the creation of a forum of knowledge and documentation exchange by
the Standing Conference, which further strengthens its capacity to inform
decisions on monitoring, conservation and potential impacts of development
projects;

Notes that a number of States Parties are currently using Heritage Impact
Assessments (HIAs) to analyse possible impacts of development projects on the
Outstanding Universal Value (OUV) of the property, and encourages States Parties
to strengthen the impact assessment approach across all component sites by
introducing HIA procedures, in line with the 2011 ICOMOS Guidance on HIAs for
Cultural World Heritage Properties, in order to assess any potentially adverse
impact on the OUV of each component site and on the OUV of the serial property
as a whole;

Requests the State Party of India to submit any additional available information on
the Heating, Ventilation and Air-Conditioning (HVAC) Ancillary Structure, the
“Holistic development of the Punjab and Haryana High Court” and the multi-level
basement parking projects, by 1 February 2022 for review by the Advisory Bodies,
and to develop an HIA to assess the potential individual and cumulative impacts
of all planned developments within the boundaries and buffer zone of the Capitol
Complex, including the multi-level parking structure, and to submit it to the World
Heritage Centre for review by the Advisory Bodies along with the project
documentation; and also_encourages the State Party of India to finalize the
Conservation Plan for Chandigarh:;

Also notes the continued lack of specific protection measures for the Maison
Guiette buffer zone and also requests the State Party of Belgium to put in place
protection that is tailored to the specific needs of the component;

Further requests the States Parties to inform the World Heritage Centre of ongoing
or planned projects or activities within and surrounding the property, in accordance
with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, and to submit associated
documentation for review by the Advisory Bodies before making any decision that
would be difficult to reverse;

Finally requests the States Parties to submit to the World Heritage Centre, by
1 December 2022, 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 46th session.
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Annex I
Format for the submission of state of conservation reports
by the States Parties (Annex 13 of the Operational Guidelines)

Name of World Heritage property (State(s) Party(ies)) (Identification number)

.

Executive Summary of the report

[Note: each of the sections described below should be summarized. The maximum
length of the executive summary is 1 page.]

Response to the Decision of the World Heritage Committee

[Note: The State(s) Party(ies) is/are requested to address the most recent Decision
of the World Heritage Committee for this property, paragraph by paragraph.]

If the property is inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger
Please also provide detailed information on the following:

a) Progress achieved in implementing the corrective measures adopted by the
World Heritage Committee

[Note: please address each corrective measure individually, providing
factual information, including exact dates, figures, etc.]

If needed, please describe the success factors or difficulties in implementing
each of the corrective measures identified

b) Is the timeframe for implementing the corrective measures suitable? If not,
please propose an alternative timeframe and an explanation why this
alternative timeframe is required.

c) Progress achieved towards the Desired state of conservation for the removal
of the property from the List of World Heritage in Danger (DSOCR)

Other current conservation issues identified by the State(s) Party(ies) which may
have an impact on the property’s Outstanding Universal Value [Note: this includes
conservation issues which are not mentioned in the Decision of the World Heritage
Committee or in any information request from the World Heritage Centre]

In conformity with Paragraph 172 of the Operational Guidelines, describe any
potential major restorations, alterations and/or new construction(s) intended within
the property, the buffer zone(s) and/or corridors or other areas, where such
developments may affect the Outstanding Universal Value of the property,

including authenticity and integrity.

Public access to the state of conservation report

[Note: this report will be uploaded for public access on the World Heritage Centre’s
State of conservation Information System (htip.//whc.unesco.org/en/soc). Should
your State Party request that the full report should not be uploaded, only the 1-
page executive summary provided in point (1.) above will be uploaded for public
access].

Signature of the Authority
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