DOCUMENTING OUTSTANDING UNIVERSAL VALUE FOR WORLD HERITAGE

The guidance below was developed by Parks Canada for those writing full-scale World Heritage Site nominations.   The examples, naturally, are Canadian resources, and some aspects of the advice would not come fully into play in an application to the U.S. Tentative List, which is more limited in the information sought.   Nevertheless, it may be useful to those preparing applications.    

The objective in a Nomination is to have a very clear “spine” running through the entire document, and that spine is the case for outstanding universal value (OUV):

•
 each paragraph in the description, the criteria, the comparative analysis, the integrity/authenticity and the management capacity should support or reinforce the case for OUV in some fairly direct way;

•
 if any paragraph does not accomplish this, it may be superfluous. 

[NPS note:   the U.S. Tentative List Application does not ask specifically about buffer zones.]
The intent of a buffer zone is to protect the outstanding universal value(s) of the nominated property. A clear explanation of how the buffer zone protects these values must be provided.

The maps must precisely describe the extent of the property and its buffer zone.

Section 3.a

Criteria and their justification

Allude to OUV when stating and justifying each criterion.
Example:  “Criterion (i): The Rideau Canal is a masterpiece of human creative genius.

The Rideau Canal is a masterpiece of human creative genius in its concept, design, and engineering. … Through a fundamental stroke of creative genius, [Col. John By] envisioned another option to join the watersheds of the two river systems, the Rideau and the Cataraqui: a slackwater canal, executed on a monumental scale. His decision to build a slackwater canal was highly innovative – and technologically risky. ...”

Section 3.c

Comparative Analysis

Focus on comparatives with similar (potential) OUV

Example:  “… The most notable European slackwater system from the early 19th-century canal-building era is the Gotä Canal in Sweden (1810–1832). The Gotä used slackwater techniques, … but it also relied heavily on excavated channels, typical of the more common European canals. Forty-five percent of the total length of the Gotä is man-made. This is in contrast to the Rideau Canal, where only nine percent of the total length is excavated.”

Section 3.d

Integrity / Authenticity

Describe the integrity and/or authenticity of the elements that speak to the criteria and OUV.
Example:  “The Rideau Canal, as a slackwater canal system, has a high degree of authenticity, since the original plan and layout of the route, as well as the depth and width of channels, have remained completely intact.”

“The reporting exercise concluded that the structures and buildings of the canal were generally in good condition, and that their commemorative integrity was not impaired.”

The statement of OUV should have as few qualifiers as can be scientifically justified. Qualifiers such as “one of the most significant Boreal sites in the world” or “meets virtually all the criteria for fossil sites” make for weak statements of OUV. 

There are two ways to minimize or eliminate qualifiers:

 
1)  Narrow the scope: 

“the most significant Boreal site in North America”

 
2)  Adjust the gauge:  


“the only site in the world that meets more than 9 of the 12 criteria for fossil sites”
Additional NPS notes:

· It is not effective to assert OUV without providing specifics relating to the proposed resource(s) and comparative resources worldwide.

· Changes that have taken place over time, especially those that have had some effect on integrity or authenticity, cannot be glossed over, but must be explained straightforwardly.  If you believe that authenticity and integrity remain despite some changes, that must be justified with specifics.
