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The International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS)
adopted a Charter for the Protection and Management of the
Archaeological Heritage in 1990. This article presents background
for the Charter, the text of the Charter itself, and finally offers some
explanatory comments.

Background
In October, 1990, the International Council on Mon-

uments and Sites (ICOMOS) adopted a Charter for the
Protection and Management of the Archaeological Heritage.
The Charter was written by the International Committee
on Archaeological Heritage Management (ICAHM) , a
specialized committee of ICOMOS, and was approved by
the ICOMOS General Assembly in Lausanne, Switzer-
land.

The ICAHM Charter articulates a series of principles
relating to the preservation and management of archaeo-
logical resources throughout the world. The document is
intended to provide guidance to governments, specialists
in preservation and related fields, and the general public.

ICOMOS is an international, nongovernmental orga-
nization dedicated to bringing together people who are
involved in the conservation of the world's cultural heri-
tage (Lemaire 1972). Founded in 1964, ICOMOS con-
sists of an executive committee, a Secretariat (located in
Paris), and a membership organized into national com-
mittees. There are currently 64 national committees of
ICOMOS, including the American committee, US/ICO-
MOS.

In its early years ICOMOS concentrated primarily on
the preservation of buildings and monuments of architec-
tural and historic significance. In the last decade, however,

ICOMOS has considerably broadened its scope and now
concerns itself with the full range of cultural resources,
including archaeological sites (Elia 1991: 12-13). Several
specialized international committees of ICOMOS have
been established, including committees on archaeological
heritage management, cultural tourism, historic gardens
and sites, historic towns, mud brick structures, vernacular
architecture, training, economics of conservation, inven-
tories, photogrammetry, seismology, stone, rock art, stained
glass, and wood.

Many of the national committees have corresponding
specialized committees; US/ICOMOS, for example, cur-
rently has committees on archaeological heritage manage-
ment, cultural tourism, historic gardens and sites, historic
towns, mud brick structures, vernacular architecture, and
training. The US/ICOMOS archaeological heritage man-
agement committee, established in 1990, seeks to promote
the preservation, conservation, and management of the
world's archaeological resources through international co-
operation, the sharing of information and technical ex-
pertise, and education.

In 1985, increasing interest in the world's archaeolog-
ical heritage and concerns about ever-growing threats to
that heritage from development, looting, and other activ-
ities, led to the establishment within ICOMOS of
ICAHM, the International Committee on Archaeological
Heritage Management (Biornstad 1989: 70; Lund 1989:
16). This committee, after examining existing interna-
tional conventions and recommendations relating to ar-
chaeology, concluded that a need existed for a single com-
prehensive statement of principles relating to archaeo-
logical heritage management. Such a document would
have worldwide application, and could be used to stimu-
late interest in the development of policies, laws, and
procedures for preserving and managing the world's ar-
chaeological heritage (Biornstad 1989: 74; Cleere 1992:
4-5).

A preliminary draft of the ICAHM Charter was circu-
lated prior to the ICOMOS General Assembly held in
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Washington, D.C., in 19871 and comments were solicited
from archaeologists and other preservationists. A second
draft was discussed at a special ICARM symposium held
in Stockholm in September 1988,2 and a final draft
Charter (ICARM 1989) was presented to the ICOMOS
General Assembly in Lausanne in October 1990.

The official text of the Charter is presented below as
adopted and ratified by ICOMOS in Lausanne. Following
the text, a brief commentary on some aspects of the
Charter is offered. 3

International Council on Monuments and Sites/
International Committee on Archaeological Heritage

Management
Charter for the Protection and Management of the

Archaeological Heritage

INTRODUCTION

It is widely recognized that a knowledge and under-
standing of the origins and development of human soci-
eties is of fundamental importance to humanity in iden-
tifying its cultural and social roots.

The archaeological heritage constitutes the basic record
of past human activities. Its protection and proper man-
agement is therefore essential to enable archaeologists and
other scholars to study and interpret it on behalf of and
for the benefit of present and future generations.

The protection of this heritage cannot be based upon
the application of archaeological techniques alone. It re-
quires a wider basis of professional and scientific knowl-
edge and skills. Some elements of the archaeological her-
itage are components of architectural structures and in
such cases must be protected in accordance with the cri-
teria for the protection of such structures laid down in the
1966 Venice Charter on the Conservation and Restoration
of Monuments and Sites. Other elements of the archaeo-
logical heritage constitute part of the living traditions of
indigenous peoples, and for such sites and monuments

L "Charter for the Protection of the Archaeological Heritage," First
draft manuscript circulated before the ICOMOS General Assembly in
Washington, D.C., October, 1987.

2. "Charter for the Protection of the Archaeological Heritage," Sec-
ond draft manuscript presented at ICARM symposium on "Archaeology
and Society" in Stockholm, September, 1988. Text published in British
Archaeological News no. 4/2, March 1988: 15-16.

3. In February, 1992, the International Committee on Archaeological
Heritage Management met in Paris. Among other business, they agreed
to undertake the development of a book-length publication expanding
on the ICARM Charter with a full chapter devoted to each Article. The
book will be available at the next ICOMOS General Assembly, to be
held in Sri Lanka in October, 1993.

the participation of local cultural groups is essential for
their protection and preservation.

For these and other reasons the protection of the ar-
chaeological heritage must be based upon effective collab-
oration between professionals from many disciplines. It
also requires the cooperation of government authorities,
academic researchers, private or public enterprise, and the
general public. This charter therefore lays down principles
relating to the different aspects of archaeological heritage
management. These include the responsibilities of public
authorities and legislators, principles relating to the
professional performance of the processes of inventoriza-
tion, survey, excavation, documentation, research, main-
tenance, conservation, preservation, reconstruction, infor-
mation, presentation, public access and use of the heritage,
and the qualification of professionals involved in the pro-
tection of the archaeological heritage.

The charter has been inspired by the success of the
Venice Charter as guidelines and source of ideas for pol-
icies and practice of governments as well as scholars and
professionals.

The charter has to reflect very basic principles and
guidelines with global validity. For this reason it cannot
take into account the specific problems and possibilities
of regions or countries. The charter should therefore be
supplemented at regional and national levels by further
principles and guidelines for these needs.

ARTICLE 1. DEFINITION AND INTRODUCTION

The "archaeological heritage" is that part of the material
heritage in respect of which archaeological methods pro-
vide primary information. It comprises all vestiges of hu-
man existence and consists of places relating to all mani-
festations of human activity, abandoned structures, and
remains of all kinds (including subterranean and under-
water sites), together with all the portable cultural material
associated with them.

ARTICLE 2. INTEGRATED PROTECTION POLICIES

The archaeological heritage is a fragile and non-renewable
cultural resource. Land use must therefore be controlled
and developed in order to minimize the destruction of the
archaeological heritage.

Policies for the protection of the archaeological heritage
should constitute an integral component of policies relat-
ing to land use, development, and planning as well as of
cultural, environmental and educational policies. The pol-
icies for the protection of the archaeological heritage
should be kept under continual review, so that they stay
up to date. The creation of archaeological reserves should
form part of such policies.



The protection of the archaeological heritage should be
integrated into planning policies at international, national,
regional and local levels.

Active participation by the general public must form
part of policies for the protection of the archaeological
heritage. This is essential where the heritage of indigenous
peoples is involved. Participation must be based upon
access to the knowledge necessary for decision-making.
The provision of information to the general public is
therefore an important element in integrated protection.

ARTICLE 3. LEGISLATION AND ECONOMY

The protection of the archaeological heritage should be
considered as a moral obligation upon all human beings;
it is also a collective public responsibility. This obligation
must be acknowledged through relevant legislation and
the provision of adequate funds for the supporting pro-
grammes necessary for effective heritage management.

The archaeological heritage is common to all human
society and it should therefore be the duty of every country
to ensure that adequate funds are available for its protec-
tion.

Legislation should afford protection to the archaeolog-
ical heritage that is appropriate to the needs, history, and
traditions of each country and region, providing for in
situ protection and research needs.

Legislation should be based on the concept of the ar-
chaeological heritage as the heritage of all humanity and
of groups of peoples, and not restricted to any individual
person or nation.

Legislation should forbid the destruction, degradation
or alteration through changes of any archaeological site
or monument or to their surroundings without the con-
sent of the relevant archaeological authority.

Legislation should in principle require full archaeolog-
ical investigation and documentation in cases where the
destruction of the archaeological heritage is authorized.

Legislation should require, and make provision for, the
proper maintenance, management and conservation of the
archaeological heritage.

Adequate legal sanctions should be prescribed in respect
of violations of archaeological heritage legislation.

If legislation affords protection only to those elements
of the archaeological heritage which are registered in a
selective statutory inventory, provision should be made
for the temporary protection of unprotected or newly
discovered sites and monuments until an archaeological
evaluation can be carried out.

Development projects constitute one of the greatest
physical threats to the archaeological heritage. A duty for
developers to ensure that archaeological heritage impact
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studies are carried out before development schemes are
implemented, should therefore be embodied in appropri-
ate legislation, with a stipulation that the costs of such
studies are to be included in project costs. The principle
should also be established in legislation that development
schemes should be designed in such a way as to minimize
their impact upon the archaeological heritage.

ARTICLE 4. SURVEY

The protection of the archaeological heritage must be
based upon the fullest possible knowledge of its extent
and nature. General survey of archaeological resources is
therefore an essential working tool in developing strategies
for the protection of the archaeological heritage. Conse-
quently archaeological survey should be a basic obligation
in the protection and management of the archaeological
heritage.

At the same time, inventories constitute primary re-
source databases for scientific study and research. The
compilation of inventories should therefore be regarded
as a continuous, dynamic process. It follows that inven-
tories should comprise information at various levels of
significance and reliability, since even superficial knowl-
edge can form the starting point for protectional measures.

ARTICLE 5. INVESTIGATION

Archaeological knowledge is based principally on the sci-
entific investigation of the archaeological heritage. Such
investigation embraces the whole range of methods from
non-destructive techniques"through sampling to total ex-
cavation.

It must be an overriding principle that the gathering of
information about the archaeological heritage should not
destroy any more archaeological evidence than is necessary
for the protectional or scientific objectives of the investi-
gation. Non-destructive techniques, aerial and ground sur-
vey, and sampling should therefore be encouraged wher-
ever possible, in preference to total excavation.

As excavation always implies the necessity of making a
selection of evidence to be documented and preserved at
the cost of losing other information and possibly even the
total destruction of the monument, a decision to excavate
should only be taken after thorough consideration.

Excavation should be carried out on sites and monu-
ments threatened by development, land-use change, loot-
ing, or natural deterioration.

In exceptional cases, unthreatened sites may be exca-
vated to elucidate research problems or to interpret them
more effectively for the purpose of presenting them to the
public. In such cases excavation must be preceded by
thorough scientific evaluation of the significance of the
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site. Excavation should be partial, leaving a portion un-
disturbed for future research.

A report conforming to an agreed standard should be
made available to the scientific community and should be
incorporated in the relevant inventory within a reasonable
period after the conclusion of the excavation.

Excavations should be conducted in accordance with
the principles embodied in the 1956 UNESCO Recom-
mendations on International Principles Applicable to Ar-
chaeological Excavations and with agreed international
and national professional standards.

ARTICLE 6. MAINTENANCE AND CONSERVATION

The overall objective of archaeological heritage manage-
ment should be the preservation of monuments and sites
in situ, including proper long-term conservation and cu-
ration of all related records and collections etc. Any trans-
fer of elements of the heritage to new locations represents
a violation of the principle of preserving the heritage in
its original context. This principle stresses the need for
proper maintenance, conservation and management. It
also asserts the principle that the archaeological heritage
should not be exposed by excavation or left exposed after
excavation if provision for its proper maintenance and
management after excavation cannot be guaranteed.

Local commitment and participation should be actively
sought and encouraged as a means of promoting the main-
tenance of the archaeological heritage. This principle is
especially important when dealing with the heritage of
indigenous peoples or local cultural groups. In some cases
it may be appropriate to entrust responsibility for the
protection and management of sites and monuments to
indigenous peoples.

Owing to the inevitable limitations of available re-
sources, active maintenance will have to be carried out on
a selective basis. It should therefore be applied to a sample
of the diversity of sites and monuments, based upon a
scientific assessment of their significance and representa-
tive character, and not confined to the more notable and
visually attractive monuments.

The relevant principles of the 1956 UNESCO Rec-
ommendations should be applied in respect of the main-
tenance and conservation of the archaeological heritage.

ARTICLE 7. PRESENTATION, INFORMATION,
RECONSTRUCTION

The presentation of the archaeological heritage to the
general public is an essential method of promoting an
understanding of the origins and development of modern
societies. At the same time it is the most important means

of promoting an understanding of the need for its protec-
tion.

Presentation and information should be conceived as a
popular interpretation of the current state of knowledge,
and it must therefore be revised frequently. It should take
account of the multifaceted approaches to an understand-
ing of the past.

Reconstructions serve two important functions: exper-
imental research and interpretation. They should, how-
ever, be carried out with great caution, so as to avoid
disturbing any surviving archaeological evidence, and they
should take account of evidence from all sources in order
to achieve authenticity. Where possible and appropriate,
reconstructions should not be built immediately on the
archaeological remains, and should be identifiable as such.

ARTICLE 8. PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS

High academic standards in many different disciplines are
essential in the management of the archaeological heritage.
The training of an adequate number of qualified profes-
sionals in the relevant fields of expertise should therefore
be an important objective for the educational policies in
every country. The need to develop expertise in certain
higWy specialized fields calls for international cooperation.
Standards of professional training and professional con-
duct should be established and maintained.

The objective of academic archaeological training
should take account of the shift in conservation policies
from excavation to in situ preservation. It should also take
into account the fact that the study of the history of
indigenous peoples is as important in preserving and un-
derstanding the archaeological heritage as the study of
outstanding monuments and sites.

The protection of the archaeological heritage is a proc-
ess of continuous dynamic development. Time should
therefore be made available to professionals working in
this field to enable them to update their knowledge. Post-
graduate training programmes should be developed with
special emphasis on the protection and management of
the archaeological heritage.

ARTICLE 9. INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

The archaeological heritage is the common heritage of all
humanity. International cooperation is therefore essential
in developing and maintaining standards in its manage-
ment.

There is an urgent need to create international mecha-
nisms for the exchange of information and experience
among professionals dealing with archaeological heritage
management. This requires the organization of confer-
ences, seminars, workshops, etc. at global as well as re-



gionallevels, and the establishment of regional centres for
postgraduate studies. ICOMOS, through its specialized
groups, should promote this aspect in its medium- and
long-term planning.

International exchanges of professional staff should also
be developed as a means of raising standards of archaeo-
logical heritage management.

Technical assistance programmes in the field of archae-
ological heritage management should be developed under
the auspices of ICOMOS.

Commentary (Etia)

INTRODUCfION

The preamble of the Charter asserts the importance of
protecting and managing the archaeological heritage-
"the basic record of past human activities"--on behalf of
present and future generations, and states that effective
archaeological heritage management can only be accom-
plished through interdisciplinary collaboration. The suc-
cess of the Venice Charter is mentioned as a source of
inspiration for the ICARM Charter. Finally, the general
nature of the Charter is described as necessary in order to
maintain the document's global applicability.

The Venice Charter, formally known as International
Charter for the Conservation and Restoration of Monuments
and Sites) was drafted by ICOMOS and approved by the
lInd International Congress of Architects and Technicians
of Historic Monuments in Venice in May, 1964. The
Venice Charter established basic principles and standards
for the conservation and restoration of historic buildings
and monuments, and has become an internationally rec-
ognized statement on the preservation of the world's ar-
chitectural heritage.

ARTICLE 1. DEFINITION AND INTRODUCfION

This provides a general and broad definition of the ar-
chaeological heritage, encompassing "places relating to all
manifestations of human activity" and "the portable cul-
tural material associated with them."

The definition of the archaeological heritage as "that
part of the material heritage in respect of which archaeo-
logical methods provide primary information" will please
few archaeologists but is sufficiently general and provides
a concise statement in what is necessarily a brief document.
The rationale for using this definition is described by
Biornstad (1989: 72), who chaired ICARM during the
drafting of the Charter; a principal concern of the com-
mittee was to clearly differentiate the archaeological from
the architectural heritage.

We have based our definition of the archaeological heritage
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on archaeological methods, in saying that "the archaeological
heritage includes all sites, remains and objects which bear
witness to human existence in epochs and civilisations for
which excavation and field survey are the main sources of
scientific information." This means that there is no reference
to a specific period or periods, but that standing historic
buildings are not included in the term "archaeological heri-
tage" except in so far as archaeological methods may be used
in such activities.

Despite the inclusion of "portable cultural material" in
the definition of archaeological heritage, the Charter has
little to say about artifacts. No mention is made, for ex-
ample, of the 1970 UNESCO Convention on the Means of
Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import) Export and
Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property) although looting
is cited (Article 5) as a threat to the archaeological heri-
tage. The Charter is primarily concerned with in situ pres-
ervation of archaeological sites, and, except for a reference
to the conservation of site records and collections (Article
6), does not mention artifacts. Regarding this topic,
Biornstad (1989: 72) sees the work of ICARM as over-
lapping with that of the International Council of Museums
(ICOM) and the International Centre for the Study of the
Preservation and the Restoration of Cultural Property
(ICCROM).

ARTICLE 2. INTEGRATED PROTECfION POLICIES

Citing the fragile nature of the archaeological heritage,
the Charter states that archaeological heritage manage-
ment should be fully integrated into land-use planning
and cultural, educational, and environmental policies. The
active participation of an informed public, including in-
digenous peoples, is considered an essential element of
this process.

Article 2 employs the standard American terminology
in defining the archaeological heritage as "a fragile and
non-renewable resource," which is an improvement over
the wording of the preliminary draft of 1987 ("an irrep-
arable and irreplaceable resource"). American preserva-
tionists have traditionally used the terms "cultural re-
sources" and "cultural resource management," which
encompasses not only archaeological sites but buildings,
monuments, and landscapes; the British usage, adopted
by most European writers using English, favors "the ar-
chaeological heritage" and "archaeological heritage man-
agement," which conveys a distinction (although not an
absolute one) between archaeological and architectural
sites.

"The creation of archaeological reserves" refers to the
establishment of a "stock" of archaeological sites protected
on the basis of their significance and representativeness.
This idea echoes Article 5(d) of the 1970 UNESCO
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Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the
Illicit Import) Export and Transftr of Ownership of Cultural
Propert)!J which calls for in situ preservation of archaeo-
logical sites and for "protecting certain areas reserved for
future archaeological research" (UNESCO 1970).

ARTICLE 3. LEGISLATION AND ECONOMY

One of the longest and most important sections of the
Charte~ Article 3 describes the protection of archaeolog-
ical resources as no less than "a moral obligation upon all
human beings" and "a collective public responsibility," and
calls upon all countries to provide adequate funding and
legislation to support effective archaeological heritage
management.

The Charter asserts that protection should be afforded
to the archaeological heritage as appropriate for the cul-
tural needs and values of each country, but at the same
time countries must not ignore that the archaeological
heritage is part of the heritage of all humanity. By com-
bining these two approache~ to cultural heritage-the
"universal heritage" approach, epitomized by the 1954
Hague Convention (Convention on the Protection of Cul-
tural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict), and the
"national heritage" approach, typified by the 1970
UNESCO Convention)-the ICARM Charter has effec-
tively declared that individual countries have the respon-
sibility to protect the archaeological heritage in their ter-
ritory not only for their own national interests but for the
sake of all of the world's people.4

Article 3 also calls for countries to enact legislation to
prevent unauthorized destruction of or damage to archae-
ological sites and monuments; to require full investigation
and documentation where destruction is authorized; and
to require that development projects be preceded by ar-
chaeological impact studies, the costs of which should be
absorbed by the development project.

ARTICLE 4. SURVEY

The need to conduct archaeological surveys and establish
inventories is described as an important aspect of archae-
ological heritage management.

ARTICLE 5. INVESTIGATION

Article 5 stresses the importance of conserving the ar-
chaeological resource base through nondestructive tech-
niques and sampling rather than total excavation. It also
calls for the excavation of sites that are threatened by

4. The concepts of ''universal heritage" and "national heritage" are
discussed in O'Keefe and Prott (1989: 26-36) and Williams (1978: 52-
66).

various natural and cultural forces, and states that partial
excavations of nonthreatened sites may be carried out "in
exceptional cases" for the sake of research or public inter-
pretation, but only after a scientific evaluation of their
significance.

Through its emphasis on conservation of archaeological
resources, nondestructive methods, partial excavation, and
a general rejection of traditional research excavations at
nonthreatened sites, the Charter offers a powerful expres-
sion of the conservation ethic that has come to dominate
the practice of archaeological heritage management in the
last 15 years.5 Many research archaeologists will doubtless
disagree with the notion that nonthreatened sites should
only be excavated "in exceptional cases." Interestingly, the
preliminary draft of the Charter (1987) contained even
stronger language concerning this point:

As a principle, excavation should only be carried out to pre-
serve documentation of heritage which will be destroyed be-
cause of development, land use, looting, or natural deterio-
ration, or when it is absolutely necessary for scientific reasons.

This statement occasioned several comments in defense of
research excavations at nonthreatened sites during a meet-
ing of ICARM in Washington, D.C., in 1987, and a
revised statement was eventually substituted.

Article 5 also calls for the publication of a report fol-
lowing excavations, and states that excavations should be
conducted according to recognized professional standards,
including the 1956 UNESCO Recommendations on Inter-
national Principles Applicable to Archaeological Excavations.
The 1956 Recommendations establish guidelines for exca-
vations, and include sections on the preservation of sites,
authority to excavate, international collaboration, access
to excavations, assignment of finds, and documentation. 6

ARTICLE 6. MAINTENANCE AND CONSERVATION

Article 6 defines the basic objective of archaeological her-
itage management as the in situ preservation of archaeo-
logical sites, monuments, and archives through effective
maintenance, conservation, and management. The impor-
tance of public participation is stressed. The allocation of
limited resources must be made on the basis of sound
scientific principles of significance and representativeness.

Two aspects of Article 6 are particularly noteworthy.
One is the statement that the archaeological heritage
should not be exposed or left exposed by excavation if
adequate maintenance of the site cannot be assured fol-

5. The seminal paper on the conservation ethic in American archae-
ology is Lipe (1974). For a more recent discussion, see Fowler (1986).

6. The text of the 1956 UNESCO Recommendations is published in
UNESCO 1985: 101-114 and also appears in Appendix XI (microfiche)
in Greenfield (1989).



lowing the excavation. This problem has become critical
in many places around the world as countries struggle to
cope with deteriorating archaeological remains that have
been exposed by excavation.

Also of interest in Article 6 is the emphasis given to the
participation of local and indigenous groups in maintain-
ing the archaeological heritage, which reflects both an
increasing understanding among archaeologists of their
need to be sensitive to the concerns of indigenous peoples
and a greater interest among indigenous peoples in their
own cultural heritage. Reference to the importance of
involving the public and indigenous groups appears sev-
eral times in the Charter (Introduction, Articles 2, 6, 7,
8), and this section also states that the responsibility for
protecting and maintaining sites and monuments may ap-
propriately belong to indigenous groups.

ARTICLE 7. PRESENTATION, INFORMATION,
RECONSTRUCTION

Article 7 deals with the need to educate the general public
about the archaeological heritage, both in order to present
the current state of knowledge in the field and to foster
an awareness of the need for protection. (The importance
of public access to archaeological information and public
participation in archaeological heritage management is
also mentioned in Articles 2 and 6.)

Article 7 also covers reconstructions and cautions that
they be done accurately, avoid disturbing archaeological
remains, and be clearly identifiable as reconstructions.

ARTICLE 8. PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATIONS

This section describes the importance of high standards
of training and conduct for professionals who will be
engaged in archaeological heritage management. Article 8
makes the important point that existing academic systems
of archaeological training "should take account of the shift
in conservation policies from excavation to in situ preser-
vation."

The general lack of professional training in archaeolog-
ical heritage management in academic programs is a crit-
ical issue in modern archaeology. Even in the United
States, which, for over 15 years, has had one of the world's
most fully developed systems of archaeological heritage
management, most people still enter the field with little
or no specific training in the laws, regulations, principles,
and practices of the discipline-instead of being trained,
they "learn by doing" (Davis 1989: 275-279).

Article 8 encourages the development of "postgraduate
training programmes" in archaeological heritage manage-
ment and stresses the need for ongoing professional de-
velopment in the field.
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ARTICLE 9. INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

Article 9 calls for the international sharing of information
and expertise concerning archaeological heritage manage-
ment, through conferences, training centers, and interna-
tional exchanges of preservation professionals. This sec-
tion also calls on ICOMOS to promote international
cooperation and to develop technical assistance programs.
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