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time.  Reviewers are therefore asked to comment on the breadth and importance of the 
values and to note when they consider cases are put forward on narrowly based values. 

IUCN kindly asks reviewers to submit their comments on whether the property meets the requirements 
of OUV in the context of the points above.  Reviewers are asked to submit their comments either as a 
stand-alone statement, or where possible considering the following seven questions: 
 
(1) How outstanding are the scientific values of the nominated property on a world scale?  I.e. how 
international is the level of interest in the site? 
 
(2) How unique is the nominated property in demonstrating the values that the nomination considers 
as being of OUV?  Are there other places which display such values at a similar or greater level?  
(Please give an indication of the number of other places and specific examples where possible.) 
 
(3) Is the nominated property the only or main loca
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PILOT QUESTIONS ON OUV) 
(1) How outstanding are the scientific values of the nominated property on a world scale?  I.e. how 
international is the level of interest in the site? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(2) How unique is the nominated property in demonstrating the values that the nomination considers 
as being of OUV?  Are there other places which display such values at a similar or greater level?  
(Please give an indication of the number of other places and specific examples where possible.) 
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being) made that have made a substantial contribution to the understanding of the values for which 
the property is nominated? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(4) What are the prospects for ongoing discoveries at the site, and what types of discoveries might be 
anticipated? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(5) How universal are the values of the nominated property? Does the site demonstrate values that 
are “of common importance for present and future generations of all humanity”, or are the values 
primarily of a more specialised interest to science?  (Please explain the values that you consider to be 
those that are wider relevance and why you consider them to be so.) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(6) How readily can the values of the property by demonstrated to and comprehended by non-earth 
scientists? 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
(7) How broad or narrow are the values put forward for the nominated property?  It is helpful where 
relevant to take a ‘taxonomic’ approach to distinguishing the values of the property.  (As a simplistic 
example “the world’s most outstanding volcano” is a very broad value, “the world’s best example of a 
volcanic plug” is a narrow value).  The key point is that the World Heritage List is not an appropriate 
vehicle to collect a large number of sites representing very specific values. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


