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Menu Approach to an Indicator for GGA Framework Target 9(g) 

HACA has proposed a single indicator for each of the two sub-targets of Target 9(g), responding to the admonition to pay attention to ease of data collection. However, because of the complexities of measuring progress on protecting cultural heritage, HACA indicated in its earlier UNFCCC submissions it’s belief that a “menu” or “checklist” could provide a good approach to measuring progress towards the thematic target of paragraph 9g. Such a menu could perhaps be offered as a supplement to a simpler “top line” indicators. 

Possible Elements for Inclusion in a Menu Approach:

Direct indicators:

● Number/proportion of heritage sites/cultural practices that have received place-specific
climate vulnerability & resilience assessment.
● Percentage of heritage sites/cultural practices with implemented climate adaptation
measures (successful adaptation and maladaptation).
● Frequency of monitoring and evaluation of adaptive strategies at heritage sites.
● Existence and implementation of inclusive, locally-led processes for identifying/inventorying cultural practices/values and heritage sites.
● Number of heritage buildings retrofitted with climate-resilient materials or technologies
● Area (in square meters) of historic landscapes adapted for improved water management
● Percentage reduction or increase in climate-related damage to heritage sites after
implementation of adaptive measures.
● Amount of funding secured for climate adaptation projects for heritage sites/cultural
practices.
● Number of jobs created through implementation of adaptive strategies for cultural heritage.
● Cost savings from preventive adaptive measures compared to post-disaster restoration for
heritage places.
● Number of community members trained in plural knowledge-based adaptive techniques
(integration of different knowledge systems).
● Percentage of local population involved in decision-making for heritage adaptation plans.
● Number of awareness programs conducted on climate risks to cultural heritage.
● Number of policies or regulations updated to include cultural heritage in climate adaptation
plans.
● Existence of dedicated budget lines for heritage climate adaptation in national/local budgets.
● Number of cross-sectoral partnerships formed for implementing adaptive strategies.
● Frequency of climate risk or vulnerability assessments for heritage places.
● Number of heritage places with real-time environmental monitoring systems installed.
● Percentage of adaptive strategy projects with regular evaluation and reporting mechanisms.
● Number of heritage professionals and community leaders trained in conducting a climate risk assessment and on climate adaptation techniques tailored to their needs (for their heritage places)
● Quantity of research projects focused on innovative/plural knowledge adaptive strategies for heritage globally, regionally, nationally, or locally.
● Number of international collaborations on heritage climate adaptation.

Indirect indicators:

● Total number of heritage places that are officially listed and protected.
● Frequency and comprehensiveness of condition assessment reports for listed monuments.
● Number of new heritage places identified and added to the official inventory each year.
● Number of historic buildings undergoing restoration or maintenance annually.
● Amount of funding allocated for conservation efforts of historic places.
● Number of training programs and workshops on climate change (vulnerability, risk and
adaptation) conducted for conservation professionals.
● Number and variety of climate-cultural activities held at events, and festivals at heritage
places.
● Increase in the number of visitors and community members participating in climate-cultural
heritage activities.
● Frequency and reach of campaigns aimed at raising awareness about the climate risk to
cultural heritage.
● Number of environmental impact assessments conducted for heritage places.
● Increase in the area of green spaces around heritage places.
● Number of projects implemented to enhance the resilience of heritage landscapes to
different threats.
● Number of initiatives aimed at engaging local communities in preserving cultural heritage.
● Number of projects documenting and preserving oral histories related to cultural heritage.
● Number of educational programs focusing on the cultural history and significance of heritage places.
● Number of stakeholders (government, NGOs, local communities) actively involved in
heritage protection initiatives.
● Number of collaborative projects between different stakeholders aimed at protecting cultural heritage.
● Implementation and usage rate of feedback mechanisms for public and stakeholder input on heritage conservation efforts.
● Number of stakeholders (government, NGOs, local communities) actively involved in
heritage protection initiatives.
● Number of collaborative projects between different stakeholders aimed at protecting cultural heritage.
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