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{involves integrating them into the natural life cycle, where restorative interventions bring
i about necessary changes. Restorative interventions meet challenges in the conservation
of monuments, given concerns about their impact on the monument’s survival, as well as
i the conservation of authenticity and heritage values. Consequently, restorers often tackle
i with difficulties in determining suitable restoration methods and techniques. Therefore,
{it seems that restorers need components to facilitate the evaluation and selection of
gappropriate restoration methods and techniques and reduce the problems they face.
i The best framework for attaining these components lies in the principles and guidelines
ioutlined in international conservation documents, which have emerged from expert
meetings in this field over the past decades. Unfortunately, these resources appear to be
§rather disregarded and overlooked, particularly beyond mere theoretical discussions. For
i this reason, and considering the importance of the subject, achieving the components
i of evaluation and choosing the appropriate method of restorative interventions in the
{architectural heritage based on the content of the international conservation documents
has been chosen as the main goal of the research.

ETHODS: The research is considered an applied research since it aims to facilitate
H the application of theoretical foundations and the development of a conceptual
'gframework related to restorative interventions in architectural heritage. Also, the research
i has a qualitative approach and benefits from the inductive strategy. The path of conducting
i research is determined by collecting partial data to achieve a general goal. In this regard,
éthe necessary data for the research has been gathered through the bibliographic research
imethod, and the analysis of the information involves content analysis, utilizing MAXQDA
isoftware. In other words, within the realm of international conservation documents,
ithe ones specifically addressing the conservation of architectural heritage were initially
i selected. Subsequently, the content of these documents was examined, focusing on the
%methods employed for conservation and restoration in architectural heritage. Finally,
i pertinent provisions were systematically coded using content analysis software. After
irefining and categorizing the extracted codes, the components and sub-components
irelated to the appropriate interventions in the restoration of architectural heritage in
different collections were introduced.

INDINGS: The research outcomes encompass 39 components distributed across four
{0 groups: evaluation components for intervention goals with a focus on conserving
i heritage values, preserving originality and cultural significance of the site; evaluation
i components for logic, appropriateness, and the process of action; evaluation components
i for the level and type of intervention, particularly emphasizing reversibility and minimal
[
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: intervention; and components for the final assessment of the chosen intervention.

ONCLUSION: In establishing the objective of a restorative intervention in this domain,
: the goal may take diverse forms, such as preserving authenticity, maintaining quality
iand integrity in the work’s values, safeguarding the cultural significance of the site,
i ensuring overall integrity and stability, and meeting public needs or advancing knowledge.
§However, in line with continuing recommendations from the examined documents, an
effective restorative intervention prioritizes the conservation of heritage values and tries to
{ maintain maximum authenticity in architectural heritage. Therefore, choosing other goals,
i especially with economic motives, can divert the intervention from its desired direction
i and dimensions. In the context of the logic of intervention, the presence of convincing
%evidence of technical and financial justification and the possibility of any profit or loss
i resulting from the intervention seems necessary. The intervention should be in proportion
to the status quo and the text and context of the work, the available facilities, the limits
i of the restorer’s competence, the level of risk threatening the work, and management
i policies. In terms of the process, the intervention should be based on detailed previous
planning and have a multifaceted approach. Also, a balanced and unbiased attitude
i towards different parts of the work is recommended. Relying on theoretical foundations
i and incorporating a risk reduction process are additional facets within this domain. Finally,
i the intervention needs a cyclic process for the possibility of correction and recovery. In
evaluating the required level of intervention, components such as the level of the cultural
i significance of the place, reversibility, minimal intervention, the existing condition of
§the work, the level of usable facilities, the value level of the work, and its use will be
 effective. It is important to emphasize that priority will be given to traditional techniques,
%favoring indigenous methods and the perpetuation of traditional approaches. Modern
i techniques should only be employed in restoration interventions when the inadequacy of
traditional methods has been established and additional criteria, such as the presence of
i technical and scientific support, similar experiences in less critical structures, conservation
gand environmental benefits, sustainable material supply, and energy efficiency, can be
i met by these modern techniques. Finally, the ultimate assessment of the intervention
i involves evaluating the sensitivity and finesse of the measures taken, the existing capacity
§for implementation, maintenance, and future control, the level of knowledge available
%for the action, the extent of its impact on the elements and components of the effect,
%and its influence on the cultural significance. Additionally, a reassessment is conducted
considering the long-term economic, social, cultural, and environmental consequences of
i the intervention.

{ HIGHLIGHTS:

- Establishing a proper connection between opinion and action with the aim of improving
i the quality and efficiency of restorative interventions in the conservation of architectural
i heritage through the development of a conceptual framework and providing components
 for evaluation and selection of intervention solutions has been the focus of research.

- 24 international documents in the field of conservation were examined, focusing on the
i restorative interventions in the conservation of architectural heritage.

i- It is possible to improve the quality of architectural heritage restorative interventions
i through the appropriate selection of intervention goals, applying the logic and process of
action in this direction and ensuring more of its final consequences in various fields.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS:
i This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public,
commercial, or not-forprofit sectors.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST:
The authors declared no conflicts of interest.

COPYRIGHTS
Copyright for this article is retained by the author(s), with publication rights granted to the Journal of Iranian @ @

Architecture & Urbanism (JIAU). This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution (CC BY 4.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, as long as the
original authors and source are cited. No permission is required from the authors or the publishers.
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0

HOW TO CITE THIS ARTICLE
Zatakram, V.; Zamanifard, A., (2023).Achieving the components of evaluation and selection for the best method of intervention in the resto-
ration of architectural heritage based on international conservation guidelines. Journal of Iranian Architecture & Urbanism., 14(2): 95-115.

d https://dx.doi.org/10.30475/isau.2023.316523.1811
https://www.isau.ir/article_185120.html



https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1FoY Loy g 3l A0-110 Olxdo .Y o,lols NF 0590 .l ol (53Lw joed g (5 lomo (ole @y plid

Ol 6 3lw yoeis 9 (5 lore (ke & il
(JIAU)

https://www.isau.ir/

;M' 95— ;o.l.c e

Goloxe Slpo )0 (Joyo dldlao owlbio gy (35 9 (2b))l sadlge 4 (olotws

*eblis Jodl s sbowl g (S

T oyb gl e ey SIeld wasg

I )i ol sy 5 il oSl o S U laiily 5 boliy olom] 5 oo 05, o5 b sl 5 bl olm] 5 Caspo 555D (oameails )
e I s Sl sy 5 il ol o U loiSly g ol olom] 5 Can o 05,7 o il T

ouS>

Ao wlazice

cblas auls wes ol cle (o gt slo o))l 052 ala wlg 4y S Fu )l slaly B
N SRYRLVA ¢

5 omaeb Sl bl 5l 8 a5l Bl it s T sla s 4y Ll g
olare Slye Ly alaly )0 maly jool adoz 5l Lol joe Jopshai 5| ol gla S5 b
oo e 3k 5l o 5o (Sl Jlasl 5 51 (S0 (rebo 0y 4 99,5 L a5
2 Lol G gl 95250 Slacula s ay (e pe OIS 0,0y o0 50
=t L Lagas o] (s slasyyl s cdlol i (o izen g 5l Sl pglas
e 0= g Loy, wlswil ey o las)ls—bs Jlas | ()5 w0 a5 alazlse
St (mleadlie a5l S e e 48 a0 b A 5,00 o lei oo ol
S92 S9) t DMdre (ol g conlin (e pe 98 9 Loy, S g (bl Jetd
3 Jo—el i mlaadlie [y iz d Gliwd Sz i (p Flie s a el ol s
—aass sl 2505 J—ols o blas et sbiwl o JB jo 55 >50 sLadgain,
(E5=b90 Lol an azrgi Ly g S (il )l 038 slsans )3 055> ol Glwlis IS
S)lone Slie 53 (oo ye ke cilio (Bg) 5 9 ()l slaadlie 4 ol
o 00035 s gy (Lol e i an S bilis Ml Sl Syt o (s
3,90 slwosls 5, g0 09w lyaiwl ol 5l s coul a8 0, Sus, sl iash ol
(laslbuls” Slalllae lacSiuss 5l (G lomie 4 (gl ) sl ool ol Uy 5am 5L
oolitsl 5 glaie )55 ey = LMl Jloigan s (o SisSr 5 00 (5 500,5
e 52 4he TR Jold Gioagly 5l ool gl ool 48 dy &j9-0 Maxqda 55l 5 5
clol i o Slye sla byl i oy aST L alslos Gocs 3,1 slaailze 05,5
lmailgo oladl a8 g ol o gbate ) slnailie (Ss Kin b Cepanl 5 5|
loailse (rpizmen 5 aldlie JBlax 5 6 p S ohug 4 Al g9 5wl o

el a0 8 Al icsiine adslae (Sl b))l

5 8 bome lyne iz 55 iaye EMUe TS 5 canieS (551 By Jac 5 5155 e cmlin Jil (55
Sl 039y gy az gl 90 ( MEhae slajlSal; (2035 5 (b))l slaadlie alil g cosdo s lr a3 )b
3590 Solose Sl sl CBliz 5 (e pe NS (KisSar Sy jgmme Ly S bliz 05> (ALollin 2 VE -
) d 5

1 pladl AT g glate Barks LS los Bus ceaslio L b 5l 6 lame Slys oo SIhe C S oL

EVFenvvy

AR STRNL

Jls)l &6
&555k )b

Sl )b

EVRYN e T Lel

il iy Sl il glodien; 5o o] ales slaaaly 31 st lisabl o bl ol

oS o 53lg

Golese Slye
&oloxe cbla>
o po alSlas
oy giie el
b slaly Cuye

sloaog

Slwl o e (5 lane Sl pro jo e e a Sl u_..,L.A 09y oS g =byl sleaddse an olows (VFY) e 0,8 Sy g oy o, STIS
AVO-0 (Y Y ‘Q/),;/L;)'Lw)e,\;ijdjl_au‘rolc 4 i o bla> ‘FLLQJ'W

€=l g )lane &l (slojlw Cn o NS N0e §0 ol mwidige? lomie L s odicun g (6 =50 A, 5l azs )3 ) adlie ol %
el plasl Jlo 5o ol e o8 zils )0 pgo odiunn s (cmloanly 4 a5 0 il o

< ANYEYYADQY :als

zamanifard@art.ac.ir :Ssg 2SI oy




oe O o 33 M0 0 Ao o gy T 9 S| A0 4 Sliwwd

-1 Slxio /¥ 0 e - 1F 0,399 . 1FoY csbio g s

g -
3

u_§l.,.a5 05> ) leaasio (6 S8 dilgiiy o 4
Sl s b Kl L alal,) o Lealy o, 1a
5o mles Layl 50,6 slaly jo bl oM Sl
sloals 5l ecbla> o T8 o t5|=\_l:’>Lx.i. 43S o a8y
e g 0aiiS e i il a Sl 6l B
b e el aalb s bl Glaal Syelm yo
mose ml 50 0g2ge oL Glasgz )l (85
£y saslo o a sl Gl Ls s, 1, >y iuis
L = o Sloaladl SIS i li8h ol oals 53
6y Jyol 4y a_>55 ey «ICOMOS, 1983: 2)
sdjLoM u‘)_..a 0)3_‘> )o (5—"")"’ u)l_‘>|d.a l_| .Ia_..u).a
30 03 uS dgdxe g 0duS by, e Jle le e a4y
3 ez yhe (o, dal sl 8 g Can] o8 e
9 oS e k5)'L.,.»c>l§T 5 cblas oy sl
bwgi (e cnlio gLty (oRe S50 S
LS)—i:u;lS G L oy comen o Lo 28L5 —y
035> ;0 Jmas 5,3 e cwlin Jlail pae cely
Ao ol sla S ool g lome &l el o bla>
e ;0 (ol il g Slslel 3529 4 (e o0
Lo re 9 9 Laby, oLl y (bl (SIS
pac a>gin s Alle ol 51 isu 0,5 o)Ll S
i)l 85z bl o w5 (leailie 552
bl Ml sbul s 5l asiles co as il
Olyie o )i o eyl 5l 0,5 gl Sl
Slaize Jodow 5oyl 1L ol aal 595 Lol Bua
sli—uly o mleadlge ay o blas Moy sl
oy OMSae cmslin (o9, 35 9 (=)l e
tae ploxnil 0jg > (il (cogeie 92l dng g
ao oS de ol gletza 10 05290 slo fumuily 4

G’ s byl cleadie Ly alal, o

J—B =05 sloiogh (—bla> O _Slas
M (6 b5 dmle a0 Ll cwl onal o
>y dslol o a S a4 8 F sl (6,55 i
2 S e B oyl 0,5 e Loyl o Seae
Cans 558 L2l 5 G a5 39 o )Ll 0l Toyl
CrOCi,) o—teo u‘J.._Ia.iwLo ‘5_’5).3 sdé)'{._.:ao w_i' 9

dodlo

Lapl sy 5 (5l bl j oS> Ll
949 ;=1 S el la S L Cud o
PSS ized g Sl g (el Sl bl Ly
Sl a sl g b co J—ol> sy Job o 1 ae
6_;~l?¢j Sl ed o St Lol Lalo
3 esite b (oo ol il aSeS pl 4 S
S8 g dnal> 13 09290 Se—re 5 50l sl )]
Lot o=l JLisil g e g s 99> L Lo e
Lol (ml a azrgi ol ;- liioo ooyl (la s 4y
A e et l sl o Lol 5l e bla>
Sl 5l e Blas )0l 5l ol oo Sl plbcl>
Lapae o5 slaly ae Lok Gaa L 5 ans
i o I Slae By Bloladl 55 ol =l L
NSV SN P P N
Ay, 0 oied Jb e a5 U U1 e blas
7 s JLael 5 ALl ol 51 5 ni
= L e gkl 4 o il e a S il Lo
(Staniforth, 2010: 52) «s5,5 Loyl o jloaias
5 oSt ple (b 9y phidl 4 (ol
=9 9 9230 JrB et gr s 1) U e 55
alzloe PIasl jlws i co Slaads uig) ol o cdo
o 4 (Parsaei, 2017: 15) 545 o ooliiwl ] 51,
G 5L aipan e o oblix) oS Shs JLs
yokaie o Ll i d>lee S 3 e 550 ol
S92y ol Ly g g (il dzrge LT 5 e Lli>
Lzt ol g Lo puliio 1o LSl Loty e blis
5 oilyd He o8 Ll b amg Ly as el
R PRI S ST I I N S D N ) [ SOy 0
Feilden,) ss—is o (ymmss ) )5S0 50 Jaisgs o olme
2003: 8

Lsuéjfw 50 ol il 59, ‘Lr’.?)ls slals L
5 bl o Blse el u iy o o)l Sl
Sz =3I 00,5 abs e Lo b)) s S 9o
Jsize Loy, el Sl o dLodiogi 0929
L clite &l pond plomil (6l 5 g Jow g
Cro-) «aul (552 5 wotlae (6 ol ()b e
o= 5l oo v (€1 & Yeomans, 2003: 229
sloaly e bla> ja B gwold aclsd § Ladioss
Jo0ad 7 yhae slasgein, g cemln 3 ,b 5l 5 )b
KY S I LJB_‘D J_'lﬁ 09> u_>‘ ‘;LLQ-”L).A.I bl
O P b )‘| &“’“\—:S-? W bla> 0)9—> ru“"‘”u*’
5o 4.._...:) u_ul ul_.w 6&0)51;‘;\_.»0 9 ul_;).lcu
slac 2 P o a S e wl Lz gloyyiS
bog—ilgsS  dojeiie (Ml Sl sl
Sl il jglate 4y c g Ladgein, do fosdl s o
Ol 03 s b g (S izmen 5 Sl 2

0"

LI BRaN |

c

];. 3

(S -

[y

[ 1]
b

I’

23

I

\o
(73




99

1

9

ay
) J
q

N
2 9

&)

s

0110 Slxio /¥ o 5bows . \F 0598 . 1FY (lunoy g Wl

3 Plo o 1 S1SNS g

‘r.a).o u){_?"d.a ).b @La.o 9 Q‘H s_Al_'>v.u‘ Q)H )\)
o (Turk & et al., 2018) Ko g S )55 35
055> olaaiie o Lta 5k 5 LS alesges
A S A led et 1) e Hlore 00 (2 3 &l s
“ru:),o.u.h) 5Ql_>l.~o.b d_...c}f ‘J)JJ.Q.C au_.o.aé 5‘r~o.i‘
Sazme Gl (=) 5 (e 3B w0, IS 98
(Turk & etal., 2018) ol J—ol>

 adsloe slojbre 5 Js—ol QI3 o0 =5 (08
Gy am a2y Lo g (Sle TS Lo BLS)I o
DS 97 b sliul g Slas (Ml
059 i «(Abbasi Harofteh, 2013) 8,0 —wls
Ml Jgol szl an lpasl asl> aeuw o U
9 3l alBlos caw valyg S blas
Pl la gy 9 Lo Sy oo Sy, o) ¢ Jo—ol
slwo,g0 Jobo jo 1, 31 ol o bl oM Sl
ORI XU U I S S P e Y S L

NN N YU SV S
gl (s 09—y (NS lnjline 5 Loadlse
v g Loaaliogn ! Lo mogh wobwl Jolb saSs
Tolou Del & Ka-) 5,5 LS 5 Jogodb .ol
dcgaze ) 90,0 |, leadlse (mali Tabrizi, 2020
S5 aslesls alyl  slixe e blas 5 oS o bla>
b bz g (Haw am alen 3k
Gos Dbl o (e Ol (6)lene S
o) e il S (i Lo i)
5 SN auy (Ornelas & et al., 2016) )|, 4
olaS sae Jdo an Su b slaly o alslos sl
2y Sl ladalim! olall g, 551wt 4
gHlas 5 s)lons oniilw pls sla Sy L atal,
e lxe Lo aSlosgad (W5 g 00, 5 o il Sl
Sbli> a5, S (ol by S bl o )
SBlas DSl 5,k 51 (6 lexs &l s (6,55 o>
Do ol anles adlyl asS e endd ol Ll
P sloaali ol g ool wl o dobga jo0 4
Dl S g sl (g3lwsb cacblas an by e
Ll L) (i byl 585 s )0 (e
e Al Kip 30, g, slile 4 S (Jlsip g
)b 0,50y, S i Sl o g Sl Ao
5 S ()bene) (Sl slats)) ol |,
5 (g8 Ll 5 ) (28 Sl (s
iy (ST Ll 5 Lagle) elazl 5,5
Raoufi & Khaje-) j5azls> 5 853, cml 035
5 5 sleadlye ) 4 s (hpour, 2021
T et 9,509, L 45 (ool s mdysleel
aslansls y caig s o plosl blas O Sow e
Ml (a5 bl sl L aslosges sloaing 4
Az g Gl i e 60—, 5l GleT e (2 bla>
lBan Jyol o gl 51 (5 )i od ol
St s ol S L) bl
0j5> oml 6 (Sl 4SS L (a3l JSlae

ol o s el et oyl blas M Slae i3S
Iy =l (gD Vo oV (o Ld Lol g o5 LSl
o=l 30 0 ae lalosgize § Jo—ol Ly a o) (o
30,5 a3l Tec blas = ol e Ly OISl
pas g Lo wanl o Il oM slae gl o Loyl
A OB lae (050 Sgasme ( Su U dwlel jo 4 us
g 51T K LSS A a L3 o ol ol 559,00 Sl
89— gl g Loy (ooled (09—0d dlins (riznen
NS BN Jo—ol (s 5 slol lgie an oolai il

(Feilden, 2003: 6) ¢l 0d5oi 0 ST oy

Lo oS aalol jo 5 S50 o], 5 aghs
Gl slais Ly 5 enlio gly Sl Ly LLS | o
e R e
Nz L ataly 5o gloe ol 5o aslon £9-dge
O cwlio (i 59,y 5 slojlow oy ISl
(D Ayala & Forsyth, 2007) ¢ow,s8 4 YT go
ke (elid by, 9 090> LS aSoged (S
Srge Py e timled et i ]y o blis
90 (bl ;o 1) lojlaw cblas> M Slae 8,5 o
= Cdlol g el laie ol 5 Losal) popae
Mehdiza-) )|, 5zl 0olj 0o asms 7 i
S by, S« (deh Saradj & et al., 2017
s (8 lamn Bl o > (o iaasi DAL Sl
Ol 3 Sl ol Lo )lae 45 0 Sogal
(g )lars Bl Sl g 351 Eiglo; ) s ol
B> gl by, g pdye—al 5 bl L)
Slojd cnlem jolate 4y (ASulasl 5 (6,005
e sl e Bl LS g ai s o bian s
Gl oy > o8 —bla> S Sl o )
39 g0 0wz ol L Lps NSl a5 o led oo
zlswl ay (Parsaei, 2017) Slw,l 4S5 sba
N8 g g ISl Ay bl
il w0 G5l sadlye wll 1 T LS|
el a Sl b slaly &loj,

Sialo U (e s (o laasiio as g5

oy elie Glao gl s o lgi co i b e
S Jols bl O Sl sl 4
Loy 03 Sy ool Sl 5l 48,5 48
5l =295 Ly a>las 3 ,b ;| (Rahimnia, 2016)
e delse g Laaies ol > Coma (og o
Syedisopn |y )lons 5l g9 ol o adS e Joe
Gkl 535 any pl, sl lase (goctaly Jols as
5 O g (i Jymol onl (6l polas g yel L
45T en Ly LS| 5 el 6,lonly sl st
Correia & Walliman,) ;,oJlg g L 65 5 ,loxs 3
e 50 09 ge Lol am azr g (ad i 2014
a gyl oy i glaly bl oS S
Atz s alosl cgr il e pmyge

D18 (6 75 e Sl 4 S



oe O o 33 M0 0 Ao o gy T 9 S| A0 4 Sliwwd

-1 Slxio /¥ 0 e - 1F 0,399 . 1FoY csbio g s

Seel 2l g (6 S el 50 ol Bl 4595 0 g 03, S
Lo cdlol da o)l 5l (ol L (isn ol S5 56S
alsloe conl 00, 8 Sl S s, cews 5l L
s S blis 3 00y el )] 5 Jols gl
g adilie Lo glie o |y coilis coosie o], Sie

Oly—e a0 bl Gl 5 wliiaisS o]zl
(St Ay alslos 1)_..9 GLH.A)_> QA_L.B diged
il B 3l 68 iy o Sde o S blis> il
> o yo o iuplSotinl 09290 29 i
5 (Fielden, 2003: 8-9) s3ls, oo (g5l—wjb g adoisls
Liws g0 am |y S bBlis bl (e 1 i el
(olaree e bilim 5 it e o biliz) (g 0a S5 g Lo i

Vinas, 2012:) el 60505 pudl Ceopo puiad g
.25

A g>lge aa wlg 4y 5ol slaly S e Ll

aipe) )3 =g slaldll 5 bie bl Lo
L et j5bo g 45 Sin s B, o Ll
Lacusgame Lo o)loen il lad o (Sl g p
g 5 g5 ol Lo abal) o olag)ly—20 4
Laly ol 4 s 950 obilis il aladl g a Ll
el g Lo )ls o)l Liicalo g0l 5ol ooy
2 Lapl s, S Siska 5§ ], il o, L
am ol ;S ye a5 aslosged a4
4SS ,o» 4 S Cel ddies o ld uo b a oy L&ao]
asb cn8 b o (@D ol golppin a3 las
(7 D=5 Cydgame szl oo O3l gl (0)
3 Sg—ge dalyd plal d (Gum (o s OIS
Sg2g0 zdlas l lade ,iSlas (0) wg—is aile |, I
Sl Sog38l a5l & yg0 10 (o) ol i,
Lol caily Stalon oo g o, ccadly o 55, , L
039 dzgi JoB ;a8 0l (ol mllas 4 cus
Sy )5 (9) il (olwlid JHB Jlo e p0
I e 4y &S (5,5 e Ly ;S eblis by
Feilden,) «sg& plosil el am 26l b soms [bjeel
ol |y g cblis sl by clsl (2003 6
=blez 5 alsloe J8las 51 Cliie an ol pae
2l so Jmmol slo i L 5oles 3 )b 5l al3las
s (Aminpour & Abbasi Harofteh, 2011: 72)
5 S NS p il JBlas ol e by
ooly JI, 3 laiae adal, ol oy Slecabasasg
a5 Sl diine 35 29,5 (Vinas, 2009: 49) ¢l
Ly shabons hts3S j5late 4y (saslyi iy e
== r =z S iis o d el Sle s wlaladl L
el e a sl LB 0g g ol Lo Ladgein,
5 el Sl ahale (b)) (ol 7 b ey
slaco e 380 (iles (Sl pladl 8o (g bl
052 Syl (ol g dnu sladyg, ool sleiiny
P dm e Gl e Saled 0 piyeiS
€l dbolas! ol 5l eolawl as Sl wloyly o
Gloazmls o =5 4w (Croci, 1998: 88)
758 Gt Sl e oy 5 eS L g 095 slesal,

Van Roy &) ;-Jbiyg 5 g i cs9,09 =10
G e Gleie Com  iagh o 3o (etal, 2015
Sloslan 2o, sbgleislw ;o Ol cas
JBlax asile (Hgol g atdls 05y 4y imgh
Wy g0 0, Slae (6,550 s pdc i8Sl
31 o5y azr g e (i 8 Coal

S ) ge—dee o GleSiee S0 S b
ol po—tie S Lo bLS )l ol Laadlse g oo
sl Slad ols Jl 8 a_allae 5,50 cbla> 059> ,o
5| (Fadaeinezhad & Eshrati, 2015) 5, e o
S Og—ileS g bl 51y 5 (Sleil G-k
Ce—wd (o= O ul)_LuvoLo L;Laolf\.\.io 9 u>—u‘°J‘u*’
Sl g 0929 (mad 9 Sl (e 4y 3L
|, bl adlie miy cles 45 g ailongs cllol Lol
S 55 oo ST cllol pygie el i3l ol
Ssr g g—abeli g gele A 90 D50
WSS (oo (e et g pola LS

Wijesuriya & et) ), g b 5wy fg—oxo jo
3,505, 90 3| slaans ;o 45 suiies «(al., 2013
5 eble> L’ abal) )3 B)lrie g H9me b))l (S
i 5 ke B laie 0,509, 0 0l 04 g Bl o
Jloel (Bl 35290 @by om0 bl
Lol to b o ol | S Shote 51 ogliie s
=5l g se—tie 5l St 9o 85 0 S0, 50
s5rse Ll (o) s picie lSe K sl
LI .(Wijesuriya & et al., 2013: 24-25) s ,ls coz )|
M Slae ou S sgume sloadalie 50,55y, 50 o,
Sbli> 055> )0 e ol Gl i cle L
e yoio g olwl a5 sil?oi 3 dwd A gl 35
S TP O X AU TR}
) 9mad gy By il e i 055>
5 29—Se gmlio ;Ko sla jiagh dlal o L
Ce)lr drwgi 9 JeoSS 4 ol ol (o) Lo
oo OIS Ne i g (b))l Ak 50 (st
V Jsoz 0 o5l o g lase &l o 5l blas o

Aoy Ly b e slagiagh o S 5l sloads
el oo Sl imgh

5 Gl

= s Intervention 3V so3ly Jolro al5loe
9 0= cdlBs lase an g« 2 juas jl e
(Moein, 1981: 1498) «cul 5,15 )0 o J—3Is
g0 3l el s Lol an (g0l ;2 0 a Ll
ol y o cdlzo Jloel line 4 i cblas 0 alzlos
3 St o 4 laseS an cul Sl s i b
Amin-) €0y co ynd a3 loe L o)l Cniy
alslee (pour & Abbasi Harofteh,2011: 71
Sddns o8 Gk 5l Sl polas i w0
39 Gk 5l 3 e 2l L 2grge S0
s I oo g0l 31og b ol o el fal
L ol i 5 5 b sl ol asll o ol

0"

LI BRaN |

c

];. 3

(S -

[y

[ 1]
b

I’

23

I

\o
(73




2
an

1

9

}
) J
q

o)

9

)

s

0110 Slxio /¥ o 5bows . \F 0598 . 1FY (lunoy g Wl

3 Plo o 1 S1SNS g

Table 1. Some similar studies in the field of research background

Row Reference The purpose of the research Related achievements
1 Feilden, 2003 Explaining the principles and Introducing the ethical principles of conservation:
guidelines of architectural reversibility of interventions, not creating restrictions for
conservation future interventions, preserving historical evidence,
limiting interventions to the minimum necessary,
respecting the integrity of the work and also documenting
all methods and materials

2 D Ayala & Forsyth, Investigation of the limits and Expressing the existing attitude about interventions of

2007 methodology of conservation structural conservation based on the two concepts of
engineering safety and authenticity

3 Abbasi harofteh, 2013 Essaying the principles of Knowing the principles, procedures, approaches,

conservative interventions based on characteristics and methods of the system of conservative
the evidence of the intervention interventions in Isfahan Grand Mosque during different
tradition in Isfahan Jame Mosque historical periods

4 Wijesuriya & et al, Statement of guiding principles of the Emphasis on paying attention to the prominent global

2013 Executive Convention of World value in interventions, defining two conventional
Heritage approaches based on the impact of interventions on the
status quo and the value-oriented approach based on the
impact of interventions on the significance of place

5 Correia & Walliman, Defining criteria for interventions in Defining an interventional methodology in the adobe

2014 the conservation of adobe heritage heritage and also developing criteria to carry out these
interventions

6 Fadaeinezhad & Analyzing the components of Introducing five main components to recognize the

Eshrati, 2015 recognizing authenticity in the concept of authenticity in the form of two tangible and
conservation of cultural heritage intangible aspects and three dimensions of stability,
continuity and change

7 Van Roy & et al, 2015 Getting to know the quality Attention to principles such as minimum intervention,

management of interventions in reversibility, compatibility, existing function, cultural
historical buildings significance of the place, as well as the necessity of four
steps of study, diagnosis, treatment and control

8 Ornelas & et al, 2016 Introducing the criteria for Providing some categories and criteria including heritage

intervention in cultural heritage based  values (architectural, structural and decorative), technical
on national and local codes in 3 requirements (safety and living conditions) and social
European countries attitude (needs and expectations of residents)

9 Rahimnia, 2016 Understanding the ruling system, Fields and factors affecting the intervention: the ability of
basics and criteria of conservative the architect, respect for the past, adaptation to today,
interventions in Khorasan earthen continuity for the future, visionary and ethical principles

architecture and sustainability standards

10 Mehdizadeh Saradj & et Explaining a method for The main criteria for decision-making: seismic risk, value

al, 2017 reinforcement interventions in and significance of architectural heritage, assessment of
architectural heritage conditions and vulnerability, conservation and
strengthening methods for seismic support, as well as
conservation philosophy and ethics

11 Parsaei, 2017 Introducing methodology based on Extracting solutions in the field of restoration

value criteria in building seismic interventions and how it is related to the value component
optimization in the process of seismic optimization of historical
buildings

12 Turk & et al, 2018 Clarification of the selection criteria Introducing the criteria of reversibility, minimum

for materials and restorative materials intervention, health and safety, price, performance, peer
needed in the conservation of cultural recommendation, access, application techniques,
heritage environmental impact and (rate of) retreatment.

13 Tolou Del & Kamali Sustainable conservation model of Providing components in two subsets of physical

Tabrizi, 2020 Iran's architectural heritage based on conservation and semantic conservation
research literature

14 Raoufi & Khajehpour, Investigating the influencing factors Providing a strategy based on the level of attention to the

2021 on the reliability of evaluations related
to the approach of determining the

scientific level of interventions

principle of collaborative understanding of the work,
referring to the five principles of conservation (integrity,
authenticity, legibility, reversibility and minimum
intervention).
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Table 2. Conservation documents available in the research target community and related provisions

Some of the most important related provisions and concepts

ePutting value on artistic and not just historical evidence (conserving artistic and

o Architectural values must be conserved (conservation of architectural values)

oThe intervention conserves and does not distort historical evidence (conservation of

e The intervention must be based on a previously calculated plan (previous planning).
o The intervention should not disturb the original appearance of the building (conserving

eThe intervention should not disturb the original style and function of the building
(conserving the original style and function).

e The intervention should not adversely affect the decorations of the building and cause
their destruction or separation (conservation of decorations).

eNew techniques should be used for the conservation and durability of the building if it
is proven that the previous techniques are inappropriate (proof of the ineffectiveness of

o The intervention must respect the extension operations of different eras (maintenance of
extensions/maintenance of authenticity).

eThe replacement components of the lost parts must be in complete harmony with the
building and on the other hand, it can be distinguished from the original parts
(compatibility/ conservation of authenticity).

eInterventions must be accompanied by detailed documents, analytical and explanatory
reports, as well as complete and illustrative photos and maps (documented justification).

eIntegrated conservation using sensitive and delicate restoration techniques (sensitivity
and delicacy of intervention techniques)

e The specialized techniques that were created for the restoration of important historical

Row Document Reference
1 The Athens ICOMOS, 1931
Charter historical values)
2 The Venice ICOMOS, 1964
Charter historical values).
the original appearance).
the past techniques).
3 European CoE, 1975
Charter of the
Architectural
Heritage

collections should be applied to a range of buildings and collections with less artistic
value (similar experiences exist).

eNew materials and techniques should be used only after the approval of independent
scientific institutions (scientific support).
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Table 2. Conservation documents available in the research target community and related provisions

Row Document Reference Some of the most important related provisions and concepts
4 The Declaration ~ ICOMOS, 1982 eThe need to conserve the original content of the building or the historical identity
of Dresden (conserving authenticity/conserving historical values)

eThe type and scope of restoration depends on the importance and personality of the
work, the degree of destruction and its cultural and political function (type and level of
intervention: the importance of the place/the extent of damage to the status quo/cultural
and political function).

5 Tlaxcala ICOMOS, 1982 eIt is necessary to use local materials and local traditional construction techniques in
Declaration order to conserve small settlements (continuation of traditional techniques).
6 Declaration of ICOMOS, 1983  elncreasing the efficiency of restoration measures with an effective connection between
Rome the theory and the practice of restoration (theoretical regularity)
7 The Appleton ICOMOS, 1983 e The appropriate level of interventions should be selected by carefully considering the
Charter following: cultural significance, conditions and integrity, values, appropriate use of
physical, social and economic resources (the level of intervention and its effective
components).

eInterventions should deal with parts and details in the same way as they deal with the
whole heritage (balanced approach).

e Volumes, materials and surfaces that are needed to meet new requirements and uses
should respect and strengthen the original spirit of the place while considering
contemporary ideas and goals (conserving the original spirit).

eMaterials and techniques must respect traditional procedures and methods, unless the
alternative and modern ones have a solid scientific basis and are supported by an
experienced and expert group, and a significant and advantages can be identified for it.
(modern technologies: protective advantage/technical and scientific support).

o The use of reversible processes is always preferred (reversibility).

eConstructional and technological integrity must be observed (maintaining integrity:
constructional/technological).

8 The New AIC & APTI, e Appropriate conservation should reflect known conservation procedures including risk
Orleans Charter 1983 assessment before and after each intervention and the expectation of future intervention
(risk assessment/no restrictions on future interventions).

eThe most appropriate action in a conservation project is an action that achieves the
intended goal with minimum intervention in the historical structure (minimum
intervention).

e The proposed conservation solutions should be proportional to the ability to implement

] ) ~ and maintain them (implementation ability/maintenance ability).
9 The New ICOMOS, 1992 e The purpose of conservation intervention is to take care of places with cultural heritage
Zealand Charter value, structures, materials and their cultural meaning (the purpose of intervention:
conservation of heritage value, conservation of structures and materials, conservation of
cultural significance)

eConservation should include minimum intervention with continuous care (minimum

intervention).

99

10 Colombo ICOMOS, 1993  eConservation and interventions must be the responsibility of a qualified person (the
Principles limits of the restorer's competence).

11 Nara Document ICOMOS, 1996 e Authenticity is considered as a necessary selection factor related to values.
on Authenticity Understanding authenticity plays a fundamental role in all scientific studies of cultural
heritage, conservation and restoration programs (conservation of authenticity).

12 The Burra ICOMOS, 1996 eConservation of visual situations such as shape, scale, color, texture and materials in
Charter order to conserve the place (conserving the original image: shape, scale, color, texture
and materials).
eUnderstanding the cultural significance and cultural conditions of the place in the course
of interventions (conserving the cultural significance of the place)
eminimum physical change in the place provided that the constructional shape of the
place is not changed (minimum intervention: minimum physical change / no
constructional change)

O g (S 3 et gl § (S gl

s

13 The Sofia ICOMOS, 1996  eDocumenting heritage as a completely integrated part of conservation and research
Charter activities, as well as before, during and after any repair, change and any intervention
should be a priority (documentary justification).
14 Declaration of ICOMOS, 1998  eCreating a framework for intervention and respecting them (theoretical regularity)
Stockholm
15 Charter on the ICOMOS, 1999  eContemporary actions in vernacular buildings should respect their cultural values and
Built traditional character (conserving cultural value, conserving native character).
Vernacular eInterventions in native structures should respect and conserve the integrity of the work
Heritage in its place (conservation of integrity).

e Continuation of traditional construction techniques and skills related to it is necessary
for the manifestation, presentation of its image as well as repair and restoration of these
structures (continuation of native techniques and skills).
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Table 2. Conservation documents available in the research target community and related provisions

Row Document

Reference

Some of the most important related provisions and concepts

16 Principles for
the historic
Timber
Structure

ICOMOS, 1999

e The documentation must include the justification for the reasons on choosing materials
and methods in conservative measures (documentary justification).

o The main purpose of conservation is to preserve the historical authenticity and integrity
of the cultural heritage; Therefore every intervention should be done based on previous
studies and evaluations (authenticity conservation, integrity conservation, prior
planning).

e Any proposed intervention should prioritize the following: a) follow traditional methods
b) Be reversible, if it is technically possible or ¢) not limit the minimum conservative
measures in the future and the previous case do not judge. t) Do not prevent the
subsequent access to the evidence related to the structure (preferring local patterns,
reversibility: no restrictions on implementation and access to evidence/no prejudice).

17 The Zimbabwe
Charter

18 Conservation
Principles,

Policies and
Guidance

19 The New

Zealand Charter

ICOMOS, 2003

2008

ICOMOS, 2010

eIn order to achieve effectiveness cost and minimum impact on architectural heritage in
a logical way, it is usually necessary to repeat the steps of analysis, diagnosis, treatment
and control in a cycle (cyclic process).

eEvery intervention must be in accordance with the determined safety goals, so the
intervention must be limited to the minimum possible to ensure safety and durability
with the least damage to heritage values (safety assessment / minimum intervention /
durability / conservation of heritage value) .

eChoosing between traditional and innovative methods and giving preference to those
that are less invasive and are more compatible with heritage value and respect to safety
and durability needs (minimum encroachment, compatibility: heritage value/safety
requirements).

eThe difficulty in evaluating on the actual safety levels and possible benefits of
interventions may suggest an incremental approach, starting from the minimum level of
intervention, with the subsequent possible adoption of a series of supplementary or
corrective measures (minimum intervention/incremental approach).

eInterventions should be the results of integrated plans that give importance to different
aspects of architecture, structure, facilities and performance (multifaceted approach).

o Actions that are impossible to control during implementation are not allowed (possibility
of control).

eThe distinctive characteristics of the structure and its environment, in its primary and
original state, should not be lost (conserving the structure, environmental balance).

Historic England, VOEXperimentally, the long-term consequences of harmless (low-risk) proposals should be

evaluated, or the proposals should be designed in such a way that alternative solutions
in the future are not prejudiced and limited (long-term consequence assessment/no
prejudice/no limitation).

eIntervention in important places to increase the knowledge of the past, including the lack
of material in the visible values, should normally be acceptable (the goal of the
intervention: increasing knowledge).

eEnergy efficiency, provision of sustainable sources of materials and appropriate
environmental measures should guide all new works, but not to the extent of damaging
the heritage values of the place (energy efficiency, sustainable provision of materials,
environmental consequences, No damage to heritage values)

eChanges that damage the heritage values of an important place should be unacceptable
unless the changes are clearly necessary to stabilize the place or to meet an important
public goal or need (objective of the intervention: stability of the place/need public).

e The proposed intervention and its resulting measures should have a suitable fit with the
status quo, the context and fabric of the intervention (proportion of the intervention/
status quo/fabric/context).

eEvaluation of the impact of the intervention on the significance of the place and relative
to the components and elements that are affected during the intervention in the physic
of'the historical building; It is necessary (influence of the significance of place, influence
of physical elements and parts).

o The intervention should be minimal to ensure the conservation of tangible and intangible
values and the continuity of the integrated application of these values (minimum
intervention / conservation and continuity of the application of values).

e All aspects of conservation measures must be planned, directed, supervised and
implemented by people with appropriate training and experience related to the project
(limits of the competence of the restorer).

eThe amount of any intervention for conservation purposes should be guided by the
cultural heritage value of a place and its management policies (type and level of
intervention: heritage value, management policies).

20 The Burra
Charter

ICOMOS, 2013

oeThe degrees of cultural significance of the place may cause different levels of
conservative measures to be applied in the effect (intervention level/cultural significance
of the place).

eNew action such as additions or other changes in the place are acceptable when it
respects the cultural significance of the place and does not distort or damage it
(conserving the cultural significance of the place).

21 World Heritage
Management

UNESCO, 2013

o]t is necessary to evaluate the impact of the proposed interventions on all the features of
the world heritage (the impact of elements and components).

o To ensure that interventions are thoughtfully designed to protect the outstanding global
value and that other values are taken into account as far as they are compatible with its
conservation (conservation of outstanding values).
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Table 2. Conservation documents available in the research target community and related provisions

Some of the most important related provisions and concepts

o Structural measures include (adding) any physical structure in order to reduce or prevent
the possible effects of hazards, or the use of engineering techniques to achieve resistance
in structures or systems (risk assessment/resilience or durability).

ePay attention to cultural values (at least equal to economic values) when evaluating the
costs and examining the benefits of interventions (cultural value/economic value).

eInterventions should be considered as part of a risk reduction system (existence of risk

eProposals should be designed and planned based on the status quo of heritage, values
and with logical reasons (status quo).

eIn order to prioritize the technical aspects of the plan (proposal) regardless of its
financial issues, a dual system should be provided through which the technical and
financial aspects are presented and reviewed separately (technical justification/financial

eThe independent and final evaluation of the project must include the examination of
cultural, technical, social, economic and environmental consequences and its effects on
local communities (final evaluation: cultural, technical, social and economic and

eThe conservation specialist must act within the limits of personal competence and
training as well as available facilities (limits of competence, available facilities).

Row Document Reference
22 UNESCO UNESCO, 2015
Document
23 European EU & ICOMOS,
Quality 2019
Principles
reduction process).
justification).
environmental consequences).
24 Ethical AIC, 2019
Principles of
Conservation

eThe conservation specialist should try to act based on current knowledge in choosing

methods and materials (adequacy of knowledge).
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Fig. 1. Objective assessment components of restorative interventions in the conservation of architectural heritage

The Targets of intervention
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Fig. 2. The frequency of the possible targets of interventions based on the amount of repetition in the recommendations
and principles in the international conservation documents
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Fig. 3. Evaluation components of logic, appropriateness and restorative intervention process

L L) s cessgame ol «ICOMOS, 2003: 3)
slaJzol,a S a5 >l g b ol _iu»
€yl sl iy 955 coial po 1) 3Kl
e yo—iie a—Jl (Dury & et al., 2008: 58)
V\_:.o.b‘ l_u Ja_..s).n |) ‘_goLer._m.:.» J_>o|) (_g).s..bu_mf).’
S el o..\_o] S "} U_" Be) ..\_'L)Ga ulLA (ri..ﬁjﬁ
O (2 3 Canl ialS el as Sla»
90 9 09— )J\.\Ju_u.\f)J ..\_nl.u ‘(..\_').')fl.» L) ..\.;5_...4‘5‘0
1CO-) A9l o..\_'sb)fﬁ d_JB‘ el 4 ‘ajj_l Sy

.(MOS, 2013: 5

Sole—b0 caBlgo an yo i le Sl (o

il slalie 5 (o8ly (—mal ol (L5l 0
e glodal i g, S cul S ISl
b J8las 5l g, i Loy T aslial s, S, S
Slaladl 5l g pms S (o (Tl 3t L s las
ICOMOS,) o5 slgein 1) Mol Ly LSS
b oy ol oMl slae sl o uzen (2003: 3
adslae ol ply 0gd Olsil 5 ol gl Slacal
5 o—eos) L CS s dgaome (- Soe JBlas as oL |,

M‘ Ads Cnyo Al 9 63_3» ‘uj—'-l-'l d_uLu 9O 0990
3yShes 5 (comal) e 25 lie 3l 05y crai s
PRV JEVIPIE o7 Yt SLANSON- FRLSUR grusl S-S+ S S
chw) 8L g telw sl oyl il > LSS
=39 3 (DL amlio cwlivo 0,015 (531 3|
Jol 9o Lol (ICOMOS, 1983: 2) « golazdl g cloz]
adsloe J3lhe g s pigiS p S5 n 5 e Sl
3,90 0,50 Ol o § g9 Lol 4_;.‘,,0)’)%_,:.;
O a S ol 3 8 ol icols g sliwl o ST
S 9 Ao ;s (bl s Sy jedaie an s ul
oS -2 sl
ookl 5 e bay repda S, (!
J.J}_w@ oals Hﬁ o)|9_,o.a> ).:.\JCA_MS)J Lgl_ew...,l)s
Sl Gloo S sloan ;5 L5 aes o ojlalasS | >
L o0l gmim i OMSie Lol L oo | dx g
JUIR] FRUIIPE SOV NP SN FOEN IR UK P S P
J—5 g peaSilb S ulas ol .(1983:6-7
S vgame |y gaie S Slae wols alaladl o ils



oe O o 33 M0 0 Ao o gy T 9 S| A0 4 Sliwwd

0118 Olxio /¥ 0 lowis . 1F 0598 1P (sl g 3l

65w s (358 3 les p osde Jls o 4y
087 Sl 9 95290 8L Ly (69,5 mllas 5 (528
o=l 5o 7 et ile 5 g3, (5550 4
aiilea? 000 5 7 s LS Gl e Jawgy bLS )
A aS g8 g mdlas jl OISl colaiwl (s
PRV o] IUWCYNIE DA - P B W G I S
b aie S 3loai a8l 5L i Jlas ol
S350t D, ol e a1y ol 6)_._?5)_|4_>
i S8l 5 s ol (i (el 55,
colae o sas slo )5 aan ol aorec )
slo ol an il cowl ojloslan as Lal s
b s Lal (Dury & et al., 2008: 60) « IS Sl ,00
bwgs (e gllas g Lagtg) o) 5 L ) p3 4
=l —blas gllhe ils o a Sl e au
o=l e el ciw mllas g Lo g, 4o Cond a g
Ls‘)—’ w @La.og Ltbdz:j)» as OJ_;..);)SS S GEw)
= S Mg oo 00l o 7 8l S enl b o>
A daz>g b oyae mdlas g ed 5l oolaiwl byl
Caol pSon 0yl a8 e 0B bla> L5
(ICOMOS, 2013: 6) «x55— o0ls Lause 5 cwlio
alsloe gos g Lo a5 e gloadlie 5 p—lio
50 A S B i Sy ol 0 7 dae olbe Sl aS
REHIW PRI ) g

s s 25! sloadlzo

sleadio s M Slae ol (b, L bLs)l o
JUCTPIENNIT N YU SN g I VY PR B AU 0N
a il o ye s B e dlb g e wles el
= 5 anles (T mdlas g La g, clsesl o ool
o Sl L a o led e e asls bl
SreSskr lyrn s el sl Lo b 5l Lol
S el a5 L (ALC,, 2021) ol
IS 2l (Rlls 5 Gl gl ol ot o 5 ;5 0n e
aS5550 sebimes 5 (ol cmieS 5 (2l o)
siib a ol sa sl o 1) oM Sae s gl0a K5
51 (AIC & APTI: 1992: 2; ICOMOS, 2003: 4)
Boly e Loges (5 o &l o o alzln J@leoi

S 50 vz Sleladl g, S plail g s
KUK L SN LRIV DS STt RSOV ) [ O L WY
Golgi—ioy pladl ol 30 S jo cpr il g (6
3 S epl gl oiil e il 04 g (e el
O Cenl  alslae 5T b ads e ol
g =l an Cod 00l imren b 0 O jg,0 S
St oo, sl oS o alslae b aS 6,0l
A4S 0l d>g5 g Og elf]}_ﬁ.sg_sﬁf@)l)_éj_ﬁjb‘
S o oS Hobay a5 (g olie (Sle slat P
S e Ay S 3 olie A ol Wig o0
c—apo plo Bl a568 o sl ol 4 S Sl T 5ol

e 5y Lo 5] Ay sl (S L Telgs
S yiS 45395 2 2 8l5 0 (ICOMOS, 2003: 3) 54
sty il ol (S (e sla 35l 4 aS
Ol il a5 jlaly gl asmlan abias e
el o U T il 5 95 sgame csl (g9,
Dury & et al., 2008: 61; ICOMOS,) oL i als
e JJ‘J} 3 —=Mlae ggexe ;0 (2010: 3
3 ol el LS 50 aS g b oo LU (S
5 03g—as sloul |y oI5 a5 L 8las» p3Y algs
ICOMOS,) «at,lass oloml g il IS , i
Sloi)l am cosl (5 365 izpen 19961 7
Sy 3L gLy iS55l e
—be O Slaw 6|)_?| 9 ‘Hb.b 5 ‘rm.»ljsl 0,59,

D dale>

J—os jo Jol g0 (il cle; a5 g ad dmgi als

5 plyd Oloe logiSeiS 5 09— aslys Jly Lo

ol 5l aw cole ) doren g IS LS

Jloel L anless o, e jLlas | lap il e a5

LBl aleS 352 Sl e (59,0 =2l 95 =
09 9 plae g9

u_e‘.‘> er.m Lsud....ay = r S y9—0 sl B
Ls‘)—' Q)«.\_A ZE_IL»AAB 0‘3_‘1 0)_3)15» U_" )5_..».....0 )
50 SB0 Lol yam 0S8 (sloly an o as sl
Ll 00 4_...55) P 9S> LsLm)l).)‘ M)lf
Eo—090 (3l 7y je—iin ,o Ll (ICOMOS, 1931: 4)
9 cbliz (gl wmazr hlws 5 098 )5
3 s ‘ICOMOS, 1964: 2) ol sy 5 42535
)—A.AM ‘B‘o).._..wo‘ o as 65_’.> Ky l_a5)| LS‘)B—A—AJ U‘
LSLQM» FULY \)9_0_; o)L.i;l &5_.03.0 u_»‘ 4o 09_9.5
Glooy w8 b 0 asl o ol 5l ailoa i slool
By (5= o), Gylo lacgammae g o laislu
a5 — (CoE, 1975: 9) «aig—is Jloosl ()5S
B 0)_:)5)‘ uu_u C_ILMB 09_.& U_" )‘ Q_TLJ oolaz_wl
Aol bl sy g Dlads ay o U slaly o5
g zJlac® a5 ool o)Ll di s ar 10 ioren
ode Slnge 0B 5l ey L b amas (g3
.(COE, 1975 10) «..\_;/,.5 )‘)J oola S)9— J.a.._..wc
Cel g 0,5 los aselol s gus olicwl jo Gsny
o..\_ut)_laALdeJm‘)_wa\_‘)_uc\_:)pul_uog)jL
ICO-) 05_...: obj)’_é‘ ‘CJLM 9 LQU’“"B) U_“ 0)_3)[5 S
s g 5t 5l ool l ol 5 e 45 Al
A_Eloojg ¥ u‘)_..o l_> JaLu)‘ B uo5_»a.‘> a4 w
C—ijua—du—’b‘wu—*—w“‘—"‘—-@yu—“@j
Sloads )_u Lﬁu)l.erc 9 Lbuugj U_" ‘nﬁln.\_| )L'—"""P
(ICOMOS, 1982: 3; ICOMOS, 1999: 2)

0"

LI BRaN |

c

l >

(S -

el

[ 1]
b

I’

23

I

\o
(73




99

ol

1
9
}
‘J
q
kA
1 9
‘T
e

s

0110 Slxio /¥ o 5bows . \F 0598 . 1FY (lunoy g Wl

S Al e ¢ SIS

alawlg 4 045 i 8] adasd 5l g lers 51 SO
“s7395° 9 =gt daalyd 5l hlise alo L dgzse
e—ibey Al ol c ol cblas g a5 a3l
=S R G s)lone 1A S 05 b0 ;55,5
ol aS ool Sy Jol sla bl g 0,84 pasis
el (i el S (s a4 Gl (b o
Sl o gilene Sl S aS (Sl 00 Gl 4
0)9_5-).3 9 o5 Eo— ‘o)_.,f)l)_’é 6)_4)..\,0 &_)‘)—:v@ s_i_>
9 04— dalg: gl ate D Faegd B, bl T L
Eg—o90 b dly> 5 cox 75 o] 5l cbla> s
Ceead ay Veb glamlw lls (o lore o bla>
B SN PR P SN P V- L CHS WSS Ry S WP
el 488 09 >4y, S g0

/=<E<=

——

Codl dy by e 4 538 Ol Bilgw 3l i
u’”))‘ )l 9 A—QQ‘SA u...._QK l_v OOJJ d.,\_‘> ‘) ulLa
(Dury & et al., 2008: 56-58) «owl 5,9, 50

Jolt ol ogg, (ol g Jiee (3D
oloaidl o oeloizl ¢ o8 ¢ a5 (slpisly (o)
€l e pslyz s ol Sl 5 amec s
o= ,5 L o & 8ly o (EU & ICOMOS, 2019: 9)
ol y5rlio 4y golgitiny Cunpn " anily sLialy
Dury & et al., 2008: 57) «cwl (5,9,—5 5, ok 5
loadlie (lg5 o0 O S y0 092 BLad asl
Lodrog jlas ) alsloe ol (bl b
Gl wd S ol ailea i a4 285 548 ol g
Og—0d osaline Lrlf

=

Fig. 4. Effective components on the type and level of restorative intervention
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Fig. 5. Components of the final evaluation of the intervention

Table 3. Summarizing the components of evaluation and choosing the appropriate method of restorative intervention
in the conservation of architectural heritage based on international conservation documents

Components of evaluation and selection of appropriate method for restorative intervention in architectural heritage

Objective evaluation

Evaluation of logic,
Appropriateness and

Choosing the level and type of intervention

Level of intervention

Types of materials and

Final evaluation

process techniques

e Conservation of eAdequate and eThe degree of cultural e Traditional (preference for eSensitivity and
Authenticity (original documented significance, local patterns, continuity of delicacy

form, structure, materials, justification (profit and eReversibility (prediction original  techniques and eInfluence of
additions,  decorations, loss, technical and of future interventions, skills) elements and
constructional and financial justification)  lack of executive eModern (Inefficiency of components
technological  integrity, e Appropriateness restrictions and access to  previous techniques, eInfluence of cultural
method and function, (status quo, fabric, evidence, lack of technical and scientific significance
authentic spirit, context, existing prejudice) support, the existence of eNecessary  ability
environmental ~ balance facilities, the limits of eMinimum intervention similar experiences, the (implementation,
and  authentic  visual the restorer's  (minimal physical existence of conservative maintenance,

image including shape, competence, risk level change, minimal benefits including  efficiency and
scale, color, fabric and and management constructional ~ change, conservation of heritage quality control)
materials) policies) durability providing, values, compatibility and e Sufficiency of
o Stability of the place e Approach and process safety providing, minimal —conservation of the  existing knowledge
e Conservation of cultural of action (previous value damage, traditional character, Compatibility
significance planning, multifaceted incremental approach) environmental issues, energy (values, safety
o supply of public need approach,  balanced eValue level efficiency, sustainable  requirements  and
e Conservation of integrity ~approach,  theoretical eFacilities (economic, supply of materials) materials)

e Increase in knowledge regula'rity, risk  social and physical) eLong-term outcomes
(impossibility of reduction process, eStatus quo (damage level, (bio-environmental,

reasonable conservation,
proof of increase in
knowledge, lack of access
to non-destructive
techniques, relative
preference, skillful
implementation,
appropriate injection of
financial resources and
lack of prejudice)

e Conservation of heritage
values (historical,
architectural, cultural,
artistic and economic)

cyclic process)

integrity level)
eUse of place

economic, social,
technical and
cultural)
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1. Intervention Methodology
2. Ethics of Conservation
3. Reversibility
4. Integrity
5. Seismic Hazard
6. Grounded Theory
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8. Authenticity
9. Historical Identity
10. Historical Evidence
11. Original Image
12. Architectural Values
13. Cultural Values
14. Historical Values
15. Economic Values
16. Heritage Values
17. The cultural significance of the place
18. Balanced attitude
19. Competence limits
20. Incremental Approach
21. Durability
22. Compatibility
23. Energy Efficiency
24. Long-term consequences
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