Cultural heritage protection system and territorial development in Saint-Petersburg 
_
The purpose of the paper is the pinpointing of the systemic relationships between the components of a cultural heritage policy in process and of the different ways of measuring the effects of cultural heritage on strategic development of Saint-Petersburg territory.  This study is the result of a four years PHD research. The methodological approach was based on a qualitative survey and semi-directive questionnaires interviewing professionals and deciders in the sphere of cultural heritage policy in St Petersburg.  
The historic center of Leningrad and its surroundings have been included in the World Heritage List on 17 October 1989. At this time, the International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS) commended “the soviet union authorities for the conservation effort carried out at this exceptional site” and underlined the difficult problem that posed the industrial complex society - to the harmonization of development and safeguarding policies. In order to prevent the historic buildings from destruction and depredation menaces, ICOMOS decided to define historic areas in spite of the fact that they weren’t taking into account the environmental aspects). This spatial approach was quite innovative for this period and embodied the new integrative conceptions in cultural heritage protection. Moreover, this inclusion declaration wished the cultural heritage to be a part of the general development plan for the city and the region. As a matter of fact, the heritage became an eco-systemic component of the urban development strategy of Saint-Petersburg. For instance, in 2006 the Saint-Petersburg Legislative Assembly has adopted a new development plan of the city. In a year, in February 2007, UNESCO has confirmed the new delimitation of the heritage protection zone, which makes the specificity of the site of Saint-Petersburg. This protection zone enters into contradiction with some contemporary architectural projects as “Okhta Center”, for instance. Nowadays, Saint-Petersburg administration regards the performance of cultural heritage policy as a tool for urban economic development expanded in various sectors of economics, such as tourism, recreation, the arts, entertainment and the media, on the one hand, and as the city’s identity and cultural image, on the other hand. Nevertheless, the Soviet Union policy heritage is still an obstacle for the establishment of an effective subsidy affectation. In this context, St Petersburg seeks a new way of financing (subsiding) its dilapidated (decrepit) cultural heritage by means of privatization. Consequently the question of evaluating economical performances of cultural heritage is particularly critical. 
