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	This document, prepared by the Culture Sector in the first half of May 2008, provides information about issues that will be discussed at the upcoming second session of the General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage (Paris, 16 to 19 June 2008). It thus supports the general goal of the information session that will be organized at UNESCO Headquarters on 2 June 2008, and will be distributed beforehand to all delegations of the Convention’s States Parties as well as to all UNESCO Member States and permanent observer missions.

The working and information documents prepared for that session can be downloaded from the Convention’s website:
http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/en/2GA/.
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1. THE GOVERNING BODIES OF THE CONVENTION

1.1 THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY (Article 4 of the Convention)
The General Assembly of the States Parties to the 2003 Convention meets in ordinary session every two years, in June. The General Assembly, which is the sovereign body of the Convention, approves the operational directives for the implementation of the Convention and elects the members of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, renewing half of the Committee’s members every two years. It also determines the amount of contributions by the States Parties to the Fund for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage and provides guidelines on the use of the resources of the Fund. 
1.1.1 General Assembly meetings
· First session: UNESCO, 27 to 29 June 2006
· First extraordinary session: UNESCO, 9 November 2006
· Second session: UNESCO, 16 to 19 June 2008
1.1.2 Practical information about the second session of the General Assembly

Venue and time schedule

The session will take place in room II located in the main UNESCO Headquarters building (Fontenoy). Entrance is at 125 avenue de Suffren.  Registration will start on Monday 16 June from 8.45 a.m. in front of room II (Fontenoy building). The Director-General will open the General Assembly at 10 a.m. All participants are requested to wear the badge provided upon registering throughout the event
The sessions will be held from 10 a.m. to 1 p.m. and from 3 p.m. to 6 p.m. during the four days of the meeting, unless otherwise announced by the Chairperson. The number of seats is limited to four representatives per Delegation of States Parties. Additional seats will be available for registered observers and additional members of delegations. The debates will also be relayed in room IV (Fontenoy).

Working languages and documentation

The official working languages of the General Assembly are Arabic, Chinese, English, French, Russian and Spanish; simultaneous interpretation will be provided in those six languages. 

Delegates intending to introduce amendments are encouraged to provide them to the Secretariat in written form. Additional copies of working documents are available from the documentation clerks in the meeting room. Any other documents that Delegates might wish to have distributed should be signaled to the Secretariat or to the reception desk prior to distribution. No copying services can be provided by the Secretariat for the reproduction of such documents. 

Services

Internet access will be available to the delegations for the duration of the meeting next to room II. A printer will also be available.

Tea and coffee will be available from 9.30 a.m. to 1 a.m. and from 3 p.m. to 5 p.m. every day in front of Room II. Lunch can be taken at the UNESCO Restaurant or at the Cafeteria (Fontenoy, 7th floor) as well as at the Conference Bar (Fontenoy, 1st basement). A cash point machine (ATM) can be found on the ground floor at Fontenoy, near the exhibition area. 

1.2 ELECTION OF THE MEMBERS OF THE COMMITTEE (ARTICLE 6 OF THE CONVENTION): PROCEDURE
1.2.1 The Convention and the Rules of Procedure on Committee elections

The States Members of the Intergovernmental Committee are elected for a term of four years, with half of the Members of the Committee to be renewed every two years. As decided by the General Assembly, to ensure the principle of equitable geographic representation set out in the Convention, seats are distributed in proportion to the number of States Parties in each of the electoral groups of UNESCO, provided that at least three seats are attributed to each group. 
In accordance with Rule 14.1 of the Rules of Procedure, three months before the opening of the session of the General Assembly the Secretariat requested States Parties to indicate whether they would stand for election to the Committee, while recalling that, according to the principle of rotation mentioned in Article 6.6 of the Convention, a State Member of the Committee may not be elected for two consecutive terms. A State that is in arrears with the payment of its compulsory or voluntary contribution to the Intangible Heritage Fund for 2007 or 2008 is not eligible for election (Article 26.5 of the Convention). No payments of compulsory or voluntary contributions to the Fund are accepted in the week before the opening of the Assembly. In accordance with Rule 14 of the Rules of Procedure, four weeks before the opening of the session the Secretariat disseminated the list of States Parties that had presented their candidatures by that date; an updated list will be provided as an INF (information) document during the session.

1.2.2 Upcoming election: distribution of seats

As at 19 June 2008, there will be 93 States Parties, 11 of them belonging to group I, 16 to group II, 20 to group III, 13 to group IV, 21 to group V(a) and 12 to group V(b). The General Assembly decided (cf. Rule 13.2 (i) of its Rules of Procedure) that the seats in the Committee shall be distributed among electoral groups in proportion to the numbers of States Parties from each group, with the provision that after such distribution all electoral groups will have at least three seats. A quick mathematical calculation provides guidance for the distribution of the first 23 seats, as indicated in the table below. The attribution of the 24th seat will be a matter of discussion for the General Assembly. 
	Group
	Nº of States Parties at

19/06/08
	Distribution of 23 seats at 19/06/08; one left to be attributed

	Number of seats per group (first Committee)
	Terms expiring

	I
	11
	3 (2.8387)
	3 
	2

	II
	16
	4 (4.1290)
	5 
	2

	III
	20
	5 (5.1613)
	4 
	2

	IV
	13
	3 (3.3548)
	4 
	2

	V(a)
	21
	5 (5.4194)
	5 
	2

	V(b)
	12
	3 (3.0968)
	3 
	2

	Total
	93
	23
	24
	12


1.3 THE COMMITTEE (Article 5 of the Convention)
1.3.1 The Committee: tasks and activities
The Committee meets annually in ordinary session, in the latter part of each year. The core functions of the Committee are to make recommendations on measures for the safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage, to provide guidance on best practices to that end and to constitute the two lists foreseen in the Convention. Since its creation in June 2006 the main activities of the Committee, as requested by the GA (Resolution 1.GA 7A), concerned the preparation of operational directives for the implementation of the Convention; including inter alia: 

· selection criteria for inscriptions on the Lists of the Convention mentioned in Articles 16 and 17, for the selection of programmes, projects and activities mentioned in Article 18, and for the granting of international assistance in accordance with Article 22; and,
· criteria and modalities for the accreditation of non-governmental and other organizations and individuals that are to provide advisory assistance to the Committee.
The Committee also adopted financial regulations and a draft plan for the use of the resources of Fund. 

These first operational directives will be presented to the General Assembly for discussion and approval in June 2008. Once they will have been approved, the implementation of the Convention will effectively begin. The working and information documents of the June 2008 session of the General Assembly are electronically available at: http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/en/2GA/. 
The Committee adopted, and amended, its Rules of Procedure, and devoted considerable discussion to facilitating the participation in its work of observers, particularly non-governmental organizations. Among its ongoing tasks is the selection of an emblem for the Convention. The Committee, with a view to promoting the objectives of the Convention, decided to establish an emblem that may be used to enhance the visibility of its activities and those of States Parties and organized a global competition to solicit proposed designs for such an emblem.

1.3.2 Committee meetings 2006 - 2008

During the biennium, wishing to expedite the preparation of the documents requested by the General Assembly, the Committee held two extraordinary sessions in addition to its two ordinary sessions.
· First session: Algiers, Algeria, 18 to19 November 2006
· First extraordinary session: Chengdu, China, 23 to 27 May 2007
· Second session: Tokyo, Japan, 3 to 7 September 2007
· Second extraordinary session: Sofia, Bulgaria, 18 to 22 February 2008
The third session of the Committee will be held in Istanbul, Turkey, from 4 to 8 November 2008. 
2. OPERATIONAL DIRECTIVES
2.0.1 Achievements thus far

The Convention foresees that the Committee shall prepare a number of documents and submit them to the General Assembly for approval. Some of these are identified in specific articles of the Convention and others are described in general terms in Article 7 (e). During its four sessions in 2007 and 2008, the Committee elaborated 113 provisions which it compiled into one set of Operational Directives. At its Sofia meeting the Committee decided to submit that compilation to the General Assembly for approval. 
The Committee underlined in its discussions that the Operational Directives should be considered as liable to evolve over time, as experience is gained with the implementation of the Convention. The compilation that the Committee decided to submit to the General Assembly includes provisions related to: 
(1) the inscription on the lists of the Convention, 
(2) the selection of programmes, projects and activities that best reflect the principles and objectives of the Convention, 
(3) the use of the resources of the Fund and international assistance,  
(4) the participation of communities, groups and, where applicable, individuals, experts, centres of expertise, research institutes and NGOs in the implementation of the Convention, 
(5) the reports by States Parties on the implementation of the Convention.
Additional provisions may be added in the future as the need arises, or amendments may be made to the existing provisions. 
The Operational Directives, together with the text of the Convention and the Rules of Procedure of both statutory bodies of the Convention, will be published in a Basic Texts volume in the six official languages of UNESCO. 
2.0.2 Table of contents
The table of contents of the draft Operational Directives, as they are so far prepared by the Committee, is as follows:
	Draft
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2.1 THE URGENT SAFEGUARDING LIST AND THE REPRESENTATIVE LIST (Articles 16 and 17)
The following proposals result from the Committee’s deliberations at all of its sessions.
 In sum, it is proposed that the two lists to be established should be independent, neither of them subordinate to the other, while affirming that the main emphasis should be placed on the Urgent Safeguarding List. The inscription procedures are based on the idea that both lists would be open-ended. The Committee elaborated for each of the two lists a set of draft inscription criteria: six for the Urgent Safeguarding List and five for the Representative List. The two sets of draft criteria largely coincide, and are thus presented together here. Three of the criteria for both lists are identical: U.1/R.1, U.4/R.4, U.5/R.5. 

2.1.1 Inscription criteria: identical criteria for both lists

According to the first criterion a nominated element must satisfy the Convention’s definition of intangible cultural heritage. Annotated application forms will explain how this might best be demonstrated.
The fourth criterion, also identical for both lists, addresses the participation in the nomination process of the communities, groups or, if applicable, individuals concerned, and their explicit consent for nomination. While introducing the requirement of free, prior and informed consent, the Committee stressed that there could be no standard format for demonstrating such consent, since different legal systems and cultural practices will demand that it be demonstrated in different ways. As States Parties and the Committee gain experience over time, practices and standards may evolve and the Committee may be able to offer more specific guidance to submitting States about how best to demonstrate informed consent. 

The fifth criterion, another shared criterion, requires that an element proposed for inscription should have been previously included in an inventory of the ICH present in the territory(ies) of the nominating State(s). Committee Members recalled that each State Party is obliged to draw up one or more inventories, and the requirement that an element be included in an inventory may encourage States to meet that obligation. Committee Members also recalled that inventories are always works-in-progress, to be “drawn up … [and] regularly updated”, in the words of the Convention, and this criterion does not presuppose that an inventory can ever be complete. In the first phase of the operational life of the Convention it may not be required that the inventories in which the elements have to figure shall be more than first attempts at such inventories.
2.1.2 Inscription criteria: a similar criterion for both lists
The third criterion proposed for both lists is similar, though not identical, addressing the elaboration of safeguarding measures for the element. The Committee considered that the elements that will be presented for the Representative List should be viable elements not needing urgent safeguarding, but they will nevertheless need a management plan to ensure in particular that their viability is not harmed as an unintended consequence of inscription. A more elaborate safeguarding plan is required for elements proposed for the Urgent Safeguarding List, as their viability is already threatened and more comprehensive safeguarding measures are required – some of which may also be supported by international assistance to developing States as described in Articles 19-24. 

2.1.3 Inscription criteria: different criteria

The second criterion is quite different for the Urgent Safeguarding List and the Representative List. For the Urgent Safeguarding List the submitting State(s) Party(ies) shall demonstrate the need for urgent safeguarding, with an analysis of the factors threatening the continued practice and/or transmission of the element concerned: 

	U.2.


	a)
	The element is in urgent need of safeguarding because its viability is at risk despite the efforts of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals and State(s) Party(ies) concerned;  (or)

	
	b)
	The element is in extremely urgent need of safeguarding because it is facing grave threats as a result of which it cannot be expected to survive without immediate safeguarding. 


The second option (U.2.b) addresses the extraordinary situation described in Article 17.3 in which the Committee may inscribe an element in consultation with the State Party concerned “in cases of extreme urgency”. Provisions of the draft Operational Directives and criterion U.6 provide further specification of the procedures to be followed in such an extraordinary case.
The Representative List’s second criterion stipulates that elements proposed for inscription must satisfy the objectives of the Representative List as laid out in Article 16:
	R.2.


	Inscription of the element will contribute to ensuring visibility, awareness of the significance of the intangible cultural heritage and dialogue, thus reflecting cultural diversity worldwide and testifying to human creativity.


2.1.4 Inscription criterion in cases of extreme urgency

The sixth criterion for the Urgent Safeguarding List, applicable only to cases of extreme urgency, requires satisfying the Convention’s requirement of consultation with the State(s) Party(ies) concerned. The Committee proposes specific procedures for such cases elsewhere in the draft Operational Directives, as follows:

	In case of extreme urgency, the Committee may invite submission of a nomination on an accelerated schedule. The Committee, in consultation with the State(s) Party(ies) concerned, shall evaluate the nomination as quickly as possible after its submission, in accordance with a procedure to be established by the Committee on a case by case basis.

	Cases of extreme urgency may be brought to the attention of the Committee by any State Party, including the State(s) Party(ies) on whose territory(ies) the element is located, by the community concerned or by an advisory organization.


	The criteria proposed for the Urgent Safeguarding List
In nomination files, which are to follow a format to be indicated by the Committee, the submitting State(s) Party(ies) or, in the case of extreme urgency, the nominator(s) will be requested to demonstrate that an element proposed for inscription on the Urgent Safeguarding List satisfies all of the following criteria:

	U.1.
	The element constitutes intangible cultural heritage as defined in Article 2 of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage.

	U.2.


	a)
	The element is in urgent need of safeguarding because its viability is at risk despite the efforts of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals and State(s) Party(ies) concerned;  (or)

	
	b)
	The element is in extremely urgent need of safeguarding because it is facing grave threats as a result of which it cannot be expected to survive without immediate safeguarding. 

	U.3.
	Safeguarding measures are elaborated that may enable the community, group or, if applicable, individuals concerned to continue the practice and transmission of the element.

	U.4.
	The element has been nominated following the widest possible participation of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals concerned and with their free, prior and informed consent.

	U.5.
	The element is included in an inventory of the intangible cultural heritage present in the territory(ies) of the submitting State(s) Party(ies). 

	U.6.
	In cases of extreme urgency, the State(s) Party(ies) concerned has (have) been consulted regarding inscription of the element in conformity with Article 17.3 of the Convention. 


	The criteria proposed for the Representative List
In nomination files, which are to follow a format to be indicated by the Committee, the submitting State(s) Party(ies) will be requested to demonstrate that an element proposed for inscription on the Representative List satisfies all of the following criteria:

	R.1.
	The element constitutes intangible cultural heritage as defined in Article 2 of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage.

	R.2.
	Inscription of the element will contribute to ensuring visibility, awareness of the significance of the intangible cultural heritage and dialogue, thus reflecting cultural diversity worldwide and testifying to human creativity.

	R.3.
	Safeguarding measures are elaborated that may protect and promote the element.

	R.4.
	The element has been nominated following the widest possible participation of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals concerned and with their free, prior and informed consent.

	R.5.
	The element is included in an inventory of the intangible cultural heritage present in the territory(ies) of the submitting State(s) Party(ies).


2.1.5 Procedures for inscription
The procedures leading to inscription on the Convention’s two lists were discussed and agreed upon by the Committee in Tokyo, which then drew up timetables for the submission of nomination files, their examination, evaluation and inscription. The Urgent Safeguarding List has been given priority and consequently the proposed procedures leading to inscription on it are to be more rigorous than those for the Representative List. States Parties may request financial assistance from the Fund for the preparation of nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List; the Committee has chosen not to assist the preparation of nominations to the Representative List.
Examinations

A preliminary examination of nomination files for the Urgent Safeguarding List will be entrusted to public or private bodies, individual experts or accredited advisory organizations selected by the Committee; their reports and recommendations will be available to the Committee when it discusses whether or not to inscribe a proposed element. Proposals for inscription on the Representative List, by comparison, will be examined by a subsidiary body of the Committee itself, drawn from among its Members. 

Transfer and removal
The Committee proposed that an intangible heritage element cannot appear on both lists at the same time, but that States Parties may request the transfer of an element from one list to the other. The Committee further decided to propose that an element that no longer satisfies one or more of the criteria for inscription on a list shall be removed from it. 
Duration of procedures

The proposed procedure concerning the Urgent Safeguarding List will normally take 18 months (24 months for States requesting funding for the preparation of files). An accelerated procedure is available in cases of extreme urgency (see below). The procedure proposed for the Representative List will take one year. 
The Committee developed an exceptional timetable for the first inscriptions on the Urgent Safeguarding List so that the first inscriptions on both lists could take place during the Committee’s fourth session, foreseen for late 2009. The Committee did so in order to facilitate a quick start not just for the Representative List, but also for the Urgent Safeguarding List. The sooner that inscriptions on that list begin, the earlier the Committee will be in a position to allot funds for safeguarding plans of inscribed items that are present on the territory of developing states and that are in need of urgent safeguarding

2.1.6 Extreme urgency

Cases of extreme urgency as described in Article 17.3 of the Convention may be brought to the attention of the Committee – so it proposes – by a variety of actors, and the Committee may decide to inscribe them on the Urgent Safeguarding List  following an accelerated timetable and in consultation with State(s) Party(ies) concerned. The Committee separately provided the ability to respond rapidly to emergency situations that may require financial assistance and recommended setting aside a reserve fund for this purpose. Inscription on the Urgent Safeguarding List, which is necessarily a complex and time-consuming process, is thus not the only – and in many cases may not be the best – response to an emergency situation.
2.1.7 Incorporation of items proclaimed Masterpieces in the Representative List 
Article 31.1 of the Convention stipulates that the Committee “shall incorporate in the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity the items proclaimed ‘Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity’ before the entry into force of this Convention”. During its various sessions the Committee discussed how best to do so. It considered that the formal and procedural conditions for such incorporation should be included in the Operational Directives.
 
All items proclaimed Masterpieces will be incorporated in the Representative List. The incorporation is enforceable upon all States, party to the Convention or not, having on their territories one or several such items. States non party shall enjoy all rights and assume all obligations included within the Convention as regards the items present on their territories, on the condition they so consent in writing. They will be invited to express, within one year, their explicit consent in writing to accept the rights and assume the obligations contained in the Convention. 
The Committee shall have the right to withdraw from the Representative List an item present on the territory of a State non party to the Convention in the case that this State has not provided within one year its written consent to accept the rights and assume the obligations under the Convention concerning items present on its territory and inscribed on the Representative List, unless circumstances beyond its control prevent it from notifying its acceptance or refusal. 
In the case that an item proclaimed Masterpiece incorporated in the List is found to be on the territories of both a State Party and a State non party to the Convention, it shall be considered as benefiting from the full legal regime established by the Convention, it being understood that the State non party shall be invited by the Director-General to consent to the obligations foreseen by the Convention as aforementioned. 
2.2 SELECTION AND PROMOTION OF BEST SAFEGUARDING PRACTICES (Article 18)  
2.2.1 Criteria for selection
The Committee attached great importance to Article 18 of the Convention which establishes that the Committee will periodically select and promote safeguarding programmes, projects and activities that it considers best reflect the principles and objectives of the Convention, taking into account the special needs of developing countries. The Committee considered the establishment of a register of exemplary safeguarding projects as an essential task. The Committee stipulated in paragraph 64 of the draft Operational Directives that assistance may be granted to States Parties to help them prepare nomination files. In its discussions the Committee determined that prospective or ongoing safeguarding programmes, projects or activities might be proposed to it for funding, as foreseen in paragraph 62.c of the draft Operational Directives. 
Only programmes, projects or activities that are susceptible to an assessment of their results and to serve as models of safeguarding shall be selected.
2.2.2 Promotion 
The Committee further decided that it shall establish, keep up to date, and publish a register of the programmes, projects and activities that it will have selected. In addition to this register, the Committee shall compile and make available information about the measures and methodologies used or to be used, and experiences gained. On the basis of experiences gained and lessons learned, the Committee shall provide guidance on best practices and make recommendations on measures for safeguarding. 

2.3 PARTICIPATION OF COMMUNITIES, GROUPS AND INDIVIDUALS, AND OF PRACTITIONERS, EXPERTS, CENTRES OF EXPERTISE AND RESEARCH INSTITUTES, IN THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CONVENTION 
According to the Convention, States Parties shall endeavour to ensure the widest possible participation of communities, groups and, where appropriate, individuals, that create, maintain and transmit intangible heritage, and to involve them actively in its management. The Committee was assisted in arriving at the following proposals by a subsidiary body.
 
In paragraph 77 of the draft Operational Directives, it is proposed to encourage States Parties to establish functional and complementary cooperation among communities, groups and, where applicable, individuals who create, maintain and transmit intangible cultural heritage, as well as among experts, centres of expertise and research institutes. They are also encouraged (paragraph 78) to create a consultative body or a coordination mechanism to facilitate their participation in, among other things, the identification and definition of ICH, the preparation of inventories, the elaboration and management of safeguarding activities and the preparation of nomination files. 
The Committee further encourages States Parties to establish and regularly update a directory of experts, centres of expertise, research institutes and regional centres active in the domains covered by the Convention; to develop jointly, at the sub-regional and regional levels, networks of communities, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes to develop joint approaches, particularly to the safeguarding of  elements of intangible cultural heritage they have in common, as well as interdisciplinary approaches; and to share documentation concerning elements of intangible cultural heritage. 
The Committee also proposes (cf. paragraph 5 of the draft Operational Directives), to invite, alongside accredited advisory organizations, public or private bodies and/or private persons with recognized competence in the field of ICH. In paragraph 82 the Committee specifies that among these private and public bodies the Committee should involve experts, centres of expertise and research institutes, as well as regional centres active in the domains covered by the Convention, to carry out advisory functions to the Committee such as described in paragraph 93 of the draft Operational Directives. 

2.4 INVOLVEMENT OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
2.4.1 Article 9 of the Convention
Article 9 of the Convention provides that the Committee shall propose to the General Assembly the accreditation of non-governmental organizations with recognized competence in the field of the intangible cultural heritage, to act in an advisory capacity to the Committee. It further stipulates that the Committee shall propose to the General Assembly the criteria and modalities of such accreditation. 
In Chengdu and Tokyo, the Committee prepared draft criteria and modalities for accreditation, which are included in the draft Operational Directives (Chapter 3.1). While discussing the issue of the accreditation of NGOs, the Committee made it clear that NGOs may be local, national, regional or international (see, for instance, paragraph 88 (a)), and that NGOs of all these types are to be treated in the same way. It also recommends that the tasks to be entrusted to accredited NGOs may also be given to experts, centres of expertise and research institutes (cf., for instance, paragraph 5 of the draft Operational Directives).
2.4.2 Accreditation procedures and criteria
An NGO wishing to be accredited will have to submit its request to the Secretariat using a specified format. The Secretariat will transmit such requests to the Committee, which will present its recommendations to the General Assembly for decision, in conformity with Article 9 of the Convention. The Committee is to pay due attention to the principle of equitable geographical representation. 

To be eligible for accreditation, NGOs must have proven competence, expertise and experience in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage, have objectives that are in conformity with the Convention, cooperate in a spirit of mutual respect with communities, and possess operational capacities. The full set of criteria is included in paragraph 88 of the draft Operational Directives.
2.4.3 Functions

According to paragraph 93 of the draft Operational Directives, accredited non-governmental organizations may be invited by the Committee to prepare examinations of nomination files for the Urgent Safeguarding List and requests in accordance with Article 18, for the Committee’s possible use when evaluating such proposals and requests. 
2.4.4 Termination of relations

The Committee reviews the contribution and the commitment of the advisory organization, and its relations with it, every four years following accreditation, taking into account the perspective of the non-governmental organization concerned. Termination of relations may be decided at this time. If circumstances require, relations may be suspended with the organization concerned until a decision regarding termination of these relations is taken.
2.4.5 Proposal for a transitional procedure

Since the criteria and modalities for the accreditation of NGOs must first be approved by the General Assembly, the Committee could not yet prepare a list of NGOs to be proposed to the Assembly for accreditation in accordance with Article 9.1. However, the Committee may already need to be advised by NGOs well before the next session of the GA, i.e. in early 2009, for the examination of nomination files for the Urgent Safeguarding List and other purposes. The Committee is therefore proposing to the General Assembly (see ITH/08/2.GA/CONF.202/6) that the procedure for the accreditation of NGOs will start, immediately after the Assembly will have approved the relevant Operational Directives, with an invitation to local, national, regional and international NGOs to inform the Committee, through the Secretariat, of their wish to be accredited. At its third ordinary session the Committee may decide which of the organizations that will have requested accreditation before 1 October 2008 it will wish to propose to the third session of the General Assembly for accreditation. At following sessions the Committee will study new requests from NGOs as may have been received by the Secretariat in order to make further recommendations to the General Assembly.
In order to be able to make use of the services of NGOs between the second and third ordinary sessions of the General Assembly, the Committee decided to request the General Assembly to be allowed – on an exceptional basis – to make use of the services of NGOs that it will have recommended for accreditation at its third (2008) and fourth (2009) ordinary sessions, while underlining that public or private bodies, private persons, practitioners, experts, centres of expertise, research institutes and non profit-making institutions with recognized competence in the various fields of the intangible cultural heritage will also be involved.
2.5 REPORTS BY STATES PARTIES

2.5.1 Periodic reports

The submission of reports by States Parties on the legislative, regulatory and other measures taken by them for the implementation of the Convention is requested in Article 29 of the Convention. 
The Committee proposes (cf. paragraphs 96 to 114, i.e. chapter 4 of the draft Operational Directives) that States Parties shall submit their periodic report by 15 December of the sixth year following the year in which they deposited their instrument of ratification, acceptance or approval, and every sixth year thereafter. They are requested to report on, among other things, measures taken for implementation of the Convention at the national level, including the drawing up of inventories and other safeguarding measures as referred to in Articles 11 and 13 of the Convention, on joint initiatives as referred to in Article 19 of the Convention, as well as on the current status of all elements of intangible cultural heritage present in their territories that have been inscribed on the Representative List. 
2.5.2 Reports on elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List 
Each State Party shall submit to the Committee reports on the status of elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List (paragraphs 105 to 112 of the draft Operational Directives). These reports are due by 15 December of the fourth year following the year in which the element was inscribed, and every fourth year thereafter, as long as the element will remain on that List. At the time of inscription the Committee may on a case-by-case basis establish a specific timetable for reporting that will take precedence over the normal four-year cycle. States Parties shall report on the current status of the element, and on the institutional context for safeguarding the element inscribed on the List. The State Party is to involve communities, groups and, where applicable, individuals concerned in the preparation of such reports.  
2.5.3 Reports by States non party to the Convention 
The Committee proposes (paragraphs 113 and 114 of the draft Operational Directives) that the relevant reporting obligations will apply to States non party to the Convention that have in their territories items figuring on the Representative List, and that have consented to accept the rights and obligations attendant thereon. Such reports shall be submitted by 15 December of the sixth year following the year in which the element was incorporated, and every sixth year thereafter.
3. THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE FUND 
(Articles 25 to 27 of the Convention)
3.1 CONTRIBUTIONS  
Article 26.1 of the Convention provides that States Parties undertake to pay into the Fund, at least every two years, a contribution, the amount of which shall be determined by the General Assembly, in the form of a uniform percentage applicable to all States. In no case shall the contribution of the State Party exceed 1% of its contribution to the regular budget of UNESCO. At its first session (Paris, June 2006), the General Assembly decided to set this percentage at 1%. The percentage does not apply to States that have declared not to be bound by Article 26.1. Article 26.2, however, asks them to provide a voluntary contribution which is as close as possible to the one they would have owed if they had been bound by Article 26.1. At its second session, the General Assembly will again address the question of the uniform percentage (document ITH/08/2.GA/CONF.202/7), with the draft resolution calling for the percentage so determined to remain in effect until such time as a future session of the Assembly may wish to revise it. 
3.2 VOLUNTARY CONTRIBUTIONS
States Parties are encouraged to make additional voluntary contributions beyond their regular contributions. This type of contribution is expected to play an important role in the future implementation of the Convention. For the purpose of helping UNESCO in its efforts to preserve and promote the intangible cultural heritage of the world, important agreements between UNESCO and several Member States have already led to the creation of special funds-in trust for safeguarding programmes to be carried out in parallel to those of the Convention. It is hoped that adoption by the Assembly of the guidelines for the use of the resources of the Fund, together with the Committee’s prior adoption of the Fund’s Financial Regulations, will stimulate States Parties to begin contributing to the Fund.
3.3 GENERAL GUIDELINES AND USE OF THE FUND (Articles 7 (c), 19-24, 25-28 of the Convention)
Every two years the Committee will have to submit a proposal for the use of the Fund to the General Assembly, following general guidelines to be issued by the Assembly. The Committee recommended that the Fund’s resources should be used primarily for international assistance. The draft general guidelines are presented in paragraphs 59 and 60 of the draft Operational Directives.
The Committee also prepared a plan for the use of the Fund for the period running from June 2008 to June 2010, in accordance with the draft guidelines. It proposed that at least 70 per cent of the available resources should be used for international assistance, in particular for the safeguarding of heritage inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List and for the preparation of inventories. The remainder would then be allocated for various purposes, including advisory services, the participation in Committee sessions of experts representing developing States Parties and the participation of organizations and individuals, including representatives of communities and groups, that the Committee may wish to consult.  
3.4 FINANCIAL REGULATIONS AND FINANCIAL PERIOD OF THE FUND
The Committee adopted the Financial Regulations of the Fund, as requested in Article 25.3 (f) of the Convention. The Convention provides that the Fund shall consist of Funds-in-Trust established in accordance with the Financial Regulations of UNESCO. In accordance with these regulations, the Committee decided that the Fund be managed as a “Special Account”. “Funds-in-Trust” and "Special Accounts" are defined in Articles 6.6 and 6.7 of the Financial Regulations of UNESCO. “Funds-in-Trust” are used to administer contributions usually from a single donor, to whom UNESCO is held accountable for financial reporting on resources. “Special Accounts” are established to manage multi-donor accounts for a specific objective. Financial reporting is limited to the global receipts and expenditure of the Special Account, often in accordance with separate Financial Regulations. The Committee consequently decided that the definition of a Special Account best matches the nature of the Fund. The Fund’s Financial Regulations were prepared using the “standard model text for Financial Regulations of Special Accounts”, as approved by the Executive Board of UNESCO (161 EX/Decisions), and adapted to the specific requirements of the Convention. These regulations were reported to the 179th session of the Executive Board of UNESCO (179 EX/29) and will be distributed during the General Assembly for information.  

The Committee also decided as part of the Financial Regulations that the financial period of the Fund corresponds to that of UNESCO, which comprises two consecutive years starting at 1 January of an even year and ending at 31 December of the following odd year. Since the General Assembly meets in ordinary session about six months after the start of the financial period, the Committee decided to submit to the GA a combined draft plan for the use of the resources of the Fund for the 18 months of the ongoing biennium and for the six months of the following financial period, until the next session of the General Assembly. Because of the respective schedules of the two organs, this procedure will continue to be used in the future.
3.5 DRAFT PLAN FOR THE USE OF THE RESOURCES OF THE FUND
For the first draft plan proposed by the Committee the total amount available for the period 7/2008-12/2009 is limited to the amount of funds actually held as of 31 December 2007, i.e. USD 1 924 854. In subsequent years with more experience on the inflow of contributions, the draft plans may be based not only on the amount of funds held but also on contributions to be received in the period of the plan. Budget allotments will be adjusted quarterly based on the assessment of the availability of funds. For the 1st semester of the following financial period (1 January 2010 to 30 June 2010) the Committee proposes to allocate one third of the amount established for the eighteen month period 7/2008-12/2009, i.e. USD 641 618. Unexpended funds are carried forward to the next financial period. When the third session of the Assembly considers a draft plan for the next biennium it may readjust the amounts to reflect additional income or experience gained.
3.6 INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE FOR SAFEGUARDING
According to the draft Operational Directives concerning international assistance (paragraphs 61-75), priority is to be given to safeguarding, and particularly of heritage inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List. Other proposals in the framework of international assistance concern the preparation of inventories, international assistance granted to States Parties wishing to submit requests for inscription on the Urgent Safeguarding List, and proposals for the selection of best practices for safeguarding.

Considering that a rapid response should be guaranteed in the case of a request for emergency assistance, the Committee decided to entrust its Bureau with the approval of requests up to a ceiling of USD 25,000. All requests above this amount shall be examined by the Committee.

In the proposed Operational Directives concerning international assistance the Committee emphasized the participation of the communities, groups or, if applicable, individuals in the preparation of proposals and requests and in the preparation and implementation of safeguarding activities, and the special needs of developing countries and the principle of equitable geographical representation.
4. VISIBILITY

4.1 THE CONVENTION ON VISIBILITY
One of the main purposes of the Convention is to ensure respect for ICH, and another is to raise awareness of its importance (Article 1 of the Convention). The Convention pays particular attention to the need to increase awareness, particularly among the younger generations, of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding. Article 2.3 mentions the promotion and enhancement of intangible cultural heritage, while Article 13 (a) encourages States Parties to adopt a policy aimed at promoting the function of intangible cultural heritage in society. Article 14 details a number of awareness-raising activities to be undertaken by States Parties at the national level. 

The Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity aims “to ensure better visibility of the intangible cultural heritage and awareness of its significance, and to encourage dialogue which respects cultural diversity” (Article 16.1). Article 18 requests the Committee to disseminate programmes, projects and activities which it considers best reflect the principles and objectives of the Convention. 

4.2 THE COMMITTEE AND VISIBILITY
The Committee has responded unambiguously to the spirit of Articles 1, 16 and 18 of the Convention, as is shown by the second criterion proposed for the Representative List and the wide dissemination the Committee wishes to be given to the exemplary safeguarding actions it will select under Article 18.
To be able to allow itself and others to offer better visibility to intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, the Committee decided that an emblem for the Convention should be created (Decision 1.EXT.COM 8). To that end, it established a subsidiary body to help the Secretariat to organize a world-wide competition relative to the creation of this emblem, to examine graphic proposals and to preselect potential emblems (cf. Decision 2.COM 13). The composition of the subsidiary body is Algeria, Brazil, Bulgaria, France, India and Nigeria; it is chaired by Mr Chérif Khaznadar (France); rapporteur is Mr Antonio Ricarte (Brazil).

In all, some 1288 proposals from 101 Member States were received before the extended deadline of 17 March 2008; the subsidiary body is at the moment engaged in the process of preselection and will meet on 13 June 2008 to select a number of finalists to recommend to the Committee for its third session.
4.3 A WEBSITE AND A MESSENGER
Shortly before the entry into force of the Convention in 2006, the Secretariat started developing a website to provide information on the activities of the Convention’s statutory organs, on UNESCO’s actions related to ICH and on safeguarding intangible cultural heritage in general. The website, www.unesco.org/culture/ich, is available in English, French and Spanish and is continuously updated. It also provides information about such issues as expert meetings, items proclaimed Masterpieces, Living Human Treasures systems, national safeguarding measures and policies, and related activities such as the Endangered Languages Programme.
At the occasion of the entry into force of the ICH Convention a newsletter entitled The Intangible Heritage Messenger was launched. Conceived for ICH professionals as well as other interested parties, including colleagues within UNESCO and other UN agencies, national delegations, national commissions, NGOs, private partners and other actors from civil society, the Messenger has provided information on the preparation of the implementation and the ratification of the Convention. It also reports on upcoming events, current fieldwork and research, best practices, action plans for safeguarding, living and endangered languages, and other things. The Messenger is published in English, French and Spanish, and, thanks to the gracious support of the United Arab Emirates, Arabic editions. Soon it will also be available in Russian.
� Calculations were as follows: 


GROUP I: 11x100/93 = 11.8279; 24 x 0.118279 = 2.8387


GROUP II: 16x100/93 = 17.2043; 24 x 0.172043 = 4.1290


GROUP III: 20x100/93 = 21.5053; 24 x 0.215053 = 5.1613


GROUP IV: 13x100/93 = 13.9784; 24 x 0.139784 = 3.3548


GROUP Va: 21x100/93 = 22.5806, 24 x 0.225806 = 5.4194


GROUP Vb: 12x100/93 = 12.9032, 24 x 0.129032 = 3.0968


� The Committee first discussed possible criteria for the Urgent Safeguarding List and the Representative List at its first session in Algiers (18 to 19 November 2006). This initial debate was followed by a period for States Parties to submit written comments; 32 States took up the invitation to comment on the character of the two Lists, possible criteria for inscription, and the nomination and inscription procedures. At its first extraordinary session, in Chengdu, the Committee finished its preparation of the draft criteria for the lists. At its second ordinary session, in Tokyo, the Committee finalised its discussions concerning the procedures for inscription. 


� The proposed procedure, which is based on the advice given by the Legal Adviser of UNESCO (cf. � HYPERLINK "http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/doc/src/00361-EN.doc" ��http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/doc/src/00361-EN.doc�), figures in chapter 1.3 of the� HYPERLINK "http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/doc/src/00353-EN.doc" �� draft Operational Directives�


� The Committee, created a subsidiary body to prepare a document on possible modalities for the participation in the implementation of the Convention of “communities or their representatives, practitioners, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes”. The subsidiary body was composed of Algeria, Belgium, Japan, Peru, Romania and Senegal; it was chaired by  Mr Pape Massène Sène (Senegal), vice-chairs were Algeria and Romania, rapporteur was Mr Toshiyuki Kono (Japan). The subsidiary body was created at the Committee’s �HYPERLINK "http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/en/2COM/"��second session� (Tokyo); it met three times (Paris, Bucharest, Vitré) and based the  document it had been asked to prepare on the comments of States Parties and on the opinions expressed by experts during a meeting that took place during its Vitré session. It presented the set of directives that it had elaborated and its preamble to the second extraordinary session of the Committee (Sofia). Having thus fulfilled its mandate, the subsidiary body ceased to exist. These provisions are presented, as they were adopted by the Committee, in paragraphs 76 to 87 of the � HYPERLINK "http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/doc/src/00353-EN.doc" ��draft Operational Directives�.
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