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Item 18 of the Provisional Agenda:

Treatment of correspondence from the public 
or other parties with regard to nominations
	Summary

In its decision 5.COM 6, the Committee requested the Secretariat ‘to propose, for its sixth session, in light of the debate of the Committee, guidelines for the treatment of correspondence received by the Secretariat from the public or other concerned parties concerning nominations, and for their prior communication to the submitting States’. This document proposes such guidelines.

Decision required: paragraph 8


1. During the second cycle of inscribing elements on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity in 2010, the Secretariat received a number of letters from individuals, non-governmental organizations or other entities concerning certain nominations. Some of these letters were received prior to the meeting of the Subsidiary Body for consideration of these nominations (May 2010); others were received after that date but before the fifth Committee session in Nairobi in November 2010.
2. During its meeting in May 2010, the Subsidiary Body was informed by the Secretariat of the receipt of certain correspondence concerning some nominations. The Subsidiary Body decided not to consider that correspondence, and to proceed to examine nominations solely on the basis of information provided in the nomination files. After completing its examination of the nominations concerned, it took notice of the correspondence, and requested the Secretariat to bring it to the attention of the Committee.
3. In her general introduction to the debate of the Committee concerning the inscription of elements on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity during its fifth session held in Nairobi (Kenya) in November 2010, the Secretary therefore informed the Committee of the existence of such correspondence, and summarized its content.

4. The Committee welcomed these expressions of interest from civil society concerning the elements proposed for inscription, and considered that transparency in the nomination process could only benefit the Convention. It believed that the Committee’s decisions regarding inscriptions may be better founded if they have benefited from comments and opinions that are as varied as possible.
5. It was consequently proposed that the nominations received be posted online as soon as possible after their receipt by the Secretariat, and publicly accessible, in order to benefit from possible comments during the examination process. However, the Committee considered that a mechanism should be set up for submitting States to respond to these comments so that the Committee and its advisory bodies could benefit from the most comprehensive information possible regarding any issues raised. In particular, it was noted that some of the issues raised could result from misinterpretation or lack of information, and it was therefore necessary that the examination of nominations by the competent body and their evaluation by the Committee be carried out taking into account not only the information contained in correspondence, but also comments that the submitting States might make concerning them.

6. In its decision 5.COM 6, the Committee therefore requested the Secretariat ‘to propose, for its sixth session, in light of the debate of the Committee, guidelines for the treatment of correspondence received by the Secretariat from the public or other concerned parties concerning nominations, and for their prior communication to the submitting States’.
7. The annex to this document contains a set of guidelines for the treatment of correspondence from the public or other concerned parties with regard to nominations to the Lists of the Convention.

8. The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:

DRAFT DECISION 6.COM 18
The Committee,

1. Having examined Document ITH/11/6.COM/CONF.206/18,

2. Recalling its decision 5.COM 6,
3. Further recalling Article 22.4 of its Rules of Procedure,
4. Adopts the guidelines for the treatment of correspondence from the public or other concerned parties with regard to nominations, as annexed to this Decision.
	ANNEX
Guidelines for the treatment of correspondence from the public
or other concerned parties with regard to nominations

	1.
	The Secretariat posts on the website of the Convention, in their original language, nominations as received for the current cycle. As nominations revised by submitting States reach the Secretariat following its requests for additional information, they are posted online and replace the original nominations received. Their translations into English or French are also posted online as they become available.

	2.
	The Secretariat receives and registers correspondence relating to nominations, which can arrive at any time. 

	3.
	Any correspondence received up to four weeks before the meeting of the body responsible for reviewing nominations is transmitted in the language in which it was received to the Permanent Delegation of the concerned submitting State. 

	4.
	Submitting States concerned provide their possible comments to the Secretariat no later than two weeks before the meeting of the body responsible for examining nominations. The Secretariat makes available to the body the correspondence and any comments by the submitting State concerned, in their original language. These letters and comments are also posted on the website of the Convention.

	5.
	After inscription of elements on the Lists of the Convention, correspondence and comments are removed from the website of the Convention.

	6.
	Any correspondence received after these deadlines, or concerning an element already inscribed, is transmitted in the language in which it was received to the Permanent Delegation of the State concerned. The response of the State Party concerned, if any, is communicated to the entity that sent the correspondence.

	7.
	Any correspondence received concerning an element not yet nominated is transmitted for information to the Permanent Delegation of the State Party concerned. The Secretariat informs the entity that sent the correspondence of the procedures for submission and evaluation of nominations and that no nomination concerning such an element has been submitted.


