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Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
Comments on the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body
CZECH REPUBLIC
The purpose of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage is above all the safeguarding of this heritage and therefore the work of the Intergovernmental Committee should primarily focus on this. 
In this context, the Czech Republic considers that the Committee should pay particular attention to the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in need of Urgent Safeguarding (USL), to the Register of Best Practices and to other issues related to safeguarding. On the other hand, we consider the Representative List of Intangible Cultural Heritage (RL) as an instrument serving the visibility of Intangible Cultural Heritage and the visibility of the Convention. At the same time, the Czech Republic considers that the RL embodies the vast cultural diversity of the world and its origins. 
Thus, the Czech Republic does not consider the elements listed on the RL as exclusive elements, as is the case of elements inscribed on the List of World Cultural and Natural Heritage under the World Heritage Convention (1972). Now, this does not mean that the RL is expected to take up national inventories as they have, especially in the context of Articles 11, 13, 14 and 15 of the Convention, a different function. 
Concerning the safeguarding of intangible heritage, the Czech Republic understands the measures for the safeguarding of elements listed on the RL as measures that should serve as an example, a model, as it considers the elements inscribed in the RL, as well as the activities to safeguard them, as leading elements of intangible heritage. 
Given the way the Czech Republic sees the RL, it would be difficult to envisage the RL being strictly limited in one way or another, on the other hand, it understands that the number of nominations for inscription on the RL submitted each year is difficult to manage for the Secretariat and for the Body in charge of their examination and also for the Committee working under pressure. 
Suspending the receipt of new nominations for inscription on the RL for a limited period wouldn’t be a solution because there would be an accumulation of the number of nominations which, in any case, should be examined and on which it will be necessary to take a decision. 
In this context, the Czech Republic believes that the only way to master this situation would be to set for each year the number of nominations to be examined by the Committee at its next session. To define this number, it is important to take into account the principle of representativity of the RL, that is to say the priority should be given to nominations from the countries which (1) do not have any element of ITH listed on the RL or (2) is little represented. The Committee will have to clarify the term "little" -according to the number of nominations submitted and to the status of the RL - at its session preceding the one in which the Committee will have to examine the nominations. Of course, this number should not include the elements of a multinational nomination. 
If, during the same year, some countries submitted more than two nominations, they should in any case define the order of priority in which they want the Committee to examine the file. For countries in which the intangible cultural heritage is already on the RL and is represented by a high number of elements, the Czech Republic suggests this principle: from a certain number of elements (15 for example), countries could submit nominations every two years, if their listed elements are even more numerous (30 for example), the frequency would be three years, etc.. It goes without saying that the definition of these thresholds should be the result of a discussion. This principle should be accepted only on a voluntary basis. This proposal of the Czech Republic is based on the good experience with the Resolution adopted by the 12th General Assembly of States Parties to the World Heritage Convention (Paris 1999). 
Concerning multinational nominations, the Czech Republic understands their legitimacy and interest in the case of cross-border elements that are part of intangible cultural heritage of several countries. 
But, we must bear in mind that the preparation of these nominations would be greatly facilitated if the concerned States informed each other regularly of the fact that they intend to prepare the nomination of an element that another State could also submit. If this information is known beforehand, States can approach each other more easily to submit their multinational nominations. 
The Czech Republic believes that to succeed, it would be possible to apply a similar path to the one practiced in the case of the World Heritage Convention (1972), that is see the indicative lists of States parties. The system of the Proclamation of Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity also provided the obligation for the submitting State to mention its future projects to submit other elements to the Proclamation. 
The Czech Republic believes that multinational nominations are not a solution against the growing number of nominations because there are elements of intangible heritage that are truly unique and should not be disadvantaged in favour of multinational nominations. They are representative of the immense diversity of intangible cultural heritage. 
In light of the past discussions, the Czech Republic believes that, eventually, the evaluation of nomination files should be free of any conflict of interest and as independent as possible. Given the above, the assessment of nominations should be similar to that applied for the List of cultural heritage in need of urgent safeguarding. It should rather be made on the basis of a consultative body composed of experts. The experts should be appointed by the Secretariat under the supervision of the Committee and with the principle of rotation and the principle of equitable geographical distribution.
The Czech Republic is not in favour of ​​a too long term of office of the members of the Subsidiary Body or of the Consultative Body, on the one hand for practical reasons - the work on each evaluation is very heavy and requires great efforts from each member-, and on the other hand, each extended term would slow the rotation in the Body.
The Czech Republic thinks it is very important that the expert body in charge of the evaluation works in a united way. All members could examine all the nominations - this technique reduces the risk of possible inaccuracies of individual assessments, allows complementary views, and expands the information about the element etc... We believe that splitting the assessment body into several groups would be more risky. 
Besides, it is necessary that all nominations are subject to the same critical eye, in other words - to the same level of requirement. If the work is divided between several groups, it is more difficult to ensure comparability between evaluation results of different groups. Aside from that, the existence of several groups would not facilitate the work of the Secretariat. It would rather complicate it. 
Regarding the size of the Consultative Body that would possibly examine the nominations, the Czech Republic thinks it should consist of 12 members, of which 6 should be independent experts and 6 representatives of accredited NGOs. To form this body, the principle of equitable geographical distribution and rotation, will be taken into account, but also the representation of various domains of intangible cultural heritage.
Comments on the criteria for INSCRIPTION
Regarding the criteria for inscription in the RL, the Czech Republic has no substantive proposals.
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