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Draft amendments to the Operational Directives 
on the procedure for extension and/or reduction of an already inscribed element
	Summary

At its fourth session in June 2012, the General Assembly requested that the Committee begin a process of reflection on the ‘procedure for extended inscription of an element already inscribed’. At its seventh session in December 2012, the Committee decided to examine draft amendments to the Operational Directives on this topic at its present session and requested the Secretariat to propose such draft amendments for its consideration. The present document offers such amendments.

Decision required: paragraph 10


1. At its fourth session in June 2012, the General Assembly requested that the Committee begin a process of reflection on the ‘procedure for extended inscription of an element already inscribed’ and that the Committee ‘report on it to the next session of the General Assembly’ (Resolution 4.GA 5). This question was also discussed during the open-ended intergovernmental working group on the right scale or scope of an element that met in Paris on 22 and 23 October 2012 and was then examined by the Committee during its seventh session (see Document ITH/12/7.COM/13.c). At that time the Committee decided ‘to continue at its eighth session its reflection on the procedure for extended inscription of an element already inscribed, or its possible reduction, in conformity with the discussion of the open-ended intergovernmental working group’ and ‘to examine draft amendments to the Operational Directives on this topic at its eighth session’ (Decision 7.COM 13.c).
2. This question was first framed in terms of multinational nominations. In 2009, the Subsidiary Body evaluating nominations to the Representative List suggested the procedure for extension of an element through the adherence of one or more States Parties to an existing nomination (Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6). Following discussions in the fourth session of the Committee in the same year, the possibility of extended inscription on either the Urgent Safeguarding List or the Representative List was introduced in the amendments to the Operational Directives adopted by the General Assembly at its third session in June 2010 (Resolution 3.GA 5). 

3. The amended paragraph 14 of the Operational Directives prescribes that one or more States Parties may, with the agreement of each State Party concerned, propose inscription on an extended basis of an element already inscribed en either of the Lists, by submitting a nomination together and showing all the criteria are satisfied. The same paragraph also clarifies that in the event that the Committee decides not to inscribe the element on the basis of the new nomination file, the original inscription shall remain intact. 
4. Meanwhile, the Committee continued its reflection on the subject in the wider context of the appropriate scale or scope of an element of intangible cultural heritage. In its report to the sixth session of the Committee in 2011, the Subsidiary Body suggested that the Committee consider ‘the possibility of encouraging inscription on an extended basis of an element already inscribed by the same State Party, just as the Operational Directives already seek to facilitate this in the case of heritage shared across national borders’ (Document ITH/11/6.COM/CONF.206/13). The question was again raised by the General Assembly in 2012 (as noted above), by the 2012 Subsidiary Body and by the Committee during its seventh session in 2012.
5. Prior to its seventh session the Committee convened an open-ended intergovernmental working group in Paris on 22 and 23 October 2012 to discuss the right scale or scope of an element (see its summary records in Document ITH/13/8.COM/.INF.13.c). The group largely agreed that the procedure for re-inscription on an extended basis, currently available in the case of multinational inscriptions, should be applicable to elements found entirely within the territory of a single State Party. The group also considered it important to consider the unlikely but possible circumstance of one or more communities withdrawing their consent to an existing inscription – whether this is a multinational inscription or a national one – thereby leading to a reduction in the scale or scope of the inscribed element.
6. In the working group, some experts were concerned that the procedure of extension should not create unnecessary disincentives, especially to multinational cooperation. At the same time, a number of experts underlined the imperative that all concerned communities must participate at all stages of the process and decide whether or not they wish to extend or reduce the element, suggesting that this cannot be a simple administrative exercise. Indeed, when the idea had first been proposed by the Subsidiary Body in 2009, it emphasized that nominations should benefit from a common approach by all submitting States concerning the various criteria, which could not be achieved simply by adding the name of a State Party to an existing inscription (Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6).
7. That concern is also echoed in the report of the 2012 Subsidiary Body to the Committee (Document ITH/12/7.COM/11+Add.3). The Body considered such points as the extent of information necessary in the new nominations, the specificity of each situation, the inseparable relationship between the definition of the element and the communities concerned, the requirement of the free, prior and informed consent of all communities concerned, and the potential difficulties if the community or communities already associated with a nomination might be reluctant to welcome additional communities. Thus the Subsidiary Body in 2012 again emphasized the importance that the new nominations include all of the information necessary to demonstrate that all criteria were satisfied.
8. Based on the discussions of the working group and the report of the Subsidiary Body, the Committee at its seventh session in 2012 shared a broad consensus that a procedure for extension or reduction should be applicable not only for multinational files jointly submitted by two or more States Parties, but also for a single State Party for elements present in its territory. As noted above, the Committee decided to examine draft amendments to the Operational Directives on this topic at its eighth session (Decision 7.COM 13.c) and requested the Secretariat to propose such draft amendments for its consideration, which are annexed to the draft decision below. In that same decision the Committee requested the Subsidiary Body and Consultative Body to report on the issue in 2013.
9. For the 2013 cycle, the Subsidiary Body evaluated only one extended multinational nomination, for which it provided a favourable recommendation. Its limited experience thus did not permit broader reflections, beyond the general advice applicable to all multinational files concerning balance among the information concerning each of the submitting States and the importance of an effective coordinating mechanism (Document ITH/13/8.COM/8). The Consultative Body received no such case to be evaluated, and therefore offers no reflection on the question in its report to the Committee.
10. In view of the above, the Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:

DRAFT DECISION 8.COM 13.c
The Committee,

1. Having examined Document ITH/13/8.COM/13.c,

2. Recalling Resolution 4.GA 5 and Decision 7.COM 13.c, 
3. Recommends to the General Assembly to approve revised Section I.5 of the Operational Directives for the implementation of the Convention, as annexed to this decision.
ANNEX

	
	Operational directives
	
	Proposed amendments

	I.5
	Multi-national files
	I.5
	No change.

	13.
	States Parties are encouraged to jointly submit multi-national nominations to the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding and the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity when an element is found on the territory of more than one State Party.
	13.
	No change.

	14.
	One or more States Parties may, with the agreement of each State Party concerned, propose inscription on an extended basis of an element already inscribed. The States Parties concerned submit together a nomination showing that the element, as extended, satisfies all of the criteria set out in paragraph 1 for the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding and paragraph 2 for the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. Such a request shall be submitted according to the established procedures and deadlines for nominations. In the event that the Committee decides to inscribe the element on the basis of the new nomination file, the new inscription shall replace the original inscription. In the event that the Committee, on the basis of the new nomination file, decides not to inscribe the element, the original inscription shall remain intact.
	14.
	One or more States Parties may, with the agreement of each State Party concerned, propose inscription on an extended basis of an element already inscribed. The States Parties concerned submit together a nomination showing that the element, as extended, satisfies all of the criteria set out in paragraph 1 for the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding and paragraph 2 for the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. Such a request shall be submitted according to the established procedures and deadlines for nominations. In the event that the Committee decides to inscribe the element on the basis of the new nomination file, the new inscription shall replace the original inscription. In the event that the Committee, on the basis of the new nomination file, decides not to inscribe the element, the original inscription shall remain intact.

	15.
	The Committee encourages the submission of subregional or regional programmes, projects and activities as well as those undertaken jointly by States Parties in geographically discontinuous areas. States Parties may submit these proposals individually or jointly.
	15.
14.
	No change except paragraph number.

	16.
	States Parties may submit to the Committee requests for international assistance jointly submitted by two or more States Parties.
	16.

15.
	No change except paragraph number.

	
	
	I.5 bis
	Inscription on an extended or reduced basis

	
	
	16 (a).
	A State Party may propose inscription on an extended or reduced basis of an element present in its territory that is already inscribed on either List. Two or more States Parties may, with the agreement of each State Party concerned, propose inscription on an extended or reduced basis of an element present in their territories that is already inscribed on either List.

	
	
	16 (b).
	The State(s) Party(ies) concerned submit(s) a new nomination showing that the element, as extended or reduced, satisfies all of the criteria for inscription. Such a nomination shall be submitted according to the established procedures and deadlines for nominations.

	
	
	16 (c).
	In the event that the Committee decides to inscribe the element on the basis of the new nomination file, the new inscription shall replace the original inscription. In the event that the Committee, on the basis of the new nomination file, decides not to inscribe the element, the original inscription shall remain intact.


