[image: image1.png]I

United Nations
Educational, Scientific and
Cultural Organization

Intangible
Cultural
Heritage




5 COM
ITH/10/5.COM/CONF.202/10 Part II
Paris, 18 October 2010

Original: English
ITH/10/5.COM/CONF.202/10 Part II – page 2
ITH/10/5.COM/CONF.202/10 Part II – page 3

CONVENTION FOR THE SAFEGUARDING OF THE 
INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE
INTERGOVERNMENTAL COMMITTEE FOR THE
 SAFEGUARDING OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE 
Fifth session

Nairobi, Kenya

15 to 19 November 2010

Item 10, part II of the Provisional Agenda:

Definition of ‘emergency’ for the purpose of expedited evaluation of 
requests for international assistance
	Summary

Article 22.2 of the Convention states that ‘In emergencies, requests for assistance shall be examined by the Committee as a matter of priority’. This document proposes a definition of ‘emergency’ that could be used to determine whether a request for assistance should receive expedited evaluation.
Decision required: paragraph 5


1. Article 22.2 of the Convention concerning international assistance states that ‘In emergencies, requests for assistance shall be examined by the Committee as a matter of priority’. In the Operational Directives as amended at the third session of the General Assembly of the States Parties in June 2010, the Assembly has declared that such requests may be submitted at any time, without regard to the normal annual deadline for requests greater than US$25,000 (Paragraph 47), and that they are evaluated and approved by the Bureau of the Committee (Paragraphs 49 and 50). 
2. The eligibility and selection criteria of international assistance requests are laid out in chapter I.4 of the Operational Directives (Paragraphs 8 to 12), and will guide the Bureau’s decisions on whether or not to grant assistance to a requesting State Party. There is, however, no definition of what constitutes an emergency for this purpose, and consequently neither States Parties nor the Bureau have a clear idea of whether a given situation warrants the expedited examination and evaluation that are provided in the Convention and Operational Directives. This document consequently proposes a definition of ‘emergency’ that could be used to determine whether a request for assistance should receive such expedited treatment.
3. It does not appear that Article 22.2 was the subject of extensive debate during the drafting of the 2003 Convention. The text originally proposed in March 2002 reads that, ‘By reasons of the urgent work which may be necessary to undertake immediately, certain instances can be given immediate, priority consideration by the Committee, which should have a reserve fund at its disposal for such contingencies’ (Outline work plan presented to the First meeting of the select drafting group of a preliminary international convention on intangible cultural heritage, http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/doc/src/05352-EN.pdf). The Intersessional Working Group of government experts on the Preliminary Draft Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage at its meeting in April 2003 proposed a slightly revised text: ‘In the event that an urgent intervention is required, it should be examined on a priority basis by the Committee which should have at its disposal financial resources set aside to that effect’ (Consolidated preliminary draft convention for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, CLT-2003/CONF.206/2, http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/doc/src/04568-EN.doc). The more concise text as found in the Convention was adopted by the Intergovernmental meeting of experts on the preliminary draft convention for the safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage at its third session from 2 to 14 June 2003. The Secretariat Report on that third session notes that the experts decided that ‘requests in emergency situations should be evaluated by the Committee as a matter of priority. The creation of a committed reserve fund was not mentioned, since there was already the implication that the Committee should make some provision for making resources available for these cases of exceptional urgency’ (CLT-2003/CONF.206/4, http://unesdoc.unesco.org/images/0013/001312/131274e.pdf). 
4. The 1972 Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage (the ‘World Heritage Convention’) has a provision similar to that in the 2003 Convention, in its Article 21.2, which reads ‘Requests based upon disasters or natural calamities should, by reasons of the urgent work which they may involve, be given immediate, priority consideration by the Committee, which should have a reserve fund at its disposal against such contingencies’. Similarly, UNESCO’s Participation Programme permits the Organization to accord emergency assistance when ‘there are insurmountable circumstances nationwide (earthquakes, storms, cyclones, hurricanes, tornadoes, typhoons, landslides, volcanic eruptions, fires, droughts, floods or wars, etc.), which have catastrophic consequences for the Member State in the fields of education, science, culture or communication and which it cannot overcome on its own’ (35 C/Resolution 67, Paragraph 16.a). In adopting a definition of ‘emergency’ to determine whether a request for international assistance is eligible for priority evaluation, the Committee may wish to adapt those terms to better reflect the special nature of intangible cultural heritage.
5. The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:
DRAFT DECISION 5.COM 10.2
The Committee,
1. Having examined document ITH/10/5.COM/CONF.202/10 Part 2, 

2. Recalling Article 22.2 of the Convention and paragraphs 47, 49 and 50 of the Operational Directives,
3. Decides that for the purpose of determining whether a request for international assistance constitutes an emergency request eligible to receive priority consideration by the Bureau, an emergency exists when there are insurmountable circumstances (natural or environmental calamities or disasters, pestilence, armed conflicts, etc.), which have catastrophic consequences for the intangible cultural heritage and the community, group or individuals concerned, and which the State Party cannot overcome on its own.
