DRAFT DECISION 6.COM 15 
Proposal submitted by Albania
1. The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:

DRAFT DeCISION 6.COM 15

The Committee, 

1. Having examined Document ITH/11/6.COM/CONF.206/15,

2. Recalling Decisions 5.COM 7 and 5.COM 10.1, 

3. Thanks Japan for its voluntary supplementary contribution to the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund that made possible the meeting of the open ended intergovernmental working group;

4. Thanks the States Parties that responded to its invitation to send their points of view on the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body and on possible revisions of the criteria for inscription on the Lists;

5. Recommends to the General Assembly to revise the Operational Directives for the implementation of the Convention, in order that:

a. the examination of nominations to the Representative List be carried out by the Consultative Body foreseen in paragraph 26 of the Operational Directives, so that it examines all files submitted during a cycle (nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List, nominations to the Representative List, proposals to the Register of Best Safeguarding Practices and requests for international assistance greater than US$25,000;

b. the mandate of the members of the Consultative Body be extended to a maximum of four years, and its composition be renewed by one quarter each year;

c. a maximum ceiling of files to be treated annually is determined; 

d. the Committee considers on a priority basis multinational files, those files from States having no element inscribed, no proposal selected or no international assistance request approved, then files submitted by countries having few elements inscribed, proposals selected and international assistance requests approved in comparison to other submitting States during the same cycle, trying whenever possible to examine at least one nomination per submitting State, so as to be as inclusive as possible. 

e. the submitting States indicate the order of priority in which they wish their files to be examined, in case they submit more than one file in the same cycle; 

5.
Decides that for the 2012 cycle it can evaluate a maximum of 60 62 files out of the 214 received (nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List, nominations to the Representative List, proposals to the Register of Best Safeguarding Practices and requests for international assistance greater than US$25,000), giving priority to multinational nominations, to nominations submitted by States having no elements inscribed, Best Practices selected or international assistance approved, then those having few, trying to the extent possible to examine at least one file per submitting State, so as to be as inclusive as possible;

6. Requests the submitting States to indicate to the Secretariat before 15 December 2011 the order of priority in which they wish their files to be examined, in case they submitted more than one file to any of the Convention’s mechanisms for the 2012 cycle;
7. Decides to consider 60 files for the 2013 cycle (deadline of submission 31 March 2012) and requests the submitting States to indicate to the Secretariat when submitting their files the order of priority in which they wish them to be examined; 
8. Recommends to the General Assembly to amend the Operational Directives for the implementation of the Convention, as annexed. 

Draft amendments to the Operational Directives for the implementation of the 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity
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	Operational Directives as adopted by 3GA, June 2010
	
	Draft amendments
	Comments

	I.7
	Examination of files
	I.7
	Examination Evaluation of files
	Article 7 (g) of the Convention states that the Committee examines requests submitted by State Parties. The wording used in the OD should be consistent. The evaluation is accomplished in the consultative phase and results in recommendations to the Committee; the examination is accomplished by the Committee, which takes a decision following its examination. To harmonize in the whole text of the Operational Directives.

	25.
	Examination includes assessment of the conformity of the nomination, proposal or international assistance request with the required criteria.
	25.
	No change
	

	26.


	On an experimental basis, examination of nominations for inscription on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding, of proposals of programmes, projects and activities that best reflect the principles and objectives of the Convention and of International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000 shall be accomplished by a consultative body of the Committee established in accordance with Article 8.3 of the Convention. The Consultative Body will make recommendations to the Committee for its decision. The Committee shall select six independent experts and six accredited NGOs as members of the Consultative Body at each session, taking into consideration equitable geographical representation and various domains of intangible cultural heritage. The duration of office of a member of the Consultative Body shall not exceed 24 months. Every year, the Committee shall renew half of the members of the Consultative Body. This mechanism shall be examined and, if necessary, revised by the Committee in 2012.
	26.


	On an experimental basis, Examination of nominations for inscription on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding and on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, of proposals of programmes, projects and activities that best reflect the principles and objectives of the Convention and of International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000 shall be accomplished by a consultative body of the Committee established in accordance with Article 8.3 of the Convention. The Consultative Body will make recommendations to the Committee for its decision. The Consultative Body The Committee shall select shall be composed of six independent experts and six accredited NGOs as members of the Consultative Body at each session, elected by the Committee, taking into consideration equitable geographical representation and various domains of intangible cultural heritage. The duration of office of a member of the Consultative Body shall not exceed 24 months four years. Every year, the Committee shall renew half a quarter of the members of the Consultative Body. This mechanism shall be examined and, if necessary, revised by the Committee in 2012.
	The Committee may consider that the experiment has proved to be effective.

The same rigour and methodology should apply to the evaluation of all files, in order to ensure coherency of the recommendations submitted to the Committee (three out of the five criteria  for the inscription on both Lists are identical). The Committee should also benefit from independent expert advice for the Representative List. 

The duration of office of a member of the Consultative Body should be extended to four years, with a renewal of a quarter of the members each year, in order to ensure the continuity of their interpretation of the Convention and the Operational Directives.

	27.
	For the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding, each examination shall include assessment of the viability of the element and of the feasibility and sufficiency of the safeguarding plan. It shall also include assessment of the risk of its disappearing, due, inter alia, to the lack of means for safeguarding and protecting it, or to processes of globalization and social or environmental transformation.
	27.
	No change
	

	28.
	The Consultative Body submits to the Committee an examination report that includes a recommendation to inscribe or not to inscribe the nominated element on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding; to select or not to select the proposal of a programme, project or activity; or to approve or not to approve the International Assistance request.
	28.
	The Consultative Body submits to the Committee an examination report that includes a recommendation to inscribe or not to inscribe the nominated element on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding; to inscribe or not to inscribe the nominated element on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, or to refer the nomination to the submitting State for additional information; to select or not to select the proposal of a programme, project or activity; or to approve or not to approve the International Assistance request.
	Cf. explanation in paragraphe 26. 

Wording taken from paragraph 31 of the current Directives

	29.
	Examination of nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity shall be accomplished by a subsidiary body of the Committee established in accordance with its Rules of Procedure. 
	
	Examination of nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity shall be accomplished by a subsidiary body of the Committee established in accordance with its Rules of Procedure.
	Paragraph deleted. Cf. explanation in paragraph 26

	30.
	The Committee, through its Subsidiary Body, shall examine every year nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity in accordance with the resources available and their ability to examine these nominations. States Parties are encouraged to keep in mind the above factors when submitting nominations for inscription on the Representative List.
	
	The Committee, through its Subsidiary Body, shall examine every year nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity in accordance with the resources available and their ability to examine these nominations. States Parties are encouraged to keep in mind the above factors when submitting nominations for inscription on the Representative List.
	Wording highlighted used in new paragraph 32

Wording highlighted used in new paragraph 33

	31.
	The Subsidiary Body submits to the Committee an examination report that includes a recommendation to inscribe or not to inscribe the nominated element on the Representative List, or to refer the nomination to the submitting State for additional information.
	
	The Subsidiary Body submits to the Committee an examination report that includes a recommendation to inscribe or not to inscribe the nominated element on the Representative List, or to refer the nomination to the submitting State for additional information.
	Wording highlighted used in new paragraph 28.

	32.
	The Secretariat will transmit to the Committee an overview of all nominations, proposals of programmes, projects and activities and international assistance requests including summaries and examination reports. The files and examination reports will also be made available to States Parties for their consultation.
	29.
	No change.
	

	I.8
	Nominations to the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding to be processed on an extremely urgent basis
	I.8
	No change
	

	33.
	In case of extreme urgency, and in conformity with Criterion U.6, the Bureau of the Committee may invite the State(s) Party(ies) concerned to submit a nomination to the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding 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 Bureau of the Committee on a case-by-case basis.
	30.
	No change
	

	34.
	Cases of extreme urgency may be brought to the attention of the Bureau of the Committee by the State(s) Party(ies) on whose territory(ies) the element is located, by any other State Party, by the community concerned or by an advisory organization. The State(s) Party(ies) concerned shall be informed in a timely manner.
	31.
	No change
	

	I.9
	Evaluation of files by the Committee
	I.9
	No change
	

	
	
	32.
	The Committee, through its Subsidiary Body, shall examine every year, nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity in accordance with the resources available and their its ability to examine within the time allocated during its ordinary session, nominations for inscription on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding and on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, proposals for projects, programme and activities that best reflect the objectives of the Convention and International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000. States Parties are encouraged to keep in mind the above factors when submitting nominations for inscription on the Representative List.
Within the limit of the overall ceiling of files that the Committee will have decided to examine during a session, all of the multinational files and at least one file per submitting State will be treated. In the event that the number of submitting States is greater or less than the overall ceiling, after taking into account all the multinational files, priority will be given to:
(i) files submitted by States that do not have elements inscribed, proposals selected or international assistance granted;

(ii) files submitted by States that have the fewest elements inscribed, proposals selected or international assistance accorded, in comparison with the other submitting States during the same cycle.
	Amendment to paragraph 30 to include the notion of the Committee’s ability to examine within the time allocated during a session (according to the duration of a session).

Wording highlighted used in new paragraph 33

The Committee decides each year the total number of nominations it shall examine during a following session; it also gives a specific number for each of the Lists, the Register of Best Practices and for the International Assistance requests. The Committee determines these figures in November, so that the submitting States can apply new paragraph 33 (below) at the subsequent deadline for all files (31 March). If the number of files received is less than the number allotted by the Committee for a given process, a greater number of files can be considered for another process, provided that the overall total is respected. Notion of priority and criteria for priority as included in Decisions 4.COM.19 (Abu Dhabi) and 5.COM.7 (Nairobi).

	
	
	33.
	States Parties are encouraged to keep in mind the above factors when submitting nominations for inscription on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding and on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, proposals for projects, programme and activities that best reflect the objectives of the Convention and International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000. They shall indicate, when they submit several nominations, proposals or requests for a cycle, the order of priority in which they wish to have them examined.
	Highlighted wording used in paragraph 30 of current OD, but to be applied to the total number of files submitted by States within a cycle.

Need for the States to indicate their global order of priority when they submit files to avoid exchanges of correspondence with the Secretariat.

	
	
	34.
	Files that cannot be examined during a cycle are returned to the submitting States; they can be submitted, after updating, during a subsequent cycle.
	It is important that the files submitted for examination to the Committee are the most up-to-date possible, in particular concerning the viability of the element. 

	35.
	After evaluation, the Committee decides whether or not an element shall be inscribed on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding, whether or not a programme, project or activity shall be selected or whether or not an International Assistance request greater than US$25,000 shall be approved.
	35.
	After evaluation, the Committee decides whether or not an element shall be inscribed on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding, whether or not an element shall be inscribed on the Representative List of Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity or whether the nomination should be referred to the submitting State for additional information, whether or not a programme, project or activity shall be selected as Best Safeguarding Practice or whether or not an International Assistance request greater than US$25,000 shall be approved.
	Wording used in new paragraph 36.

	36.
	After evaluation, the Committee decides whether or not an element shall be inscribed on the Representative List of Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity or whether the nomination should be referred to the submitting State for additional information. Nominations that the Committee decides to refer to the submitting State may be resubmitted to the Committee for evaluation.
	36.
	After evaluation, the Committee decides whether or not an element shall be inscribed on the Representative List of Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity or whether the nomination should be referred to the submitting State for additional information. Nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity that the Committee decides to refer to the submitting State may be resubmitted to the Committee for evaluation.
	Deleted wording integrated in new paragraph 35.

	37.
	If the Committee decides that an element should not be inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, the nomination may not be resubmitted to the Committee for inscription on this List, before four years have passed.
	37.
	No change
	


