	[image: image1.jpg].

LS

United Nations Intangible
Educational, Scientificand . Cultural
Cultural Organization Heritage




	4 COM 

ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/18 Rev.
Paris, 26 August 2009

Original: English


ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/18 Rev. - page 4
ITH/08/4.COM 1.BUR Report of the President - page 4

UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC 

AND CULTURAL ORGANIZATION

CONVENTION FOR THE SAFEGUARDING OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE

INTERGOVERNMENTAL COMMITTEE FOR THE 

SAFEGUARDING OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE 

Fourth session

Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates

28 September to 2 October 2009

Item 18 of the Provisional Agenda:

Draft guidelines for selection of examiners with relevant competence 
to examine nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List and International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000
	Summary

In its Decision 3.COM 10, the Committee decided to consider at its fourth session the issue of the selection of examiners and to develop guidelines for selection of such examiners in the future. The present document provides elements for such a consideration and a set of draft guidelines.
Decision required: paragraph 6


1. The Operational Directives foresee a process of examination for nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List (USL) (see paragraphs 5-8) and requests for International Assistance (IA) greater than US$25,000 (see paragraph 72). These examiners provide reports on their examinations that are addressed to the Committee for possible use in evaluating such nominations and requests. The Directives provide no specific guidance for the selection of examiners for IA requests, but paragraph 5 offers a detailed but ambiguous framework for the USL nominations: 
“With a view to their evaluation by the Committee, nominations shall be examined by preferably more than one advisory organization accredited in conformity with Article 9.1 of the Convention. In conformity with Article 8.4, the Committee may invite public or private bodies and/or private persons with recognized competence in the field of intangible cultural heritage, in order to consult them on specific matters. No nomination will be examined by (a) national(s) of the State(s) Party(ies) submitting the nomination.”
2. The General Assembly and the Committee have asserted the right of the Committee to call upon “public or private bodies, private persons, practitioners, experts, centres of expertise, research institutes and non-profit-making institutions with recognized competence in the various fields of the intangible cultural heritage” (Resolution 2.GA 6) and respectively “experts, centres of expertise and research institutes” (Decision 3.COM 10) to examine nominations, in addition to accredited non-governmental organizations (NGOs) or NGOs recommended for accreditation, and on an equal basis with such NGOs. 
3. The primary qualification for examiners is thus their “recognized competence in the field of intangible cultural heritage”, with their nationality taken into account as a potentially disqualifying condition. In its Decision 3.COM 10, the Committee also indicates that the selection of potential examiners should reflect “regional particularities and specificities as well as the need for geographical balance”.
4. The Operational Directives are silent on the question of who appoints examiners. In the case of USL nominations, the timetable for procedures (paragraph 17 of the Directives) allows an opportunity for the Committee to appoint examiners for files received in March of a given year for evaluation by the Committee in the following year. For IA requests, there is no similar opportunity for the Committee itself to appoint examiners during the timetable for procedures (paragraph 73). The Committee decided, in its Decision 3.COM 10, to delegate to its Bureau the authority to designate examiners for both purposes. It may again wish to delegate to its Bureau the authority to designate examiners for IA requests. In view of the increasing workload of the Committee, it may also wish to delegate to its Bureau the authority to designate examiners for USL nominations on an ongoing basis.
5. In its Decision 3.COM 10, the Committee decided to consider at its fourth session the issue of the selection of examiners and to develop guidelines for selection of such examiners in the future. The Annex to the present document provides a set of guidelines for the selection of examiners, drawn up in conformity with the prior decisions of the Assembly and Committee and based upon the procedures implemented for the 2009 cycles for USL nominations (the transitional timetable) and IA requests. 
The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:

DRAFT DECISION 4.COM 18
The Committee, 

1. Having examined Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/18 Rev. and its Annex;

2. Recalling Resolution 2.GA 6 and Decision 3.COM 10;

3. Adopts the guidelines for selection of examiners with relevant competence to examine nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List and International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000, as annexed to this decision;
4. Delegates to the Bureau of the Committee the authority to designate examiners for International Assistance requests greater than US$25,000 [and for Urgent Safeguarding List nominations for the 2011 inscription cycle], in accordance with those guidelines.
	ANNEX 
Guidelines for selection of examiners with relevant competence to examine nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List and International Assistance requests 
greater than US$25,000

	1.
	Examiners shall be appointed by the Committee or its Bureau, as provided by the Decisions of the Committee.

	2.
	For each Urgent Safeguarding List (USL) nomination or International Assistance (IA) request, the Secretariat shall propose to the appointing body the names of at least four candidate examiners. 

	3.
	Candidate examiners shall be identified by the Secretariat with an eye to:
a) their relevant competence (in terms of domains, regions, language, safeguarding measures, etc.); 

b) regional particularities and specificities; 
c) the need for geographical balance; and

d) their eligibility (i.e., not a national of the submitting State);

e) their satisfactory completion of prior examinations, if any. 

	4.
	Candidate examiners shall be drawn from the following categories:

a) NGOs accredited by the General Assembly or recommended by the Committee for accreditation;

b) NGOs recommended by States Parties (on the provisional list) but not yet accredited or recommended for accreditation;

c) NGOs identified by UNESCO (not on the provisional list);

d) Experts or centres of expertise and research institutes recommended by States Parties (on the provisional list);

e) Experts or centres of expertise and research institutes identified by UNESCO (not on the provisional list).

	5.
	Prior to presenting names of candidate examiners to the appointing body, the Secretariat shall contact the candidates to inform them of the nature of the task, the subject of the nomination or assistance request and submitting State, the time schedule and the terms of reference for their examination. The Secretariat shall confirm whether they are available in principle to carry out the required work, if the appointing body should decide to appoint them, and verify that they have no conflict of interest or other reason for disqualification (e.g. being a national of the submitting State).

	6.
	The Secretariat shall provide the appointing body with the name and brief identifying information on each of the four candidate examiners associated with a particular nomination file. The Secretariat shall also provide a general statistical overview of the candidate examiners proposed, including:

a) regional distribution of the nomination files;
b) domain distribution of the nomination files;
c) regional distribution of the examiners;
d) statutes of the examiners (NGOs recommended, NGOs on provisional list, centres of expertise on provisional list, experts recommended by States Parties, etc.).

	7.
	The appointing body will appoint preferably more than one examiner and at least one alternate for each nomination file or assistance request.

	8.
	Examiners shall be appointed with an eye to:
a) their relevant competence (in terms of domains, regions, language, safeguarding measures, etc.); 

b) regional particularities and specificities; 

c) the need for geographical balance; and

d) their eligibility (i.e., not a national of the submitting State);

e) their satisfactory completion of prior examinations, if any.
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