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1.
This document contains the draft summary records of the fourth session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, held in Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates, from 28 September to 2 October 2009.
2.
The Committee may wish to adopt the following Decision:
DRAFT DECISION 5.COM 4
The Committee,
1.
Having examined document ITH/10/5.COM/CONF.202/4,
2.
Adopts the summary records of the Committee’s fourth session contained in this document. 
SUMMARY RECORDS OF THE COMMITTEE’S FOURTH SESSION
1. The fourth session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage was held in Abu Dhabi, capital of the United Arab Emirates, from 28 September to 2 October 2009, following an offer made by the authorities of the United Arab Emirates. 
2. Delegations from the 24 States Members of the Committee attended the session: Belarus, Central African Republic, Cyprus, Croatia, Cuba, Estonia, Gabon, Hungary, India, Italy, Jordan, Kenya, Mali, Mexico, Niger, Oman, Paraguay, Peru, Republic of Korea, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of), Viet Nam and Zimbabwe. 
3. The following attended as observers: 
(a) Delegations from 62 States Parties non-members of the Committee: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia (Plurinational State of) Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Côte D’Ivoire, Czech Republic, Egypt, France, Georgia, Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Indonesia, Honduras, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Japan, Latvia, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Morocco, Mauritius, Mauritania, Mongolia, Namibia, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Spain, Sudan, Sri Lanka, Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukraine, Uruguay, and Uzbekistan.
(b) Delegations from 15 States non party to the Convention but Member States of UNESCO: Bahrain, Brunei Darussalam, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Kuwait, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia, Netherlands, Poland, Republic of the Congo, Somalia, South Africa, Thailand, United Republic of Tanzania, and United States of America. 
(c) One body of the United Nations: FAO. 
(d) Representatives of 32 non-governmental organizations: Arunodaya Kala Mahila Mandali, Association Cont’Act pour l’éducation et les cultures, Association nationale cultures et traditions, Associazione Extra Moenia, Centre des musiques et danses traditionnelles et populaires de la Guadeloupe, Centro de Estudios Borjanos de la Institución ‘Fernando el Católico’, Chambre des beaux arts de Méditerranée, CIOFF Bulgaria, Conservatorio de la Cultura Gastronómica Mexicana S.C., Craft Revival Trust, Dhrupad Institute Bhopal Trust, IDAST / Folkloric, Ethnographic, Anthropological and Oral Historic Initiatives in Tuscany, Institute of Folk Arts and Culture, Instituut voor Vlaamse Volkskunst vzw, International Association for Falconry and Conservation of Birds of Prey, International Council for Traditional Music, International Council of Museums, International Council on Monuments and Sites, International Social Science Council, International Society for Ethnology and Folklore-SIEF, Italian Society for Ethnographic Museum Studies and Heritage, Jaipur Virasat Foundation, Korea Cultural Heritage Foundation, Madhukali-Bhopal, Mediterranean Diet Foundation, Norwegian Crafts Development, Tamil Nadu Rural Arts Development Centre, Traditions for Tomorrow, UNESCO Centre for Catalogna, UNESCO Centre for Melilla, UNESCO Centre for Navarro, and World Martial Arts Union. 
4. The session was conducted in four languages: English and French, the two working languages of the Committee, and Arabic and Spanish. 
5. The Intangible Cultural Heritage Section of UNESCO provided the secretariat for the meeting. 
6. The elected Members of the Bureau of the fourth session of the Committee:
Chairperson:
H.E. Mr Awadh Ali Saleh (United Arab Emirates)

Vice-Chairs: 
Cyprus, India, Mali and Paraguay

Rapporteur: 
Mr Tvrtko Zebec (Croatia)

ABBREVIATIONS 
	ADG
	UNESCO Assistant Director-General for Culture

	Committee
	Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

	Convention
	Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

	GA
	General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

	ICH
	Intangible Cultural Heritage 

	IGO
	Intergovernmental Organization 

	NGO
	Non-governmental Organization 

	RL
	Representative List

	Secretary
	Secretary of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

	USL
	Urgent Safeguarding List
[Monday 28th September 2009 – 9 a.m.]


 IITEM 1 OF THE DRAFT AGENDA: OPENING OF THE SESSION 
7. The fourth session of the Intergovernmental Committee was opened in an official ceremony presided over by His Excellency Sheikh Sultan Bin Tahnon Al Nahyan, Chairperson of the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage, and Ms Françoise Rivière, Representative of the Director-General of UNESCO and Assistant Director-General for Culture, in the presence of His Excellency Mr Olabiyi Babalola Joseph Yaï, President of UNESCO’s Executive Board, His Excellency Mr Awadh Ali Saleh, Chairperson of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, and Mr Chérif Khaznadar, Chairperson of the second General Assembly of the States Parties to the 2003 Convention. 
8. The Chairperson of the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage, His Excellency Sheikh Sultan Bin Tahnon Al Nahyan, opened the session with a warm welcome to the participants of the fourth session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage. He presented greetings on behalf of the Head of State, His Highness Sheikh Khalifa Bin Zayed Al Nahyan, and paid tribute to UNESCO for its past and present work on ICH while stressing the ongoing efforts still needed, particularly in poorer countries. He informed the Committee of the cooperation of the Abu Dhabi Authority for Cultural Heritage with UNESCO in developing a number of strategies in the field of heritage. He concluded by wishing the Committee every success in its work during the meeting. 
9. The Executive Director of Arts and Cultural Affairs within the Ministry for Culture, Youth and Community Development, His Excellency Bilal Al Budour, said he was pleased that the United Arab Emirates were hosting the meeting. He stressed the commitment made by the United Arab Emirates to protect and preserve its ICH, and reminded participants that the country was among the first countries that ratified the 2003 Convention. He paid tribute to those helping to introduce falconry on the Representative List and concluded by paying homage to the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage and the Chairperson of the Intergovernmental Committee, H.E. Mr Awadh Ali Saleh. 
10. Representative of the Director-General of UNESCO and Assistant Director-General for Culture, Ms Françoise Rivière, welcomed participants to the meeting and warmly thanked the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage for its hospitality and generosity in the organization of the meeting. She apologized for the absence of UNESCO Director-General, Mr Koïchiro Matsuura, but assured the Committee of his presence later in the week. Observing the record turnout of more than 400 participants, she noted the importance of the work ahead as rapid changes in our contemporary world were weakening the transmission of culture to future generations. She paid tribute to Director-General, Mr Koïchiro Matsuura, for the key role he has played in setting the framework for the 2003 Intangible Cultural Heritage Convention. She continued by saying that the first cycle of implementation of the Convention reflects both the tremendous interest generated but also the unequal preparation of countries and regions of the world to benefit from it. She referred to the imbalance in the representation of the world’s regions in the so-called ‘Representative’ List, but also between the two lists created under the Convention, recalling, as the Subsidiary Body noted in its report, the central function of the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding, whose effectiveness is based on the full participation of all the States. In doing so she took the opportunity to congratulate the first group of examiners and reviewers of the nominations to the USL greater than US$25,000 as well as the work carried out by the Subsidiary Body in its review of the 111 nominations to the Representative List received in the first cycle. This raised concern regarding the number of nominations, which, she stressed, should be limited in order to remain realistic in terms of the human and financial resources available within the Committee, its Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, and suggested that a realistic ceiling per annum should be set. She noted in particular that Africa and the Arab States had nominated very few nominations, and concluded that the need for training and capacity-building implied that the Secretariat had to be released from the exclusive management of the nominations. She concluded by thanking the Spanish Government for its €200,000 contribution to facilitate information exchange and capacity building, and recalled that the week represented a celebration of the international recognition of ICH. 
11. The Chairperson of the Executive Board of UNESCO, His Excellency Mr Olabiyi Babalola Joseph Yai, expressed his honour at taking part in this celebration of cultural diversity manifested in intangible cultural heritage, and offered his gratitude to the government of the United Arab Emirates, and in particular to the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage, for hosting the meeting. He stressed the importance of the work to be carried out, which he hoped would encourage and inspire UNESCO Member States to establish and deepen intercultural dialogue. He recalled the responsibility that resides in decisions to safeguard elements so that the Convention remains a useful tool in disseminating good safeguarding practices. He reiterated the importance of the geographical balance between and within the regions, and the need to find the proper balance between the two lists and the Register of good practices. He concluded by wishing the Committee every success in the working days ahead. 
12. The Chairperson of the General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, Mr Chérif Khaznadar, expressed his delight that the Committee is meeting for the second time in an Arab country, reminding participants that fourteen Arab States have already ratified the Convention but only two, the United Arab Emirates and the Sultanate of Oman, have presented nominations. He expressed his concern about the lack of representation from the South and the growing imbalance between the Lists. Unless draconian measures are taken, he said, the established imbalance will persist for several decades. He recommended revision of the Operational Directives adopted under his presidency in June 2008, but stated that it can be no question whatsoever of limiting the number of nominations per country, as this would run counter to the Convention and would inevitably instate a hierarchy. He said it was the duty of the States Parties to ensure that the Secretariat has the necessary resources for implementing the Convention and for finding solutions to practical difficulties without breaching or distorting the Convention. A number of options was open, he continued, including allocating additional resources to the Secretariat, extending the nomination rounds, increasing the number of subsidiary bodies, simplifying the selection procedures and methods or tying the nomination of an element from a country of the North for inclusion in the Representative List to that country’s sponsorship of the inclusion of an element from a country of the South on the Urgent Safeguarding List.
13. H.E. Mr Awadh Ali Saleh, Chairperson of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, concluded the opening session with a warm welcome on behalf of the host country. Clearly recognizing the hard work ahead, he highlighted the cooperation and support received from the Arab States that enabled United Arab Emirates to host the meeting. He expressed gratitude to UNESCO and the ICH Secretariat for their tireless work, and he expressed thanks and gratitude to the Ministry of Culture, Youth and Community Development for the major role played in assisting the work of the Committee in safeguarding ICH. He also thanked the Ministry of Education and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs for their support as well as the organizers, civil society organizations, such as the Emirate Falconry Club, and the other unions and associations involved with the Committee in its work. He concluded by declaring the fourth session of the Intergovernmental Committee officially open. 
ITEM 2 OF THE PROVISIONAL AGENDA: ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA OF THE 
FOURTH SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/2 Rev.3
Decision 4.COM 2
14. The representative of the Director-General of UNESCO presented the items on the provisional agenda for examination. She went through the items of work and suggested that the afternoon session commence with the establishment of the working group for Article 18 proposals. She was happy to inform the delegations that 117 States had now ratified the Convention demonstrating the progression of interest for ICH. She concluded by presenting the publication ‘Capturing the intangible: perspectives on the living heritage’ and the new kit conceived as an educational tool for training and capacity-building.
15. The delegation of India thanked the Chairperson for the hospitality offered and stressed the importance of the operational directives, work that had previously been postponed. The delegation also reported, as member of the ASPAC (Asia-Pacific) group, that the working group had worked on a paper on these issues, which required translation. 
16. The delegation of Gabon thanked the United Arab Emirates authorities for their hospitality as well as the representative of the Director-General of UNESCO for the quality of the documents. The delegation made a suggestion to merge some seemingly related items of the agenda in order to save time. 
17. The delegation of Mexico congratulated the Chairperson for his election as chair of the fourth session of the Committee as well as the United Arab Emirates for its splendid organization. The delegation took the opportunity on behalf of Latin American countries to thank the Spanish government for providing Spanish interpretation. 
18. The Committee, having examined document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/2 Rev.3, adopted the agenda of the fourth session as annexed to Decision 4.COM 2. 
ITEM 3 OF THE AGENDA: REPLACEMENT OF THE RAPPORTEUR
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/3
Decision 4.COM 3
19. The representative of the Director-General of UNESCO recalled that in its third ordinary session in Istanbul the Committee elected a Bureau with a mandate that would expire at the end of the fourth and current session, and that the Committee had due regard for an equitable geographical representation. She informed the Committee that the rapporteur from Croatia was unable to take up her duties as she was currently on maternity leave, and that the Croatian authorities had proposed Mr Tvrtko Zebec as a replacement. The representative of the Director-General of UNESCO recalled Rule 16.1 of the Committee’s Rules of procedure, which specifies that if the rapporteur was unable to act at any session of the Committee or Bureau, a Vice Chairperson would act in his/her place. Rule 16.2 similarly provides that if the rapporteur was unable for any reason to complete his/her term of office he/she would be replaced by the Vice Chairperson after consultation by the Committee. However, if Rule 16.2 were strictly applied, equitable geographical representation would not be guaranteed. 
20. The Secretary of the Convention, Ms Cécile Duvelle, recalled a similar situation during the third session in Istanbul whereby the rapporteur from Gabon was unable to take up her position as rapporteur but was replaced by a candidate nominated by Gabon following suspension of Rule 16.
21. The delegation of Estonia congratulated the Chairperson for organizing a wonderful meeting, and expressed its strong support for Mr Tvrtko Zebec as rapporteur.
22. Noting that there were no objections, the Chairperson proceeded to the adoption of decision 4.COM 3 in which Rule 16 of the Rules of Procedure was suspended and Mr Tvrtko Zebec was elected as Rapporteur. 
ITEM 4 OF THE AGENDA: ADMISSION OF OBSERVERS
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/4 Rev
Decision 4.COM 4
23. The Secretary recalled that document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/4 Rev. was prepared following decision 3.COM 12 adopted by the Committee at its third session in Istanbul, and that following lengthy discussions and a number of temporary procedures for the admission of observers, a long-term solution had been adopted which amended the Committee’s Rules of Procedure. The Committee amended Rule 8.3 so as to refer to the various actors mentioned in the Convention such that intergovernmental organizations, other than those referred to in Rule 8.2, as well as public and private bodies, and private persons with recognized competence in the various fields of ICH, may attend future sessions of the Committee as observers upon written request. The Committee may authorize them to attend a single session or several of its sessions. A new Rule 8.5 was introduced specifying that public meetings of the Committee shall be open to the public within the limitations of available space.
24. The Secretary recalled the three categories of entities that are authorized to obtain observer status, and stated that Rule 6 of the Rules of Procedure provides that NGOs accredited by the General Assembly are automatically admitted to the Committee’s sessions. The 51 NGOs recommended to the GA for accreditation in 2010 had been invited on an exceptional basis to the fourth session of the Committee, pending the decision on their accreditation by the GA. This invitation was accepted by the 32 organizations listed in paragraph 3 of document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/4 Rev. 
25. The Secretary reported that the organizations in paragraph 3 were covered by Rule 7 of the Rules of Procedure, and reminded the delegations that, by means of decision 3.COM 10, the Bureau, on an exceptional basis, had the authority to designate examiners of the nominations of elements to the Urgent Safeguarding List as well as international assistance requests greater than US$25,000. Altogether, the Committee called upon 28 examiners for 17 nominations; these examiners were also invited to attend the fourth session of the Committee. 
26. Furthermore, in application of Rule 8.3 of the Rules of Procedure, a number of IGOs and public or private bodies and private persons, as referred to in Rule 8.2, had submitted a written request to attend one or more future sessions of the Committee. These 13 bodies are listed in paragraph 2 of document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/4 Rev. It was noted by the Secretary that since the adoption of Rule 8.3 of the Rules of Procedure, there had been an opportunity to authorize observers to the fourth session and they consequently fall under Rule 8.5 of the Committee’s Rule of Procedure regarding attendance at public meetings, within the limitations of available space and without the possibility to speak.
27. The delegation of India wished to have received more information regarding the procedure to obtain greater geographic representation among examiners. It further raised a point about funding, and whether the lack of funds meant that some of the invitees were unable to attend.
28. The delegation of Kenya expressed concern that no representative from an African NGO was on the list of attendees and surmised that this was due to lack of funding, an issue the delegation felt should be addressed.
29. The Secretary made clear that expenses, flights and board were extended to all invited examiners and those that did not attend were assumed to be unavailable.
30. The Chairperson confirmed the explanation given by the Secretariat and recalled the many attempts made to contact all the examiners so as to ensure their presence at the meeting. The Chairperson invited the Secretary to explain the requests formulated by IGOs, public or private bodies and private persons to attend the sessions. 
31. The Secretary explained that 35 IGOs, not part of the UN system but maintaining relations with UNESCO and with a noted interest in ICH, were informed about the sessions, of which 3 IGOs requested observer status and include: the League of Arab States, the Arab League Educational, Cultural and Scientific Organization (ALECSO), and the Islamic International Educational, Cultural and Scientific Organization (ISESCO). With regard to public or private bodies, four NGOs registered at this session (Association de Nasreddin Hodja et du Tourisme (Turkey), Associazione Nazionale Città della terra cruda (Italy), La Enciclopedia del Patrimonio Cultural Immaterial, A.C (Mexico), Maison des Cultures du Monde (France)) that may be recommended for accreditation at this session under Item 9 of the agenda. Following their accreditation by the GA at its third session, they would automatically be admitted as observers to future sessions under Rule 6 of the Rules of Procedure. In addition, six more public or private bodies requested admission at that session (Association ‘Cantu in Paghjella’ (France), Association of the European Folklore Institute (Hungary), Centre for Cultural Diversity (Bahrain), Civil Society Organisation Network (Yemen), Ethnic Culture Centre “Suiti” Foundation (Latvia), Gazi Üniversitesi Türk Halkbilimi Araştirma Ve Uygulama Merkezi / Turkish Folklore Research and Application Center (Turkey). 
32. The delegation of Gabon reiterated an earlier remark made by the delegation of Kenya regarding the absence of African NGOs. It recalled that at its third session in Istanbul the Committee agreed that assistance must be given to NGOS in Africa that may not always function the same way as in developed countries. It pointed out that NGOs may differ in their constitution compared to Western organizations and therefore non-profit research centres and institutes should be considered as potential invitees. The Delegation recalled that the Convention was made also for African countries to safeguard their civilizations. 
33. The Chairperson confirmed that the Committee was fully concerned to provide equal opportunities for all NGOs from all countries, developed or developing. He recalled that the United Arab Emirates, for that reason, wanted to invite as many NGOs as possible to that session. But for the future a decision has to be taken on the mechanisms of their participation in respecting the geographical distribution. 
34. The delegation of the Central African Republic expressed its thanks to the warm welcome provided by the hosts, and agreed with the points made by the African delegations. The delegation also requested clarification regarding the invitation to observers, and whether they would be invited to attend future sessions upon adoption of agenda item 4, and if so, whether future African NGOs would also be able to attend in 2012.
35. The Chairperson reminded the delegations that item 10 on the agenda specifically refers to this issue.
36. The delegation of India wished to clarify the situation vis-à-vis the attendance of NGOs and explained that the process of raising awareness about the Convention was key in enabling more NGOs to become involved with the nomination process. The delegation urged the Committee to carry out this task, and that they should contact the ambassadors of the associated countries of the invited NGOs so that they are made aware of the Convention as well as the occurrence of the Committee sessions. 
37. The delegation of Italy expressed its gratitude to the United Arab Emirates for the wonderful welcome here at Abu Dhabi and the excellent hospitality. The delegation recalled that this agenda item was to allow the Committee to host organizations and individuals to participate in the deliberations of the Committee as observers. The Committee therefore has to take a decision on the participation of certain associations and NGOs that presented a request to participate as observers. This decision is very simple. In item 10 of the agenda will arise the problem of the lack of African NGOs. Here the problem arises not only for Africa but also for the Committee because it wants the Convention to be fully representative. 
38. The following entities were welcomed as observers at the fourth session: those 32 NGOs recommended at the third session for accreditation that accepted the invitation to attend the fourth session as listed in paragraph 3 of document 4 Rev. and 18 examiners as listed in paragraph 45 of document 4 Rev. In addition, 13 intergovernmental organizations other than those referred to in Rule 8.2 and public or private bodies and private persons with recognized competence in the various fields of the intangible cultural heritage as listed in paragraph 2 of document 4 Rev. were authorized to attend the 5th, 6th and 7th sessions of the Committee as observers. The Chairperson then declared Decision 4.COM 4 adopted.
39. Before closing the morning session, the Chairperson drew the attention of the Committee on item 15 of the agenda, “Evaluation of proposals of programmes, projects and activities as best reflecting the principles of the Convention (Article 18)”. These proposals have to be examined by a working group of the Committee which shall forward its opinion to the Committee regarding the merits of proposals and its recommendations. So, later in the week, the Committee shall select the programs, projects and activities examined by this working group of the Committee. This working group should be established today in order to examine the proposals that were submitted and forward its recommendations. In the early afternoon, the Committee should begin by adopting the mandate of this working group and selecting its members. The Chairperson proposed that this working group comprise one representative from each regional group and invited the Committee members to reach agreement during the lunch break. He further recalled that document INF.2 Rev.2 proposes that this working group will meet a first time that evening, immediately after the end of the plenary. If the group cannot complete its work this evening, another occasion could be scheduled to meet again. 
[Monday 28th September 2009 – 3 p.m.]
ITEM 15 OF THE AGENDA: EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS OF PROGRAMMES, 
PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES AS BEST REFLECTING THE PRINCIPLES OF THE CONVENTION (ARTICLE 18)
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/15+Add.
Decision 4.COM 15
40. The Chairperson informed the Committee that the electoral groups agreed that the working group will be composed of representatives of Cyprus (Group I), Hungary (Group II), Cuba (Group III), Viet Nam (Group IV), Kenya (Group V(a)) and Jordan (Group V(b)). The Chairperson therefore declared decision 4.COM 15 A adopted. 

ITEM 5 OF THE AGENDA: ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT SUMMARY RECORDS 
OF THE THIRD ORDINARY SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE 
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/5
Decision 4.COM 5
41. No objections on the summary records were voiced. Decision 4.COM 5 was adopted.
ITEM 8 OF THE AGENDA: DRAFT OPERATIONAL DIRECTIVES ON THE MEANS TO INCREASE THE RESOURCES OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE FUND
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/8
Decision 4.COM 8
42. The Chairperson reminded the delegations that in its last session of June 2008, the GA had requested the Committee to prepare additional directives on how to increase resources of the ICH Fund, the use of the Convention emblem, and how to increase the Convention’s visibility for its upcoming session in June 2010.
43. The Secretary briefly introduced the following three items 6, 7 and 8 of the agenda, recalling that the Committee already had the opportunity to consider these three topics at its third session in Istanbul, and that it had been agreed to finalize them at the fourth session. She explained that item 8 would be the first item under discussion followed by item 7, and item 6 would be discussed in a later session [Thursday 1 October]. 
44. As regards the Operational Directives on the means to increase the resources of the Fund, the Secretary reminded the delegations that ten out of the eleven paragraphs had already been adopted and only one paragraph, concerning ways to recognize financial contributions, was to be finalized during this session. As regards the use of the emblem (item 7), an informal working group in Istanbul had developed a revised draft of directives on the use of the emblem that was accepted as the basis of discussion at this session. Finally, as regards visibility of the Convention (item 6), the Committee had decided in Istanbul that the document presented by the Secretariat at that time was not substantial enough to adopt directives on this issue. As a result the Secretariat was requested to consult States Parties in order to prepare a new set of directives on raising awareness at the national and international levels rather than only at the international level.
45. Before introducing the items, the Chairperson wished to recall that the Operational Directives are meant to facilitate the implementation of the Convention, and that they, like the Convention itself, should evolve in order to adapt to new needs and experiences. Therefore there were opportunities in the future to amend the text and he therefore suggested that general discussions should be avoided in order to save time so that only the draft decision should be directly considered.
46. As there were no objections to the proposed programme of work, the Secretary introduced item 8 and further recalled that the Committee had already decided at its third session to adopt all the paragraphs as amended, except paragraph 10, concerning the ways of acknowledging donors for their contributions. She recalled that the resources of the Fund consisted mainly of contributions made by States Parties to the Convention (Article 26.1 of the Convention) on the basis of a uniform percentage determined by the GA. In addition, and in conformity with Article 25 of the Convention, additional resources may come as contributions, gifts or bequests made by other States, organizations and programmes of the UN system and public or private bodies or individuals, as well as interest due on the resources of the Fund, funds raised through collections and receipts of events, and any other resources authorized by the Fund’s regulations. She further recalled that the Committee may accept contributions and other forms of assistance for general and specific purposes relating to specific projects, provided that those projects have been approved by the Committee. The Secretary explained that a new paragraph had been proposed that distinguishes the three kinds of contributors, which was contained in paragraph 10 of the annex to the decision. 
47. The delegation of Italy wished to clarify two points in subparagraph C with the Legal Adviser. Firstly, that the contributors would appear on a list in decreasing order of contributions but that the amount of each contribution would not be specified. Secondly, the delegation made reference to the last sentence in subparagraph C concerning authorization by the Committee of the use of the emblem by contributors. The delegation suggested deleting this sentence since there appeared to be no appropriate directive mentioning the use of the emblem by contributors and that this issue could be addressed in the Operational Directives. The delegation of Estonia endorsed the suggestion made by Italy.
48. The Legal Adviser, Mr Souhail El Zein, with respect to the first point, could find no legal basis for comment; rather it was up to the Committee to decide on this issue. As regards the second point, the advisor had no legal objection to the request to delete the last sentence of subparagraph C.
49. As there were no further objections Decision 4.COM 8 was adopted. 
ITEM 7 OF THE AGENDA: DRAFT OPERATIONAL DIRECTIVES CONCERNING 
THE USE OF THE EMBLEM OF THE CONVENTION
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/7

Decision 4.COM 7
50. The Secretary recalled that the Committee had discussed this topic on a number of occasions, and reminded the delegations that some 1300 designs were submitted in a competition, that were then narrowed down to seven, which were endorsed by the Committee at its third extraordinary session and passed on to the GA at its second session, in June 2008. The design from Mr Dragutin Dado Kovačević from Croatia was selected as the emblem of the Convention. The GA requested in its Resolution 2.GA 5 that the Committee submit draft Operational Directives for the use of the emblem. Rather than trying to revise the text in plenary, the Committee during its third session established an informal working group to revise the draft directives, open to participation by States Members of the Committee and observers. The Secretary reminded the delegations that document 7 includes in its annex the draft adopted by that working group in Istanbul under the Chairmanship of Mr Tulio Scovazzi of Italy. The draft directives prepared by the Secretariat, and the two substitute drafts as revised by the working group, closely follow the provisions of the General Conference directives for the use of the UNESCO logo, since the General Assembly had decided that the ICH emblem should always be accompanied by that of UNESCO. 
51. The Secretary stated that it was important that the Convention emblem directives should work in parallel and mirror as closely as possible the directives in force for the UNESCO logo.
52. The delegation of Italy raised doubts about two of the three provisions of the directives, but it was agreed that these points would be tackled on a paragraph-by-paragraph basis. 
53. There were no objections raised to the definitions in paragraphs one to five which were thus adopted. 
54. Nevertheless, the delegation of Estonia raised the point that in its present form the draft requires that requests for the use of the emblem at national level be addressed either to the GA or the Committee for approval, which would result in a flood of requests, and that a publication outlining the procedure for use of the emblem would facilitate the process and allow States Parties to better promote the Convention at the national level.
55. The delegation of Mexico agreed with the suggestion made by Estonia for a manual or handbook on the use of the logo, which would be of tremendous help in outlining the procedure for its use. The delegation also mentioned specific cases such as sponsorships, performance activities and cinematographic works, and wished to have specific guidelines for the use of the emblem in such instances.
56. The Secretary agreed with the suggestion made by Estonia and reported that the Secretariat will produce more operational publications, which will include examples of how to use the Convention emblem. As regards the point raised by Mexico, she made clear that only the Secretariat, that is, the Director-General of UNESCO and the Convention’s governing bodies are able to use the emblem without prior authorization. Moreover, the use of the Convention emblem had to concord with the UNESCO emblem, which was explained in the Operational Directives, but greater explanation was indeed required for potential stakeholders in States Parties in order to concretely explain the use of the emblem.
57. The delegation of Italy emphasized the important role of UNESCO’s National Commissions in promoting UNESCO activities, which the delegation did not feel was reflected in the draft directives. The delegation raised the point about the use of the UNESCO emblem, that National Commissions have the right to use and, moreover, can grant use at the national level. The delegation felt that this should also apply to the use of the Convention emblem, and that the role of the National Commission in this issue should be seriously considered.
58. The delegation of India reiterated a point made earlier regarding the importance of adopting the guidelines during this session so that the emblem can be used right away rather than discuss the procedures for use of the emblem at length, which, although important, would delay the emblem’s immediate use. The delegation pointed out that the use of the UNESCO emblem by National Commissions was controversial, and that cases of misuse did exist. 
59. The delegation of Viet Nam expressed appreciation and thanks to the ADACH and the United Arab Emirates authorities for their hospitality. It recalled the points raised by the delegations of Italy and Estonia and wished to see greater flexibility in the overall use of the emblems, which would only help to promote the Convention. 
60. The delegation of Estonia stated having no objections to adopt the text as it reflected the previous debates on this issue, and called for the adoption of paragraph 6 as it stood. 
61. The delegation of Jordan called upon the Legal Adviser to intervene regarding the re-wording of the text so as to more clearly specify under which conditions the emblem is to be used, and by which parties.
62. The Legal Adviser, referring to paragraph 6, reminded the delegations that it is in strict conformity and compatible with the directives concerning the use of the UNESCO emblem. He clarified that the governing bodies of UNESCO and the Secretariat provide the authorization, and that the concerns voiced by Italy, Estonia, Jordan and Viet Nam, were addressed in other paragraphs under the heading ‘Authorization’. He also reminded delegations that at the third session in Istanbul there was a general consensus to allow the States Parties to the Convention the right to designate the competent authorities. For example, if Italy wished to designate the National Commission as a competent authority, then that was up to Italy to do so, all the more so as the National Commission doesn’t have a legal personality of its own and simply represents the State Party. 
63. The delegation of Peru expressed thanks to the United Arab Emirates authorities for their generous welcome. The delegation thanked the Legal Adviser for the clarifications but expressed caution in the use of the emblem for commercial purposes, which associated the cultural industry with mass manufactured products for mass markets. It urged the Secretariat to be strict citing the tremendous differences between cultural manifestations and purely commercial ventures. 
64. The delegation of India thanked the Legal Adviser for the clarifications, which she believed cleared up the confusion regarding the role of National Commissions, which are authorized to use the emblem if designated by the Member State to do so. 
65. The delegation of Italy, in a spirit of flexibility, proposed to agree with paragraph 6 provided that in paragraph 8 an amendment was proposed, which would better reflect concerns about the role of UNESCO National Commissions. 
66. The delegation of Bulgaria (observer) conveyed thanks for the warm welcome by the host authorities, and raised a point about category 2 centres specialized in ICH, which have an important regional role, and whether they would be able to use the emblem. 
67. The Chairperson thanked the delegation of Bulgaria for bringing up this interesting point and asked whether it was possible for either the GA or the Committee to take a decision on category 2 centres in order to allow them the possibility of using the emblem, which the Chairperson did not feel was in breach of paragraph 8. 
68. The Chairperson proposed to adopt paragraph 6 that allows States Parties the ability to authorize the use of the emblem. No objections were voiced and paragraph 6 was adopted. 
69. The delegation of Italy proposed an amendment to paragraph 8 as follows, ‘the General Assembly, and the Committee, may authorize the National Commissions for UNESCO to use the emblem and to deal with questions relating to the use of the emblem at the national level’. The delegation specified that it was no longer a right granted by the directive, but it is for the GA or the Committee to decide, case by case, whether or not a National Commission could be empowered to use the emblem and to authorize its use at the national level.
70. The delegation of Gabon stated that the National Commission in Gabon is a multi-party structure within the Ministry of Education with several fields of competence and therefore the government, following attribution of authorization to the National Commission, is not accountable and this raised an issue of state responsibility. 
71. The delegation of India wished to know whether the National Commission is the only entity authorized to use the emblem, or whether the National Commission is just one entity among others entitled to use the emblem. 
72. The delegation of Turkey expressed thanks to the United Arab Emirates authorities for the warm welcome, and agreed to the proposal by Italy with the amendments presented by India. 
73. The delegation of Belarus also expressed its appreciation to the host organizers of this Committee session for the warm welcome and the excellent stay in Abu Dhabi. The delegation fully supported the proposal made by Italy but recalled that the role of the National Commissions are different and vary from State Party to State Party. Thus, the delegation also supported the proposal made by India.
74. The delegation of Viet Nam began by first thanking the Italian delegation for the proposal put forward, which was also appreciated by those present but unable to speak. Secondly, the delegation endorsed the amendment proposed by India, and wished to propose another amendment to include ‘other duly designated authority’ such that the sentence would read ‘the General Assembly of the Committee may authorize the National Commissions for UNESCO or other duly designated authority’. This would allow countries where National Commissions cannot assume that responsibility to designate other authorities the right to use the emblem. 
75. The delegation of Jordan agreed that as countries had their own unique specificities and structures, there was no one-size-fits-all solution, and urged wording that provide flexibility. The delegation of Croatia conveyed thanks to the host authorities for the meeting’s excellent organization, and also expressed thanks to the delegations with support for the proposals of the amendments by India and Viet Nam. The delegation of Gabon expressed its agreement with the proposal made by Italy as well as the amendments proposed by India and Viet Nam.
76. The delegation of Paraguay expressed thanks to the United Arab Emirates for its warm hospitality, and proposed that paragraph 8 be linked with paragraph 14, which covers the use of the emblem only for such purposes as considered legitimate.
77. The delegation of Cyprus agreed with paragraph 8 as proposed by Italy and amended by India but did not agree with the amendment by Viet Nam and wished to propose the following ‘the General Assembly and the Committee meeting may authorize the National Commissions for UNESCO, at the request of the State Party concerned, within the framework of the activities carried out by official partners’.
78. The delegation of India did not agree with the proposed amendment by Cyprus on the basis that the message had lost its clarity and urged Cyprus to withdraw its amendment. The Chairperson, supported by the delegation of the Central African Republic, agreed with the delegation of India and stated that the official partners par excellence are the Member States. The Chairperson therefore ended the discussion on paragraph 8 and proceeded with the next paragraph. 
79. The delegation of Japan (observer) expressed thanks to the United Arab Emirates for its generous invitation and perfectly organized meeting. The delegation appreciated that the expressed opinion could not influence proceedings but requested advice from the Legal Adviser regarding the structure of paragraph 7 such that the proposal from Italy and India could be aligned with the second sentence of paragraph 7 without an amendment.
80. The Legal Adviser made clear that it is forbidden to subcontract the authorization of the use of the emblem, and that paragraph 7 clearly attributes the possibility for the General Assembly and the Committee to authorize the use of the emblem to National Commissions and category 2 centres dealing with ICH. He agreed that the other paragraphs offered a large interpretation, but that it can never delegate its decision-making to other parties, and recalled the responsibility of each State to designate a national authority dealing with the problems of the misuse of the logo or the protection of the logo itself.
81. The delegation of India pointed out that once a paragraph had been adopted it cannot be reopened, particularly by observers. The Chairperson agreed and proceeded to the following paragraphs 9 to 14 that were adopted without objections. 
82. The delegation of Italy raised concern about paragraph 15.b. (ii), which states that, for the purposes of patronage, consultations with the State Party, in which the activity is held, was obligatory and wondered whether they could be further strengthened to also include the State that had submitted the nomination of the element for inscription in the list. The delegation cited the example of tango. 
83. The Legal Adviser found the proposal to be restrictive and limiting, which could slow down the consultation process.
84. For the sake of clarity, the delegation of India wished to add ‘in whose territory’ to read ‘with the State Party in whose territory the activity is held’. The delegation also urged the Italian delegation to withdraw its proposal, as consultations with other States Parties with related activities would encumber the authorization process. 
85. The delegation of Cuba expressed gratitude to the United Arab Emirates for its tremendous kindness, and made reference to an earlier comment made by the delegation of Peru regarding the sacredness of certain manifestations, which highlighted the obligation by States to protect the sanctity of elements, and welcomed the proposal by Italy.
86. The delegation of Mexico believed that the text as stated is more open-ended and proposed to leave the text as it stood in the spirit of open-mindedness.
87. Following objections from the delegations, the delegation of Italy proposed a more flexible text that read ‘obligatory consultations with the State Party in which the activity is held, and, if appropriate, with other States concerned’, which would allow the Director-General a broad margin of discretion in order to enlarge the consultation, not only with the State where the activity is held but also if there is another State that is particularly concerned by the element in question.
88. The delegation of India concluded with a change in the text, ‘and, if required, consultations with any of the other State Parties that had inscribed the element’.
89. The delegations of Turkey, Senegal, Cyprus and Estonia wished to retain the original amendment by India, which would read, ‘in whose territory the activity is held’. The delegation of Italy subsequently withdrew its proposal. 
90. Paragraph 12 was subsequently adopted.
91. The Legal Adviser wished to draw attention to paragraph 19 and the definition of ‘direct practitioners’, which was not defined, compared to ‘practitioners’ thereby making it clear as to who can use the emblem. The representative of the Director-General proposed to remove the word ‘direct’. 
92. The delegation of India wished to have clarification from the Legal Adviser as to the reason behind the discomfort in the use of the term ‘direct practitioner’ and suggested to include a footnote if it was a question of definition. The delegation of the Central African Republic also requested clarity. 
93. The Legal Adviser replied that practitioners required the authorization of the Director-General and that the use of the emblem by other persons would be regarded as use for commercial purposes. As the emblem is shown in tandem with the UNESCO emblem, authorization is required from the Director-General. 
94. The delegations of Italy, Estonia, Mexico and Gabon expressed concern over the confusion of the singling out of practitioners when in reality they are the same as others, and suggested simplifying the wording by deleting the reference to practitioners. Both the delegations from Mexico and Gabon raised the issue of semantics. 
95. The proposal to delete the mention of ‘by persons other than direct practitioners’ was adopted.
96. With regard to paragraph 20, the delegation of Gabon expressed a problem with the word ‘contract’, which can mean different things depending on the language employed, and suggested that a clear definition be proposed. 
97. The Legal Adviser made it clear that all other terms employed were in conformity with the results of the working group that had been convened and, as such, the major administrative and legal lines involved here can be approved.
98. All remaining paragraphs 20 to 27 were adopted. Decision 4.COM 7 was adopted as amended and the Chairperson declared item 7 closed.
[Tuesday 29th September 2009 – 9.30 a.m.]
ITEM 9 OF THE AGENDA: ACCREDITATION OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/9
Decision 4.COM 9
99. The Chairperson introduced the task which was to consider the requests for accreditation that have been addressed to the Committee by non-governmental organizations since its previous session. For those organizations that satisfy the criteria adopted in the Operational Directives, the Committee may wish to recommend to the General Assembly that when it meets in 2010 it accredit them to the Committee to provide advisory services. He noted that the organizations that requested accreditation included a number of NGOs from developing countries and thanked those members of the Committee and other States Parties that have encouraged the NGOs present in their territories to submit such requests. 
100. The Secretary noted that this was the second year that the Committee had been asked to consider requests for accreditation received from NGOs. Those NGOs recommended in the previous session in Istanbul had all been invited to the fourth session, which amounted to 32 registered NGOs. Their participation had in part been covered by the United Arab Emirates, but as observers, no funds were earmarked for that purpose in the Fund by the GA. Only examiners were covered for expenses by the Fund. The Secretary reminded the delegations that this issue would be covered in item 10 concerning modalities for facilitating the participation of NGOs from developing countries. The 51 NGOs recommended the previous year, together with those recommended in this session, would be submitted to the third session of the GA in 2010. 
101. The Secretary reported that, in addition to the requests that were presented during the previous session, there were 26 requests that had been submitted in incomplete form and therefore could not be evaluated by the Committee at the present session. Since that time, the Secretariat received another 84 requests, making a total of 110 requests that have been received and examined by the Secretariat during the current cycle. Concerns had been voiced during last Committee session about the few requests made from developing countries and as a result 400 NGOs had been contacted by the Secretariat and, thanks to those efforts, the present cycle has seen much stronger responses from NGOs in developing States. She added that six additional NGOs from Latin America and four from Africa were to be considered during the current session, though representation from Arab States was still weak. So far, the database maintained by the Secretariat includes 700 NGOs, centres of expertise, and other entities, but not all those NGOs have requested for accreditation.
102. The Secretary further explained that paragraph 5 of the document under consideration included 47 NGOs that submitted complete requests for accreditation. Paragraph 6 included four NGOs that seemed to have submitted complete requests, but after careful consideration of those requests and after having requested and received additional information, the Secretariat concluded that these four NGOs had not established that they satisfied the criteria for accreditation laid out in paragraph 88 of the Operational Directives. Paragraph 7 included 11 entities that submitted requests for accreditation, but that the Secretariat determined did not have the legal status of non-governmental organizations and therefore need not be accredited. Finally, paragraph 8 included 32 entities that had submitted incomplete requests that could be completed prior to the Committee’s next session.
103. The Chairperson stressed the importance the Secretariat attached to involving NGOs from developing countries. He reminded delegations that the modalities regarding their contribution and participation would be discussed during item 10, and that accreditation should be provided to the 47 NGOs whose requests were complete, thereby focusing attention on the four NGOs under paragraph 6.
104. The Secretary introduced the four NGOs by explaining that they did not appear to satisfy the criteria for accreditation set out in paragraph 88 of the Operational Directives. Although the Secretariat was convinced that they had the required legal status, no evidence had been provided of proven competence, expertise and experience in safeguarding ICH. 
105. The Chairperson concluded that the four NGOs had not satisfied the criteria for accreditation, as was explained in paragraph 6 of the working document, but that their requests would be reconsidered if they were able to satisfy the criteria. 
106. The Secretary continued to cite the entities in paragraph 7, which did not have the requisite NGO legal status and thus the GA had no possibility to accredit them despite proven safeguarding experience. The Committee could nevertheless still call upon them. As regards the 32 entities in paragraph 8, their requests had not been completed before 17 August but the Secretariat would work with them to complete requests in time for discussion at the fifth session. The annex included 9 entities that did not respond when asked for additional information several times over the previous year, and therefore their requests were suspended. 
107. The delegation of India wished to include additional paragraphs that read: ‘Commends the Secretariat for its efforts at encouraging accreditation of NGOs from developing countries at this meeting’. Next paragraph: ‘Expresses concern at the continuing lack of geographic representativeness in the NGO list’. Last paragraph: ‘Calls upon the Secretariat and concerned Member States to make every effort to ensure accreditation of more NGOs, particularly from developing countries, at future meetings’.
108. No objections were voiced and decision 4.COM 9 was adopted as amended. 
109. The representative from the NGO Traditions from Tomorrow offered thanks to the United Arab Emirates for its hospitality, which had enabled the participation of many of the NGOs present, and noted that the NGOs that had participated in implementing the Convention often greatly depended on financial assistance, and emphasized the importance of upholding the quality of the candidacies.
ITEM 10 OF THE AGENDA: MODALITIES AND METHODS OF FACILITATING THE CONTRIBUTION OF NON-GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS FROM DEVELOPING COUNTRIES
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/10
Decision 4.COM 10
110. The Chairperson reminded the delegations of the need to devote attention to the question of how best to involve NGOs from developing countries, although progress was being made, and recalled that 40% from a total of 98 NGOs, including the 47 NGOs that were recommended earlier, represented developing countries. Item 10 focused on how such NGOs could best contribute to the implementation of the Convention.
111. The Secretary introduced the session by recalling the repeated concern expressed by the Committee and the GA to obtain the widest possible participation of NGOs from developing countries in the implementation of the Convention. In its resolution 2.GA 6, the GA invited the Committee to examine ‘modalities and methods of facilitating the contribution of NGOs from developing countries in accordance with the Operational Directives concerning advisory assistance to the Committee’. Following the invitation from the Committee, five States Parties (Colombia, Cuba, Mongolia, Nigeria and Turkey) sent comments before 1 March 2009. Those comments generally supported maintaining the current criteria for accreditation, while also emphasizing that the NGO sector is not well developed in certain regions of the world and the Committee must therefore also involve other actors such as governmental research institutes and centres of expertise.
112. The Secretary noted the good turnout at the present session with 24 NGOs in attendance, and thanked the United Arab Emirates for its generosity. The Secretary identified one possible mechanism for facilitating the contribution of NGOs from developing countries by strengthening their capacities to be involved, not only in the meetings of the Committee but, more importantly, in the Committee’s work and in the implementation of the Convention at the national level. She noted that NGOs are involved in very important safeguarding efforts at the local or national level but may not have members with linguistic skills in French or English to be able to analyse nomination and provide reports to the Committee. They nevertheless had an important role in implementing the Convention at the national level as recognized by the Operational Directives in paragraph 87. One proposal could be that the Secretariat organize a series of workshops for NGOs from developing countries and, through their participation in the workshop, the NGOs from developing countries would see their capacity strengthened so that they might work more effectively with States Parties and the communities concerned, and contribute more fully to the work of the Convention. The Secretary concluded by suggesting to conduct one workshop in the first half of 2010.
113. The delegation of Mexico congratulated the Secretariat for its report and noted that this item reflects some of the recommendations put forward by India, and requested more information regarding the organization of the workshops and their possible venues. 
114. The delegation of India also wished to thank the Secretariat and pointed out the judgmental nature of paragraph 5 in that simply increasing the number of NGOs participating as observers, or offering financial support to selected NGOs from developing countries to permit their participation in Committee meetings, may not really facilitate their contribution to the Convention. It was the opinion of the delegation of India that the participation of NGOs was the most useful way to sensitize countries and civil society about the benefits of the Convention. She added that proposing workshops but no financial contribution towards participation in the Committee sessions was contradictory. She strongly believed that civil society from developing countries needs assistance from the Fund. She concluded that she thought paragraph 4 to be vague and would consequently make an amendment requesting the Secretariat to prepare a funding plan for the next Committee meeting.
115. The delegation of Paraguay congratulated the Secretariat for the excellent report, which covered the main themes under this item, and noted that the report also highlighted the concerns that had been voiced in a proactive way. The delegation noted that, in addition to representation from Africa, NGOs from Latin American and the Caribbean were under-represented. The delegation wished to include in the document the use of existing facilities within category 2 centres for the workshops, which would have the effect of promoting these centres. It concluded by supporting the draft decision. 
116. The delegation of Gabon congratulated the Secretariat for its efforts and commented that the document was a true reflection of the concerns for balanced geographical representation. The delegation noted that Africa, together with the Caribbean, was the most under-represented region, and the Committee should think about the reasons. The delegation noted that in Africa, NGOs are not established in the villages and if they are, they do not work in the field of ICH. Moreover, Africa has an oral tradition and written documents do not always exist. The second problem is that those working in ICH do not have access to Internet, and sometimes not even electricity in really remote areas. Thirdly, those who do have knowledge can sometimes feel they are breaching traditional secrets, and they do not want to share that knowledge. These were the root causes for under-representation, and although it was agreed that workshops are a good idea, the delegation insisted on the need to act on the local level by reviewing the specific situation. 
117. The delegation of Estonia commended the Secretariat for its work on the document and agreed with the delegation of Gabon about the need to think about different levels of approaching NGOs. The delegation referred to comments made earlier by India, and agreed that workshops were a good idea but that NGOs needed to express their ideas and experiences among themselves and not necessarily just play a listening role at higher level meetings. Noting that Estonia, in electoral group II with only 4 NGOs, was also under-represented, the delegation suggested that capacity-building at the regional level would help in addressing this balance.
118. The delegation of the Republic of Korea expressed gratitude for the warm hospitality provided by the government of United Arab Emirates, and took the opportunity to congratulate the Secretariat for its efforts to seek ways to promote the participation of NGOs from developing countries, and suggested that workshops be associated with category 2 institutes in the region. The delegation also suggested an NGO forum in connection with the Committee meetings or during the GA where NGOs can participate, and have the opportunity to share information and ideas.
119. The delegation of the Central African Republic thanked the Secretariat for the good quality of the document. With reference to the comments made by the delegation of Gabon she noted that it is not just a financial problem as there is a question of training and capacity-building as well as cultural aspects. The delegation emphasized the importance of the States Parties’ role through National Commissions and Culture Ministries to raise awareness about the Convention, and agreed with the idea of workshops but wished to see regional workshops, as well as the Convention translated into different languages. 
120. The delegation of Kenya thanked the Secretariat for the useful document and recognized the work so far in facilitating the participation of NGOs in the implementation of the Convention. The delegation made reference to the situation in Kenya where 6,000 culture-based NGOs are registered but only two have the technical know-how. The delegation therefore supported capacity-building and welcomed the workshops and the amendment by India to be accompanied by a financial plan. The delegation also reported that the Convention had been translated into Swahili. 
121. Thanking the Secretariat, the delegation of India agreed with the idea of regional workshops, selected with care so that they take place in areas of rich intangible heritage that are not sufficiently represented by NGOs. The delegation suggested that the first seminar in 2010 take place in Africa as a first priority. 
122. The delegation of Turkey congratulated the Secretariat, and believed that the issue lay in the lack of visibility of the Convention. The delegation referred to a workshop held in May 2009 where 102 national NGOs were invited in order to provide them with information about the Convention and the whole accreditation process. 
123. The delegation of Zimbabwe expressed gratitude to the United Arab Emirates for its excellent hospitality and facilities. The delegation sought to have NGO defined because in Zimbabwe much of the work is carried out by community-based organizations. The delegation reiterated previous comments on the need for greater visibility because the custodians of ICH were to be found at the grassroots level, and agreed with the proposal for a workshop in Africa suggesting that it made sense to have five subregional workshops: one in the north, one in west Africa, one in central Africa, one in east Africa, and one in southern Africa. The delegation was of the opinion that this is one way of interacting at the grassroots level rather than having the same ‘urban-based intellectuals’ attending. 
124. The delegation of Peru agreed with the suggestion of region-wide workshops in order to reach out to more local NGOs and made reference to the proposal made by Paraguay, and endorsed by Korea, to use regional category 2 centres, a recommendation that the delegation supported. The delegation of Croatia shared its experience of capacity-building with reference to invitations made to have representatives from Africa and the Arab States join in regional activities held in south-eastern Europe such as in Croatia, Turkey and Bulgaria. The delegation of Mexico offered to host one such workshop for the Mexico, Central America and the Caribbean region. 
125. The delegation of Belarus raised concerns regarding accreditation of NGOs because in Belarus, NGOs do not have the requisite legal status. The delegation supported the idea of workshops. 
126. A delegation of the Philippines, speaking as President of one of the accredited NGOs and a member of the UNESCO National Commission for the Philippines, expressed gratitude to UNESCO for seeing the importance of involving NGOs in the consultation process, and emphasized that the work of raising awareness was key to participation, and insisted that the workshops be regional. 
127. The delegation of Senegal wished to recall the importance of communities, experts, centres of expertise and research centres, which did not benefit from any accreditation. The delegation proposed that these centres be actively involved in the regional workshops as proposed by the Secretariat. 
128. The delegation of Mauritania expressed thanks to the United Arab Emirates for its hospitality and congratulated the authorities for the excellent organization. The delegation endorsed the comments made by the Central African Republic and Senegal regarding research centres and, although supporting the ides of workshops, wished to hear other proposals. The delegation praised the Spanish and French NGOs working in its country as they demonstrated successful transfer of knowledge.
129. The delegation of Morocco (observer) thanked the United Arab Emirates for its warm hospitality and invitation. Speaking as an observer, the delegation expressed the need for an overarching strategy in order to involve associations and NGOs throughout the world and felt that UNESCO should organize the first workshop, which would define the modalities for workshops at the international, national, regional, and local levels. It also agreed with previous comments regarding the participation of research centres and centres of excellence. 
130. The delegation of Indonesia complimented the United Arab Emirates for its kind hospitality, and the Secretariat for organizing such an excellent meeting. The delegation welcomed the support of NGOs from developing countries and the proposal made by the Republic of Korea.
131. The representative of ICOM thanked the hosts and asked that the documentation within the UN system regarding accreditation and participation of NGOs be shared with all the members. She recalled the formation of AFRICOM and the experience of substituting ‘NGO’ and ‘ICH’ with African words such as amasiko, ditzo, maflele, which would immediately connect with people. So terminology was important. The representative strongly recommend that when you have such a forum, a preparatory workshop for those people representing NGOs from countries of the South who have never been to a UNESCO meeting or to an international committee meeting be taken into consideration. The representative also raised the point about how to safeguard in urgent situations encountered in periods of war and conflict.
132. The delegation of Panama thanked the United Arab Emirates for its hospitality and invitation, and raised the point about the excessive use of technology, which was affecting authenticity. 
133. The delegation of Brazil (observer) thanked the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage for hosting this meeting. The delegation thought that grouping NGOs in one category did not take into account the differences that exist between community NGOs, national NGOs, and those with an international character, and it considered that bringing all the NGOs together onto the international arena to seminars at UNESCO or to the meetings of the Committee was not feasible, though national authorities should work together with local NGOs. 
134. The Chairperson thanked all States Parties and observers for their contributions and insisted that there was no contradiction with the idea of including experts, centres of excellence and research centres, and that expertise would be used wherever it was found. 
135. The Secretary noted that everyone seemed to support the proposal, and had acknowledged the needs in terms of capacity-building and the interest of organizing workshops in different regions of the world. The Secretary understood the wish to broaden the circle of those who can benefit from capacity-building activities so that institutes and research centres can be fully involved in the workshops. The Secretary thanked the delegation of Mexico for its offer to host a workshop, recalling that suggestions or invitations were welcome, and this presented a very good opportunity to establish close cooperation with category 2 centres. The Secretary also responded to the question posed by the delegation of India regarding those countries that submitted comments at the invitation of the Committee but did not specifically request funding for NGOs, i.e. Colombia, Mongolia, Turkey and Nigeria. 
136. The delegation of Gabon wished to see the addition of local action being encouraged at the meetings.
137. No objections were voiced and decision 4.COM 10 was adopted as amended by the delegations of India and Paraguay. 
ITEM 12 OF THE AGENDA: DRAFT PLAN FOR THE USE OF THE RESOURCES 
OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE FUND 
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/12
Decision 4.COM 12
138. The Chairperson recalled that the GA had approved the 2008-2009 plan in order to implement the actions foreseen in the Operational Directives that were steadily being developed, and that substantial resources had been devoted to safeguarding activities in the States Parties, which of course, was the main objective. The Chairperson expressed his surprise that only five per cent of the budget to provide assistance to States Parties for their safeguarding activities was requested and attributed, and he asked for clarification. 
139. The Secretary confirmed that the working document indicated that as of 30 June 2009, less than five percent of the funds projected had been spent on providing international assistance for safeguarding activities and explained that if the Committee, at its present session, were to approve all the international assistance requests submitted to it, the total would still remain much lower than the amount budgeted for that purpose. The Secretary noted that the States Parties, the intended beneficiaries of international assistance, are in many cases not yet able to take advantage of this financial support due to the unavoidable complexity of administrative procedures and inexperience in framing requests. 
140. The Secretary further informed the Committee that the Secretariat, with the financial means and staff currently available, had not been able to effectively support States Parties in building up their overall capacities to implement the Convention and therefore benefit from the international assistance mechanism, but the Secretariat had gained experience over the past 15 months which had shown that most of the budget allocated in the current programme, and budgeted to the Secretariat’s Regular Programme budget at Headquarters, had been reprogrammed in order to finance the organization of the statutory meeting of the Convention, the preparation and translation of documents, and the processing of nominations, development and dissemination of information materials. 
141. As far as safeguarding activities were concerned, the Secretary acknowledged the dedicated work of field office colleagues who fully implemented the decentralized budget allocated, and regretted that Headquarters was unable to provide them with enough support due to the huge mobilization of staff and resources required for this first cycle of nominations. The Secretariat therefore proposed a draft plan for the use of the resources of the Fund, which was believed to better reflect the needs of States Parties and the obligations of the Committee as laid out in article 7 of the Convention, and in order to slightly increase the percentage of funds globally allocated to ‘other functions of the Committee’, which includes such functions as capacity-building, awareness-raising, publication and dissemination of good practices, and increasing the participation of NGOs from developing countries. Considering that many of these functions and costs cannot easily be predicted up to 30 months in advance, the Secretariat proposed, in draft decision 4.COM 12, that the Committee delegate to its Bureau the authority to decide upon the use of the Fund to be allocated to these activities on the basis of concrete proposals prepared by the Secretariat and submitted periodically to the Bureau. 
142. The delegation of Estonia thanked the Secretariat for its attempt to reach the obligations and goals of the Convention by rearranging the allocation of funds, stating its feasibility, and therefore endorsed the proposal.
143. Following the explanation, the Chairperson hoped that States Parties and other interested parties were more aware to apply to the Secretariat for the right assistance according to the criteria of the Convention, and moved to adopt the decision. 
144. No objections were voiced and decision 4.COM 12 was adopted. 
[Tuesday 29th September 2009 – 3 p.m.]
ITEM 11 OF THE AGENDA: EVALUATION OF INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS GREATER THAN US$25,000
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/11
Decisions 4.COM 11.01 to 4.COM 11.03
145. The Chairperson announced that three requests had been received from two States Parties, one from Kenya and two from Mauritius, which had been reviewed by examiners, appointed by the Bureau, and were to be evaluated in the present session in light of the examination reports prepared by the examiners.
146. The Secretary continued that three requests for International Assistance greater than US$25,000 were submitted before the statutory deadline of 1 May 2009: a request from Kenya, a project called ‘Tradition and Practices Associated to the Kayas in the Sacred Forest of the Mijikenda’, for an amount of US$126,580; one from Mauritius, for ‘documentation and inventory of ICH in the Republic of Mauritius’, for an amount of US$52,461; and a second from Mauritius, for the ‘inventory of ICH elements pertaining to the indenture experience in the Republic of Mauritius’, for an amount of US$33,007. The requests had been examined by two examiners appointed by the Bureau of the Committee, as laid out in decision 3.COM 10, that took into account their relevant competence, regional particularities, language, safeguarding measures, and the need for geographical balance. 
147. The Chairperson noted that the Dominican Republic requested additional time to submit a revised request, which as a result could be evaluated in 2010, and reminded the delegations that the timetable foreseen in the Operational Directives for international assistance greater than US$25,000 provides that requests be submitted in May, for examiners to be appointed at the Committee meeting later in the same year. In conformity with paragraph 66 and 67 of the Operational Directives, each examination report includes an assessment of the feasibility of the proposed activities, their ability to reinforce capacities, the participation of the community, and the lasting results the project may have.
[Draft decision 4.COM 11.01 - request for international assistance submitted by Kenya entitled ‘Traditions and practices associated to the Kayas in the Sacred Forests of the Mijikenda’]
148. The examiners Ms Harriet Deacon (South Africa) and Ms Susan Keitumetse (Botswana) presented the request from Kenya, ‘Tradition and practices associated to the Kayas in the Sacred Forest of the Mijikenda’, for an amount of US$126,580. These practices not only regulate social relationships within the Mijikenda communities but also contribute to the conservation of the ecologically delicate forest environment. The intent of the project is to help enhance sustainability of the biophysical environment. Noting the strong historical link between Mijikenda communities and their original homeland in Somalia, the examiners esteemed that the project may provide opportunities for bilateral collaboration. They expressed their hope that the granting of this financial assistance will potentially encourage future funding for the development of heritage agencies or local educational institutions in and outside Kenya. They also offered some suggestions for revision of the request. In conclusion, the examiners were convinced about the potential and the feasibility of the project and expressed their satisfaction to recommend the project for financial assistance, even if certain budgetary details remained unresolved. 
149. The delegation of Mexico congratulated the examiners for their accurate and detailed work as well as the Secretariat, and said that it had set a precedent for future requests from the African continent. The delegation however requested more information on the future capacity-building initiatives for these specific communities as well as the timeframe of the various phases and monitoring, and whether we were looking at a short-term vision or a five-year timeframe.
150. The delegation of Estonia commended the examiners for their ability to carry out the huge workload in a relatively short period of time. The delegation wished to know more about the methodology of the examination in order to share with others with similar work in the future, and asked whether they had any recommendations, amendments or suggestions on how to continue working with examinations. 
151. The delegation of the Central African Republic congratulated the examiners for the very clear report as well as Kenya for an extremely well presented request. The delegation hoped that the request would be adopted as the examiners had recommended that financial assistance be granted.
152. The delegation of Italy thanked the examiners for their work and recommended approving the request. The delegation of Peru also supported the request and stressed that the project not only focused on ICH but also on the woodlands where the culture has its roots, which demonstrated the interaction between culture and the surrounding environment.
153. The examiner, Ms Deacon, thanked Committee members for their support and replied to the question by Mexico to the effect that the project covers a three-year period and there is discussion in the application about its extension to other communities. In relation to the question by Estonia, the examiners did not meet prior to coming to this meeting so the examination reports were developed entirely separately. She informed the delegations that a report from the meeting held on Sunday between all the examiners, in relation to the discussion about the USL, would be given to the Committee the following day. In terms of methodology, the examiner recommended desktop research, and looking at academic papers written on the subject in question. The examiner, Ms Keitumetse, added that although she had not visited the site she had the necessary expertise, so the methodology might also depend on the expertise of the examiner.
154. The delegation of Gabon, witnessing the presentation for the first request of assistance in a project exceeding US$25,000, congratulated the Secretariat, the examiners and Kenya as it presented an opportunity to witness the work process. 
155. The Secretary noted that the examiners recommended the Committee to offer assistance to Kenya but, considering the substantial amount involved, requested that specifications be provided for the technical work, the budget and project planning, and questioned whether there was a need for the Bureau to have a second look or whether this responsibility could be left to the Secretariat.
156. The representative of the Director-General added that it was the Secretariat’s concern that the State Party not have to wait a full year in order to grant the necessary financial international assistance, and that the text: ‘invites the State Party to submit at the earliest opportunity’ was not clear as to whom the request should be submitted and perhaps should read: ‘invites the State Party to submit to the Bureau at the earliest opportunity a revised project’, which says that the Committee would, in principle, be giving its approval, but also that the Bureau ultimately has the responsibility to ensure that the State Party has done exactly what it has been asked to do. She therefore suggested introducing into the decision, a body, either the Bureau or the Committee, to review the revised request to be submitted by the State Party, beneficiary of the funds, on the use of the amount granted in international financial assistance. The representative of the Director-General also pointed out that in two of the three requests, from Mauritius, the State Parties had been urged to enhance and safeguard the intangible element of sites listed on the World Heritage list. 
157. The delegation of Estonia addressed concern on the reservations about the project, not in order to deny approval but as a means to assist Kenya in working towards a solution, and therefore agreed to transfer the decision to the Bureau. 
158. The Chairperson suggested that action be taken in support of adopting the decision but requested that the examiners report to the Bureau once the reservations had been addressed. Alternatively, the Secretariat might be asked to provide further ideas to support the situation.
159. The delegation of Italy did not approve the draft decision as drafted, and offered suggestions that the request be approved, that Kenya takes into account the remarks made by the examiners, and that its cooperate with the Secretariat in the implementation of the project. It saw no need to involve the Bureau. 
160. The delegation of Estonia sought to endorse Peru’s proposal for approval whereby Kenya will be granted this assistance but that some form of approval would be required at another stage in order to monitor the situation of the project, which could either be by the Secretariat or the Bureau, but definitely not the Committee.
161. The delegation of Paraguay wished to change the order of the draft decision because of the several actions that should take place after approval, and made reference to the comment made earlier by Italy to include the Peruvian proposal before paragraph 5 when the project is actually being approved, and then afterwards all the subsequent measures, i.e. inviting the State Party concerned to improve their methodology without involving the Bureau at all, and that the State Party would submit at the earliest possible moment the revised project. 
162. No objections were voiced. The Chairperson declared Decision 4.COM11.01 adopted and the request entitled ‘Traditions and Practices associated to the Kayas in the sacred forests of the Mijikenda’ submitted by Kenya for the amount of US$126,580 approved.
163. The delegation of Italy noted that the English version of the decision did not fully correspond to the French version, the English version being the preferred text, and drew attention to the contradiction on the one side to approve a project, and on the other side to invite the State Party to present a revised project. The State Party should draw attention to the examiners’ remarks but did not need to submit a revised project, as the project would already have been approved. 
164. The Secretary reiterated a number of decisions adopted by the Bureau concerning international assistance less than US$25,000. The Bureau would approve the request whilst at the same time ask the State Party to work with the Secretariat to improve technical specifications of the project, trusting that those technical specifications would be solved, and that granting of the request is not at all challenged as a result.
165. The delegation of Peru pointed out that other draft decisions on the other submitted projects concluded by saying ‘requests the Secretariat to reach an agreement with the State Party on the technical details pertaining to this assistance’.
166. The delegation of Kenya thanked the examiners, the Secretariat, and the entire Committee, and assured the delegations that all the conditions had been noted and will be implemented. The delegation reported that its government is committed and indeed had already spent a great deal of money on the project, which demonstrated the seriousness of the project. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 11.02 - request for international assistance submitted by Mauritius entitled ‘Documentation and inventory of intangible cultural heritage in the Republic of Mauritius’]
167. The Chairperson introduced the request from Mauritius, and presented the first examiner, Mr Klessigué Abdoulaye Sanogo (Mali) and the second examiner, Mr Rahul Goswami (Goa Heritage Action Group).
168. The examiner Mr Klessigué Abdoulaye Sanogo, and on behalf of Mr Rahul Goswami, thanked the United Arab Emirates and the authorities of Abu Dhabi for the very warm welcome afforded to them. Mr Sanogo presented the request entitled ‘Documentation and Inventory of Intangible Cultural Heritage of the Republic of Mauritius’, for an amount of US$52,461. The request presented by Mauritius aims to establish an inventory and prepare documentation on ICH in Mauritius, with a particular focus on singing, dancing, languages, gastronomy, handicrafts and religious practices, in order to establish a database of this rich and diverse heritage coming from a multicultural population from different parts of the Indian Ocean, from Africa, from Asia, and Europe. The aim is also to safeguard and promote this heritage. The examiner concluded that the project was feasible and relevant, and elaborated on the community involvement and institutional structure of the project, and that the amount of assistance requested was adequate. The examiner reported that the State would cover part of the cost of the activity for which international assistance is requested. 
169. The Chairperson noted that the examiners were of the opinion that the request should be approved. 
170. The delegation of Estonia thanked the examiners for their hard work, particularly as the examiners had to review two requests made by Mauritius, and welcomed the learning process, which would serve countries in future proposals, and requested information on the methodology employed. The delegation reiterated the importance of working with experts who would have more detailed knowledge about what happens at the grassroots level. 
171. The delegation of Gabon, as former Ambassador to Mauritius, took the opportunity to talk about the wealth of Mauritius as a true crossroads of civilizations, which these projects showcase. The delegation congratulated the Mauritian authorities, the Secretariat, and the examiners, and expressed its support for the adoption of the project for Africa and for the world.
172. The delegation of Zimbabwe thanked the examiners for a job well done but also for helping to appreciate the major aspects of this project that will not only deal with documenting and inventorying ICH, but will promote comprehensive awareness raising in Mauritius and southern Africa. The delegation urged and recommended the project’s adoption. The delegation of Kenya reiterated the importance of connecting ICH elements with World Heritage sites, and called for support of the proposal.
173. The delegation of Jordan wished to hear more about the methodology employed in the examination of the project, which was considered to be avant-garde and a useful model for future work. The delegation of Turkey wished to know whether the examiners had assessed the relationship between the 2003 and 1972 Conventions, and asked them to shed light on the work of experts working in the field. 
174. The delegation of Paraguay congratulated the examiners, and wished to see the return of the wording seen in the Kenyan project applied to this project in order to avoid inconsistency i.e. that those issues put to examiners in the form of questions or suggestions be taken into consideration. The delegation of Cuba congratulated the examiners and also Mauritius as this inventory presented the real first step for any country to be able to create a national list of priorities for safeguarding ICH. 
175. The examiner, Mr Sanogo, responded to the question raised by the delegations regarding the interconnection between the two Conventions, and noted that the value systems of the elements of heritage were similar.
176. No objections were voiced. The Chairperson declared Decision 4.COM 11.02 adopted and the request entitled ‘Documentation and Inventory of Intangible Cultural Heritage in the Republic of Mauritius’ submitted by Mauritius for the amount of $52,461 approved.
[Draft decision 4.COM 11.03 - request for international assistance submitted by Mauritius entitled ‘An inventory of elements of intangible heritage pertaining to the indenture experience in the Republic of Mauritius’]
177. Mr Goswami introduced the second request from Mauritius, entitled ‘An Inventory of Elements of Intangible Heritage pertaining to the Indenture Experience in the Republic of Mauritius’, for an amount of US$33,007. The examiners agreed that the request for international assistance warranted the Committee’s approval, and noted that institutional capability and community capacity-building were to be strengthened during the inventory timetable. The demographic legacy from 450,000 indentured labourers had had a powerful effect on shaping cultural traditions, expressions and customs, and this proposal set forth a systematic and sensitive documentation of this experience. The examiners found a durable approach contained in the community aspect of the inventory and documentation of the request, which bodes well for the fulfilment of criterion 4 and particularly criterion 4 (a) pertaining to community involvement. Both examiners found that the amount of assistance requested was appropriate and adequate. The examiners noted the merit of the proposed activities and the commitment of the State Party, which warranted the Committee’s approval, and therefore supported the draft decision. 
178. The delegation of Turkey recalled the World Heritage Committee meeting in Seville, Spain, and the decision concerning the relationship between the 1972 and 2003 Conventions, and invited the Secretariat to henceforth ensure the link between the spaces protected, which begs the question as to whether ICH is improved or protected once sites are inscribed on the World Heritage List. 
179. The representative of the Director-General pointed out in this regard that two of the requests for international assistance, the Sacred Forests in Kenya and the indentured experience as a symbol of the migrant workers in Mauritius, both related to sites inscribed on the World Heritage List, but they can only continue existing if the values attached to them are recognized – the celebrated criterion (vi), which has been recognized progressively by the World Heritage Committee as something that points to outstanding universal value. So far impact analyses had not been carried out but the criterion had made it possible to better safeguard, enhance, and protect the values associated with those particular World Heritage sites. A study of the relations between the Conventions will be undertaken and submitted to the World Heritage Committee when it next meets in Brazil. 
180. No objections were voiced. The Chairperson declared Decision 4.COM 11.03 adopted and the request entitled ‘An Inventory of Elements of Intangible Heritage pertaining to the Indenture Experience in the Republic of Mauritius’, submitted by Mauritius, for the amount of US$33,007 approved. 
181. The delegation of Mauritius (observer) expressed gratitude to the government of the United Arab Emirates for its warm welcome to Abu Dhabi, and thanked the Secretariat for the work accomplished so far regarding the two projects for which Mauritius requested and was granted international financial assistance, and assured the Committee that all the commitments would be respected. 
182. The delegation of Brazil (observer) wished to congratulate the Committee as well as Kenya and Mauritius for the successful adoption of these projects as the first experiences to be financed by the Fund. The delegation commented on the point raised by Turkey on the importance of the complimentary roles of the two Conventions, and noted that perhaps the 1972 Convention had failed to protect also the intangible aspects of cultural heritage, and that Article 5 in the World Heritage Convention, which focuses on cultural and natural heritage as a function in the life of the community, is somehow given less importance than those referring to outstanding universal values. The delegation expressed a need to bring back to the forefront the importance of implementing article 5 of the 1972 Convention.
183. The Chairperson thanked the delegation of Brazil for its constructive comments and declared item 11 closed. 
ITEM 13 OF THE AGENDA: EVALUATION OF THE NOMINATIONS FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE REPRESENTATIVE LIST OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE OF HUMANITY
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/13 Rev.2
Decision 4.COM 13
184. The Chairperson introduced Mr Silverse Anami, rapporteur of the Subsidiary Body for the examination of nominations to the RL who presented his report on the meetings and the work of the Subsidiary Body for the 2009 nominations. [The full report is presented in document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6 available on the webpage of the fourth session of the Committee].
185. After having recalled the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body, Mr. Anami outlined the different steps and working methods of the latter.  In regard to translation costs by the number of nominations files, the Subsidiary Body suggested that the States Parties that were in a position to do so could submit their nomination files in both working languages, thus helping to lighten the workload and the translation costs borne by the Secretariat. The Subsidiary Body also pointed to the length of certain nomination files. Some members considered that the number of words indicated in some sections of the nomination form was insufficient since, in view of the complexity of some elements, more details were required to ensure that the context of the element, its role in society and the various characteristics associated with its use were better understood. The Subsidiary Body concluded nonetheless that manageable limits should be set for translation and examination. It concluded in favour of a word limit for each section of the various parts of the ICH-02 form, on the understanding that this limit was not applicable to multinational nominations. The Secretariat was therefore invited to write to the States that had submitted nomination files that exceeded the word limits in any section by 10% to request them to shorten such sections of the nomination file. The Subsidiary Body also called on the Secretariat to indicate that constraint clearly in the revised forms to be used during the second cycle of nominations. 

186. In regard to the consent of communities, several members raised the question of the translation of certain annexed documents provided in languages other than French or English, which could pose a problem during examination. It was concluded that the consent of communities should in the future be translated, insofar as possible, into one of the Committee’s two working languages, namely English or French. 

187. The Subsidiary Body considered that the number of nomination files submitted during the first cycle was a cause for concern. Their examination was time-consuming for each member of the Body and mobilized a large amount of the Secretariat’s human and financial resources, to the detriment of other core functions such as building the capacities of States Parties to facilitate the submission of quality nomination files and the promotion of the Convention in the States not yet party thereto. The Body thus decided to propose appropriate revisions to the Operational Directives.

188. During the examination of the files, the Subsidiary Body highlighted the added value of the ten-minute videos, which, although not mandatory, were included in 96% of the nominations. In many instances the videos allowed the Subsidiary Body to have a better understanding of the element submitted and illustrated the dynamic nature of living heritage, which is sometimes difficult to capture in writing. The videos also provided information in some instances about key aspects of the nomination that were not clearly expressed in the nomination forms, such as the commitment and involvement of the communities. While bearing in mind that the audiovisual annexes were not mandatory for the submission of a nomination for the Representative List, the Subsidiary Body judged that due to the considerable added value of the videos and their relevance to the future work in promoting the element, it would be important to assist States that lack the means to produce audiovisual materials.

189. The complete nominations were gradually made available to the Subsidiary Body in the two working languages of the Committee through the website created specifically by the Secretariat. Upon receipt of additional information on 15 January, and in conformity with the established timetable, the members of the Subsidiary Body were gradually provided all nomination files. 

190. Between 15 January and 30 April, the members of the Subsidiary Body analysed each nomination file in turn and drew up an examination report showing whether the nomination met each of the five inscription criteria as required. The Secretariat received a total of 650 examination reports and entered them in a database. A summary of each nomination file and a draft recommendation for each criterion based on the comments received by the members of the Subsidiary Body were drawn up by the Secretariat in the format approved by the Body at its January meeting. The draft recommendations, along with the opinion of each of the members for each nomination, were used as working documents at the Subsidiary Body’s meeting in May.  

191. The Subsidiary Body held its decision-making meeting at UNESCO Headquarters from 11 to 15 May 2009 to examine all of the nomination files. First, the Subsidiary Body recalled a number of methodological and procedural issues: it was required to base its examination solely on the information provided by States Parties in the nomination file, trying to base its recommendations on the information presented. Accordingly, the Subsidiary Body endeavoured to exclude from its deliberations any external opinions or its members’ expressions of personal preference for any particular nomination. Aware that the examination of nomination files for the first cycle was groundbreaking work, the Subsidiary Body exercised particular care in taking decisions, considering that it was setting important precedents that would steer the course for the Convention in the years ahead.

192. Similarly, the members of the body agreed that a member whose country was involved in a  nomination file would leave the meeting room while that file was being discussed. The Chair also reminded members that the debates, held in private meeting, were confidential, as only the resultant decisions were made public.

193. The Subsidiary Body began its work by addressing various cross-cutting issues expressed by one or more members in their individual examination reports in the light of sometimes rather divergent opinions on some fundamental questions. 
194. One question was whether an element should necessarily fall within one of the domains listed in Article 2.2 of the Convention or whether the submitting State was free to select other domains. After pointing out that this list of domains in Article 2 was not exhaustive, the Subsidiary Body expressed its view that many elements nominated belonged simultaneously to several domains, and that those listed in Article 2 should be taken as references and not interpreted restrictively. 
195. The question of the identification of the element was also raised. The Subsidiary Body considered that it was for the submitting State to identify clearly the element nominated for inscription, given that it was required concurrently to adopt specific safeguarding measures involving definite communities. Nomination files should therefore concern an element that was specific and precise, albeit one that might be related to a broader cultural sphere.

196. The members of the Subsidiary Body noted that in a number of nomination files, insufficient information was provided on the current social and cultural functions of the element. They underlined the importance of having a brief description of the element’s current socio-cultural functions to hand, as these were of the essence in determining whether an element belonged to intangible cultural heritage and whether it was living. This was also important to show that the element was viable and to describe the consequences for the identity of the community were it to disappear. Some members of the body stressed, however, in regard to complex elements that performed very diverse social functions, that the standard form provided did not always permit inclusion of all the requisite details.

197. The Subsidiary Body also pointed to the living, and thus ever-changing, nature of intangible cultural heritage, which could change in time and space in order to adapt to the needs of contemporary life. For example, the modernization of production methods, mechanization and electrification would not be regarded as a priori disqualifying, particularly as regards craft practices, as long as the requirements were met that emphasis remained on the human factor of the element and that mechanization duly respected the aspirations of the communities concerned. The Subsidiary Body considered, however, that the degree of mechanization in the production of the element must be appraised case by case when the files were being examined.

198. The commercialization of an intangible heritage element and its consequences on the viability of the element were addressed. In that regard, too, the members of the Subsidiary Body were of the view that commercialization was not a priori a disqualifying factor, highlighting the vital role of the intangible cultural heritage as a factor of economic development in some communities. They did, however, point out that excessive commercialization could distort traditional cultural customs or expressions. It was therefore necessary to ensure that such processes remained under the control of the communities concerned and not of private companies. In that regard, too, the files should be examined on a case-by-case basis. 

199. The issue of revitalization was also discussed. The Subsidiary Body spoke out in favour of elements that, despite being threatened, played a key role in a community’s collective memory. Even if they were not in regular use, they could be revitalized and could once more fulfil socio-cultural functions. A lapsed element that had subsequently been revitalized could also be included in that category. Nevertheless, some members of the Body pointed out that the main purpose of the Convention was to safeguard living intangible cultural heritage, and emphasized the need to avoid trying to revive historical practices that no longer had a social function in contemporary society.

200. The issue of the status of religion in regard to the definition of intangible cultural heritage was also discussed. While reaffirming that religion was crucial to the identity and life of communities, the Body held that religion as such fell outside the scope of the Convention. Nevertheless elements concerning cultural practices and expressions drawn from religion could be taken into account under the Convention. By the same token, a distinction was made between canonical or orthodox practices, deemed to fall outside the scope of the Convention, and popular religious customs, which could be considered intangible heritage. Some members of the Subsidiary Body drew a parallel with the distinction drawn between languages and oral traditions, which had given rise to lengthy debate during the meetings held to draft the text of the Convention.

201. With regard to criterion 2, the members of the Subsidiary Body considered that an element’s great popularity, even internationally, did not mean that it was of less significance to the community to which it belonged. The Subsidiary Body held that the inscription of an element that was already well-known could help to increase the visibility of intangible cultural heritage in general, which should remain the principal objective of inscription. However, it was underlined that such elements should not be considered a priority under the Convention and that, in any event, the custodian community must be clearly identified.

202. Another matter discussed by members of the Subsidiary Body was the extent of safeguarding measures required (criterion 3). The Subsidiary Body discussed, in particular, whether the inclusion of an element in the Representative List entailed a specific safeguarding plan with a budget and clear identification of those responsible for its implementation. Noting that the Operational Directives contained no such provision for the Representative List, the Subsidiary Body concluded that appropriate planning, involving the joint participation of the community and the State, was an indication of the latter’s commitment to the safeguarding process. The Body also emphasized that safeguarding measures should forestall any adverse effects of inscription, such as inappropriate use of the element for commercial purposes. 

203. The notion of the community and its participation in the formulation of the nominations and of safeguarding measures were also discussed at length by the Subsidiary Body. It held that it was crucial for the community to be involved not only in devising and implementing measures for the safeguarding of its heritage, but also in taking key decisions. While pointing out that “community” had not been defined in the text of the Convention, the members of the Subsidiary Body did not object to the idea that a nation could constitute a community, underlining that an element could belong to the intangible cultural heritage of an entire nation. The Subsidiary Body nevertheless insisted on the necessity to demonstrate the participation of such a community in the elaboration of the nomination and the safeguarding measures.

204. In regard to elements found on the territories of several States, the Subsidiary Body maintained that it did not have the authority to require a State to submit a joint nomination with other States. A statement in the nomination file to the effect that the element was also practised elsewhere was therefore admissible. Nonetheless, the members of the Subsidiary Body pointed out that the Convention encouraged international cooperation and that it was important to promote multinational nominations.

205. The minimum documentation required as proof of communities’ free, prior and informed consent was then debated. The Subsidiary Body held that, as communities might take many forms, it was not necessary to define a specific format for signifying their consent. It was noted that the ICH-02 nomination form did not require that consent be expressed in any particular format, but whatever form it took, it must be documented and, whenever possible, translated into one of the Committee’s two working languages to permit evaluation by the examiners. It was deemed vital, in particular, for communities, and consequently the authorities that might be empowered to express approval on their behalf, to be very clearly identified. The members of the Subsidiary Body viewed communities’ consent as an essential aspect of the file because it determined their involvement in the overall safeguarding process.

206. The required information on inventories (criterion 5) was also debated in the preliminary discussions. The Subsidiary Body recalled that an inventory was not merely a technical feature, but was a safeguarding measure per se. It took the view that the submitting State should indicate clearly that the element had been included in an inventory, even if the inventory was being compiled. The members of the body stressed that Article 12 of the Convention did not require a particular format for inventories. They thus considered that they were not entitled to question the way in which the State had conducted its inventory or to check it in any way. Conversely, the Body considered it useful that the nomination file should better show that the inventory had been undertaken in accordance with Articles 11 and 12 of the Convention, and suggested that the Secretariat ask for precise information on this subject in the nomination form.

207. Owing to these important clarifications of various points on the first day of the meeting, the Subsidiary Body could take a clear stand on a number of recurring aspects in the nomination files and adopt a constant approach to the examination of each nomination, thus ensuring consistency in its decision-making.

208. On 12 May, the Subsidiary Body began to examine the 111 nomination files submitted for the first series of nominations. On the basis of the document compiling the examination reports from each member of the Body, 10 to 15 nomination files in related fields were examined at each 90-minute working session. It is important to stress the extent to which the first day’s discussions and conclusions enabled the body to take a common view in addressing most matters. The files on which members had expressed a unanimous preliminary opinion were recommended for inscription, while those on which opinions had diverged were discussed in full. The members of the Body, starting each session with those files having received the most unfavourable opinions on the greatest number of criteria, were invited to determine for each nomination whether or not it met the inscription criteria laid down in the Operational Directives. 

209. Those meetings were extended each day late into the night on account of the number of nominations submitted. The examination decisions were taken on a preliminary basis because the Subsidiary Body wished to ensure overall consistency in its decisions. On the last day of its meeting, Friday, 15 May 2009, the body made recommendations on whether the element nominated in each file should be inscribed or not. 

210. The Subsidiary Body wished to single out two nomination files that were particularly striking on account of the quality of the information provided, namely Indonesian Batik, submitted by Indonesia, and the Irrigators’ tribunals of the Spanish Mediterranean coast: the Council of Wise Men of the plain of Murcia and the Water Tribunal of the plain of Valencia, submitted by Spain. In its view, those two files offer an excellent example for nomination files in future cycles, and it commended the submitting States for their creative preparation of the files. 

211. The Subsidiary Body noted that a number of files had fallen short of meeting the first inscription criterion, because the submitting States had not sufficiently demonstrated that the element constituted intangible cultural heritage, in accordance with Article 2 of the Convention. Some descriptions stressed historical details but were vague about the present situation of the element and its social and cultural function. In some descriptions the question of transmission from generation to generation had not been addressed, while the question of the sense of identity and continuity given by the element to the communities concerned had been ignored in others. As pointed out in the report submitted by the Body to the Committee, the latter shortcoming was often related to a failure to identify clearly the communities concerned. Lastly, in several cases, the defining lines and scope of the element had not been clearly specified, nor had the participation of the communities concerned, and, as the element had not been described clearly and specifically, the Subsidiary Body concluded that criterion R.1 had not been met.

212. In a number of nomination files, the visibility of the element nominated had been confused with the visibility and awareness of the significance of the intangible cultural heritage generally (criterion R.2), the latter being the main goal of the Representative List. Some nominations only covered the positive effects expected for the element itself or did not include any mention of the impact sought by inscribing the element. The Subsidiary Body requested the Secretariat to clarify that point in the explanatory notes on the nomination form.

213. As to the safeguarding measures (criterion R.3), some nominations failed to provide satisfactory evidence of community participation in either their formulation or their implementation. As the Convention gives pride of place to the participation of the communities, groups or individuals concerned in the various safeguarding phases (Articles 2, 11 and 15), the Body was particularly attentive to and strict on that point. It also stressed the need for all the safeguarding measures to include specific steps designed to mitigate the potentially harmful effects of inscription itself. 

214. During their debates, the members strongly reaffirmed that the submission of a nomination file by a submitting State necessitated the community concerned to participate as widely as possible in the identification (inventories), management (safeguarding measures) and preparation processes of the nomination file. In regard to nomination files that truly reflected broad community participation – from identifying the element to signifying its free, prior and informed consent, including the formulation of safeguarding measures – the Subsidiary Body readily came to a favourable recommendation.

215. With regard to evidence of community participation in the nomination process, the members of the Body, adopting a broad and flexible view of the variety of forms that communities in different cultural and political contexts can take, emphasized the importance of evidence in the nomination file of their widest possible participation. They specified that, in some cases, effective community participation in the practice and safeguarding of the element had been properly shown, but that such participation in the submission of the nomination file had not been convincingly demonstrated but had merely been asserted. 

216. Lastly, the Subsidiary Body thoroughly reviewed the information contained in the nomination files concerning criterion R.5, which requires that the element be included in an inventory of intangible cultural heritage, as defined in Articles 11 and 12 of the Convention. The Subsidiary Body therefore judged that it could not recommend the inscription of an element when the submitting State declared in the nomination file its intention to include the element in an inventory, or described the inventory’s compilation process without confirming the inscription in it of the nominated element. The Body reminded States Parties, in particular developing countries, that the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund provides for international assistance to support national efforts in that regard, and strongly recommended that States that had not already done so begin that essential stage of the safeguarding process.

217. The Subsidiary Body considered this first examination of nominations to be highly instructive in terms of both the nominations and the procedures established for their examination. The members of the Subsidiary Body deemed it necessary to propose several amendments to the Operational Directives adopted by the General Assembly of the States Parties at its second session in June 2008. 
218. The first proposed amendment concerns an annual limit on the number of nominations by each submitting State and an annual limit on the total number of nominations to be evaluated by the Committee. Mindful of the requirement that the list genuinely represent all the regions of the world and referring to the 1972 Convention for the Protection of the World Heritage, which limits to two the number of nominations per State Party per nomination round and sets at 45 the annual limit on the number of nominations its Committee would review, the Subsidiary Body considered that, in light of the experience gained during the first nomination round, similar measures should be adopted. Although States Parties had not wished to limit the number of nominations when adopting the first Operational Directives, such a large number of nominations could not be processed every year because of the sheer amount of work that their examination imposed on the Subsidiary Body and their evaluation on the Committee, the unbalanced geographical representation of the nominations received during the first nomination round, and the limited human and financial resources available to the Secretariat. 

219. Recalling also the impact of a high number of inscribed elements on the submitting States themselves in terms of their reporting to the Committee on the implementation of the Convention, which must include information on the current status of all elements of intangible cultural heritage present in their territory that has been inscribed on the Representative List, the Subsidiary Body decided that a limit could only strengthen the credibility of the Convention and the safeguarding measures implemented by the States. Consensus was reached on the proposal to limit the number of nominations per State Party to three and to set at 100 the maximum number of nominations submitted to the Committee per year, it being understood that multinational nominations would not be subject to the annual ceiling per State, although they would be included in the maximum of 100 nominations per cycle.

220. The Subsidiary Body also unanimously supported a proposal to the Committee to amend paragraphs 25 and 27 of the Operational Directives by introducing, together with the recommendation to inscribe or not to inscribe the nominated element, the option of deferring a decision to the next cycle. Indeed, current provisions provide that submitting States might withdraw nominations at any time before evaluation by the Committee, thus enabling them to submit nominations during the following cycle. However, the Subsidiary Body considered that, since the recommendation not to inscribe the nominated element sometimes rested on a technicality or the lack of specific information, deferral of the decision, rather than refusal, would be better received by the communities concerned.

221. The Subsidiary Body also decided to include in its proposed amendments a new paragraph on the possibility of changing the name of an element that had already been inscribed, providing that any modification be subject to approval by the Committee.

222. The members of the Subsidiary Body further decided that the provisions on multinational nominations should be further developed in the Operational Directives. The  Body thus proposed provisions for cases in which a State Party might wish to be associated with an element that had already been inscribed. It considered that it was important that nominations benefit from a common approach by all submitting States concerning the various criteria, and thus did not propose simply adding the name of the State Party to the existing nomination. The Subsidiary Body suggested that all States Parties concerned should jointly submit a new nomination, so the request could be considered as multinational.

223. Finally, in light of the experience gained during the first round, changes to the timetable were proposed, given in particular the evident need to allow more time for the Secretariat to process nominations and for the Subsidiary Body to examine the files. It was therefore proposed that the deadline for submissions be brought forward to 30 June from 31 August. Additional information requested from States Parties in order to complete nomination files might thus be submitted to the Secretariat until 30 November of the same year, thus giving the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body two more months in which to process and examine nominations before its meeting in May.

224. At the end of the Subsidiary Body’s proceedings on Friday, 15 May 2009, the Director-General of UNESCO, Mr Koïchiro Matsuura, congratulated the members of the Subsidiary Body on their remarkable work and the quality of the results. Recalling the process that had led to the adoption of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage and the vital stage being reached with the first set of inscription recommendations, the Director-General also voiced concern at the large number of nominations received during the first cycle, which to his mind did not seem consistent, in the medium term, with equitable geographical distribution or with the guarantee of a credible and high-quality application of the Convention. He was therefore in favour of limiting the number of nominations per country and per nomination cycle, recalling that the same provisions had been adopted for the 1972 Convention because of the difficulty of managing its List. He also recognized that the high number of nominations had generated a huge workload for the Secretariat which, although it had been strengthened in the last few years, could not be significantly reinforced further because the Culture Sector was also required to manage six other conventions.

225. As it stressed in its examination report to the Committee, the Subsidiary Body deeply regretted the unbalanced geographical distribution of the nominations. In addition to the proposed amendments to the Operational Directives, the Subsidiary Body also called on those States Parties that had submitted many nominations during the first round to limit their nominations in 2010 and in future cycles in order to rectify the current imbalances.

226. Furthermore, the Subsidiary Body recalled that both the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage and the Operational Directives encouraged multinational nominations. It congratulated the countries that had submitted such nominations during the first round, and encouraged all States Parties to make every effort to cooperate in the future to submit joint nominations.

227. The Subsidiary Body underlined the diversity and the number of nominations submitted in the first round, proof of the great interest that the safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage had aroused. The Body noted nonetheless that the number of nominations submitted for inclusion in the Representative List far exceeded the number for the Urgent Safeguarding List, though the latter played a central role in meeting the objectives of the Convention. The Subsidiary Body also observed that some nominations submitted for inclusion in the Representative List could have been submitted for the Urgent Safeguarding List. Recalling that the overriding objective of the Convention was the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in danger, the Subsidiary Body therefore strongly urged States Parties to pay particular attention to the Urgent Safeguarding List, whose efficacy lies in full participation by all States Parties.

228. The members of the Subsidiary Body emphasized that it had been difficult for them to rule against a nomination, and they had taken such decisions only after very close examination. They reminded States Parties and, in particular, the communities, groups and individuals concerned by an element, that a refusal did not imply in any way a value judgement on the merits of the element proposed for inscription, but simply indicated that the data in the nomination file did not provide sufficient proof concerning one or more inscription criteria.

229. The Subsidiary Body invited the Committee to consider the most appropriate means of building the capacity of States Parties, especially developing countries, so that future nominations would be in keeping with the spirit of the Convention. In particular, the Subsidiary Body suggested that workshops be convened at the regional and subregional levels for experts and non-governmental organizations, so that officials in charge of compiling the nomination files might benefit from the experience gained during the first cycle.

230. The members of the Subsidiary Body have informed the Committee of the heavy nature of the task that had been assigned to them and of the many difficulties encountered throughout the process. Those difficulties included the working hours required to examine each nomination file, the translation of nomination files when a national team’s working language was not one of the Committee’s working languages (as was the case for Mexico and the United Arab Emirates, which had translated their entire nomination files into Spanish and Arabic), and the formation of special teams in the Subsidiary Body’s member countries, which had entailed financial costs, in order to process the files within the allotted time (some countries established teams that worked full-time for several months). This important work will be difficult for developing countries to assume, and could jeopardize the participation as members of the Subsidiary Body by countries not having the necessary financial resources for supporting them during the mandate of two years.

231. The members of the Subsidiary Body acknowledged the progress made in interpreting and applying the inscription criteria. They considered that the work done by the Secretariat during this first phase was a major contribution of high quality and they expressed satisfaction at the excellent spirit of cooperation that prevailed throughout the process. With a view to reducing the Subsidiary Body’s workload, they considered that the Secretariat could in the future carry out a more selective technical examination of the nomination files, while bearing the spirit of the Subsidiary Body’s debates in mind. The Subsidiary Body voiced concern at the prospect of being required to make such a great effort again to complete its examination during the next round. The strengthening of the Secretariat’s role could make the Subsidiary Body’s work easier in future cycles. For instance, the Secretariat could be granted authority to transmit to the Subsidiary Body for examination only those nomination files that it considered to be complete. 

232. The Subsidiary Body discussed several points of the Operational Directives that, while outside its terms of reference, could significantly improve the efficiency of the Subsidiary Body’s and the Committee’s work. Given the importance of ensuring continuity and coherence in the Subsidiary Body’s work, the possibility of recommending that the Committee adopt a system of alternating mandates for the Subsidiary Body members was discussed. Following the example of the composition of the Committee itself, half of the members of the Subsidiary Body could be replaced at each session of the Committee, which would ensure that the experience gained during the previous nomination round would be available for each new cycle, thus guaranteeing continuity of the Subsidiary Body’s positions. 
233. Similarly, the Subsidiary Body voiced concern at the financial and human constraints faced by the Secretariat, whose resources at Headquarters were totally devoted to the management of nominations and the preparation and organization of governing body meetings. The Headquarters Section in charge of the Secretariat of the Convention therefore lacked the means to fulfil its awareness-raising and capacity-building roles, especially in developing countries, even though those roles were indispensable to the proper implementation of the Convention. The members of the Subsidiary Body nonetheless unanimously thanked the Secretariat of the Convention for having accomplished such tremendous work, which had largely contributed to the positive results obtained during the first round of inscriptions.
234. The Chairperson thanked Mr Anami for setting a good example of how working with experts can produce such very important results. 
235. The delegation of Italy wished to open the debate before the day’s closure on the report as a very important document for the Committee and for the future. The Legal Adviser intervened and explained that, from a procedural point of view, it was not mandatory for the oral report to be subject to debate even if its content is important for the work. Moreover, the amendment of the Directives to improve the work of the Subsidiary Body was to be dealt with in item 19 (Draft revisions of the Operational Directives). The Legal Adviser suggested that to earn time for tomorrow’s discussion there was no need to read each decision on each inscription file unless an amendment issue was raised. 
236. The Chairperson thus closed the day’s proceedings.
[Wednesday 30th September 2009 – 9.30 a.m.]
ITEM 13 OF THE AGENDA [cont.]: EVALUATION OF THE NOMINATIONS FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE REPRESENTATIVE LIST OF THE INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE OF HUMANITY
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/13 Rev.2
Decision 4.COM 13
237. The Chairperson opened the morning’s debates by reporting on the just-concluded meeting of the Bureau. At the close of Tuesday’s debates, the Rapporteur of the Subsidiary Body, Mr Silverse Anami (Kenya) had presented his oral report on the work of the Subsidiary Body, drawn from his written report (ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6). The Chairperson reported that the Bureau wished to propose to the Committee that the Chairperson convene an open-ended working group, including both States Members of the Committee and States Parties observers, to consider the report of the Subsidiary Body and particularly a number of its recommendations for possible amendments to the Operational Directives that would be examined by the Committee under item 19 of the agenda. The open-ended working group would convene later that same day, the Chairperson suggested, in order that it might begin to examine these issues before they came before the Committee for formal debate the following day. 

238. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body, Ms Kristin Kuutma (Estonia), thanked the Bureau for its suggestion of a working group, which indicated that the Bureau had given serious attention to the work that the Subsidiary Body had done, looking at it with an eye to try to improve the system. But it seemed to the delegation from Estonia that it would nevertheless be a good idea to have a general debate so that all the members of the Committee could have a say in this rather important subject. The issues, the delegation continued, bear upon the future of the Convention and require careful concern for cultural practices and for the people who are there behind those cultural practices, for whom they are their focus and core of life and of identity. The delegation concluded that it would be a good idea to have a general debate before moving on.

239. The delegation of Mexico concurred in the opinion of Estonia, recalling not only the immensely detailed report of the Rapporteur on the results of the intense work that the Subsidiary Body had been doing between November and the end of May, but also recalling the remarks of the representative of the Director-General at the opening of the session. Taking all of that into account, and given the immense complexity of the task ahead in ensuring the future credibility of this Convention – one that is extremely important to all of the States that have signed it – the delegation called for the Committee to take stock. The delegation supported the idea to have a general debate this morning, in order to define what the main issues to be discussed will be. We know that this is an inexhaustible discussion, the delegation continued, so it suggested having a first round of debate with a view to ultimately defining an ad hoc working group to further that discussion so that they can then be resolved on Friday. The delegation concluded by noting that this general debate is very important.

240. The Chairperson clarified that the Committee would formally debate the recommendation of the Subsidiary Body under item 19, concerning possible amendments to the Operational Directives. The question at hand was whether to have a preliminary discussion of the Rapporteur’s report by the Committee at this time, or whether to defer the discussion to an open-ended working group. The question was not whether the Committee would debate these issues, the Chairperson explained, but simply a question of when. 

241. Although the delegation of Hungary supported the suggestion of Estonia and Mexico, the delegation from India reiterated the proposal of the Bureau and Chairperson. Expressing a willingness to follow the Committee’s consensus about how best to organize its work, the delegation explained that the proposal of an open-ended working group arose because the recommendations of the Subsidiary Body could not be accepted by one important regional group, the Asia-Pacific group. The Asia-Pacific region, the delegation continued, has a huge intangible cultural heritage and looks upon the Representative List as a means by which to save these elements from extinction. While they have every sympathy for the work and the burden of the Secretariat, the Asia-Pacific States find that a limitation of two or three nominations per country each year in order to relieve the burden of work of the Secretariat is not an elegant solution. The delegation concluded by expressing its willingness to debate the issues in plenary, or in an open-ended working group, as the Committee might decide; the Asia-Pacific group is ready for a general debate at any time.

242. The delegation of Croatia lent its support to the proposal of the Bureau, the Chairperson and the delegation from India to convene an open-ended working group. Similarly, the delegation of the Central African Republic expressed sympathy with the concerns expressed by Mexico and Estonia, and agreed with the idea of a general debate, but saw that coming more appropriately when the Committee would turn to agenda item 19 and its review of specific amendments.

243. The delegation of Viet Nam also endorsed the suggestion of the Bureau and the Chairperson. Acknowledging the necessity to have a general debate on the report presented by the Subsidiary Body, the delegation explained that it would itself have a number of remarks concerning the report to be raised during the general debate. But the small disagreement between some of the Committee Members concerns when to have that general debate. The delegation recalled that the timetable called for the Committee to proceed to the evaluation of the nominations, and also foresaw a general debate later on the reports. More importantly, the delegation advocated, the Committee should evaluate all the nominations, and, once having adopted those nominations, can see what are the imbalances or problems those nominations posed. The delegation wondered how the Committee could have a general debate before proceeding to evaluate the nominations, and concluded that the suggestion of the Bureau could save time and lay a better foundation for the discussion of agenda item 19. The delegation of Cyprus concurred fully in the opinions expressed by Viet Nam.

244. The delegation of Gabon found that the proposal to have an open-ended working group was a very relevant one. That working group could come up with recommendations drawn from the reports of the Subsidiary Body, and then those recommendations would necessarily be reviewed in a general debate in plenary session. The delegation thus supported the idea of setting up an open-ended working group to work on this issue. 

245. The delegation of Peru reported having listened very carefully to the report made the previous day by the Rapporteur of the Subsidiary Body, as well as to the positions expressed by the various States Parties. The assessment of the Subsidiary Body with regard to the possibility of modifying the system for submitting nominations to the Representative List is very important, the delegation continued, concurring with the proposal for an open-ended working group as a good way of starting off the debate on this point. The delegation emphasized the need to think very carefully about how to change the Operational Directives, suggesting that the debate should include all of the States Parties, because there remained very little time in this fourth session and a very heavy agenda still to complete. Urging the Committee not to take a final decision hastily during the three days ahead, the delegation suggested a consultation over the coming months with all of the States Parties having ratified the Convention, and then initiating a debate, maybe through the Subsidiary Body or maybe through an extraordinary meeting of the Committee, or even through an extraordinary meeting of the General Assembly in plenary. That could allow a decision that could truly improve the nomination process without necessarily limiting nominations, by finding some mechanism to ensure geographical representatively of all countries or regions of the globe, without acting over-hastily. The delegation wished to find a solution that satisfies all regions involved in the process. Recalling the remarks of the Representative of the Director-General and the Chairperson of the General Assembly at the opening of the session, the delegation reiterated that the future of the Convention is very closely linked with the idea of resolving the representativity on the Representative List. The delegation concluded by calling upon the Committee to continue the debate well beyond this session, so as to be sure of taking the appropriate decision. 

246. The Chairperson brought the discussion to a close by summarizing the consensus that the Committee was committed to having a general debate, in the context of agenda item 19. The proposal of an open-ended working group was intended to facilitate the Committee’s general debate, when its time came. We can use this opportunity to come to a better solution, the Chairperson explained, emphasizing the need for patience. The open-ended working group would allow all States Parties to join in the discussion, thus allowing the Committee to benefit from their experience and opinions. He concluded by announcing that the open-ended working group would convene that evening, at the end of the plenary session. 
247. The Chairperson continued with the inscriptions on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity that included 111 nominations from 34 States Parties, and recalled that the Subsidiary Body reached a favourable recommendation on 76 of the nominated elements. As objections were not expected from the recommendations, the Chairperson proposed adopting the 76 draft decisions. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body was invited to present the substance of the 76 draft decisions. 
248. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body, Ms Kristin Kuutma, read out draft decision 4.COM 13.01. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The Tango’, nominated by Argentina and Uruguay, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
249. The delegations from Argentina (observer) and Uruguay (observer) expressed gratitude to the Committee and the Subsidiary Body, and their delight for the recognition of their history.
250. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.02. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The art of Azerbaijani Ashiqs’, nominated by Azerbaijan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
251. The delegation of Azerbaijan (observer) thanked the authorities of Abu Dhabi for their generous hospitality, and on behalf of the Azerbaijani delegation and the Ashiqs community, thanked the Subsidiary Body and the Committee. The Ashiqs are not only a part of Azerbaijani heritage, they are also part and parcel of the global heritage.
252. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.03. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Novruz, Nowrouz, Nooruz, Navruz, Nauroz, Nevruz’, nominated by Azerbaijan, India, Iran, Islamic Republic of Iran, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan, Turkey and Uzbekistan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
253. The delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran (observer) expressed gratitude to the United Arab Emirates for the warm hospitality and good organization, as well as the Secretariat and all the countries that supported this nomination. 
254. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.04. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe the ‘Procession of the Holy Blood in Bruges’, nominated by Belgium, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
255. The delegation of Belgium (observer) thanked the United Arab Emirates for the warm welcome and hospitality, as well as the Subsidiary Body for the hard work examining the file, and the Committee for recognizing the tradition that has shaped the identity of the Belgian city. 
256. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.05. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Nestinarstvo, messages from the past: the Panagyr of Saints Constantine and Helena in the village of Bulgari’, nominated by Bulgaria, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
257. The delegation of Bulgaria (observer) expressed thanks to the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body for the fruitful work accomplished in inscribing the age-old practice representing customs tied to fire.
258. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.06. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The art of Chinese seal engraving’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
259. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.07. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘China engraved block printing technique’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
260. The Chairperson of the Subsidiairy Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.08. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Chinese calligraphy’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
261. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.09. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Chinese paper-cut’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
262. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.10. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Chinese traditional architectural craftsmanship for timber-framed structures, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
263. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.11. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The craftsmanship of Nanjing Yunjin brocade’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
264. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.12. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The Dragon Boat festival’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
265. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.13. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Farmers’ dance of China’s Korean ethnic group’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
266. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.14. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Gesar epic tradition’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
267. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.15. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Grand song of the Dong ethnic group’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
268. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.16. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Hua’er’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
269. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.17. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Manas’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
270. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.18. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The Mazu belief and customs’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
271. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.19. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Mongolian art of singing: Khoomei’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
272. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.20. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Nanyin’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
273. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.21. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Regong arts’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
274. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.22. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Sericulture and silk craftsmanship of China’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
275. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.23. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Tibetan opera’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
276. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.24. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The traditional firing technology of Longquan celadon’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
277. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.25. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The traditional handicrafts of making Xuan paper’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
278. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.26. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Xi’an wind and percussion ensemble’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
279. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.27. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Yueju opera’, nominated by China, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
280. The delegation of China (observer) thanked the United Arab Emirates for its generous hospitality and expressed heartfelt gratitude to the Committee for inscribing the elements submitted by China, especially on behalf of the communities and groups who submitted the elements. The delegation took the opportunity to express its commitment to ensuring the full implementation of the safeguarding plans for each element inscribed.
281. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.28. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Carnaval de Negros y Blancos’, nominated by Colombia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
282. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.29. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Holy Week processions in Popayán’, nominated by Colombia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
283. The delegation of Colombia (observer) expressed thanks to the people of the United Arab Emirates and its authorities for their generosity, and offered thanks on behalf of the government and people of Colombia, the communities and carriers of this tradition, the black and white carnival and the Holy Week processions.
284. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.30. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Annual carnival bell ringers’ pageant from the Kastav Area’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
285. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.31. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The festivity of Saint Blaise, the patron of Dubrovnik’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
286. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.32. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Lacemaking in Croatia’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
287. The Chairperson of the Subsidiairy Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.33. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Procession Za Krizen (‘following the cross’) on the island of Hvar’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
288. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.34. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Spring procession of Ljelje/Kraljice (queens) from Gorjani’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
289. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.35. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Traditional manufacturing of children’s wooden toys in Hrvatsko Zagorje’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
290. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.36. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Annual Two-part singing and playing in the Istrian scale’, nominated by Croatia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
291. The delegation of Croatia congratulated and thanked UNESCO and its whole culture sector for their pioneering work in safeguarding ICH, and commented that the work of the expert committee had shown that dialogue and knowledge are the most important resources in understanding the imperative for tolerance. 
292. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.37. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Lefkara laces or Lefkaritika’, nominated by Cyprus, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
293. The delegation of Cyprus thanked the Committee for the privilege to preserve and promote this art, which has been practised for seven centuries by women from the village of Lefkara. 
294. Mr Francisco Javier Lopez-Morales (Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body) continued with the subsequent nominations. He read out draft decision 4.COM 13.38. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Seto Leelo, Seto polyphonic singing tradition’, nominated by Estonia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
295. The delegation of Estonia expressed the happiness felt by the Seto community in being given the opportunity to share its cultural heritage, the preparatory process of which brought together community representatives, researchers, local governments and national authorities. 
296. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.39. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Aubusson tapestry’, nominated by France, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
297. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.40. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Maloya’, nominated by France, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
298. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.41. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The scribing tradition in French timber framing’, nominated by France, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
299. The delegation of France (observer) wholeheartedly thanked the members of the Committee as well as the Subsidiary Body for their favourable opinions. 
300. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.42. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Busó festivities at Mohács: masked end-of-winter carnival custom’, nominated by Hungary, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
301. The delegation of Hungary expressed appreciation of the high level work of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, and stated that by means of this nomination, Hungary intended to represent its cultural diversity and the multi-ethnic character of its local communities. 
302. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body, read out draft decision 4.COM 13.43. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Ramman: religious festival and ritual theatre of the Garhwal Himalayas, India’, nominated by India, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
303. The delegation of India thanked the Subsidiary Body, the Secretariat and especially the Committee, and paid tribute to the struggle of the folk and traditional performers all over the world who retain, practice, and improve their complex cultural expressions in the face of relentless globalization. 
304. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.44. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Indonesian Batik’, nominated by Indonesia, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
305. The delegation of Indonesia (observer) expressed deepest appreciation to the six members of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat of UNESCO for their hard work and strong dedication. Batik provides Indonesian people with a sense of identity and continuity and is an essential component of their lives from birth to death, which continues to evolve without losing its institutional meaning. The delegation added that this decision will also encourage further measures by Indonesia in safeguarding its ICH. 
306. The Vice-Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.45. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The Radif of Iranian music’, nominated by the Islamic Republic of Iran, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
307. The delegation of the Islamic Republic of Iran (observer) thanked the Committee members, the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat for approving the nomination. 
[Wednesday 30th September 2009 – 3 p.m.]
308. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body, Ms Kristin Kuutma, read out draft decision 4.COM 13.46. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Akiu no Taue Odori’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
309. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.47. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Chakkirako’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
310. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.48. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Daimokutate’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
311. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.49. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Dainichido Bugaku’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
312. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.50. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Gagaku’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
313. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.51. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Hayachine Kagura’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
314. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.52. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Hitachi Furyumono’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
315. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.53. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Koshikijima no Toshidon’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
316. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.54. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Ojiya-chijimi, Echigo-jofu: techniques of making ramie fabric in Uonuma region, Niigata Prefecture’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
317. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.55. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Oku-noto no Aenokoto’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
318. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.56. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Sekishu-Banshi: papermaking in the Iwami region of Shimane Prefecture’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
319. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.57. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Traditional Ainu dance’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
320. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.58. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Yamahoko, the float ceremony of the Kyoto Gion festival’, nominated by Japan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
321. The delegation of Japan (observer) expressed deepest gratitude to the members of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat for their tremendous work, and celebrated this historical moment of the first inscription on the Representative List, which could be shared with the many Member States in Abu Dhabi. The delegation reported that Japan will establish a category 2 centre for the safeguarding of ICH.
322. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.59. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The Manden Charter, proclaimed in Kurukan Fuga’, nominated by Mali, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
323. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.60. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The septennial re-roofing ceremony of the Kamablon, sacred house of Kangaba’, nominated by Mali, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
324. The delegation of Mali expressed with emotion its gratitude to the United Arab Emirates and the Secretariat for acknowledging and recognizing the two elements of Malian ICH. 
325. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.61. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Places of memory and living traditions of the Otomí-Chichimecas people of Tolimán: the Peña de Bernal, guardian of a sacred territory’, nominated by Mexico, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
326. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.62. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Ritual ceremony of the Voladores’, nominated by Mexico, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
327. The delegation of Mexico expressed its honour and thanks for the two inscriptions, and introduced Mr Manuel Suarez, representative of the government of Queretaro, the governor of Veracruz, Mr Fidel Herrera, and Mr P. Ramirez Vega, a volador, noting that their presence was proof of the commitment of the country to ICH. The Governor of Veracruz thanked UNESCO on behalf of the Otomí-Chichimecas people.
328. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.63. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Ijele masquerade’, nominated by Nigeria, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
329. The delegation of Nigeria (observer) thanked the Chairperson and the United Arab Emirates for their hospitality, and the Secretariat for their painstaking efforts and patience in the whole process of nomination.
330. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.64. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Cheoyongmu’, nominated by the Republic of Korea, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
331. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.65. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Ganggangsullae’, nominated by the Republic of Korea, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
332. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.66. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Jeju Chilmeoridang Yeongdeunggut’, nominated by the Republic of Korea, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
333. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.67. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Namsadang Nori’, nominated by the Republic of Korea, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
334. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.68. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Yeongsanjae’, nominated by the Republic of Korea, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
335. The delegation of the Republic of Korea expressed sincere thanks and gratitude to all those who contributed to the inscriptions of the five Korean ICH items on the Representative List, and congratulated the Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body for her hard work and wonderful leadership.
336. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.69. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Doina’, nominated by Romania, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
337. The delegation of Romania (observer) thanked the Secretariat and all those who had helped develop the nomination file, and congratulated the initiative as a real factor of motivation for State contributions of fragile but essential ICH. 
338. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.70. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Irrigators’ tribunals of the Spanish Mediterranean coast: the Council of Wise Men of the plain of Murcia and the Water Tribunal of the plain of Valencia’, nominated by Spain, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
339. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.71. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Whistled language of the island of La Gomera (Canary Islands), the Silbo Gomero’, nominated by Spain, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
340. The delegation of Spain (observer) expressed gratitude to the United Arab Emirates for its hospitality, and expressed its satisfaction at the acceptance of the two nominations. The delegation stated that the Minister of Culture of Spain, together with autonomous communities, had turned the ICH into a major line of action that will one day become a national plan for the protection of ICH. A representative of the community of irrigators briefly explained the workings of the water tribunal, which are unique in that they are an integral part of the Spanish judicial system in Spain, recognized by the Spanish constitution.
341. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.72. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Âşıklık (minstrelsy) tradition’, nominated by Turkey, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
342. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.73. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Karagöz’, nominated by Turkey, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
343. The delegation of Turkey took the opportunity to express heartfelt thanks to the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body for the tremendous efforts undertaken in the course of the examination of the two nominations. 
344. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.74. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘The Candombe and its socio-cultural space: a community practice’, nominated by Uruguay, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. 
345. The delegation of Uruguay (observer) expressed gratitude to the United Arab Emirates for its hospitality, and also to the members of the Committee and the Subsidiary Body for the tremendous and meticulous work in reviewing the various nominations. 
346. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.75. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Katta Ashula’, nominated by Uzbekistan, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
347. The delegation of Uzbekistan (observer) expressed appreciation and thanks to UNESCO and all the delegations for their support, and thanked the United Arab Emirates. 
348. The Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body read out draft decision 4.COM 13.76. Seeing no objection, the Chairperson of the Committee declared adopted the decision to inscribe ‘Quan Họ Bắc Ninh folk songs’, nominated by Viet Nam, on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
349. The delegation of Viet Nam said that this was a long awaited moment for the 86 million people in Viet Nam, and thanked all the staff of the Secretariat for their tremendous efforts in communicating constantly with them. He also expressed his thanks to the Subsidiary Body and its wise work under the chairmanship of Dr Kuutma, and concluded by thanking the Committee for having inscribed this nomination. 
350. The delegation of the United Arab Emirates welcomed congratulated all the Member States whose nominations had been accepted for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, including the nominations that had been presented by several countries as multinational nominations, and in particular those from developing nations. The delegation paid tribute to the excellent work carried out by Ms Kuutma, and the Vice-President, Mr Francisco Lopez, as well as the members of the Committee, and the UNESCO Secretariat for their outstanding efforts. 
351. The delegation of Afghanistan (observer) thanked the United Arab Emirates for its warm welcome and for the inscription of Novruz, which was the fruit of cooperation among several countries, and which has a long tradition in Afghanistan. 
352. The delegation of Greece (observer) thanked the United Arab Emirates for the excellent hospitality, and made a brief statement regarding karagiozis, a form of shadow puppetry brought over to Greece in the 19th Century. 
353. The delegation of Belarus celebrated the formation of the global inventory of ICH, and congratulated the Secretary and the Subsidiary Body for their hard work in the examination of the nomination files. 
354. The Chairperson declared item 13 closed. 
ITEM 14 OF THE AGENDA: EVALUATION OF THE NOMINATIONS FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE LIST OF INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE IN NEED OF URGENT SAFEGUARDING 
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/14 (+ Corr. English only)
Decisions 4.COM 14.01 to 14.12
355. The Secretary introduced item 14 and recalled that when the GA adopted the Operational Directives it also adopted a transitional timetable that provided for States to submit nominations in March 2009 for possible inscription in 2009 on an accelerated basis, rather than the normal timetable under which nominations are submitted some 16 to 18 months before inscriptions. The Secretariat therefore had to condense 18 months of work into five. One consequence of that accelerated timetable was that three nominations initially submitted for possible inscription in 2009 have not been included among the 12 the Committee is to examine. She explained that in two cases, the submitting State was not able to resubmit a revised and completed file before the deadline of 15 April set out in the Operational Directives, and in the third case the submitting State has requested that a revised version of its nomination, addressing certain points raised in the examination reports, be evaluated by the Committee in 2010. The Secretary recalled decision 3.COM 10 by which the Committee delegated to its Bureau the authority to select examiners for each nomination file. Once they were designated by the Bureau, the Secretariat entered into a contract with each of them for their services. She concluded by informing the Committee that the Secretariat created a dedicated website with limited access allowing the examiners to access the nomination files and all required documentation. The examiners proceeded to a preliminary examination of the nominations. Additional information being necessary for all the nominations, requests were sent to the States Parties inviting them to send the additional information to the Secretariat before 25 June 2009. Once received, this additional information was made available to the examiners, who finalized their examination reports before 10 August 2009. The reports of the examiners were provided soon after to the States Parties concerned. 
356. The Chairperson introduced Mr Antonio Augusto Arantes Neto, Brazil, Rapporteur of the meeting of the examiners, to present his report on the meeting of the examiners that took place on Sunday 27 September 2009, the eve of the opening of the 4th session of the Committee. 
357. Mr Arantes recalled that the Secretary of the Convention invited the examiners of nominations to the USL and International Assistance requests to a three hour meeting to exchange ideas about this first cycle. Present at that meeting were 18 out of 28 examiners. Some of the examiners were involved in the examination of USL nominations, others examined International Assistance requests and a few examined both. Expressing, on behalf of all examiners, his gratitude to the Bureau and the Committee for the confidence given to them for this important task, he reiterated his appreciation for that meeting as it allowed exchanging observations that focused on a number of transversal issues referring to both nomination files and assistance requests. Regarding the nomination and request forms, and the examination forms, the examiners found that these forms are adequately structured and served their purpose, providing a basic framework for their evaluations. Nevertheless, some nominations received were incomplete and apparently did not fully express or clearly justify the intentions of the States Parties. The examiners therefore offered various suggestions for improving communication among all the participants of this process that include States Parties, the Secretariat, the ICH holders and the examiners. The examiners also found that the language of the forms is not easily accessible to the general public or the communities that are to take part in the process. It therefore became clear that there is considerable need for capacity building in this field, as well as for more adequate orientation for those interested in submitting future requests. In order to improve the whole process, the examiners suggested a specific Frequently Asked Questions link on UNESCO’s website and to make available on the Convention’s website examples of approved files and projects. The examiners found further that with regard to the examination process, knowledge of the realities covered by a project or nomination file is essential to its adequate examination and suggested a solution to improve that process. In addition, as far as the means and possibilities available to examiners for an in-depth examination of these proposals are concerned, he stated that some examiners felt that contact with the State Party concerned, travel to the field, and the opportunity to be on the spot and to talk to people can be useful, while others felt more comfortable to work independently and without any such contact. Despite individual working manners and personal preference, it appeared that an organized exchange of views with all concerned examiners on questions of principle would greatly benefit the examination process and the Committee when taking its decision. A shared view of the examiners was that an understanding of the spirit of the Operational Directives, as well as agreeing on certain matters of first principles, is a necessity, even while the decision itself is the individual responsibility and prerogative of the examiner.
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.02 – China - Qiang New Year festival]
358. After having thanked Mr Arantes for his very comprehensive report, the Chairperson noted that one of the nomination files submitted by Belarus for the Rite of the Kalyady Tsars (Christmas Tsars), and referred to in draft decision 14.01, did not receive a favourable examination report from either of the examiners, and would thus be dealt with later. He proposed to start with draft decision 14.02 regarding the nomination by China for ‘Qiang New Year festival’, that was presented by Mr Frank Proschan from the Secretariat, on behalf of the two examiners, Mr Krishna Bhat of the Regional Resource Centre for Folk Performing Arts (UDUPI) and Mr Erik Mueggler of the United States of America, who could not be present at that session. 
359. Mr Proschan began by fondly recalling the hospitality offered by Chengdu City and Sichuan province at the first extraordinary session in 2007, and described the importance of the New Year festival for the 300,000 Qiang people of Sichuan province, which was at grave risk following the Wenchuan earthquake in 2008 that destroyed many of the Qiang villages and devastated the region. Concerning criterion U.2, the examiners noted the serious threats to the Qiang tradition as modernization was responsible for large youth migration away from the homeland. Further, the 2008 Wenchuan earthquake resulted in the death of many of the shibi ritual specialists. Both examiners generally welcomed the safeguarding plan as satisfying criterion U.3. As concerns criterion U.4, the examiners found there was clear commitment from national and provincial authorities to safeguard the Qiang New Year, especially in the wake of the earthquake. Finally, with regard to criterion U.5, the examiners found that the element was included in China’s national list of ICH. Mr Proschan concluded that both the examiners were satisfied that all five of the criteria for inscription on the USL were met, and both recommended inscription.
360. As one of the Committee members having visited Chengdu, the delegation of India voiced support for the nomination. The delegation of Estonia was of the opinion that the nomination truly reflected the commitment of a community, as well as the State Party, to safeguard the element, and also supported the nomination. 
361. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.02 inscribing ‘Qiang New Year festival’, nominated by China, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
362. The Chairperson, also having visited the province after the earthquake, was happy to announce the support now being given back to the Chengdu community, where one of the first Committee meetings had taken place.
363. The delegation of China expressed its gratitude to the Committee for inscribing the element submitted by China, the Qiang festival, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding, which would help mobilize resources in order to better safeguard the element, and concluded by thanking the examiners for their recommendations. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.03 – China - Traditional design and practices for building Chinese wooden arch bridges]
364. Examiner, Mr Ronald Knapp, of the United States of America, together with Mr Rahul Goswami, from the Goa Heritage Action Group, presented draft decision 14.03 and the nomination by China for ‘Traditional design and practices for building Chinese wooden arch bridges’.
365. The examiner noted the immense cultural significance of the astonishing discovery of a unique building form in the remote mountains of two provinces in south-eastern China, which was first seen on a 12th century scroll, the technique of which was thought to have been lost in history. Chinese investigators who went into the mountains identified a handful of elderly men who were the last in their families to know the secrets of how to build these bridges. And it is the knowledge, the skills, and the practices of these master bridge-builders, all of whom are above the age of 75, that underlie this recommendation for inscription on the list of ICH in need of urgent safeguarding. Both examiners agreed that the nomination satisfied all five of the criteria for inscription, and recommended its inscription.
366. The delegation of Turkey noted that the element was not only an ‘oral tradition’ under criterion 2 regarding oral transmission, and sought another term. The examiner explained that the term ‘experiential’ had been used to describe the experiential apprenticeship of a young man working and learning from an older man, or the experiential approach as opposed to the oral approach.
367. The Chairperson felt that this was a matter of conception and thus would not affect the request. However, the delegation of India noted the difference in the nuance between the English and French versions of the report and that the ‘experiential’ approach was not evoked [in the French version]. The delegation of Gabon proposed the insertion of ‘experience’ as, in the ‘experience transmitted to young carpenters’.
368. The delegation of the Central African Republic sought to corroborate the understanding of ‘oral’ in the evaluation. The examiner explained that the bridge-builders are not simply bridge-builders but are carpenters who construct buildings from the oral tradition based on Lu Ban, who famously transmitted this knowledge mnemonically through set phrases. 
369. The delegation of Turkey replied that if a person does not speak and does not hear then that person could nonetheless still build this kind of bridge. If a person does not speak the language, he could nonetheless build according to that tradition; therefore it is not an exclusively oral tradition. 
370. The delegation of Gabon sought to clarify and said that in Gabon the issue brought up by Turkey was a non-issue as the understanding of oral civilizations and people from oral traditions is based on experience and this secret knowledge can be transmitted through experience from the older to the younger generations.
371. The delegation of India held the same view as Gabon in that the situation is the same in India where traditional knowledge is transmitted orally and is based on experience that has been transmitted orally from generation to generation. The delegation of Mali wished to point out that the oral contribution has every much the same level of importance as a kind of manual of skills that people develop and learn. 
372. The delegation of Cyprus added that an apprentice learns from the master. The older, more skilled workers transmit their knowledge to younger, newer workers, which is the transmission of knowledge through apprenticeships and through learning.
373. The Chairperson was pleased to note the lively debate, which demonstrated that working with ICH is a living process with awareness growing every day, and called for adopting the draft decision. He declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.03 inscribing ‘Traditional design and practices for building Chinese wooden arch bridges’, nominated by China, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding.
374. Congratulating all the States Parties whose elements had been inscribed until that moment, the Chairperson informed the Committee that item 14 will continue the next morning, Thursday 1 October 2009. He concluded by recalling that the open ended working group on the recommendations by the Subsidiary Body would meet this evening, immediately after the session of the Committee. 
[Wednesday 30 September 2009, 5.45 – 8 pm]
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375. The Chairperson of the Committee thanked all the participants of the working group for accepting the Committee’s invitation to take on this mission dealing with RL inscriptions, the nature of the Subsidiary Body and its work, as well as the workload of the Secretariat. The Chairperson mentioned the apprehension from some Member States that there is an intention to establish a new regulation that would spoil the soul of the Convention or contradict the existing procedures. 

376. The delegation of India, on behalf of the Asia-Pacific Group as its Vice-Chairperson, spoke of its highest respect for the work of the Subsidiary Body and the recommendations made in good faith after the first cycle of nominations. She noted the outstanding presentation of its work made by the Rapporteur of the Body, Mr Silverse Anami (Kenya), thanked in particular its Chairperson, Ms Kristin Kuutma (Estonia), and the Vice-Chairperson, Mr Francisco López Morales (Mexico). The delegation understood the huge burden placed on the Secretariat, regretted that States Parties had been unable to provide sufficient support through the Organization’s planning and budgeting processes, and agreed that this issue should be substantively discussed. The delegation spoke of the willingness of ASPAC members to provide extra budgetary funding to help alleviate the burden of work in order to deal efficiently with the files. The delegation welcomed the Subsidiary Body’s suggestion that members be refreshed at every Committee meeting, and concluded that the burden should not fall to only six colleagues.

377. The delegation of India further spoke of the shared concerns voiced by other States Parties in informal talks held with the African Group in particular, and stated that the Convention was the brain child of Africa and Asia as developing countries faced globalization and the ensuing fear of losing their intangible cultural heritage; the RL would help gather funds, sensitize communities, and bring about alternative lifestyles to nurture that heritage. It is the belief of developing countries that ICH, based on oral tradition, is totally different from tangible heritage, which is based on outstanding universal value, and the RL therefore does not have the same intended purpose as the World Heritage List. Therefore, when we hear people say that the list is unbalanced, the delegation continued, this causes great concern. The delegation spoke of the imbalance of ICH around the world, but noted that if a country has more ICH it should not be seen as a handicap. The delegation spoke of concerns voiced in ASPAC where there was a general feeling that ASPAC was being made to feel that it is swamping the RL with nominations, when that is not our intention and we simply want to exercise the sovereign right that we have under the Convention to put these items onto the List so that they can be saved. If we impose an artificial limit per country, by the time you inscribe 15% of India’s heritage, the rest would have disappeared, and that was not the intention of the drafters of the Convention. If Africa is not represented on the RL today, it will be here tomorrow: ASPAC would provide the assistance and experience necessary so that Africa can be fully represented. African delegations do not wish that Asian heritage should not be inscribed, while they are in the process of bringing their own heritage to be inscribed.

378. The delegation of India further informed the participants that the ASPAC Chairman, the Ambassador and Permanent Delegate of Japan, had written a letter proposing that, due to the sensitivity of the issues, a meeting of experts be held before the next session of the Committee in order to come up with recommendations to be discussed in the Committee. The delegation noted that the recommendations would have to be submitted to State Parties because only they could decide on Operational Directives; the Subsidiary Body did not have the mandate to make any changes to the Operational Directives, they could only make recommendations. The delegation believed that the time is not opportune and drew attention to the draft decision circulated that read, ‘decides to establish an ad hoc consultative body under Article 8.3 of the Convention to find the best solution to the issue and report it to the Committee for deliberations, and requests the Secretariat, in consultation with the Chairperson of the Committee, to convene a meeting of the Consultative Body in the form of an open-ended intergovernmental experts meeting for the fifth session of the Committee’. The delegation concluded by suggesting that if the Secretariat drafted a separate decision explaining its difficulties in dealing with the large number of RL and USL requests and attached a costing, then ASPAC would come up with the extrabudgetary funding to support the Secretariat for this work. 

379. The Chairperson thanked the delegation of India and confirmed that he had read the letter from Japan, and that the proposal would be discussed in the present debate. 

380. The delegation of Italy thanked the Subsidiary Body for its tremendous work and recalled that it had previously inquired whether a general debate would be held on the Subsidiary Body’s report, which is a very important and useful document. As it provided guidance on how the Convention can be put into practice, it can be used when facing the task of putting together nominations, as it described such concepts as commercialization, modernization and revitalization, and their interpretation, and also dealt with religion, the necessity of a safeguarding plan, and obtaining authorization from the community. The delegation did not concur in all the suggestions made by the Subsidiary Body but agreed that some elements were important. One of the practical suggestions on how to put the Convention into practice was reflected in one of the proposals to amend the Operational Directives, which read, ‘States Parties may submit no more than three nominations within each annual cycle’, which the delegation understood is problematic. On the one hand, the spirit of the Convention is to be as inclusive as possible – the Convention does not seek outstanding, exceptional qualities, as seen in the World Heritage Convention, but representativeness. So we want to be as inclusive as possible to accept any nominations that qualify as representative of the intangible cultural heritage. On the other hand, there are practical problems, as there is a maximum number of nominations the Subsidiary Body can process every year. Without any limits, the Subsidiary Body will be incapable of carrying out its work because it cannot allocate requisite time to evaluate the nominations, which would not be in the spirit of the Convention. The delegation of Italy suggested that providing greater technical and financial resources could solve the practical problems, but that a limit to the number of nominations was inevitable if those problems could not be solved. We are not facing a theoretical problem, the delegation concluded, but a practical problem of workload and the capacities of human beings who serve on the Subsidiary Body, and we want them to be able to do their work well, not constrained by a lack of time; we therefore need practical solutions to a practical problem.

381. The delegation of Japan regretted that its letter had not yet been widely distributed. It appreciated the dedication of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, and fully agreed with the necessity of reducing their operational workload. The delegation continued that the proposal to limit the number of annual nominations per country to three was, however, contrary to the spirit of the Convention with the result that each nominating country would inevitably have to select particular ICH elements over others with the result that the diversity of ICH may be difficult to retain. He recalled that each element of ICH nominated for the RL is related to a community, group or individual and that, through a long series of discussions, it has been agreed that the value of ICH cannot be differentiated. The equal value of all ICH is one of the most important principles in the process of implementing the Convention. The delegation concluded by saying that other appropriate measures should be considered before deciding on the easy solution of restricting the number of nominations, and hence its proposal to establish an ad hoc consultative body to address this issue. Since inscriptions on the RL have just begun, we should not draw hasty conclusions without sufficient discussion.

382. The delegation of Brazil remarked on the excellent reports of the Subsidiary Body and sympathized with the workload of the Subsidiary Body and the Committee in assessing the large number of nominations in this first round of inscriptions, which is a testimony to the importance of the Convention and the responsibility of governments to identify valuable elements that merit inclusion on the RL. The delegation acknowledged that guidance should be provided to those officials tasked with completing the nomination forms. It nevertheless felt that limiting the number of words contained within them may affect the quality of information and thus the assessment of the nomination. The delegation also noted that the pace of presenting nominations is problematic. The delegation recalled that the responsibility for adopting Operational Guidelines in the implementation of the Convention was incumbent on the General Assembly. The Committee has the responsibility and duty to propose a set of guidelines to the General Assembly for consideration and adoption, and it was in the implementation of the guidelines already adopted that difficulties were faced such that the issues evoked in the report should be brought to the attention of the Assembly. The delegation thanked the delegation of India and Japan for their proposal. Nonetheless, it is procedurally incorrect to forestall the examination by the General Assembly of this issue until 2012, as proposed in the letter of Japan, the delegation concluded, urging that the Assembly should take a decision in 2010 on how to proceed.

383. The delegation of France recalled that the Convention is still young, that the problems encountered need to be addressed and resolved, but there is still time to correct those problems. The Delegation summarized the three problems identified during the debate. The first issue was the enormous amount of work of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body, the latter having done remarkable work in examining the nominations that deserves our congratulations. We need to try to resolve the workload of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body, but there are also issues of principle, the delegation continued. There is the matter of the imbalance in the Lists – the Convention was created first and foremost to protect elements in urgent need of safeguarding and at risk of disappearing, and we need to look at the balance between the USL and the RL. The third issue was the imbalance of nominations. The French delegation was not in favour of quotas or limited numbers of nominations, which they believed were not in the spirit of the Convention, and although easy to implement would accentuate the imbalances and were thus not a long-term solution. The delegation was happy to note the large number of nominations from the Asia-Pacific region and stressed that this issue was not whether one region had submitted too many nominations but was rather the lack of nominations from certain regions, particularly Africa but also Latin America and the Caribbean, which are known to have extremely rich ICH. The delegation recalled the comment by India and reiterated that the Convention was established to recognize ICH not recognized by other conventions. The delegation agreed that the issues were difficult and complex and that decisions should not be taken in the heat of the moment. The delegation concluded by supporting the proposal by ASPAC, and formalized in the letter from Japan, to establish an ad hoc group to discuss these issues that would be open to all States Parties. 

384. The delegation of Mexico stressed the importance of this delicate issue as part of the process of work to be carried out in the immediate future, as we are at a crossroads here. This came as no surprise, especially to those who contributed to the process from the beginning. The delegation agreed with the comments made so far, and reiterated the spirit of openness of the Convention, reminding the participants that the issue was not about outstanding universal value but an appreciation of the two lists: the RL for viable and living heritage, which may suffer from a lack of visibility, and on the other hand the USL for threatened ICH. As a member of the Subsidiary Body, the delegation spoke of the heated debates that took place over the months regarding what should be done to deal with the practical problems of the heavy workload, and the general capacity as human beings to rise to the expectations placed by the Committee and by the States Parties submitting nominations. The delegation made reference to the report [Report by the Rapporteur on the meetings of the Subsidiary Body for the examination of nominations to the RL of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6] distributed the previous day [29 September] and said that care should be exercised in the use of certain words, for example the use of ‘limitations’, and that there was a need to find a more flexible word. At the same time it is necessary to take some practical measures to ensure that the Convention evolves towards that same spirit of openness that befits an intergovernmental process. We have a huge responsibility, the delegation emphasized, and we need to take steps now to adjust our processes so we may assume the responsibilities placed upon us, particularly so that we may deal with the nominations submitted for 2010. The imbalance of the nominations was in part due to the fact that not all regions possess the same means at their disposal. The delegation agreed that Latin America has a rich ICH but countries often lack the means to set up a national inventory of ICH. Work had to be undertaken to define how best to work with States Parties sharing similar cultural characteristics. We need to make a clearly defined and targeted effort to help countries in this process, the delegation noted, or there would be no way to improve things. The delegation mentioned the fundamental need to help communities – as practitioners of ICH – from the very beginning in order to complete nomination files, which will ultimately help achieve balanced lists. We need to set up a relationship of trust from the very outset, the delegation concluded. 

385. The Chairperson thanked the delegation for its useful intervention and spirit of openness, especially its insights as a member of the Subsidiary Body. 

386. The delegation of Morocco agreed on the establishment of a group of experts to tackle these issues. The delegation recognized the excellent work and tireless efforts of the Subsidiary Body, and raised the point of representativeness from an anthropological point of view, noting that everything in culture is important as a testament to humanity irrespective of the form of the particular ICH element. The delegation then raised a few points for consideration: does the inscription guarantee viability and continuity of the element in question? Do we want a list of representative examples of national ICH or a near exhaustive inventory of the intangible elements of human culture? What kind of visibility do we want? Do we want to base our work on the World Heritage Convention, or do we agree that the two Conventions are different? The work of the Subsidiary Body and the examiners deserved recognition in order to provide them with the best conditions, with clear methodology and guidelines in order for communities to understand how the work is prepared, carried out and presented to the Committee. The delegation concluded that safeguarding was at the heart of the Convention, which moreover was in the title of the Convention, confirming the common purpose. 

387. The delegation of the Central African Republic shared the views of the previous delegations and congratulated the Subsidiary Body for its excellent work despite the heavy workload. The delegation supported the proposal of India and Japan to set up a group to discuss possible limitations, which is a major concern and one that cannot be dealt with quickly, even when faced with an imbalance, notably in the African continent.

388. The delegation of Senegal noted the difficulties encountered and observed that it was important not to confuse effects with causes or to react immediately, but there were multiple causes and it was important to take time to reflect before coming to a decision. Whether it is a working group or a consultative body, we need to be very clear about its terms of reference. The delegation understood however the reactions of some delegations to the issue of imbalance, stating that limiting nominations is not a solution in itself; it is an effect not a cause, and the underlying causes should be closely looked at in the regions of origin. The fundamental approach is the methodology to be adopted so as to ensure a sustainable solution to the problem in the long term.

389. The delegation of Kenya spoke as a member of the Subsidiary Body having experienced at first hand the intricacies of the process and the challenges to everyone involved, including the submitting States Parties, and stressed that the details outlined in the Rapporteur’s report were necessary so that the Committee could share the experiences of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat as well as the root causes of the challenges. Speaking as a member of the Committee and a State Party with rich ICH, the delegation explained that States Parties, especially from Africa, have challenges not least due to financial expenses, a lack of capacity, and a general lack of understanding, even on the part of the States Parties themselves. It is therefore important to consider the need to sensitize all the players. As it is governments that have the responsibility of raising awareness, of connecting this forum to the communities who are the creators and bearers of ICH, it is important to interact with governments in order to sensitize them and make them understand their role in creating awareness. The delegation emphasized that working with communities posed a challenge, and wondered whether priority should not be given to capacity-building so that highly sensitized officials at government level can carry the message to the communities, working patiently with them and at their pace and in their styles in order to produce quality files. This would, the delegation noted, be done at a price. The delegation added that directing resources towards capacity-building would help develop quality nomination files, which would consequently save valuable time spent by the Secretariat seeking clarifications. The Subsidiary Body could also save a lot of time if capacity-building was thoroughly done in the field. The delegation continued by supporting action to enhance capacity-building and limiting nominations so we are not dealing with multiple problems at the same time. There is also the need to ensure the credibility of the lists, and to ensure that the RL is representative. The delegation hoped that those States Parties that had not yet submitted nominations are already in the process of safeguarding their ICH. The delegation raised a further point about the deferral of a nomination, highlighting that such a nomination is not refused and waiting for four years to be resubmitted. The delegation concluded by emphasizing its support for a limitation of nominations – not to one, but to three nominations, with an exception for multinational nominations and with no limitation on the USL.

390. The delegation of Turkey recalled the proposal by India and Japan for a meeting of experts, which, although useful, would benefit from first listening to the experiences of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body, which met twice to evaluate 111 nominations containing more than 20 pages each, with 10 minutes of video and 10 photos. The delegation recalled the six-month period during which it worked exclusively on the nomination files, and observed that the issue was less about funds and more about capacity, and the difficulty in finding experts to examine the files. At the very beginning of the Convention, it is not easy for us to find experts to examine nominations. The delegation also noted the lack of multinational files. The issue is the capacity of the Subsidiary Body; if we insist there should be no limitations, the delegation concluded, we must find another way for the Subsidiary Body to do its work more easily.

391. The Chairperson raised the point that in the current cycle it was already difficult for the Subsidiary Body to carry out evaluations on 111 nominations, which would only increase if there were more nominations in the next cycle. If every State submitted only three nominations, there would still be more than 300, and it would not be possible to deal with them. The Chairperson further noted that if some States Parties were to bring three nominations and others none at all this might result in a manageable number for the Subsidiary Body.

392. The delegation of Zimbabwe shared its observations from Southern Africa regarding the RL and the demands for video and photographic evidence, which countries consider as not being worth the effort given their economic situation. The delegation noted that some countries are prepared to simply send an inventory, but the delegation urged that examiners be sent to the country concerned to ensure that inventories correctly reflect their ICH. Providing a nomination for every element is a serious financial burden where simply photocopying 10 copies of the nomination form costs US$25 in a country where a civil servant earns US$100 per month, and this is obviously difficult to justify; money should be spent on inventories rather than on producing videos. The delegation added that as some communities do not want to be videoed as they are part of a secret society, a lot of time is spent seeking permission and the approval of the local community. Moreover, this was hampered by the legacy of colonialism that made these communities wary of the use of documentation. The delegation highlighted the dilemma of coming up with a mechanism that does not necessarily translate easily in another part of the world. As regards the USL, there would be no problem in the identification of these elements, but the Directives require that we must first produce an inventory, in communities where we have no computers to produce such inventories. The delegation supported the idea of having a Committee of experts, as proposed by India and Japan, to look at the realities at the ground level. We are not necessarily interested in limiting those that can present nominations to the RL, the delegation concluded, because we are more worried about those elements that are about to disappear.

393. The Chairperson drew attention to the problems faced: the capacity of the Subsidiary Body to cope with an unlimited number of files, the question of geographical balance and the real difficulties faced by certain countries to establish nominations for the RL. He questioned whether countries with the capacity to list their ICH should have to wait before difficulties in other countries are resolved, even as the Committee recognizes its responsibility to address those difficulties. 
394. The delegation of Bulgaria supported the proposal for an expert group and stressed that in the near future a body would need to be established in order to deal with the problems that arise. The first idea evoked was the preparation of a decision by an expert group to be put forward at the General Assembly. The delegation recalled and agreed with the comments made by Senegal and Turkey to draw on the experience already obtained, which could be the point of departure for the work of the future expert group, which should not start from scratch. The delegation reiterated the principle of geographic balance so often advocated by India, which should remain a key area of work for the expert group. 

395. The delegation of Italy presented some reflections on how to proceed and noted that it was impossible in the present Committee session to take a decision on limiting the number of nominations. The fact that the Asia-Pacific group could not accept the suggestion made by the Subsidiary Body had to be taken into account in order to reach consensus. It was therefore deemed inevitable that a consultative body be established in order to discuss the issue of a nomination limit. The delegation therefore supported in principle the proposal by Japan but with some changes. First, paragraph 4 [future Decision 4.COM 19] stated, ‘acknowledging that the issue requires further intensive discussion’ but as the previous paragraph 4 had been deleted, the issue being referred to was not clear. The delegation therefore proposed to replace paragraph 4 with the following wording, ‘thanking the Subsidiary Body for the clear identification of some problems that could be addressed by amendments of the Operational Guidelines’. The delegation insisted on thanking the Subsidiary Body not only for its recommendations on the nominations but also for having identified very precise issues and for proposing solutions. The Subsidiary Body did not only make a proposal to limit the number of nominations, it came up with other less controversial proposals. For example, the proposal to ‘defer’ or ‘refer’ a nomination that does not fully satisfy all five criteria, where at present the choice must be to inscribe or not to inscribe the nomination; a ‘referral’ of the nomination was considered a better option. The delegation advocated that this recommended amendment be adopted during the present Committee session. The Subsidiary Body also proposed to allow an extension of multinational elements inscribed on the list. The delegation concluded that if the proposal by Japan to create a consultative body is accepted then the Committee should nevertheless adopt the other sensible proposals by the Subsidiary Body at the current session because they should not raise substantive objections. 

396. The delegation of Mali noted that all its concerns had been taken into account but wished to stress some points regarding the text of the Convention with reference to comments made by Senegal and Morocco relating to the trust that Africa places in the Convention to adequately represent its ICH and to fill a void that existed. The delegation reiterated the important of awareness-raising and paid tribute to the patience and ability with which the Committee had tackled this issue. 

397. Speaking as a member of the Subsidiary Body, the delegation of the United Arab Emirates thanked the Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body and its members as well as the Secretariat for the efforts made, drawing attention to the concerns raised by the Subsidiary Body with regard to the limited time available to examine nominations. There are only 73 days available for this task, and if the Subsidiary Body treated all of the nominations submitted for 2010, each member would have to complete two examinations per day for each of those 73 days. Members of the Subsidiary Body sometimes had to read a nomination three times before reaching a decision on that file. As regards the experts, some States Parties represented in the Subsidiary Body hired four experts to assess the nomination files. No State Party can provide more experts over a period of five months when there is other important work to be carried out in the field. Reiterating the comment made by Turkey, the delegation noted that nothing could be achieved in the field during the several months spent assessing the nomination files. The delegation raised the point of confidentiality and explained that the nomination files cannot be studied by a large number of experts, which would tarnish the Convention’s credibility. If the List is to be completely open, that creates a risk of geographical imbalance. Geographical balance is not simply a question of fairness but should reflect the spirit of the Convention, which is to safeguard the ICH of humanity. If it was simply a matter of resources then States Parties could assist those States with inadequate resources. The delegation surmised that if the situation did not change then there will be 300 nominations to study in the following year and the Secretariat and the Committee would not be able to cope with the work. Therefore there was a sense of urgency to prioritize the approach. The delegation recalled that the RL is not an open register, an inventory of all the ICH elements of humanity, but a list that concerns certain elements that participate in the promotion of ICH. The delegation, noting the importance of being practical, concluded by supporting the idea of limiting nominations so that the Subsidiary Body can carry out its work evaluating 100 nominations a year, and spoke in favour of encouraging multinational nomination files.

398. The delegation of Cyprus noted a twofold problem. First and foremost is the issue of limiting the number of nominations per country, which is unfair as a country that is moving quickly should not be hindered if another country moves slowly. To resolve the financial problems faced by certain countries that hampered their submission of nominations, the delegation suggested that those countries in need of assistance could be placed on a list with their requirements so that the Secretariat can ask other countries for technical and/or financial assistance. To ease the work of the Subsidiary Body, the delegation suggested that the members of the Subsidiary Body be divided into several groups and asked that States Parties appoint more specialists and designate people to carry out the work. 

399. The representative of the Director-General referred to the work carried out by the Secretariat and the pace and quality of the work under the current conditions. Providing an insight into the Secretariat’s experience, she explained that it could not sustain the previous pace and that additional people needed to be found in order to maintain the quality of the first year’s results. The enormous workload of the Secretariat was met by its determination to achieve success with the first cycle of RL nominations. The idea of starting all over again for the next cycle was understandably a daunting prospect. She recalled that it is the role of the representative of the Director-General to raise the alarm when it appears that a Convention is going off track, which was also expressed by the Chairperson of the General Assembly. She further noted the concerns of the States Parties that the lists should be open and that there should be regional representation, with no region taking precedence, which has always been the spirit of the Convention, and yet the contrary appeared to be developing. An imbalance had already established itself and the 2010 edition of the list, the closing date of which had already expired, counted 147 nominations, which would only lead to further imbalance. One region alone accounted for 44% of the RL inscriptions, and that imbalance would only increase in the 2010 cycle if all 147 requests are evaluated. The Representative of the Director-General noted the general consensus not to take a hasty decision but instead to allow due time for reflection, and recalled that only the General Assembly can change the Operational Directives and the next General Assembly is set for 2010; nothing can happen before that date. She added that the cycle for the next RL was already underway with the Committee session in 2010 still working under the Operational Directives adopted in 2008. She therefore posed the question: what will happen this coming Monday [after the Committee session] with regard to the present working conditions, noting that the Subsidiary Body cannot deal with 147 requests for detailed evaluation? Moreover, the 147 requests would further contribute to the imbalance in the list with the result that redressing this balance will take longer to achieve. She urged the Committee to take temporary measures now while thinking about changing the Operational Guidelines in the future, and highlighted the urgency by asking what the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body can do in the meantime. 

400. In a spirit of pragmatism the Secretary outlined the deadlines for the Secretariat. She explained that 31 August was the deadline for submitting nominations to the RL and that States Parties will have noticed that even during the Committee session they are receiving letters acknowledging receipt that she sent out as she received and registered the nominations. On 1 November, that is three weeks after the return of the Secretariat to Paris from the present Committee session, the Secretariat should be sending to the submitting States Parties letters requesting additional information on the 147 nominations. This supposes that the Secretariat will have reviewed all 147 files before 25 October so that it can write 147 letters to the State Parties by 1 November requesting additional information and this would simply not be possible. The next deadline, 15 January, allows the States Parties some weeks to respond to the letters the Secretariat is supposed to send on 1 November, but this would also fall by the wayside if the Secretariat was not meeting the 1 November deadline. That means that the translations that the Secretariat could have set in motion beginning on 15 January to ensure that the Subsidiary Body could start to study the nominations as of the end of January are also not going to be set in motion in time. That means that the Subsidiary Body cannot meet next May [2010] as stated in the Operational Directives and that it will not be able to submit the nomination files to the next Committee in November 2010. She explained this very mechanical chain of events and emphasized that after returning to Paris on Monday [6 October 2009] the Secretariat simply has no time to analyze 147 nomination files, some of which are very complex. She recalled the complexity of multinational files, and one of those involves around 12 States that is going to require considerable assessment work. The Secretariat simply cannot do the work before the end of October. She concluded by appealing to the Committee for instructions on how to deal with this situation. 

401. The delegation of Peru supported the idea of establishing an ad hoc consultative group proposed by Japan to look into two issues. First, the practicalities of how the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat are to process the nominations they receive, and second, the geographical imbalance in representation. The delegation expressed its willingness to trust the ad hoc group to come up with solutions to the first issue but noted that the second issue would present greater difficulty, recalling the remarks made by African delegations, and noting that Latin America encounters similar difficulties. The delegation noted the need for a work plan for safeguarding the nominated ICH, which would involve research and investigative studies, but that this incurred an immediate cost, which is a hurdle for many countries. The delegation added that the consultative group needed to be aware of the realities in countries as well as their financial and capacity limitations. With regard to the draft decision proposed by Japan, the delegation proposed consultations among States Parties prior to the first ad hoc meeting. It is important that the consultative body be aware of what each State Party thinks, so it has a wide view of the problems, and so that it can come up with a range of solutions. The delegation took note of the concerns expressed by the Representative of the Director-General and the Secretary regarding the immediate state of emergency with respect to processing the 147 nominations for 2010 that, having been submitted by the deadline, therefore required immediate solutions that do not call for substantial changes to the Operational Directives, and suggested that a second Subsidiary Body be established, if possible, to divide the work of examining the 147 nominations, and that the timetable of events and deadlines could be modified, as well as the implementation of transitional measures to alleviate the immense difficulties facing the Secretariat and the current Subsidiary Body. Other States Parties would doubtless have additional ideas for coming to their aid, the delegation concluded.

402. The delegation of Jordan reiterated the need to tackle these as well as other issues that may arise in the future. In addition to the workload of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, the major problem seemed to concern the unlimited number of nominations. We need to find a solution, the delegation continued, that is in the spirit of the Convention. The delegation believed that granting priority to elements in developing countries may be feasible, but was not a perfect solution, nor were quotas. Developed countries have greater means to provide highly detailed files whereas this was not the case in other regions such as African and Asia. Solutions therefore should be compatible with expectations of the States Parties, and we should not hurry, the delegation continued. The delegation concluded by reminding the Committee that the Convention is still very young. 

403. The delegation of Estonia, Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body, thanked the Chairperson for listening to all the concerns expressed by delegations, and welcomed the States Parties observers for their comments in order that all voices be heard and represented. The delegation reiterated the twofold problems, both practical and essential, and wondered whether only the practical problems should be tackled or the essential problems as well; though it was considered wise to have both in view at the same time. The practical problems refer specifically to the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, and the work of the Subsidiary Body can no doubt be improved in future cycles. The document that has been presented does not take into account that the Subsidiary Body is limited in numbers and if we put extra work on their shoulders, that will not make matters better. Even within the Subsidiary Body a thought process had begun on how best to deal with the workload. However, the delegation highlighted that this would not solve the problem within the Secretariat. All interventions during this working group only address the problems of the Subsidiary Body, without addressing how the work of the Secretariat can be improved. The essential problem of priorities is that more attention has been given to the RL than to the USL and therefore the essential goal of the Convention has been put aside. It is not simply a question of being represented on a list, the delegation observed, which is ultimately ephemeral, a momentary act. The criteria for the RL were therefore formulated to make the States Parties think and work with the practitioners of culture so that it is not just about one spotlight moment but is in fact serving the common good and the cause of safeguarding ICH. 

404. The delegation referred to the history of the criteria and recalled that the Intergovernmental Committee had worked nearly three years and thus possessed a history in its debates and deliberations, in different approaches, different problems and concerns expressed, and that experience could be gleaned from the work already undertaken. Indeed the Convention is very young, the delegation reiterated, but already a substantial amount of work has been done, marked by careful consideration and deliberation. In the case of the nomination forms, the delegation believed that they could be made easier or less complicated, as referred to in the document, which was one way of tackling the problem so that the Subsidiary Body may not need to go through all the proposals because the forms would be filled in as a sort of list, with a mechanism making the list accessible to all (the delegation’s response to the comment made by Zimbabwe, who stated that lists could also be a burden). This is something we should reflect about: which way do we want to go when thinking about the future of the Lists? We should also call upon the perspectives of those who have previously served on the Committee and may no longer be among us, and in the future some of us will no longer be serving, the delegation noted, emphasizing the importance of continuity in addressing the common good. The delegation emphasized that the USL should be the priority receiving most attention, which is not currently the case. It noted that the Committee had held in-depth discussions regarding the examiners for the USL, as well as international assistance and Article 18, and the core work of capacity building. The problem at hand is still the RL and its management. 

405. With reference to the RL, the delegation of Estonia continued that it seemed problematic to obtain a concrete result at this time regarding the complicated issue of limitation. The delegation reminded the participants of another aspect of imbalance that not only exists between regions but also inside regions, for example countries of Asia are not equally represented on the RL. The delegation deemed it important when speaking about imbalance that the concern of urgent safeguarding should be brought in. The delegation continued that the document prepared by ASPAC and Japan offered a solution in its proposal to establish an ad hoc consultative body, deemed important by many of the Committee members. The delegation agreed with the proposal and concurred with the comments made by Peru that all the States Parties should be included in the consultative body and, in order to be representative in the exchange of opinions, consultation with all States Parties was deemed essential. 

406. The delegation of Estonia then spoke about the immediate problems encountered by the Secretariat: there are limitations in the capacities of the Secretariat and there are no resources at hand to alleviate these incapacities, and therefore there is a need to find a balance between the urge for countries to present as many nominations as possible and the limited capacities for dealing with them. A limitation in nominations seems to be impossible but then there is a limitation in the technical side that is inevitable, and this requires further reflection, the delegation concluded. 

407. The delegation of Brazil returned to the issue of competencies, as this is something that concerns all States Parties, and perhaps the General Assembly should establish a consultative body that could discuss the issue of limitations, as this requires an interpretation of the provisions of the Convention, which only the General Assembly is entitled to do. The delegation believed that many of the recommendations contained in the Subsidiary Body report and Rapporteur’s report were very useful, and encouraged the Committee members to take action on some of those recommendations and make concrete proposals for presentation to the General Assembly, for example in the issue of a deferring mechanism, which Brazil would be ready to accept at the General Assembly. The delegation felt that it was important that the difficulties in implementing the Operational Guidelines be brought to the attention of the General Assembly because the General Assembly adopted the Operational Guidelines and had the responsibility to guide implementation. The delegation concluded by saying that he hoped India and Japan would consider introducing an additional paragraph into their proposal, which would read, ‘submits to the General Assembly for its consideration the report of the Subsidiary Body and the oral report produced by its Rapporteur’, and a second paragraph, ‘recommends to include an item on the provisional agenda of the General Assembly entitled “Assessment of the implementation of the Operational Guidelines”‘.

408. Mr Khaznadar, the Chairperson of the second General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention, returned to a point made earlier by the Representative of the Director-General about the future of the Convention and noted that it was up to the General Assembly to review the Operational Guidelines and the timetable. Mr Khaznadar considered that it was likely that an ad hoc body would be established to discuss the various problems and suggest solutions, which would be put before the General Assembly, or perhaps an extraordinary session of the Committee will transmit them to the General Assembly in 2010, thus gaining two years. If an extraordinary session of the Committee were held before the General Assembly in 2010, the resolutions may go through, which will solve the problem in 2011 and following years. Mr Khaznadar agreed with the comments made by the Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body [from Estonia] and the clear analysis of the situation. He also agreed with the statement made by the Secretary on behalf of the Secretariat, and understood the seriousness of the situation. He surmised that the long-term problems were likely to be solved in 12 or 18 months time, but that the immediate problem was what to do in the present session to deal with the large number of files for 2010. We need to find the means for the Secretariat to do its work, he continued; perhaps we need to revise the timetable or authorize the Secretariat to deal with only as many nominations as it is able to deal with, as an immediate solution.
409. The Legal Adviser made reference to the measures proposed by the Subsidiary Body and noted that the reactions to those measures were different and each had different legal consequences. The Legal Adviser returned to the problem of limitations with reference to the report by the Subsidiary Body, noting that while he had had some reservations on the text of the report, it was a drafting matter rather than rejecting any discussion on the principle of limitation based on who is competent to decide on such important matters – whether the General Assembly or the Committee, and who can derogate the right of any State to be treated equally when it presents its request for inscription. The Legal Adviser indicated that under normal rules nothing could be changed and applied until approved by the General Assembly. The immediate question was whether the Committee, to which the Subsidiary Body is accountable, can decide on temporary measures to solve a problem by balancing the number of requests with the capacity of examination, which is under the function of the Committee. The Committee can decide, under item 19, to forward to the General Assembly the proposed amendments that nobody has criticized, such as deferral or referral, but limitation is a bigger problem. The Legal Adviser stated that it was legally possible that when examining nominations submitted by States Parties, the Committee could decide to set a low priority on nominations submitted by States in accordance with some objective criteria related to geographical representation or the type of ICH, and those States with no inscriptions could be given priority. Priority is not the same as limitation, and if the criteria were objective, this falls under the competence and functions of the Committee not only in terms of the Operational Directives but also specifically in Article 7 of the Convention. The Committee would be within its competence to take practical measures to address the problems noted by the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, the Legal Adviser concluded. 

410. The delegation of Japan agreed on the necessity of reducing the operational workload of the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat, but insisted that focusing on geographical imbalance was not acceptable to Asia and the Pacific region, which has 60% of the world’s population. As the delegation mentioned previously, ICH is related to community, but the demographic consideration was also important, which was why Japan could not accept the proposal for simple measures such as quotas. As regards the proposal made by Italy and supported by Brazil, the delegation agreed that some measures recommended by the Subsidiary Body could be introduced at this time such as the referral or deferral system, which would help the work of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body in its examination work, arguing that ‘referral’ is the correct term. It cited document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/13 Rev.2 paragraph 18, ‘the body wishes to emphasize to States Parties, especially to the community groups and the individuals concerned with the element, that its recommendations not to inscribe an element at the time in no way constitutes a judgment on the merit of the element itself but refers only to the adequacy of information presented in the nomination file’. If the Subsidiary Body wishes to indicate a lack of some information in the nomination file the recommendation should be given in the form of a referral so that the nominator will have clear instructions with the additional information required. The delegation proposed therefore that the term ‘deferral’ used in the proposed amendment of the Operational Directives be changed to ‘referral’.

411. The delegation of Armenia spoke about the wealth of its ICH but also its insufficient financial means despite having mobilized resources for some years. Armenia ratified the Convention, set up a safeguarding plan, and prepared two nominations, one inscribed in 2005 and one submitted for 2010, which is one every five years. The delegation supported the comments made by Kenya, Turkey and Mexico that the Committee needs to enable the Secretariat to focus on reinforcing means in developing countries.

412. The delegation of Indonesia spoke in regard to remarks made by the Representative of the Director-General and the Secretary, and questioned the Secretary on the number of staff members in the ICH Section, and asked, if the Secretariat had to complete the work before it for 2010 under the set timeline, how many workers would be required to complete it? And if the number of staff at the Secretariat remains at the present level, how long would it take to finish the work, the delegation inquired.

413. The delegation of Italy noted two problems: first, to draft a decision that takes on board the proposal from Japan to establish a consultative body to address the issues of amendments to the directives, in particular the question of a limitation of nominations, secondly, possibly to include some proposals to amend the Operational Guidelines on which there was a general consensus such as the question of referral. The delegation believed that together with other interested delegations, a text could be drawn up by the following day [1 November] to be quickly discussed and adopted. The second point concerned the immediate situation facing the Secretariat, which calls for urgent measures, and this problem will not be solved by whatever we might propose to the General Assembly, since those changes would take effect only in 2011. The delegation concurred with the opinion of the Legal Adviser that it is implied in Article 7 of the Convention that the Committee can adopt urgent measures, and suggested that some ideas might be brought to the fore if the working group convened for a second time during the current session. With regard to these two distinct problems – the long term and the immediate ones – the delegation proposed another meeting of this group on the following day to come up with concrete proposals, expressing confidence that the problems could be solved.

414. The Chairperson called for a conclusion and a plan of action with respect to the issues discussed. 

415. The delegation of France offered assistance in coming up with concrete proposals and noted that it appeared that a two-phase process was emerging, first, the establishment of an ad hoc group to provide long-term guidance on the issues discussed, and second, to deal with the emergency situation confronting the Secretariat. There is a matter of principle on which we cannot compromise and that is the matter of equality of States; that is a recognized principle. The delegation rejected the idea of imposing quotas or limitations but conceded that in order to facilitate the work of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body, it was possible, without rejecting any nominations, to agree on priority examination of nomination files coming from States that do not have elements inscribed on the RL, or that have few elements inscribed, and this would contribute towards rebalancing the list. The delegation concluded that the draft decision could include, for adoption the following day, such a provision for the forthcoming year. 

416. The Secretary responded to the questions posed by Indonesia that the ICH section comprises sixteen staff, including eleven professionals and five administrative support staff. The immediate problems cannot be resolved simply by increasing the numbers, the Secretary explained, since additional workers could not immediately be operational as a period of several months was necessary to become acquainted with the working methods of the Section, and knowledge of the issues and procedures would be required. The solution would not be to hire thirty more people who would begin next week to process the nominations, the Secretary continued, because we could not properly supervise their work. The Secretary suggested that improvements could be made if it could be ensured that the same people dealt with the requests for additional information, otherwise incorrect analyses and inconsistencies could arise. In response to the question, how long would be required to complete the work under the current cycle of nominations, the Secretary responded that, as the Secretariat had been asked to organize the next session of the Committee, including a possible extraordinary session, the forthcoming General Assembly and several regional capacity-building workshops for NGOs, as well as to build and strengthen the capacity of certain member states as the African countries asked, and to carry out its regular function as a Secretariat of the ICH Convention to work with States non party, and carry out all ‘normal’ work as Secretariat of the Convention, achieving all these tasks would require more time than is currently available. She estimated that with this whole work, to process the 147 nomination files with the eleven professionals would then take five or six years. 

417. The representative of the Director-General agreed that the workload and concerns were real and that a staff of 16 was not a lot, but compared to other Conventions it is already wealthy. The Committee may draft a decision urging the Director-General and the Member States of UNESCO to provide greater resources, she continued, but the forthcoming session of the General Conference had no Draft Resolutions asking that funds be drawn from another Sector to reinforce the Culture Sector. Therefore urgent and immediate measures were needed. 

418. The Chairperson concluded by summarizing the missions: first, to look at the working methods of the Subsidiary Body, for which a special group should be entrusted to look at the issues and carry out in-depth studies on the circumstances and make recommendations to the General Assembly. The second, urgent mission was to help the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body in the immediate future, while a long-term solution could be sought at a later date. The Chairperson invited the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat to suggest a temporary solution for the following day, even while we agree that there is a need to convene a working group to study the situation in the long-term, whose solutions could be presented to the General Assembly in the following year, and he invited the participants to react accordingly should they agree with this conclusion. 

419. The delegation of Italy recalled its earlier suggestion to reconvene the working group in order to present recommendations to the Committee, for its decision on Friday, with the recommendations to the General Assembly. The issues to be covered in the working group were to amend the Operational Directives, and to take urgent measures to help the Subsidiary Body and the Secretariat.

420. The Chairperson proposed to reconvene the working group at lunchtime on 1 October, which was agreed to general applause. 
[Thursday 1 October 2009 – 10 a.m.]
ITEM 14 OF THE AGENDA [cont.]: EVALUATION OF THE NOMINATIONS FOR INSCRIPTION ON THE LIST OF INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE IN NEED OF URGENT SAFEGUARDING
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/14 (+ Corr. English only)
Decisions 4.COM 14.01 to 14.12
421. The Chairperson welcomed the delegations and suggested to continue with the examinations of the 10 remaining nominations for inscription on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. He introduced the two examiners of the third nomination by China on ‘Traditional Li textile techniques: spinning, dyeing, weaving and embroidering’, Ms Ritu Sethi from the Craft Revival Trust, and Mr Edric Lian Bin Ong from Malaysia. 

[Draft decision 4.COM 14.04 – China – Traditional Li textile techniques: spinning, dyeing, weaving and embroidering]
422. Ms Ritu Sethi thanked the Abu Dhabi authorities for their generous hospitality as well as the Secretariat for providing the opportunity to examine the nomination of traditional textile techniques of spinning, dyeing, weaving and embroidery of the Li people of Hainan, People’s Republic of China. The examiner provided a brief description of the traditional textile and press of the Li ethnic people of Hainan, which constitutes their distinct identity, material culture and heritage, and continues to be vital in the social and cultural life of the Li people. However, in recent decades, the number of women with weaving and embroidery skills has severely declined to the extent that traditional Li textile techniques are at risk of extinction and are in urgent need of protection. Both examiners independently agreed that the nomination of traditional Li textile techniques, spinning, dyeing, weaving and embroidering satisfied all five criteria for inscription on the USL, and they recommended that the Committee inscribe the element.
423. The Chairperson recalled the proceedings from the previous day and, noting the time constraints, suggested adopting the decision unless objections were voiced. 
424. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.04 inscribing ‘Traditional Li textile techniques: spinning, dyeing, weaving and embroidering, nominated by China, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
425. The delegation of China (observer) expressed thanks to the Committee and the examiners for inscribing the elements submitted by China on the USL, and took the opportunity to reaffirm its commitment to take further measures to ensure the continuous transmission of these elements in need of urgent safeguarding. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.05 – France – The Cantu in paghjella: a secular and liturgical oral tradition of Corsica]
426. The Chairperson introduced the nomination submitted by France, ‘The Cantu in paghjella: a secular and liturgical oral tradition of Corsica’, and presented the two examiners, Mr Paolo Ferrari, from the Associazione MUSA, and Mr Ignazio Macchiarella, of Italy. 
427. Mr Macchiarella began by presenting a brief description of the Cantù in paghjella, which is one of the most complex multi-part singing oral traditions of Mediterranean cultures. It is performed in three vocal parts: the segunda, which begins the performance, the basso, the lower voice, and the terza, the high-pitched voice. Corsicans are very attached to the oral paghjella and do not tolerate the process of standardization by concert polyphonic music. The examiners agreed that the nomination satisfied all five criteria for inscription. The draft decision proposed to the Committee consequently recognized that the nomination fully complied with the relevant criteria, and the Cantù in paghjella therefore warranted inscription. The report of the examiners commended the effort of local and national authorities to search for the largest collaboration of social actors and the full participation of the Corsican people.
428. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.05 inscribing ‘The Cantu in paghjella: a secular and liturgical oral tradition of Corsica’, nominated by France, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
429. The delegation of Italy suggested that in the future, music nominations be accompanied by a brief sample for the delegations to hear in order to get a complete picture of the nomination. 
430. The delegation of France (observer) affirmed the importance of this nomination as a primordial element of Corsican culture, and introduced Mr Michel Dreyfus, the administrative manager of the project, and author of the nomination file. Mr Dreyfus welcomed the decision noting that this element is no longer pure Corsican heritage but belongs to the world. A testimony of the skill of the practitioners, most of whom are elderly today, some of whom have since died, this nomination was a way of honouring all the anonymous links in the chain in the transmission of this form of singing.
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.06 – Kenya – Traditions and practices associated to the Kayas in the sacred forests of the Mijikenda]
431. The Chairperson introduced the next nomination from Kenya: ‘Traditions and practices associated to the Kayas in the sacred forests of the Mijikenda’, welcomed the examiner Ms Harriet Deacon from South Africa, and announced that examiner Ms Susan Keitumetse from Botswana had to leave the meeting so would not be joining the podium. 
432. Ms Deacon briefly described the Mijikenda in Kenya and the practices, traditions and rituals associated with the Kayas, which are fortified settlements in forest regions located on the coastal belt. One of the most important oral traditions associated with the Kayas, a primary unifying reference point for most of the Mijikenda groups, is the legend of the exodus driven by conflict and famine from Singwaya on the coast of Somalia in the sixteenth century. The members of the kembe or council of elders are the custodians of each Kaya’s intangible heritage, presiding over its practice and ensuring the transmission of associated stories and the fabrication of ritual materials. Today, for various reasons, the traditions and cultural practices associated with the Kaya settlements are under threat. After briefly describing the criteria for examination, Ms Deacon announced that the examiners had no hesitation in recommending this element for inscription as it was independently agreed to satisfy all five criteria.
433. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.06 inscribing ‘Traditions and practices associated to the Kayas in the sacred forests of the Mijikenda’, nominated by Kenya, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
434. The delegation of Kenya expressed its appreciation and utmost gratitude to the Chairperson and the Government of the United Arab Emirates for their hospitality, and appreciated the positive consideration that was given by the Committee, and assured members of the Kenyan government’s commitment to safeguard ICH, and specifically the traditions and practices associated with the Kayas.
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.07 – Latvia – Suiti cultural space]
435. The Chairperson introduced Mr Egil Bakka from the Foundation Norwegian Council for Traditional Music and Traditional Dance, who presented the nomination by Latvia of the ‘Suiti cultural space’.
436. The examiner began by thanking the United Arab Emirates for its impressive and warm hospitality, as well as UNESCO for inviting the foundation to carry out the examination task together with Prof. Christopher Moseley of the United Kingdom. The examiner described the Suiti as a small Catholic community in a mainly Lutheran part of Latvia, and the Suiti cultural space as a complex cultural phenomenon. The description was focused on a number of distinctive features including local drone singing, performed by the Suiti women, wedding traditions, colourful traditional costumes, the Suiti language, local cuisine, religious traditions, celebrations of the annual cycle, and a remarkable number of folk songs, dances and melodies of their community. There are however only a few, mostly older people, who have good knowledge of the Suiti cultural heritage and thus there is an urgent need to disseminate the knowledge and involve more people in its safeguarding. The examiners commended the State Party and the community concerned for identifying a number of strategic safeguarding interventions, and anticipated that such targeted efforts will also contribute to a more generous strengthening of the Suiti cultural heritage and identity. Hoping that the inscription on the USL would focus attention on similarly endangered European heritage, the examiners called for inclusion on the USL. 
437. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.07 inscribing ‘Suiti cultural space’, nominated by Latvia, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
438. The Minister of Culture of the Republic of Latvia (observer), Mr Ints Dalderis, addressed the Committee to express his sincere appreciation of its work and highly recognized expertise. The Minister thanked the United Arab Emirates for its generosity and warmth, and expressed true pride that the Committee was recognizing the Suiti cultural space by inscribing it on the list of ICH in need of urgent safeguarding. The Minister invited the delegations to Latvia in 2013 for the celebrations of Baltic Song and Dance as well as the tenth anniversary of the 2003 Convention. The Minister concluded by confirming Latvia’s strong commitment to safeguarding the rich diversity of ICH around the world.
439. The Chairperson thanked the minister for his presence, which he said demonstrated the commitment by the Latvian government vis-à-vis ICH, and introduced examiners Ms Mary Jo Arnoldi from the United States, and Mr Shamil Jeppie from the International Social Sciences Council, who presented the Sanké mon, collective fishing rite in the Sanké from Mali. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.08 – Mali – The Sanké mon: collective fishing rite of the Sanké]
440. Examiner Ms Mary Jo Arnoldi began by presenting an overview of the ‘The Sanké mon: collective fishing rite of the Sanké’. For the 50,000 or so people living in and around the town of San in the Segu region of Mali, the Sanké mon, a collective fishing rite and festival, is a potent symbol of traditional values, social cohesion and group solidarity. The annual rite and festival traditionally takes place prior to the rainy season on the second Thursday of the seventh lunar month, which according to oral traditions is the date of the founding of the town of San in the fifteenth century. The rite and festival bring together Bambara, Malinke and Buwa farmers living in San, and in neighbouring communities, to celebrate the festival. The collective fishing recognizes the traditional importance of the marsh in the productive activities of these communities and it highlights the local knowledge and practices that contribute to the maintenance and health of the marsh. In their conclusion, the examiners both agreed that the element satisfied all five criteria for inscription to the USL and recommended inclusion to the Committee. The examiner however urged the authorities to take all necessary precautions to work with the community to protect the increasingly fragile ecosystem of the marsh and to preserve the traditional cultural and historical values of the festival from any possible damaging effects of tourism.
441. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.08 inscribing ‘The Sanké mon: collective fishing rite of the Sanké’, nominated by Mali, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
442. The delegation of Mali expressed gratitude to the Committee, the Secretariat, and to the examiners for having recognized the need to place the Sanké mon collective fishing rite on the USL, and for assistance to the community in implementing these urgent safeguarding measures by further supporting the community in maintaining this practice by strengthening the legal protective measures.
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.09 – Mongolia – Mongol Biyelgee: Mongolian traditional folk dance]
443. The Chairperson presented the next draft decision 4.COM 14.09 for adoption, the ‘Mongol Biyelgee: Mongolian traditional folk dance’, by Mongolia, and introduced Mr Thiyagerajan Somasundaram, from Tamil Nadu Rural Arts Development Centre. 
444. Mr Allaudin Kadar Mohideen (speaking on behalf of examiner Mr Somasundaram) thanked the Abu Dhabi authorities for their extraordinary hospitality, and briefly presented the findings of examiners Mr Peter Marsh and Mr Somasundaram. The people of Western Mongolia have a specific dance form called Biyelgee. Some of them depict typical functions of everyday life while others portray the lives of the people in the field, and some represent the history of the ethnicity. Dances are presented during celebrations and festivals or during ceremonies in monasteries. The dancers are accompanied by songs and musical instruments that show their ethnic identity and depict the various facets of the life of the nomadic ethnic group. This folk art is an important part of the social fabric of the Mongolian ethnic groups but is at risk of disappearance. The nomination is in conformity with criteria U.1 to U.5, and the examiners strongly recommended that the element be included in the USL as it satisfies the criteria for inscription.
445. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.09 inscribing ‘Mongol Biyelgee: Mongolian traditional folk dance’, nominated by Mongolia, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.10 – Mongolia – Mongol Tuuli: Mongolian epic]
446. Mr Proschan from the Secretariat presented the second nomination from Mongolia on the ‘Mongol Tuuli, Mongolian epic’, on behalf of the examiners Mr Ngo Duc Thinh of Viet Nam and Mr Chao Gejin from China. Tuuli is an oral tradition of heroic epics that run from hundreds to thousands of verses in combined benedictions, eulogies, spells, idiomatic phrases, fairy tales, myths and folk songs. Epics evolved over many centuries and reflect nomadic lifestyles, social behaviours, religion, mentalities and imagination, constituting, in fact, a living encyclopaedia of Mongolian oral tradition. Epic performers cultivate epic traditions from generation to generation, learning, performing and transmitting techniques within kinship circles from fathers to sons. They are distinguished by their prodigious memory and performance skills, combining singing, vocal improvisation and musical composition coupled with theatrical elements. Today the number of epic trainers and learners is decreasing, and with them, the system of transmitting historical and cultural knowledge. Both examiners agreed that the nomination satisfied all five criteria for inscription. The possibility of encouraging women to take up the epic singing, which was traditionally restricted to men, was noted. This aspect of the nomination attracted particular attention from both examiners. Both welcomed this possibility while emphasizing that customary practices should nevertheless be respected and that the communities themselves should manage this innovation.
447. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.10 inscribing ‘Mongol Tuuli: Mongolian epic’, nominated by Mongolia, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.11 – Mongolia – Traditional music of the Tsuur]
448. Mr Mark Van Tongeren, from the Netherlands, presented the third nomination from Mongolia, the traditional music of the Tsuur flute. The examiner began by thanking the United Arab Emirates authorities for their hospitality, as well as his fellow examiner, Mr Peter Marsh, who was unable to attend the meeting. Tsuur is a vertical flute played with the voice that adds a continuous guttural sound, and is particularly developed by a small ethnic group, the Altai Uriankhai of Western Mongolia. Tsuur music has been a way to creatively respond to and reflect upon their natural habitat, the Altai Mountains. Its performances occur in the wider context of the nomadic ways of life, for example, while attending flocks at home, and during celebrations and rituals. Tsuur music not only requires special musical skills, it also involves specific listening skills. Imitations of the sound of water flowing downstream, of sand, wind and animals are essential sources for the interpretation of Tsuur repertoire. The nomination satisfied all five criteria and the examiners gave their unreserved recommendation to the Committee for its inscription. 
449. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.11 inscribing ‘Traditional music of the Tsuur’, nominated by Mongolia, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
450. The delegation of Estonia raised a point, previously brought up by Italy, that it would be good if the Secretariat could find a way when presenting nominations for the USL in future meetings to present video or audio files so that the wealth of cultural variety presented could be enjoyed by everyone.
451. The representative of the Director-General responded positively to the suggestion and agreed to implement the proposal, and reported that the elements inscribed on the RL from the previous day were already featured on YouTube. 
452. The delegation of Mongolia (observer) wished to thank the Committee and the examiners for providing the opportunity to revive certain elements of Mongolian ICH by inscribing them on the USL, and appreciated the efforts made by China for the nomination and the inscription of Mongolian art of singing, the Khoomei. The delegation emphasized its commitment to work in close cooperation with all countries and was particularly grateful to the Republic of Korea, China and Japan for establishing their regional centres of ICH, which will contribute to conserving cultural diversity in the vast Asia Pacific region and in the world.
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.12 – Viet Nam – Ca trù singing]
453. The Chairperson presented the nomination of ‘Ca trù singing’ by Viet Nam and introduced the examiner, Ms Gisa Jäehnichen, from the International Council for Traditional Music. 
454. The examiner thanked the Abu Dhabi authorities and all those present for their efforts on behalf of ICH, and went on to briefly describe the nomination, also on behalf of fellow examiner, Mr Barley Norton, of the United Kingdom. Ca trù is a highly sophisticated part of the traditional hat a dao, which has its roots in local music performances of North Vietnamese communities since the eleventh century. Until now, main acting persons are lutists playing the lute đàn đáy, the female singer with her clapper phách, and a representative of the audience, a drummer of the trống chầu, who has to take part in the performance as well as to evaluate the performance with special percussive patterns. Both examiners warmly recommended the Committee to inscribe Ca trù singing on the list of intangible cultural heritage in need of urgent safeguarding. Although the proposed nomination file did not meet all the requirements concerning a clear division of past and present positions, the proposing parties and the performers, as well as a great part of the Vietnamese people, care strongly about this highly endangered and unique art.
455. No objections were voiced and the Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.12 inscribing ‘Ca trù singing’, nominated by Viet Nam, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. 
456. The delegation of Viet Nam thanked the examiners for their remarkable work and noted the importance of using independent experts. The delegation explained that because of conflicts and a lack of awareness, the Ca trù had become threatened but added that the nomination brought joy in a moment of great sadness as hundreds of people had been killed by the Ketsana typhoon. 
[Draft decision 4.COM 14.01 – Belarus – Rite of the Kalyady Tsars (Christmas Tsars)]
457. The Chairperson recalled the nomination file presented by Belarus on the ‘Rite of the Kalyady Tsars (Christmas Tsars)’, and introduced Mr Juraj Hamar, from the Slovak Centre of Traditional Culture, and Mr Arunas Vaicekauskas, from the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre. The nomination was considered complex due to one of the examiners recommending its non-inscription while the other examiner expressed reservations regarding the way the nomination file was prepared by Belarus. 
458. The examiner, Mr Juraj Hamar, presented a brief description of the nomination and explained that it concerned a ritual and festive event including performing arts in the form of New Year celebration. This element has the form of popular theatre with a lot of carnival components and comic scenes. Kalyady Tsars is performed by carollers in the Semezhava village who meet in one house where they get dressed in traditional masks as soldiers, tsars, Turkish sultans, doctors, old women and others, as they march from house to house throughout the village, which ends with a ritual dinner. 
459. With regard to the reservations expressed, the examiners found that there was no proof of the generational transition of this element; the attached materials, mainly film and photos, had failed to prove necessary facts in order to inscribe the element on the list of heritage requiring urgent safeguarding; the submitters insufficiently documented the nominated element as being alive and on-going; the text of the nomination file also included several contradictions and unreliable information. One of the examiners concluded that despite his criticism and a number of contradictions in the nomination file, he recommended to the Committee to inscribe the element on the USL. The second examiner however deemed the inconsistencies of the nomination file to be so serious that he did not recommend inscribing the element on the USL. 
460. The Secretary clarified that the Secretariat could see two solutions, both offered in the draft decision. In option A, the Committee decides to inscribe the element at this time, while option B of paragraph 3 would decide that the Committee shall not inscribe the element at this time but invites the State Party to resubmit a revised nomination before 30 November 2009, so that it might be re-examined and the Committee might re-evaluate it during the fifth session in 2010.
461. The Chairperson opened up the topic for general debate.
462. The delegation of Estonia asked about the methodology employed since the examiners’ evaluations did not concur. The issue was considered an important one not only for Belarus but also for similar future examinations.
463. Mr Hamar (examiner) explained that the examiners had used the same methodology and had worked independently, meeting for the first time during this session. The examiner cited his reservations about the real versus virtual nature of the element, as there was no evidence to support the element as a living and active element. The video presented in the nomination file was 12 years old. 
464. Mr Vaicekauskas (examiner) agreed that the nomination was perhaps not well prepared but, as a specialist of Eastern European customs, he believed that despite some gaps in the nomination file, the real situation is better than can be seen from a documentary, and hence his recommendation to inscribe. However, the examiner did concede that the information they received was unsatisfactory. 
465. The delegation of the Republic of Korea thanked the examiners for their tremendous effort to evaluate the nomination and for providing substantial advice not only for the better preparation of the file but also for maintaining the viability and continuity of the ICH, and recalled a similar situation that arose in the item on international assistance greater than US$25,000. The delegation therefore wished to support option A to facilitate the implementation of safeguarding measures, as the element might be at risk due to the migration of population and the lack of interest, and hoped that the State Party will be able to submit additional information to the Secretariat to further elaborate on some aspects, as pointed out by the examiners, so that they can provide this element the needed protection measures immediately. 
466. The delegation of Turkey also thanked the examiners for completing such a difficult task, and, regarding option A, questioned whether, based over the past fifty years, we can actually base urgent action on something that has taken such a long time? If safeguarding is a measure to protect the viability of ICH as well as to revitalize the various aspects of this heritage, then the term ’revitalizing’ needed to be discussed. The delegation recalled that some elements that had been revitalized had already been adopted but they’re not really being transmitted from one generation to the next. However, there are some people left who are acquainted with the traditions in question and so it is hoped that they will transmit them to future generations.
467. The delegation of Italy also thanked the examiners and insisted that conclusions do not always go in the same direction and in such cases, where there are different suggestions by examiners, this should not detract from the competence of the examiners, and noted that the draft decision under option A recommends inscribing the element while option B is in reality not a non-inscription but a referral because option B invites the State Party to submit a revised nomination that responds more fully to the criteria, if possible, before 30 November 2009. The delegation concluded that the decision was between one suggestion where the examiner is convinced, and the second where the examiner is not fully convinced and wants more information. The delegation added that in discussing the inscription on the USL one should consider that there is a risk that non-inscription of the element could worsen the risk of disappearance. Having looked at all the characteristics of the draft decision, the delegation opted to recommend option A but suggested an additional final paragraph whereby the Committee invites the State Party to present a report to the next session on the measures adopted in pursuance of paragraphs 4, 5 and 6 of the recommendation. 
468. The delegation of Gabon again thanked the examiners and expressed its concern regarding the term oral transmission because over the last fifty years this terminology had often been employed in Gabon and in all African countries. The delegation asked whether the provisions under Article 2 paragraph 3 are cumulative criteria or only alternative criteria, and if option B was taken, what would happen if there were nothing left to be saved, and that was not the objective of the Convention. So the delegation recommended option A and agreed with Italy to add an additional paragraph calling upon the State Party to submit additional information on the application of the other paragraphs at the next session.
469. The delegation of Turkey expressed disagreement with the amendment proposed by Italy on the basis that the nomination file was incomplete, stating that a clear yes or no had to be expressed. If the file is deemed to be incomplete, then the State Party concerned must complete it and resubmit a new file next time around.
470. The delegation of Croatia also joined in to congratulate the examiners and recommended option A. The delegation of Estonia, in addressing the problem of methodology, suggested site visits be a required step in the evaluation process, and recommended option A. 
471. The delegation of Italy, in response to the reservations raised by Turkey, wished to clarify that option A does not request Belarus to resubmit its nomination but report on the measures taken to implement the recommendations that had been suggested.
472. The delegation of Gabon highlighted the fact that as a nation of oral tradition, effective proof cannot always be provided but that it does not mean that the element is not viable or does not exist, and reiterated the occurrence of this problem in African countries. The delegation offered strong support in favour of option A. The delegation of India spoke in support of option A as proposed by Italy and articulated by Gabon. 
473. The delegation of Jordan asked for clarification regarding whether an evaluation was carried out in situ to determine whether the element was indeed virtual or real, and suggested that perhaps three examiners could be involved in the process in the future.
474. After hearing all the statements the Chairperson observed a consensus towards option A, and invited Turkey to present its point of view. 
475. The delegation of Turkey made clear that they were not against inscription and supported option A but felt there was a need to lay down specific conditions. The delegation made reference to the Italian proposal for the inclusion of a next step for the forthcoming Committee session and added that this was like saying that it was not satisfactory for the Committee in its current state, and therefore asked Italy to remove the condition so as to have unconditional inscription.
476. The delegation of Italy responded by saying that should the report not be presented, or if the report is unsatisfactory, the Committee, according to the Convention and the Operational Directives, had the power to remove the element from the list, which although extreme was an option in such a case. 
477. The delegation of India supported Italy and reminded the delegations of the importance of the examiners’ findings, and that if the additional paragraph was to be removed it would seem as if the examiners’ findings had not been taken into consideration. Paragraph seven would indicate that the many important points had duly been taken into account and would also allow the State Party the opportunity to take the recommendations into account when safeguarding the element. The delegation repeated that the option to remove the element from the list was possible under the Convention should the situation warrant such action. 
478. The delegation of Estonia wished to remind the Committee of the dynamic nature of the list. The USL is not only a question of ‘to inscribe or not to inscribe’ but of continuous work, and in this sense the idea of dynamics should be taken into account.
479. Before handing the floor to the rapporteur, the Chairperson wished to remind the delegations of the work in setting down the conditions so that the approval, or otherwise, of option A be considered, on the understanding that acceptance of option A is linked to the inclusion of paragraph seven as proposed by Italy. 
480. The rapporteur noted that the Committee might, on a case-by-case basis, establish a specific timetable for reporting that will take precedence over the normal four-year cycle. So that if this element is inscribed on the USL, the State Party can write a report earlier than four years.
481. The Chairperson read out the decision as it appeared on the screen. Point 1: the introductory paragraph was approved. Point 2: the delegation of India wished to delete the reference to option B. As regards criterion 2 (U.2), there were no objections and was therefore approved. As regards criterion 3 (U.3), the delegation of India wished to see option B remain for the reason that there were some difficulties that might be of relevance to the State Party when they take further safeguarding measures. The delegation of Estonia called for the merging of option A and B with the requirements added to option A in suitable wording. Meanwhile the delegation of Gabon expressed the view that the concerns expressed in option B are actually contained in paragraph 7, which the delegation considered the best place for the expressed reservations. The delegation of India agreed with the remark made by Estonia. 
482. The delegation of Italy noted the French version of the text and requested a change ‘Several safeguarding measures […] have been implemented and proposed by the local, national authorities to ensure the viability of the element, but it is necessary to examine certain other measures so as to enable the continued practice of the element.’ There were no objections, and point 3 (U.3) was approved and adopted. Points 4 and 5 were also approved and adopted. 
483. The Chairperson read out point 7. The delegation of India pointed out that in the Operational Directives there is a specific paragraph about the State Party submitting a yearly report in the first four years after inscription. The delegation therefore suggested an amendment to the text, which would take this into account and read: ‘Requests the State Party to submit for the first four years after inscription yearly reports on the effects of measures adopted for the safeguarding of the element.’ There were no objections and paragraph 7 was duly approved. 
484. The Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 14.01 inscribing the ‘Rite of the Kalyady Tsars (Christmas Tsars)’, nominated by Belarus, on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding.
485. The delegation of Belarus thanked the examiners for their remarkable work, and expressed immense joy on behalf of the country, and especially the community, at the inscription of the element on the USL. 
486. The delegation of Brazil (observer) noted the significance of this decision as a test case that provides the opportunity to showcase the application of the Operational Directives drafted by the Committee. The operation of these guidelines by the examiners and the debate that ensued in the Committee provide an assessment of how these guidelines are to be applied but also the need to refine them. The delegation congratulated the State Party of Belarus for submitting the proposal, and also for the excellent work carried out by the examiners noting the crucial cornerstone of this Convention, the USL, and that the notion of urgency needed to be further reflected.
487. The delegation of Armenia (observer) made reference to the difficulty in obtaining good representative documentation from the former Soviet Republics, and congratulated Belarus for the nomination. This was echoed by Pakistan (observer). 
488. Before closure of the morning’s session, the delegation of India noted the large number of NGOs present, and suggested that in order to allow them the opportunity to provide feedback on the deliberations, as well as to learn from their experiences, the NGOs should be afforded adequate time at the UNESCO-NGO Liaison Committee meeting at lunch time, and suggested an NGO forum on the first day of future Committee meetings. The delegation of Paraguay supported the proposal. 
[Thursday 1 November 2009, 2.15 – 3 p.m.]

DEBATE OF THE OPEN ENDED INTERGOVERNMENTAL WORKING GROUP [CONT.] 
Documents
ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/13 Rev.2
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ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6
Decision
4.COM 19
489. The Chairperson opened the meeting and asked whether the participants had received his proposal, distributed by the Secretariat in English and French, and based on his consultations with the Legal Adviser concerning the proposal by Japan and the ASPAC group, and taking into consideration the in-depth discussions of the previous day. 

490. The delegation of Italy commended the Chairperson for his proposal, which takes on board the suggestions expressed in the previous working group meeting, and noted the inclusion of the establishment of the ad hoc group as proposed by Japan and supported by other delegations, and the adoption of certain amendments to the Operational Directives which should not raise much discussion, as well as the urgent measures to satisfy the concerns of the workload of the Secretariat. The delegation wished to examine paragraph 5 of the draft Decision 4.COM 19 before adoption of the draft amendments of a certain number of Operational Directives, and suggested that the annex be discussed on a point-for-point basis because suggestions may be forthcoming to improve the amendments found in document 19. 

491. The delegation of Paraguay congratulated the Chairperson on the way the work had been conducted, and expressed its opinion that the Chairperson’s revised draft decision encompassed all the concerns and issues voiced and was a good foundation for the afternoon’s work, which hopefully will meet with approval by all. 
492. The delegation of Mexico joined in congratulating the Chairperson for his efforts and for the draft decision, in light of yesterday’s serious discussions, and agreed with the delegation from Italy that the specific amendments in document 19 required further consideration. The delegation reported that Mexico had been working hand in hand with the Subsidiary Body, that it wished to present further comments on these issues, and hoped that the draft decision would meet with approval by all. 

493. The delegation of India congratulated the Chairperson and the working group for the document built in a true spirit of compromise, and agreed with Italy about the wise proposal to make reference to the annexed amendments in paragraph 5 for the sake of clarity. The delegation welcomed paragraph 8 because it took into account the concerns of States Parties that have been unable to submit nominations thus far, and this would mean that the Subsidiary Body would first deal on a priority basis with those States Parties with no or few inscriptions, which would address the concerns voiced. As regards paragraph 9 and extra-budgetary funding to enhance the human capacities of the Secretariat, the delegation wished to see, before the next General Assembly, a more detailed document indicating how the funds would be utilized. 

494. The delegation of Morocco (observer) echoed the thanks and congratulations to the Chairperson, and agreed that the document took into account the views expressed the previous day. The delegation asked that it be clearly stated what would happen to the nominations that were not examined so as to make it clear that they will be taken up in a future cycle and so that nominating States Parties know exactly where they stood. The delegation also asked for clarification why, in paragraph 6, the open-ended working group would report the results of its discussions to another working group to be established by the General Assembly, rather than reporting first to this Committee, which in turn would report to the General Assembly.

495. The Legal Adviser responded that a legal issue could arise if the group were created strictly pursuant to the Committee’s Rules of Procedure as a subsidiary body [Rule 21] or consultative body [Rule 20] whose terms of reference called for it to report to the fifth session of the Committee in 2010, after the General Assembly. The most flexible formulation would be for the Committee to take into account the willingness of the States Parties and the Committee members to discuss issues in an informal open-ended group regarding nominations, in light of the discussions held in the Subsidiary Body. In that way the States Parties can informally meet and discuss among themselves. The Legal Adviser spoke about the importance of introducing a point on the General Assembly agenda of 2010 referring to the above so that the General Assembly would be in the position to accept the recommendation of the fourth session, i.e. that a second working group be set up under the aegis of the General Assembly itself such that the informal group set up here would meet between now and then, with the assistance of the Secretariat and the blessing of the Committee. It would be up to the General Assembly to decide on the basis of the discussion to be taken into account; all the supporting documents have to be part of this reporting system. Not making a reference to Article 8.3 of the Convention [or Rules 20 and 21] would make the negotiation mechanism more flexible among States Parties so that the General Assembly can take advantage of your important discussions, he concluded. 

496. The delegation of India raised a point of order and asked for clarification from the Legal Adviser if an open-ended working group established by the Committee can report directly to the General Assembly, that is, whether a Subsidiary Body of this group can report directly to the General Assembly. 

497. The Legal Adviser responded that the open-ended working group is not a subsidiary body. The Subsidiary Body for the Representative List completed its task when it reported to the Committee with recommendations; it was now up to the Committee to deal with those recommendations. Invoking the Committee’s Rules of Procedure, the Legal Adviser explained that since the present working group involved States Parties observers, it was not strictly following the Rules of Procedure of the Committee, but that this kind of flexibility is used in many negotiations of governing bodies. The Legal Adviser reiterated that the open-ended working group is not a subsidiary body of the Committee, otherwise it is correct that it could not report directly to the General Assembly, which is why a flexible solution was introduced, to leave the negotiation between all of the States Parties.

498. The Chairperson added that a working group of the Committee could report to a working group to be appointed by the General Assembly, to avoid the illegality of reporting directly to the General Assembly. 

499. The delegation of Estonia concurred with India’s statement referring to the draft decision, and expressed its support for the decision, and clarified the comment from Mexico that the Subsidiary Body is not proposing to put new documents in front of the Committee but the discussion around item 19 had evolved so much that the Subsidiary Body wished to make further general observations, which is not a draft decision or formal document.

500. The delegation of Japan (observer) expressed its appreciation of the Chairperson’s leadership and the work achieved in the spirit of compromise. The delegation reiterated the importance of the issues discussed and agreed with the need for intense discussion in an additional open-ended meeting for all the States Parties of the Convention and agreed that the document reflected well the discussions that had taken place the previous day. The delegation nonetheless referred to the remarks made previously by Italy, Brazil and Japan, to change the term ‘deferral’ to ‘referral’ in the draft amendments of point 21 and 25, when they came up for discussion. 

501. The delegation of the Republic of Korea congratulated the Chairperson for his proposal, which reflected the concerns and demands of the States Parties shared in yesterday’s open-ended meeting, and accepted the proposal but requested more detailed information in time so that States Parties can respond accordingly, for example paragraph 8 [future Decision 4.COM 19] read, ‘the Subsidiary Body will examine with priority the nominations for the Representative List submitted by States Parties…’. The delegation agreed on the principle but noted that no details were offered such as the number or criteria for priority, and that this additional information would help submitting States Parties to respond appropriately, especially with respect to their own domestic processes. 

502. The representative of the Director-General recalled as a point of clarification that according to the provisional timetable, item 19 would be discussed during the day’s afternoon session, not the following morning. Secondly, a question had been asked concerning the use of the funds totalling US$1,100,000 a year, which amounted to the cost only of human resources (salaries) corresponding to five P3 and four GS5 posts and did not include missions, which are drawn from the regular budget. Thirdly, with regard to paragraph 8 [future Decision 4.COM 19], the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body would process those nominations according to a number of criteria, but all those nominations that were presented in 2009 for the cycle of 2010 will have to be processed, but perhaps not in 2010. The Representative of the Director-General stated that the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body will examine as many nominations as possible for submission to the Committee in 2010; the remaining requests will be examined in 2011 and/or 2012 such that the remainder of the requests will be processed according to the capacities both of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body. 

503. The delegation from Paraguay noted that an hour had been spent without having yet seen any corrected text, which suggested consensus. The delegation urged the working group to move forward to adopt the text and suggested proceeding on a paragraph-by-paragraph basis to adopt the decision. 
504. The delegation from India welcomed the statement by Paraguay, but sought confirmation from the Representative of the Director-General that ‘priority’ implied that nominations will be dealt by the Subsidiary Body on a priority basis from States Parties with none or only one or two inscribed elements and multinational nominations and that it did not imply that certain nominations would fall by the wayside. The delegation sought assurance that the Subsidiary Body will try and examine the other nominations to the extent possible and with the available resources at its disposal. Regarding paragraph 9 [future Decision 4.COM 19], the delegation understood that the extra-budgetary funds allocated for professional posts were not for P posts but L posts, which had lower budgetary implications than professional posts from the regular budget and refer to temporary posts for fixed period of time requiring a renewal of funds to continue. The delegation suggested that before the next General Assembly, and because of the large sum of money involved, the Secretariat should clearly outline the justification of expenses such as why the number of professionals and G are needed, for what period of time, their work functions and so on. 

505. The delegation from Kenya spoke in support of the Chairperson’s draft decision as it provided stopgap measures, and represented the best collective effort considering the time constraints. 

506. The Chairperson drew the meeting to a close and reminded the participants that the decision is a matter of agreement within the working group, and that they were not yet in a situation requiring the adoption of a decision. 

507. The delegation of Senegal noted that in talks on the draft decision and the annex, it was preferable to have access to the annex before going ahead with its adoption. 

508. The representative of the Director-General clarified that this decision was designed as a revision of a draft decision found in document 19 and therefore the annex mentioned is the annex found in document 19, as amended. The Chairperson concurred with the point made by the representative of the Director-General, and asked whether all agreed that the proposal was a recommendation on behalf of the working group to be discussed in the item 19 of the agenda later that afternoon. The Chairperson concluded by thanking all the participants for their cooperation.
[Thursday 1 October 2009 – 3 p.m.]
ITEM 15 OF THE AGENDA [cont.]: EVALUATION OF PROPOSALS OF PROGRAMMES, PROJECTS AND ACTIVITIES AS BEST REFLECTING THE PRINCIPLES OF THE CONVENTION (ARTICLE 18)
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/15+Add;
Decision 4.COM 15
509. The Chairperson announced the success of the working group that has been established on the first day of the Committee session for examining the proposals for programmes, projects and activities mentioned in Article 18 of the Convention. He reported that the working group had met again at lunchtime, and introduced Ms Photini Panayi from Cyprus, the rapporteur of the working group, to present the group’s findings. 
510. The rapporteur noted that under decision 4.COM 15A, the Committee set up a working group to assess the evaluation of proposals, programmes and activities mentioned under Article 18 of the Convention, which was made up of Cyprus, Hungary, Cuba, Viet Nam, Kenya and Jordan. She presented the three proposals: one from Bolivia, Chile and Peru, and two others by Spain and Indonesia in need of recommendations for selection and included in an addendum to the draft decision 4.COM 15B Rev. The working group first met on Monday evening, 28 September, from 6.30 to 8 p.m., with Mr László Felföldi from Hungary as the Chairperson. The rapporteur presented the methodology, which involved taking a holistic approach, and provided an opinion on a proposal-by-proposal, criterion-by-criterion basis. The second meeting of the working group was held on Tuesday, 29 September between 1 and 3 p.m.
511. The rapporteur further explained that in order to give an enlightened opinion on the merits of the proposals, and the way in which the criteria were met for each proposal, the significance of the project in promoting and strengthening trans-generational transmission had to be emphasized. Its vitality, viability, and also whether or not it was an example for developing countries was also looked at. The working group concluded that each and every proposal deserved recommendation for selection by the Committee.
512. The rapporteur presented the first proposal presented by Bolivia, Chile and Peru on ‘Safeguarding intangible cultural heritage of Aymara communities in Bolivia, Chile and Peru’. The working group believed that the project presented involved safeguarding of ICH in the form of identification, research and documentation, strengthening transmission of ICH through formal and non-formal education, promoting and disseminating oral and musical expressions, and reinforcing traditional knowledge with respect to agricultural practices. The project promotes the coordination of efforts for safeguarding ICH on a subregional level by including local Aymara communities in three neighbouring countries: Bolivia, Chile and Peru. It reflects the principles and objectives of the Convention by including safeguarding as defined in the Convention, notably awareness-raising and international cooperation. The project was noted as an interesting example of subregional cooperation among local communities, governmental bodies and NGOs and could serve as a model for similar projects on a subregional level. The project was said to have well-defined action plans that were measurable and assessable. Furthermore, the project was applicable to the particular needs of developing countries. The working group concluded by recommending that this project be selected and promoted by the community as best reflecting the principles and objectives of the Convention. 
513. The second project presented came from Indonesia, ‘Education and training in Indonesian Batik cultural heritage for elementary, junior, senior, vocational high school and polytechnic students in collaboration with Batik Museum in Pekalongan’. After examining the proposal of Indonesia, the rapporteur reported that the working group was of the opinion that the project involved safeguarding ICH with a focus on transmission and dissemination of knowledge, raising awareness, and reinforcing traditional culture in the framework of education. It reflected the primary objectives of the Convention by strengthening trans-generational transmission of traditional handicrafts. Taking advantage of the Indonesian legal framework that provides for the inclusion of local content in school curricula, the programme promoted interest among young people and encouraged them to become practitioners of ICH. The programme represented a good example for safeguarding activities of one geographical region within a national framework and can serve as a model for similar programmes. It exemplified how to ensure the viability of elements of local cultural heritage by including them in formal and non-formal education in close cooperation with the school-based museum. The working group concluded by recommending that this project be selected and promoted as best reflecting the principles and objectives of the Convention. 
514. The third and final project presented came from Spain, ‘Centre for traditional culture – school museum of Pusol pedagogic project’. Having examined the proposal of Spain, the rapporteur reported that the working group was of the opinion that the project focused on safeguarding ICH within the framework of cultural heritage in general through formal and non-formal education. The project promoted the coordination of efforts for safeguarding ICH on a local level and had the potential to widen its scope subregionally. The project was a good example of long-term research, documentation, dissemination and revitalization of local traditional knowledge. The project’s results were reflected by the growing size of the museum’s collection of ICH artefacts and of documentation of ICH safeguarding activities carried out over the past 40 years. Because it is easily adaptable in the educational framework, the project was exemplary and considered as an example to developing countries and others. The working group concluded by recommending that this project be selected and promoted as best reflecting the principles and objectives of the Convention.
515. The Chairperson thanked Ms Panayi, Mr Felföldi and the members of the working group for their hard work in the short time given to bring together such efficient draft recommendations.
516. The delegation of Paraguay congratulated the group on the excellent report, and Bolivia, Chile and Peru for taking the initiative to present an excellent multinational project, which no doubt will give a higher profile to the Aymara communities in these three countries.
517. The delegation of the United Arab Emirates commented on the excellent exposé and viewed the projects as a source of inspiration for many other countries to follow particularly in the Gulf region, taking particular note of the Batik project of Indonesia, which is a prime model to be celebrated, and an inspiration to other countries.
518. The delegation of Turkey congratulated the working group on the exceptional work carried out on Article 18. The delegation drew attention to the Operational Directives 4.4, which states that in the selection and promotion of safeguarding activities the Committee will particularly focus on the needs of developing countries as well as take on board the principle of geographical distribution. The delegation noted that two of the projects came from developing countries but that Spain had requested recognition under Article 18 and is a developed country.
519. The Chairperson declared adopted decision 4.COM 15B selecting ‘Safeguarding intangible cultural heritage of Aymara communities in Bolivia, Chile and Peru’ presented by Bolivia, Chile, Peru, ‘Education and training in Indonesian Batik cultural heritage for elementary, junior, senior, vocational high school and polytechnic students in collaboration with Batik Museum in Pekalongan’ presented by Indonesia and ‘Centre for traditional culture – school museum of Pusol pedagogic project’ presented by Spain as programmes, projects and activities best reflecting the principals and objectives of the Convention.
520. The delegation of Chile (observer) thanked the United Arab Emirates authorities for their excellent welcome and organization. On behalf of Bolivia, Peru and Chile, the delegation thanked the Committee for the selection of this subregional project to safeguard the Aymara culture, as well as UNESCO for its support in the development of this project, and assured members that the three countries were committed to the project and would take into account the guidelines and the framework provided by the Convention.
521. The delegation of Indonesia (observer) thanked the working group and outlined that the purposes of the project are threefold: for safeguarding ICH, for ensuring respect for ICH and Indonesian batik within the curricula of formal education and for raising awareness on the importance of ICH at the local, national and, hopefully, international level.
522. The delegation of Spain (observer) also thanked the Committee for the project’s selection. 
523. The Chairperson declared item 15 closed. 
ITEM 19 OF THE AGENDA: DRAFT REVISIONS OF THE OPERATIONAL DIRECTIVES 

Documents
ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/19



Draft decision 4.COM 19 Rev. (proposal of the Chairperson)
Decision
4.COM 19
524. The Chairperson opened the debate on item 19 of the agenda by inviting the Secretary to introduce the documents before the Committee.

525. The Secretary explained that the open-ended working group had succeeded in developing a draft recommendation that met with the agreement of all of the States Parties that took part in its two meetings, and presented to the Committee by the Chairperson, on behalf of the working group, as Draft Decision 4.COM 19 Rev. The Secretary noted the broad consensus on the terms of the document, and expressed optimism that it would not require lengthy debate. She explained that paragraph 5 of the draft decision proposes that the Committee adopt a certain number of amendments to paragraphs 21, 25, 27, 30 and 33 of the Operational Directives, as originally presented in Annex I to document 4.COM 19, that were deemed by the working group to have wide acceptance. The amendments to paragraph 20 of the Operational Directives that were proposed by the Subsidiary Body have thus been set aside. The Secretary briefly reviewed the changes proposed to paragraph 21 (referring to the forms for nomination) and to paragraph 25 (to allow the Subsidiary Body a third alternative when it examined nominations, i.e. ‘referral’) and paragraph 27 (to allow the Committee the same alternative). In the text for paragraphs 25 and 27bis, the Secretariat had already incorporated the revised language proposed by Italy, since the working group had agreed that ‘referral’ was a better choice of words than ‘deferral’. Paragraph 30 proposes mechanisms to change the name of an element or to expand the scope of an existing inscription to include one or more additional States. 

526. The Secretary called particular attention to paragraph 33, which presents changes to the timetable for the Representative List that were proposed by the Subsidiary Body in order to respond to the difficulties with regard to the numbers of nominations received. This extends the length of time that the Secretariat will have to treat nominations. Rather than 31 August of the first year, it is proposed that the submission of nominations for the Representative List be brought forward to 30 June, which leaves until 30 September of that year for the Secretariat to treat nominations to see whether additional information is required. States Parties would then have until 30 November, not 15 January as is currently the case, to send in that additional information. That would allow more time for translation of the nominations and more time for the Subsidiary Body, which will be meeting in May. The Subsidiary Body will have from 30 November until May to conduct the evaluations as opposed to having only from 15 January until May. The Secretary noted that all deadlines are set for the last day of a month, where some had previously been set for the first day of a month. For transmission of the examination reports by the Secretariat to Committee Members, the deadline would be four weeks before the session of the Committee rather than coming on 1 August as at present. 

527. The Secretary concluded by noting that while Annex I presented the recommendations of the Subsidiary Body – as modified by the open-ended working group, and by the amendment of Italy – Annex II presented recommendations proposed by the Secretariat. The revisions proposed by the Secretariat in Annex II echoed the changes for the Representative List recommended by the Subsidiary Body and included other small technical improvements.

528. The Chairperson thanked the Secretary for her clear presentation, and opened the debate.

529. The delegation of Italy thanked the Secretariat for having included in the text the suggestions made by Italy as regards referral of a nomination to the nominating State. That seemed to the delegation to be better than a deferral, and it understood that this position was shared also by other countries such as Japan. The delegation suggested a clarification in the French text of paragraph 27 to refer to the ‘next session’ of the Committee, rather than a ‘following session’. With regard to the proposed paragraph 30ter creating the possibility to make an extension of a multinational inscription already on the list, the delegation welcomed that possibility but took issue with the second sentence, suggesting that the ‘parties concerned shall together submit a new nomination that satisfies all of the criteria set out in paragraph 19’. This seemed to the delegation to be too much for an extension, to resubmit the entire nomination. The supplementary documents should only relate to the extension of the previous nomination. So it would be better to say the ‘parties concerned shall together submit the extension or submit an extension of the new nomination that satisfies all of the criteria set out in paragraph 19’, to clarify that it is only the extension that must satisfy the criteria, but the old nomination still remains as it was and as it was accepted by the Committee. 

530. The delegation of Estonia responded that the Subsidiary Body had given careful consideration to this aspect of changing an inscription, and in due respect to the new State Party that is joining the submission, it seems still in all fairness to be a good procedure to compile a new nomination because it could change certain aspects inside the previous nomination and it might not be a good idea just to have an additional document. This proposal was the result of a careful consideration in the Subsidiary Body of all the different aspects of this type of case, and the delegation advocated retaining the text as it stands.

531. The delegation of Turkey suggested that the French text of this same paragraph clearly refer to ‘a State Party or States Parties’. 

532. The Chairperson asked the delegation from Italy for its view on the Estonian intervention. The delegation of Italy responded that its proposal was a practical one. If there was already, for example, a multinational inscription including six States and a seventh State wants to join the inscription, it seemed too burdensome to redo the entire file while the problem is only an additional State which should join the others. The delegation expressed its willingness to accept the consensus of the Committee, noting that in any case the last sentence in paragraph 30ter says that ‘in the event that the Committee decides not to inscribe the element as a multinational one, the original inscription shall remain intact’. The delegation had offered its suggestion to avoid the burden of redoing heavy nominations just for one additional State. 

533. The delegation of Estonia expressed its understanding of the Italian suggestion, agreeing that that could be the case if an existing multinational file is covering six countries. But if it is, for example, covering only two countries, adding a third country might change the situation greatly. The delegation explained that the intention had been to cover all possibilities, and if there are no serious changes necessary then the file could stand basically as it is with the addition of just one country.

534. The Legal Adviser commented that if the new nomination must satisfy all the criteria, and if the Subsidiary Body were to refuse to extend the inscription, this would mean that it could not revisit the first decision to inscribe. This means that the first criteria could not be discussed again, and would not be subject to a new evaluation because it has already been evaluated. Addressing the other criteria was mandatory, the Legal Adviser continued, because the new States should prove that they have put the item on their national inventories, that they respect all the other criteria. But the Legal Adviser indicated that it might be a hard task for the Committee to reconsider again if the extension satisfies all the conditions of criterion R-1. 

535. The delegation of Italy reiterated that it would be strange to oblige States that have already succeeded in inscribing an element to demonstrate anew that the element constitutes intangible cultural heritage. The delegation proposed that the States Parties concerned ‘shall together submit a nomination that satisfies the criteria’, deleting the adjective ‘new’ before nomination and ‘all’ before criteria. A new format could be provided for this purpose, indicating what the criteria are that have to be satisfied, and excluding criterion R-1 because criterion R-1 could be related only to the extension of the nomination, and not to the old nomination that has already been accepted. The delegation suggested finding a new formulation that could distinguish between the old criteria that have already been accepted and the new circumstance.

536. The delegation of Estonia sympathized with the Italian delegation’s wish to assist in a situation that seems to be difficult, but indicated that the latest suggestion further complicates things because the Committee is not entitled to rework the criteria for inscription because they are the result of its work for several years now. To accept the Italian proposal would be to redraft the criteria that the Committee has been working with, and this is something it is not entitled to do at this moment. With regard to the suggestion of the Legal Adviser, the delegation concurred that a multinational nomination with one country added will not likely change criterion R-1 because having another State Party join the nomination shouldn’t raise an issue for the Subsidiary Body when it is taking its decisions. But what is important is the management plan, the safeguarding measures and the inclusion of the communities, the delegation observed, so this new addition also has to demonstrate that these abide to the same criteria, for example, that this new State Party has also included this element on its inventory, which is criterion R-5. 

537. The Legal Adviser clarified that his point was addressed to the Subsidiary Body’s examination of the revised nomination, suggesting that it will be losing time to reconsider criterion R-1, which should be presumed as acquired by the old inscription. He concluded by thanking the Subsidiary Body for having introduced this new flexibility. 

538. The delegation of Cyprus posed the question that if the Committee were to say that it’s not a new nomination, then is it an element that has already been inscribed? If it is an element that has already been inscribed, then is there a new nomination that is to be added to the element that has been inscribed? The Committee should say a new nomination is going to be added to the element already on the list; perhaps the element is already there but there could be differences in the new nomination.

539. The delegation of Estonia sought clarification from the Secretariat concerning whether a new format was necessary, since the criteria remain the same and only the form would be different.

540. The delegation of Italy proposed a revised text, as follows: ‘the States Parties concerned shall together submit a nomination showing that the element, as extended, satisfies the criteria set out in paragraph 19’. So it is the element as extended that satisfies the criteria, because the element as it was before already satisfied all the criteria. So the States need only to demonstrate that the extension satisfies the criteria, the delegation continued, insisting that it would be completely impractical and burdensome to redo the entire nomination to describe again the community involvement that was already described in the previous nomination. Why should this be done again only for the fact that a new State – and we welcome it – wants to join the nomination, the delegation wondered.

541. The Secretary indicated her readiness to create a new form that could be dedicated to multinational files, but observed that Committee members thought it was very complicated to have a multiplicity of forms. The current ICH-02 form for nominations to the Representative List already foresees the name of one State or multiple States, so it is adequate to the purpose of multinational nominations. If the proposal of the representative of Italy were to be accepted, the Secretary continued, the question would be that once the element is inscribed, which of these nominations is to be made available to the public for raising awareness? The result of the proposal by Italy would be that there would be two nominations, the original one and the other one, and if there is no integrated version of the nomination, this may be more complicated for the public to understand. Currently, the Secretary noted, multinational nominations do not separate the different components from each State, but the nominating States together express the meaning and the definition of the element, explain the safeguarding measures they propose to take. It is not a compilation of several national proposals, one after another, but a single multinational nomination that is submitted. Nevertheless, the Secretariat is willing to develop an additional form if the Committee should request.

542. The Legal Adviser suggested that the nomination to justify the extension should use the existing form in order to respect all the procedures, without spending the time to make a specific form for extensions. It could be clear that these requests for extension should satisfy all the criteria set out in paragraph 19, without the necessity to specify that the nomination is a ‘new’ nomination. Since the text continues by referring to ‘the established procedures’, those procedures are to respect also the form with multinational requests. 

543. The Chairperson invited the Secretary to read the draft decision, as amended. The delegation from Cyprus pointed out a problem with the French text, which was not synchronized with the English text. The Chairperson suggested that the English text be considered authoritative, and the French text subsequently be conformed to it. 

544. The delegation of Gabon turned to paragraph four of the draft decision 4.COM 19 Rev., which refers to ‘problems that could be addressed by amendments of the Operational Directives’. In the delegation’s view, the text should rather be ‘problems that might arise and could be addressed by amendments…’, since problems first arise before they can be taken into account. The delegation from Turkey raised another terminological question with paragraph 30ter, whether ‘élargi’ (extended) was the proper French term, since this seemed to refer to sites for the 1972 Convention rather than to elements of intangible cultural heritage. The delegation from Mexico responded that ‘expanded’ seemed a better term than ‘extended’. 

545. The Chairperson confirmed that the texts would be finalized in both languages and that the Secretariat would keep in mind the many helpful suggestions of Committee Members. He then asked the Secretary to read the draft decision, which was adopted by the Committee.

546. The delegation of Estonia expressed its satisfaction that this document was adopted, and as chairperson of the still sitting Subsidiary Body wished to share some observations that it had exchanged with colleagues on the Subsidiary Body. The delegation pointed out that the Subsidiary Body is somewhat changing, with new faces representing the States Members, and it cannot be assumed that the new faces in the group fully share the ideas of the previous faces, although they represent the same country. The delegation explained that the human element affects the work of the Subsidiary Body, and that the remarks to follow were general observations that might not represent the views of all members. The spirit and mission of this Convention are to safeguard and celebrate the cultural diversity of humanity, the delegation noted, and it follows that the high priority of its collective work is to realize this task at once idealistic and also overwhelming. While we are still early on the road, the delegation continued, we may understandably face problems and difficulties. The Subsidiary Body was therefore extremely grateful that the Committee and the delegations of States Parties were willing to assist in that work. The Subsidiary Body recognizes a necessity to improve its methodology and to carry on its work and then present its experience to the Subsidiary Body that will follow, the delegation pledged, to assist it in its work. It is also very thankful to the working group that convened the previous day and earlier today, because this working group did a most efficient job and found solutions in the spirit of cooperation and due fairness. The Subsidiary Body welcomes all future improvements of the Operational Directives that could ensure wider representation of cultural diversity, the delegation stated. Concerning the proposed priority to be given in the processing of nominations, the delegation indicated that this undertaking would benefit from the efforts of submitting States Parties to indicate their own priorities if they so wished. If they don’t, this is also acceptable. This would probably assist the next steps that have to be taken by the Subsidiary Body, the delegation concluded, expressing hope that the Committee can continue in the same spirit of consensus and good will. 

547. The Chairperson thanked the delegation of Estonia for its encouraging words and expressed his faith in the generosity of the Subsidiary Body and his hope that it would take on as many nominations as possible. 

548. The delegation of the Republic of Korea was also delighted to see this decision adopted and wished to make a brief comment on the priority for examination, expressing its full support for the remarks of the Indian delegation during the working group meeting earlier in the afternoon, that priority is only a matter of order. The delegation would like to urge the Secretariat to come up with more efficient methodologies to support the examination of the Subsidiary Body and to make efforts to ensure that priorities be set through close consultation with the Subsidiary Body and the States Parties. The delegation finally wished to request that all States Parties be kept informed of any critical decisions made in the process of establishing priority criteria. 

549. The delegation of Austria (observer) found the previous discussion to have been very interesting and wished to thank the Subsidiary Body for its enormous work for the last selection round, as well as the working group having worked now. It further wished to congratulate the Committee on the wise decision that it has just taken concerning the new selection rounds. The delegation suggested that nominations for the Representative List should be invited according to the domains as specified in Article 2 of the Convention, and that the List should be balanced according to various criteria: according to geographical criteria but also according to criteria of the domains as specified in the Convention so that in the end we come up with a balanced list. One possibility would be to have a limitation in the submissions made by each State Party, but this is not the best solution, in the view of the delegation. The Committee’s aim with all these possibilities should be to achieve a very balanced list because this is also its aim, for instance, with the NGOs, where the Committee also tries to have a balanced list altogether.

550. The delegation of Gabon wished to express its gratitude to the Chairperson of the Subsidiary Body who guided its work throughout this process and to congratulate the Rapporteur for his very meticulous report that brought out the complexity of the document as well as the methodological subtleties involved in dealing with the matter. It reiterated its support for India’s proposal concerning priorities because it was firmly convinced that also at that level, the Committee should observe the principle of equitable geographic distribution.

551. The delegation of Brazil (observer) also wished to congratulate the Committee for adopting this very important decision, while expressing its surprise at the volume of nominations that were presented for the first and second cycles of examinations. The problems faced in applying the criteria and guidelines that were drafted by the Committee are due to this enormous workload, the delegation continued. Although Brazil could have accepted a limitation in the number of nominations for inscription, it encouraged all Member States to keep in mind the difficulties faced in this first cycle and the experience gained. An appeal should be launched at the next General Assembly for States Parties to have some voluntary self-restraint in submitting nominations, the delegation concluded, so that the issues that were raised and the lessons learned can be taken into account when submitting nominations that may overload the Committee and the Secretariat.

552. The delegation of Italy joined in thanking the Subsidiary Body not only for the amount of work it had done, but also for the conceptual work in its detailed report, which offered very valuable guidance on how the Convention can be interpreted and applied.
553. Decision 4.COM 19 was adopted as amended. 
ITEM 6 OF THE AGENDA: DRAFT OPERATIONAL DIRECTIVES ON RAISING AWARENESS ABOUT INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE 
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/6
Decision 4.COM 6
554. The Secretary recalled that the Committee had decided to defer the decision on this item from the previous session. The Secretariat was asked to consult States Parties on the issue and prepare a substantially re-drafted document based on discussions in Istanbul and on the contributions provided by State Parties. In Istanbul, the need for the role of the States Parties to be clearly defined was noted, and the Secretary stressed that the Convention already provided some suggestions in that regard. The importance of involving local communities, the role of formal and non-formal education, the training needed for the bearers of the heritage, and the need to involve the media in awareness-raising campaigns were also highlighted in Istanbul. 
555. Regarding the role of the Secretariat, it was suggested that it serve as a platform to raise awareness of the players and holders as well as to seek other possible consultation mechanisms to increase community involvement in the implementation of the Convention. The Secretary also noted that the Committee asked it to draft directives on raising awareness about ICH rather than simply on visibility. As a result, the Secretariat prepared a questionnaire, which was subsequently sent to all the States Parties and to the NGOs recommended for accreditation. A summary of the discussion in Istanbul was sent together with the questionnaire, which in itself also reflected the main issues that had been raised, in particular concerning awareness-raising at the national level. The Secretariat had received 58 contributions that were studied, organized by theme, and used as the basis for preparing the draft operational directives that were annexed to decision 4.COM 6. 
556. The Secretary asked the Committee members to note that the draft directives annexed largely integrated the many concrete suggestions made by the States Parties in response to the questionnaire. All the contributions were also available online. The second subchapter, concerning local and national levels, had four general paragraphs and four parts concerning respectively: formal and non-formal education measures, community centres and associations, museums, archives and other similar entities, communications and media, and commercial activities related to ICH. The Secretary pointed out that this agenda item was also related to the two items discussed earlier in the week on the use of the emblem and the means to increase the sources of the Fund.
557. The delegations of Mexico, United Arab Emirates and Turkey congratulated the Secretariat for this excellent document, being very satisfied that it contains every point that was raised in the recent questionnaires. Stressing that this was a work carried out jointly with the States Parties, the delegation of Mexico called for consultation more generally in the future. The delegation of Turkey further informed the Committee that a meeting on Intangible Cultural Heritage and Education will be organized next year in Turkey. 
558. No objections were voiced. Decision 4.COM 6 was adopted and the Chairperson declared item 6 closed.
[Friday 2 October 2009 – 9.30 a.m.]
ITEM 18 OF THE AGENDA: DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR SELECTION OF EXAMINERS 
WITH RELEVANT COMPETENCE TO EXAMINE NOMINATIONS TO THE USL 
AND INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS GREATER THAN US$25,000
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/18 Rev.
Decision 4.COM 18
559. The Secretary made reference to decision 3.COM 10 that considered the issue of the selection of examiners and the development of guidelines for the selection of such examiners in the future, and commented that although the Operational Directives referred to examiners in several places they did not establish a mechanism or guidelines on how they should be identified and appointed. Moreover, decision 3.COM 10 mapped out clearly the procedures that delegations said they would like to use in appointing examiners, and therefore the Bureau had applied those procedures in its appointment in the past year. The annex to document 4.COM 18 thus formalized the procedures and priorities that were already used in 2009.
560. The Secretary highlighted two points with regard to the draft decision: in paragraph 4, provisions were made to delegate the authority to the Bureau of the Committee in order to designate examiners for international assistance requests greater than $25,000 so that such requests could be received before 1 May with the possibility that they might, if complete, be presented at the fifth session. If this was not delegated to the Bureau, then only one request, from Belarus, would be treated in 2010, and the funds for international assistance would remain unspent in the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund for the entire year. There was also the possibility to delegate this task to the Bureau with regard to the 2011 USL nominations.
561. Following the discussions during the session, the Secretary reported that two new draft paragraphs were drawn up that would strengthen the contribution of examiners in future cycles and would benefit from the rich discussions of the past few days. The specific language drawn up would allow for the organization of orientation sessions for future examiners or field visits. For the 2010 cycle, the funds had already been allocated in the current biennium for that purpose and should be ample for examining the small number of nominations.
562. The Chairperson thanked the Secretary for the additional paragraphs that clearly responded to the suggestions made from Committee, and were supported by Mr Arantes, Rapporteur of the meeting of examiners, when he presented his report on 30 September.
563. The delegation of Estonia congratulated the Secretariat, and supported the amendment as presented. The delegation of Gabon thanked the Secretariat and noted the fair geographical distribution among the examiners, and proposed text in paragraph five: ‘Takes note of the experience of examiners during the 2009 cycle and the numerous suggestions from examiners and Committee members to improve the quality, the effectiveness of the examiners’ work and fair geographical distribution balance’.
564. The delegation of Hungary voiced support of the draft resolution, as did the delegation of Kenya. 
565. No objections were voiced, and Decision 4.COM 18 was adopted.
ITEM 20 OF THE AGENDA: COMMON GUIDELINES AND FORMATS FOR PERIODIC REPORTS
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/20
Decision 4.COM 20
566. The Secretary presented item 20 and noted that paragraphs 97 and 106 of the Operational Directives provide that periodic reports on the implementation of the Convention and of the status of elements inscribed on the USL be submitted on ‘the basis of common guidelines and in a simplified format prepared by the Secretariat and adopted by the Committee’. Six States Parties that deposited their respective instruments of approval, ratification or acceptance in 2004 should therefore submit their reports before 15 December 2010 on the measures taken to implement the Convention. The Secretary made reference to document 20, a proposal for common guidelines and two formats: forms ICH-10 for the report on the measures taken to implement the Convention and on the status of elements inscribed on the RL, and Form ICH-11 for the report on the elements inscribed on the USL. Both forms follow chapter four of the Operational Directives on reporting to the Committee, which were approved by the GA in June 2010. The Secretary explained that form ICH-10 reflects paragraph 96 to 104 of the Operational Directives and has two major parts: one relates to the measures taken to implement the Convention, which deals with paragraphs 97 to 101 of the Operational Directives, and part two to the status of elements inscribed on the RL, paragraphs 113 and 114. Form ICH-11 concerns the report on the status of elements inscribed on the USL and reflects, in particular, paragraphs 107 and 108 of the Operational Directives.
567. No objections were voiced and Decision 4.COM 20 was adopted. 
ITEM 16 OF THE AGENDA: SELECTION OF EXAMINERS FOR NOMINATIONS TO THE LIST OF INTANGIBLE CULTURAL HERITAGE IN NEED OF URGENT SAFEGUARDING IN 2010
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/16
Decision 4.COM 16
568. The Chairperson explained that the Committee had to select examiners for five nominations; three nominations were received before 31 March but two nominations were incomplete at the deadline of 15 April 2009. In decision 3.COM 10 the Secretariat was requested to provide the names of at least two examiners with relevant competence for each USL nomination, and according to resolution 2.GA 6, such examiners will include, as appropriate, NGOs recommended for accreditation by the Committee as well as experts and research institutes. 
569. The Secretary explained that document 16 included for each nomination a short summary and a proposal of four names of possible examiners. In order to facilitate the work and decision of the Committee, a brief characterization of the examiner’s competence was noted that included: status, expertise, affiliation and country. It was noted that the Secretariat used the same methodology as the one previously used for the appointment by the Bureau for examiners of USL nominations and international assistance requests, and geographical balance was sought. The examiners in turn were provided with information about the 2003 Convention and its list, and were informed of the nature of the task, the subject of the nomination and the submitting State, the time schedule and the terms of reference.
570. The Chairperson suggested that two examiners be chosen as well as an alternate should either of the chosen examiners be unavailable. 
571. The Secretary took up the first file from China on the watertight-bulkhead technology of Chinese junks, and named the four examiners as the Goa Heritage Action Group, India; Mr Hans Konrad Van Tilburg, a maritime historian and noted archaeologist specializing in the maritime history of Asia and the Pacific; the Federation for Flemish Historical Guilds, an NGO from Belgium; and the International Council on Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS), a well-known NGO. 
572. The delegations from Estonia, Cyprus, Kenya and Zimbabwe endorsed the first two candidates and ICOMOS as the third candidate. The delegation of the Central African Republic commented on the need to have more background information on the candidates available on the web, and selected the Goa Heritage Group and ICOMOS with Mr Hans Konrad Van Tilburg as an alternate. The delegation of Turkey agreed with the selection by Central African Republic. The delegation of Italy spoke on behalf of ICOMOS. The delegations from Gabon and Paraguay supported Mr Hans Konrad Van Tilburg as first choice followed by ICOMOS, and the Goa Heritage Group as an alternate.
573. The Secretary noted the unanimous choice of the Goa Heritage Group as examiner one, while the second examiner was split between Mr Hans Konrad Van Tilburg and ICOMOS. 
574. Of the two remaining candidates, the delegation of Mexico opted for Mr Hans Konrad Van Tilburg. 
575. Taking all the selections into consideration, the Secretary announced the Goa Heritage Action Group, India, and Hans Konrad Van Tilburg, USA as appointed examiners, and ICOMOS as an alternate. 
576. The Secretary presented the second file, also from China, on Wooden movable-type printing of China. The potential examiners were: the Craft Revival Trust, India, the Saint Petersburg Institute of Oriental Manuscripts, Russian Federation, the Centre for Manuscript and Print Studies at the University of London, United Kingdom, and an expert from France, Ms Michela Bussotti. 
577. The delegation of Cyprus proposed Ms Bussotti followed by the Craft Revival Trust, and the Saint Petersburg Institute as an alternate. The delegations from Estonia and Mexico proposed the Craft Revival Trust, the Saint Petersburg Institute of Oriental Manuscripts, and the Centre for Manuscript and Print Studies as the third candidate. The delegation of the Central African Republic proposed Ms Bussotti, the Craft Revival Trust, and Saint Petersburg Institute of Oriental Manuscripts as an alternate. The delegation of Gabon proposed Ms Bussotti followed by the Saint Petersburg Institute, and the Craft Revival Trust as an alternate. The delegation of Belarus proposed the Saint Petersburg Institute, the Craft Revival Trust, and the Centre of Manuscript and Print Studies as an alternate. The delegation of Turkey proposed the Saint Petersburg Institute, the Craft Revival Trust, and thirdly Ms Bussotti. The delegation of Croatia proposed the Craft Revival Trust, the Saint Petersburg Institute, and Ms Bussotti as an alternate. 
578. Following analysis, the Chairperson announced the Craft Revival Trust from India and Saint Petersburg Institute of Oriental Manuscripts from the Russian Federation as the appointed examiners, and Ms Bussotti as an alternate. 
579. The third file was from Croatia on Ojkanje singing. The candidates were read out and included the International Council for Traditional Music, an international NGO from Australia, the Association of the European Folklore Institute from Hungary, Lithuanian Folk Cultural Centre, a research centre, and finally Ms Rusudan Tsurtsumia from Georgia, a professor and ethnomusicologist specializing in traditional polyphonic singing in the Caucasus.
580. The delegations from Mexico, Peru and Paraguay proposed the Association of the European Folklore Institute and Ms Tsurtsumia as examiners. The delegation of Kenya and Cyprus proposed the Association of the European Folklore Institute followed by the International Council for Traditional Music, and Ms Tsurtsumia as an alternate. The delegation of Gabon proposed the International Council for Traditional Music followed by Ms Tsurtsumia, and the Association of the European Folklore Institute as an alternate. The delegation of Belarus proposed the Association of the European Folklore Institute and the International Council for Traditional Music as examiners with the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre as an alternate. The delegation of United Arab Emirates proposed the Association of the European Folklore Institute, Lithuanian Folk Cultural Centre, and finally Ms Tsurtsumia. The delegation of the Central Africa Republic suggested Ms Tsurtsumia, the International Council for Traditional Music, and the Lithuanian Folk Cultural Centre as an alternate. The delegation of Turkey suggested the Association of the European Folklore Institute, Ms Tsurtsumia, and the International Council for Traditional Music as an alternate. The Delegation of Zimbabwe proposed Ms Tsurtsumia, the International Council for Traditional Music, and Association of the European Folklore Institute as an alternate. The delegation of Estonia proposed the International Council for Traditional Music, the Association of the European Folklore Institute, and Ms R. Tsurtsumia as an alternate. The delegation of Italy proposed the Association of the European Folklore Institute and Ms R. Tsurtsumia, and the Lithuanian Folk Cultural Centre as an alternate. 
581. In the summing up, the Chairperson announced the Association of the European Folklore Institute of Hungary and Ms Rusudan Tsurtsumia from Georgia as appointed examiners, and the International Council for Traditional Music as an alternate.
582. The next file was from Mexico on La Maroma or peasant circus. The Secretary read out the names of the examiners: the American Folklore Society, an NGO from the US, the World Circus Federation from Monaco, the Folk Research Centre from St. Lucia, and the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art, a Brazilian NGO. 
583. The delegations from Turkey, Estonia and Belarus proposed the American Folklore Society and the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art as examiners, and the Folk Research Centre as an alternate. The delegation of Gabon proposed the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art and the World Circus Federation, and the Folk Research Centre as an alternate. The delegations from Italy, Cyprus and Croatia proposed the World Circus Federation, the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art, and the American Folklore Society as an alternate. The delegation of Kenya proposed the American Folklore Society, the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art, and the World Circus Federation as an alternate. The delegations from the Central African Republic, Paraguay and Peru proposed the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art, the American Folklore Society, and the Folk Research Centre as an alternate. The delegations from Hungary, Zimbabwe and United Arab Emirates proposed the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art and the Folk Research Centre as examiners, and the American Folklore Society as an alternate. 
584. Summing up, the Chairperson announced the American Folklore Society and the Association of Friends of Brazilian Folk Art as appointed examiners, and the Folk Research Centre as an alternate.
585. The next file was also from Mexico, on The Yúmare of the O’oba (Lower Pimas) and their oral tradition. The Secretary presented the potential examiners: the Erigaie Foundation, an NGO from Colombia, Centro UNESCO de Melilla, an NGO from Spain, Ms Marleen Haboud, a professor of linguistics at the Pontificia Universidad Catolica del Ecuador from Ecuador, and the Folk Research Centre from St. Lucia. 
586. The delegations of Paraguay and Peru proposed the Erigaie Foundation followed by Centro UNESCO de Melilla, and Ms Haboud as an alternate. The delegations from Turkey and Central African Republic proposed Centro UNESCO de Melilla, Ms Haboud, and the Erigaie Foundation as an alternate. The delegations from the Republic of Korea, Estonia, Croatia, Cyprus, Kenya and Hungary proposed the Erigaie Foundation and Ms Haboud as examiners with Centro UNESCO de Melilla as an alternate. The delegation of Cuba proposed Centro UNESCO de Melilla and the Folk Research Centre, and Ms Haboud as an alternate. The delegation of Zimbabwe proposed Ms Haboud, the Erigaie Foundation, and Centro UNESCO de Melilla as an alternate. The delegation of Gabon proposed Ms Haboud, Centro UNESCO de Melilla, and the Erigaie Foundation as an alternate. 
587. In the summing up, the Chairperson announced Ms Haboud and the Erigaie Foundation as examiners with Centro UNESCO de Melilla as an alternate.
588. No objections were voiced and Decision 4.COM 16 adopted.
[Arrival of the Director-General of UNESCO, Mr Koïchiro Matsuura]
589. The Chairperson warmly welcomed the arrival of the Director-General of UNESCO, Mr Koïchiro Matsuura, accompanied by H.E. Mr Mohammed Khalaf Al Mazroui, Director-General of the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage, and thanked the Director-General for the importance afforded by him to ICH, his presence in Abu Dhabi attesting to his attachment to these issues. 
590. The Director-General of UNESCO thanked the Chairperson for his warm welcome and expressed his pleasure to be in Abu Dhabi. He congratulated the 27 States Parties whose elements had been inscribed on the RL, the eight whose elements have been inscribed on the USL, as well as those five States Parties whose programmes, projects and activities have been inscribed on the register. He recalled that this Committee was an historic and emotional meeting with this first set of inscriptions on the Lists established by the 2003 Convention. As an ardent advocate of the intangible cultural heritage since becoming Director-General of UNESCO in 1999, he was deeply satisfied to have witnessed the first series of inscriptions of intangible heritage on the USL and the RL as well as the selection of good safeguarding practices. He thanked all for their continuous support over the years, allowing the Convention to reach this historic juncture. After a review of the steps covered since his election of UNESCO’s Director-General to make this Convention come alive, he concluded by thanking all Committee Members and Chairpersons since the first session of the Committee in 2006 for their efforts and support and by reaffirming his strongest advocacy for intangible cultural heritage (see full speech on the webpage of the Convention www.unesco.org/culture/ich/en/4COM). 
591. The Chairperson paid tribute to the Director-General for his work throughout his long and rich mandate, which demonstrated his clear commitment towards safeguarding ICH. 
592. The delegation of Viet Nam expressed a sense of privilege at having been part of the process begun by the Director-General, to make ICH one of UNESCO’s priorities, and congratulated him and the delegations for its success. 
593. The Chairperson closed the morning session. 
[Friday 2 October 2009 – 3 p.m.]
ITEM 17 OF THE AGENDA: SELECTION OF EXAMINERS FOR INTERNATIONAL ASSISTANCE REQUESTS GREATER THAN US$25,000
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/17
Decision 4.COM 17
594. The Interim Chairperson, Mr Julio César Duarte Van Humbeck, Paraguay, informed the Committee that document 17 was similar to the document on the selection of examiners for the nominations to the USL dealt with in the morning session with the same working methodology in the selection of examiners. The sole request received was from Belarus with the title ‘Establishing the national inventory of the intangible cultural heritage in Belarus as a complex system for supporting and promoting Belarusian cultural diversity and safeguarding its intangible cultural heritage’. The nomination had been submitted beyond the deadline [1 May], however, pursuant to the Operational Directives, the request was nonetheless considered. 
595. The Secretary explained that logically the request from Belarus, which was received on 4 May, would have been considered in the next cycle for a decision in 2011. However, the Secretariat took the initiative to select examiners for Belarus that would enable the Committee to choose examiners in the current session so that the request for assistance by Belarus could be considered admissible for the next Committee meeting in 2010. 
596. The Secretary introduced the request for financial assistance of US$134,750 for the establishment of the National Inventory for the Intangible Cultural Heritage in Belarus, and reminded the Committee that only the choice of examiners was required at this stage, and not the examination of the content. The four potential examiners were: the Association nationale cultures et traditions, an NGO from France, the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre, Ms Dace Bula from Latvia, an anthropologist and ethnomusicologist currently serving as director of the University of Latvia’s archives of Latvian folklore, and Mr Igor Poshyvailo from the Ukraine, who is currently director of the Ukrainian Centre of Folk Culture of the Ivan Honchar museum in Kiev. 
597. The delegation of Gabon agreed with the working method and proposed Ms Bula and the Association nationale cultures et traditions as examiners, and Mr Poshyvailo as an alternate. The delegations from Cyprus, Mali, Kenya, Central African Republic and the United Arab Emirates proposed Association nationale cultures et traditions and Ms Bula as examiners, and Mr Poshyvailo as an alternate. The delegation of Hungary proposed Association nationale cultures et traditions and Mr Poshyvailo as examiners, and the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre as an alternate. The delegation of Turkey proposed Association nationale cultures et traditions and Mr Poshyvailo as examiners, and Ms Bula as an alternate. The delegation of Republic of Korea proposed Association nationale cultures et traditions and Ms Bula as examiners, and the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre as an alternate. The delegation of Estonia proposed Ms Bula and Association nationale cultures et traditions, and the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre as an alternate. The delegation of Peru proposed the Lithuanian Folk Culture Centre and Ms Bula as examiners, and Mr Poshyvailo as an alternate. 
598. Following analysis, the Chairperson announced the Association nationale cultures et traditions from France and Ms Dace Bula from Latvia as examiners with Mr Igor Poshyvailo as an alternate. 
599. No objections were voiced and Decision 4.COM 17 adopted.
ITEM 21 OF THE AGENDA: REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ITS ACTIVITIES TO THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/21 Rev.
Decision 4.COM 21
600. The Secretary reported that document 21 Rev. had been revised during the current session and that it proposed a draft report on the Committee’s activities between the second and third sessions of the GA of the States Parties to the Convention, thus between June 2008 and June 2010. As the current meeting was held in September 2009, document 21 Rev. was obviously incomplete. The draft report provided information on the composition of the Committee, its Bureau, as well as the different subsidiary bodies and working groups. In addition, a number of sections had been updated to reflect the results of the debates during the current session. The completed sections included the preparation of draft Operational Directives and additional guidelines for implementation of the Convention; the revision of the Operational Directives approved by the GA in June 2008; the report on the guidelines concerning the choice of examiners; the draft report containing all the elements incorporated or inscribed in the RL as well as the USL. Incomplete sections included the meetings of the Bureau, item 5, and the meetings of the Subsidiary Body for the nomination of the RL in 2010, item 8, that would meet in May 2010. The draft decision therefore proposed that the Committee delegate to the Bureau the authorization to approve the completed final report of the Committee before the next session of the GA. In other words, the Committee would adopt the revised version of the report, but the Bureau would be delegated the authority to adopt the complete version of the report in a meeting to be organized between the meeting of the Subsidiary Body on the examination of nominations to the RL and the third session of the General Assembly of the States Parties to the Convention in June 2010.
601. No objections were voiced and Decision 4.COM 21 was adopted. 
ITEM 22 OF THE AGENDA: DATE AND VENUE OF THE FIFTH SESSION 
OF THE COMMITTEE
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/22
Decision 4.COM 22 
602. The delegation of Kenya introduced Dr Jacob Ole Miaron, Permanent Secretary at the Ministry of State for National Heritage and Culture, who subsequently offered to host the fifth session of the Intergovernmental Committee in Kenya. 
603. The Chairperson, responding to the warm applause to the proposal, said it would be a pleasure to meet in Kenya for the fifth session. 
604. The Secretary noted two factors to be taken into consideration. Firstly, a more realistic timeframe for the next cycle of nomination requests was proposed, ideally in November rather than September. Secondly, that the Secretariat would consult with the host government and the new Director-General of UNESCO for the dates of the meeting, and in coordination with the Bureau of the Committee. 
605. The Chairperson asked the floor for thoughts regarding the proposal for consultation. 
606. The delegation of Central African Republic spoke of the pride in having the fifth session hosted on African territory, and accepted the proposition by the Secretariat. This was echoed by the delegation of Mali. 
607. No objections were voiced and Decision 4.COM 22 adopted.
ITEM 23 OF THE AGENDA: ELECTION OF THE MEMBERS OF THE BUREAU 
OF THE FIFTH SESSION
Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/23
Decision 4.COM 23
608. As was the custom with the Committee, the host State would chair the proceedings. Dr Jacob Ole Miaron from Kenya (Group V (a)) was elected Chairperson by acclamation.
609. The following were elected Vice-Chairpersons: Cyprus (Group I), Croatia (Group II), Republic of Korea (Group IV) and Oman (Group V (b)). Ms Margarita Ruiz Brandi of Cuba (Group III) was appointed Rapporteur.
610. The delegation of Kenya thanked the authorities of the United Arab Emirates, the members of the Committee and the delegations for bestowing the honour on Kenya to host the fifth session of the Intergovernmental Committee. The delegation spoke of Kenya’s wealth in terms of its flora and fauna as well as its East African hospitality, and expressed its deep commitment to set the most conducive environment for the functions of the Committee.
611. The Chairperson declared item 23 closed.
ITEM 24 OF THE AGENDA: ANY OTHER BUSINESS 
612. An NGO representative, Ms Cristine Amescua of the International Social Science Council, spoke on behalf of the NGOs recommended for accreditation, and thanked the hosts for their warm and generous hospitality as well as the members of the Committee and the Secretariat for their important contribution to the implementation of the Convention. The representative spoke of diversity, noting that the NGOs represented came from northern and southern organizations working at the international level as well as others whose realm of action was national and local. The representative recalled the importance to include both NGOs and community-based organizations from developing countries. The representative requested the Secretariat to establish a web-based e-group or platform where all NGOs and community-based organizations could join and share information, work experience and activities. She also spoke of the NGOs’ desire to hold a one-day forum prior to each Committee meeting.
613. A representative from the NGO World Martial Arts Union spoke of facilitating the contribution of NGOs from developing countries as well as how to raise awareness about ICH, and reported about the International Martial Arts Leaders Education Programme, in conjunction with Chung Ju University in Korea, where one part of the curriculum was devoted to the Convention and related activities of UNESCO. 
614. The delegation of Namibia (observer) thanked the people of Abu Dhabi and the Secretariat for a well-organized conference and the warm hospitality, and announced a Southern African conference on the Convention organized by Namibia and scheduled for the week of 16 November 2009 with plans to bring together key stakeholders and partners, nationally, regionally and internationally to engage issues around the Convention and move forward collectively and as individual countries for the good of communities and the safeguarding of ICH. 
615. The delegation of Norway (observer) spoke of the standard set by the current session in having decided on nominations on both lists and its support to concrete safeguarding projects. Many States Parties, including Norway, considered projects and the USL to be the most important parts of the Convention. The delegation wished to remind everyone of the purpose of the RL, which is to ensure better visibility of the ICH and raise awareness of its significance, noting that it is up to each State Party to find a proper balance between visibility measures and concrete safeguarding measures. The delegation concluded by expressing gratitude to the hosts for their generous hospitality.
ITEM 25 OF THE AGENDA: CLOSURE OF THE SESSION
616. On behalf of the African countries, the delegation of Gabon spoke of the honour felt by all the African nations that Kenya would play host to the fifth Committee meeting. The delegation conveyed thanks to the United Arab Emirates for the way it had organized the meeting and for the very warm welcome. The delegation spoke of the particular satisfaction in the decisions pertaining to item 10 of the agenda concerning the modalities and methods to facilitate the contribution of NGOs from developing countries, and hoped that more NGOs from developing countries would taking part in the implementation of the Convention at all levels, which was reflected in the appeal made by the Director-General in his statement. The delegation said that Gabon would be happy to host a regional meeting to facilitate the contribution of NGOs in Central Africa, and concluded by reiterating the suggestion made by India to have an NGO forum in parallel to the work of the Committee as a side event at the next Committee meeting. 
617. The delegation of Indonesia (observer) wished to extend its deepest thanks to the United Arab Emirates for organizing an excellent conference, and congratulated Kenya as host country for the next Committee meeting. The delegation explained that despite mourning for the hundreds of victims of the two severe earthquakes on the islands of Sumatra, President Bambang Yudhoyono declared 2 October as Batik Day in honour of the inscription of Indonesian Batik on the RL of Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
618. On behalf of the Maghreb region, the delegation of Algeria (observer) wished to convey heartfelt thanks to the United Arab Emirates for the quality of its welcome and the way in which the meeting had been conducted, and for the results that had been reached, and congratulated the Subsidiary Body, UNESCO and the Secretariat for the tremendous work that had been accomplished. The delegation concluded by congratulating and thanking Kenya for hosting the next Committee session. 
619. The delegation of the Republic of Korea joined in the praise of the United Arab Emirates, and expressed gratitude to the two Chairpersons, and delight at finally reaching an agreement. As member of the Subsidiary Body, the delegation fully understood the workload and difficulties of the current examination system and was sympathetic to the Secretariat’s stand on this matter. The delegation was well aware of the concerns raised by other States Parties about putting an annual limit on the number of nominations and was therefore pleased to note that the Committee had made a step forward at this critical juncture by deciding to have further intensive discussion on this matter on the intergovernmental working group meeting. The delegation concluded by thanking Kenya, as host of the next meeting.
620. On behalf of the group of Latin American and Caribbean countries, the delegation of Cuba expressed thanks to the United Arab Emirates for its excellent organization, and also the Secretariat for its work. The delegation made a special mention of the great commitment shown by the current Director-General of UNESCO to the Convention. The delegation concluded by mentioning how pleased Latin American countries were at Kenya’s offer to host the next session as Africa is an indelible part of its own culture. 
621. Speaking on behalf of States belonging to Electoral Group I, the delegation of Italy wished to thank the United Arab Emirates for its warm and generous hospitality and the excellent organization of the meeting, which had shown that a modern life style could still be balanced with a strong desire to preserve heritage. The delegation thanked the Chairperson of the Committee for the gentle but effective way the work was directed, as well as the representative of the Director-General, the Legal Adviser and the Secretary of the Convention for the very effective work they had accomplished. 
622. The delegation of Belarus expressed sincere gratitude to the UNESCO Secretariat and the members of the Committee for the successful work and significant results of the session, and thanked the United Arab Emirates for the good hospitality and conditions. The delegation concluded by congratulating Kenya. 
623. On behalf of the Arab group, the delegation of Jordan spoke of a particularly successful meeting that will serve as a model for the future, and noted that its work would not have succeeded without the efforts made by UNESCO, and particularly, its Culture Sector. The delegation thanked the United Arab Emirates for the clear demonstration of Arab hospitality and enormous efficiency. The delegation concluded by congratulating Kenya.
624. The delegation of Uganda (observer) congratulated Kenya, and expressed gratitude to Gabon as well as Namibia for accepting to take the initiative further by hosting other activities. The delegation especially thanked the United Arab Emirates and the Secretariat for coordinating all the activities. 
625. The delegation of Cyprus reported about its work in collaboration with UNESCO, and particularly with the Secretariat of the ICH, in the organization of a conference on linguistic diversity from 3 to 5 February 2010, which coincides with the year of biodiversity at UNESCO Headquarters, and welcomed all to attend.
626. The delegation of Croatia congratulated the United Arab Emirates and all the members of the Committee for the very successful meeting guided by H.E. Mr Awadh Ali Saleh as Chairperson, and thanked the Secretariat of the Culture Sector for all the hard work undertaken, and looked forward to the next session in beautiful Kenya.
627. The delegation of Romania (observer) congratulated all the countries that submitted a nomination to one of the lists, and also those countries whose nominations were not accepted, as it was important to honour the effort made by States Parties to prepare nominations and demonstrate their concern to make their own ICH available to the whole of humanity. The delegation also thanked the communities for making available to humanity their own ICH. The delegation concluded by thanking the United Arab Emirates for having succeeded in creating a context for the encounter between different cultures and countries, and the Secretariat.
628. The delegation of the Czech Republic (observer) spoke about how touched it had been by the warmth of the welcome and thanked the United Arab Emirates. The delegation of Armenia (observer) joined in to congratulate the members of Committee, and expressed is deepest gratitude to the United Arab Emirates, and wished Kenya success for the coming session.
629. The representative of the Director-General, on behalf of all the participants and the whole Secretariat of UNESCO, joined in the warm thanks given to the United Arab Emirates for the generous and warm hospitality afforded to all. She thanked the 400 or more participants, and the UNESCO Secretariat, especially the Intangible Cultural Heritage section, for the quality of the documents, and thanked the Chairperson for his extraordinary leadership. She spoke about the previous Committee meetings, over the period of two years, that had enabled the drafting of the Operational Directives to be finalized, and that saw the first elements of ICH inscribed on the RL and the USL, and called the current meeting an historic event that would open up new horizons and launch a new era. The representative of the Director-General spoke about the history of the 1972 Convention and the World Heritage Committee, and remarked that, today, it was possible to measure similarities and also differences, and to look at the significance of what has now been achieved in the very little time since the Convention’s existence. For example, the Convention already has 115 States Parties, and States Parties voluntarily nominate elements of their heritage to the USL, which is very rare in the 1972 Convention, as States Parties do not volunteer their heritage for the List of World Heritage in Danger. Moreover, States Parties are afraid that an element of ICH is in danger of disappearing and would like to list it on the USL so that everything can be done to preserve it, which means that the concept of safeguarding is now taking on its full meaning. The ADG also noted the scientific focus between the Conventions and that the current session had dealt with issues of substance in a very scientific manner with very qualified and distinguished debates, which very much contributed to the quality and outcomes of the meeting. 
630. On behalf of the Director-General of the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture and Heritage, the delegation of the United Arab Emirates informed the participants of the evening’s closing event, and took the opportunity to wish bon voyage to all. 
631. The Interim Chairperson, Mr Julio César Duarte Van Humbeck, passed the gavel back to the Chairperson, Mr Awad Ali Saleh, under the general applause from the participants. The delegation of Paraguay conveyed heartfelt feelings to all and expressed how fortunate it felt to have been part of the event, and thanked everyone for contributing and achieving a successful conclusion. The delegation made a special mention of the quality of the documents and thanked the ADG for her tremendous leadership and experience, and Secretary for her wealth of experience and tireless work. The delegation thanked the Legal Adviser for his work, and all the bodies in Abu Dhabi responsible for culture especially the Ministry of Culture and the Abu Dhabi Authority for Culture & Heritage as well as the NGOs and the community-based organizations. 
632. The Chairperson declared the fourth session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage closed.
