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Reflection on the procedure for extended inscription 
of an element that is already inscribed 
	Summary

At its fourth session in June 2012, the General Assembly requested that the Committee begin a process of reflection on the ‘procedure for extended inscription of an element already inscribed’. The present document offers elements to inform such a reflection. 
Decision required: paragraph 10


1. At its fourth session in June 2012, the General Assembly requested that the Committee begin a process of reflection on the ‘procedure for extended inscription of an element already inscribed’ and that the Committee ‘report on it to the next session of the General Assembly’ (Resolution 4.GA 5). 
2. The procedure for extension of an element through the adherence of one or more States Parties to an existing nomination was suggested by the first Subsidiary Body that evaluated Representative List nominations in 2009 (Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6). Following the discussions in the fourth session of the Committee in 2009, this possibility was introduced in the amendments to the Operational Directives adopted by the General Assembly at its third session in June 2010 (Resolution 3.GA 5). 
3. According to paragraph 14 of the Operational Directives, ‘one or more States Parties may, with the agreement of each State Party concerned, propose inscription on an extended basis of an element already inscribed’. When proposing inscription on an extended basis, the States Parties concerned are requested to ‘submit together a nomination showing that the element, as extended, satisfies all of the criteria’ for inscription on the respective List (Urgent Safeguarding List or Representative List). If the Committee decides to inscribe the element on the basis of the new nomination file, the new inscription replaces the original inscription. The provision was carefully designed to encourage international cooperation for multinational nominations and reduce any risk for the States already parties in the original inscription by guaranteeing that, ‘in the event that the Committee, on the basis of the new nomination file, decides not to inscribe the element, the original inscription shall remain intact’. This procedure is being applied for the first time during the 2012 cycle, with two nominations to the Representative List (see Document ITH/12/7.COM/11).
4. In its report to the sixth session of the Committee, the 2011 Subsidiary Body suggested to the Committee that it ‘give thought to the possibility of encouraging inscription on an extended basis of an element already inscribed by the same State Party, just as the Operational Directives already seek to facilitate this in the case of heritage shared across national borders’ (ITH/11/6.COM/CONF.206/13). At its sixth session, time did not allow the Committee to debate this question in depth, but it was raised again at the time of the fourth session of the General Assembly, as noted above.
5. This issue was also discussed during the open-ended intergovernmental working group on the right scale or scope of an element that met in Paris on 22 and 23 October 2012. The question of shared heritage and possible practical mechanisms to treat ‘similar’ elements in relation to inscription on the Lists of the Convention was raised in the working documents of the working group and figured prominently in its discussions (Documents ITH/12/7.COM WG/2 and ITH/12/7.COM WG/5). The working group largely agreed that the procedure for re-inscription on an extended basis, currently available in the case of multinational inscriptions, should be broadened to include elements found entirely within the territory of a single State Party. Such a provision, it was agreed, would assist States Parties to define elements of an appropriate scale or scope corresponding to the objectives of the respective Lists of the Convention.
6. In its report to the Committee for the present session, the 2012 Subsidiary Body summarizes its own discussions of the two files it evaluated and the questions those files raised with regard to extended nominations that might be submitted in the future (Document ITH/12/7.COM/11). The Body debated a number of issues, including (a) the determination of what information is common to all States involved in the multinational file and what is specific to each country, (b) the extent of the information to be provided in the nominations concerning the specific situation of the element and its community(ies) in the States Parties newly joining, (c) the free, prior, and informed consent of all the communities concerned when the scope of the original inscription is to be extended, as well as (d) potential mechanisms within the concerned States Parties to ensure proper coordination of multinational nominations. The Subsidiary Body also sought to anticipate potential complications that might hypothetically arise in the future, if, for instance, the community already associated with a nomination is reluctant to welcome additional communities from another country.
7. During the meeting of the open-ended working group, experts were concerned that the procedure for extending a nomination should not create disincentives to such cooperation, specifically in the case of multinational nominations. At the same time, a number of experts held that extension should not simply be an administrative exercise, but required comprehensive consultation with the communities concerned. When it first proposed the creation of this provision, the 2009 Subsidiary Body emphasized that nominations should benefit from a common approach by all submitting States concerning the various criteria, which could not be achieved simply by adding the name of a State Party to the existing nomination (Document ITH/09/4.COM/CONF.209/INF.6). The Subsidiary Body suggested that all States Parties concerned should jointly submit a new nomination, and this requirement is reflected in paragraph 14 of the Operational Directives.
8. Given the fundamental importance of the communities, groups or, if applicable, individuals concerned with an element of intangible cultural heritage, the Committee might also wish to consider the obverse of extension, the possible reduction of the scope of an element, the size of the community(ies) concerned or the number of States Parties adhering to an inscription. As pointed out in one of the discussion papers for the open ended working group, it would be prudent to consider the unlikely but possible circumstance of one or more communities withdrawing their consent to an inscription – whether this is a multinational inscription or a national one. In certain cases, it might be entirely appropriate to maintain the existing inscription with a reduced scope, while in other cases, the withdrawal of community consent might instead warrant withdrawal of the entire element. 
9. If the Committee shares the consensus of the open-ended working group that the Operational Directives should be amended to allow extension of an element that is found within the territory of a single State Party, it may wish to consider whether the existing procedure for extending an element should be enlarged to include nominations within a single State Party (i.e., an amended paragraph 14). It could thus decide to examine draft amendments at its eighth session in 2013, in order that they be submitted for approval to the fifth session of the General Assembly in 2014.
10. The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:

DRAFT DECISION 7.COM 13.c
The Committee,

1. Having examined Document ITH/12/7.COM/13.c,

2. Recalling Document ITH/12/7.COM/11 and Document ITH/12/7.COM/13.b, and having heard the oral report of Mr Francesco Tafuri, the chairperson of the open-ended intergovernmental working group that took place on 22 and 23 October 2012, 

3. Recalling Resolution 4.GA 5,
4. [Option A] Decides to continue its reflection on the procedure for extended inscription of an element already inscribed at its eighth session and invites the Subsidiary Body and the Consultative Body to address this topic in their 2013 reports to the Committee. 

[Option B] Decides to examine draft amendments to the Operational Directives on this topic at its eighth session and requests the Secretariat to propose such draft amendments for its consideration, reflecting its debates during the present session. 

