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	REPORT OF THE CHAIRPERSON


1. The Bureau of the fifth session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage met on 27 November 2009 to evaluate and approve international assistance requests up to US$25,000, including requests for preparatory assistance for elaborating a nomination for inscription on the Urgent Safeguarding List and for elaborating a proposal of a programme, project or activity to be selected as best reflecting the principles and objectives of the Convention, as the body authorized to do so by the Operational Directives (paragraph 73). All requests were submitted to the Bureau in the language received. In accordance with the decision taken by the Bureau of the fourth session of the Committee, the Secretariat prepared for each request a recommendation in English and French. The Decisions taken by the Bureau of the fifth session at its first meeting are available on the website of the Convention at http://www.unesco.org/culture/ich/index.php?pg=00272 

2. The deadline for submission of preparatory assistance requests for elaborating nomination files for the Urgent Safeguarding List and proposals for the Article 18 register was 1 September 2009. Nominations of elements for inscription on the Urgent Safeguarding List must be submitted on or before 31 March 2010 for possible inscription in 2011. Proposals of programmes, projects and activities must be submitted by 1 March 2010 if the Committee is to evaluate them at its fifth session in November 2010.

3. The Bureau approved all six preparatory assistance requests that it received, deeming that they all satisfied the criteria and procedures for international assistance requests in amounts up to US$25,000. Encountering no difficulties in the substance or the budgets of the requests, the Bureau approved a total of US$41,995 for the five USL requests (from Nicaragua for ‘Oral traditions and expressions of Rama people’, from Viet Nam for ‘Xoan singing of Phú Thọ province’, from Mali for ‘Secret society of Korèdugaw, the rite of wisdom, in Mali’, from Guatemala for ‘Ceremonial of Paach’ and from Mauritania for ‘Moorish epic T’Heydinn’), as well as US$9,800 for the request for Article 18 from Mauritania for ‘Conservation and valorization of Imraguen intangible cultural heritage’ (Decisions 5.COM 1.BUR 3 and 4).

4. I take note with regret of the very few preparatory assistance requests received for the Article 18 register, and wonder if States Parties are not aware of the possibility to request such assistance or are not interested in proposing programmes, projects and activities that can be selected and promoted as best reflecting the principles and objectives of the Convention.
5. The Bureau then evaluated three international assistance requests up to US$25,000. Such requests may be submitted at any time. Since the June 2009 meeting of the Bureau of the fourth session of the Committee, the Secretariat received three such requests from Mali, Sudan and Togo for a total amount of US$60,937.

6. The request from Mali concerned a project entitled ‘Implementation of proposed safeguarding measures for the Sanké mon, collective fishing rite of the Sanké’, for which purpose US$24,000 was requested. The project is designed to provide communities concerned with training necessary for managing safeguarding activities and raising awareness, in particular among the youth, about the importance of safeguarding the rite, which was inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List by the Committee at its fourth session in 2009.

7. The request from Sudan concerned a project entitled ‘Elaborating a digitization strategy for Sudan’s folklore and traditional music activities’, for which US$12,167 was requested. The request is designed to conduct a needs assessment and elaborate a strategy and work plan for digitizing archived materials at the Folklore Archive and the Traditional Music Archive under the Institute of African and Asian Studies, the University of Khartoum, thereby reinforcing the capacities of Sudan to develop safeguarding measures for traditional music and other intangible cultural heritage.

8. The request from Togo concerned a project entitled ‘General inventory of intangible cultural heritage’ for which US$24,770 was requested. The request was designed to support inventorying intangible cultural heritage in Togo in conformity with articles 2, 11 and 12 of the Convention by reinforcing local capacities in inventorying as well as identifying measures necessary to safeguard elements to be inscribed possibly in the future on the Urgent Safeguarding List and Representative List foreseen by the Convention.

9. After careful study of the three requests, the Bureau, in its Decision 5.COM 1.BUR 5, granted the requested amounts to the three submitting States Parties. 
10. The Bureau then turned to an item related to Decision 4.COM 12 adopted by the Committee at its fourth session in Abu Dhabi in October 2009. In paragraph 5 of this decision, the Committee delegated to the Bureau the authority to decide upon the utilization of the funds allocated under item 3,‘other functions of the Committee’, in the plan for the use of the resources of the Fund, on the basis of specific proposals to be prepared by the Secretariat. The Secretariat proposed three specific activities to the Bureau for a total amount of US$61,976 (the amount available in the remainder of 2009 and the first semester of 2010). 

11. The first proposal was related to Decision 4.COM 12 paragraph 6, by which the Committee requested ‘the Secretariat to organize in 2010 workshops and local meetings for NGOs from under represented regions aimed at facilitating the contribution of non-governmental organizations from developing countries’. The Ambassador and Permanent Delegate of Gabon kindly invited the Secretariat to organize the first such workshop in Gabon in early 2010. The Bureau was informed that discussions are underway at present with the Gabonese authorities concerning the scheduling and organization of the workshop. The costs would be borne jointly by the host country and the Secretariat. The Secretariat consequently proposed an amount of US$20,000 from the Fund for its part of the expenses of the workshop. 

12. The two other proposals from the Secretariat were related to statutory obligations of the Committee under the Convention and concerned the publication of the Lists of the Convention, namely the Urgent Safeguarding List, the Representative List and the register under Article 18 (paragraphs 16, 32 and 54 of the Operational Directives), as well as the compilation and dissemination of information concerning the measures and methodologies used and experience gained regarding the programmes, projects and activities selected under Article 18 of the Convention (paragraph 56 of the Operational Directives). The Secretariat proposed that US$30,000 and US$11,976 respectively from the Fund be used for these purposes. 

13. The Bureau debated whether it needed a detailed budget breakdown before approving such requests and asked the Secretariat how the amounts had been calculated. The Secretary explained that the proposals were based on the Secretariat’s experience with similar activities, and that it was not in a position at the time of the Bureau meeting to give an exact breakdown for the different activities, considering that discussions were still being undertaken with the Gabonese authorities on the costs to be borne by UNESCO and Gabon, for example, or that the exact number of pages of the different Lists to be published would depend on the texts elaborated for that purpose. The Bureau could decide whether to wait for all budget details to be known before approving an exact breakdown, with the effect of postponing the activities until after the next Bureau meeting planned in June, or to approve a global amount for the proposed activities. The Bureau consequently approved the three activities, authorized the expenditures specified for each of them, and requested the Secretariat to give a full financial report on the way funds are spent on each project. 

14. At the end of the meeting, the Delegation of Japan, intervening as an observer, expressed its Government’s regret with regard to the letter received from UNESCO concerning the examination and evaluation of nominations to the Representative List for the 2010 cycle. Japan held that the Committee never gave a mandate to the Secretariat or to the Subsidiary Body to determine a limitation of the number of nominations to be examined and evaluated in 2010. Recalling Decision 4.COM 19 and the working group to be established concerning this question during the General Assembly at its next session in June 2010, the Delegation of Japan proposed to have an initial informal meeting as soon as possible. 

15. The Secretariat informed the Bureau of the tentative dates of the next statutory meetings in 2010, which are still pending the confirmation of the new Director-General. The Secretariat has proposed to hold the third General Assembly from 22 to 24 June 2010. As the Operational Directives specify that the Subsidiary Body shall meet in May of each year, the Secretariat proposed to organize the Subsidiary Body meeting from 17 to 21 May 2010. A Bureau meeting should be scheduled between the two. With regard to the point raised by Japan on the follow-up of Decision 4.COM 19 and in particular the open-ended intergovernmental working group established by the Committee at its fourth session that has to report to the working group to be established by the General Assembly, the Secretariat proposed to hold a first meeting of the open-ended intergovernmental working group immediately after the Subsidiary Body meeting on 22 May 2010, taking advantage of the presence in Paris of the members of the Subsidiary Body, as it was they who proposed the amendments to the Operational Directives. In order to give as many opportunities as possible to all States Parties to discuss this important matter and in order to have as many participants as possible for the open-ended intergovernmental working group, the Secretariat proposed a second meeting of this group on Monday 21 June 2010, just before the start of the third General Assembly. With regard to the suggestion from Japan to schedule the first open-ended intergovernmental working group the day before the Subsidiary Body will start its work rather than the day after, the Secretariat responded that the examination of all nomination files would be the priority of the Subsidiary Body members and that organizing a meeting before starting their work might not be advantageous. But the Secretariat promised to consult the members of the Body and to inform all States Parties accordingly of all meeting dates. 

16. The Bureau then turned to the discussion of scheduling and organizing its next meeting. At that next meeting, the Bureau, in conformity with Decision 4.COM 21, has to approve the completed report of the Committee on its activities between the second General Assembly (June 2008) and the third General Assembly (June 2010). This report has to include the results of this and the next meeting of the Bureau as well as information on the work of the Subsidiary Body concerning the 2010 Representative List. In addition, the Bureau has to select examiners for international assistance requests greater than US$25,000 and examiners for Urgent Safeguarding nominations for the 2011 inscription cycle. The Committee delegated this responsibility to its Bureau in Abu Dhabi by Decision 4.COM 18. Moreover, other international assistance requests, which have no deadline for submission, could arrive in the meantime, and should also be examined by the Bureau. 

17. The Bureau tentatively decided to meet again on Friday 4 June 2010 for the designation of examiners and the granting of international assistance. Moreover, the Bureau members discussed the desirability of meeting in private when dealing with proposed examiners or requests for international assistance requests, as I noted that we may feel uncomfortable to have frank discussions on such items in the presence of the States concerned. The Bureau agreed that it will hold private meetings when dealing with these two issues.

