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Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
Comments on the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body
BURKINA FASO
Burkina Faso has closely followed and fully participated in the discussions in Nairobi on the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body to examine nominations for inscription on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity.
Burkina Faso has followed the arguments in favor of the enlargement of this body (from 6 to 12 members) and of the modification of its working methods, to allow the subdivision of the Subsidiary Body into several chambers so that a maximum of nominations be reviewed at each inscription cycle, with each chamber independently examining a certain number of nominations. For the advocates of such an enlargement, this should lead at the end to absorbing the remaining unexamined nominations during the previous cycles (107 nominations at the time of the Nairobi session).
For Burkina Faso, the enlargement of the Subsidiary Body and the modification of  its working methods calls into question two fundamental principles that have until now characterized the examination of the nominations: those of collegiality and unanimity. Subdivision into autonomous chambers challenges these principles, because all members of the Subsidiary Body would no longer intervene in the careful study of each nomination to make a fully informed decision, even if a plenary meeting would be scheduled to share the work of the various chambers.
In addition, from the experience of the Subsidiary Body that was responsible for the examination of nominations during the 2009 and 2010 cycles, with just six members, the Secretariat was experiencing major difficulties in coordinating the conduct of meetings and consultations. The increase in the number of members would have as its result an increase in these difficulties.
During the discussions of the Nairobi meeting, it also emerged that the Secretariat of the Convention devoted more than half of its time to support the review process of nominations (receipt and processing of nominations, collection of information, translation of all documentation in the working languages ​​of the body, summarizing the opinions of the members, preparation of draft decisions, etc.) – tasks that led to the neglect of many equally important activities such as capacity building, raising awareness on the importance of intangible cultural heritage, the visibility of the Convention, and so on.
Thus, in the current context characterized by insufficient human and financial resources devoted to the functioning of the Secretariat, an increase in the number of nominations to be considered by inscription cycle in order to absorb the remaining nominations not yet examined would be above the capacity of the Secretariat and would entail the permanent cessation of other programmes and activities.
Finally, for Burkina Faso, the inscription on the lists of the Convention is important, but there are more urgent matters in the implementation of the Convention. These urgent matters concern safeguarding intangible cultural heritage through capacity building, implementation of inventories and implementation of safeguarding plans requiring urgent safeguarding action. These urgent tasks are the real priorities of the Convention, and the effort must be made in these directions.
From the foregoing, Burkina Faso is not in favour of an enlargement of the Subsidiary Body, or of a change in working methods of the Subsidiary Body, including the subdivision into chambers to increase the number of nominations to be examined by cycle.
However, Burkina Faso is ready to consider any innovative proposal that does not jeopardize the principles outlined above and that would promote the implementation of other programmes, projects and activities foreseen in the implementation of the Convention.
Finally, Burkina Faso would like to share a thought with all States Parties to the Convention. Eight years after its adoption, the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage seems to be experiencing a crisis of growth, especially concerning the inscriptions on the Representative List. The multitude of nominations submitted by certain States Parties, particularly in the field of traditional craftsmanship, resembles to a race to labelling and certification with strong hints of commercial goals. Would it not be appropriate to think of some voluntary or mandatory limitation, by cycle of inscription, of the number of nominations to be submitted by State Party?
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Comments on the criteria for INSCRIPTION

Burkina Faso has closely followed and fully participated in the discussions in Nairobi on the issue of the possible revision of the criteria for inscription on lists of the Convention of 2003.
Burkina Faso has followed the arguments for a possible revision of the criteria for inscription, including the criterion R2 of the Representative List. It also noted that the nominations discussed so far for inscription on the Representative List have always fulfilled this criterion.
For Burkina Faso, the criteria for listing contained in the operational guidelines date from just five years. Many States Parties, particularly those of sub-Saharan Africa and those of other groups that have not made ​​any nomination yet, are at the stage of their appropriation. Moreover, the fact that some States Parties have not submit any element for inscription cannot be bound to any difficulty due to the criteria for inscription.
Therefore, Burkina Faso thinks it is inappropriate at this stage to review the criteria for inscription on the lists of Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage.
However, Burkina Faso remains willing to discuss and work towards finding a solution for proven cases in which the criteria for inscription would pose difficulties for States Parties.
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