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Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

Comments on the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body

CHINA
China would like to submit the following comments concerning the terms of reference of the Subsidiary Body:

The last sentence in 4.(b) of the terms of reference as presented in the Annex to Decision 5.COM 7 doesn’t clearly state what the submitting State should do after it provides additional information for the referred nomination. We therefore would like to suggest to complete the sentence as “…or a referral of the nomination to the submitting State for additional information so that the nomination could be examined in the same cycle.” We would request that the Secretariat work out a draft on the working method of the Subsidiary Body, on the basis of the experiences of both the former Subsidiary Body and the current one, and make it available to the States Parties for consultation. The working method of the Subsidiary Body should be ensured for its transparency, standardization and continuity.

Bureau for External Cultural Relations
Ministry of Culture
People’s Republic of China
Comments on the criteria for INSCRIPTION
China propose to revise the criteria for inscription on the Representative List and the Urgent Safeguarding List as follows:

1. The current criteria confuse the nomination qualification and the criteria for inscription in terms of logic. Therefore R.2 is suggested to be revised and R.5 is suggested to be taken away. 

The revised criteria may read as follows:

R.1 The element constitutes intangible cultural heritage as defined in Article 2 of the Convention.

R.2 The element reflects cultural diversity worldwide, contributes to testifying to and respect for human creativity, and encouraging dialogue and international cooperation.

R.3 Safeguarding measures are elaborated that may ensure vitality of the element and contribute to its enhancement, transmission and revitalization.

R.4 The element has been nominated following the widest possible participation of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals concerned and with their free, prior and informed consent.

2. For the purpose of reducing the workload of the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body, and improving the working efficiency, the current ICH-02 Form for the Representative List is suggested to be restructured as follows:

To divide the nomination files into two parts, i.e., Qualification Part and Criteria Part.

The Qualification Part shall include, besides sections A to E of the current form, the documents indicating the free, prior and informed consent from the community, the inclusion of the element in an inventory and signature on behalf of the submitting State, that is, information requested in the sections 4.b, 4.d, 5, 6 and 7 of the current form. While the Criteria Part shall include sections 1 to 3, 4.a, 4.c and 6 of the current form.

A total maximum word count of 1000 words is suggested to the items (ii), (iii), (iv), (v) under Section 1 (Identification and definition of the Element), instead of indicating 250 words counts to each of the item.

In Section 2 of the current form, questions are suggested to be reset: (i) How can the element encourage dialogue among communities, groups and individuals? (ii) How can the element promote respect for cultural diversity and human creativity? (iii) How can inscription of the element on the Representative List contribute to the visibility of the intangible cultural heritage in general and raise awareness of its importance at the local, national and international levels?

With the form revised, the labor division between the Secretariat and the Subsidiary Body is further clarified, that is, the Secretariat will examine the completeness of the nomination files and the Qualification Part; the Subsidiary Body will examine the Criteria Part of the files.

3. The possible revisions on the criteria for inscription on the Urgent Safeguarding List

shall be consistent to that of the Representative List.
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