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Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage

Comments on the criteria for INSCRIPTION
ARGENTINE
Imbalance in the distribution of elements on the Lists

In the frame of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Cultural Intangible Heritage (2003), 232 elements have been inscribed on the lists, according to the following distribution: 
· Representative List: 213 elements; 
· List of Urgent Safeguarding: 16 elements; 
Such an imbalance in the amount of nominations to the Representative List (RL) and the Urgent Safeguarding List (USL) has been mentioned in several opportunities. We believe that one of the possible reasons for this issue is the lack of a clear definition on the notion of "Safeguarding".

USL:

U.2 a. The element is in urgent need of safeguarding because its viability is at risk despite the efforts of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals and State(s) Party(ies) concerned;

RL:

R.3 Safeguarding measures are elaborated that may protect and promote the element.

The term "Safeguarding" appears both in the criteria established for the RL and for the USL, and this fact produces a certain ambiguity that might lead the countries to submit almost all nominations to the RL, under the possible interpretation that the RL implies a less rigorous instance in the assessment of the emergency degree of the element to be safeguarded.

Other issues related to the specification of the degree of "urgency" for the safeguarding

of the element

This need for a more accurate definition of the term is highlighted when there are partial aspects of the element which are indeed at risk (for example, tango scores) while the element itself is not (the tango).

It can also happen that the element is in danger in particular geographical zone whereas the same element is not in danger in another location. Since the nomination should be of the element, this uncertainty becomes a problem. Likewise, when the heritage is shared by two countries, it can occur that the same element is at risk in only one of the countries.

Free, prior and informed consent
USL:

U.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.

RL:

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.

Another important issue to stress is the free, prior and informed consent from the community. In this regard the mechanisms to guarantee the representation of the person who assumes the responsibility for the signature of the document should be examined, particularly in communities which are not homogenous or deterritorialized (such as in the tango element).






1

