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[bookmark: _Hlk151556950]Examination of the reports of the regional cycle of periodic reporting on the implementation of the Convention and on the current status of elements inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity by States Parties in Africa
	Summary
This document presents the reports of States Parties in Africa submitted for the ongoing cycle of periodic reporting on the implementation of the Convention and on the current status of elements inscribed on the Representative List.
Decision required: paragraph 17


A. 

	[bookmark: _Hlk124351255]The reports submitted by the States Parties are published by the Secretariat of the 2003 Convention on its website in compliance with paragraph 166 of the Operational Directives regarding the reporting procedure; moreover, the information included in the reports is reflected in working documents of the Committee in order to ensure transparency and access to information.
The sole responsibility for the content of each report lies with the States Parties concerned. The designations employed in the texts and documents presented by the States Parties do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of the Committee nor UNESCO concerning a) the legal status of any country, territory, city or area, b) the legal status of its authorities, c) the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries, or d) references to specific historical events.


Background
Pursuant to Article 29 of the Convention as well as the relevant provisions in the Operational Directives (paragraphs 151‒159 and 165‒166, notably), the present session of the Committee is asked to examine the ongoing cycle of periodic reports on the implementation of the Convention and on the current status of elements inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity (hereafter, ‘the Representative List’) submitted by States Parties in Africa. This follows the amendment to the Operational Directives undertaken by the seventh session of the General Assembly (Resolution 7.GA 10) to reform the periodic reporting mechanism to ensure it is aligned with the Overall Results Framework of the Convention, and the revised reporting calendar based on a system of regional rotation covering a six-year period established by the thirteenth session of the Committee (Decisions 13.COM 8 and 14.COM 8).
This document covers the implementation of the periodic reporting system in Africa (Section A), includes an assessment of the reports (Section B with Annex I and Annex II), and highlights challenges, opportunities and the way forward (Section C).
A. Implementation of the reformed periodic reporting system in Africa
The Secretariat implemented the following capacity-building activities to support country focal points for periodic reporting in the region throughout the reporting exercise:
a) A three-day online training of trainers session (25 October, 2 November and 9 November 2022) for twelve facilitators from Africa to prepare them to deliver the capacity-building activities on periodic reporting to the countries of the region the following year.
b) Three online sessions for country focal points (20 to 21 March and 4 April 2023) to explain the capacity-building process and the task ahead, also providing an overview of the online periodic reporting form.
c) An in-person five-day workshop (25 to 29 April 2023), hosted by the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF), which brought together forty-three focal points from the region in Algiers, Algeria, as well as eleven facilitators and staff from the UNESCO network of field offices in the region. Interpretation in Portuguese and translation of the capacity-building materials into Portuguese was provided thanks to the generous support of Brazil.
d) Monthly online subregional meetings (May to September 2023) led by two facilitators per subregion as well as two online regional exchange sessions, bringing together the whole group to share lessons learned and challenges (11 July and 20 September 2023).
Additionally, thanks to the generous support of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, UNESCO implemented the project ‘Strengthening capacities for periodic reporting under the 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa’. This initiative provided an opportunity to further extend the reach and impact of the capacity-building efforts in the region by providing supplementary training to country focal points and country teams for periodic reporting through the organization of national and subregional workshops based on the needs identified. In the framework of the project, 17 workshops were held, benefitting 22 countries and a total of over 420 participants.
B. Assessment of the first cycle of periodic reports of States Parties in Africa
Forty-four States Parties in Africa submitted[footnoteRef:1] their periodic reports, against the deadline of 15 December 2023, on the implementation of the Convention and on the status of forty-six elements inscribed on the Representative List.[footnoteRef:2] The submitted reports ranged from 37 to 110 pages each in length, reaching a total of around 2870 pages of reports. Twenty-two reports were submitted in French, and twenty-two were submitted in English. The periodic reports are available at https://ich.unesco.org/en/01368 and the reporting countries are presented in the following table: [1:  	Forty-three States Parties submitted their reports before the deadline of 15 December 2023; the submission from one reporting State received after the deadline was incorporated in the reporting cycle.]  [2:  	States Parties reported on the status of forty-six elements that were inscribed on the Representative List up to the seventeenth session of the Committee (28 November to 3 December 2022; Rabat, Kingdom of Morocco).] 

	State Party
	Date of ratification
	Report (language(s) of submission)

	Angola
	28/07/2020
	English

	Benin
	17/04/2012
	French

	Botswana
	01/04/2010
	English

	Burkina Faso
	21/07/2006
	French

	Burundi
	25/08/2006
	French

	Cabo Verde
	06/01/2016
	English

	Cameroon
	09/10/2012
	French

	Central African Republic
	07/12/2004
	French

	Chad
	17/06/2008
	French

	Comoros
	20/11/2013
	French

	Congo
	16/07/2012
	French

	Côte d'Ivoire
	13/07/2006
	French

	Democratic Republic of the Congo
	28/09/2010
	French

	Djibouti
	30/08/2007
	French

	Equatorial Guinea
	17/06/2010
	French

	Eritrea
	07/10/2010
	English

	Eswatini
	30/10/2012
	English

	Ethiopia
	24/02/2006
	English

	Gabon
	18/06/2004
	French

	Gambia
	26/05/2011
	English

	Ghana
	20/01/2016
	English

	Guinea
	20/02/2008
	French

	Guinea-Bissau
	07/03/2016
	French

	Kenya
	24/10/2007
	English

	Lesotho
	29/07/2008
	English

	Madagascar
	31/03/2006
	French

	Malawi
	16/03/2010
	English

	Mali
	03/06/2005
	French

	Mauritius
	04/06/2004
	English

	Mozambique
	18/10/2007
	English

	Namibia
	19/09/2007
	English

	Niger
	27/04/2007
	French

	Nigeria
	21/10/2005
	English

	Rwanda
	21/01/2013
	French

	Sao Tome and Principe
	25/07/2006
	French

	Senegal
	05/01/2006
	French

	Seychelles
	15/02/2005
	English

	Somalia
	23/07/2020
	English

	South Sudan
	09/03/2016
	English

	Togo
	05/02/2009
	French

	Uganda
	13/05/2009
	English

	United Republic of Tanzania
	18/10/2011
	English

	Zambia
	10/05/2006
	English

	Zimbabwe
	30/05/2006
	English


The analysis of the periodic reports in Africa started with a thorough data processing exercise and statistical analysis of the reports between April and May 2024. Based on the blueprint set up and used for Latin America and the Caribbean region (2021 cycle), Europe (2022 cycle) and the Arab States (2023 cycle), the data output models for the periodic reporting cycle in Africa were updated so that the data and comments from the reports (which were structured around the twenty-six core indicators and the eighty-six assessment factors of the Overall Results Framework) could be visualized for the qualitative analysis in a user-friendly way.
Following this step, the qualitative content analysis was undertaken by a group of experts[footnoteRef:3] who identified the key issues, trends and progress made by States Parties in relation to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. A cross-cutting thematic analysis method was also applied in order to highlight some key analytical areas, which are illustrated by specific and relevant country examples in line with the priority areas of UNESCO, such as gender, youth, Indigenous Peoples and sustainable development. [3:  A research team was established to undertake the quantitative and qualitative analysis of the periodic reports. The team was composed of: Ms Maissoun Sharkawi, Assistant professor at the Department of Applied Arts at the Palestine Technical University - Kadoori; Ms Emily Drania Drani, co-founder of the Cross-Cultural Foundation of Uganda; Ms Susan Keitumetse, Chairholder of the UNESCO Chair in African Heritage and Sustainable Development at the University of Botswana; Ms Freda Owusu-Sekyere and Ms Florentine Okoni, two independent researchers and experts on intangible cultural heritage; and Mr Jesús Mendoza Mejía, PhD student in Political and Social Sciences with a focus on Sociology at the Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México (UNAM) . The team collaborated closely with Ms Ioulia Sementchouk, an individual data specialist.] 

The analytical overview of the reports, which can be found in Annex I of this document, presents some general observations and key analytical findings from the periodic reports of the States Parties in Africa. Further in-depth analysis of the submitted reports will continue throughout 2025, for examination by the Committee at its twentieth session in November/December 2025.
In Annex I, the specific findings from the reports are shared according to the following eight thematic areas in the Overall Results Framework: (a) Institutional and human capacities; (b) Transmission and education; (c) Inventorying and research; (d) Policies as well as legal and administrative measures; (e) The role of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in society; (f) Awareness-raising; (g) The engagement of communities, groups and individuals as well as other stakeholders; and (h) International engagement. In addition, a brief analysis is provided on key aspects related to the status of the elements on the Representative List in the region, such as the assessment of their viability and efforts to promote or reinforce them.
In summary, some of the key findings include the engagement shown by the national authorities in quasi-totality of the reporting countries by designating at least one competent body for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. Twenty-seven reporting countries have highlighted the crucial role that local languages play in safeguarding living heritage, including within formal education settings, and in fostering diversity and transmitting living heritage to younger generations, as well as the fundamental contribution of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding to conflict resolution, peacebuilding and social cohesion within and between communities and groups. Traditional courts and festivals prominently emerged throughout the reports as privileged platforms for encouraging respectful community living, dialogue, social stability and mutual understanding. As in previous reporting cycles, States Parties in the region highlighted the challenges that arose from the outbreak of COVID-19, while also emphasizing the progress made towards strengthening disaster risk management strategies to safeguard living heritage. Reporting States not only underlined the role of youth in promoting and raising awareness about intangible cultural heritage (particularly through social media), but also pointed out that its future viability is increasingly being threatened by declining interest among young people due to a variety of factors. As far as gender equality is concerned, States Parties in Africa have deployed efforts to mainstream gender equality in living heritage safeguarding and relevant sustainable development-related fields.
While the majority of the twenty-six indicators under the Overall Results Framework are related to measuring and monitoring the States Parties’ implementation at the national level, there are two indicators that require monitoring at the global level. These are indicator 23, ‘Number and geographic distribution of NGOs, public and private bodies, and private persons involved by the Committee in an advisory or consultative capacity’, and indicator 26, ‘Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund effectively supports safeguarding and international engagement’, which are both categorized under the thematic area ‘International engagement’. Annex II of this document presents the monitoring data and information relevant to these two indicators and assessment factors.
C. Challenges, opportunities and the way forward
Following the first, second and third experience with the periodic reporting exercise in Latin America and the Caribbean (2021 cycle), Europe (2022 cycle) and the Arab States (2023 cycle), respectively, the implementation of the regional system of periodic reporting continues to show positive results in the 2024 cycle with the submission rate of reports standing at 100 per cent (forty-four reports submitted) in Africa. The submission rate can be compared to the past reporting cycles in the following chart:
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Periodic reporting in Africa has considerably raised awareness among States Parties about the relevance of ensuring the broader participation of all actors involved in implementing the Convention throughout the reporting process. The involvement of young people, community leaders and bearers has ensured a wide representation of different perspectives, which has been crucial in refining the approach and methodologies adopted to implement the reporting exercise. Periodic reporting was also leveraged by States Parties in the region as an important planning and monitoring tool to reflect on challenges, assess the state of living heritage and establish future priorities and targets for its safeguarding in the long term. Furthermore, at the regional level, periodic reporting was crucial to encourage networking and peer-to-peer knowledge exchange between facilitators, experts and professionals working in the field of intangible cultural heritage.
While much has been achieved through the implementation of periodic reporting in Africa, the process has also proven to be challenging. Some of the challenges were already identified through the reporting experience in previous cycles, and have been reiterated by countries in the region:
· Limited resources (human and financial) and the short timeframe available for States Parties to fully understand and undertake the reporting process.
· Limited pertinent data and information in the relevant areas of safeguarding, readily available for review and analysis.
· Challenges in ensuring the participation and engagement of local communities, particularly in remote areas, which is enhanced by limited access to resources, lack of awareness and difficulties in overcoming logistical obstacles.
· Challenges related to information gathering, during which focal points faced difficulties in translating key terms of the 2003 Convention into local languages and explaining them to the broad range of stakeholders concerned with living heritage safeguarding.
· The turnover of national focal points in several countries throughout the reporting process, which resulted in the need for additional training and reinforced support from the Secretariat to prepare the submission of the reports.
As the ongoing periodic reporting cycle completes its fourth year of implementation, the mechanism has gained further experience as an effective and dynamic self-monitoring tool, allowing each State to assess current safeguarding measures and to customize future strategies and key actions for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage elements practised in its territory. Periodic reports have also become a complementary reference for the Evaluation Body, as a source of valuable information in the process of evaluating nomination files, following the completion of the Global reflection on the listing mechanisms of the Convention (see document LHE/24/19.COM/7).
The implementation of extensive capacity-building activities, made possible by the generous financial support of and technical collaboration with different partners, has not only equipped States Parties with the skills needed to prepare their periodic reports, but also facilitated knowledge sharing and peer-to-peer learning between States Parties from the same reporting region. Capacity-building has been instrumental in reaching the abovementioned submission rate of reports, underscoring the need for ongoing support and investment. It continues to be a vital tool in promoting sustainable safeguarding practices and securing long-term success, and its continuation is essential to maintain and build upon these achievements.
The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:
DRAFT DECISION 19.COM 6.b
The Committee,
Having examined document LHE/24/19.COM/6.b and its annexes,
Recalling Articles 7, 29 and 30 of the Convention concerning reports by States Parties, and Chapter V of the Operational Directives,
Further recalling Resolution 7.GA 10 as well as Decisions 13.COM 8 and 14.COM 8,
Congratulates the forty-four States Parties in Africa that have submitted their reports for the 2024 reporting cycle and commends them for their efforts to complete the periodic reporting exercise;
Expresses its appreciation to the Secretariat for ensuring an effective implementation of the periodic reporting exercise for the fourth consecutive year by providing concrete and comprehensive support to the States Parties concerned with their reporting process, and further commends the generous support provided by the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and by Brazil, as well as the engagement of the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF) for the implementation of relevant capacity-building and follow-up activities;
Acknowledges the quantitative and qualitative analysis conducted for the reports from Africa, and welcomes the key findings from the analytical overview of the reports, as presented in the annexes of document LHE/24/19.COM/6.b;
Takes note with interest of the common trends, challenges, opportunities and priority areas related to intangible cultural heritage as reported by the States Parties, as well as the different safeguarding approaches and methodologies adopted by them to implement the Convention, and looks forward to further detailed analyses of the reports, which will be presented to the twentieth session of the Committee in 2025;
Recalls that the designations employed in the reports presented by the States Parties do not imply the expression of any opinion whatsoever on the part of either the Committee or UNESCO concerning a) the legal status of any country, territory, city or area, b) the legal status of its authorities, c) the delimitation of its frontiers or boundaries, or d) references to specific historical events;
Decides to submit to the General Assembly at its eleventh session a summary of the reports of States Parties on the implementation of the Convention and on the current status of elements inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity examined during the current session, in accordance with Article 30 of the Convention.
[bookmark: ANNEX_I]
ANNEX I
[bookmark: _Toc178209928]Key analytical findings
This section provides some key analytical findings on common trends and progress or challenges in the UNESCO priority areas on Indigenous Peoples, youth and gender, as well as on sustainable development.[footnoteRef:4] [4:  	One report (Equatorial Guinea) has not been included in the statistical analysis for section B because it was submitted after the completion of the analysis.] 

[bookmark: _Toc96932841][bookmark: _Toc96941464][bookmark: _Toc96941508][bookmark: _Toc144202076][bookmark: _Toc178209929]Common trends across the thematic areas
[bookmark: _Toc96932842][bookmark: _Toc96941509]Growing engagement from States Parties in Africa with the mechanisms of the Convention
Africa has been marked by a low level of representation in the Lists of the Convention (i.e. only 8,1 per cent (46) of elements inscribed on the Representative List (566) at the end of 2023 are from Africa). However, the periodic reports show a growing engagement from States Parties with the listing mechanisms of the Convention. Currently (in November 2024), thirty out of forty-four States Parties have at least one element inscribed on the lists of the Convention, and there is a positive trend in recent cycles, with three States Parties having inscribed their first element in 2023 (Angola, Cameroon and Djibouti). Among the remaining fourteen States Parties, seven have ongoing nominations (three in the 2024 cycle and four in the 2025 cycle).
Participation of communities, groups and individuals concerned
The analysis shows that the situation regarding the participation of communities, groups and individuals concerned in intangible cultural heritage is not homogeneous throughout the region. Some reporting countries indicated a strong to very good level of participation in many areas such as teaching and learning about their intangible cultural heritage, inventorying, research and documentation, and awareness-raising or in policy-making in the culture sector. The indications given by many other reporting countries, at the same time, show that the participation of communities, groups and individuals could be improved in these areas. Across the reports, countries emphasized that insufficient financial resources limit the ability of stakeholders to effectively safeguard intangible cultural heritage, impacting the level of participation.
[bookmark: _Toc178209930]The role of local languages in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage and promoting diversity
Reporting States have underscored the important role of local languages as fundamental resources for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, serving as an expression of the continuity of traditions and values within communities and groups (A6.h). Most reporting countries have established policies that recognize the importance of such languages for cultural diversity.[footnoteRef:5] Local languages have been added to the inventories of Comoros, Gambia and Malawi. By incorporating local languages into formal education and public communication, countries are ensuring their vibrancy as a medium of cultural expression. For example, South Sudan's Ministry of Education promoted the teaching of all indigenous languages as national languages, emphasizing the importance of linguistic diversity in fostering a sense of national identity and unity. Similarly, the Ethiopian Broadcasting Corporation and regional media used several languages, such as Amharic, Afan Oromo and Tigrigna, in their programmes to support the diversity of cultural expressions in the country.  [5:  	Policy is an umbrella term used to describe national cultural policies or legal and administrative measures.] 

[bookmark: _Toc178209931]Festivals for enhancing transmission
Nationally recognized festivals have served as powerful vehicles for transmitting values associated with intangible cultural heritage to younger generations and they have played a significant role in peacebuilding by serving as platforms for cultural expression and community cohesion. In Rwanda, for example, the annual harvest festival Umuganura, which celebrates the first fruits, plays an important role in transmitting cultural values to future generations. Celebrated throughout the country and in schools, Umuganura embodies and reinforces key values such as unity, patriotism, appreciation of leadership and the importance of sharing the harvest. During the festival, students participate in rituals that evoke these values, fostering a sense of community, conviviality and cultural continuity. In Eswatini, festivals also contributed to peacebuilding in the kingdom. National festivals such as Incwala and Marula aim to promote national unity, while traditional activities at the community level, such as Ummemo annually celebrated at the chief's homestead, work to strengthen local ties. These practices provide respected mechanisms for dialogue and peace, potentially supporting the achievement of Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) Target 16.1 (reducing violence) and SDG Target 11 (making cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable).
[bookmark: _Toc178209932]Traditional courts: promotion of dialogue and the safeguarding of cultural heritage 
[bookmark: _Toc144202082]Traditional courts featured prominently in the reports, serving as a vital platform for meaningful dialogue and collaboration to address the challenges facing cultures of Indigenous Peoples, and ethnic groups, advocating for their rights and well-being. By offering a space for community members to voice concerns, seek redress, and resolve conflicts amicably, these courts help build trust, foster understanding, and promote social stability. They also uphold traditional values, customs, and practices passed down through generations. In Uganda, for example, the legal system recognizes traditional methods such as Mato Oput as a means of promoting peaceful coexistence. This particular method was revived by traditional leaders and local authorities to deal with crimes committed during the war; this approach aims to promote reconciliation and reintegrate ex-combatants into their communities.
[bookmark: _Toc96932847][bookmark: _Toc96941465][bookmark: _Toc96941514][bookmark: _Toc144202079][bookmark: _Toc178209933]Challenges and opportunities
[bookmark: _Toc178209934]Promoting peace and conflict prevention
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Description automatically generated]Reporting countries paid specific attention to the role of intangible cultural heritage in peaceful conflict prevention and resolution, as most countries have policies that recognize the contribution of intangible cultural heritage to this purpose (B14.3) (see Figure 1 below).Figure 1. Extent to which policies recognize expressions, practices and representations of intangible cultural heritage that contribute to peaceful conflict prevention and resolution. (n=38) (B14.3)

Almost all the countries reported that communities used their intangible cultural heritage for dialogue, promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peacebuilding (B15.2), and that related safeguarding plans and programmes were oriented towards promoting self- and mutual respect within communities, groups, and individuals (B16.2).[footnoteRef:6] [6:  	Safeguarding plans and programmes for intangible cultural heritage in general and/or for specific elements of intangible cultural heritage (whether or not they are inscribed on the Lists of the 2003 Convention) foster self-respect within and mutual respect between communities, groups and individuals (B16.2).] 

For example, in the Democratic Republic of Congo, the relationship between the Mangoro and Tagbana tribes in Hambol illustrates the inter-ethnic alliance that helped to maintain peace and resolve conflicts. In this case, if two Tagbana individuals are in conflict, regardless of the seriousness of the disagreement, the intervention of a Mangoro is enough to force the parties to abandon their intentions and make peace. Similarly, when the situation involves the Mangoro, the intervention of the Tagbana serves as an obligation that cannot be ignored or violated.
Around two-fifths of the reporting countries mentioned involving migrants, immigrants and refugees (B16.1) (see Figure 2 below). For example, Malawi, which has received refugees from different countries in Africa where conflicts are prevalent, recognizes their cultures and provides them with cultural spaces during a festival called Tumaini. The Tumaini Festival is the main programme of Tumaini Letu (‘Our Hope’), a non-profit organization based in the Dzaleka Refugee Camp. Additionally, the State, in collaboration with the National Commission of Malawi for UNESCO, has trained both refugees and host communities in inventorying intangible cultural heritage.
Figure 2. Extent to which intangible cultural heritage safeguarding plans and programmes are inclusive, involving all sectors and levels of society (n= 37) (B16.1)
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[bookmark: _Toc178209935]Responding to the COVID-19 pandemic and strategies for disaster risk management
The outbreak of the COVID-19 pandemic in March 2020 led to significant disruptions in the management and safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, as highlighted in previous reporting cycles. Although the worst of the pandemic has passed, the current reporting cycle continues to capture and assess its ongoing implications. The reports showed how countries and communities have adapted to the challenges of the pandemic, with some recognizing the crisis as an opportunity to implement and strengthen disaster risk management strategies.
Research initiatives have been launched in direct response to the pandemic to address critical needs arising from such unforeseen conditions. In The Gambia, a collaboration between the National Centre for Culture and the Arts, the Ministry of Basic and Secondary Education, the National Disaster Management Agency and UNESCO's Multisectoral Regional Office for West Africa led a research project on the role of intangible cultural heritage in mitigating the effects of the pandemic and other disasters, such as deforestation and floodings.
In Togo, for example, the National Multi-Risk Contingency Plan (PNC) (March 2021‒February 2022) outlines decision-making, coordination, action and resource management strategies to mitigate the impact of disasters on the population and its assets. This plan is particularly important in the fight against epidemics such as the COVID-19 pandemic and natural disasters such as floods and storms and highlights the role of intangible cultural heritage resources in these efforts.
[bookmark: _Toc178209936]The contribution of accredited NGOs to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage 
Reporting countries in this cycle emphasized the important role of NGOs accredited under the Convention in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. There are twenty-five such NGOs from the region accredited to provide advisory services to the Committee (A4), some of which actively participated in the inventorying process and the periodic reporting mechanism. While the number of accredited NGOs in the region may be relatively modest, reporting countries recognize that accreditation has played a role in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. Thus, expanding the network of accredited NGOs in the region can constitute an opportunity to strengthen its commitment to safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. In Burkina Faso, for example, accredited NGOs such as the Association for the Protection of Traditional Mask Societies (ASAMA) and the Association Culturelle Passaté (ACP), from the Sanmatenga region, played an important role in promoting traditional craft knowledge and skills among young people, and, according to the report, their expertise in specific areas of intangible heritage was important to the inventorying processes. In Uganda, for example, the Uganda Community Museums Association (UCOMA) provided information for several sections of the periodic report. They also coordinated input from other community museums on aspects related to intangible heritage and ensured the representation of intangible heritage initiatives across institutions.
[bookmark: _Toc144202083][bookmark: _Toc178209938]Priority areas 
[bookmark: _Toc178209939][bookmark: _Toc144202084]Indigenous Peoples 
More than half of the reporting countries (54 per cent) indicated that they included Indigenous Peoples in their safeguarding plans and programmes. Similarly, the same percentage of these countries included groups with diverse ethnic identities in their plans (B16.1, see Figure 1 above). Both Indigenous Peoples and groups with diverse ethnic backgrounds are recognized as important representations of the region’s cultural diversity. Educational institutions have also made efforts to promote this cultural diversity. In some reporting countries, indigenous knowledge has been included in higher education programmes. In Ethiopia, for example, the University of Addis Ababa offers first- and second-degree programmes on indigenous knowledge, established at the Institute of Ethiopian Studies. Three groups of students have already graduated from this programme. Over two years, students study subjects such as heritage science and history, traditional knowledge, folk arts, museums of folk traditions, folk costumes, traditional crafts, research methods, documentation, audio and visual documentation, heritage studies and international conventions.
[bookmark: _Toc144202085][bookmark: _Toc178209940]Youth
Many reports noted that the future viability of elements of intangible heritage is threatened by declining interest among young people. This challenge can be linked to other threats frequently mentioned in the reports (A6.m), including the declining use of local languages by young people and the migration of young people to large cities in search of better opportunities. At the same time, reporting countries are developing strategies for enhancing transmission. In almost all the reporting countries, young people play an important role in raising awareness of intangible cultural heritage (B17.4), especially through social media platforms, which enable them to engage effectively and disseminate information about initiatives to safeguard intangible cultural heritage to a wider audience. However, some reports highlighted social media as a major threat to the sustainability of intangible cultural heritage (A6.m). This is because contents displaying intangible cultural heritage elements can be easily published without respecting the ethical principles of the Convention and the importance of obtaining the free, prior and informed consent of practitioners and bearers.
Non-formal youth training programmes are highlighted in various sections of the reports and are seen as a tool for enhancing the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in many countries. In Mauritius, the S’kool of Arts is a social and cultural association that operates as a school in Rodrigues. At this school, volunteer artists conduct free workshops to teach children and young artists various art forms. Since 2022, traditional music and dances, such as Sega Tambour of Rodrigues Island (inscribed in 2017 on the Representative List), have been added to the list of artistic workshops, with classes held four times a month. The classes have around twenty young participants who are taught traditional songs and dances by professionals. The school has begun to give performances around the island to inspire other children and young people to join and participate in the practice of traditional music and dance.
[bookmark: _Toc144202086][bookmark: _Toc178209941]Gender
UNESCO is dedicated to promoting gender equality across its mandates, aligned with its strategic goals for 2022‒2029 and the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development Goals. These strategies are designed not only to advance gender equality but also to facilitate the monitoring and evaluation of UNESCO’s efforts. Through these strategies, UNESCO aims to track progress, identify emerging trends and address challenges, and ensuring gender equality remains a key priority in all its initiatives.
Efforts to promote gender equality while safeguarding intangible cultural heritage have been reported by many countries. These initiatives address contemporary social, cultural, environmental, and governance challenges, emphasizing the need for a holistic approach. Policies have been established to ensure fairness and equal treatment for all individuals, regardless of gender. For example, as for fostering economic independence, in Benin’s district of Sè within the commune of Houéyogbé, women potters of Sè have established a centre where they engage in pottery-making while passing down their skills to younger generations. The products they create have been sold for generations, providing a steady source of income that helps the group members meet their needs. This initiative has been further supported by government agencies and national and international organizations. In terms of recognizing the contribution of all genders to the management of natural resources and the preservation of traditional agricultural knowledge, the South West Indian Ocean Fisheries Governance and Shared Growth (SWIOFish) programme in the Comoros trains both men and women in the sustainable use of marine resources, including octopus farming. The DAHARI NGO also provides gender-inclusive training in resilient farming techniques (B16.1). In Senegal, the Ministry for the Advancement of Women and the Protection of Children developed a national gender policy for the cultural sector in 2018. This policy embodies the State’s commitment to inclusive social development and environmental sustainability for holders and practitioners of traditional knowledge and know-how.
[bookmark: _Toc144202087][bookmark: _Toc178209942][bookmark: _Toc96932858][bookmark: _Toc96941467][bookmark: _Toc96941525]Contributions to sustainable development
The current United Nations framework for sustainable development is Agenda 2030, monitored through seventeen SDGs. UNESCO’s Culture 2030 framework assists culture sector actors in linking their work to Agenda 2030. The Overall Results Framework for the 2003 Convention includes the contribution of safeguarding activities to sustainable development as one of the impacts of implementing the Convention. Chapter VI of the Operational Directives contains guidance for States Parties on encouraging synergy between intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and sustainable development objectives. 
The multiple linkages between the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage and sustainable development, as presented in the Operational Directives, cover inclusive social and economic development, environmental sustainability and lasting peace. Some reporting countries mentioned the link between intangible cultural heritage and sustainable development in policies and programmes across different sectors. For example, in Mauritius, the government has made efforts to promote food security by encouraging and supporting farmers to grow traditional food crops that thrive in the local climate, such as moringa, traditional vegetables, sweet potatoes, and cassava. By focusing on these crops, the government aims to ensure a stable supply of culturally relevant and nutritious food. 
The reports provided some evidence demonstrating the contributions of safeguarding activities to sustainable development. The examples below have been organized according to the themes outlined in the Operational Directives: inclusive social development, inclusive economic development, environmental sustainability, and social cohesion and peace. Many of the examples address major themes across reporting countries, such as the promotion of livelihoods and the reduction of social conflicts.
Regarding inclusive social development, country reports indicated how the implementation of the Convention contributed to gender equality, quality education, food security, access to clean and safe water, and health. Initiatives in education in support of SDG 4.7 (education on culture and sustainable development) were particularly represented. For example, in Cameroon, the Regional Delegation of Arts and Culture for the Centre Region (DRAC-Centre), based in Yaoundé, regularly offers training courses in the field of intangible cultural heritage as part of its mission. Among its activities, it organizes the SIXA/Enseignement de vie, which brings together dozens of girls and boys every year for two weeks with the purpose of enabling selected learners to reconnect with community cultural values and practices. In particular, they learn how to prepare traditional dishes, traditional dances and musical instruments, various skills and initiation games, go on excursions and so on. The courses are taught by experienced cultural heritage bearers and practitioners from the country's various ethnic communities. These activities supported SDG Targets 4.7 (education on culture and sustainable development), 5.4 (valuing domestic work), and 8.5 (productive employment and decent work) for heritage holders and practitioners. 
With regards to inclusive economic development, reporting countries provided multiple examples of promoting the use of traditional handicrafts, craft training programmes and infrastructure assistance aiming to support income generation and provide decent jobs. In Burkina Faso, following the labelling of local products as part of a pilot project initiated in 2018, including those relating to Faso Dan Fani and Koko Dunda, the government has promoted the wearing of Faso Dan Fani, Koko Dunda and other traditional fabrics, for example through the adoption of a measure requiring schools to wear Faso Dan Fani. This measure is expected to increase orders for the fabric from weavers and to generate income for all actors in the production chain. As part of this pilot project, Faso Dan Fani and Koko Dunda have been approved by the Comité National des Indications Géographiques et des Marques Collectives (COMACIG) and registered by the African Intellectual Property Organization (OAPI) as collective trademarks in accordance with the provisions of Annex 3 of the revised 2015 Bangui Agreement. This contributed to a number of SDG targets, including SDG Targets 8.5 (productive employment and decent work) and 11.4 (protect heritage), among others. 
Regarding social cohesion and peace, some countries have used intangible cultural heritage to resolve local disputes or to bring together different groups in the local community. In the Central African Republic, Law 17.0033 of September 17, 2020, on the organization and functioning of territorial communities in the country, recognizes the customary court as a key actor in the peaceful resolution of conflicts. According to this law, any dispute arising in a village or neighborhood must first be submitted to the customary court for an attempt at amicable resolution, before being referred to the competent jurisdiction if the conflict exceeds the customary reconciliation capacities. In Congo, traditional conflict resolution mechanisms exist within various communities in the Republic. These include the Tenrykio traditional court in Makélékélé, Brazzaville, which aims to settle disputes while upholding the dignity of the parties involved, and the practice of Mwandzi among the people of the Cuvette, Cuvette Ouest, and Plateaux departments. Mwandzi is a type of broom made from palm leaves. When the traditional chief throws it, the action is believed to halt any dispute, altercation, or conflict and compel dialogue between the conflicting parties. This example highlights the significance of chiefs and conflict resolution experts known as Nzonzi in the southern region of the country, and Twere, Kani, or Obéla in the northern region. These individuals therefore play a pivotal role in mediating conflicts and fostering dialogue within their respective communities. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070734][bookmark: _Toc178209943][bookmark: _Toc144202088]Thematic areas
[bookmark: _Toc145070735][bookmark: _Toc178209944]Thematic area I ‒ Institutional capacities
To assist in implementing the Convention and intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, the Convention strongly recommends, in Article 13(b), that State Parties ‘designate or establish one or more competent bodies for the safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage present in [their] territory’. Some bodies have functions relating to intangible cultural heritage in general (see OD 154(a)), while others are focused on specific intangible cultural heritage elements (see ODs 158(a) and 163(a)). States are encouraged to establish consultative bodies or coordination mechanisms to promote the involvement of communities and other stakeholders in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, in line with Article 15 and OD 80. The Convention also encourages States Parties to support other institutions such as cultural centres, centres of expertise, research and documentation institutions, museums, archives and libraries that can contribute to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding (ODs 80 and 109, Article 13(d)(iii)).
The Periodic Report thus contains a number of questions about competent bodies and other institutions that support intangible cultural heritage safeguarding at the national or local level. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.4i7ojhp]List of core indicators and assessment factors on institutional capacities (B1)[footnoteRef:7] [7:  	In this report, although it is formally part of thematic area I, core indicator B2 has been included in the following section as it closely relates to capacity development through education.] 

	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B1. Extent to which competent bodies and institutions and consultative mechanisms support the continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage
	0. One or more competent bodies for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding have been designated or established.

	
	0. Competent bodies exist for safeguarding specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  	References to ‘whether or not inscribed’ should be understood to mean ‘inscribed on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding or the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity’.] 


	
	0. Broad and inclusive[footnoteRef:9] involvement in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, particularly by the communities, groups and individuals concerned, is fostered through consultative bodies or other coordination mechanisms. [9:  	References to ‘inclusive’, ‘inclusively’ or ‘on an inclusive basis’ should be understood to mean ‘inclusive of all sectors and strata of society, including Indigenous Peoples, migrants, immigrants and refugees, people of different ages and genders, persons with disabilities and members of vulnerable groups’ (cf. Operational Directives 174 and 194). When these actions and outcomes are reported, States Parties will be encouraged to provide disaggregated data or to explain how such inclusiveness is ensured.] 


	
	0. Institutions, organizations and/or initiatives for intangible cultural heritage documentation are fostered, and their materials are utilized to support continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage.

	
	0. Cultural centres, centres of expertise, research institutions, museums, archives, libraries, etc., contribute to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management.


[bookmark: _Toc178209945]Summary of analytical findings 
All but one reporting countries (42 out of 43 countries) have designated at least one competent body for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B1.1), with a total of eighty-three such bodies identified. Most of these are integrated into government institutions, mainly ministries responsible for culture, while others are designated by public institutions. In some countries, a variety of competent bodies were listed, such as Burkina Faso (6), Chad (5), Eswatini (9), Malawi (5) and Zambia (6). Many of these entities are sub-units within existing ministries, often acting as secretariats responsible for intangible cultural heritage. Some countries also have competent bodies embedded in several ministries and public institutions at the same time. In Togo, for example, the National Commission for Cultural Heritage (Commission National du Patrimoine Culturel, CNPC) is an inter-ministerial commission responsible for the safeguarding and management of cultural heritage, as well as the preparation of legislative and regulatory texts. Several of these entities have broad mandates, with their activities extending to support the cultural sector as a whole. For example, in Eswatini, the Eswatini National Trust Commission (ENTC), which has a parastatal mandate, manages and coordinates all intangible cultural heritage activities throughout the Kingdom. The ENTC works to safeguard intangible cultural heritage and raise awareness of the 2003 Convention by working with relevant stakeholders, communities, groups and individuals. One of the tools the ENTC uses to achieve this goal is its radio programme, which aims to share information and raise awareness about the 2003 Convention and other safeguarding measures. 
Many countries reported on the large number of institutions involved in the safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage (B1.5) (Figure 3 below). The majority of these are museums, representing 90 per cent of the institutions, followed by research institutes and cultural centres with 85 per cent and archives with 80 per cent. Among these, public museums and cultural centres play a role in the safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage. Research institutions are as important as cultural centres in these efforts and are often linked to universities, ministries or museums with special departments for research on intangible cultural heritage. In Mauritius, for example, the Nelson Mandela Centre for African Culture is a key institution dedicated to safeguarding and promoting African and Creole arts and culture. In partnership with the National Heritage Fund, the Centre established two Sega Tambour Schools in 2021. The aim of these schools is to focus on the safeguarding and teaching of Sega Tambour Chagos, one of the types of Sega music of Mauritius, with origins in the Chagos Archipelago, which was inscribed in the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding in 2019. 
Figure 3. Contribution of different kinds of institutions towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in reporting countries (n= 40) (B1.5)
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In almost four-fifths of the reporting countries, competent bodies have been established to safeguard specific elements of intangible cultural heritage (B1.2). Among the seventy-nine elements identified is the promotion of the traditional chess strategy game known as ‘Yooté’. This has been achieved through various activities, including the inventorying of the game, its promotion at festivals, the organization of educational workshops and the taking part in conferences. The initiative is led by the House of Orality and Cultural Heritage (Maison de l'Oralité et du Patrimoine culturel - Kër LEYTI) in Senegal, which is dedicated to promoting the oral arts and safeguarding the knowledge associated with elements of intangible heritage. 
Over four-fifths of the reporting countries indicated that they have consultative bodies or coordination mechanisms that encourage and support the broad and inclusive involvement of communities, groups and individuals in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management (B1.3). 
Nearly all the reporting countries indicated that institutions, organizations, and initiatives for documenting intangible cultural heritage are fostered and supported. Thirty-eight countries confirmed that the documentation materials produced are used to support the continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage (B1.4). In Namibia, for example, a documentary produced by the Museums Association of Namibia (MAN) for Heritage Week 2022 provides an overview of cultural practices and oral traditions such as ecological knowledge of fruit trees, honey production, traditional fire making and interactive storytelling, as well as craftsmanship in pottery-making.
More than four-fifths of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B1 at the baseline on the extent to which competent bodies and consultative mechanisms support the continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage. At the same time, some countries recognized that gathering sufficient information to accurately capture the diverse activities and organizations involved in the safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage was a challenge. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070737][bookmark: _Toc178209946][bookmark: _Toc96932871][bookmark: _Toc96941469][bookmark: _Toc96941538][bookmark: _Toc144202091]Thematic areas I and II - Education, building human capacities and transmission
In the Convention, education is given a prominent place among a State’s safeguarding responsibilities at the national level. Article 14(a)(i) stresses the importance of educational programmes aimed at the general public, and youth in particular, while Article 14(a)(ii) concerns educational programmes within the communities and groups concerned. The relevance of non-formal means of transmitting knowledge is emphasized in Article 14(a)(iv). Education can raise awareness and strengthen transmission mechanisms for intangible cultural heritage, especially where the communities, groups and individuals concerned are involved in designing and delivering educational programmes, in line with Article 15, which refers to their ‘widest possible participation’ in safeguarding activities. The principles of inclusiveness and non-discrimination are fundamental values of the United Nations, as of UNESCO, and are reiterated in the Operational Directives and Ethical Principles.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about how intangible cultural heritage is included in educational programmes and curricula, how communities and bearers of intangible cultural heritage (and other stakeholders) are involved in these efforts, and what the impact of these initiatives is on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. These questions, under thematic areas I and II, are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.2bn6wsx]List of core indicators and assessment factors on education, building human capacities and transmission (B2-B6)[footnoteRef:10] [10:  	In this report, although it is part of thematic area I, core indicator B2 has been included in the current section as it closely relates to capacity development through education.] 

	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B2. Extent to which programmes support the strengthening of human capacities to promote safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage
	0. Tertiary education institutions offer curricula and degrees in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, on an inclusive basis.

	
	0. Governmental institutions, centres and other bodies provide training in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, on an inclusive basis.

	
	0. Community-based or NGO-based initiatives provide training in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, on an inclusive basis.

	B3. Extent to which training is operated by or addressed to communities, groups and individuals, as well as to those working in the fields of culture and heritage 
	0. Training programmes, including those operated by communities themselves, provide capacity building in intangible cultural heritage addressed on an inclusive basis to communities, groups and individuals.

	
	0. Training programmes provide capacity building in intangible cultural heritage addressed on an inclusive basis to those working in the fields of culture and heritage.

	B4 Extent to which both formal and non-formal education strengthen the transmission of intangible cultural heritage and promote respect for intangible cultural heritage 
	0. Practitioners and bearers[footnoteRef:11] are involved inclusively in the design and development of intangible cultural heritage education programmes and/or in actively presenting and transmitting their heritage. [11:  	Although the Convention consistently utilizes the expression ‘communities, groups and individuals’, several assessment factors, like some Operational Directives, choose to refer to ‘practitioners and bearers’ to better identify certain of their members who play a specific role with regards to their intangible cultural heritage.] 


	
	0. Modes and methods of transmitting intangible cultural heritage that are recognized by communities, groups and individuals are learned and/or strengthened, and included in educational programmes, both formal and non-formal.

	
	0. Educational programmes and/or extra-curricular activities concerning intangible cultural heritage and strengthening its transmission, undertaken by communities, groups, NGOs or heritage institutions, are available and supported.

	
	0. Teacher training programmes and programmes for training providers of non-formal education include approaches to integrating intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding into education.

	B5. Extent to which intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding are integrated into primary and secondary education, included in the content of relevant disciplines, and used to strengthen teaching and learning about and with intangible cultural heritage and respect for one’s own and others’ intangible cultural heritage
	0. Intangible cultural heritage, in its diversity, is included in the content of relevant disciplines, as a contribution in its own right and/or as a means of explaining or demonstrating other subjects.

	
	0. School students learn to respect and reflect on the intangible cultural heritage of their own community or group as well as the intangible cultural heritage of others through educational programmes and curricula.

	
	0. The diversity of learners’ intangible cultural heritage is reflected through mother tongue or multilingual education and/or the inclusion of ‘local content’ within the educational curriculum.

	
	0. Educational programmes teach about the protection of natural and cultural spaces and places of memory whose existence is necessary for expressing intangible cultural heritage.

	B6. Extent to which post-secondary education supports the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage as well as study of its social, cultural and other dimensions
	0. Post-secondary education institutions offer curricula and degrees (in fields such as music, arts, crafts, technical and vocational education and training, etc.) that strengthen the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage.

	
	0. Post-secondary education institutions offer curricula and degrees for the study of intangible cultural heritage and its social, cultural and other dimensions.


[bookmark: _Toc178209947][bookmark: _Toc144202092][bookmark: _Toc96932873][bookmark: _Toc96941540]Summary of analytical findings 
More than four-fifths of the countries reported that formal education programmes strengthened the transmission of intangible heritage during this reporting cycle, and almost all of them reported transmission through non-formal education programmes (B4). In Gabon, for example, the television channel 'Gabon Culture' presents a range of intangible heritage themes, including culinary arts, initiation rites, chieftaincy, traditional weddings and traditional costumes, specifically aimed at children. A variety of methods for transmitting intangible cultural heritage are incorporated into formal educational programmes in different ways. These may include integrating traditional cultural practices into curriculum content, organizing cultural events or workshops, inviting bearers or practitioners to share their knowledge with students, or providing hands-on experiences related to safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. 
In over three-fifths of the reporting countries, school curricula offered content related to intangible cultural heritage as a stand-alone subject. In more than four-fifths of the countries, intangible cultural heritage was included as a means of explaining or demonstrating other subjects (B5.1). Another four-fifths of the countries reported that the diversity of learners' intangible cultural heritage was reflected in curricula through mother-tongue education, and in almost two-thirds of the countries through multilingual education (B5.3). In Congo, for example, the teaching of French in primary and secondary schools is based on texts that focus on oral traditions, such as fairy tales and proverbs, or on descriptions of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage with their processions of actors (such as traditional courts, traditional marriages, rituals, etc.), which may include details about the individuals, their costumes, and their actions. 
About three-quarters of the reporting countries included methods for integrating intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding into teacher training programmes and programmes for training providers of non-formal education (B4.4). At the post-secondary level, countries have reported offering training programmes that help to practise and transmit intangible cultural heritage (B 6.1) (Figure 4 below). Additionally, universities in some countries provide a range of post-secondary degrees in art-related fields, including music, visual arts, applied arts or crafts, technical, and vocational training. In Uganda, for example, the Faculty of Arts and Humanities at Kyambogo University offers undergraduate and postgraduate programmes in languages, literature, history, music and performing arts. It also offers a Master’s in Music and a Diploma in Music and Theatre Arts.
More than three-fifths of the countries reported that post-secondary courses in crafts or applied arts integrate various practices related to intangible cultural heritage (B6.1). For example, at the Seychelles Institute for Arts and Design (SIAD), students had the opportunity to enroll in advanced certificate and diploma programmes in art, textiles, painting and fashion that incorporate elements of intangible cultural heritage. In addition, practitioners and bearers of intangible cultural heritage lead workshops at SIAD to introduce art and craft techniques using materials from the local environment. 
More than three-fifths of the countries reported that vocational education and training institutes provide basic certification, technician certification and ordinary diploma courses in a wide range of arts subjects (B6.1). For instance, Malawi has several vocational training institutions, including the Malawi Council for the Handicapped (MACOHA), which provides vocational training in areas such as weaving for people with physical disabilities. 
The reports also highlighted examples of vocational training institutions specifically dedicated to women, providing them with skills and training in specific areas related to intangible cultural heritage. These targeted training initiatives are intended to contribute to the personal and professional development of women. In Gabon, for example, the Women's Vocational Training Centre (Centre de Formation des Métiers de la Femme, CEMEF), is a private educational institution that provides training in national culinary arts and the making of traditional raffia costumes. 
Figure 4. Educational programmes at the post-secondary level in specific subject areas strengthening the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage in reporting countries (n=37) (B6.1)
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Government institutions, centres and other bodies offered training on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in almost all of the reporting countries (B2.2). These institutions work with universities, NGOs and cultural centres to provide workshops and training on indigenous traditional knowledge in areas such as governance, agriculture, medicine, conflict resolution, crafts and art, as well as heritage management, collecting ethnographic objects, and restoration and conservation techniques. Living heritage bearers and practitioners were involved in some of these training sessions to transmit knowledge and skills in the areas of traditional craftsmanship, cultural practices and performances, traditional medicine and healing practices, and foodways. Government institutions also collaborated with the National Commissions for UNESCO to carry out training sessions on the 2003 Convention, community-based inventorying and periodic reporting. The outcomes of these training sessions include the establishment of legislations on cultural and natural heritage and the establishment of national committees. For example, in Ghana, the National Folklore Board promotes the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. Among its initiatives, the Board organized workshops and seminars on living heritage safeguarding for students at the Ghana Institute of Journalism. 
Over four-fifths of the countries reported tertiary education programmes aimed at improving human capacities to promote the safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage. The majority of the reporting countries emphasized that these programmes are inclusive, offering degree and diploma courses that are accessible to learners with diverse profiles and backgrounds, in parallel with the required academic qualifications (B2.1). For instance, the University of Namibia offers interdisciplinary courses as part of its bachelor’s degree in Sociology and Anthropology. This programme explores medical systems and beliefs, providing insights into various cultures, as well as foundational knowledge and skills related to different cultural interpretations of health and illness.
Community- and/or NGO-based programmes offered training on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in almost all the reporting countries (B2.3). Efforts were made to strengthen traditional crafts, storytelling, drama, oratory, research, and documentation collection techniques in partnership with a range of stakeholders. About one-third of the reporting countries identified museums and/or heritage associations/groups as a source of training in the safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage, especially traditional crafts. In the Congo, the Kébé-Kébé N'golodoua Museum in Oyo (dedicated to the Kébé-Kébé initiation dance) organizes training programmes focusing on the management and safeguarding of the Kébé-Kébé.
Over four-fifths of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B2 and about two-thirds fully satisfied core indicator B4 at the baseline, on the extent to which programmes in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management and formal and non-formal educational programmes help safeguard intangible cultural heritage by building capacities and promoting transmission, respectively. Over four-fifths of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B3, on the extent to which educational programmes are operated by or addressed to communities, groups and individuals, as well as to those working in the fields of culture and heritage. More than half of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B5 at the baseline, on the extent to which intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding are integrated into primary and secondary education. Most of the remaining countries largely satisfied that indicator at the baseline. Three-fifths of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B6 at the baseline, relating to the role of post-secondary education in supporting intangible cultural heritage safeguarding.
[bookmark: _Toc96932886][bookmark: _Toc96941470][bookmark: _Toc96941553][bookmark: _Toc144202093]Reporting countries have noted that legal frameworks recognizing and including mother tongues in educational curricula offer a valuable opportunity to explore and transmit various aspects of intangible cultural heritage. While there is a general awareness of the importance of including gender considerations in educational frameworks, the specific ways in which gender perspectives are integrated into academic content and safeguarding efforts are not widely documented in the reports. Collaboration among stakeholders has been essential in promoting the transmission of traditional knowledge and practices, with a focus on youth, inclusivity, and accessibility in education and vocational training programmes.
[bookmark: _Toc145070739][bookmark: _Toc178209948]Thematic area III - Inventories
In Article 11(b), the Convention requires that a State Party ‘identify and define the various elements of the intangible cultural heritage present in its territory, with the participation of communities, groups and relevant non-governmental organizations’. Article 12.1 specifies that the purpose of inventorying is ‘To ensure identification with a view to safeguarding’. It indicates that each State Party ‘shall draw up, in a manner geared to its own situation, one or more inventories of the intangible cultural heritage present in its territory. These inventories shall be regularly updated.’ The Convention encourages States Parties to endeavor to ensure access to information about the intangible cultural heritage in such inventories, while respecting customary practices governing such access (Article 13(d)(ii)). In order for elements to be inscribed on one of the Lists of the Convention, they need to be included on an inventory of intangible cultural heritage.
The periodic report contains a number of questions about the design and format of inventories of intangible cultural heritage, how communities, groups and individuals and other stakeholders participate in inventorying and how inventories contribute to safeguarding, for example by recording the viability of intangible cultural heritage. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.1pxezwc]List of core indicators and assessment factors on inventories (B7-B8)[footnoteRef:12] [12:  	As section A6 of the periodic reporting form also contains a number of questions about individual inventories, the analysis of that section has been included here. Questions about research and documentation that are part of thematic area III have been included in the following section of this report.] 

	[bookmark: _heading=h.49x2ik5]Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B7. Extent to which inventories reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and contribute to safeguarding
	0. One or more inventorying systems oriented towards safeguarding and reflecting the diversity of intangible cultural heritage have been established or revised since ratification.

	
	0. Specialized inventories and/or inventories of various scopes reflect diversity and contribute to safeguarding.

	
	0. Existing inventory or inventories have been updated during the reporting period, in particular to reflect the current viability of elements included.

	
	0. Access to intangible cultural heritage inventories is facilitated, while respecting customary practices governing access to specific aspects of intangible cultural heritage, and they are utilized to strengthen safeguarding.

	B8. Extent to which the inventorying process is inclusive, respects the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and its practitioners, and supports safeguarding by communities, groups and individuals concerned
	0. Communities, groups and relevant NGOs participate inclusively in inventorying which informs and strengthens their safeguarding efforts.

	
	0. Inventorying process respects the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and its practitioners, including the practices and expressions of all sectors of society, all genders and all regions.


[bookmark: _Toc178209949][bookmark: _Toc96932888][bookmark: _Toc96941555]Summary of analytical findings
In this reporting cycle, over four-fifths of the countries reported having at least one inventory on their territory. Among these thirty-seven countries, a total of seventy-one inventories of intangible cultural heritage were reported on (A6). Among the countries that did not report inventories, at least two have ongoing International Assistance for developing such inventories. Twelve countries reported having more than one inventory of intangible cultural heritage. Mozambique had the highest number with eight inventories, followed by Cameroon and Malawi with seven each. Botswana and Lesotho reported four inventories each, while Congo and Gabon had three each. Benin, Burkina Faso, Mauritius, Nigeria, and Zimbabwe each reported two inventories (A6).
The inventories contained a total of 7,784 elements of intangible cultural heritage. Benin and Burkina Faso had the highest number of inscribed elements, with 2,504 and 1,492 elements, respectively (A6.g). However, this figure is likely an underestimate, as not all countries reported the number of elements in their inventories. For example, Uganda detailed the process for conducting inventories of intangible cultural heritage, with each volume focusing on different aspects and time periods. The first volume, the Busoga Inventory of 2011, contained twenty-eight inventoried elements. The second volume presented over sixty-five elements inventoried in four communities (Alur, Ik, Basongora and Alur) between 2013 and 2014. The third volume, which covered the period from 2012 to 2016, highlighted five elements identified as requiring urgent safeguarding. The fourth volume focused on the Bakonzo, which was surveyed in 2012 by the Cross-Cultural Foundation of Uganda (CCFU), an accredited NGO, and included four elements vulnerable to the challenges of climate change. 
A quarter of the reporting countries indicated that their inventories fully reflect the diversity of the intangible cultural heritage on their territory (B7.1b). Two-fifths of the countries reported that their inventories largely reflect this diversity.[footnoteRef:13] Some inventories have also been structured by volume (A6.i). This has been achieved in a number of ways. In Malawi, for example, intangible heritage elements of different ethnic groups are documented in seven volumes. Each volume is dedicated to a particular ethnic group and presents specific elements of intangible cultural heritage. [13:  	Questions about ‘respecting diversity’ generally indicate the inclusion of different social groups and regions in the process of identifying and inventorying intangible cultural heritage (Core Indicator 8), whereas ‘reflecting diversity’ generally refers to outcomes of the inventorying process, and the diversity of inventoried intangible cultural heritage (Core Indicator 7).] 

Only a few countries reported that their inventories were fully focused on safeguarding, and two-fifths of the countries reported that their inventories were largely focused on safeguarding (B7.1a). For example, in Cabo Verde, the inventory of traditional pottery led to a number of safeguarding measures. One important outcome was the creation of a production workshop for the potters of Fonte Lima, providing them with a dedicated space to create and share their work. An interpretation centre has also been developed to educate the public about the importance of the pottery and the cultural practices associated with it. 
Information on the viability of the element (A6.l) was included in more than half of the inventories. More than four-fifths of the inventories included information on threats to the viability of elements of intangible cultural heritage (A6.m). The reports identified several common threats to the viability of these elements, including the limited involvement of young people in safeguarding, as well as climate change, globalization, the ageing and disappearance of bearers and practitioners,[footnoteRef:14] socio-political and economic challenges, a lack of financial support, restrictions on access to materials for certain crafts, rural depopulation, a lack of education and documentation on intangible heritage, and overexploitation of practices related to intangible cultural heritage. [14:  	See the section on ‘Engaging Youth in Safeguarding and Ensuring the Future Viability of Intangible Heritage’.] 

[image: ]Only three countries reported that their inventories were regularly updated to a full extent to consider the viability of the elements included (B7.3) (Figure 5 below). This highlights the challenges countries face in maintaining and updating their inventories while assessing the viability of the listed elements. Efforts have been made to improve the updating process and ensure the viability of these elements. For example, the Southern African Intangible Cultural Heritage Cooperation (SAICH) is a regional online platform for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, launched in 2015 and shared by southern African countries such as Botswana, Eswatini, Lesotho, Malawi, Namibia, Zambia and Zimbabwe. Reports from Mali and Zimbabwe indicated that they have integrated their elements into the SAICH online platform. Figure 5. Extent to which existing inventories are regularly updated, considering the current viability of the elements (n=40) (B7.3).


Almost one-third of the countries reported that their inventories were fully accessible to relevant stakeholders, while respecting customary practices governing access (B7.4a). Open online platforms often provided access, open consultation and in some cases direct participation. In Ethiopia, while there are challenges in accessing inventories of intangible cultural heritage due to the lack of a centralized database, efforts are being made to overcome these obstacles by means of digital dissemination through universities, by disseminating both published and unpublished materials through their websites, and through events such as seminars and conferences. 
Less than one tenth of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B7 at the baseline on the extent to which inventories reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and contribute to safeguarding. A further one-third largely satisfied this indicator. More than two-thirds of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B8 at the baseline, on the extent to which the inventorying process is inclusive, respects the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and its practitioners and supports safeguarding.
The reports highlighted the importance of inventories in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage and promoting traditions and practices for future generations. However, limited funding and the lack of a central repository in some countries hamper efforts to include and make elements of intangible cultural heritage accessible. The establishment of regional platforms can provide a central hub for these inventories, facilitating access for researchers, educators and the public, while attracting funding and support for safeguarding initiatives. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070741][bookmark: _Toc178209950][bookmark: _Toc96932902][bookmark: _Toc96941471][bookmark: _Toc96941569][bookmark: _Toc144202095]Thematic area III - Research and documentation
The Convention encourages States Parties to ‘foster scientific, technical and artistic studies, as well as research methodologies, with a view to effective safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage, in particular the intangible cultural heritage in danger’ (Article 13(c)). States Parties are also encouraged to adopt appropriate legal, technical, administrative and financial measures aimed at ‘ensuring access to the intangible cultural heritage while respecting customary practices governing access to specific aspects of such heritage’ (Article 13(d)(ii)). Of course, under Article 15 and the Ethical Principles, the communities, groups and individuals concerned are central to the safeguarding process; they should be involved in undertaking or guiding research and documentation and be able to use its results.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about support for research and documentation, community and other stakeholder participation therein, accessibility and utilization. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.3o7alnk]List of core indicators and assessment factors on research and documentation (B9-B10)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B9. Extent to which research and documentation, including scientific, technical and artistic studies, contribute to safeguarding
	0. Financial and other forms of support foster research, scientific, technical and artistic studies, documentation and archiving, oriented towards safeguarding and carried out in conformity with relevant ethical principles.

	
	0. Research is fostered concerning approaches towards, and impacts of, safeguarding intangible cultural heritage in general and specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed.

	
	0. Practitioners and bearers of intangible cultural heritage participate in the management, implementation and dissemination of research findings and scientific, technical and artistic studies, all done with their free, prior, sustained and informed consent.

	B10. Extent to which research findings and documentation are accessible and are utilized to strengthen policy-making and improve safeguarding
	0. Documentation and research findings are accessible to communities, groups and individuals, while respecting customary practices governing access to specific aspects of intangible cultural heritage.

	
	0. The results of research, documentation, and scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage are utilized to strengthen policy-making across sectors.

	
	0. The results of research, documentation, and scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage are utilized to improve safeguarding.


[bookmark: _Toc178209951][bookmark: _Toc144202096][bookmark: _Toc96932904][bookmark: _Toc96941571]Summary of analytical findings 
Most countries have some form of financial or other support system for research and documentation efforts related to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B9.1). Government institutions, through the ministries responsible for culture, are the main providers of this support. These institutions use the allocated budget to promote and conduct research, including scientific, technical, and artistic studies focused on safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. Artistic studies are highlighted as one of the fields where communities actively engage in the research process. For example, the Rwandan government allocates a yearly budget specifically for research related to intangible cultural heritage. This budget is managed by several key institutions, such as the Ministry of National Unity and Civic Engagement (MINUBUMWE), the Rwanda Cultural Heritage Academy (RCHA), the Rwanda Governance Board, and the University of Rwanda. Bearers of the intangible cultural heritage are actively consulted during the research process to ensure cultural relevance, the findings of which are then published online to make them accessible to the public.
In some cases, research funding comes from international and bilateral cooperation. In South Sudan, for example, a project to document the intangible cultural heritage of the country's largest ethnic groups ‒ the Dinka, Nuer, Luo and Azande ‒ was funded by the Royal Norwegian Embassy in South Sudan.
Over four-fifths of the countries reported that practitioners and bearers participated in the management, implementation, and dissemination of research findings. This participation was based on their free, prior, sustained, and informed consent (B9.3). In some cases, communities not only participate but also facilitate research and fieldwork. Nearly two-fifths of the countries reported that research results were to some extent made available to communities, groups and individuals, respecting customary practices (B10.1) (Figure 6 below). In Ethiopia, for example, both the involvement of practitioners in research and the sharing of results are always ensured with their explicit consent. This commitment to consent also applies to the publication of research findings related to intangible cultural heritage. Before any findings are published, they are validated by the communities, meaning that the community agrees with the findings, and practitioners are consulted in the process of sharing this information.
Figure 6. Extent to which research findings are made accessible to communities, groups and individuals, while respecting customary practices. (n= 42) (B10.1)
[image: A screenshot of a computer

Description automatically generated]
Most countries reported that they rely on and support institutions such as universities, national archives, national libraries, national museums and NGOs for research and documentation related to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in general as well as specific elements (B9.2). In Benin, for example, to safeguard the practice of indigo dyeing, Nadia Adanlé, a prominent designer and founder of Couleur Indigo, has conducted research with various families who run indigo dyeing businesses to understand the necessary inputs and techniques to achieve better results. She has also set up her own indigo plantation and trained communities and groups in the various stages of the natural indigo dyeing process. 
Just over two-fifths of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B9 at the baseline in relation to the contribution of research and documentation to safeguarding. Less than one-third of the reporting countries fully or largely satisfied core indicator B10 at the baseline, regarding the accessibility of research and documentation findings and their utilization to strengthen policy-making and improve safeguarding.
[bookmark: _Toc96932915][bookmark: _Toc96941472][bookmark: _Toc96941582][bookmark: _Toc144202097]Countries are actively addressing the challenge of limited resources for researching and documenting intangible cultural heritage by fostering collaboration and seeking support from various institutions and funders. They are also working to bridge the gap in understanding between bearers and researchers. Bearers may not always be fully aware of the safeguarding processes or of the importance of their active participation. Efforts have been made to enhance communication and ensure that bearers understand how important their involvement is to the safeguarding process.
[bookmark: _Toc178209952]Thematic area IV - Policies, legal and administrative measures
Establishing a set of relevant policies and/or legal and administrative measures creates an important basis for supporting the design, development, delivery and implementation of effective and sustainable programmes and activities for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage in different sectors. Article 13(a) of the Convention encourages States Parties to ‘adopt a general policy aimed at promoting the function of the intangible cultural heritage in society, and at integrating the safeguarding of such heritage into planning programmes’ (see also OD 153(b)(i)). A primary area of such policy-making and planning is likely to be the culture sector, where action plans and strategies for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding may also be developed (see ODs 1, 2 and 171(d)) with the involvement of the communities, groups and individuals concerned, in line with Article 15.
In the Convention, education is given particular attention as a means of ensuring respect for intangible cultural heritage and raising awareness of its importance (Article 1) as well as an important locus for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage by supporting its transmission (Article 2.3). Article 14(a)(ii) of the Convention also emphasizes the desirability of ‘specific educational and training programmes within the communities and groups concerned’ as a means to ‘ensure recognition of, respect for, and enhancement of the intangible cultural heritage in society’. Policies in other development sectors, including inclusive social or economic development, and environmental sustainability, can be established or revised to consider intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in line with the Ethical Principles. The Convention’s Article 13(a) refers to the importance of ‘integrating the safeguarding of [intangible cultural heritage] into planning programmes’, and more detailed guidance is given in Chapter VI of the Operational Directives.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about policies, legal and administrative measures that support intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and how communities, groups and individuals concerned are involved in policy-making. These questions are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc96932916][bookmark: _Toc96941583]List of core indicators and assessment factors on policies, legal and administrative measures (B11-B14)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B11. Extent to which policies as well as legal and administrative measures in the field of culture reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and the importance of its safeguarding and are implemented
	11.1 Cultural policies and/or legal and administrative measures integrating intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, and reflecting its diversity, have been established or revised and are being implemented.

	1. 
	11.2 National or sub-national strategies and/or action plans for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding are established or revised and are being implemented, including safeguarding plans for specific elements, whether or not inscribed.

	
	11.3 Public financial and/or technical support for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage elements, whether or not inscribed, is provided on an equitable basis, in relation to the overall support for culture and heritage at large, while bearing in mind the priority for those identified as in need of urgent safeguarding.

	
	11.4 Cultural policies and/or legal and administrative measures integrating intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding are informed by the active participation of communities, groups and individuals.

	B12. Extent to which policies as well as legal and administrative measures in the field of education reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and the importance of its safeguarding and are implemented
	12.1 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures for education are established or revised and implemented to ensure recognition of, respect for and enhancement of intangible cultural heritage.

	2. 
	12.2 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures for education are established or revised and implemented to strengthen transmission and practice of intangible cultural heritage.

	3. 
	12.3 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures promote mother tongue instruction and multilingual education.

	B13. Extent to which policies as well as legal and administrative measures in fields other than culture and education reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and the importance of its safeguarding and are implemented
	13.1 The Ethical Principles for Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage are respected in development plans, policies and programmes.

	4. 
	13.2 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures for inclusive social development[footnoteRef:15] and environmental sustainability are established or revised to consider intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding. [15:  	In conformity with Chapter VI of the Operational Directives, ‘inclusive social development’ comprises food security, health care, gender equality, access to clean and safe water and sustainable water use; quality education is included within core indicator B12.] 


	5. 
	13.3 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures to respond to situations of natural disaster or armed conflict are established or revised to include the intangible cultural heritage affected and to recognize its importance for the resilience of the affected populations.

	6. 
	13.4 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures for inclusive economic development are established or revised to consider intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding.[footnoteRef:16] [16:  	In conformity with Chapter VI of the Operational Directives, ‘inclusive economic development’ comprises income generation and sustainable livelihoods, productive employment and decent work, and the impact of tourism on the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage and vice versa.] 


	7. 
	13.5 Favourable financial or fiscal measures or incentives are established or revised to facilitate and/or encourage practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage and increase availability of natural and other resources required for its practice.

	B14. Extent to which policies as well as legal and administrative measures respect customary rights, practices and expressions, particularly as regards the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage
	14.1 Forms of legal protection, such as intellectual property rights and privacy rights, are provided to intangible cultural heritage practitioners, bearers and their communities when their intangible cultural heritage is exploited by others for commercial or other purposes.

	8. 
	14.2 The importance of customary rights of communities and groups to land, sea and forest ecosystems necessary for the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage is recognized in policies and/or legal and administrative measures.

	9. 
	14.3 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures recognize expressions, practices and representations of intangible cultural heritage that contribute to dispute prevention and peaceful conflict resolution.


[bookmark: _Toc178209953][bookmark: _Toc144202098][bookmark: _Toc96932936][bookmark: _Toc96941473][bookmark: _Toc96941603]Summary of analytical findings 
Almost all the reporting countries indicated that they had cultural policies that integrate intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, reflecting its diversity (B11.1). Some of these national policies existed prior to the 2003 Convention. Most of the policies, often referred to as ‘cultural heritage policy’ or ‘national cultural policy’, aim to promote and protect both tangible and intangible cultural heritage, as well as natural heritage.[footnoteRef:17] These policies generally acknowledge different forms of expression, ethnic, cultural and religious diversity, while strengthening national unity and pride. Given the broad nature of cultural policies, tangible and natural heritage often receive a greater emphasis, primarily because the 2003 Convention is still relatively new. For instance, in Uganda, although funding is allocated to cultural and heritage initiatives, there tends to be a greater focus on natural and cultural heritage. Some national cultural policies specifically highlight the role of intangible cultural heritage. For instance, Rwanda's National Cultural Heritage Policy, adopted in 2015, emphasizes the importance of the country's intangible cultural heritage. In 2016, Law No. 28/2016 was enacted to preserve cultural heritage and traditional knowledge, including provisions for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage through the establishment of a national inventory. A draft revision of the national culture policy began in 2021, further focusing on the safeguarding and promotion of intangible cultural heritage, in line with the 2003 Convention, which Rwanda ratified in 2013. Some reporting countries have also reviewed their legislations to incorporate the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B11.1). Examples include the draft National Arts Culture and Heritage Policy of Lesotho (enacted in 2005, and revised in 2019), the Uganda National Culture Policy (2006, with a revised draft in 2023), and the Eswatini Indigenous Knowledge Policy, as well as the Cultural Policy of the Central African Republic (2006, revised in 2020). [17:  	Policy is an umbrella term used to describe national cultural policies or legal and administrative measures. ] 

More than two-fifths of the countries reported that communities, groups, and individuals are involved in the development of policies and legal measures to a high extent (B11.4) (Figure 9 below). In The Gambia, for example, consultative meetings, focus group discussions, workshops, and seminars involved chiefs, village heads, women community leaders, and youth leaders in the development of the Copyright Regulation, the National Centre for Arts and Culture Act, and the National Endowment Fund for Arts and Culture. 
Figure 7. Extent of community, group, and individual participation in cultural policies and/or legal and administrative measures. (n= 40) (B11.4).
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Almost four-fifths of the reporting countries have national education policies that recognize the importance of cultural heritage, with some making specific reference to intangible cultural heritage (B12.1). Over two-thirds (19 out of 28) reported laws and initiatives related to land use, traditional crops, and cuisine. For example, Sao Tome and Principe’s school nutrition project promotes healthy eating using local produce like Moringa Spirulina. 
Almost four-fifths of the countries indicated that they had adopted policies and/or legal and administrative measures to promote mother-tongue teaching and multilingual education (B12.3). It was pointed out in the reports that the promotion of the mother tongue is an effective way of incorporating language content and transmitting intangible cultural heritage. For example, in Kenya, the National Curriculum Policy has adopted the mother tongue as the medium of instruction. In Botswana, the revised National Education Policy (Kagisano) (1995) identified eleven mother-tongue languages as the medium of instruction in primary schools, thereby contributing to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage.
More than four-fifths of the reporting countries have implemented policies and measures that integrate intangible cultural heritage into key areas such as food security, health care, climate change, gender equality, access to water and sustainable practices (B13.2). As a result, some countries have demonstrated how the integration of intangible cultural heritage can also be a driver for sustainable development in the areas mentioned. About three-fifths presented laws addressing climate change that recognize intangible cultural heritage. In Niger, for example, the involvement of the Ministry of Culture in the Integrated Landscape Management Project demonstrated the government's commitment to recognizing the importance of local knowledge and practices related to nature and the universe. The project aimed to increase the resilience of the population in the face of climate-related challenges.
Almost all the countries reported policies and/or legal and administrative measures that recognize that expressions, practices and representations of intangible cultural heritage contribute to the peaceful prevention and resolution of conflicts (B14.3). More than three-fifths of the countries reported having policies that responded to situations of natural disaster or armed conflict that had been established or revised to include the intangible cultural heritage affected and recognize its importance for the resilience of the affected populations (B13.3). In Cameroon, efforts by the state, UNESCO, and UNHCR support displaced persons in practising their intangible cultural heritage, with initiatives like the Ministry of Arts and Culture-led visit to the Minawao refugee camp to promote cultural continuity among refugees. 
Around three-fifths of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B11 at the baseline regarding policies in the culture sector. A further three-fifths of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B12 at the baseline with regards to the integration of intangible cultural heritage into policies in the education sector. About half of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B13 at the baseline with regards to the integration of intangible cultural heritage into policies in other sectors. Just over three-fifths of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B14 at the baseline in relation to respect for customary rights, practices and expressions in policies. 
Most of the reporting countries have cultural heritage policies that could serve as valuable examples for enhancing intangible cultural heritage safeguarding efforts elsewhere in the region. However, support for intangible cultural heritage often lags behind that for natural and tangible heritage. This highlights the need for better capacity-building within heritage management entities. To address this, policies may need to focus on comprehensive training and the integration of intangible cultural heritage into overall heritage management practices, improving the understanding of how natural, tangible, and intangible heritage are interrelated. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070745][bookmark: _Toc178209954][bookmark: _Toc144202099][bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]Thematic area V - The role of intangible cultural heritage in society
The Convention suggests that intangible cultural heritage is of importance to the communities, groups and individuals concerned, as it ‘provides them with a sense of identity and continuity, thus promoting respect for cultural diversity and human creativity’ (Article 2.1). Of course, specific elements of intangible cultural heritage have a particular meaning and value for bearer communities, including as a means of dialogue, a source of knowledge and skills, and a resource for sustainable development. The requirement of ‘mutual respect among communities, groups and individuals’ figures into the Convention’s definition of intangible cultural heritage (Article 2.1), and the Convention’s aim to ‘ensure respect for the intangible cultural heritage of the communities, groups and individuals concerned’ (Article 1(b)) implies respect for those people as well as their intangible cultural heritage.
The Convention also recommends that States Parties adopt ‘a general policy aimed at promoting the function of the intangible cultural heritage in society, and at integrating the safeguarding of such heritage into planning programmes’ (Article 13(a)). These policies should be inclusive and non-discriminatory, in accordance with the emphasis on cultural diversity in the Convention’s Preamble, Article 2.1, Article 11 and related texts. Operational Directive paragraph 174, for example, says that ‘States Parties shall endeavor to ensure that their safeguarding plans and programmes are fully inclusive of all sectors and strata of society, including Indigenous Peoples, migrants, immigrants and refugees, people of different ages and genders, persons with disabilities and members of vulnerable groups, in conformity with Article 11 of the Convention’.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about the role of intangible cultural heritage in society, particularly for bearer communities, and how it is being promoted and recognized, for example in development interventions. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.vx1227]List of core indicators and assessment factors on the role of intangible cultural heritage in society (B15-B16)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B15. Extent to which the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in society is recognized, both by the communities, groups and individuals concerned and by society at large
	0. Communities, groups and individuals use their intangible cultural heritage for their well-being, including in the context of sustainable development programmes.

	
	0. Communities, groups and individuals use their intangible cultural heritage for dialogue promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peacebuilding.

	
	0. Development interventions recognize the importance of intangible cultural heritage in society as a source of identity and continuity, and as a source of knowledge and skills, and strengthen its role as a resource to enable sustainable development.

	B16. Extent to which the importance of safeguarding intangible cultural heritage is recognized through inclusive plans and programmes that foster self-respect and mutual respect
	0. Intangible cultural heritage safeguarding plans and programmes are inclusive of all sectors and strata of society, including, but not limited to:
·  
· Indigenous Peoples;
· groups with different ethnic identities;
· migrants, immigrants and refugees;
· people of different ages;
· people of different genders;
· persons with disabilities;
· members of vulnerable groups.

	
	0. Self-respect and mutual respect are fostered among communities, groups and individuals through safeguarding plans and programmes for intangible cultural heritage in general and/or for specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed.


[bookmark: _Toc145070752][bookmark: _Toc178209955]Summary of analytical findings 
All the countries in this cycle reported that communities, groups, and individuals utilized their intangible cultural heritage to promote well-being (B15.1). For many communities, the practice of traditional medicine has had a positive impact on health care and well-being. As a result, specific legislations have been improved to further recognize and integrate traditional medicine into the healthcare system. In Angola, communities use medicinal plants to treat many diseases. Thus, a specific legislation was created establishing the National Policy of Traditional and Contemplative Medicine, presented by Presidential Decree no. 277/20 in 2020. Additionally, the Forúm da Medicina Tradicional (FUMETRA, Forum of Traditional Medicine) was set up as an NGO to support the work of the Ministry of Health and the Ministry of Culture and Tourism. 
Almost all the countries reported that communities, groups and individuals have used their intangible cultural heritage to promote dialogue, mutual respect, conflict resolution and peacebuilding (B15.2). In the Democratic Republic of the Congo, for example, a panel of experts met with the Minister of Culture, Arts and Heritage to assess the current and future impact of the Congolese rumba and its role in promoting peace. This multinational element was inscribed on the Representative List by the Democratic Republic of the Congo and the Republic of the Congo in 2021.
Most countries also reported that safeguarding plans and programmes promoted self- and mutual respect among communities, groups and individuals (B16.2). In Chad, the government provides contributions or subsidies to support the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage by supporting the organization of festivals such as Dary and others (Togna-Massana, Gourna, Kodoma, FESMACUN, FENAC), which include cultural events that are ideal opportunities for ethnocultural communities to practise, transmit and safeguard their elements of intangible cultural heritage. 
Over four-fifths of the countries reported involving diverse groups in safeguarding plans and programmes to some extent (B16.1) (Figure 2). Two-thirds of the countries reported involving people of different ages and genders, and almost half of the countries involved people with disabilities. For example, in Gabon, specifically in the Nkembo district, the Ministry of Social Affairs is working to integrate people with motor disabilities into the community. They make masks and rattan articles, as well as handicrafts for interior decoration.
Almost all the countries, reported that the development policies recognized the importance of intangible cultural heritage in society as a source of identity, continuity, knowledge and skills, and a resource for sustainable development. More than two-thirds of the countries identified intangible cultural heritage as a resource for fostering sustainable development, while just under two-thirds recognized it as a source of knowledge and skills (B15.3) (Figure 8 below). In Ethiopia, the Fichee-Chambalaalla, New Year festival of the Sidama people, is considered a source of continuity and identity, as well as a tool for fostering social cohesion and peaceful coexistence. The festival promotes reconciliation as community members are required to reconcile before the Fichee-Chambalaalla Holiday, emphasizing the importance of peaceful relationships. 
Figure 8. Recognition of the importance of intangible cultural heritage in society, in development interventions in reporting countries (n=34) (B15.3)
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Almost three-fifths of the reporting countries fully satisfied, and over one-third largely satisfied, core indicator B15 at the baseline regarding the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in society. A further three-fifths of the reporting countries fully satisfied and one-half largely satisfied core indicator B16 at the baseline, regarding the inclusivity of safeguarding plans and programmes that foster self-respect and mutual respect.
[bookmark: _Toc144202100][bookmark: _Toc96932938][bookmark: _Toc96941605]Intangible cultural heritage was widely recognized in reporting countries as a vital contributor to ethnic, community and national identity, as well as to well-being, peace and sustainable development, particularly in areas such as handicrafts, traditional medicine, agriculture and water management. Some national development strategies have integrated the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, but there is limited systematic evidence in the reports to assess their wider societal impact. While projects in handicrafts and other areas contribute to income generation, their direct role in safeguarding specific elements of intangible cultural heritage and promoting equitable economic practices was not always clear. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932948][bookmark: _Toc96941474][bookmark: _Toc96941615][bookmark: _Toc144202101][bookmark: _Toc178209956][bookmark: OLE_LINK3][bookmark: OLE_LINK4]Thematic area VI – Awareness-raising about the importance of intangible cultural heritage 
Awareness-raising about the importance of intangible cultural heritage is one of the Convention’s main four purposes (Article 1(c)) and can help ensure the broad appreciation of it. To this end, States are encouraged to ‘ensure recognition of, respect for, and enhancement of the intangible cultural heritage in society, in particular through: (i) educational, awareness-raising and information programmes, aimed at the general public, in particular young people’ (Article 14(a), see also ODs 100-117). Awareness-raising activities should be carried out with wide community participation in line with Article 15, and in conformity with the relevant Ethical Principles. 
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about awareness-raising activities, community and youth participation in them, the role of media and public sector actors, and alignment with the Ethical Principles. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc96932949][bookmark: _Toc96941616]List of core indicators and assessment factors on raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage (B17‒B20)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B17. Extent to which communities, groups and individuals participate widely in raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding
	17.1 Awareness-raising actions reflect the inclusive and widest possible participation of communities, groups and individuals concerned.

	10. 
	17.2 The free, prior, sustained and informed consent of communities, groups and individuals concerned is secured for conducting awareness-raising activities concerning specific elements of their intangible cultural heritage.

	11. 
	17.3 The rights of communities, groups and individuals and their moral and material interests are duly protected when raising awareness about their intangible cultural heritage.

	12. 
	17.4 Youth are actively engaged in awareness-raising activities, including collecting and disseminating information about the intangible cultural heritage of their communities or groups.

	
	17.5 Communities, groups and individuals use information and communication technologies and all forms of media, in particular new media, for raising awareness of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding.

	B18. Extent to which media are involved in raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and in promoting understanding and mutual respect
	18.1 Media coverage raises awareness of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and promotes mutual respect among communities, groups and individuals.

	13. 
	18.2 Specific cooperation activities or programmes concerning intangible cultural heritage are established and implemented between various intangible cultural heritage stakeholders and media organizations, including capacity-building activities.

	14. 
	18.3 Media programming on intangible cultural heritage is inclusive, utilizes the languages of the communities and groups concerned, and/or addresses different target groups.

	
	18.4 Media coverage of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding is in line with the concepts and terminology of the Convention. 

	B19. Extent to which public information measures raise awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and promote understanding and mutual respect
	19.1 Practitioners and bearers of intangible cultural heritage are acknowledged publicly, on an inclusive basis, through policies and programmes.

	15. 
	19.2 Public events concerning intangible cultural heritage, its importance and safeguarding, and the Convention, are organized for communities, groups and individuals, the general public, researchers, the media and other stakeholders.

	16. 
	19.3 Programmes for promotion and dissemination of good safeguarding practices are fostered and supported.

	17. 
	19.4 Public information on intangible cultural heritage promotes mutual respect and appreciation within and between communities and groups.

	B20. Extent to which programmes raising awareness of intangible cultural heritage respect the relevant ethical principles
	20.1 The Ethical Principles for Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage are respected in awareness-raising activities.

	18. 
	20.2 Ethical principles, particularly as embodied in relevant professional codes or standards, are respected in awareness-raising activities.


[bookmark: _Toc145070736][bookmark: _Toc178209957]Summary of analytical findings
Almost all the countries reported having organized events on intangible cultural heritage, its importance and safeguarding, as well as on the Convention. These activities included training workshops, media programmes, inventorying projects, research initiatives and documentation efforts (B19.2). In Cabo Verde, local councils have organized events aimed at local communities. For example, the Council of Santa Cruz organized a training course for batucadeiras, with the main purpose being to provide them with specialized technical knowledge on the establishment of terreiros (traditional meeting places) and the composition of texts for traditional 'batuku' and 'finason' dances. The training course encouraged the practice and cultural recognition of both ‘batuku’ and ‘finason’ and stimulated the active participation of ‘batucadeiras’ in the safeguarding and promotion of these two dance genres.
More than four-fifths of the media programmes on intangible heritage focused on the use of community languages and the promotion of inclusivity (B18.3). In Rwanda, the national language, Kinyarwanda, is used to disseminate awareness programmes on intangible cultural heritage and related activities. If the target group includes diaspora, an official language other than Kinyarwanda is used, such as Swahili, English, and French. Mechanisms to facilitate youth engagement in awareness-raising about intangible cultural heritage were reported by almost all the countries (B17.4), especially in the dissemination of information about their intangible cultural heritage, through social media. In Kenya, as a way of raising awareness of intangible cultural heritage, communities organize and participate in cultural festivals annually. At the annual Rusinga festival, for example, the older men and women participate in storytelling sessions, and in food and traditional medicine exhibitions, while young men and women participate in the boat racing competition, in the tag of war, and in dances. Children are also involved in dances and storytelling sessions. 
About three-quarters of the reporting countries noted that their media promote mutual respect among communities and almost all raise awareness of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding (B18.1). In Zambia, the Zambia National Broadcasting Corporation (ZNBC) runs programmes such as Thumba La Mwili and Chintobe-ntobe, which are not only presented in the local language, but also focus on the intangible cultural heritage of the community practising such local language. 
Figure 9. Extent to which media coverage raises awareness of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and promoting mutual respect among communities, groups and individuals (n=37) (B18.1)
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Only about one-fifth of the countries that reported on media coverage showed extensive coverage of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding. However, this coverage was often not in line with the concepts and terminology of the Convention (B18.4). In Burundi, for example, a workshop on the Convention was organized in 2020 to improve the skills of journalists from both print media and public and private radio and television stations. However, in general countries reported that further capacity-building is needed for journalists to deepen their understanding and improve their reporting on intangible cultural heritage. In the case of countries with low media coverage, media were still experiencing difficulties with the terminology of the Convention and often made inaccuracies by creating hierarchies of cultures. In Benin, for example, it was noted that only specialists were ‘familiar with the concepts and terminology of the 2003 Convention’. Journalists have reported extensively on the Convention. However, they have not been trained in its concepts and terminology. 
Almost all the countries reported that programmes to raise awareness of intangible cultural heritage adhered to relevant ethical principles (B20.1). These programmes were often aligned with the twelve ethical principles for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, despite not explicitly referring to the specific ethical principles of the Convention, as they are not formally incorporated into any normative or legal framework. In Ghana, for example, the Kpagekope community in the Kwahu Afram Plains North worked with the National Folklore Board on a research project. This project focused on documenting and safeguarding their cultural practice of 'bamboo fishing', which is an important element for their cultural identity. Fishermen, fishmongers and community elders were actively involved in the documentation process. They shared their knowledge, performed the various stages of the cultural element and contributed oral histories related to the element. The results of this collaborative research project were shared with community members, allowing them to review the documentation, correct inaccuracies and ensure that the information accurately represented their cultural element. 
Almost three-quarters of the reporting countries fully satisfied core indicator B17 at the baseline regarding community participation in awareness-raising and the extent to which programmes raising awareness of intangible cultural heritage respected the relevant ethical principles. Additionally, more than half of the countries fully satisfied core indicator at the baseline for B18, regarding media involvement. Moreover, four-fifths of countries fully satisfied core indicator B19, with regards to public information measures.
The involvement of younger individuals in disseminating information about elements of intangible cultural heritage in their communities through social media presents an opportunity to engage them in safeguarding activities. However, it is essential to establish ethical guidelines for the younger generation to ensure respectful documentation and dissemination with community consent. 
[bookmark: _Toc144202102][bookmark: _Toc96932950][bookmark: _Toc96941617]The challenges faced by traditional media, such as journalists' lack of familiarity with the Convention's terminology, underscore the need for strategies to enhance their understanding and involve them in capacity-building programmes. It is essential to recognize successful community practices to ensure effective awareness-raising programmes and policies promoting intangible cultural heritage while upholding ethical standards. However, further efforts are needed to specify and clarify these practices and sharing good practices among countries can enhance collaboration and safeguarding efforts.
[bookmark: _Toc145070749][bookmark: _Toc178209958][bookmark: _Toc96932961][bookmark: _Toc96941475][bookmark: _Toc96941628][bookmark: _Toc144202103]Thematic area VII - Safeguarding activities for intangible cultural heritage
Effectively involving a broad range of actors is essential to achieving the best safeguarding results, whether for intangible cultural heritage in general or for specific elements of intangible cultural heritage. Key among these actors are the communities, groups and, where appropriate, individuals concerned, whose widest possible participation in the safeguarding and management of their intangible cultural heritage is encouraged in Article 15, the Operational Directives and Ethical Principles. This does not simply imply a two-way partnership between the State and such communities; rather, the Operational Directives have also developed an important role in safeguarding for NGOs and other civil society actors (e.g. ODs 90, 108, 157(e), 158(b), 162(e), 163(b)), as well as the private sector (OD 187). The effectiveness of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programmes and measures can be increased and improved through regular monitoring and scientific, technical and artistic studies to provide feedback about positive or negative impacts. Such monitoring studies can be done by the communities concerned, NGOs and other civil society bodies, research institutions and centres of expertise, scholars and experts.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about the engagement of diverse actors in safeguarding activities. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.nmf14n]List of core indicators and assessment factors on safeguarding activities for intangible cultural heritage (B21-B22)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B21. Extent to which engagement for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage is enhanced among stakeholders
	0. Communities, groups and individuals participate, on an inclusive basis and to the widest possible extent, in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in general and of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed.

	
	0. NGOs and other civil society actors participate in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in general, and of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed.

	
	0. Private sector entities participate in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, and of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed, respecting the Ethical Principles for Safeguarding intangible cultural heritage.

	B22. Extent to which civil society contributes to monitoring of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding
	0. An enabling environment exists for communities, groups and individuals concerned to monitor and undertake scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programmes and measures.

	
	0. An enabling environment exists for NGOs and other civil society bodies to monitor and undertake scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programmes and measures.

	
	0. An enabling environment exists for scholars, experts, research institutions and centres of expertise to monitor and undertake scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programmes and measures.


[bookmark: _Toc178209959]Summary of analytical findings
Just over half of the countries in this cycle reported a high participation from communities, groups, and individuals in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage (B21.1) (Figure 10 below). Additionally, the participation of civil society or NGOs in these efforts were reported by more than one-third of the countries (B21.2). In Togo, for example, the traditional Ewe celebration in Notse, held every September, brings together the Ewe communities from Togo, Ghana, and Benin. This example highlights the active participation of several Ewe communities from different countries, emphasizing their collective commitment to safeguarding, celebrating, and enhancing their shared element.
Figure 10. Extent of participation by the communities, groups and individuals concerned in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding activities in reporting countries (n=36) (B21.1)
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Countries reported that NGOs have diverse and multidisciplinary missions that are directly or indirectly related to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. However, as these organizations do not focus exclusively on this area, countries did not include them in the specific section dedicated to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B21.2). In Niger, for example, three initiatives by NGOs and civil society actors to safeguard intangible cultural heritage were reported, such as the NGO Culture-Art-Humanité, which organized training workshops for women potters and young girls and boys in the making and use of the traditional ‘Gurumi’ instrument. The Akushi da Ruhi agency organized a festival on the culinary art of Aréwa and the ‘La Marmite Nigérienne’ platform organized a training session in Diffa followed by a competition on traditional Manga dishes.
More than one-third of the countries reported the involvement of the private sector in respecting ethical principles in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B21.3). In general, the direct involvement of the private sector remained low in most countries. Nevertheless, several reports showed that the tourism and fashion industries have played a role in supporting cultural heritage in general. This support was mostly in the form of the production of cultural goods and the organization of visits to local communities, which can indirectly contribute to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. In Kenya, for example, the fashion brand Sidai Designs works with Maasai women to create traditional beadwork, which is then marketed and sold on a fair trade basis, ensuring that the artisans are paid fairly for their work. The partnership is sustainable, bringing long-term benefits to the Maasai women involved and helping to safeguard the craft.
Nearly four-fifths of the countries reported having an environment that enables community groups, individuals, NGOs, and other civil society bodies to monitor and undertake scientific, technical, and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programmes and measures (B22.1 and B22.2). In Mozambique, for example, the Association of Traditional Doctors of Mozambique (AMETRAMO) is represented in all provinces and serves as a bridge between the government and traditional health practitioners, ensuring that traditional health rituals, which are part of the country's intangible cultural heritage, are safeguarded, respected, and integrated into the broader social and governmental framework. 
Over four-fifths of the countries reported having an environment that enables schools, experts, research institutions, and centres of expertise to monitor and undertake scientific, technical, and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programmes and measures (B22.3). For example, Rwanda allocates an annual budget to public research institutions, including the Academy of Cultural Heritage of Rwanda, the Rwanda Governance Board, the University of Rwanda and the Institute of Scientific and Technological Research, among others. This funding supports their efforts to research and promote cultural values, the Ikinyarwanda language, traditional dances, poetry and other forms of traditional knowledge in the country.
About one-third of the reporting countries fully or largely satisfied core indicator B21 at the baseline, regarding the engagement of different kinds of stakeholders for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. About three-quarters fully satisfied core indicator B22 at the baseline, regarding an enabling environment for research on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding by different kinds of stakeholders.
Across the reports, countries emphasized that insufficient financial resources limit the ability of stakeholders to effectively safeguard intangible cultural heritage. In addition, stakeholders were often mentioned without elaborating on their specific activities; in particular, their role in inventorying and documenting elements to ensure their safeguarding and transmission to future generations is vital for this thematic area. Stakeholders may often find it difficult to establish a balance between the promotion of economic development and the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. However, with the support of governments, NGOs and civil society organizations, addressing this challenge can be an opportunity to empower the communities, groups and individuals concerned. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070751][bookmark: _Toc178209960][bookmark: _Toc96932975][bookmark: _Toc96941476][bookmark: _Toc96941642][bookmark: _Toc144202105]Thematic area VIII - International cooperation and engagement
One of the Convention’s four purposes is ‘to provide for international cooperation and assistance’ (Article 1(d)), and the Convention further defines international cooperation as including joint initiatives, among other things (Article 19). International mechanisms such as International Assistance, inscription on the Lists and Register of the Convention (especially mechanisms allowing multinational nominations), allow for collaboration, cooperation and communication between States Parties at the international level. Article 19 encourages States ‘to cooperate at the bilateral, subregional, regional and international levels,’ and such cooperation can be formalized through networking and institutional cooperation, including the accreditation of NGOs.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about international cooperation and engagement in safeguarding activities at the bilateral, subregional, regional and international levels. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _heading=h.2lwamvv]List of core indicators and assessment factors on international cooperation and engagement (B24-B25)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

	B24. Percentage of States Parties actively engaged with other States Parties in cooperation for safeguarding
	0. Bilateral, multilateral, regional or international cooperation is undertaken to implement safeguarding measures for intangible cultural heritage in general. 

	
	0. Bilateral, multilateral, regional or international cooperation is undertaken to implement safeguarding measures for specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, in particular those in danger, those present in the territories of more than one State, and cross-border elements.

	
	0. Information and experience about intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, including good safeguarding practices, is exchanged with other States Parties.

	
	0. Documentation concerning an element of intangible cultural heritage present on the territory of another State Party is shared with it.

	B25. Percentage of States Parties actively engaged in international networking and institutional cooperation
	0. State Party engages, as host or beneficiary, in the activities of category 2 centres for intangible cultural heritage.

	
	0. International networking is fostered among communities, groups and individuals, NGOs, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes active in the field of intangible cultural heritage.

	
	0. State Party participates in the intangible cultural heritage-related activities of international and regional bodies other than UNESCO.


Section A also contains some questions on the accreditation of NGOs (A4), inscriptions on the Lists and programmes selected for the Register (A5.3), International Assistance funding (A5.4) and synergies with other international frameworks (A7). These relate partly to core indicators B23 and B26 that will be reported only at the global level; nevertheless, some information will be included here for completeness.
[bookmark: _Toc178209961]Summary of analytical findings
Although the majority of countries reported a high level of cooperation for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B24.1) (Figure 11 below), such cooperation does not translate into a strong engagement with multinational nominations to the lists of the Convention. Before December 2023, Africa accounted for seven multinational elements on the Representative List, of a total of sixty-eight inscribed elements, three[footnoteRef:18] of which were originally proclaimed Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity and were incorporated in 2008 in the Representative List (article 31.1 of the Convention). Regional cooperation was the most common form of cooperation, involving four-fifths of the countries. International cooperation was slightly less frequent, with three-quarters of the countries. Bilateral cooperation for the safeguarding of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage was reported by more than two-thirds of the countries. [18:  	The three elements are: Gule Wamkulu (Malawi – Mozambique – Zambia), Kankurang, Manding initiatory rite (Gambia – Senegal) and Oral Heritage of Gelede (Benin – Nigeria – Togo).] 
Figure 11: Number of countries reporting regional (n=26), international (n=24) and bilateral (n=23) cooperation on safeguarding intangible cultural heritage in general (B24.1) 
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Descripción generada automáticamente]For example, Eswatini reported participation in international cultural sharing activities such as Dubai Expo, India Cultural Exchange, and Norway Genetic Bank for traditional agriculture activities (B24.1). In relation to the bilateral level, Burundi has signed memoranda of understanding with several countries, including France, Belgium, China, Egypt, the Republic of South Africa, the Democratic Republic of the Congo and Uganda. At the regional level, the ICESCO-led project for the safeguarding of African Traditional games involved Uganda, Mauritania, Chad, Burkina Faso, Egypt, Sudan, Somalia, Gabon, Gambia, Guinea-Bissau, Morocco and Togo. 
Countries in the region have engaged with the Convention's international cooperation mechanisms, resulting in forty-six elements inscribed on the Representative List (including seven multinational nominations), seventeen elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List, and one programme selected for the Register of Good Safeguarding Practices. Additionally, fifty-six International Assistance projects or programmes financed through the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund benefited twenty-six countries (Botswana, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad, Côte d’Ivoire, Djibouti, Eswatini, Ethiopia, Gabon, Kenya, Lesotho, Malawi, Mali, Mauritius, Mozambique, Namibia, Niger, Rwanda, Senegal, Seychelles, South Sudan, Togo, Uganda, Zambia and Zimbabwe) up to but not including 18.COM in 2023 (A5). 
Across the reporting countries, there were twenty-five NGOs accredited under the Convention (A4). Some reports have demonstrated the important role played by UNESCO-accredited NGOs in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage.[footnoteRef:19] In terms of international cooperation and engagement, countries have demonstrated a good level of participation, particularly at the regional level (B24.1), and commitment to sharing experiences and best practices (B24.3). For example, in Côte d'Ivoire, in the case of the multinational inscription of the balafon on the Representative List in 2012, the documentation and information related to the element were shared with Mali and Burkina Faso before the nomination file was submitted. Additionally, Guinea-Bissau exchanged experiences with Cape Verde, where technicians participated in the cultural heritage inventory process and were trained by Cape Verdean experts, who also shared the results of the inventory carried out in Cidade Velha, a World Heritage site. [19:  	See the section on ‘The Contribution of Accredited NGOs to the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage’.] 

International cooperation has sometimes extended beyond regional borders, involving countries from different regions. The United Republic of Tanzania has signed memoranda of understanding with a number of countries such as China, South Africa, Algeria, India, Zimbabwe, Namibia, Malawi, Morocco, Iran and Saudi Arabia. These collaborations aim to contribute to the sustainable development of the cultural sector in the respective countries, particularly in areas such as cultural tourism, as well as the exchange of experiences and skills among cultural officials, administrators and practitioners.
Reporting countries participated in the activities of the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF), a category 2 centre under the auspices of UNESCO based in Algeria (B25.1). Notably, a capacity-building workshop for periodic reporting organized by UNESCO and CRESPIAF, brought together, in Algiers, Algeria, in April 2023, the focal points for periodic reporting from forty-three of the forty-four States Parties in Africa. The workshop, conducted in French, English, and Portuguese, aimed to improve the understanding of the periodic reporting mechanism of the 2003 Convention and the related overall results framework, and to enhance the capacity to develop and implement a participatory results-based report.
Almost three-quarters of the reporting countries also highlighted synergies with international frameworks other than UNESCO, in particular with the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) and the Islamic World Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (ICESCO) (B25.3, A7). For example, the project ‘Intellectual Property and Gastronomic Tourism’, carried out between 2020 and 2022, initiated by Peru in collaboration with WIPO, included the participation of three other pilot countries: Malaysia, Morocco and Cameroon. The main objective of the project was to promote the use of intellectual property related to the culinary traditions of these countries, highlighting the growing recognition of the role of foodways in promoting tourism. As part of this collaborative effort, ten culinary traditions were identified based on the results of an exploratory study in Cameroon. 
Activities that contributed to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding under UNESCO frameworks other than the Convention were shared in the reports (A7). These activities related, in particular, to the 1970 Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of Cultural Property, the 1972 Convention Concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage, and the 2005 Convention on the Protection and Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions. Within the framework of the World Heritage Convention, Mali is engaged in conservation efforts at the four World Heritage properties, three of which are inscribed on the List of World Heritage in Danger (the Old Towns of Djenné, Timbuktu, the Tomb of Askia) while one is inscribed on the World Heritage List (the cliff of Bandiagara). These efforts focus not only on preserving the physical structures, but also on safeguarding the traditional masonry techniques practiced by skilled traditional builders. In the framework of the 1954 Convention on the Protection of Cultural Property in the Event of Armed Conflict, in Congo a workshop was held in 2019 at the General Directorate of Heritage and Archives. The aim of the workshop was to raise awareness and educate stakeholders on the importance of the Convention and its implications for the protection of traditional crafts and objects associated with rituals and everyday life during armed conflict. 
Over half of the reporting countries have utilized the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund to support various projects focused on capacity-building for documenting, inventorying, safeguarding, and promoting intangible cultural heritage (A5). For example, the Malawi National Commission for UNESCO implemented a project from 1 July 2019 to 31 May 2022 focusing on the safeguarding and transmission of intangible cultural heritage through non-formal learning. The project aimed to increase the number of trained professionals in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, update and develop new inventories, and disseminate this information through non-formal learning initiatives. 
Almost one-third of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B24 at the baseline, regarding active engagement with other States Parties in cooperation for safeguarding. Two-fifths of the countries fully satisfied core indicator B25 at the baseline, regarding active engagement in international networking and institutional cooperation. 
In the context of bilateral and regional cooperation, there is an opportunity to strengthen transnational safeguarding initiatives. Such collaborative efforts are essential as they promote the sharing of experiences that enhance the capacity of communities and institutions to safeguard intangible cultural heritage. Collaboration between organizations such as ICESCO, FAO, WIPO and UNESCO can leverage expertise, resources and networks to implement sustainable strategies, raise awareness, provide technical assistance and promote international cooperation for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in Africa.
[bookmark: _Toc178209962][bookmark: _Toc96932992][bookmark: _Toc96941477][bookmark: _Toc96941659][bookmark: _Toc144202107]Status of elements on the Representative List
[bookmark: _Toc96932993][bookmark: _Toc96941660][bookmark: _Toc144202108]Article 16 of the Convention states that the aims of inscriptions on the Representative List are ‘to ensure better visibility of the intangible cultural heritage and awareness of its significance, and to encourage dialogue which respects cultural diversity’. According to Article 29 of the Convention and ODs 151‒152, States Parties shall submit reports to the Committee on currently inscribed elements, including those inscribed on the Representative List. Reporting on the status of elements inscribed on the Representative List can help to raise awareness about the significance of intangible cultural heritage. It can assist in the monitoring and evaluation of the role of the List and the impact of inscription, and contribute to the safeguarding of inscribed elements. The Periodic Report thus contains a number of questions about elements inscribed on the Representative List.
[bookmark: _Toc145070754][bookmark: _Toc178209963]Overview
Prior to the 2023 inscriptions (18.COM), a total of forty-six elements from reporting countries had been inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. They included seven multinational elements, of which one was inscribed with States Parties from other electoral groups (Imzad). In addition, individual reporting countries also had seventeen elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List and one programme was selected for the Register of Good Safeguarding Practices ‒ the Success Story of the Promotion of Traditional Foods and Safeguarding of Traditional Foodways in Kenya. It is worth noting that certain States in Africa have a stronger engagement with the Urgent Safeguarding List than with the Representative List. Thus, some countries without any elements inscribed on the Representative List have elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List, such as Botswana (three elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List), Djibouti (first element inscribed in December 2023), and Kenya (four elements inscribed in the Urgent Safeguarding List). 
The graph (Figure 12 below) shows how many reporting countries had elements inscribed on the Representative List within a few years of ratification of the Convention. Inscriptions in 2008, some of which happened before the ratification, were linked to the incorporation of ‘Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity’ (2001-2005) into the Representative List.
Figure 12. The time elapsed between the ratification of the Convention and inscription of the first element on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity
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[bookmark: _Toc178209964]Social and cultural functions
The implementation of social and cultural functions involves activities that highlight the importance of the element to its community in the current context. This includes engagement with the bearers and practitioners of the element, as well as its associated uses. As a result, section C1 of the periodic report form explicitly requests details regarding any updates or modifications to the information provided in response to inscription criterion R.1.
In general, the inscribed elements have been observed to exhibit temporal dynamism, which can be defined as their capacity to interact with changing societal, environmental, and historical contexts, as evidenced by the following examples. In Seychelles, the Moutya traditional dance, which was inscribed in 2021, continues to serve its cultural function of being a form of expression of cultural identity. Originally brought to Seychelles by the enslaved Africans who arrived in the country with the French settlers in the early 18th century, Moutya provided psychological comfort against hardship and poverty, and a means of resisting servitude and social injustice. Today, Moutya continues to serve as a means of achieving social cohesion, bringing people together through a shared cultural expression. In Mauritius, the Sega tambour of Rodrigues Island, inscribed in 2017, has its origins in slavery but currently serves as a means to solve conflicts, foster socialization and consolidate bonds among community members. These elements have undergone a process of evolution over time, which has enabled them to continue to serve as a means of fostering social bonds and resolving conflicts within their respective communities. 
Other elements served social and cultural functions across borders, thereby facilitating cooperation among communities and providing clear evidence that culture can act as a vehicle for peace and coexistence. One such element, inscribed on the Representative List in 2013, is the practices and knowledge linked to the Imzad of the Tuareg communities of Algeria, Mali and Niger. 
Some reporting countries highlighted the importance of performances at weddings and funerals to demonstrate the social, cultural and economic functions of the element. For example, in Zambia, the Kalela dance demonstrated its relevance for social engagement through its song and poetry, as well as through the participation of various performers such as dancers, singers and drummers. 
Some of the inscribed elements illustrated that their social and cultural functions extend beyond spiritual and communal identities to encompass geographical identity, thereby facilitating interaction with the physical environment. In this case, the practice of an element facilitates cultural expressions that recognize the values of the geographical features, paving the way for sustainable environmental use. For example, in Mali, the cultural space of the Yaaral and Degal encompasses the pastoral lands of the inner Niger Delta. The Yaaral and the Degal festivities mark the crossing of the river at the time of the transhumance. Communities manage the pasturelands that provide routes for the herds of cattle, which bear relevant social and cultural functions. Because they bring together representatives of all the ethnic and occupational groups in the Delta, the Yaaral and the Degal continue to renew inter-community pacts and reinforce social cohesion.
[bookmark: _Toc178209965][bookmark: _Toc145070756]Assessment of viability and current risks
Section C2 of the periodic reporting form specifically requests information on the current viability of inscribed elements, even those on the Representative List, in particular the frequency and extent of the use of the element, its modes of transmission, the demographics of bearers and practitioners as well as how they sustain the element’s practice. The identification of good safeguarding practices, including viability and assessing the threats and their severity, are the principal indicators in this section.
A number of risks have been identified from the periodic reports examined that could potentially impact the viability of some inscribed elements. These risks include the ageing of bearers and a decline in interest among practitioners, which could result in a shortage of individuals able to transmit knowledge to future generations. Among other challenges, conflicts have been identified as one of the main threats to some traditional practices. 
In Nigeria, for example, the Ifa divination system is practised not only by the Yoruba community within the country, but also by the diaspora in the Americas and the Caribbean. However, the element is dependent on a small number of expert priests with the necessary knowledge and skills to transmit the practice, which may cause a challenge to the element’s viability. 
[bookmark: _Toc178209966]Contribution to the goals of the List
The goals of the Representative List include ensuring the visibility of intangible cultural heritage in general, raising awareness at the local, national and international levels of its importance, as well as promoting respect for cultural diversity and human creativity, and mutual respect among communities, groups and individuals. Section C3 of the periodic reporting form thus requests information on how the inscription of the element has contributed to achieving these goals. Answering this question requires a consideration of the impact of the inscription from the perspective of the goals of the Convention, and not just specific safeguarding goals relating to an inscribed element. 
In general, the inscription of elements has encouraged the creation of new festivals, events, partnerships and innovative promotional activities, all of which contribute to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in creative and engaging ways. In addition, the use of social media, for example, has had a significant impact on the promotion of inscribed elements. In Ethiopia, for instance, the inscription of the Gada system, an indigenous democratic and socio-political system of the Oromo people has encouraged young people to engage with the system and learn its traditions. The practitioners and bearers perceived the inscription as a significant recognition of their nation and culture.
As mentioned above, inscription on the Representative List has been reported to encourage more public visibility and social media engagement by both the State and the communities. For example, in Zambia, following the inscription of the Budima dance on the List, the practitioners and the community have developed an annual festival that attracts more than twenty groups, each with more than eighty dancers, from eleven chiefdoms of the southeast of southern province. The inscription has also inspired innovative methods of promoting the element. This has led to the creation of social media platforms where festival activities are shared, resulting in increased virtual participation.
Further examples of inscriptions generating a new and creative way of promoting an element can be found in the reports. For example, in Congo, the inscription of the Congolese Rumba has motivated musicians, opinion leaders and others actors to raise awareness about the practice through events such as concerts, celebrations, conferences and decorations. The element has also motivated transboundary partnerships whereby the governments of Congo and the Democratic Republic of the Congo established a scientific committee that works with communities in both countries, thus encouraging dialogue and engagement.
[bookmark: _Toc178209967][bookmark: _Toc145070758]Efforts to reinforce and promote the element
Safeguarding intangible cultural heritage often involves the development and implementation of safeguarding measures. Section C4 of the periodic reporting form thus requests information on the measures that have been implemented to promote and reinforce the element, particularly detailing any measures that might have been necessary as a consequence of its inscription.
In the Central African Republic, for example, advocacy tours are cited as examples of the promotion of the Polyphonic singing of the Aka pygmies of central Africa. The Aka Pygmies are involved in various advocacy activities, such as the annual celebration of Indigenous Peoples' Day organized by the Alliance Française in Bangui, in collaboration with the Department of Culture and Human Rights. 
Other ways of promoting inscribed elements include the creation of local associations and radio broadcasts, which help to reach a wider audience. For example, the Oral heritage of the Gelede, an element shared by Benin, Nigeria, and Togo, has been featured in filmed reports by Radio Lomé and Radio Kara, presenting it to the Togolese public and beyond the borders of the three countries. Previous efforts to promote and strengthen this element have included inventories of the intangible cultural heritage related to Gelede, such as its songs, myths, dances, riddles, and rituals, as well as the traditional instruments of the Gelede orchestra. These inventories aimed to safeguard the knowledge related to the element and ensure its transmission to future generations.
Several activities have been undertaken by reporting States to increase the visibility of inscribed elements. For example, in Mali, the septennial re-roofing ceremony of the Kamablon, the sacred house of Kangaba, involved activities such as consultation with customary authorities, custodians and guardians, followed by conferences to share knowledge about both the inscription process and the need to safeguarding the element. Other activities included radio broadcasts and conferences to foster dialogue around the element. 
[bookmark: _Toc178209968][bookmark: _Toc145070759]Community participation in safeguarding
The participation of the communities, groups and individuals concerned, supported where appropriate by NGOs, is essential to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. Section C5 of the periodic report requests information on such participation and the prospects for its continuation in the future.
The organization of festivals, exhibitions, and the restoration of materials used in performances, such as those related to the cultural practices and expressions linked to the balafon of the Senufo communities in Mali, Burkina Faso, and Côte d'Ivoire, are some of the activities reported to encourage community participation. The balafon, known locally as the ncegele, is a pentatonic xylophone used to entertain during festivities, accompany prayers in parishes and sacred forests, stimulate enthusiasm for work, punctuate funeral music, and help transmit value systems, traditions, beliefs, customary law, and ethical rules that govern both society and individual daily activities. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070760][bookmark: _Toc178209969]Institutional context
Community organizations and other stakeholder agencies generally play an essential role in the safeguarding of inscribed intangible cultural heritage elements and carry formal responsibilities for doing so in some contexts. Section C6 of the periodic Reporting form thus requests information on the institutional context for the element inscribed on the Representative List, including the competent bodies involved in its management and/or safeguarding, and organizations of the community or group concerned with the element and its safeguarding.
Several countries reported on various institutions that supported the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. These include NGOs, community-based organizations, museums, and funding agencies. In Uganda, for example, the National Museum in Kampala has received support to set up a permanent display platform for showcasing Barkcloth making in Uganda.
In other countries, research institutions were reported as key institutions for safeguarding. In Mozambique, for example, The National Directorate of Cultural Heritage, a unit of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism, has the mission of planning, promoting research, and safeguarding cultural heritage, including the Chopi Timbila. In addition to the National Directorate, the Socio-Cultural Research Institute (ARPAC), based in Maputo, carries out various ethnological and linguistic studies for the management of intangible cultural heritage. 
Reporting countries have also highlighted how traditional community structures have increasingly become important institutions for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. In Niger, for example, traditional chiefs' organizations constitute important institutional bases for the safeguarding of the practices and expressions of joking relationships, as traditional chiefs are the guarantors of the habits and customs, in accordance with the statute of the Traditional Chieftaincy of the country.
Reporting countries also showed a strong reliance on government institutions. For example, governments are leading the process of listing elements. In terms of documentation, the national archives departments under the various ministries are reported to house most of the documentation and research on intangible cultural heritage (e.g., in Angola, Central African Republic, Congo, Gambia, Ghana, Lesotho, and Mauritius, among others).
[bookmark: _Toc178209970]Participation of communities in preparing the periodic report
Article 15 of the Convention encourages States Parties to ensure the widest possible participation of the communities, groups and, where applicable, individuals concerned as well as relevant NGOs in safeguarding activities. Section C7 of the periodic reporting form thus requests information on the extent of their participation during the process of the preparation of this report.
A number of reports indicated consultation with community leaders, bearers and practitioners as a starting point in the process of inventorying, which was also adopted for the periodic reporting process. This ensured that multiple stakeholders were consulted and brought on board throughout the safeguarding processes. For example, in Mauritius, stakeholders from communities, groups, individuals, NGOs, the private sector, media, heritage institutions, ministries, research institutions, local authorities and universities took part in the preparation of the report for the Traditional Mauritian Sega. Several meetings, workshops, individual consultations, and interviews were carried out by a team led by the National Heritage Fund, which took all the stakeholders involved through the requirements of the periodic reporting exercise. Field visits were also organized to enhance participation through on-site discussions with practitioners and bearers, and validation meetings were held with communities to fill in the reporting form. 
In Zimbabwe, the bearer communities of Mbende Jerusarema dance took part in the process of compiling the report. Community consultation (involving both men and women) started with the consultation of their leadership, which included Headmen and Chiefs from the Mashonaland East, and was extended to both primary and secondary school children who participated in community dance festivals organized by the traditional leadership in the province.
In Cabo Verde, individuals, groups and NGOs played a key role in the preparation of the report of the Morna, Musical practice of Cabo Verde, serving as the primary sources for data collection. Meetings with practitioners were arranged individually, both in person and online. In addition to individuals (such as practitioners and researchers), cultural institutions, such as the Cape Verdean Music Society, the Cesaria Évora Art Academy, the municipal councils of Praia, Santa Cruz, São Domingos, Ribeira Grande de Santiago, as well as the National Association of Municipalities were consulted and involved in preparing the report and helped to bring communities to the table.



[bookmark: ANNEX_II]ANNEX II
Monitoring of indicators 23 and 26 of the Overall Results Framework
1. Under the thematic area of ‘International engagement’, the following two indicators within the Overall Results Framework require monitoring by the Secretariat at the global level: indicator 23, ‘Number and geographic distribution of NGOs, public and private bodies, and private persons involved by the Committee in an advisory or consultative capacity’ and indicator 26, ‘Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund effectively supports safeguarding and international engagement’. This report therefore presents the monitoring data and information relevant to the set of indicators and assessment factors, as presented in the table below:
	Core indicators
	Assessment factors 

	23. Number and geographic distribution of NGOs, public and private bodies, and private persons involved by the Committee in an advisory or consultative capacity
	23.1 Number of NGOs accredited to provide advisory services, their geographic distribution and their representation of different domains.

	
	23.2 Percentage of accredited NGOs that participate in the sessions and working groups of the Convention’s governing bodies, and their geographic distribution.

	
	23.3 Number of occasions and activities in which accredited NGOs are involved by the Committee for consultative purposes, beyond the evaluation mechanisms.

	26. Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund effectively supports safeguarding and international engagement
	26.1 States Parties seek financial or technical assistance from the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund and implement safeguarding programmes resulting from such assistance.

	
	26.2 States Parties or other entities provide voluntary supplementary contributions to the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund, for general or specific purposes, in particular the global capacity-building programme.

	
	26.3 The Intangible Cultural Heritage  Fund is utilized to support costs of participation in the meetings of the governing bodies of the Convention by a wide range of stakeholders, including intangible cultural heritage experts and accredited NGOs from developing countries, public and private bodies, as well as members of communities and groups invited to those meetings to act in an advisory capacity.


1. This annex focuses on presenting a broad outline and factual data on the performance of these indicators covering the reporting period between July 2023 and June 2024, which may be examined together with other relevant documents of the current session of the Committee providing more comprehensive and detailed information.
A. Monitoring core indicator 23, ‘Number and geographic distribution of NGOs, public and private bodies, and private persons involved by the Committee in an advisory or consultative capacity’
	23.1 Number of NGOs accredited to provide advisory services, their geographic distribution and their representation of different domains.


1. There is currently a total of 264 NGOs accredited[footnoteRef:20] to perform advisory functions for the Intergovernmental Committee. The number of accredited NGOs distributed according to regions is as follows: Africa 27[footnoteRef:21]; Arab States 16; Asia and the Pacific 36; Europe and North America 158; and Latin America and the Caribbean 27. [20:  	Including those renewed by the eighteenth session of the Intergovernmental Committee in December 2023 and those newly accredited by the tenth session of the General Assembly of States Parties in June 2024.]  [21:  	Two NGOs from Africa were accredited by the tenth session of the General Assembly of the Convention (11 and 12 June 2024).] 


1. Out of these 264 accredited NGOs, many operate in multiple fields of intangible cultural heritage. In this report, they are presented according to the domains of intangible cultural heritage broadly defined in Article 2 of the Convention, on the basis of the information provided at the time of the accredited requests: 204 NGOs are engaged in the field of Oral traditions and expressions; 170 in Performing arts; 213 in Social practices, rituals and festive events; 155 in Knowledge and practices concerning nature and the universe; 208 in Traditional craftsmanship, and 80 are working in specific domains defined by the States Parties themselves.

	23.2 Percentage of accredited NGOs that participate in the sessions and working groups of the Convention’s governing bodies, and their geographic distribution.


1. At the eighteenth session of the Intergovernmental Committee (5 to 8 December 2023, Kasane, Republic of Botswana), 40.09 per cent of the accredited NGOs (87 out of a total number 217) participated as observers, with the following geographical representation: Africa 20; Arab States 6; Asia and the Pacific 19; Europe and North America 34; and Latin America and the Caribbean 8.

1. In addition, between 2023 and 2024, six accredited NGOs served on the Evaluation Body, a consultative body of the Committee tasked with evaluating nominations for inscription on the Lists, proposals for the Register of Good Safeguarding Practices, International Assistance requests greater than US$100,000 as well as International Assistance requests submitted simultaneously with nominations to the Urgent Safeguarding List or in the context of a request to transfer an element from the Representative List to the Urgent Safeguarding List. These members are as follows, representing each electoral group:
EG I: Workshop intangible heritage Flanders (2023 cycle) / Conseil québécois du patrimoine vivant (2024 cycle)
EG II: European Association of Folklore Festivals (2023 cycle) / Czech Ethnological Society (2024 cycle)
EG III: Daniel Rubin de la Borbolla Center
EG IV: Aigine Cultural Research Center – Aigine CRC
EG V(a): The Cross-Cultural Foundation of Uganda (CCFU)
EG V(b): Syria Trust for Development
	23.3 Number of occasions and activities in which accredited NGOs are involved by the Committee for consultative purposes, beyond the evaluation mechanisms.


1. During the reporting period between July 2023 and June 2024, the accredited NGOs were involved by the Committee for consultative purposes on four occasions[footnoteRef:22]: [22:  	Further information on the activities undertaken by the ICH NGO Forum and accredited NGOs is provided in document LHE/24/19.COM/13.] 

· Accredited NGOs participated in the Open-ended intergovernmental working group in the framework of the global reflection for a broader implementation of Article 18 of the Convention, which took place on 4 and 5 July 2023, at UNESCO Headquarters.
· Accredited NGOs took part in the activities organized by the Secretariat in the framework of the thematic initiatives under the Convention. In particular, they participated in the expert meetings on the economic dimensions of intangible cultural heritage, which took place on 27 and 28 September 2023, in person, at UNESCO Headquarters, and on 20 October 2023 online. Similarly, accredited NGOs participated in the expert meeting on safeguarding intangible cultural heritage and climate change, which took place on 19 and 20 June 2024, in person, at UNESCO Headquarters.
· Upon the request of the Committee (Decision 16.COM 9), the ICH NGO Forum, composed of accredited NGOs, presented its fourth report to the eighteenth session of the Committee.
· The ICH NGO Forum presented an oral report during the tenth session of the General Assembly (11 and 12 June 2024, UNESCO Headquarters).
B. Monitoring core indicator 26, ‘Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund effectively supports safeguarding and international engagement’
	26.1 States Parties seek financial or technical assistance from the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund and implement safeguarding programmes resulting from such assistance.


1. From July 2023 to June 2024, a total of fourteen requests for International Assistance were examined by the Bureau of the eighteenth and nineteenth sessions of the Intergovernmental Committee[footnoteRef:23]. All fourteen requests were approved and granted funds from the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund. The Bureau granted financial assistance to Angola, Bangladesh, Belize, Costa Rica, Cuba, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Panama, Cameroon, Côte d’Ivoire, Hungary, Kazakhstan, Mali, Papua New Guinea and Uganda. Among these requests, one was an emergency International Assistance request, while two were requests for preparatory assistance to prepare a nomination for the possible inscription of an element on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. On the other hand, the Committee approved two submitted requests, granting financial assistance to Paraguay and Zimbabwe. [23:  	Further information on the implementation of the International Assistance mechanism is provided in document LHE/24/19.COM/9.] 

	26.2 States Parties or other entities provide voluntary supplementary contributions to the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund, for general or specific purposes, in particular the global capacity-building programme.


1. During the reporting period between July 2023 and June 2024, voluntary supplementary contributions of a total amount of US$236,735.42 were provided to the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund by five States Parties,[footnoteRef:24] namely, France, Monaco, the Netherlands (Kingdom of the), Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. [24:  	Further information on the voluntary supplementary contributions received during the reporting period for this document is provided in document LHE/24/19.COM/12.] 

1. During the reporting period, no contributions to the Fund were received for the implementation of the global capacity-building programme.
	[bookmark: _Hlk80804858]26.3 The Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund is utilized to support costs of participation in the meetings of the governing bodies of the Convention by a wide range of stakeholders, including Intangible Cultural Heritage experts and accredited NGOs from developing countries, public and private bodies, as well as members of communities and groups, invited to those meetings to act in an advisory capacity.


1. A total amount of US$9,250.00 was used from the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund to support the participation costs of the Chairperson, Vice-Chairperson and Rapporteur of the Evaluation Body who attended, in person, at UNESCO Headquarters, the Evaluation Body meeting which took place in a hybrid format from 19 to 22 September 2023. The amount was used to cover the participation costs of one State expert from Belize (EG III) as well as two representatives from the following accredited NGOs serving on the Evaluation Body: Workshop Intangible Heritage Flanders (EG I) and Aigine Cultural Research Centre (EG IV).
1. The Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund was utilized (US$13,672.00) to support the participation costs of the Chairperson, Vice-Chairperson and Rapporteur of the Evaluation Body in the eighteenth session of the Committee. The amount was used to cover the participation costs of one State expert from Belize (EG III) as well as two representatives from the following accredited NGOs serving on the Evaluation Body: Workshop Intangible Heritage Flanders (EG I) and Aigine Cultural Research Centre (EG IV).
1. The Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund was also utilized to cover the participation costs of the Evaluation Body members in their meeting which took place in person from 24 to 28 June 2024, at UNESCO Headquarters. A total amount of US$32,671.00 covered the costs of the participation of nine (out of twelve) Evaluation Body members in this meeting. They included four States experts from Türkiye (EG I), Belize (EG III), Zimbabwe (EG V(a)), and Egypt (EG V(b)) as well as five representatives from the following accredited NGOs serving on the Evaluation Body: Conseil québécois du patrimoine vivant (EG I); Czech Ethnological Society (EG II); Aigine Cultural Research Centre (EG IV); The Cross-Cultural Foundation of Uganda (CCFU) (EG V(a)); and Syria Trust for Development (EG V(b)).
Figure 1. Geographical distribution of accredited NGOs
(264 in total)







Africa	Arab States	Asia and the Pacific	Europe and North America	Latin America and the Caribbean	27	16	36	158	27	

Figure 2. Representation of domains 
of accredited NGOs

Other	Traditional craftsmanship	Knowledge and practices concerning nature and the universe	Social practices, rituals and festive events	Performing arts	Oral traditions and expressions	80	208	155	213	170	204	


Figure 3. Geographical distribution of accredited NGOs that participated in the 18.COM (2023)
(87 in total)


Africa	Arab States	Asia and the Pacific	Europe and North America	Latin America and the Caribbean	20	6	19	34	8	
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e and transmission of ICH as well as study of its social, cultural and other dimensions
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Intangible Cultural Heritage





