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Analytical report of periodic reports by States Parties in the Arab States
	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.
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[bookmark: _Toc174028069]Executive summary
	The UNESCO 2003 Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage provides in Article 29 that States Parties ‘shall submit to the Committee, observing the forms and periodicity to be defined by the Committee, reports on the legislative, regulatory and other measures taken for the implementation of this Convention’. Periodic reporting enables States Parties to assess their implementation of the Convention and take stock of their measures for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage at the national level. It is also one of the Convention’s key mechanisms for international cooperation, allowing States and communities to benefit from the experience gained in other States Parties and to exchange information on effective safeguarding measures and strategies.


Between 2017 and 2019, the Intergovernmental Committee and the General Assembly took a set of decisions and resolutions to reform periodic reporting on the implementation of the Convention and on the elements inscribed on the Representative List. The purpose of the reform was to: (i) align the periodic reporting system with the Convention’s Overall Results Framework; (ii) allow for a more effective results-based self-reporting system for States Parties on their implementation of the Convention; and (iii) address the severely low submission rate within the previous reporting cycles.
As a result of the reform, the periodicity of reports was re-established so that States Parties may submit their reports on the implementation of the Convention every six years on the basis of a regional rotation system. In the reformed system, the periodic reporting Form ICH-10 has also been aligned to the Overall Results Framework, reflecting its structure of the twenty-six core indicators and the eighty-six assessment factors. Each State Party is asked to monitor and report on the existence or absence of these assessment factors by responding to each question in the form. The novel method of results-based online reporting helps States determine the extent to which the indicator is satisfied, creating a baseline for monitoring the indicators, and establish their own targets for safeguarding in six years’ time.
Based on the calendar established by the thirteenth session of the Committee in 2018 for the first regional cycle of reporting, States Parties in Latin America and the Caribbean region (2021 cycle) were the first to submit their periodic reports in 2020, to be followed by Europe (2022 cycle), Arab States (2023 cycle), Africa (2024 cycle), Asia and the Pacific (2025 cycle), and then a separate year for reflection in 2026.
The first regional cycle of periodic reporting in the Arab States, where all eighteen (100 per cent) States Parties submitted their periodic report, brought forward positive results on the implementation of the Convention in the region in the short, medium and long-term. For example, the implementation of periodic reporting in the Arab States has considerably raised awareness among States Parties of the importance of broader participation in the reporting process of key stakeholders at the national level, including living heritage bearers and practitioners, national institutions, NGOs, and academia. The periodic reporting exercise greatly encouraged cross-cutting collaboration within and beyond the culture sector, allowing for inter-ministerial cooperation for better positioning living heritage safeguarding in national development plans and strategies.  
[bookmark: _Hlk151558622]The Secretariat, in cooperation with Sharjah Institute for Heritage in the United Arab Emirates (category 2 centre), rolled out an overarching and tailored capacity building programme that encompassed training and peer-to-peer learning sessions through which national focal points and facilitators from the region were equipped with the knowledge and skills to undertake the periodic reporting exercise. 
A team of experts was established to undertake a quantitative and qualitative analysis of the periodic reports. The team was composed of Ms Maissoun Sharkawi, Assistant professor in the Department of Applied Arts at the Palestine Technical University - Kadoori; Ms Annie Tabet, Professor in the Department of Sociology and Anthropology at Saint-Joseph University of Beirut; Mr Ahmed Skounti, Anthropologist at the National Institute of Science, Archaeology and Cultural Heritage (INSAP) of Morocco; and Ms Harriet Deacon an experienced facilitator for the UNESCO global capacity-building programme of the 2003 Convention who was also involved in the development of the Overall Results Framework of the Convention. The team was assisted by Mr Jesús Mendoza Mejía, PhD student in Political and Social Sciences at the Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México (UNAM) and Ms Elizabeth Matilda Abena Mantebeah, PhD candidate in Museums response to illicit trafficking of cultural objects and repatriation benefits to communities at the University of Montana. The team collaborated closely with a data specialist from Stat sans Limites, Ms Ioulia Sementchouk.
The ‘analytical overview’ of the reports was examined by the Committee at its eighteenth session (Decision 18.COM.7.b and Annex I of the document LHE/23/18.COM.7.b Rev.), during which the Committee took note with interest of the common trends, challenges, opportunities and priority areas related to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, as well as the different safeguarding approaches and methodologies adopted by States Parties in the Arab States to implement the Convention.
In-depth findings from the reports are shared in the present document according to the following eight thematic areas in the Overall Results Framework: I. Institutional and human capacities; II. Transmission and education; III. Inventorying and research; IV. Policies as well as legal and administrative measures; V. The role of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in society; VI. Awareness-raising; VII. Engagement of communities, groups and individuals as well as other stakeholders; and VIII. International engagement. In addition, a brief analysis is provided on key aspects related to the status of the forty-nine elements on the Representative List in the region, such as the assessment of their viability and efforts to promote or reinforce the elements. Key findings from the reports include the following:
· Significant investments, calibrated to the resources available in different contexts, have been made in implementing the Convention, including through the designation of competent bodies for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in all but two reporting countries. 
· Considerable investments were made in education or training for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. Formal education received greater attention in the reports (and education systems) than non-formal education, but even where curricula allowed incorporation of diverse local cultural content, much depended on the interests and experiences of individual teachers. Additionally, further attention might be paid to support community- and NGOs-led educational programmes.
· The safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage was understood in many reporting countries as an official responsibility. Although, community participation in safeguarding was usually recognized as a policy objective in activities such as inventorying, research and awareness-raising, not all the countries have implemented measures to fully achieve that aim. Greater community involvement in shaping inventorying and research, and improved online accessibility of inventories and research findings, could further be extended to strengthen safeguarding outcomes.
· Intangible cultural heritage safeguarding initiatives, relating particularly to environmental and economic aspects of sustainable development, have largely been documented. Increasing attention has been paid to intangible cultural heritage in development policies (especially in regard to tourism and handicrafts), but concerns were also raised about the possible negative effects on living heritage of de-contextualization or over-commercialization.
· Many reporting countries participated in multinational nomination files, promoting cooperation within and beyond the region. Bilateral initiatives and regional bodies played a role, for example, in coordinating meetings to discuss the strategies for the development of multinational nominations. At the same time, more targeted data collection would be needed to understand specific arrangements established to coordinate safeguarding approaches amongst submitting States of these multinational nominations and their effectiveness. 
· Understanding intangible cultural heritage safeguarding as a policy priority for a broad range of development goals may improve data collection on other aspects of the implementation of the Convention in future. Similarly, more targeted data collection addressing the role of intangible cultural heritage in emergencies (e.g. environmental disasters and conflict), could also assist in developing a stronger institutional and policy response to such challenges. It is worth highlighting that countries paid specific attention to the role of intangible cultural heritage in peace and conflict resolution.
· [bookmark: _Toc174028070]International cooperation initiatives have been supported by a vibrant network of regional institutions and category 2 centres with a focus on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. This network, as well as a wider use of the International Assistance mechanism, could be further harnessed to strengthen capacity building on safeguarding, document cross-border intangible cultural heritage, fund related research, and identify good safeguarding and awareness-raising practices.

· 

Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc96932836][bookmark: _Toc96941461][bookmark: _Toc96941503][bookmark: _Toc167115359][bookmark: _Toc174028071]General observations
[bookmark: _Toc96932837][bookmark: _Toc96941504][bookmark: _Toc128039008][bookmark: _Toc149313547]Overview of the reports
Eighteen countries submitted their periodic reports, representing all the countries in UNESCO Electoral Group V(b) that have ratified the Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage (hereafter, the Convention). A summary of the reports tabled for examination at the sixteenth session of the Intergovernmental Committee for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage (hereafter, the Committee) is presented in Table 1 below, with the date of ratification.
[bookmark: _Toc174025769][bookmark: _Toc181292129]Table 1: States Parties submitting periodic reports in the 2023 cycle, with date of ratification
	State Party
	Date of ratification

	Algeria
	15/03/2004

	Bahrain
	07/03/2014

	Egypt
	03/08/2005

	Iraq
	06/01/2010

	Jordan
	24/03/2006

	Kuwait
	04/09/2015

	Lebanon
	08/01/2007

	Mauritania
	15/11/2006

	Morocco
	06/07/2006

	Oman
	04/08/2005

	Qatar
	01/09/2008

	Saudi Arabia
	10/01/2008

	State of Palestine
	08/12/2011

	Sudan
	19/06/2008

	Syrian Arab Republic
	11/03/2005

	Tunisia
	24/07/2006

	United Arab Emirates
	02/05/2005

	Yemen
	08/10/2007


In this cycle, the 18 reporting countries have participated in the mechanisms of the Convention in the following ways since ratification (i.e. up to but not including inscriptions at 17.COM in 2022):
· Eight elements inscribed on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding (hereafter, the Urgent Safeguarding List);
· Forty-nine elements inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity (hereafter, the Representative List), of which 14 were multinational; and
· Twelve projects, benefiting five countries, financed through International Assistance (provided by the Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund).
· Seven non-governmental organizations (NGOs) from reporting countries have been accredited under the Convention.
Reports often covered the full period since ratification even if this was longer than six years, setting a baseline for further reporting.
[bookmark: _Toc96932839][bookmark: _Toc96941462][bookmark: _Toc96941506][bookmark: _Toc167115360][bookmark: _Toc174028072]

Key analytical findings 
[bookmark: _Toc96932840][bookmark: _Toc96941463][bookmark: _Toc96941507][bookmark: _Toc117259796][bookmark: _Toc128039011][bookmark: _Toc149313549][bookmark: _Hlk175146780]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. It will also examine the activities across different thematic areas to identify key strategic insights on what has been carried out and any cross-cutting priorities identified for future action.
[bookmark: _Toc167115361][bookmark: _Toc174028073]Key strategic insights
In responding to the questions on the periodic reporting form (Form ICH-10), States Parties provided information on activities being undertaken to implement the Convention in their territories. 
Taking the diverse contexts of the countries reporting in this cycle into account, considerable investments have been made in implementing the Convention. Just over 50 competent bodies have been appointed to coordinate the implementation of the Convention, across all but two of the reporting countries. The reports documented 30 inventories elaborated across the reporting countries, with over 4,300 elements included on these inventories altogether. Significant investments in institutions and education or training for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage were made in many reporting countries. Heritage, cultural and educational policies dealing with intangible cultural heritage were implemented or being developed in most of the countries, and increasing attention was being paid to intangible cultural heritage in development policies, especially in regard to tourism and handicrafts. Direct funding for communities and practitioners of intangible cultural heritage, and private sector involvement in implementing the Convention, were less widely reported, however. Especially in countries experiencing conflict and instability, dependence on irregular funding for safeguarding activities, regional or international assistance hampered long-term strategic planning for state investment in the implementation of the Convention. 
The safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage was understood in many reporting countries as an official responsibility, and often centralized in ministries responsible for culture and their subsidiary institutions. Nevertheless, efforts were being made in some countries to collaborate closely with communities or NGOs, especially through local or sub-national government bodies. Education supported transmission of intangible cultural heritage, or used it as a medium of teaching and learning, in the majority of countries. Formal education received greater attention in the reports (and education systems) than non-formal education, but even where curricula allowed incorporation of diverse local cultural content, much depended on the interests and experiences of individual teachers. Further attention might be paid to ways to support educational programmes offered by communities and NGOs. 
Community participation in safeguarding was usually recognized as a policy objective in activities such as inventorying, research and awareness-raising, but not all of the countries have implemented measures to fully realize that aim. More effective community engagement, participation and consent in designing and implementing awareness-raising activities could promote community investment and agency in safeguarding, as examples from some reporting countries demonstrated. Reports shared examples of cooperation between stakeholders, including community actors, NGOs, museums and archives. Greater community involvement in shaping inventorying and research and improved online accessibility of inventories and research findings could also support safeguarding outcomes. Countries could be encouraged to finance UNESCO Chairs in relevant subject areas relating to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding to support broad stakeholder engagement, and foster international cooperation in the area of inventorying.
As in previous cycles, the reports provided many examples of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding initiatives relating particularly to environmental and economic aspects of sustainable development. Concerns were raised in some reports about the possible negative effects of folklorization (de-contextualization) or over-commercialization in economic development projects. Data on numbers of trainees or economic impacts on participants were provided in some reports, but, as in previous cycles, the reports provided little systematic evidence to enable assessment of the impact of safeguarding on sustainable development, or the effectiveness of safeguarding or awareness-raising initiatives linked to development programmes. Understanding intangible cultural heritage safeguarding as a policy priority for a broad range of development goals may improve data collection on other aspects of the implementation of the Convention in future. This may help in strategic planning across different sectors. More targeted data collection addressing the role of intangible cultural heritage in emergencies such as environmental disasters and conflict, could, for example, assist in developing a stronger institutional and policy response to such challenges. 
Regional cooperation networks, such as the Islamic World Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization () and the Arab League Educational, Cultural and Scientific Organization (ALECSO), and category 2 centres with a focus on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in the region supported initiatives for international cooperation. These included the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF, Algeria), the Regional Research Centre for Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage in West and Central Asia (Iran) and the International Centre for Capacity Building in Intangible Cultural Heritage in the Arab States (Sharjah Heritage Institute, the United Arab Emirates). All of the reporting countries had at least one inscription on one of the Lists of the Convention, and many participated in multinational nomination files, although no programmes were selected for the Register of Good Safeguarding Practices during the reporting period. Regional networks and the wider use of International Assistance mechanisms could be used to undertake further capacity building on safeguarding, document cross-border intangible cultural heritage, fund related research, and identify good safeguarding and awareness-raising practices. This may, in particular, provide support to areas of socio-political and financial instability. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070722][bookmark: _Toc167115362][bookmark: _Toc174028074]Common trends across the thematic areas
State support for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding
Reporting countries provided significant evidence of state support for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, calibrated to the resources available in different contexts. This support took various forms, including state funding for competent bodies, cultural institutions and research, capacity building, events, festivals and prizes. Most of the reporting countries had designated at least one competent body for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding (B1.1), generally affiliated to the ministry responsible for culture. In Kuwait, the National Council for Culture, Arts and Letters, under the Ministry of Information, was identified as the main government body responsible for coordinating intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in coordination with cultural heritage associations and artistic, literary and cultural institutions locally and internationally. 
In many countries, support for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding was linked to state investment in the tourism, agriculture and handicrafts sectors. For example, tourism was one of five priority sectors identified in Qatar’s development planning, according to the National Strategy for the Tourism Sector 2030. Restoration of the marketplace at Souq Waqif in 2008, as part of a tourism initiative, provided a space for the marketing of local seasonal foods and handicrafts, giving visibility to local intangible cultural heritage. The Yemeni Turkish Institute of Crafts, affiliated to the Ministry of Technical Education and Vocational Training, granted diploma certificates related to intangible cultural heritage, such as traditional gold and silver smithing, and offered special courses in subjects such as carpet weaving and knot making.
International and regional cooperation, especially in regard to multinational nominations
Reporting countries engaged extensively with the various international mechanisms of the Convention, particularly in respect of multinational nominations. In this cycle (i.e. up to but not including inscriptions at the 17.COM (2022)), reporting countries participated in nominating 14 multinational elements inscribed on the Representative List. Bilateral initiatives and regional bodies such as ALECSO played a role in coordinating meetings to discuss the development of multinational nominations in the region and agreed strategies for elaborating these files. Multinational nominations promoted cooperation within the region, for example in the case of “Al-Taghrooda, traditional Bedouin chanted poetry”, and beyond the region, for example in the case of “Mediterranean diet”, a nomination file jointly submitted by Cyprus, Croatia, Spain, Greece, Italy, Morocco and Portugal.
At the same time, more targeted data collection would be needed to understand specific arrangements established to coordinate safeguarding approaches amongst submitting States of these multinational nominations and their effectiveness, particularly at the community level. This is particularly important as the awareness and the commitment of stakeholders concerned in safeguarding the shared nature of the elements practiced across borders are a pre-requisite for managing the multinational character of the nominations and for ensuring the viability of the elements beyond the inscriptions. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070725][bookmark: _Toc167115363][bookmark: _Toc174028075]Challenges and opportunities
Managing social and economic disruption
Communities in a number of reporting countries have suffered significant social and economic disruption over the reporting period. In those contexts where forced migration and economic crisis have negatively affected community cohesion and heritage practice and transmission, intangible cultural heritage has also been a mechanism for recovery and survival. About half of the reporting countries noted that intangible cultural heritage safeguarding plans and programmes involved migrants and refugees, and about two fifths included members of vulnerable groups, see Figure 1 below (B16.1). 
Various intangible cultural heritage projects have been implemented to try and improve livelihoods for refugees and local people experiencing challenging economic conditions, while safeguarding the heritage. In Egypt, for example, the NilFurat Project created a safe space for refugee and Egyptian women to give each other psychosocial support, share different cultural perspectives, create high-quality artisan products and thereby generate income. 
Many reports emphasized heritage-related training supporting livelihoods. The Ministry of Solidarity in Algeria worked with civil society organizations to train persons with disabilities, both male and female, the unskilled and those disqualified by age from programmes in other sectors. The same ministry's micro-credit agency, the Agence Nationale de Gestion du Micro-Crédit (ANGEM), provided interest-free financing and facilities supporting the establishment of traditional craft businesses. The Association for Culinary Arts "Saada" in Reghaïa (Algiers) trained women in the culinary arts and issued professional certificates permitting them to work in the public sector. 
[bookmark: _Toc181292105]Figure 1: Inclusivity of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding plans and programmes in reporting countries, by target group (n=15) (B16.1)
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Responding to the Covid pandemic
The COVID-19 pandemic affected both the practice of intangible cultural heritage and safeguarding activities in reporting countries. It restricted the use of the cultural and social spaces of Majlis to discuss local events and issues (an element nominated by the United Arab Emirates, Saudi Arabia, Oman and Qatar), although the practice revived afterwards. Many festivals and other events had to be cancelled in 2020 and thereafter. Formal curricula, online open-access education, informal workshops, training sessions, amateur clubs, festivals, exhibitions, and competitions were all used to supplement usual transmission methods. In the United Arab Emirates, the inventorying process was delayed by the pandemic, but conferences, seminars, and capacity-building workshops moved online. Social media were also used to disseminate video clips related to intangible cultural heritage.
Since the livelihoods of practitioners were badly affected by the pandemic, marketing of intangible cultural heritage-related products (such as handicrafts) and services (such as tourism and workshops) also benefited from use of online platforms in some countries. Some states were able to support communities directly during the pandemic. The Ministry of Culture of the State of Palestine provided financial support, in addition to its regular cultural fund, through an emergency budget of USD 250,000 supporting individuals and organizations in the cultural sector including intangible cultural heritage. The Ministry of National Economy also exempted the private sector, including craft workers, from certain registration fees upon request.
Promoting peace and conflict resolution
In this reporting cycle, countries paid specific attention to the role of intangible cultural heritage in peace and conflict resolution. Three quarters of the countries had policies that recognized intangible cultural heritage contributions to peaceful conflict prevention and resolution (B14.3). Almost all countries reported that communities, groups and individuals used their intangible cultural heritage for dialogue, promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peace-building (B15.2), and that safeguarding promoted mutual respect (B16.2). Village committees of wise men (Tadjmaat) helped villagers resolve disputes in Algeria, for example, and also provided advice, organized community activities and mobilized action in times of crisis. The zaouïas, socio-religious institutions, especially in the rural and Saharan parts of the country, assisted in the resolution of family disputes as well as taking care of orphans, widows and persons with disabilities. Yemen’s report noted that the Yemeni lute (Al-Qambos / Al-Taraby) used in the “Song of Sana’a” was a common cultural and artistic practice that helped to bridge cultural divides created during the conflict.
Just over two thirds of the countries took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in policies responding to situations of natural disaster or armed conflict (B13.3). In Lebanon, for example, after the end of the civil war in 1990 the authorities relied on traditional reconciliation rituals to integrate groups relocated in the inter-community villages from 1993 to 2014. In Iraq, researchers at the College of Law at the University of Mosul have investigated the use of various mechanisms for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage during armed conflicts. These mechanisms included UNESCO inscriptions, reference to international agreements relating to human rights and armed conflict, and prosecutions in national and international criminal courts. The High Commission for Human Rights Act[footnoteRef:1] aims to ensure the protection and promotion of respect for human rights in Iraq, protection of the rights and freedoms enshrined in the Constitution and in international laws, treaties and conventions ratified by Iraq and consolidation and development of human rights values and culture. [1:  Iraq, Law of the High Commission for Human Rights, Act No.53 of 2008, as amended.] 

[bookmark: _Toc145070729][bookmark: _Toc167115364][bookmark: _Toc174028076]Priority areas
[bookmark: _Toc145070730]Indigenous Peoples
Three fifths of reporting countries mentioned including Indigenous Peoples in safeguarding plans and programmes (B16.1, see Figure 1 above). Attention to the intangible cultural heritage of Indigenous Peoples was sometimes formalized in government institutions and policy. In Sudan, the intangible cultural heritage safeguarding policy of the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Promotion of National Languages stipulated that safeguarding plans and programs for intangible cultural heritage elements should include Indigenous Peoples. This was relevant to elements such as Nubian wrestling practised by the indigenous people of Sibr al Lūba in the Nuba Mountains; as well as the practice of Jad’an-Nar among the indigenous people of the Anqasana Mountains in the Blue Nile region. The Sultanate of Oman has formed a working group of competent authorities supervised by the Ministry of Trade, Industry and Investment Promotion in order to guarantee the rights of practitioners and indigenous groups in respect of their intangible cultural heritage. The Intangible Cultural Heritage Law contains provisions to protect them in cases where these rights are infringed.
[bookmark: _Toc145070731]Youth
Youth engagement in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding received considerable attention in reporting countries. Primary and secondary school curricula incorporated intangible cultural heritage as a way of teaching other subjects in about four fifths of reporting countries, and as a stand-alone subject in two thirds of them (B5.1, see Figure 2 below). Post-secondary education also incorporated intangible cultural heritage, mainly through music and arts or crafts disciplines (B6.1) in most reporting countries. Integration of intangible cultural heritage in formal education was achieved in various ways. In Jordan, for example, as part of their Arabic, French and English language curricula, school students were introduced to elements of intangible cultural heritage such as the Al-Mansaf (a traditional Jordanian dish inscribed on the Representative List in 2022) and its preparation. In the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the Ministry of Culture launched a competition for school and university students that targeted three age groups (10-13, 14-17, and 18-24) and encouraged the practice of Arabic Calligraphy among the youth.
[bookmark: _Toc181292106]Figure 2: Means of inclusion of intangible cultural heritage in primary and secondary education curricula in reporting countries (n=18) (B5.1)
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In informal educational contexts, different mechanisms were adopted to encourage youth engagement with intangible cultural heritage. In Tunisia, an NGO called “The Voice of the Rural Child“ (“la voix de l’enfant rural”), piloted the project “Puppets on the way II”, to promote children’s access to culture and safeguard intangible cultural heritage in the regions of Médenine and Tataouine, supported by an European Union-funded bilateral cultural project called Tfanen-Tunisie Créative. In Mauritania, an accredited NGO, the Mauritanian Association for Popular Traditions (AMTP), used cultural centres, youth centres and cultural festivals to disseminate information it has collected about oral traditions to future generations.
[bookmark: _Toc145070732]Gender
One of UNESCO’s global priorities is gender equality. UNESCO believes that all forms of discrimination based on gender are violations of human rights, as well as posing a significant barrier to the achievement of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.[footnoteRef:2] Reporting countries noted efforts towards achieving gender equality and inclusion in policies and programs, both in general and those relating to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. In the United Arab Emirates, gender equity was promoted through policies such as the 2015-2021 National Strategy on Women's Empowerment and Active Participation in Society. The Abu Dhabi Falconers’ Club allocated a special section in the club to teach women falconry skills, and enable their easier participation in the practice. [2:  See https://www.unesco.org/en/gender-equality ] 

Many of the reports commented on gendered roles in intangible cultural heritage practice. Gendered norms were frequently maintained in safeguarding strategies. Safeguarding strategies in the Syrian Arab Republic, for example, noted different roles for men, who dominate in some traditional agricultural crafts, and women, who dominate in fields such as textiles. Other countries reported on changing gender norms. Kuwait, for example, noted that more men had started to learn Al Sadu weaving and that more women were participating in folklore music bands than was the case in the past. Elements threatened by reduced transmission have been revived by encouraging broader gender inclusiveness among new practitioners in some cases. For instance, in Egypt, to address the scarcity of male apprentices, young women were taught the crafts of kilim rugmaking and farka weaving at the “handmade house” in Kom el-Dabaa, Naqada Center, in Qena Governorate. The local Community Development Association provided them with looms and a place to display products for sale. 
Women may need specific support to benefit equitably from their intangible cultural heritage practice, even in areas where they form the majority of practitioners. In the State of Palestine, the In’ash Al-Usra Association in El-Bireh has supported women practising embroidery and traditional food production to ensure that they could achieve secure livelihoods while also safeguarding their cultural heritage. In Bahrain, the Awal Women’s Association established a project in the city of Muharraq as far back as 1996, training women in a traditional silver embroidery handicraft called “al naqda”. Supported by the Ministry of Development and Industry, the project has continued to create job opportunities for young women and generated a stable income for them, while raising the value of handicraft work in society. At the time of reporting, the project hosted visits from school students, local citizens and tourists. 
[bookmark: _Toc145070733][bookmark: _Toc167115365][bookmark: _Toc174028077]Contributions to sustainable development
The current United Nations framework for sustainable development is the Agenda 2030, monitored through 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs). UNESCO’s Culture 2030 indicators assists culture sector actors in linking their work to the 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 (OD) contains guidance for States Parties on encouraging synergy between intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and sustainable development objectives.
Within the framework of these initiatives, some reporting countries mentioned the link between intangible cultural heritage and sustainable development in policies and programs across different sectors. For example, the framework program on healthcare of the “Syria Strategic Plan 2030” emphasized the use of traditional medicine associated with bathing in sulfuric waters in hospitalization and medical tourism, for example at the Afqa Spring at Palmyra, a World Heritage property in danger. The tourism development program under the "Syria Strategic Plan 2030" aims to develop rural tourism based on culture and businesses based on traditional crafts.
The reports provided some evidence demonstrating the contributions of safeguarding activities to sustainable development. Some of these examples are presented below, 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 reduction of social conflicts.
[bookmark: _heading=h.2jxsxqh]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. In the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the Culinary Arts Commission developed an inventory of traditional culinary practices across the country and established the country’s first professional association in the culinary arts to support practitioners and promote safeguarding. The inventory was used as the basis for awareness raising activities such as the Saudi Feast Food Festival, held in December 2021, where practitioners shared their experience, knowledge and skills with local communities and younger generations, and promoted healthy eating. In Lebanon, NGOs helped families in rural areas to respond to the economic crisis in 2019 by resuming and expanding production of traditional winter provisions known as mûné. This encouraged more women and young people to learn the making of mûné, and created jobs. These activities supported SDG Targets 2.1 (access to safe, nutritious and sufficient food), SDG 4 on quality education, including Target 4.7 (education on culture and sustainable development), as well as Targets 5.4 (valuing domestic work), 5.c (gender equality and women’s empowerment) and 8.5 (productive employment and decent work).
With regard to inclusive economic development, reporting countries provided multiple examples of promotion of cultural tourism and craft training programmes aiming to support income generation and provide decent jobs. In Bahrain, the Khatwa program, offered by the Ministry of Social Development, trained senior citizens and retirees, young people, the unemployed, and Bahraini women, thereby helping them to earn income from better-quality traditional craft products. Similarly, in Yemen, the Nuqum Women’s Training Institute taught embroidery and sewing techniques for traditional clothing, giving women access to vocational training for livelihoods as well as promoting safeguarding. This contributed to a number of SDG targets, including SDG Targets 8.5 (productive employment and decent work) 10.3 (reduce inequalities) and 11.4 (protect heritage) among others. In Iraq, the NGO Nature Iraq worked with the Ministry of Water Resources and the Centre for the Rehabilitation of Iraqi Marshlands and Wetlands to enhance transmission of skills in traditional textiles and reed house construction methods among local men and women living around the Ahwar of Southern Iraq World Heritage property, also known as the Iraqi Marshlands. The education programme contributed to several SDG Targets for Goal 4 on education and training and helped to maintain livelihoods and intangible cultural heritage practices, as well as the targets mentioned above. Promoting traditional building skills enabled the sustainable reuse of existing buildings and agricultural structures and thus contributed to SDG Target 11.c. This project also contributed to environmental sustainability, of course, supporting the realization of SDG Target 15.1 (sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems).
Regarding environmental sustainability, reporting countries were well aware that culture and environmental issues are intertwined so that safeguarding intangible cultural heritage also means maintaining and reinvigorating ecosystems. In Tunisia, the Higher Institutes of Technological Studies, the Institute of Marine Sciences and the Vocational Training Center of Sfax conducted research and teaching activities that demonstrated the value of artisanal fishing techniques such as Charfia fishing in protecting the marine environment. Safeguarding this element of intangible cultural heritage was promoted, which contributed to sustainable management and protection of marine and coastal ecosystems, SDG Target 14.2. In the State of Palestine, the Institute for biodiversity and sustainability at the Bethlehem University provided practical training for 80 farmers (50 males and 30 females aged between 30 and 60), in four villages in Bethlehem governorate over a period of 3 years. As a result, the farmers favoured traditional eco-friendly farming methods over use of chemical fertilizers, increased their production by 40% and reduced their costs, supporting the realization of SDG Target 15.1 (sustainable use of terrestrial ecosystems) as well as Target 8.5 (productive employment and decent work).
[bookmark: _heading=h.z337ya]Regarding social cohesion and peace, some countries have used intangible heritage for resolving local disputes or to bring together different groups in the local community. In Morocco, the “Moussem of Tan-Tan”, an annual gathering of nomadic peoples that brings together more than thirty tribes from southern Morocco and other parts of northwest Africa, has helped to resolve inter-tribal conflict relating to grazing lands, water sources and tribal alliances. This supported the achievement of SDG Target 10.2 on social, economic and political inclusion of marginalized groups and Target 16.7 on participatory decision making. Some intangible cultural heritage elements became more focused on peace and conflict resolution over time. Sudan reported changes in the practice of Al-Hakamat (wise women singing poetry) in Darfur, for example. After practitioners were brought together by the government to reflect on the harms experienced by widows and orphaned children in times of war, the content of the songs included concepts advocating for peace. This provided a positive atmosphere for dialogue and peace, potentially supporting the achievement of SDG Target 16.1 (reducing violence).
[bookmark: _Toc96932858][bookmark: _Toc96941467][bookmark: _Toc96941525][bookmark: _Toc167115366][bookmark: _Toc174028078]

Thematic areas
[bookmark: _Toc96932859][bookmark: _Toc96941468][bookmark: _Toc96941526][bookmark: _Toc167115367][bookmark: _Toc174028079]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)), 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: _Toc174025770][bookmark: _Toc181292130]Table 2: List of core indicators and assessment factors on institutional capacities (B1)
	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
	1.1 One or more competent bodies for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding have been designated or established.

	1. 
	1.2 Competent bodies exist for safeguarding specific elements of intangible cultural heritage, whether or not inscribed.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  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”.] 


	2. 
	1.3 Broad and inclusive[footnoteRef:4] 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. [4:  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.] 


	3. 
	1.4 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.

	4. 
	1.5 Cultural centres, centres of expertise, research institutions, museums, archives, libraries, etc., contribute to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management.


In this report, although it is formally part of thematic area I, the core indicator B2 has been included in the following section, as it closely relates to capacity development through education.
[bookmark: _Toc96932862][bookmark: _Toc96941529]Overview of core indicator B1
All but two of the reporting countries designated at least one competent body for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in general. Most of the competent bodies mentioned in the reports, numbering 53 in total, were government bodies affiliated to ministries responsible for culture (B1.1). All but three of the reporting countries mentioned having competent bodies for safeguarding specific elements or domains of intangible cultural heritage (B1.2). These bodies included associations, clubs, museums and research centres organizing safeguarding activities. Consultative bodies or coordination mechanisms for supporting the continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage, including advisory or consultative bodies and networks, were established in all but three of the reporting countries (B1.3). 
Reporting countries made substantial investments in institutions, organizations and/or initiatives for documenting intangible cultural heritage (B1.4). The level of support was tailored according to available budgets and financial constraints, and ranged from direct financing and subsidies to in-kind support and logistical or administrative assistance. Almost all of the countries reported that cultural centres and museums contributed towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, and over three quarters reported that libraries did so. Research institutions and archives were mentioned by around two thirds of reporting countries, alongside centres of expertise mentioned by just under half (B1.5).
Two thirds of reporting countries (67 per cent) thus fully satisfied the 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.
[bookmark: _Toc96932863][bookmark: _Toc96941530]Challenges and opportunities
The significant and continuing investment in competent and consultative bodies as well as in coordinating mechanisms for safeguarding implies that they were considered by reporting countries to be effective mechanisms for implementing the Convention. The safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage was recognized in many reporting countries as an official responsibility, although some efforts were being made to collaborate with communities or NGOs, especially through local or sub-national government bodies. A centralized approach to safeguarding intangible cultural heritage nevertheless prevailed in most reporting countries. More attention might be paid to developing coordination mechanisms and participatory methodologies for community consultation and involvement for the implementation of the Convention and policies aligned to this end.
Countries reporting in this cycle faced very diverse challenges and opportunities. Some reports highlighted the role of government for financing safeguarding actions according to national priorities. Others, especially from countries experiencing conflict and instability, noted a partial or total dependence on regional or international assistance. The latter sources of investment were irregular and their disbursement was often based on external priorities. Communities and their organizations were thus not always able to tailor investment in safeguarding institutions or initiatives to meet their specific needs, or engage in long-term planning.
[bookmark: _Toc83378487][bookmark: _Toc96932865][bookmark: _Toc96941532]Competent bodies[footnoteRef:5]  [5:  Refer to assessment factors B1.1 and B1.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

As already mentioned above, all but two of the reporting countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) designated at least one competent body for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in general (B1.1). Most of the competent bodies mentioned in the reports (53 in total), were government bodies affiliated to ministries responsible for culture. Most countries reported between one and three competent bodies, but a few, such as Egypt, reported many such bodies at national and sub-national levels. 
Not all of the competent bodies mentioned in the reports were entirely dedicated to intangible cultural heritage or one of its specific domains: some had mandates across several areas of heritage, culture or tourism. In Algeria, the competent body for implementation of the Convention, the National Center for Prehistoric, Anthropological and Historical Research (CNRPAH), collaborated with several other institutions dedicated to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding across the country, including those responsible for safeguarding specific elements and the UNESCO category 2 centre, the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF, Algeria). In a few countries, NGOs were allocated key responsibilities in the implementation of the Convention. NGOs designated as competent bodies included the Mauritanian Association for Popular Traditions (AMTP), already mentioned above. The Ministry of Culture carried out periodic evaluations of such NGOs to ensure that their work was contributing to safeguarding intangible cultural heritage, including endangered elements.
The main safeguarding activity of the competent bodies mentioned in the reports was inventorying, which will be discussed below under thematic area III. Other tasks undertaken by these bodies included policy-making or strategic planning for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, the preparation of nomination files, documentation and awareness raising, for example by organizing events and festivals. For example, the Qatar Department of Heritage and Identity was appointed as the competent body for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, with duties relating to cultural heritage documentation and inventorying, archiving, research and publications, and arranging workshops and seminars to build capacity for safeguarding. The Saudi Heritage Preservation Society (SHPS), a non-profit NGO designated as a competent body in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, documented and inventoried intangible cultural heritage elements in the domains of performing arts, culinary arts and traditional craftsmanship.
Example: Competent body for the safeguarding and the management of intangible cultural heritage (United Arab Emirates)
[bookmark: _Hlk157022164]At the federal level in the United Arab Emirates, the Ministry of Culture and Youth was responsible for managing private museums, delivering capacity building courses, supporting the practice of traditional crafts, the integration of heritage into school curricula and activities to promote intangible cultural heritage. It supervised the activities of 11 cultural centres and 28 heritage associations, and developed intangible cultural heritage safeguarding plans and strategies. Cultural departments in each Emirate, while supporting the federal Ministry’s frameworks, had their own mandates. The Department of Culture and Tourism - Abu Dhabi’s Culture Sector, for example, was responsible for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding activities under Heritage Law No.4 of 2016, implemented with community participation. The Culture Sector conducted field research and inventoried more than 900 elements of intangible cultural heritage, establishing a digital heritage inventory (registry). The Department also documented and licensed craftspeople and groups who play traditional performing arts; licensed heritage activities and events; and gave licenses to institutions such as the House of Artisans and Bait Al Khat (Center of Arabic Calligraphy).
All but three of the reporting countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) mentioned having competent bodies for safeguarding specific elements or domains of intangible cultural heritage (B1.2). In total, 62 such bodies were named in the reports, covering elements such as falconry, camel breeding and palm tree culture, and domains such as traditional music, folk dance, oral expressions, handicrafts, popular games and festivals. These bodies included associations, clubs, museums and research centres organizing safeguarding activities such as education, awareness-raising and promotion. 
[bookmark: _Toc83378488][bookmark: _Toc96932866][bookmark: _Toc96941533]Consultative bodies or coordination mechanisms[footnoteRef:6]  [6:  Refer to assessment factor B1.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Consultative bodies or coordination mechanisms for supporting community involvement in safeguarding and management of their intangible cultural heritage were present in all but three of the reporting countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) (B1.3). These included the Lebanese Network for Intangible Cultural Heritage Safeguarding, representing various socio-religious communities and ethnic groups across the country. 
Governments in all reporting countries supported institutions, organizations and/or initiatives for documenting intangible cultural heritage (B1.4). The level of support was tailored according to available budgets and financial constraints, and ranged from direct financing and subsidies to in-kind support and logistical or administrative assistance. For example, the Sudanese Ministry of Culture, the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Language Development and the Sudanese Life Documentation Center provided high-quality video cameras and digital audio recorders to various documentation initiatives, and helped to archive the resulting data. The Bahrain Authority for Culture and Antiquities provided a monthly allowance to cultural associations registered in the Associations Register in the Authority, which enabled the associations to participate in the activities of the Authority relating to documentation. The National Council for Culture, Arts and Letters in Kuwait provided financial support to institutions, organizations and/or initiatives for capacity building on intangible cultural heritage documentation and research, and reviewed entries on the national inventory. It also signed memorandums of cooperation with counterparts in other countries.
[bookmark: _Toc83378489][bookmark: _Toc96932867][bookmark: _Toc96941534]Other institutions or initiatives relating to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, documentation and research[footnoteRef:7]  [7:  Refer to assessment factors B1.4 and B1.5 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Most of the countries reported that cultural centres, museums and libraries contributed significantly towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, while other kinds of institutions seemed to have played a slightly lesser role (B1.5, see Figure 3 below). 
[bookmark: _Toc181292107]Figure 3: Contribution of different kinds of institutions towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in reporting countries (n=18) (B1.5)
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Cultural centres supported intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in almost all reporting countries (17 out of 18, or 94 per cent) (B1.5). The number of cultural centres varied, but in some countries it was very high: 630 Houses and Palaces of Culture were established across Egypt, for example. Mandates concerning intangible cultural heritage given to cultural centres included organizing capacity building workshops, raising awareness and organizing events and activities. A few cultural centres focused on the safeguarding of a specific domain or element of intangible cultural heritage, such as traditional music. 
All but two reporting countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) emphasized the role of museums for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage (B1.5). For example, Al-Mukalla Museum in Yemen organized the annual Al-Baldah Festival to raise awareness about local traditions and hosted permanent exhibitions on topics such as the craft of traditional shipbuilding. The national museum in Oman contributed to the preservation of intangible cultural heritage elements through the establishment of a section on intangible cultural heritage, as well as cultural events, activities and exhibitions.
About three quarters of reporting countries (14 out of 18, or 78 per cent) emphasized the role of libraries for the safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage (B1.5). Aside from their role in providing access to documentation or publications, these institutions were used for gatherings, lectures and exhibitions that brought communities together, transmitted information and raised awareness. In Iraq, the library of the International Center for Traditional Music Studies contained sources related to music and culture. Networks of local libraries, such as Centers for Reading and Cultural Animation (CLAC) and Assabil in Lebanon, assisted in the promotion, transmission and revitalization of intangible cultural heritage such as traditional urban storytelling al-hakawati.
Around two thirds of the countries reported that research institutions (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent), followed by archives (11 out of 18, or 61 per cent), contributed towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management (B1.5), for example through publications. In the Syrian Arab Republic, audiovisual and other materials on intangible cultural heritage in the archives of the Directorate of Intangible Heritage have been digitized, catalogued and made available to researchers and the general public.
Around two fifths of reporting countries (8 out of 18, or 44 per cent) emphasized the role of centres of expertise for the safeguarding and management of the intangible cultural heritage (B1.5, see Figure 3 above). In Jordan, for example, the Princess Basma Centre for Intangible Cultural Heritage at Al-Hussein Bin Talal University documented intangible cultural heritage, sponsored studies and research on intangible cultural heritage, and published the information on its website. The Centre conducted research on intangible cultural heritage in Ma'an Governorate funded by the Jordan Scientific Research Support Fund (JSRSF). It also contributed to the completion of the Expanded Jordanian Folk Heritage Thesaurus (Al-Maknaz) in the south of the country. 
A small number of countries (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) reported on the contribution of other institutions towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management (B1.5). These institutions included craft centres, national committees, artist or dance studios, and social enterprises. 
[bookmark: _Toc83378491][bookmark: _Toc96932869][bookmark: _Toc96941536]Baselines and targets
Two thirds of reporting countries satisfied the core indicator B1 at the baseline (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent), i.e. the extent to which competent bodies and consultative mechanisms support the continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage. The remainder largely met the baseline (6 out of 18, or 33 per cent), see Table 2 below.
Nearly all reporting countries that set a target, set their targets as equal to their baseline for B1 (9 out of 15, or 60 per cent). Three countries (out of 15, or 20 per cent), set their targets above their automatically calculated baseline. Three countries likely did not set a target (3 out of 15, or 20 per cent).[footnoteRef:8]  [8:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025771][bookmark: _Toc181292131]Table 3: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicator B1 in reporting countries (n=18)
	[bookmark: _Hlk125387026]Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	B1. Extent to which competent bodies and institutions and consultative mechanisms support the continued practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage
	0/18
	0/18
	0/18
	6/18
	12/18


[bookmark: _Toc96932871][bookmark: _Toc96941469][bookmark: _Toc96941538][bookmark: _Toc167115368][bookmark: _Toc174028080]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 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: _Toc174025772][bookmark: _Toc181292132]Table 4: List of core indicators and assessment factors on education, building human capacities and transmission (B2-B6)
	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
	2.1 Tertiary education institutions offer curricula and degrees in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, on an inclusive basis.

	5. 
	2.2 Governmental institutions, centres and other bodies provide training in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management, on an inclusive basis.

	6. 
	2.3 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 
	3.1 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.


	
	3.2 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
	4.1 Practitioners and bearers[footnoteRef:9] are involved inclusively in the design and development of intangible cultural heritage education programmes and/or in actively presenting and transmitting their heritage. [9:  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.] 


	
	4.2 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.

	
	4.3 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.

	
	4.4 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
	5.1. 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.

	7. 
	5.2. 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.

	8. 
	5.3. 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.

	9. 
	5.4. 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
	6.1 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.

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


In this report, although it is part of thematic area I, the core indicator B2 has been included in the current section, as it closely relates to capacity development through education.
[bookmark: _Toc96932874][bookmark: _Toc96941541]Overview of core indicators B2-B6
Programmes strengthening human capacities to promote safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage were offered by tertiary education institutions in two thirds of reporting countries (B2.1). Two UNESCO category 2 centers with mandates relating to intangible cultural heritage were established in reporting countries: the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF, Algeria) and the International Centre for Capacity Building in Intangible Cultural Heritage in the Arab States (Sharjah Heritage Institute, the United Arab Emirates). Training in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management was also offered outside tertiary educational institutions, whether by governmental institutions, centres and other bodies, offered in four fifths of reporting countries (B2.2) or by community- or NGO-based initiatives in two thirds of them (B2.3). These educational programmes were reported to be inclusive, especially in regard to tertiary education and training in governmental institutions (B2.1 and B2.2), generally due to existing policies of training providers. Inclusivity in community and NGO-led training was reported by a third of countries (B2.3). Overall, over half of the reporting countries (56 per cent) thus fully satisfied the core indicator B2 at the baseline, regarding educational and training programmes strengthening human capacities to promote safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage. 
Training programmes on intangible cultural heritage addressed to communities, groups and individuals concerned were offered in almost all countries. About three quarters of the countries reporting such programmes noted that some of them were operated by communities themselves (B3.1). Capacity building on intangible cultural heritage addressed to people working in the fields of culture and heritage was also reported by most countries (B3.2). Thus, two thirds (67 per cent) of reporting countries fully satisfied the core indicator B3 at the baseline, on the 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.
Education supported transmission of intangible cultural heritage, or used it as a medium of teaching and learning, in the majority of countries. This was more frequently reported in the case of formal education (in almost all countries) than non-formal education (in three quarters of them) (B4). A variety of educational approaches were mentioned, including formal curricula, online open-access education, workshops, conferences, extracurricular activities, cultural events, educational trips, festivals, exhibitions and competitions. Over four fifths of the countries reporting in this cycle stated that practitioners and bearers were involved in intangible cultural heritage education programme design and/or delivery (B4.1). Almost all countries also reported that formal and non-formal educational programmes included or strengthened modes and methods of transmitting intangible cultural heritage recognized by the communities concerned (B4.2). Almost all reporting countries noted that communities, groups, NGOs and heritage institutions offered educational programmes and/or extra-curricular activities concerning intangible cultural heritage and strengthening its transmission (B4.3). Three fifths of reporting countries offered teacher training programmes and programmes for training providers of non-formal education, that included methods for integrating intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding into education (B4.4). Thus, two thirds of reporting countries (67 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B4 at the baseline, relating to education strengthening the transmission of intangible cultural heritage and promoting respect for intangible cultural heritage. Another fifth largely satisfied the core indicator at the baseline.
Most reporting countries integrated intangible cultural heritage into primary and secondary education to some degree. Intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding has received increasing attention in formal education. School curricula in over three quarters of reporting countries accommodated intangible cultural heritage-related content as a means of explaining or demonstrating other subjects; two thirds reported including it as a stand-alone subject (B5.1). School students learned to respect and reflect on the intangible cultural heritage of their own community through the curricula of primary and secondary education in almost all countries (B5.2). Nearly all the countries reported that intangible cultural heritage was included in school curricula through mother tongue or multilingual education, while nearly two thirds reported this being done through inclusion of local content (B5.3). About three quarters of the countries reported that educational programmes taught about the protection of natural and cultural spaces and places of memory (B5.4). Overall, a majority of the reporting countries thus fully (28 per cent) or largely (56 per cent) satisfied core indicator B5 at the baseline, on the extent to which primary and secondary education integrate intangible cultural heritage and use it to promote learning and respect.
At the post-secondary level, countries reported significant levels of training contributing to the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage (B6.1), all reporting this to be the case in the field of music, with a lower proportion in the fields of arts and crafts, technical and vocational training. These programmes included well-established systems of professional training as well as non-formal programmes for adults, in the context of life-long learning. Around three fifths of the countries reported that at least some educational institutions offered curricula and degrees for the study of intangible cultural heritage and its social, cultural and other dimensions (B6.2). Overall, half of countries (50 per cent) fully satisfied, and nearly a third (28 per cent) largely satisfied the core indicator B6 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which post-secondary education supports the study, practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage.
[bookmark: _Toc96932875][bookmark: _Toc96941542]Challenges and opportunities
[bookmark: _Hlk165462592]Efforts to include intangible cultural heritage, whether or not specifically named as such, in educational provision, from kindergarten through tertiary and adult education, formal and non-formal, are evident from the reports. A few countries provided good support for teachers, offering training, additional resources and access to intangible cultural heritage practitioners. Better integration of intangible cultural heritage across school curricula could help to raise awareness among teachers and students of its diversity and richness, as well as the importance of safeguarding it. 
Different modes and methods of including intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in formal education could be explored in the future through collaborative projects such as those mentioned in the box below on ‘Integrating intangible cultural heritage across the curriculum (Lebanon)’. More systematic approaches to teacher training across both formal and non-formal education sectors might also be beneficial for safeguarding. This could include specific information on how educational programmes can foster further reflection on gender inclusivity, equality and intangible cultural heritage safeguarding.
Countries shared examples of multi-stakeholder involvement in non-formal education around intangible cultural heritage. Further attention might be paid to ways to support NGOs working on non-formal education programmes, and to encourage them, and state agencies, to involve practitioners and bearers more extensively in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding programs. Educational programmes offered by communities and NGOs may require targeted support. Collecting good practices and assessing needs and challenges faced by different educational stakeholders within countries could inform strategic planning to provide such support.
[bookmark: _Toc83378494][bookmark: _Toc96932877][bookmark: _Toc96941544]Inclusion of intangible cultural heritage in formal and non-formal education at different levels[footnoteRef:10]  [10:  Refer to core indicators B2, B5, B6, and assessment factors B4.3 and B4.4 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Most of the countries reported that the transmission of intangible cultural heritage was strengthened through education, especially formal education, during this reporting cycle. Fifteen out of sixteen countries (94 per cent) reported transmission being strengthened through formal education and three quarters (12 out of 18, or 75 per cent) reported it for non-formal education (B4).[footnoteRef:11] Some reports noted that cultural heritage education was gaining attention as a concept and practice in this reporting cycle.  [11:  According to UNESCO, non-formal education is institutionalized, intentional and planned. Its defining characteristic is that it is an addition, alternative and/or a complement to formal education (cf. http://uis.unesco.org/en/glossary-term/non-formal-education). Countries recognize that intangible cultural heritage, however, is transmitted mainly in an informal context, which is why non-formal education in this context is used to include a range of different formalities that could also be involved in community-based transmission.] 

Two thirds of countries (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent) reported that intangible cultural heritage was included as a stand-alone subject in primary and secondary education (B5.1). In Kuwait, the Ministry of Education (Department of Art Education) included the art of weaving within its intermediate stage curricula. School curricula in about three quarters of reporting countries (14 out of 18, or 78 per cent) accommodated intangible cultural heritage-related content as a means of explaining or demonstrating aspects of subjects such as history, health and religion, geography, mathematics and natural sciences as well as in language, music, and art classes (B5.1). In Qatar, intangible cultural heritage was integrated into the social studies curricula for primary, preparatory and secondary schools. 
A number of reports emphasized the importance of intangible cultural heritage in developing skills and competences related to general learning outcomes across the curriculum, such as citizenship, national education, ethics, values and respect for others. In Bahrain, several domains of intangible cultural heritage were referenced in the citizenship curriculum, taught from the first to the ninth grade. In Sudan, after the establishment of the transitional government in 2019, a new curriculum was created for an intermediate stage between primary and secondary school grades that recognized the intangible cultural heritage and its diversity and promoted mutual respect for it among all. School teachers were trained to integrate intangible cultural heritage into education through curricular and extra-curricular activities in global citizenship education, intercultural learning, dialogue and peaceful coexistence and climate change. 
The reports frequently mentioned the importance of language as a way of transmitting intangible cultural heritage. Intangible cultural heritage was included in the curriculum via mother-tongue education or multilingual education (both reported by 15 out of 17 countries, or 88 per cent) and local content (11 out of 17, or 65 per cent) (B5.3), see Figure 4 below. In Mauritania, each student, in addition to their mother tongue and one of the working languages (Arabic and French), must learn at least one other secondary language.
[bookmark: _Toc181292108]Figure 4: Mechanisms for inclusion of intangible cultural heritage in primary and secondary education curricula in reporting countries (n=17) (B5.3)
[image: A graph of a number of blue rectangular objects]
In about three quarters of reporting countries (14 out of 18, or 78 per cent), educational programmes taught about the protection of natural and cultural spaces and places of memory whose existence is necessary for expressing intangible cultural heritage (B5.4). This was done, for example, by teaching about the interlinked histories of places and practices such as oral traditions in environmental education. In Morocco, primary and secondary education modules used the example of the argan tree and fruit, and associated know-how, to demonstrate the need to protect a balanced biosphere that took both environmental sustainability and human development into consideration. In Yemen, World Heritage properties in the cities of Sana'a, Zabid, Shibam and Socotra were used to illustrate links between tangible and intangible heritage in schools. For example, a reading lesson for the first grade of secondary school entitled “Socotra Island of Happiness” mentioned local stories the depict the naming of “The blood of Akhawain (brothers) tree”, folk medicine and the making of Zbad perfume. 
In most countries, there was no specific educational guidance on how to include intangible cultural heritage in primary and secondary education curricula, leaving the modality to individual schools and teachers. Various factors, including teacher training, local interest and engagement with practitioners as well as the visibility of intangible cultural heritage elements at the local level thus affected how intangible cultural heritage was integrated into formal education. 
[bookmark: _Toc128039045][bookmark: _Hlk156677423]Example: Integrating intangible cultural heritage across the curriculum (Lebanon)
The pilot project “Learning with Intangible Cultural Heritage for a Sustainable Future: a pilot project in four public and private schools in Lebanon” (2018-2019) was initiated by the Culture Unit at UNESCO Beirut Office and the Lebanese National Commission for UNESCO in collaboration with the School Network of Saida and Neighboring Towns. In four Lebanese secondary schools, intangible cultural heritage elements were introduced into scientific and literary subjects. Officials and teachers in public and private educational institutions learned about the importance of integrating intangible cultural heritage in school curricula. The project helped to raise awareness among learners and teachers about the principles of the Convention, as well as good safeguarding practices. Using familiar cultural elements from students’ home environments in the classroom helped them understand Lebanese identity in all its diversity, promoted reconciliation and peace, and helped them understand the contribution of culture to sustainable development. 
At the tertiary level, programmes supporting the strengthening of human capacities to promote safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage were offered in two thirds of reporting countries (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent) (B2.1). This included programmes on selected intangible cultural heritage elements, or domains such as oral expressions, traditional music and handicrafts. While universities in some reporting countries offered intangible cultural heritage modules, Masters and PhD research programs, others offered relevant study modules. The anthropology department of the National Institute of Archaeology and Heritage Sciences in Morocco offered training for Bachelors and Masters students which contributed to the development of dissertations on intangible cultural heritage elements. These study findings were integrated into the national inventory. 
Three fifths of the countries (11 out of 18, or 61 per cent) reported that post-secondary educational institutions offered curricula and degrees for the study of intangible cultural heritage and its social, cultural and other dimensions (B6.2).[footnoteRef:12] These curricula and degrees tended to be in broader areas including ethnography, anthropology, cultural heritage, cultural studies, tourism, and development. In Tunisia, post-secondary education institutions, such as the Higher Institute of Heritage Professions of Tunis, offered core and optional modules in intangible cultural heritage as part of Heritage Studies Masters programmes. [12:  Tertiary and post-secondary education (B2.1, B6.1 and 6.2) were not always clearly distinguished in the reports.] 

Intangible cultural heritage was incorporated into non-formal education too, perhaps less often than in formal education (see B4 above), although this is difficult to determine from the reporting instrument. Some examples have been provided under the priority area on youth above. Almost all of the countries (17 out of 18, or 94 per cent) noted that communities, groups, NGOs or heritage institutions offered educational programmes and/or extra-curricular activities concerning intangible cultural heritage and strengthened its transmission (B4.3), often conducted by volunteers. These included clubs, summer schools and camps. In the Syrian Arab Republic, the Al Orouba Youth Club in Aleppo governorate established a mixed-gender choir and gave them free training in “Al Qudoud al Halabiya”, a form of traditional music from Aleppo.
About three fifths of reporting countries (11 out 18, or 61 per cent) offered teacher training programmes for training providers of non-formal education, which included methods for integrating intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding into education (B4.4). In Oman, training for teachers in social studies, Arabic language and Islamic education included activities for cultural heritage subjects. 
[bookmark: _Toc83378495][bookmark: _Toc96932879][bookmark: _Toc96941546]Community involvement in educational programmes on intangible cultural heritage[footnoteRef:13] [13:  Refer to assessment factors B3.1 and B4.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Almost all of the countries (17 out of 18, or 94 per cent) reported that capacity building in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding was addressed to communities, groups and individuals concerned (B3.1). This work generally focused on transmission of intangible cultural heritage knowledge or skills, or on building capacities for safeguarding or inventorying projects (the latter discussed further below). In Sudan, the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Promotion of National Languages (NCCH) organised workshops at several World Heritage properties, including Meroe Island. These workshops aimed at teaching men, women and children traditional skills such as making baskets with palm tree leaves, and other crafts such as camel shoe making. 
Community- and NGO-based initiatives offered training on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in two thirds (12 out of 18, 67 per cent) of reporting countries (B2.3). In Najran (Gatten) in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, for example, the non-profit organizations Association of Antiquities and History of Najran and the Culture and Arts Association worked with expert practitioners in the local community to promote transmission of traditional crafts through a workshop and training programs, the Najrani Cooking Festival and “Shibana”, a project to document and safeguard traditional games. 
[bookmark: _Toc83378497][bookmark: _Toc96932880][bookmark: _Toc96941547]Vocational or technical training on intangible cultural heritage management[footnoteRef:14]  [14:  Refer to core indicator B2 and assessment factor B3.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Countries reported significant levels of vocational or technical training at the post-secondary level, whether in formal vocational education, community adult education or professional on-the-job training. As mentioned above, two thirds of the countries reported that training on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management was made available through tertiary institutions or communities and NGOs (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent, B2.1 and B2.3) and over four fifths through governmental institutions, centres and other bodies (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent, B2.2). 
Government institutions, centres and other bodies offered training on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management in all but three of the reporting countries (B2.2). A government institution, the Sharjah Institute for Heritage in the United Arab Emirates, awarded professional diplomas on heritage and folk arts, including one on intangible cultural heritage. The Mohamed bin Zayed Falconry and Desert Physiognomy School offered both theoretical and practical programmes to educate people about the heritage of falconry. Most of the countries offered training for government officials in management and safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, which was significant given the extent of state involvement in supporting safeguarding.
[bookmark: _Hlk163824112]Almost all countries (15 out of 17, or 88 per cent) reported that training programmes provided capacity building in intangible cultural heritage addressed to professionals in the fields of culture and heritage (B3.2). In Algeria, the CNRPAH, the cultural directorates and museums of popular arts and traditions organized capacity building training for culture sector workers on inventories, intangible cultural heritage management and the Convention. 
Communities, NGOs and heritage institutions offered educational programmes and/or extra-curricular activities on intangible cultural heritage in almost all of the countries reporting in this cycle (17 out of 18, or 94 per cent) (B4.3). In Oman, the Oud Amateurs Association organized a number of training workshops on the making and playing of the oud (a musical instrument) for interested members of the public, for example. In Kuwait, the AlSadu Society ran textile workshops for young people and experts, helping to transmit the skills of “Traditional weaving of Al Sadu” and collaborated with the Ministry of Education to introduce these skills into the arts curriculum. 
However, the reports provided few examples of systematic capacity-building programmes on intangible cultural heritage transmission, safeguarding and management for communities. In a few countries, such as Egypt, vocational training on traditional craft was promoted as part of economic development.
[bookmark: _Toc83378498][bookmark: _Toc96932881][bookmark: _Toc96941548]Inclusivity of learner profile in educational programmes in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management[footnoteRef:15] [15:  Refer to core indicators B2 and B3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Most countries reporting in this cycle noted the inclusivity of educational programmes in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and management (B2, B3). This was usually achieved through diversity, equality, and inclusion policies of different providers, the provision of special support measures, and the participation of communities in the design and implementation of educational programmes. 
Some examples of intangible cultural heritage-related education promoting gender equality have already been mentioned in the section on gender above. Many countries reported specific measures to ensure equitable educational access for persons with disabilities, migrants or vulnerable groups, and/or by offering free or online training. Vocational training in the craft sector was frequently used to promote employment opportunities for persons with disabilities. 
Other strategies included using the language and communication channels of specific target groups, and offering inclusive modalities tailored to needs of participants. The reports provided examples of formal and non-formal educational programmes focusing on the social and cultural integration of minority language groups (see the example from Iraq below). 
[bookmark: _Toc96932882][bookmark: _Toc96941549]Education promoting respect and supporting transmission of intangible cultural heritage[footnoteRef:16] [16:  Refer to core indicator B4 and assessment factors B4.2, B5.2, and B6.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Almost all of the countries said that formal educational programmes strengthened the transmission of intangible cultural heritage and three quarters of them noted transmission through non-formal education programmes during this reporting cycle (B4, B4.2). Direct contact with bearers and practical experience of intangible cultural heritage was achieved through collaborations between schools, heritage institutions and community practitioners or organizations. 
Example: Educational provision supporting language and cultural diversity (Iraq)
In Iraq, significant attention was paid to language and cultural diversity in formal and non-formal education. The Cultural Relations Directorate in Iraq conducted educational and awareness-raising field tours to the Lalish Temple in Shekhan, Duhuk Governorate (Kurdistan Region) to publicize the importance of safeguarding the intangible cultural heritage among the children of the Yazidi, an important cultural minority. Alongside this, Kurdish is the second official language alongside Arabic. Article 4 of the Constitution of 2005 guarantees the right of Iraqis to teach their children in their mother tongue (e.g. Turkmen, Syriac and Armenian) in state-run educational institutions in accordance with educational regulations. School supervisors and teachers received training on safeguarding of cultural heritage relating to school curricula in Kurdish, Turkmen and Syriac. Intangible cultural heritage was integrated into school curricula through language courses and extra-curricular activities such as plays, poetry festivals, dance festivals, folk music festivals, traditional food and costume exhibitions. 
Inclusion of intangible cultural heritage in educational programmes in schools reportedly promoted awareness and respect both within and between communities in the majority of countries. In primary and secondary education settings, almost all countries reported that students learned to respect and reflect on the intangible cultural heritage of their own community (17 out of 18, or 94 per cent) and others (15 out of 16, or 94 per cent) through educational programmes and curricula (B5.2). In Yemen, a lesson on national education in the sixth grade explained and promoted respect for the customs and traditions of the Yemeni tribe. In the State of Palestine, intangible cultural heritage was integrated in school curricula for grades 1-12 for subjects like Arabic language, English language, religious education, social studies, science, and mathematics. Reflection on national identity and sense of belonging was promoted alongside global awareness, intercultural understanding and respect for other cultures. 
A large proportion of the countries reported specific post-secondary educational programmes strengthening the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage in the fields of music, arts and craft. All countries reported specific educational programmes strengthening the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage in the field of music, and around four fifths in the fields of arts and crafts (both reported by 13 out of 16, or 81 per cent of countries). Around three fifths of countries reported offering technical and vocational education (both reported by 10 out of 16, or 63 per cent of countries) (B6.1, see Figure 5 below). 
The reports also mentioned training programmes for adults that promoted transmission. In Tunisia, the Technical Center for Creation, Innovation and Supervision in the Carpet and Weaving Sector, a body under the Ministry of Tourism and Handicrafts, provided training in hand-weaving, spinning, and traditional dyeing of carpets, wall tapestries and wool blankets.
[bookmark: _Toc96932884][bookmark: _Toc96941551][image: A graph of a graph of a graph] Baselines and targets[bookmark: _Toc181292109]Figure 5: Educational programmes at the post-secondary level in specific subject areas strengthening the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage in reporting countries (n=16) (B6.1)

Over half of the reporting countries fully satisfied the core indicator B2 at the baseline, on the extent to which programmes support the strengthening of human capacities to promote safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage (10 out of 18, 56 per cent), see Table 3 below. 
Two thirds of reporting countries fully satisfied the core indicators B3 and B4 at the baseline, on capacity building programmes operated by or addressed to communities and those working in the fields of culture and heritage; and formal and non-formal educational programmes strengthening the transmission of intangible cultural heritage and promoting respect for intangible cultural heritage respectively (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent). 
Nearly a third of reporting countries (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) 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. Half of the reporting countries (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B6 at the baseline, relating to the role of post-secondary education in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. 
In this thematic area, a third and two fifths of the countries that set a target, set it above the baseline for core indicator B2 or B6 respectively, indicating optimism about improving scores on these indicators. Countries set much lower targets for B3, as just over two fifths set a target below the baseline (6 out of 14, or 43 per cent). Even though two thirds of countries did not fully satisfy the core indicator B5, half of them indicated their target remained at the baseline. Three or four countries likely did not set targets for these indicators.[footnoteRef:17] [17:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025773][bookmark: _Toc181292133]Table 5: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B2-B6 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	B2. Extent to which programmes support the strengthening of human capacities to promote safeguarding and management of intangible cultural heritage
	1 / 18
	4 / 18
	2 / 18
	1 / 18
	10 / 18

	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
	1 / 18
	0 / 18
	2 / 18
	3 / 18
	12 / 18

	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 / 18
	0 / 18
	2 / 18
	4 / 18
	12 / 18

	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 / 18
	1 / 18
	2 / 18
	10 / 18
	5 / 18

	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
	4 / 18
	0 / 18
	0 / 18
	5 / 18
	9 / 18


[bookmark: _Toc96932886][bookmark: _Toc96941470][bookmark: _Toc96941553][bookmark: _Toc167115369][bookmark: _Toc174028081]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 endeavour 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 intangible cultural heritage viability or being updated. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc174025774][bookmark: _Toc181292134]Table 6: List of core indicators and assessment factors on inventories (B7-B8)
	Core indicators
	Assessment according to the following

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

	10. 
	7.2 Specialized inventories and/or inventories of various scopes reflect diversity and contribute to safeguarding.

	11. 
	7.3 Existing inventory or inventories have been updated during the reporting period, in particular to reflect the current viability of elements included.

	12. 
	7.4 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
	8.1 Communities, groups and relevant NGOs participate inclusively in inventorying which informs and strengthens their safeguarding efforts.

	13. 
	8.2 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: _Toc96932888][bookmark: _Toc96941555]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.
Overview of core indicators B7-B8
In this cycle, countries reported on 30 inventories of intangible cultural heritage (A6). Most of the inventories mentioned in the reports were created and/or managed by government institutions, while a few were managed by NGOs or civil society organizations. These inventories contained over 4,300 elements (A6.g). Nearly four fifths of the inventories included information about the viability of the element (A6.l). Around three quarters of the inventories were regularly updated (A6.e), with only about ten percent of countries regularly updating all inventories (B7.3). 
A third of the countries indicated that their inventories were fully oriented towards safeguarding, while another two fifths said they were largely so (B7.1a). Inventories fully reflected the diversity of intangible cultural heritage in the territory of just over two fifths of the countries (B7.1b). Nearly three quarters of the countries noted that specialized inventories contributed to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding and reflected its diversity (B7.2). Access to inventories was facilitated, and inventories were fully utilized to strengthen safeguarding, in only about a fifth of the countries (B7.4a and b). Overall, less than a fifth of the countries (17 per cent) thus fully satisfied the core indicator B7 at the baseline on the extent to which inventories reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and contribute to safeguarding, while another half of the countries (50 per cent) largely satisfied the indicator.
About three quarters of the countries reported inclusive participation of communities, groups and relevant NGOs in inventorying (B8.1). Half reported that inventorying processes fully respected the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and its practitioners, including the practices and expressions of all sectors of society, all genders and all regions (B8.2). Overall, nearly four fifths 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.
Challenges and opportunities
In the majority of reporting countries, government institutions, especially ministries responsible for culture and their agencies, managed the inventorying process. Inventorying processes differed widely and there were great disparities in the resources available. Political, technical and financial challenges hampered the creation or updating of inventories in some cases. Nevertheless, inventorying activity was broadly in line with the principles of the Convention, and generally oriented to safeguarding. Countries were motivated to inventory the intangible cultural heritage at the national level because of their safeguarding obligations under the Convention, and the need to inventory elements prior to nomination on the Convention’s Lists. They were also motivated by efforts to promote sustainable economic development (as well as social cohesion and cultural identity) through awareness-raising about, and safeguarding of, performing arts, traditional foods and handicrafts.
In spite of strong interest in the documentation and viability of intangible cultural heritage, the reports did not share many methodologies for community engagement and involvement. Few reported the development of detailed safeguarding measures or plans as part of the inventorying process. Online accessibility of inventories was limited, with only a third of the countries providing such access; altogether only a fifth of the inventories were easily accessible online. This could make it difficult to disseminate and update data, raise awareness, and encourage research and community engagement. Community members, other stakeholders and the general public may experience challenges when seeking information on intangible cultural heritage. Analysis of the reports highlighted the need for active efforts to enable better community engagement and involvement in inventorying, and wider access to inventories within countries. International cooperation may assist online publication of inventories in situations of resource constraint, as the example of Sudan demonstrates below.
[bookmark: _Toc96932892][bookmark: _Toc96941559]Description of the inventories[footnoteRef:18]  [18:  Refer to section A6 of the periodic reporting form.] 

As mentioned earlier, the 18 countries involved in this cycle reported on a total of 30 inventories, with diverse scopes and domains (A6). Five countries reported on more than one intangible cultural heritage inventory. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia mentioned eight inventories, including three specialized ones. The Syrian Arab Republic had three inventories, including two sub-national ones, while Egypt, Morocco, and Mauritania each had two inventories. Apart from their national inventory, which was reported on in A6, Algeria also mentioned a number of other specialized inventory projects under development, for example on earthen architecture and traditional building techniques. 
The analysis found that 4,305 elements had been inventoried across sixteen of the countries (A6.g), but a total figure for all 18 countries is not available as two countries did not provide specific numbers of inventoried elements in their reports. 
Almost all reporting countries (17 out of 18 or 94 per cent) initiated their first inventory of intangible cultural heritage after ratifying the Convention (A6.d, see Figure 6 below).
[bookmark: _Toc96932894][bookmark: _Toc96941561][image: ]Involvement of communities and other actors in the inventorying process[footnoteRef:19]  [19:  Refer to section A6.p in the periodic reporting form, and assessment factor B8.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 
[bookmark: _Toc181292110]Figure 6: Date of ratification compared to date of establishment of the first inventory of intangible cultural heritage in the country (n=17) (A6. d)

Almost four fifths of the countries (14 out of 18, or 78 per cent) reported that communities, groups and relevant NGOs participated in inventorying to a large extent (B8.1). All of the inventories for which that question (A6.p) was completed (27 out of the total of 30 inventories) were reportedly compiled with inclusive participation of communities, groups and NGOs. A few inventories, such as those of Sudan, Egypt and Tunisia, provided comprehensive details of bearers and communities associated with the intangible heritage elements.
Example: Involvement of communities in inventorying (Morocco)
The national inventory of Morocco was overseen by the Cultural Heritage Department of the Ministry of Culture, while the Ministry of Handicrafts and Social Economy maintained an inventory of traditional crafts. As noted in Morocco’s report, the process of inventorying under the Convention required the development of new methodologies to transition from research-based lists to a more inclusive and dynamic process involving communities, groups and individuals concerned. Civil society actors were trained by the National Agency for the Development of Oasis Areas and the Argan tree (ANDZOA) to help inventory the knowledge and know-how related to argan and its use among local women. Morocco's inventory extended to all 12 regions of the Kingdom. The Department of Culture initiated safeguarding processes for inventoried elements considered endangered. Research on practices and know-how related to the argan tree and women’s pottery in the Rif region was used to help develop safeguarding measures and promote the transmission of these elements, for example.
In a few countries, community members were even more widely involved in presenting information, collecting data, and occasionally assisting with writing the texts for inventory entries. In Mauritania, the National Heritage Law established the National Heritage Committee as a mechanism to ensure community participation in elaborating the country’s two inventories. 
A few examples of the process by which community participation was integrated into inventorying were given in the reports. Practitioners and community members participated in inventorying and the identification of elements in need of urgent safeguarding in Qatar, after attending capacity-building workshops. These community members assisted a team of heritage researchers and university student volunteers appointed in 2009 by the Department of Heritage and Identity to inventory the national cultural heritage. The team had inventoried 44 elements by the end of the reporting cycle. 
The intangible cultural heritage inventory in Jordan contained information on a considerable number of elements spread over seven governorates. During the inventory process in Al-Zarqa'a Governorate, the Druze community, the Chechnya community, villagers, and Bedouins actively contributed to the inventorying of their intangible cultural heritage. The Heritage Food project, implemented by the Fuheis Heritage and Arts Association with support from USAID, brought together bearers and practitioners who selected and documented traditional dishes. Two documentaries and a book were produced as outcomes from the project. 
The reports gave a number of examples of NGO involvement in inventorying. In the State of Palestine, the NAWA Association for Arts and Culture in Gaza had a training program guiding bearer communities in identifying, recording, collecting, utilizing, and inventorying local intangible cultural heritage, including traditional songs, crafts and food. The Enki Center for the Performing Arts, an NGO in Bahrain established in 2012, was actively involved in documenting elements related to traditional women’s performing arts, such as Al Muradah (lyrical dance performance) and Layali Al Hazawi (storytelling). In Mauritania, national NGOs working on intangible cultural heritage assisted the government agency responsible for the pilot inventory compiled in 2018 and the national inventory compiled between 2019 and 2022. The collaborative inventorying work being done in Egypt ensured the engagement of multiple stakeholders across municipalities, departmental governments, and a network of institutions, including corporations, foundations, NGOs, universities, and research institutes. The Egyptian Archive for Folklore and Folklife compiled an inventory in collaboration with an NGO, the Egyptian Society for Folk Traditions (ESFT), incorporating 228 intangible cultural heritage elements.
[bookmark: _Toc96932895][bookmark: _Toc96941562]Accessibility of information in inventories[footnoteRef:20]  [20:  Refer to section A6.o in the periodic reporting form, and assessment factors B7.4a and B8.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Accessibility of inventories compiled in reporting countries remains a challenge, especially since not all of them have been published online. In A6.o, the reports noted that almost all inventories (26 out of 27, or 96 per cent) facilitated access while simultaneously adhering to customary practices governing access. However, only six out of the 18 countries had published their inventories online by the end of the reporting period, so it is not clear exactly how this access was facilitated. Only one fifth of countries (4 out of 18, or 22 per cent) reported that the inventories were fully accessible to relevant stakeholders while respecting customary practices governing access (B7.4a), although almost two fifths (7 out of 18, or 39 per cent) reported that their inventories were largely accessible (B7.4a, see Figure 7 below). 
Inventories such as the Sudanese National Inventory were made available online; while others, such as the United Arab Emirates Electronic Register of Intangible Cultural Heritage, were in the process of being digitized. Online publication can enable broader access in countries where internet access is relatively easily available to the general population. Where inventories were still only in paper form, efforts were underway to make them available digitally, ensuring alignment with the Ethical Principles. This process can be expensive and technically challenging, however. A digital platform for the national inventory in Sudan is now open to the public and regularly updated by the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Language Development, which also disseminates information and updates through publications such as the “Waza” magazine.
[bookmark: _Toc181292111]Figure 7: Extent of facilitation of access to inventories in general, respecting customary practices governing access (n=18) (B7.4a)
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[bookmark: _Toc96932896][bookmark: _Toc96941563]Reflecting and respecting diversity in inventorying[footnoteRef:21]  [21:  Refer to sections A6.i, j, q and r in the periodic reporting form, and assessment factors B7.1b, B7.2 and B8.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area. ] 

Only about two fifths (8 out of 18, or 44 per cent) of the countries reported that their inventories reflected the diversity of intangible cultural heritage present in their respective territories (B7.1b, see Figure 8 below). Half of the countries (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent) reported that the inventorying process fully respected the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and its practitioners, including practices and expressions from all sectors of society, regions and genders (B8.2). Some specialized inventories were highly restricted in their geographical scope, of course.
[bookmark: _Toc181292112]Figure 8: Extent to which inventories reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage present in the territory of reporting countries (n=18) (B7.1b)
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Diversity was understood very differently across reporting countries, however, covering not just ethnicity, geographical and gender diversity, but also factors such as religious affiliation, age and the representation of migrant communities.[footnoteRef:22] The intangible cultural heritage inventory in Tunisia included sacred rituals practised by the Muslim community, but also the annual pilgrimage by the Jewish community to the Ghriba synagogue in Djerba.  [22:  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).] 

Reporting countries seem to have considered gender and geographical or ethnic diversity more frequently than other factors. All the inventories reported on in A6.r (totalling 25 out of the 30 inventories) included the practices and expressions of all genders. In Lebanon, the inventorying process identified and included female Al-Zajal poets practising the zalghouta (ululation) recited at weddings, countering the widespread belief that Al-Zajal poetry and Arabic calligraphy were intangible cultural heritage elements practised only by men. The inventory of Arabic calligraphy in Lebanon also included the practices of Armenian Arabic-speaking communities as well as the reproduction of sacred Islamic and Arabic Christian texts. In Mauritania, the National Heritage Committee achieved geographical, practitioner and gender diversity in inventorying, in line with a commitment to diversity in the National Heritage Law. The Heritage Department at the Ministry of Culture led the process of inventorying the first 23 elements in the State of Palestine, ensuring inclusion of different practitioners of both genders and all ages, as well as different intangible cultural heritage domains across different geographical locations. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932897][bookmark: _Toc96941564]Criteria for inclusion and domains used in inventories[footnoteRef:23]  [23:  Refer to section A6.h, i and j in the periodic reporting form.] 

Most inventories used the Convention’s definition of intangible cultural heritage in Article 2.1 as the main basis for inclusion of elements. This included compliance with international human rights frameworks, and requirements of mutual respect and sustainable development. Some countries prioritized the inventorying of elements at risk, and of course certain inventories focused on specific kinds of intangible cultural heritage and restricted geographical areas. In Iraq, inventorying efforts focused on indigenous and minority cultural expressions, as well as women's practices and heritage practices considered at risk.
Inventories also frequently categorized elements using the domains listed in the Convention’s Article 2.2 (A6.h and A6.i). Additional domains mentioned in A6.h included culinary traditions and folk games. Some inventories also categorized elements by date of entry and/or geographical location (A6.i). 
Example: Compilation of three inventories in the Syrian Arab Republic
In the Syrian Arab Republic, the National Intangible Cultural Heritage List, established in 2017, had 100 elements inscribed at the time of reporting. This was a general inventory, with elements from all parts of the country, compiled with community participation and consent, respecting customary restrictions on access. The following criteria were used to select elements for inclusion in the national inventory: (i) historical or geographical significance; (ii) wide representation; (iii) socio-economic development potential; (iv) representation of diversity, especially minorities; (v) relation to World Heritage Sites; and (vi) urgent safeguarding needs. Elements included on the list were organized into five domains: traditions and oral expressions (14 per cent of the elements), social practices, rituals and ceremonies (23 per cent), arts and traditions of performances (12 per cent), skills related to traditional crafts (46 per cent), and knowledge and practices related to nature and the universe (5 per cent). The inventory was updated every two years using field surveys and community monitoring, with the full participation and consent of the bearers concerned. Each inventory entry included information on threats to viability and suggestions for addressing these threats. There were also two local inventories established in order to obtain comprehensive documentation of heritage threatened by the conflict, one in Tartous and another in Sarouja, which included 164 and 669 elements respectively. The inventory of intangible cultural heritage in Tartous Governorate highlighted different practices among rural, coastal and urban communities and demonstrated the rich ethnic diversity of the population. The Sarouja inventory was compiled with the assistance of a culturally diverse group of trained community members. Key threats posed by the conflict to the viability of intangible cultural heritage elements included the displacement of practitioners, damage to cultural spaces, as well as economic sanctions, which contributed to both a shortage of and increased prices of raw materials used in some crafts. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932898][bookmark: _Toc96941565]Orientation towards safeguarding, updating and recording of viability [footnoteRef:24]  [24:  Refer to section A6.f, k, l, and m in the periodic reporting form, and assessment factors B7.1a, B7.2, B7.3, and B7.4b in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Overall, (6 out of 18, or 33 per cent) of the countries stated that inventories in their territory were fully oriented towards safeguarding, while over two-fifths (8 out of 18, or 44 per cent) noted that this was largely the case (B7.1a). Over four fifths of the inventories (23 out of 27, or 85 per cent) included information about threats to the viability of intangible cultural heritage elements (A6.m), including wars and civil conflicts, globalization and climate change. 
Across reporting countries, nearly three quarters (20 out of 27, or 74 per cent) of inventories were regularly updated, at intervals between 6 months and 5 years (A6.e). When updating the inventories (A6.l), almost four-fifths (22 out of 28, or 79 per cent) updated the viability of the elements. Some countries, including Lebanon, Mauritania and Yemen, reported difficulties in updating inventories due to insufficient technical expertise, inadequate financial resources and political challenges. The COVID-19 pandemic also slowed down updating processes in a number of countries. In Algeria, a government decree of 13 April 2005 mandated a six-monthly update for threatened elements, especially those facing transmission challenges.[footnoteRef:25] Under this system, relevant stakeholders proposed amendments to the status of these elements based on new data. The data provided were then processed by specialists in each province (wilaya).  [25:  Algeria, Executive Decree no. 03-325 and the Order of April 13, 2005.] 

Although they reported orienting the design and creation of inventories towards safeguarding, reporting countries were less optimistic about their use in safeguarding. Only about a fifth of reporting countries (4 out of 18, or 22 per cent) fully utilized inventories for safeguarding, while three fifths (11 out of 18, or 61 per cent) used them largely or partially for this purpose (B7.4b). Nevertheless, some countries gave examples of the use of inventories in safeguarding, for example in developing safeguarding plans. In Sudan, the state provided funding, through the National Council for Cultural Heritage and the Development of National Languages, to communities that have registered elements of intangible cultural heritage on the National List. It encouraged communities of bearers and practitioners to form associations and federations for safeguarding purposes. In Yemen, the inventory process for the Al-Qamary craft identified a single remaining craftsman, and helped to focus attention on the safeguarding of this art, resulting in numerous studies, research projects, documentaries and cultural events on the topic.
[bookmark: _Toc96932900][bookmark: _Toc96941567]Baselines and targets
Table 4 below shows that, using the automatic calculator, less than one fifth of the reporting countries (3 out of 18, or 17 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B7 at the baseline on the extent to which inventories reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and contribute to safeguarding. Half of the reporting countries largely satisfied the indicator (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent). 
Around four fifths of the reporting countries (14 out of 18, or 78 per cent), fully satisfied the 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. 
Half of the reporting countries that set targets, set their targets as equal to the baseline for B7 (7 out of 14, or 50 per cent); five set it higher than the baseline. More countries (10 out of 15, or 67 per cent) set a target at the baseline for B8, but only one set their target above the baseline. Four and three countries respectively did not set a target for the next reporting cycle for B7 and B8.[footnoteRef:26]  [26:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025775][bookmark: _Toc181292135]Table 7: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B7 and B8 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	B7. Extent to which inventories reflect the diversity of intangible cultural heritage and contribute to safeguarding
	0/ 18
	1/ 18
	5/ 18
	9/ 18
	3/ 18

	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
	1/ 18
	0 / 18
	2/ 18
	1/ 18
	14/ 18


[bookmark: _Toc96932902][bookmark: _Toc96941471][bookmark: _Toc96941569][bookmark: _Toc167115370][bookmark: _Toc174028082]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, 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. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932903][bookmark: _Toc96941570]The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about support for research and documentation, community and other stakeholder participation in it, accessibility and utilization. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc174025776][bookmark: _Toc181292136]Table 8: 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
	9.1 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.

	14. 
	9.2 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.

	15. 
	9.3 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
	10.1 Documentation and research findings are accessible to communities, groups and individuals, while respecting customary practices governing access to specific aspects of intangible cultural heritage.

	16. 
	10.2 The results of research, documentation, and scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage are utilized to strengthen policy-making across sectors.

	17. 
	10.3 The results of research, documentation, and scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage are utilized to improve safeguarding.


[bookmark: _Toc96932904][bookmark: _Toc96941571]Overview of core indicators B9-B10
All reporting countries provided financial support for research or documentation oriented towards intangible cultural heritage safeguarding (B9.1), and four fifths supported research on safeguarding approaches and impacts (B9.2). Most of this support was based on general government funding for scientific research, generally conducted by universities and affiliated research centres, that was used for research on intangible cultural heritage in some cases. Four fifths of countries reported involving intangible cultural heritage practitioners and bearers in the management, implementation and dissemination of research findings and scientific, technical, and artistic studies, with their free, prior, sustained and informed consent (B9.3). Two thirds of reporting countries (67 per cent) thus fully satisfied the core indicator B9 at the baseline, in respect to the contribution of research and documentation to safeguarding.
Most countries reported that communities, groups and individuals concerned had some degree of access to documentation and research results (B10.1), although only two fifths reported high levels of such access. Results of research and documentation were used for safeguarding to some extent in most countries, whether in strengthening policy-making or improving safeguarding (B10.2, B10.3), although again only around a tenth and a third of the countries in each case reported that this was true to a “high” extent. Thus, only around two fifths of reporting countries (39 per cent) fully or largely satisfied the core indicator B10 at the baseline, regarding the accessibility of research and documentation findings and their utilization to strengthen policy-making and improve safeguarding.
Challenges and opportunities
While government research funding was available and could be used for intangible cultural heritage research and documentation initiatives in reporting countries, some countries noted that this funding was insufficient for their needs. Increased dedicated funding for intangible cultural heritage research and documentation may be particularly necessary in contexts of socio-political and financial instability. International cooperation could play a role in supporting national sources of funding. 
Most research initiatives mentioned in the reports were linked to inventorying (see thematic area III on Inventorying above) or located in universities and research centres, often still in the framework of folklore and popular culture studies. The latter kinds of research activity, which predominated in the past, may not always be in line with the Convention, and could be more closely linked to safeguarding efforts. Capacity building programmes on safeguarding intangible cultural heritage and the Convention could be provided for academics and other researchers to achieve this aim. 
There is currently no UNESCO Chair in the field of intangible cultural heritage in reporting countries. Establishing one or more UNESCO Chairs could help to establish intangible cultural heritage as a specialized field of study in the region, encourage international cooperation on research about shared heritage and contribute to policy development on safeguarding at both national and regional levels. Stronger cooperation between stakeholders, including community actors, NGOs, museums and archives, and greater community involvement in setting research agendas and undertaking studies, may enhance the relevance of research for safeguarding and support its role in policy making. Improved dissemination of research, including online, is also needed in order to maximize its use in safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage.
[bookmark: _Toc96932908][bookmark: _Toc96941575]Support for research and documentation promoting safeguarding[footnoteRef:27]  [27:  Refer to assessment factors B9.1 and B9.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

All countries reported the existence of financial or other support for research oriented towards safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage. In the field of documentation and archiving, four fifths of countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) reported the existence of support (B9.1). Similarly, in four fifths of the countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) research on safeguarding approaches and impacts was encouraged and/or supported (B9.2). Across reporting countries, the main source of funding was government budgets allocated to culture and higher education ministries, which then allocated the funds to universities and research centres. In Kuwait, the National Council for Culture, Arts and Letters supported capacity building for people interested in intangible cultural heritage documentation and assisted researchers by promoting and publishing research findings, and presenting awards to them. 
Other ministries than culture or education were also involved in funding research relating to intangible cultural heritage in some cases. In the Syrian Arab Republic, the Agricultural Policies Research Center at the Ministry of Agriculture funded research on intangible cultural heritage elements related to agriculture and animal husbandry. 
Example: Different kinds of organizations engaged in research and documentation activities on intangible cultural heritage (Sudan)
In Sudan, the Department of Scientific Research at the Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research provided annual funding for research, including on intangible cultural heritage. The Institute of African and Asian Studies also offered an annual grant for pioneering research in intangible cultural heritage. Research and documentation were conducted by a number of different kinds of research institutions. The Ahmed Al-Safi Traditional Medical Knowledge Institute conducted research on traditional therapeutic knowledge and the possibility of extracting medicinal substances from herbs. The Mutasim Nimir Centre for Environmental Culture (MNCEC) documented traditional knowledge related to the environment in coordination with the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Language Development. The Sudanese Life Documentation Center at the Ministry of Culture documented and archived traditional life in Sudanese communities, while the Traditional Music Archive (TRAMA) at the Institute of African and Asian Studies documented folk music and trained practitioners in traditional instruments. The Sudanese Folklore Society did research and fieldwork documenting intangible cultural heritage elements for their Folklore Archive. 
Aside from government support, other funding sources for intangible cultural heritage research projects included international cooperation. For instance, in Lebanon, NGOs and international agencies such as the University Agency of the Francophonie (AUF), the British Council and the Lebanese National Commission for UNESCO provided funding for intangible cultural heritage research projects implemented by universities. Funding for the project ‘El-Midan Market and Fish Market/Halaa’ in Alexandria (Egypt), undertaken by the Raquda Foundation for Art and Heritage was provided by the Egypt Exploration Society, a registered charity based in the UK. This project enabled surveying and monitoring of the El-Manshya Area, and the safeguarding and conservation of its tangible and intangible heritage.
[bookmark: _Toc83018994][bookmark: _Toc96932909][bookmark: _Toc96941576]Community participation in and access to research and documentation[footnoteRef:28] [28:  Refer to assessment factors B9.3 and B10.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Four fifths of the countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) reported that intangible cultural heritage practitioners and bearers participated in the management, implementation and dissemination of research, with their free, prior, sustained and informed consent (B9.3). About four fifths of the countries (14 out of 18, or 78 per cent) reported that communities, groups and individuals concerned had either high or some level of access to documentation and research findings. However, among this group only about two fifths (7 out of 18, or 39 per cent) said that this was true to a ‘high’ extent (B10.1).
The reports gave a few examples of community involvement in undertaking and disseminating research. The Karbala Centre for Studies and Research, a non-governmental body in Iraq, encouraged the active participation of heritage bearers and practitioners in their research on the historical and cultural heritage of Karbala Governorate. This included research on the hospitality associated with the Arba’in visit, an important religious observance in the Shia Muslim tradition. The Centre made their research findings available to the public on their website. 
The publication of books and journals, accessible mainly through university libraries, was highlighted in the reports as a key output of research on intangible cultural heritage. The National Heritage Institute of Tunisia (INP), for example, published research carried out in universities, research units and private research centres in the field of intangible cultural heritage. In the Syrian Arab Republic, the Directorate of Intangible Heritage in the Ministry of Culture published 27 issues of “The Popular Heritage Magazine” (Al turath Al shaabe), disseminating research on intangible cultural heritage. 
Community access to academic outputs is frequently limited, however. For this reason, Egypt’s report noted the importance of initiatives by organizations such as the Egyptian Archives of Folk life and Folk Traditions that have been digitizing and making available online both past and current research data, including documents, publications, photographs and videos. Practitioners and communities consented to public access in regard to elements included on the inventory, in line with the Convention’s Ethical Principles. Across reporting countries, community consent in research and its dissemination was often ensured through existing ethics frameworks in university and inventorying contexts. In Morocco, for example, the art of making Fez brocade could only be documented, inventoried and transmitted to apprentices after the consent of the last remaining master practitioner was obtained. He was subsequently designated as a Living Human Treasure (THV).
Digital access to research data was also promoted in other countries. In Jordan, the Directorate of Intangible Cultural Heritage created a specific website to share information on intangible cultural heritage and provided further access to researchers, academics and students through a specialized Heritage Library with audio, visual and printed information related to intangible cultural heritage. Another mechanism for access was publication by scientific research institutions. In Algeria, scientific research undertaken at the Algerian Research Centre on Scientific and Technical Information (CERIST), including on intangible cultural heritage, was made publicly available through the CERIST Digital Library, its institutional repository.
[bookmark: _Toc83018996][bookmark: _Toc96932910][bookmark: _Toc96941577]Utilization of research and documentation for safeguarding[footnoteRef:29] [29:  Refer to assessment factors B10.2 and B10.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Roughly one third of the countries (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) reported high levels of use of research and documentation for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. An additional half of the countries (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent) acknowledged some extent of such use (B10.3, see Figure 9 below). 
[bookmark: _Toc181292113]Figure 9: Extent to which the results of research, documentation, and scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage are utilized to improve safeguarding (n=18) (B10.3)
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Several reports gave examples of the use of research in the development of safeguarding measures for specific elements of intangible cultural heritage. In the Syrian Arab Republic, after the Ministry of Information published a documentary on the risks facing “Traditional Syrian glassblowing”, the Ministry of Culture recognized the urgent need to protect this element and nominated it for the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding. Following the compilation of university Master's theses highlighting the risks faced by Syrian handicrafts, the Ministry of Industry provided financial and technical support to protect endangered Syrian handicrafts.
In the United Arab Emirates, research on the traditional Bedouin weaving practice of Al Sadu identified the need to improve the transmission of skills. Dedicated teaching centres were established at the House of Artisans at Qasr Al Hosn in Abu Dhabi and the Souq Al Qattara in Al Ain. Heritage Societies in Ras Al Khaimah also allocated specific areas within their centers for training in this craft. The Department of Culture and Tourism in Abu Dhabi (United Arab Emirates) encouraged craftswomen to practise Al Sadu weaving by giving them monthly salaries, and by involving them in local and international events and festivals.
Only a small proportion of countries (2 out of 18, or 11 per cent) used research and documentation on intangible cultural heritage to strengthen policy-making to a large extent, while not more than two fifths (7 out of 18, or 39 per cent) said that it was used to some extent for this purpose (B10.2, see Figure 10 below). Perhaps for this reason, few specific examples of the role of research in policy-making were provided in the reports. Morocco noted that local authorities and elected officials took account of intangible cultural heritage research when developing policies to promote local economic development and plan events that safeguard and promote the unique social and cultural identity of each region. 
[bookmark: _Toc181292114]Figure 10: Extent to which research, documentation, and scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage are being utilized in policy making in reporting countries (n=18) (B10.2)
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[bookmark: _Toc83018997][bookmark: _Toc96932913][bookmark: _Toc96941580]Baselines and targets
Table 5 below shows that, using the automatic calculator, two thirds of reporting countries satisfied the core indicator at the baseline in respect to the contribution of research and documentation to safeguarding (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent, for core indicator B9). In contrast, only 6 per cent (1 out of 18) fully satisfied the core indicator at the baseline in relation to B10. Another third of the countries (6 out of 18, or 33 per cent) largely satisfied the indicator and slightly more satisfied it partially. This is likely due to reported challenges regarding accessibility, cross-sectoral collaboration and utilization of research and documentation to strengthen policy-making and improve safeguarding.
Three fifths of reporting countries that set a target, set their targets as equal to their baseline for B9 (9 out of 15, or 60 per cent). Two countries (out of 15, or 13 per cent) set their targets above their automatically calculated baseline for B9. However, reporting countries were much more confident about future progress on B10, with only two fifths (6 out of 15, or 40 per cent) setting their target at the baseline, and just over half (8 out of 15, or 53 per cent) setting it above. Three countries likely did not set a target for B9 and B10 (3 out of 18, or 17 per cent).[footnoteRef:30] [30:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025777][bookmark: _Toc181292137]Table 9: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B9 and B10 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	[bookmark: _Hlk82251779]B9. Extent to which research and documentation, including scientific, technical and artistic studies, contribute to safeguarding
	0/ 18
	1/ 18
	1/ 18
	4/ 18
	12/ 18

	[bookmark: _Hlk82251977]B10. Extent to which research findings and documentation are accessible and are utilized to strengthen policy-making and improve safeguarding
	1 / 18
	2/ 18
	8/ 18
	6/ 18
	1/ 18


[bookmark: _Toc96932915][bookmark: _Toc96941472][bookmark: _Toc96941582][bookmark: _Toc167115371][bookmark: _Toc174028083]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 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 through 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: _Toc174025778][bookmark: _Toc181292138]Table 10: 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.

	18. 
	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.

	19. 
	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.

	20. 
	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.

	21. 
	13.2 Policies and/or legal and administrative measures for inclusive social development[footnoteRef:31] and environmental sustainability are established or revised to consider intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding. [31:  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.] 


	22. 
	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.

	23. 
	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:32] [32:  In conformity with Chapter VI of the Operational Directives, “inclusive economic development” comprises income generation and sustainable livelihoods, productive employment and decent work, and impact of tourism on the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage and vice versa.] 


	24. 
	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.

	25. 
	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.

	26. 
	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: _Toc128039087][bookmark: _Toc130903318][bookmark: _Toc83019000][bookmark: _Toc96932921][bookmark: _Toc96941588]Overview of core indicators B11-B14
All but three countries responding to question B11.1 reported establishing or revising and implementing policies and/or legal and administrative measures in the culture sector that incorporated intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and reflected its diversity. Intangible cultural heritage was included in some national constitutions or heritage legislation. Administrative measures or frameworks for implementing the Convention, including inventorying, were also established in many cases. Strategies and/or action plans for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding at the national or sub-national level were also developed in almost all reporting countries (B11.2). 
Publicly-funded financial or technical support for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding was provided in all but three of the reporting countries on an equitable basis in relation to the support given to culture and heritage as a whole (B11.3). Reporting countries had different interpretations of what equitable support meant, however, and there was little data on specific budget allocations within the different parts of the culture sector. A number of reports noted that funding for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding was incorporated into general cultural funding. Some countries allocated specific funding for projects to support practitioners, reinforce capacities and arrange events or festivals. 
Almost all countries reported some level of community participation informing cultural policies and administrative measures (whether ‘limited’, ‘some’ or ‘high’), but only about a third reported high levels of such participation (B11.4). Community participation in policy making varied from involvement at all stages of policy elaboration to occasional or regular consultations. About two fifths of the reporting countries (44 per cent) thus satisfied the core indicator B11 at the baseline, in regard to integration of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in policies in the culture sector.
Just under three quarters of reporting countries established policies in the education sector that ensured recognition of, respect for and enhancement of intangible cultural heritage (B12.1). A similar proportion said that such policies strengthened its transmission (B12.2). While a few such policies included measures for transmission of specific intangible cultural heritage elements in formal education, others focused more broadly on national culture, heritage and cultural diversity. In most reporting countries, Arabic was designated as the official language of education, or as one of two official languages. Just under three quarters of reporting countries established policies to promote mother tongue instruction and multilingual education (B12.3). With regard to the integration of intangible cultural heritage in policies in the education sector, only half of the countries (50 per cent) thus satisfied the core indicator B12 at the baseline.
Over four fifths of the countries reported respecting the Convention´s Ethical Principles in development plans, policies and programmes (B13.1), often through regulatory frameworks relating to non-discrimination or public participation in sustainable development, environmental management for water or agriculture or urban planning. Policies for inclusive social development and environmental sustainability took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in nearly three fifths of the countries (B13.2), including policies promoting gender equality and others managing natural resources important for practising intangible cultural heritage. Over two thirds of the countries took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in policies responding to situations of natural disaster or armed conflict (B13.3). Policies on inclusive economic development took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in all but two of the reporting countries that responded to this question (B13.4), usually in the context of cultural tourism, festivals, traditional agriculture or foodways and handicrafts. Three quarters of the countries established or revised favourable financial or fiscal measures or incentives to facilitate and/or encourage the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage (B13.5). In regard to the integration of intangible cultural heritage in policies in sectors other than culture or education, nearly two fifths of all reporting countries thus fully satisfied the core indicator B13 at the baseline, and another fifth largely satisfied it.
Almost all countries reported that forms of legal protection, such as intellectual property rights and privacy rights, were being developed or already available to communities, groups and individuals when their intangible cultural heritage was exploited by others for commercial or other purposes (B14.1). Policies in four fifths of reporting countries recognized the importance of protecting the customary rights of communities and groups to land, sea and forest ecosystems necessary for the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage (B14.2), for example by reducing desertification, protecting biodiversity and forests. Legal and administrative measures recognizing intangible cultural heritage that contribute to peaceful conflict prevention and resolution were reported by three quarters of the countries (B14.3). While several countries referenced traditional conflict resolution mechanisms, others referred to laws promoting cultural diversity and peace. Two thirds of the countries (67 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B14 at the baseline in regard to respect for customary rights, practices and expressions in policies.
[bookmark: _Toc128039088][bookmark: _Toc130903319]Challenges and opportunities
Heritage, cultural and educational policies dealing with intangible cultural heritage were implemented or being developed in most reporting countries. While intangible cultural heritage was generally integrated into cultural and educational policies, sometimes under the rubric of folklore or traditional knowledge, policies linked to economic development had more recently incorporated such references. In many cases, these development policies focused on certain sectors, such as crafts, tourism and agriculture. The development of tourism focused on certain areas of intangible cultural heritage such as festivals and to a lesser extent traditional music and singing. To avoid decontextualization or over-commercialization and ensure sustainable development, it is important to practitioners and their rights, and to avoid overexploitation of environmental resources, such as medicinal or edible plants. The reports suggested that policies on intellectual property protection and various kinds of business assistance could support communities in safeguarding and benefiting from their intangible cultural heritage, but only where they have knowledge of and access to support and mechanisms of redress. 
Budgets specifically allocated to intangible cultural heritage practitioners or communities on a regular basis were provided by a few countries. Funding for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage depended in many cases on the goodwill of public authorities or donors, whether national, regional or international, and policies were not always informed by needs assessments. Longer-term strategic planning for funding intangible cultural heritage safeguarding could be informed by targeted research. Further research may in particular be needed on how intangible cultural heritage can be taken into account in policy responses to challenges such as environmental disasters and conflict, frequently experienced in the region. Traditional environmental regulations around access to natural resources and customary law may inform solutions.
Policies in the culture sector[footnoteRef:33] [33:  Refer to assessment factors B11.1 to B11.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

It was clear from the reports that all but three countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) had policies and/or legal and administrative measures in the culture sector that incorporated intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and reflected its diversity (B11.1). The reports mentioned 15 cultural policies, 17 legal measures and 14 administrative measures. The distinction between these kinds of policies was not always clear to reporting countries, or in the analysis of the reports, so they have been treated together.
Countries with federal and/or devolved systems of governance tended to have multiple policy frameworks for intangible cultural heritage within their territory. Some of the culture and heritage policies mentioned in the reports established competent bodies for implementing the Convention while others set up frameworks for inventorying and safeguarding. In some cases, there was overlap between culture policies for tangible and intangible heritage. In Mauritania, for example, the national plan to conserve historic towns and their immediate surroundings contributed to the safeguarding of cultural spaces needed for the performance of the “Moorish epic T’heydinn”, inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List.
Ratification of the Convention was often a stimulus for development or revision of policies on intangible cultural heritage, often to make provision for inventorying and safeguarding it within the framework of the Convention. Such decisions gave new mandates to existing bodies, or established new ones. Some laws and regulations also retained older, and perhaps more widely known, terminology such as folklore, folk arts and folk creativity. 
[image: A graph with blue and orange dots

Description automatically generated]As can be seen in Figure 11 below, some of the earliest culture sector policies that States were reporting on in this section had originally been established before ratification of the Convention, and were perhaps modified after ratification. This was the case in 5 of 15 countries that responded to B11.1 (33 per cent). In the other 10 countries (out of 15, or 67 per cent), policies that took intangible cultural heritage into account were established at the time of, or after, ratification of the Convention[footnoteRef:34].  [34:  Jordan ratified the Convention in 2006, so the blue dot is not visible under the orange dot. Not all countries gave a date for the earliest policies established, and some dates given in the reports were themselves dates of revising policies rather than establishing them. Nevertheless, this graph gives an indication of the relationship between ratification, policy revision and policy establishment around intangible cultural heritage. The ratification of the Convention itself as a policy instrument was excluded from the figures used in the graph.] 
[bookmark: _Toc181292115]Figure 11: Ratification vs Establishment of the first cultural policy, legal or administrative measure for intangible cultural heritage (n=15) (B11.1)


Strategies and/or action plans for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding at the national or sub-national level were developed in almost all reporting countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) (B11.2). Over four fifths of the countries reporting strategies or action plans (13 out of 16, or 81 per cent), noted the existence of plans designed for safeguarding specific elements, whether or not inscribed on the Lists of the Convention (B11.2, see Figure 12 below). 
In some countries, national strategic plans focused on specific kinds of intangible cultural heritage. In Algeria, the Ministry of Culture and Arts developed strategies that departmental directorates would implement through local programming. For example, a Ministry roadmap developed for “National Costume Day” proposed holding a scientific event highlighting popular traditions. At the local level, these events were calibrated according to local human and material resources, addressed local issues, and involved local associations, academics, bearers and practitioners. 
In other countries, safeguarding strategies were developed for specific elements, including community protocols or codes of ethics. This will be discussed further under thematic area VII on safeguarding.
[bookmark: _Toc181292116]Figure 12: Percentage of countries establishing (or revising) and implementing national or sub-national strategies and/or action plans for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding (n=18) (B11.2)
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[bookmark: _Toc96932923][bookmark: _Toc96941590][bookmark: _Toc128039093][bookmark: _Toc130903321]Participation of communities concerned in policy making and implementation[footnoteRef:35] [35:  Refer to assessment factor B11.4 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Communities participated in policy making and implementation in different ways, ranging from inclusion of specific community representatives in policy processes or advisory frameworks, to more general forms of public consultation on policy. Almost all countries reported some extent of community participation informing cultural policies and administrative measures, but only about a third (5 out of 16, or 31 per cent) reported high levels of such participation (B11.4, see Figure 13 below). In Sudan, the Cultural Policy for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage Elements prioritized the participation of groups and individuals who are bearers and practitioners of intangible cultural heritage.
[bookmark: _Toc181292117]Figure 13: Extent of participation of communities, groups and individuals in cultural policy-making and implementation in reporting countries (n=16) (B11.4)
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[bookmark: _Toc83019001][bookmark: _Toc96932925][bookmark: _Toc96941592]Policies in the education sector[footnoteRef:36]  [36:  Refer to core indicator B12 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Nearly three quarters of reporting countries (12 out of 17, or 71 per cent) established policies in the education sector that ensured recognition of, respect for and enhancement of intangible cultural heritage (B12.1). Three quarters (12 out of 16, or 75 per cent) established such policies that strengthened its practice and transmission (B12.2). While a few of the policies mentioned in the reports included measures for transmission of specific intangible cultural heritage elements in formal education, many focused more broadly on national culture, heritage and cultural diversity. 
Over two thirds of reporting countries (12 out of 17, or 71 per cent) established policies to promote mother-tongue instruction and multilingual education (B12.3). In most reporting countries, Arabic was designated as the official language of education, or as one of two official languages. Not all education policies specifically mentioned intangible cultural heritage, even where they made space for mother tongue language instruction. In Lebanon, education policy frameworks were established in 2022, initiating a revision of school programs that had been in place since the late 1990s. These frameworks did not mention heritage specifically, although schools were able to use the Arabic language, among others, as a vehicle of historical and cultural communication. 
Other education policies allowed the introduction of cultural content directly. Several countries also reported including references to intangible cultural heritage, or the Convention, in education policies. In Jordan, the Ministry of Education's Strategic Plan integrated heritage concepts into school education and professional training programs, and promoted cooperation with bearers.
Policies governing formal vocational training contributed to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in various ways, and through many different kinds of institutions. Some policies recognized non-formal vocational qualifications alongside formal ones, and involved intangible cultural heritage practitioners as educators in formal vocational institutions. 
[bookmark: _Toc83019002][bookmark: _Toc96932926][bookmark: _Toc96941593]Policies in sectors other than education and culture[footnoteRef:37] [37:  Refer to core indicator B13 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

As mentioned above, most reporting countries also took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in broader policies and administrative measures for inclusive social development, environmental sustainability and inclusive economic development. In the State of Palestine, the National Policy Agenda (2017-2022) referred to cultural heritage safeguarding, with a special focus on the economic and creative values of traditional handicrafts, networking for awareness raising and promoting extracurricular activities involving intangible cultural heritage, and representation, including international representation. It encouraged communities, groups, and individuals to safeguard their intangible heritage in line with the Ethical Principles of the Convention, despite ongoing conflict in the region. 
[bookmark: _Toc128039097][image: A diagram of a diagram]Overlaps between culture sector policies and those in other development sectors gave some indication of cross-cutting concerns about culture and development, and the degree to which coordination and communication were happening across sectors in reporting countries. About half of the countries reporting that they had policies supporting intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in the culture sector (8 out of 15, or 53 per cent) also had policies supporting intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in both education and other development sectors (B11.1, B12.1 and B13.2, see Figure 14).[bookmark: _Toc181292118]Figure 14: Number of countries establishing, revising or implementing policies supporting intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in the culture (n=15), education (n=11) and development (n=10) sectors (B11.1, 12.1 and 13.2)

[bookmark: _Toc128039098]Policies for social, economic and environmental development[footnoteRef:38] [38:  Refer to assessment factors B13.2, B13.4, and B14.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Broader policies and administrative measures relating to inclusive social development and environmental sustainability took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in nearly three fifths of the reporting countries (10 out of 17, or 59 per cent) (B13.2). Policies for inclusive social development and environmental sustainability ranged from those promoting gender equality or health to managing natural resources important for practising intangible cultural heritage. Policies in about four fifths of countries (13 out of 16, or 81 per cent) recognized the importance of protecting the customary rights of communities and groups to land, sea and forest ecosystems necessary for the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage (B14.2). In Iraq, the National Biodiversity Strategy and Executive Plan (2015-2020) developed by the Ministry of Environment emphasized respect for indigenous traditional knowledge relating to biodiversity, maintaining vegetation cover and managing water resources. It incorporated a study on the traditional knowledge of indigenous and local communities.
In the case of inclusive economic development policies (B13.4), most countries (14 out of 16, or 88 per cent) took intangible cultural heritage into consideration, usually in the context of handicrafts, cultural tourism, festivals, traditional agriculture and/or foodways. 
Example: Policies and administrative measures relating to inclusive economic development taking intangible cultural heritage into account (Egypt)
In Egypt, development strategies integrated investments in heritage skills transmission and awareness-raising, skills development and social support, business and tourism, building on the Egyptian constitution (2012, revised in 2019), which recognizes a strong link between culture and development and the importance of safeguarding cultural heritage in its diversity. Egypt’s government incorporated intangible cultural heritage into the 2016 National Strategy for Sustainable Development, Vision of Egypt 2030, updated at the beginning of 2018. This policy framework recognized both the cultural and economic importance of safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. This policy framework supported a number of different development initiatives around intangible cultural heritage. A Presidential Initiative called “Egyptian Artisans and Craftsmen” was developed within the framework of the strategy for sustainable development. Presidential Decree No. 2 of 2017 mandated the Chamber of Handicrafts Industry to assist small and medium enterprises, providing training for practitioners, social insurance and health care, access to bank loans, temporary tax exemptions, allocation of production spaces and assistance to improve production efficiency, promote products and find suitable markets. Government support was provided for various handicraft fairs and festivals, linking into the activities of the existing network of Houses and Palaces of Cultures located in the various governorates which each have an annual work plan for events and activities concerning intangible cultural heritage. 
[bookmark: _Toc128039099]Policies for peace and conflict resolution[footnoteRef:39] [39:  Refer to assessment factors B13.3 and B14.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Under thematic area V below, strategies for using intangible cultural heritage for dialogue promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peace building will be discussed in more detail. This section focuses on the ways in which policies recognize intangible cultural heritage that promotes conflict resolution. Traditional mechanisms for conflict resolution can be formalized, sometimes through customary law. Some mechanisms for traditional conflict resolution may be recognized by administrative authorities at a local level even where they are not codified in law.
Over two thirds of the countries (11 out of 16, or 69 per cent) reported that they took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in policies responding to situations of natural disaster or armed conflict (B13.3). For example, in Tunisia, the Ministry of the Environment drew up a national strategy for disaster risk reduction by 2030, accompanied by an action plan. This strategy aimed, in particular, to strengthen the resilience of community ecosystems in the context of sustainable development. The strategy was based on the idea that cultural heritage is a fundamental resource and the rights of people and communities “to the protection of their lives, property, livelihoods and cultural heritage". It gave priority to the protection of vulnerable populations and their cultural heritage. 
[bookmark: _Toc83019003][bookmark: _Toc96932931][bookmark: _Toc96941598]Financial measures or incentives[footnoteRef:40]  [40:  Refer to assessment factor B11.3 and B13.5 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Twelve out of 16 countries (75 per cent) reported that they established or revised favourable financial or fiscal measures or incentives to facilitate and/or encourage the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage (B13.5). Publicly-funded financial or technical support for intangible cultural heritage safeguarding (whether or not inscribed on the Lists of the Convention) was provided on an equitable basis in relation to the support given to culture and heritage as a whole in all of the reporting countries, apart from three that were affected by economic crisis or conflict (B11.3). 
Just under three quarters of these countries (10 out of 14, or 71 per cent) prioritized intangible cultural heritage in need of urgent safeguarding for financial and technical support (B11.3). More general financing for education, inventorying, or research and documentation, has been discussed elsewhere in this report. In addition to this, support included organizing and funding festivals or craft fairs, safeguarding projects, workshop spaces, meeting places or venues, as well as subsidies, grants and prizes for practitioners and bearers, their associations or cultural organizations and NGOs. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia’s Cultural Development Fund, sponsored by the Ministry of Culture, supported cultural activities through funding for private sector enterprises, associations, institutions and NGOs. It also directly supported endangered practices such as “Al-bisht Al-hasawi” (the weaving of Saudi attire). The Social Development Bank established an administrative process for family businesses and small business owners in the fields of culinary arts and traditional crafts. 
In the Sultanate of Oman, the Ministry of Culture, Sports and Youth, in cooperation with other government agencies, financed practitioners of cultural heritage to participate in local, regional and international cultural events. The government also supported the safeguarding of the performing art Al-Razfa by funding research studies, designing educational material for use in school curricula, and organizing traditional music courses run by specialized instructors in public schools. In the Syrian Arab Republic, the National Microfinance Company granted small tax-free loans for projects supporting practitioners in securing the necessary materials and access to spaces for their intangible cultural heritage practices. The Al-Wafaa Development Association and the Syrian Crafts Company also financed craftspeople, provided them with tools and workshop spaces and promoted their products.
[bookmark: _Toc83019004][bookmark: _Toc96932932][bookmark: _Toc96941599]Alignment of policies with the Ethical Principles[footnoteRef:41]  [41:  Refer to assessment factor B13.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Reports from 14 out of 17 countries (82 per cent) noted that the Convention’s Ethical Principles were respected in development plans, policies and programmes relating to intangible cultural heritage (B13.1). As in other regions, alignment of policies with ethical approaches in the field of intangible cultural heritage was not generally achieved by referencing the Ethical Principles themselves, but by following more general legal frameworks and guidelines regarding issues such as free, prior and informed consent for inventorying, respecting the cultural rights of communities, decent work and equitable benefit for practitioners, respect for cultural diversity and inclusiveness. Many countries noted that broader strategic plans for development and planning, as well as culture and heritage policies in particular, were thus aligned with the principles of the Convention. 
[bookmark: _Toc83019005][bookmark: _Toc96932933][bookmark: _Toc96941600]Availability of legal protection to communities concerned[footnoteRef:42]  [42:  Refer to assessment factor B14.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Nearly all of the countries (15 out of 17, or 88 per cent) reported that forms of legal protection, such as intellectual property rights and privacy rights, were available to communities, groups and individuals when their intangible cultural heritage is exploited by others for commercial or other purposes (B14.1). Some countries noted gaps in protection, for example, where only tangible (and not intangible) heritage was mentioned in legislation, or where only handicrafts practitioners (and not other kinds of bearers) received support and compensation. Uptake of legal protections, where they existed, depended on practitioners’ knowledge and capacity. To help artists understand their intellectual property rights and protect their interests, the Bahrain Intellectual Property Society has been conducting awareness-raising activities in Bahrain. 
Personal privacy and/or data protection were covered in various legal provisions of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia,[footnoteRef:43] Mauritania, Algeria[footnoteRef:44] and Iraq.[footnoteRef:45] Rather less attention was focused in the reports on how communities had been able to access and use these legal frameworks. In this regard, contract law can be helpful. In Algeria, a framework agreement between the Ministry of Culture and Arts and the Ministry of Tourism and Crafts was used to help guarantee the rights of artisans who participated in cultural festivities and festivals. The Kingdom of Saudi Arabia established a legal framework to address the risks of de-contextualization and over-commercialization of Alardah Alnajdiyah. After holding consultations (workshops and focus groups) with creatives and artisans in 2018, the Intellectual Property Authority in that country revised and clarified national copyright law to address community concerns about the impact of plagiarism on livelihoods. [43:  Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, Royal Decree No.M/19 dated 1443/2/9 AH.]  [44:  Algeria, article 46 of the 2016 Constitution protects the right to privacy and the honour of the citizen.]  [45:  Iraq, article 17 of the amended Constitution.] 

Intellectual property protection has been used in some countries to help protect community interests and promote common economic benefit when their intangible cultural heritage elements were being used in a commercial context. Most of the reports focused on the existence of laws relating to intellectual property protection, including conventional intellectual property rights such as copyright and performers’ rights, trademarks and design rights. Several countries also provided legal protection for geographical indications in their laws, which allow communities and other producers to reserve the names of artisanal products associated with a specific location and produced in a specific way.
Special provision was sometimes made for intangible cultural heritage (or traditional cultural expressions) in these legal frameworks, often as national property. In Tunisia, intellectual property law[footnoteRef:46] described folklore as “part of the national heritage” and required permission from the Ministry of Culture before commercial exploitation, or exercise of certain aspects of copyright on a work inspired by folklore. In the Syrian Arab Republic, copyright law[footnoteRef:47] protects national, traditional, folk heritage as public property. In Yemen, the law on copyright and neighbouring rights[footnoteRef:48] covered protection of “folk tradition or folklore expressions” against exploitation, import or distribution without a license issued by the ministry. [46:  Tunisia, Law no.94-36 of February 24, 1994, relating to literary and artistic property, Article 7.]  [47:  Syrian Arab Republic, The Law of Protecting Copyright and Related Rights in the Legislative Decree No. 62 of 9/16/2013, article 89.]  [48:  Yemen, Law No.15 of 2012, Chapter 9, Articles 58 and 61.] 

Some communities and bearers were supported to register labels or logos and develop marketing strategies to benefit equitably from sale of products linked to their intangible cultural heritage practice. In the Syrian Arab Republic, a logo (certification mark) for Damascene rose cultural or heritage products was created to signal that a set of health, nutritional and promotional standards have been met. In Morocco, a revision of the Cultural Heritage Law was proposed to regulate use of a label for ‘Moroccan intangible heritage’, promoted by the Ministry of Culture in collaboration with the Ministry of Crafts and the Moroccan Standardisation Institute (IMANOR). In the context of heritage management in Marrakech, different kinds of support were provided to communities through an NGO. The Federation of Associations of the “Cultural space of Jemaa el-Fna Square” represented practitioner groups and defended their rights in regard to practices in the marketplace.
[bookmark: _Toc83019007][bookmark: _Toc96932934][bookmark: _Toc96941601]Baselines and targets
Table 6 below shows that nearly half of the reporting countries (8 out of 18, or 44 per cent) satisfied the core indicator B11 at the baseline, in regard to the integration of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding in policies in the culture sector. With regard to the integration of intangible cultural heritage in policies in the education sector, half of the reporting countries (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent) satisfied the core indicator B12 at the baseline. In regard to the integration of intangible cultural heritage in policies in sectors other than culture or education, about two fifths of the reporting countries (7 out of 18, or 39 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B13 at the baseline. Two thirds of the countries (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B14 at the baseline in regard to respect for customary rights, practices and expressions in policies.
Around three quarters of reporting countries that set a target, set their targets at the same level as the baseline for B14 (11 out of 15, or 73 per cent), possibly because so many already fully satisfied the indicator at the baseline. In the case of B11, B12, and B13, the figures were fairly similar, with about a third of the reporting countries setting targets above the baseline and between a third and a half setting targets at the baseline.[footnoteRef:49]  [49:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025779][bookmark: _Toc181292139]Table 11: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B11-B14 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	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
	0 / 18
	3 / 18
	1 / 18
	6 / 18
	8 / 18

	[bookmark: _Hlk82254306]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
	3 / 18
	1 / 18
	4 / 18
	1 / 18
	9 / 18

	[bookmark: _Hlk82254623]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
	2 / 18
	2 / 18
	3 / 18
	4 / 18
	7 / 18

	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
	2 / 18
	0 / 18
	4 / 18
	0 / 18
	12 / 18


[bookmark: _Toc96932936][bookmark: _Toc96941473][bookmark: _Toc96941603][bookmark: _Toc167115372][bookmark: _Toc174028084]Thematic area V - The role of intangible cultural heritage in society
The Convention suggests that intangible cultural heritage is of importance to 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 particular meaning and value to 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. The Operational Directive paragraph 174, for example, says that “States Parties shall endeavour 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: _Toc174025780][bookmark: _Toc181292140]Table 12: 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
	15.1 Communities, groups and individuals use their intangible cultural heritage for their well-being, including in the context of sustainable development programmes.

	27. 
	15.2 Communities, groups and individuals use their intangible cultural heritage for dialogue promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peace-building.

	28. 
	15.3 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
	16.1 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.

	29. 
	16.2 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: _Toc96932938][bookmark: _Toc96941605]Overview of core indicators B15-B16
Almost all countries reported that communities, groups and individuals used their intangible cultural heritage for promoting well-being to some extent (B15.1). Nearly all countries also reported that communities, groups and individuals used their intangible cultural heritage for dialogue, promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peace-building to some degree (B15.2). Some forms of intangible cultural heritage themselves promoted conflict resolution and peace-building, or suggested solutions to current questions. Various forms of intangible cultural heritage promoted communal activity in a way that fostered dialogue and mutual respect, including the customs and traditions of serving Arabic coffee to guests or the culture of gathering at a Majlis, as reported by the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Almost all countries noted that development interventions recognized the importance of intangible cultural heritage in society, whether as a source of identity and continuity, as a source of knowledge and skills and as a resource for sustainable development, particularly through craft and agriculture (B15.3). Community uses of intangible cultural heritage for maintaining livelihoods were frequently intertwined with wellbeing, health and environmental sustainability. Half of the reporting countries (50 per cent) thus fully satisfied the core indicator B15 at the baseline, with nearly a third of the countries satisfying it largely (28 per cent).
Most countries reported involving diverse groups in safeguarding plans and programmes to some extent (B16.1). Four fifths or more of the countries reported involving people of different ages and genders, as well as those with disabilities. As mentioned above, just over half of the countries mentioned involving migrants, immigrants and refugees. Nearly all countries reported that safeguarding plans and programmes for intangible cultural heritage fostered self-respect within and mutual respect between communities, groups and individuals (B16.2). Just over half of reporting countries (56 per cent) thus fully satisfied the core indicator B16 at the baseline, regarding the inclusivity of safeguarding plans and programmes that foster self-respect and mutual respect.
Challenges and opportunities
Intangible cultural heritage was well recognized in reporting countries as a source of national or ethnic identity, and a contributor to well-being, peace and conflict reduction, as well as to environmental and economic development. This was particularly the case in regard to areas such as handicrafts, traditional medicine, agriculture and water management. Intangible cultural heritage safeguarding was integrated into some national development strategies. However, little systematic evidence was provided in the reports to enable assessment of the impact of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding on society and its development. While both remain important outcomes, it was not always clear how handicrafts projects, for example, stimulate the safeguarding of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage as well as create avenues for income generation through contemporary craft. In some contexts, conflict and social disruption had severely negatively impacted economies and the social fabric, making intangible cultural heritage-related interventions both more necessary, but also more difficult to implement.
[bookmark: _Toc83019028][bookmark: _Toc96932942][bookmark: _Toc96941609]Inclusivity of safeguarding plans and programmes[footnoteRef:50] [50:  Refer to assessment factor B16.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Inclusivity in safeguarding plans and programmes regarding gender was reported by 80 per cent (12 out of 15 countries), inclusivity regarding persons with disabilities was equally reported by 80 per cent (12 out of 15 countries), and inclusivity regarding age was reported by 93 per cent (14 out of 15 countries) (B16.1). Inclusivity of members of vulnerable groups and migrants, immigrants or refugees in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding plans and programmes was reported by around half of the countries: 6 (40 per cent) and 8 (53 per cent) out of 15 countries respectively. Three fifths (9 out of 15, or 60 per cent) of the countries reported involving Indigenous Peoples and groups with different ethnic identities (B16.1). 
Intangible cultural heritage can be a means of welcoming and including marginalized, migrant or minority groups. Inclusivity of safeguarding plans and programmes and strategies for promoting it have been covered to some extent elsewhere in this report, particularly in regard to gender and migrants or refugees. In Iraq, migrants, displaced persons and refugees were assisted in cultural heritage safeguarding and securing livelihoods by the establishment of a Ministry of Migration and Displaced Persons, and financial grants from the Ministry of Labour and Social Affairs. 
In Algeria, the Ministries of Solidarity, Agriculture and Tourism and Crafts implemented programmes that helped disadvantaged or marginalized people and their families develop businesses based on intangible cultural heritage. Along with support provided by the Ministry of Culture, this developed professional skills in traditional trades, and guaranteed sustainable incomes from their practice. At the local level, town halls provided spaces and distribution networks for practitioners to make and sell their products. In Timimoun province (wilaya), the authorities created a permanent local market for heritage products.
Specific provision was made in most reporting countries to increase the participation of persons with disabilities in the practice and transmission of intangible cultural heritage, frequently through provision of training opportunities linked to livelihoods, and/or by improving the access of persons with disabilities to cultural heritage institutions and events, such as those promoting wellbeing and social participation through the arts. Inclusion of persons with disabilities in safeguarding plans was mandated in the policy of the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Promotion of National Languages in Sudan. In Mauritania, state policies extended positive discrimination to vulnerable people and those with disabilities who were active in the intangible cultural heritage field. The State of Palestine’s Ministry of Culture, as the focal point for the 2003 Convention, partnered with the UNESCO National Office for the State of Palestine and the Atfaluna Society for the Deaf to provide an online training course for 31 artists and craftspeople, ranging between 20 and 50 years old. The course focused on helping them earn a living from their creative activity through the use of online platforms and digital media, including training in photography, digital marketing, basic graphic design, basic content writing, and basic freelancing skills.
[bookmark: _Toc96932943][bookmark: _Toc96941610]Use of intangible cultural heritage to promote well-being[footnoteRef:51]  [51:  Refer to assessment factor B15.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

[bookmark: _Toc83019011][bookmark: _Toc96932944][bookmark: _Toc96941611]Communities, groups and individuals were reported by all countries in this cycle to have used their intangible cultural heritage for promoting well-being (17 out of 18 countries, or 94 per cent, B15.1). In Jordan, folk healers still used medicinal plants and cupping therapies in both rural and urban areas. Taking healthy traditional foods or medicines, engaging in craft activity, and joining communal, culturally-relevant activities can promote individual health and build social cohesion. In Lebanon, the report noted increased use of oral expressions and performing arts (storytelling, dabké and traditional songs) and craft skills in art therapy projects, especially in Beirut. The economic crisis and the Beirut port blast amplified the role given to intangible cultural heritage in sustainable development. 
Environmentally beneficial and economically sustainable intangible cultural heritage practice can also support broader well-being and livelihoods within a community. Local communities used traditional knowledge to manage water resources and engage in agriculture. In Tunisia, for example, customs of conflict resolution (arbitration by the zaouïas) were used to resolve conflicts around ownership of a hot spring in 2020 among the inhabitants of Béni Khedache and Douz. 
Further examples of the inclusion of intangible cultural heritage in conflict resolution and development programmes will be included below.
Use of intangible cultural heritage for dialogue promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peace-building[footnoteRef:52]  [52:  Refer to assessment factors B15.2 and B16.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk146267226]Nearly all countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) reported that communities, groups and individuals used their intangible cultural heritage for dialogue, promoting mutual respect, conflict resolution and peace-building (B15.2). Most countries (15 out of 16, or 94 per cent) also reported that safeguarding plans and programmes promoted self-respect and mutual respect (B16.2). In some Omani provinces (wilayat), a variety of people including non-Omanis participated in practices such as the Eid morning, thus fostering mutual respect. 
As indicated above, just over two thirds of the countries (11 out of 16, or 69 per cent) took intangible cultural heritage into consideration in policies responding to situations of natural disaster or conflict (B13.3) and three quarters recognized intangible cultural heritage that contributes to peaceful conflict prevention and resolution (12 out of 16, or 75 per cent, B14.3). The reports provided a number of examples of the role of intangible cultural heritage practices in addressing conflict, in both traditional and new contexts. In the Syrian Arab Republic, under the “peace prestige group” tradition, elders in a community bring disputing parties together in a neutral house, often the home of a senior elder, aiming to reconcile their differences. These traditional means of conflict resolution were applied in new contexts as well. During the reporting period, the Sudanese government used local customs and traditional methods of resolving disputes, such as Al-Judiyya in the Darfur region and Al-Qaled in eastern Sudan, as tools for achieving peace between different groups. 
[bookmark: _Toc83019012][bookmark: _Toc96932945][bookmark: _Toc96941612]Role of intangible cultural heritage in society recognized in development interventions[footnoteRef:53]  [53:  Refer to assessment factor B15.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Research and documentation (see thematic area III) and policies and legislation, especially in the area of sustainable development (see thematic area IV), have encouraged many development programmes to be more attentive to the role of intangible cultural heritage in society. 
[bookmark: _Hlk78472265]The reports indicated several ways in which intangible cultural heritage was made visible in development interventions at the national and local levels. Creative approaches involving local communities can help ensure that intangible cultural heritage is included in local development planning. The Royal Commission for Al-Ula in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia involved local artists from Al-Ula to provide training in traditional arts at the Al-Deria School. The school hosted a training program in traditional arts run by the Prince Foundation, the School of Traditional Arts and the Turquoise Mountain Foundation. The training was aimed at craftspeople and practitioners, mostly women, as well as young adults in the area. The Ministry of Tourism worked with the Turquoise Mountain Foundation to help artisans across the Kingdom build capacity, upskill and adapt traditional handicrafts for use in new settings, for example using traditional pots as display items in hotels.
Development interventions reportedly recognized the importance of intangible cultural heritage in society, whether as a source of identity and continuity, as a source of knowledge and skills and as a resource for sustainable development in nearly all countries (16 out of 17, or 94 per cent). Among these 16 countries, as Figure 15 below demonstrates (B15.3), 88 per cent (14 out of 16) gave further details: all 14 recognized intangible cultural heritage as a source of identity and continuity, 71 per cent (10 out of 14) as a source of knowledge and skills, and 57 per cent (8 out of 14) as a resource to enable sustainable development. In Kuwait, the Al Sadu society, a non-profit organization dedicated to preserving, documenting, and promoting the country’s rich and diverse textile heritage, created Studio SADI, an art residency program encouraging learning and creative innovation based on Sadu weaving techniques and design. At the end of the residency, artists held exhibitions at Sadu House.
Across reporting countries, development initiatives at the national level frequently referenced intangible cultural heritage, particularly in relation to handicrafts. The Micro, Small, and Medium Enterprise Development Agency (MSMEDA) in Egypt, for example, organized an annual Turathna Exhibition for handicrafts and heritage arts since 2020, making provision for people with special needs and allocating places for them to display their products. In Morocco, a government program called Forsa encouraged entrepreneurship among young people by providing support and funding to set up projects in the fields of crafts and tourism.
Example: Development initiatives supporting traditional handicrafts practitioners in Bahrain
A permanent market for Bahraini artisans was set up at the Bab Al Bahrain complex by the Bahrain Tourism and Exhibitions Authority, which also organized the "Herfna Festival" to promote local handicrafts. In the fourth year of this festival (2019), more than forty Bahraini craftsmen displayed their products in fourteen booths and carts at Bab Al Bahrain Market, representing over twenty-five crafts. The Bahrain Tourism and Exhibitions Authority also set up the “Saturday Market” to raise awareness about traditional crafts in the Manama market by offering workshops for locals and tourists. An annual “Heritage Festival” organized by the Bahrain Authority for Culture and Antiquities raised awareness about local handicrafts, foods, and traditional folk performances. The Handicrafts Department at this Authority initiated the "Made in Bahrain" project, which supported handicrafts practitioners to make and sell creative pieces based on traditional skills and designs, and be recognized for their work. The “Made in Bahrain” brand store had three branches, in Al-Jasra Handicrafts Center, Al-Manama Market, and Al-Baraha Market in Diyar Al-Muharraq.
[bookmark: _Toc181292119]Figure 15: Recognition of the importance of intangible cultural heritage in society, in development interventions in reporting countries (n=14) (B15.3)
[image: A graph of blue rectangular objects]
[bookmark: _Toc83019014][bookmark: _Toc96932946][bookmark: _Toc96941613]Festivals and tourism promoted various other forms of intangible cultural heritage too, including foodways and performing arts. In Lebanon, an annual festival of Dabkeh folk dancing (a combination of circle and line dancing styles) was organized in the village of Maasser el Chouf, by the Jabalna association in collaboration with the Chouf Cedar Reserve and under the patronage of the Ministry of Tourism. This is the only local festival entirely devoted to Dabkeh. The festival provided a venue for competitions between Dabkeh troupes and workshops introducing children and adults to the dance. Such local festivals organized in villages in rural areas under the supervision of the Ministry of Tourism also established temporary markets for the sale of local culinary and artisanal products, evenings animated by Zajal shows and “village dinners” with menus prepared from local culinary specialties. 
Some reports noted the importance of protecting intangible cultural heritage and its practitioners from possible negative effects of over-commercialization or decontextualization. For example, Morocco’s report mentioned the need to address some of the negative effects of expanded commercial activity on safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage in the “Cultural space of Jemaa el-Fna Square”. Algeria has focused on oasis tourism and mountain tourism, highlighting natural and cultural sites and local products, thus reducing possible negative impacts of mass tourism. 
Baselines and targets
Table 7 below shows that half of the reporting countries (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B15 at the baseline. Just over a quarter (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) satisfied it largely, and the rest clustered mainly in the “partially” category. Just over half of the reporting countries (10 out of 18, or 56 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B16 at the baseline, regarding the inclusivity of safeguarding plans and programmes that foster self-respect and mutual respect. 
Five (out of 13, 38 per cent) and seven (out of 14, 50 per cent) of the reporting countries that set a target, set their targets as equal to their baseline for B15 and B16 respectively. About as many of the remaining countries (4 out of 13, or 30 per cent) set their targets above and below the baseline for B15, while countries were more confident in target-setting above the baseline for B16, with 6 out of 14 (43 per cent) doing so. Five and four countries respectively likely did not set targets for B15 and B16.[footnoteRef:54]  [54:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025781][bookmark: _Toc181292141]Table 13: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B15 and B16 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	[bookmark: _Hlk82254908]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 
	0/18
	1/18
	3/18
	5/18
	9/18

	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
	3/18
	0/18
	3/18
	2/18
	10/18


[bookmark: _Toc96932948][bookmark: _Toc96941474][bookmark: _Toc96941615][bookmark: _Toc167115373][bookmark: _Toc174028085]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 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 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: _Toc174025782][bookmark: _Toc181292142]Table 14: List of core indicators and assessment factors on awareness raising 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.

	30. 
	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.

	31. 
	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.

	32. 
	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.

	33. 
	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.

	34. 
	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.

	35. 
	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.

	36. 
	19.3 Programmes for promotion and dissemination of good safeguarding practices are fostered and supported.

	37. 
	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.

	38. 
	20.2 Ethical principles, particularly as embodied in relevant professional codes or standards, are respected in awareness-raising activities.


[bookmark: _Toc128039121][bookmark: _Toc130903337][bookmark: _Toc145070748][bookmark: _Toc96932954][bookmark: _Toc96941621]Overview of core indicators B17-B20
Most reporting countries noted that there was community participation in awareness raising about their intangible cultural heritage (B17.1), with their free, prior, sustained and informed consent (B17.2). Protection of community rights during awareness-raising activities, reported by about four fifths of reporting countries (B17.3), was ensured in various ways including adherence to constitutional rights protection and other general legal measures, financial compensation for artisans, and imposition of publication restrictions at community request. In almost all reporting countries, mechanisms were in place to facilitate the active engagement of the youth in awareness-raising activities, including the collection and dissemination of information about intangible cultural heritage (B17.4). Almost all countries reported that communities, groups and individuals used information and communication technologies or any other form of media, in particular new media, for raising awareness of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding (B17.5). Overall, two thirds of reporting countries (67 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B17 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which communities, groups and individuals participate widely in raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding.
All reporting countries stated that media coverage on intangible cultural heritage raised awareness about its importance and promoted community understanding and mutual respect (B18.1). Most reported specific cooperation activities or programmes concerning intangible cultural heritage jointly established and implemented by various stakeholders and media organizations (B18.2). Most countries also stated that media programming was inclusive, used the languages of the communities and groups concerned, and addressed different target groups (B18.3). Classical and local Arabic languages were used in all the States Parties, alongside other locally spoken languages and dialects. However, media coverage of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding was not always in line with the concepts and terminology of the Convention (B18.4, see Figure 16 below). Only a third of countries reported that media coverage was highly aligned in this way to the Convention. In some countries, a focal point was appointed to liaise between the media and government agencies responsible for culture. Hence, only slightly more than a half of the countries (56 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B18 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which media are involved in awareness raising about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and in promoting understanding and mutual respect. Almost another quarter (22 per cent) largely satisfied this core indicator at the baseline.
The reports provided examples of awareness-raising activities, generally managed by a wide range of public institutions, in which many stakeholders, including communities, groups and individuals concerned, were involved. Four fifths of the reporting countries noted that public awareness-raising policies and programmes acknowledged intangible cultural heritage practitioners on an inclusive basis (B19.1). Almost all stated that public events were organized regarding intangible cultural heritage, its importance and safeguarding, as well as the Convention (B19.2). The events most frequently mentioned in the reports were festivals, fairs and exhibitions. Three quarters of reporting countries noted encouraging or supporting programmes for promotion and dissemination of good safeguarding practices (B19.3). All of the reporting countries said that public information on intangible cultural heritage promoted mutual respect and appreciation within and between communities and groups (B19.4). About three fifths of reporting countries (61 per cent) thus fully satisfied the core indicator B19 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which public information measures raise awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, and promote understanding and mutual respect. Almost another fifth (17 per cent) largely satisfied this core indicator at the baseline.
In almost all reporting countries, awareness-raising activities were said to conform with the Ethical Principles (B20.1) and these principles, embodied in professional codes or standards, were respected in awareness-raising activities (B20.2). Thus, more than two thirds of reporting countries (72 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B20 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which awareness-raising programmes respect the relevant Ethical Principles. 
[bookmark: _Toc128039122][bookmark: _Toc130903338]Challenges and opportunities
The reports gave examples of a wide range of awareness-raising and public information activities, generally funded by the state as part of public broadcasting, inventorying and nomination processes or culture sector programming. These included the celebration of inscribed elements, seasonal fairs, or thematic cultural events. They helped to promote awareness of the diversity of intangible heritage, and shared information about inventorying and safeguarding methodologies. Individual activities and events may offer good short-term publicity around intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding. As noted in the analysis of prior reporting cycles, however, coordinated awareness-raising strategies aligned with safeguarding across different elements, communities or geographical areas, for example, may be more effective in the longer term to address safeguarding needs.
More attention could be paid to developing mechanisms to ensure effective community engagement, participation and consent in designing and implementing awareness-raising activities. Simply inviting community members to an event organized by others does not necessarily ensure this. Supporting community- or civil society-led awareness-raising projects could promote community-led safeguarding, as examples from some reporting countries demonstrated. 
It was not always clear exactly what role festivals and other activities played in awareness raising or indeed safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage because monitoring and evaluation data on this question was not generally collected in reporting countries. Better evaluation of awareness-raising initiatives is needed, both to determine their impact and to guide future planning. 
Sharing good practices and ideas for awareness raising at local, national and regional levels could perhaps be developed further through networks for regional cooperation and/or category 2 centres with a focus on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in the region. As in previous reporting cycles, it is also important to develop further capacity within media organizations on the concepts and terminology of the Convention in the countries of this reporting cycle, for example by appointing a media liaison agent and undertaking capacity building with journalists.
Community and youth participation in awareness-raising activities[footnoteRef:55]  [55:  Refer to core indicator B17 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area, excluding 17.2 and 17.3 reported below under Respect for Ethical Principles (B20).] 

All but two countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) reported the widest possible inclusive participation of the communities, groups and individuals concerned in awareness raising, both in general and specifically about their own intangible cultural heritage (B17.1). The reports gave examples of NGOs, community organizations and individual practitioners doing their own awareness-raising activities. In the Syrian Arab Republic, for example, social media pages and groups were created by community members to raise awareness about the heritage of Damascus, including ‘Damascus the Spirit’, ‘Street Archive’, ‘My Syria’, and ‘Human of Damascus’. 
The reports also gave examples of awareness-raising activities coordinated by government agencies that involved community members. In Sudan, the Al-Fakhrangiya Association of pottery makers participated in a public symposium on the development of the pottery industry from the Karma civilization to the present. The Sultanate of Oman broadcast television programs such as “Omani Heritage” and “Taghreed”, created with the participation of practitioners. The Sultanate of Oman included practitioners as well as researchers in awareness-raising seminars and by distributing information related to intangible cultural heritage, including short video clips, online. In Kuwait, the National Council for Culture, Arts and Letters signed cooperation agreements with various cultural heritage associations that covered awareness-raising activities such as workshops, publications, lectures and exhibitions. 
[bookmark: _Hlk154593265]Mechanisms to facilitate youth engagement in awareness raising about intangible cultural heritage were reported by most countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) (B17.4). These included youth programmes in museums, as well as youth engagement in digital media, documentation, inventorying and awareness raising. Tunisia reported that almost all youth or cultural centres had created heritage clubs, in partnership with associations such as the Heritage Club of Culture House in Beni Khedache in the southern part of the country. Young people organized events and projects relating to inventorying and awareness raising around intangible cultural heritage, sometimes financed by international contributions. 
Example: Inventorying and research as an awareness raising activity in Jordan
In Jordan, young people involved in the "Shababuna Izwa" (Our Youth, Our Proud Backbone) project collected information about intangible cultural heritage in Madaba Governorate and disseminated it online through social media and websites. This work gathered information on practices associated with Al-Mahbash (a hollow wooden coffee grinder), rugs of the Bani Hamida tribe, foodways of the Mu'ab region, and handicrafts of the Makawar community in Madaba. The project linked this local heritage to tourism in the Governorate. Young people from communities and students from various universities and institutes also participated, along with other stakeholders, in research for the National Inventory of the Intangible Cultural Heritage implemented by the Heritage Directorate at the Ministry and the Directorates of Culture in the Governorates in cooperation with civil society bodies. Five hundred young people were trained in inventorying methodologies, and inventoried the intangible heritage with practitioners and bearers of elements in their communities. They contributed to the production of audio-visual documentary materials and assisted with inventorying projects in different governorates. In Al-Karak Governorate, a group of young people collected information about Ahazeej, traditional songs, chants or hymns that are sung without musical accompaniment, and turned this work into a documentary film.
[bookmark: _Toc83019018][bookmark: _Toc96932955][bookmark: _Toc96941622]Media awareness-raising activities[footnoteRef:56] [56:  Refer to assessment factor B17.5 and core indicator B18 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Most countries (16 out of 17, or 94 per cent) reported that communities, groups and individuals used 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 (B17.5). All of the countries (17 out of 17, or 100 per cent) reported that media coverage raised awareness of the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, and all but three (14 out of 17, or 82 per cent) said that it promoted mutual respect among communities, groups and individuals (B18.1). 
Media coverage was not confined to promoting annual inscriptions on intangible cultural heritage lists or inventories, but created opportunities for deeper analysis of the heritage and its practitioners. In the State of Palestine, the Burj Al-Luqluq Social Center Society, based in Jerusalem, broadcasted a Satellite TV channel for awareness raising on intangible cultural heritage. The traditional dance ‘Dabkeh’ was discussed on these channels to address a social issue of equality between young men and women. Media coverage also performed a documentary function in some cases. In Qatar, media programmes were dedicated to topics such as folklore, history (Shea Men Al-Maadi), heritage sites and local inhabitants (Cashat), mysteries, popular proverbs and the heritage of the desert (Ramah) and folk memory (Men Al-Zakera Al-Shabeya).
While newspapers, radio and television were frequently used for awareness-raising purposes, the reports noted that social media and other forms of digital media became increasingly important during the reporting period. In the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the Culinary Arts Commission created a virtual reality experience to help raise awareness of culinary heritage. Different forms of media were often used in conjunction with each other. In Egypt, the Al Ahram national newspaper, founded in 1875, provided coverage of intangible cultural heritage on its online ‘Portal of Civilizations’ (Bawabet Al Hadarat). The Ahram Online website, published in English, has had a heritage section since 2011, covering intangible cultural heritage in Egypt.
Using different kinds of media has created opportunities for diverse kinds of engagement with audiences. Bahrain organized the second of its national forums for intangible heritage in 2020, for example, using the media of television and new media. The forum panels discussed four elements of intangible cultural heritage: Arabic calligraphy, Ardha folk dance, weaving (Nassej) and traditional costumes, highlighting not just the responsibilities of government agencies but also the role of the communities concerned in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. The interactive debates aimed to encourage mutual respect and appreciation between communities and groups. 
Most countries (14 out of 16, or 87 per cent) reported that cooperation activities or programmes concerning intangible cultural heritage, including capacity-building activities, were jointly established and implemented between the media and other intangible cultural heritage stakeholders (B18.2). In the Syrian Arab Republic from 2018 to 2019, for example, journalists from the Public Authority for Radio and Television in the Ministry of Information, in cooperation with the Syria Trust for Development, provided training to Faculty of Information and Fine Arts students on how to prepare visual and documentary content about Syrian intangible cultural heritage elements. 
The majority of intangible cultural heritage-related media coverage was reported to be inclusive (14 out of 16, or 87 per cent), addressing different target groups and utilizing the language(s) and dialect(s) of communities, groups and individuals concerned (reported by 13 out of 16, or 81 per cent) (B18.3). Examples provided in the reports mentioned the use of dialects of Arabic and other national or local languages. In Iraq, Kurdish-language media programmes on Nowruoz festivities used the dialect of the Upper Euphrates, while documentaries on the craft of making Al-Naoor waterwheels used the southern dialect of the Marshlands. 
One third of the countries (6 out of 18, or 33 per cent) reported that media coverage of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding was highly in line with the concepts and the terminology of the Convention (B18.4, see Figure 16 below). A similar number (7 out of 18, or 39 per cent) said there was some alignment, and a fifth noted that alignment was limited (4 out of 18, or 22 per cent). Several reports remarked, for example, that the media more frequently used terms such as ‘folklore’ or ‘traditional heritage’ than ‘intangible cultural heritage’. Capacity-building is still needed in this area. In Egypt, the ministry assigned an intangible cultural heritage expert as a focal point to communicate between the ministry and media organizations to ensure better alignment with the Convention’s terminology. Mauritania’s report mentioned the importance of implementing capacity-building with stakeholders such as media representatives to address this issue in the next reporting cycle. 
[bookmark: _Toc181292120]Figure 16: Extent of media coverage in reporting countries about intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, in line with the concepts and terminology of the Convention (n=18) (B18.4)
[image: A graph of blue rectangular bars with white text

Description automatically generated]
[bookmark: _Hlk155207456][bookmark: _Toc83019019][bookmark: _Toc96932957][bookmark: _Toc96941624]Public awareness-raising programmes and policies[footnoteRef:57] [57:  Refer to assessment factors B19.2 to B19.4 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Most of the countries (16 out of 18, or 89 per cent) reported that public events were organized about intangible cultural heritage, its importance and safeguarding, and the Convention (B19.2). In Morocco, the Heritage Month, held each year between 18 April (International Day for Monuments and Sites) and 18 May (International Day of Museums), was a focus for heritage awareness-raising activities. All reporting countries (17 out of 17, or 100 per cent) noted that public information on intangible cultural heritage promoted mutual respect and appreciation within and between communities and groups (B19.4).
Public awareness-raising programmes included festivals, exhibitions and fairs, as well as other educational and promotional activities. Educational events that had a public dimension, such as symposia and conferences, and events publicizing the work of documentation and inventorying activities, have been covered to some extent above in thematic areas II and III, but also played a role in general awareness raising. Festivals and fairs often incorporated a variety of activities such as product sales, displays and performances, competitions, and various kinds of practitioner and academic discussions. Jordan hosted many festivals related to intangible cultural heritage, including the Night Talker Festival (Khalidiya/Al-Samer), the Camels Festival (Al-Hijin), and the Harvest Festival (Al-Hasad). Awareness raising events were also organized through the Cities of Culture Project which provides financial and logistical support to associations, NGOs and members of local communities for awareness-raising in all Governorates of the Kingdom. 
Many public awareness-raising initiatives mentioned in the reports were organized by government departments, agencies and institutions, often in collaboration with other stakeholders. It should be noted, however, that ministries of culture did not always take the lead in the activities mentioned in the reports, which is evidence of strong inter-sectoral interest in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. Some awareness raising campaigns involving intangible cultural heritage were used to promote other development objectives, too. For example, messaging campaigns developed by the Egyptian Ministry of Health to fight against schistosomiasis incorporated local languages and proverbs, and involved local authority figures.
Programmes for the promotion and dissemination of good safeguarding practices were encouraged and supported by about three quarters of the reporting countries (13 out of 17, or 77 per cent) (B19.3). The Royal Institute of Traditional Arts, an independent governmental entity, from its bases in Riyadh, Jeddah and Dammam, encouraged the promotion and dissemination of good safeguarding practices of traditional handicraft in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Since 2020, it has also held training workshops on the skills and knowledge needed for the practice of Al Sadu, reaching 400 trainees.
[bookmark: _Toc96932958][bookmark: _Toc96941625]Respect for ethical principles in awareness raising[footnoteRef:58]  [58:  Refer to assessment factors B17.2, B17.3, B19.1, and core indicator B20 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Awareness-raising activities were generally reported to conform with the Convention’s Ethical Principles (14 out of 15 of the reporting countries, or 93 per cent) (B20.1). Most countries (14 out of 15, or 93 per cent) reported that ethical principles embodied in professional codes or standards were respected in awareness-raising activities (B20.2). 
A few awareness-raising policies and programmes were aligned to the particular framework of the Ethical Principles adopted by the Committee in 2015. In the State of Palestine, the Ministry of Culture’s sectoral National Plans (2017-2023) took the Convention as a formal reference point, for example. This guided government culture agencies and civil society organisations such as the Nawa Association for Arts and Culture to align awareness-raising activities with the Convention’s Ethical Principles. 
However, awareness-raising activities were in most cases informed by a broader understanding of ethics, rather than the specific texts of the Convention. These broader principles were sometimes enshrined in constitutional law, in regulations governing public institutions and NGOs, and more general principles and ethical frameworks for journalism, inventorying and research. In the United Arab Emirates, awareness-raising activities on intangible cultural heritage and training for researchers in the field put special emphasis on general ethical principles such as appreciation and mutual respect, the free and prior consent of community members, and confidentiality. 
Over four fifths of the countries (15 out of 18, or 83 per cent) noted that free, prior, informed and sustained community consent was secured during awareness-raising activities about specific elements of intangible cultural heritage (B17.2). This was done in different ways, taking written or verbal form, and as part of various related processes, especially inventorying, research and media engagement. In Kuwait, some bearers of intangible cultural heritage elements preferred to keep their experience or information within their families and not share it with anyone from outside. Their right not to participate in awareness-raising activities was respected. 
Four fifths of the reporting countries (13 out of 16, or 81 per cent) stated that their awareness-raising policies and programs publicly acknowledged intangible cultural heritage bearers and practitioners on an inclusive basis (B19.1). The reports did not give many specific examples of how this was done, aside from involving bearers and practitioners in events. Some reports highlighted the important role of competitions and prizes in recognizing practitioner status and skill. In Algeria, bearers and practitioners identified at the local level were invited to participate in competitions relating to various traditional handicrafts, culinary arts, or traditional wedding celebrations. Broader approaches such as recognizing practitioners in research and teaching, and including them on public inventories were considered beneficial for awareness raising in the reports.
When raising awareness about heritage safeguarding, most countries (14 out of 17, or 82 per cent) reported that the rights of communities, groups and individuals were protected (B17.3). This was ensured in various ways: by involving communities, groups and individuals concerned, by recognizing customary limitations on access, through specific agreements on a case-by-case basis, or under legal frameworks such as intellectual property rights, constitutional law or laws protecting the rights of specific ethnic or cultural groups. This has been discussed above in thematic area IV.
[bookmark: _Toc96932959][bookmark: _Toc96941626]Baselines and targets
In Table 15 below, two thirds of the reporting countries fully satisfied the core indicator B17 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which communities, groups and individuals participate widely in raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent).
Slightly more than half (10 out of 18, or 56 per cent) of reporting countries fully satisfied the core indicator B18 at the baseline, regarding media involvement in raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and in promoting understanding and mutual respect. Almost a quarter (4 out of 18, or 22 per cent) largely satisfied the core indicator B18 at the baseline. 
About three fifths of the countries (11 out of 18, or 61 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B19 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which public information measures raise awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding and promote understanding and mutual respect. More than two thirds of the countries (13 out of 18, or 72 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B20 at the baseline, regarding the extent to which programmes raising awareness of intangible cultural heritage respect the relevant ethical principles. 
In this thematic area, the majority of countries set targets at or above their automatically calculated baselines for core indicators B17-20. More optimism on future progress was indicated in regard to B18 and B19, where 4 and 2 out of 15 countries set targets above their baselines respectively; no countries set targets above the baseline for B17 and B20. However, indicators B18 and B19 also had more targets below the baseline: 4 and 6 out of 15 countries respectively, whereas B17 and B20 had a majority of targets in line with the baseline. Three or four countries likely did not set targets for these indicators.[footnoteRef:59]  [59:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025783][bookmark: _Toc181292143]Table 15: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B17-B20 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	[bookmark: _Hlk82255301]B17.	Extent to which communities, groups and individuals participate widely in raising awareness about the importance of intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding
	0 / 18
	1 / 18
	3 / 18
	2 / 18
	12 / 18

	[bookmark: _Hlk82255481]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	
	0 / 18
	1 / 18
	3 / 18
	4 / 18
	10 / 18

	[bookmark: _Hlk82255705]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
	0 / 18
	2 / 18
	2 / 18
	3 / 18
	11 / 18

	B20.	Extent to which programmes raising awareness of intangible cultural heritage respect the relevant ethical principles
	3 / 18
	0 / 18
	1 / 18
	1 / 18
	13 / 18


[bookmark: _Toc96932961][bookmark: _Toc96941475][bookmark: _Toc96941628][bookmark: _Toc167115374][bookmark: _Toc174028086]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 non-governmental organizations 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 through scientific, technical and artistic studies to provide feedback about positive or negative impacts. Such monitoring studies can be done by communities concerned, non-governmental organizations and other civil society bodies, research institutions and centres of expertise, scholars and experts.

The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about engagement of diverse actors in safeguarding activities. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc174025784][bookmark: _Toc181292144]Table 16: 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
	21.1 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.

	39. 
	21.2 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.

	40. 
	21.3 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
	22.1 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.

	41. 
	22.2 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.

	42. 
	22.3 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: _Toc96932963][bookmark: _Toc96941630]Overview of core indicators B21-B22
Just over half of the countries noted high levels of inclusive participation of communities, groups and individuals concerned in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, whether in general or for specific elements (B21.1), while nearly one third reported some extent of community participation. Ministries of Culture and related bodies promoted community engagement initiatives in most countries. Just over half of the countries also reported high levels of participation in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding by NGOs and other civil society organizations, and nearly a third reported some extent of their participation (B21.2). In various countries, NGO-led projects tackled economic challenges, encouraged gender participation, fostered creativity, and helped to improve well-being. By contrast, the active involvement of the private sector in safeguarding activities in line with the Ethical Principles was highlighted by only one country, although more than half reported some level of such involvement. In total, around two thirds of reporting countries (67 per cent) either fully or largely satisfied the core indicator B21 at the baseline, regarding engagement of stakeholders for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage.
[bookmark: _Hlk125972733]An enabling environment supporting communities, groups and individuals to monitor and undertake scientific, technical and artistic studies on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding was reported by two thirds of the countries (B22.1), as already discussed above in thematic area III on research. A higher percentage, nearly three quarters of countries, reported that an enabling environment existed for NGOs and other civil society bodies to this end (B22.2). A similar proportion of countries reported that an enabling environment existed for scholars, experts, research institutions and centers of expertise to monitor and research intangible cultural heritage (B22.3). Some countries highlighted specific examples in their reports under this theme, showing that an enabling environment had been created through successful networking and collaboration between stakeholders. Publications and research activities were often supported by government bodies, especially ministries responsible for culture, demonstrating a commitment to fostering monitoring activities. Thus, just over half of the reporting countries (56 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B22 at the baseline, regarding civil society contributions to monitoring of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding.
Challenges and opportunities
The reports contained examples of various initiatives by communities, researchers and civil society organizations to safeguard elements of intangible heritage inscribed on the UNESCO Lists or included in national inventories, often supported by government agencies at national or sub-national levels. Private sector involvement was more limited.
A number of countries in this reporting cycle have faced significant political, social and economic challenges that affected safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage and undermined institutional capacities to support it. The active engagement of the private sector, especially banks and private companies, could support some safeguarding activities in this context. However, the reports suggested low levels of collaboration between NGOs, civil society organisations and the private sector. They also reported low levels of awareness within the private sector, not only of the Convention but also of its Ethical Principles. Awareness-raising and capacity-building campaigns directed at the private sector that promote cooperation with civil society, backed by government support and policies promoting ethical private sector involvement, may improve private sector engagement in safeguarding activities. Examples of effective safeguarding plans could be shared between communities and even between countries as part of capacity building programmes.
[bookmark: _Toc96932967][bookmark: _Toc96941634]Community participation[footnoteRef:60]  [60:  Refer to assessment factor B21.1 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Over half of the countries (10 out of 18, or 56 per cent) reported high levels of the widest possible inclusive participation of communities, groups and individuals concerned in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding, whether in general or for specific elements (B21.1, see Figure 17 below). Nearly one third (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) reported some extent of community participation. In Algeria, for example, practitioner associations such as Al-Assala and Bab El Zir have contributed significantly to the safeguarding of the “Rites and craftsmanship associated with the wedding costume tradition of Tlemcen”. They brought together different kinds of practitioners engaged in the making of the ‘chedda’ (wedding dress), organized holiday workshops for school children and training activities for artisans in collaboration with local vocational institutions and the Chamber of Crafts and Trades of Tlemcen. 
Lebanon noted that communities, groups and individuals concerned organized their own safeguarding activities. The Poets Union of Zajal, for example, launched a program for the teaching of Zajal called ‘your heritage is your identity’ (turathak hawitak) in two schools and a university. Groups of 30 to 40 registered students learned to improvise texts on defined themes, and some of them received a diploma. This program was unfortunately interrupted by the COVID-19 pandemic.
[bookmark: _Toc181292121]Figure 17: Extent of wide and inclusive community participation in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding activities in reporting countries (n=18) (B21.1)
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Community or practitioner organizations have played an important role in safeguarding various elements of intangible cultural heritage in some contexts. In Sudan, the National Council for Cultural Heritage and the Promotion of National Languages encouraged the formation of associations, federations and cooperatives among intangible heritage practitioners. Examples of such associations included the Al-Fakhranjiyya Association of potters, the Sudanese Calligraphers Association, the Palm Care and Cultivation Association, and the National Wrestling Federation. The latter organization was established to safeguard the traditional sport of Nuba wrestling, which it contributes to by organizing ceremonial matches marking the end of the harvest season. This initiative also recognized the need to involve practitioners and individuals who do not belong to a particular organization or association in safeguarding efforts.
In most reporting countries, ministries responsible for culture and associated agencies supported community engagement initiatives by providing resources or infrastructure and establishing participatory inventorying programmes, legal frameworks or other kinds of policies supporting community initiatives. A comprehensive set of measures was adopted to safeguard “Al-Bar'ah, music and dance of Oman Dhofari valleys” in Oman, for example, including strengthening cooperation between various stakeholders concerned, notably government agencies, cultural and academic institutions, and the local community. Festivals were organized with practitioner involvement and material and technical support was granted to the artists to practise and develop their skills. A database about musical bands, artists, performances, and events related to Al-Bar’ah was created. Specialized workshops were held on topics such as poetry, style of recitation, performances, methods and occasions of practice. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932969][bookmark: _Toc96941636][bookmark: _Toc83019026]NGO participation[footnoteRef:61]  [61:  Refer to assessment factor B21.2 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 
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Description automatically generated with medium confidence]Just as in the case of community participation, over half of the reporting countries (10 out of 18, or 56 per cent) reported a high level of participation of NGOs and other civil society actors in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. Almost one third (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) reported some extent of such participation (B21.2, see Figure 18 below). Sudan’s report highlighted the relative lack of interest shown by NGOs in working on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in the country, a challenge evident elsewhere. Nevertheless, the Heritage House Foundation in Sudan, a civil society organization, was active in capacity building and safeguarding, including providing practitioners with spaces for practising and performances. [bookmark: _Toc181292122]Figure 18: Extent of participation by NGOs and other civil society actors in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding activities in reporting countries (n=18) (B21.2)


NGOs played a particularly important role promoting the well-being and economic sustainability of affected communities through, or sometimes alongside, intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in conflict zones and in countries facing social, political and economic challenges. International and local NGOs in Lebanon, seeking to address the post-disaster challenges posed by the economic crisis and the aftermath of the Beirut port explosion, have played a crucial role in intangible cultural heritage-related development projects on food security, social cohesion and income generation. Youth civil society organizations in Iraq conducted cleaning campaigns near traditional water wheels (Naoor) and on both banks of the Euphrates River to ensure the safeguarding of the element “Traditional craft skills and arts of Al-Naoor”. The Lotus Women's Cultural Association in Basra held training workshops for women of different age groups on how to make traditional crafts from parts of the palm tree. In the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the King Abdulaziz Women’s Society for Social Development, an NGO, assisted widowed or impoverished Al Sadu female weavers by providing them with workshop spaces and tools, as well as platforms for selling their products.
In Egypt, the establishment of NGOs and civil society organizations was encouraged and regulated under Law No.149 of 2019. The Future Businesswomen Association, a civil society organization in the city of Fowa (Kafr El-Sheikh Governorate), was established in 2000 to safeguard kilim crafts in local villages in the area. The craft of handmaking kilims is mainly the work of women who set up a loom in their houses. The association trained and employed numerous women, providing them with suitable material for rug making and helping to sell their products, including internationally. This project empowered local women economically by providing a source of income for their family. 
In many cases, government agencies worked with NGOs and civil society organizations to carry out safeguarding activities, often by encouraging their participation in festivals and workshops, and in some cases funding their work. NGOs and civil society actors sometimes actively asked for support from different government agencies for safeguarding actions. An example is the Iraqi Cultural Centre for Arabic Calligraphy and Ornamentation, an NGO dedicated to safeguarding the art of Arabic calligraphy by disseminating knowledge of Arabic calligraphy within the community and educating communities about its different types, forms and artistic characteristics. As part of its advocacy for cross-sectoral cooperation in the promotion of Arabic calligraphy, the organization sought the support of the Ministry of Culture and Education, the Ministry of Higher Education and Scientific Research, and the Iraqi Scientific Society. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932971][bookmark: _Toc96941638][bookmark: _Toc83019027]Private sector participation[footnoteRef:62]  [62:  Refer to assessment factor B21.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

The private sector contributed to safeguarding efforts to some extent. High levels of involvement of the private sector in safeguarding activities in line with the Ethical Principles were reported by only one country (1 out of 17, or 6 per cent). However, more than half of the countries (9 out of 17, or 53 per cent) reported some level of private sector involvement. Four countries reported that the participation of the private sector was limited (B21.3, see Figure 19 below). 
[bookmark: _Toc181292123]Figure 19: Extent of private sector participation in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage, respecting the Ethical Principles (n=17) (B21.3)
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The reports highlighted a variety of ways in which the private sector participated in safeguarding initiatives, sometimes in collaboration with other stakeholders. In some cases, private sector actors benefited directly from promoting intangible cultural heritage, for example through tourism, festivals and artisanal fairs. In Morocco, private companies in the tourism, logistics, music and production sectors helped safeguard the Sufi therapeutic and musical practices and rituals of “Gnawa”, through events such as the Gnawa Festival held in Essaouira. Various kinds of oral storytelling and performances were promoted by venues for mutual benefit. In Egypt, coffee shop owners promoted performances of the “Al-Sirah Al-Hilalyyah epic” to encourage customers to visit their coffee shops, thus also supporting practitioner livelihoods. Also in Egypt, a company established by jewellery designer Azza Fahmy, its Design Studio and Azza Fahmy Foundation, a non-profit organization, have undertaken various initiatives to help safeguard the heritage of traditional jewellery-making in the country. These included programmes to train young craftspeople, provide jobs and support small craft businesses. The company organized local and international exhibitions. 
The Syrian Crafts Company, a private sector company and social enterprise in the Syrian Arab Republic, trained and supported 112 skilled artisans involved in the production, marketing and distribution of traditional soaps, handmade textiles, tableware, fabrics and handmade glass. By exploring new markets for traditional handicrafts through exhibitions nationally and abroad, the company ensured employment for artisans producing both traditional and modern designs. In other cases, private sector actors gave donations. In Iraq, during the annual Arba’in visitation, pavilions and tents were erected on the sides of roads and streets leading to the holy governorate of Karbala to provision visitors free of charge. In Mauritania, private museums played an important role in safeguarding. 
Across the reports there were some examples of strategies for securing financial support from the private sector for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. In Yemen, the Heritage and Cultural Development Fund, an organization set up by the Ministry of Culture in 2007 to support heritage safeguarding, appointed members of the Chamber of Commerce to its Board of Directors, and was able to secure additional financial resources from the private sector, for example by allocating a percentage of revenue from some kinds of commercial materials to support cultural heritage projects.
[bookmark: _Toc83018995][bookmark: _Toc96932972][bookmark: _Toc96941639]Research and monitoring about intangible cultural heritage safeguarding[footnoteRef:63]  [63:  Refer to core indicator B22 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

The discussion in thematic area III above on accessibility of information in inventories (B7.4a) and their use for safeguarding (B7.4b) suggested that only a fifth of reporting countries had fully accessible inventories, and/or inventories that were widely used for safeguarding. Only two fifths of countries (7 out of 18, or 39 per cent) reported that communities, groups, and individuals concerned had either a high or some level of access to documentation and research results (B10.1). Nevertheless, two thirds of reporting countries (12 out of 18, or 67 per cent) reported the existence of an enabling environment to support communities, groups and individuals to monitor and undertake scientific, technical and artistic studies to safeguard intangible cultural heritage (B22.1). About three quarters of the countries reported that an enabling environment for safeguarding-related research and monitoring existed for NGOs and other civil society bodies and for scholars, experts, research institutions and centers of expertise (12 out of 17, or 71 per cent for B22.2; 13 out of 18, or 72 per cent for B22.3). 
It is clear that an enabling environment for community engagement in safeguarding research and monitoring can be supported in various ways, not just through access to information from inventorying and external research, but through capacity-building, financial support, networking and collaboration between stakeholders. In Tunisia, local farmers in the mountain oasis of El Guettar in the Gafsa, as well as in the oases of Kébili, Tozeur and Gabès, suggested safeguarding strategies for palm tree culture. They exchanged knowledge and practices related to the management of natural resources, with particular emphasis on irrigation water and soil fertilization, and cooperated with the Agronomic Research Institute and other official bodies. 
Example: Cooperation between NGOs and other stakeholders in creating an enabling environment for safeguarding-related research and monitoring (State of Palestine)
The State of Palestine’s report noted that expertise and human and financial resources to undertake monitoring studies and research for safeguarding were not evenly distributed among NGOs and other civil society organizations, community groups and academic experts. Cooperation between different stakeholders was thus essential in creating an enabling environment for this work. For example, Khazaaen, a Palestinian NGO, worked with folk storytellers to make their archive of people’s personal documents and daily newspapers or photographs come alive. This archive was intended also to serve as a resource for researchers. The Tamer Institute, a non-profit educational organization, worked with storytelling experts Sharif Kana'neh and Nabil Alqam to produce five volumes of folktales as learning resources. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932973][bookmark: _Toc96941640]Baselines and targets
Table 17 below shows that, using the automatic calculator, almost one third (5 out of 18, or 28 per cent) of the countries fully satisfied the core indicator B21 at the baseline, regarding engagement of stakeholders for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage. Over half (10 out of 18, or 56 per cent) of countries fully satisfied the core indicator B22 at the baseline, regarding civil society contributions to monitoring of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. 
More than a half (7 out of 13, or 54 per cent) of the reporting countries that set a target, set their target for the next reporting cycle above their baseline for B21. This indicates confidence to show progress on this core indicator in the next reporting cycle. However, the majority of countries set their target for B22 at the baseline, (9 out of 15, or 60 per cent) and only a few set it higher (4 out of 15, or 27 per cent). Three to five countries likely did not set targets for these indicators.[footnoteRef:64] [64:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 

[bookmark: _Toc174025785][bookmark: _Toc181292145]Table 17: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B21 and B22 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	B21. Extent to which engagement for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage is enhanced among stakeholders
	0 / 18
	0 / 18
	6 / 18
	7/ 18
	5/ 18

	[bookmark: _Hlk82252184]B22. Extent to which civil society contributes to monitoring of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding
	3/ 18
	2/ 18
	1 / 18
	2 / 18
	10/ 18


[bookmark: _Toc96932975][bookmark: _Toc96941476][bookmark: _Toc96941642][bookmark: _Toc167115375][bookmark: _Toc174028087]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), enable collaboration, cooperation and communication between States Parties at the international level. Article 19 encourages States “to cooperate at the bilateral, sub-regional, regional and international levels,” and such cooperation can be formalized through networking and institutional cooperation, including accreditation of NGOs.
The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about international cooperation and engagement in safeguarding activities at the bilateral, sub-regional, regional and international levels. These are as follows:
[bookmark: _Toc174025786][bookmark: _Toc181292146]Table 18: 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
	24.1 Bilateral, multilateral, regional or international cooperation is undertaken to implement safeguarding measures for intangible cultural heritage in general 

	43. 
	24.2 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.

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

	
	24.4 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
	25.1 State Party engages, as host or beneficiary, in the activities of category 2 centres for intangible cultural heritage.

	
	25.2 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.

	
	25.3 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 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, but some information will be included here for completeness.
[bookmark: _Toc96932977][bookmark: _Toc96941644]Overview of core indicators B24-B25
Most countries reported high levels of international cooperation on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in general (B24.1), most frequently at the regional level. International cooperation for the safeguarding of specific elements of intangible cultural heritage was reported by just over two thirds of the countries, with a slightly greater emphasis on bilateral cooperation (B24.2). Multinational nominations have played an important role in international cooperation both within and outside the region, although participation in these processes has been uneven across reporting countries. Nearly three quarters of the countries reported exchanging information and experience about intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, including good safeguarding practices, with other States Parties (B24.3). This is notable given the absence of any programmes selected for the Register of Good Safeguarding Practices at the international level from reporting countries. Nearly two thirds of the countries reported sharing documentation concerning an element of intangible cultural heritage present on the territory of another State Party with it (B24.4). Overall, just over half of the countries reporting in this cycle (56 per cent) fully or largely satisfied the core indicator B24 at the baseline, regarding active engagement with other States Parties in cooperation for safeguarding. 
Two thirds of the reporting countries were involved in activities of the three UNESCO category 2 centers with a focus on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in the region (B25.1). These included the Regional Centre for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Africa (CRESPIAF, Algeria), the Regional Research Centre for Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage in West and Central Asia (Iran) and the International Centre for Capacity Building in Intangible Cultural Heritage in the Arab States (United Arab Emirates). Activities of these institutions mentioned in the reports included exhibitions and publications, capacity-building and assistance with the development of multinational nomination files. Just over two thirds of the countries reported encouraging and supporting international networking among communities, groups and individuals, NGOs, experts, centres of expertise and research institutes active in the field of intangible cultural heritage (B25.2). Most countries reported that they participated in intangible cultural heritage-related activities of international and regional bodies other than UNESCO (B25.3). These bodies included UN agencies such as World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO) and the FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations). Overall, just over half of reporting countries (57 per cent) fully or largely satisfied the core indicator B25 at the baseline, regarding active engagement in international networking and institutional cooperation.
Challenges and opportunities
Countries shared examples of international, regional and bilateral cooperation, often implemented by government agencies and focused to a large extent on awareness-raising events, capacity building-activities relating to the Convention, and the development of multinational nomination files. Some reports noted the importance of further deepening regional cooperation, for example through further capacity building on safeguarding, identification of good safeguarding practices and use of international assistance mechanisms. Community organizations and practitioners could benefit from increased visibility and support when undertaking cross-border cooperation in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding: such examples were rarely mentioned in the reports. 
Intangible cultural heritage safeguarding can be conducted under other international frameworks than the Convention, both within and outside of UNESCO. The reports provided some good examples of ways in which synergies between frameworks supported both heritage safeguarding and sustainable economic development and environmental conservation. Safeguarding projects in reporting countries may benefit from more general reflection about ways of harnessing synergies between such frameworks, and mitigating any tensions relating to their different aims and objectives. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932981][bookmark: _Toc96941648]Inscriptions on the Lists and programmes selected for the Register[footnoteRef:65]  [65:  Refer to section A5 in the periodic reporting form.] 

The countries reporting in this cycle nominated 49 elements in total that were inscribed on the Representative List (including the 14 multinational nominations), discussed further below. Individual reporting countries also had eight elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List. For example, the Syrian Arab Republic nominated “Shadow play”, inscribed in 2018, a traditional art consisting of handmade puppets moving behind a thin translucent curtain or screen inside a dark theatre, now practised mainly in Damascus. 
As already mentioned above, reporting countries participated very actively in international mechanisms such as multinational nominations. Countries were involved in 14 multinational nominations altogether: six of these nominations involved four or more countries from this reporting cycle. The United Arab Emirates and Oman were involved in more than half of these multinational nomination files, including jointly in the following eight elements, originally inscribed between 2012 and 2021: “Arabic calligraphy: knowledge, skills and practices”, “Camel Racing a social practice and a festive heritage associated with camels”, “Al-Razfa, a traditional performing art”, “Arabic coffee, a symbol of generosity”, “Majlis, a cultural and social space”, “Date palm, knowledge, skills, traditions and practices”, “Al-Ayyala, a traditional performing art of the Sultanate of Oman and the United Arab Emirates” and “Al-Taghrooda, traditional Bedouin chanted poetry in the United Arab Emirates and the Sultanate of Oman”.
[bookmark: _Toc96932982][bookmark: _Toc96941649][bookmark: _Toc83019034]International Assistance funding[footnoteRef:66]  [66:  Refer to section A5 in the periodic reporting form.] 

Ten International Assistance projects or programmes financed through the Convention’s Intangible Cultural Heritage Fund, and allocated in the period up to but not including 17.COM in 2022, benefited four of the reporting countries (Egypt, Mauritania, Morocco and Sudan). These projects primarily related to inventorying and documentation, safeguarding and preparation of nomination files. Three of the International Assistance projects supported the preparation of nomination files and two projects provided capacity building to local stakeholders implementing the Convention, including non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and civil society. 
Example: International Assistance supporting safeguarding in Mauritania
Mauritania benefited from several International Assistance projects. One was called “Strengthening the capacities of NGOs active in the field of intangible cultural heritage in Mauritania” (2019-2021), totaling 94,300 USD. The country also received assistance to safeguard the Oulad Mbarek epic (2022-2023) and inscribe the “Moorish epic T’Heydinn” on the Urgent Safeguarding List (2009-2010), totaling 9,800 USD. This element, inscribed in 2011, encompasses dozens of poems hailing the achievements of Moorish emirs and sultans and constitutes a literary and artistic manifestation of the Hassaniya language.
The International Assistance projects or programmes were as follows:
1. Safeguarding the Oulad Mbarek epic (Mauritania) granted in 2021 (implemented 2022-2023) by the Bureau of the sixteenth session of the Committee (Decision 16.COM 3.BUR 3.3).
2. Inventory of intangible culture of craftsmanship in the core of Historic Cairo (Egypt) granted in 2020 (implemented 2021-2023) by the Bureau of the fifteenth session of the Committee (Decision 15.COM 2.BUR 3.3).
3. National Oral Traditions (NOT), additional collection component (Mauritania) granted in 2019 (implemented 2020-2022) by the Bureau of the fourteenth session of the Committee (Decision 14.COM 2.BUR 5.4).
4. Strengthening the capacities of NGOs active in the field of intangible cultural heritage in Mauritania (Mauritania) granted in 2018 (implemented 2019-2021) by the Bureau of the thirteenth session of the Committee (Decision 13.COM 1.BUR 3.7).
5. Revitalization of the female chants of Taroudant (Morocco) granted in 2017 (implemented 2017-2019) by the Bureau of the twelfth session of the Committee (Decision 12.COM 2.BUR 4.4).
6. Documentation and inventory of intangible cultural heritage in the Republic of the Sudan (a pilot project in Kordufan and Blue Nile regions) granted in 2014 (implemented 2016-2019) by the ninth session of the Committee (Decision 9.COM 9.c.2) and then revised and approved at the second meeting of the Bureau of the tenth session of the Committee in 2015 (Decision 10.COM 2.BUR 4).
7. Elaboration of a USL nomination for Taskiwine, Amazigh dance and songs of the western High Atlas (Morocco) granted in 2014 (implemented 2014-2016) by the Bureau of the ninth session of the Committee (Decision 9.COM 4.BUR 2).
8. Digital preservation of folklore and traditional music archives (Phase I) (Sudan) granted in 2009 (implemented 2012) by the Bureau of the fifth session of the Committee (Decision 5.COM 1.BUR 5).
9. Elaboration of a GSP proposal on the safeguarding of Imraguen intangible cultural heritage (Mauritania) granted in 2009 (implemented 2009-2010) by the Bureau of the fifth session of the Committee (Decision 5.COM 1.BUR 4).
10. [bookmark: _Toc96932983][bookmark: _Toc96941650][bookmark: _Toc83019035]Elaboration of a USL nomination for the Moorish epic T’Heydinn (Mauritania) granted in 2009 (implemented 2009-2010) by the Bureau of the fifth session of the Committee (Decision 5.COM 1.BUR 3).
Accreditation of NGOs[footnoteRef:67]  [67:  Refer to section A4 in the periodic reporting form.] 

Across reporting countries, there were seven NGOs accredited under the Convention to perform advisory functions for the Committee. Some of these performed roles at the international level. The Egyptian Society for Folk Traditions served on the Evaluation Body from 2017-2020, for example.
The accredited NGOs were as follows: 
1. Nubian Heritage Society (Egypt, 2020; No. 90446)
2. Association for Research on the History and Heritage of Eastern Morocco (ARHPOM) (Morocco, 2020; No. 90470) 
3. Saudi Heritage Preservation Society (SHPS) (Saudi Arabia, 2020; No. 90473)
4. Mauritanian Association for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage (AMS-PCI) (Mauritania, 2016; No. 90347)
5. Mauritanian Association for Popular Traditions (AMTP) (Mauritania, 2016; No. 90343)
6. Egyptian Society for Folk Traditions (ESFT) (Egypt, 2012; No. 90182)
7. [bookmark: _Toc83019036][bookmark: _Toc96932984][bookmark: _Toc96941651]The Syria Trust for Development (Syrian Arab Republic, 2012; No. 90251)
Regional and international cooperation and engagement[footnoteRef:68] [68:  Refer to section A7 in the periodic reporting form, and to core indicators B24-B25 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 
[bookmark: _Toc181292124]Figure 20: Number of countries reporting regional (n=15), bilateral (n=13) and international cooperation (n=12) on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in general (B24.1)
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Description automatically generated]Most countries reported high levels of international cooperation on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in general (B24.1), with 94 per cent (15 out of 16) reporting such cooperation at the regional level, 81 per cent at the bilateral level (13 out of 16) and 75 per cent at the international level (12 out of 16). Ten countries (out of 16, or 63 per cent) reported cooperation at all three levels (B24.1), see Figure 20.
Fewer countries reported cooperation 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 at bilateral, regional and international levels (B24.2, see Figure 21). [bookmark: _Toc181292125]Figure 21: Number of countries reporting regional (n=7), bilateral (n=8) and international cooperation (n=7) to implement safeguarding measures for specific elements of intangible cultural heritage (B24.2)
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Description automatically generated]International cooperation for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage, whether in general or specific elements thereof, included developing multinational nomination files and related activities, organizing or participating in capacity building training and events such as conferences, expositions, exhibitions, festivals and bookfairs. 
For example, in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, the Expert Program hosted by the Ministry of Culture in 2021-2022 involved international intangible cultural heritage experts to build capacities among people from countries in the Gulf and Yemen. The Syrian Arab Republic, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia and Bahrain were among the countries that participated in Dubai Expo 2020, which contributed to raising awareness about their intangible cultural heritage. The theme of Bahrain's pavilion was entitled ‘Density Weaves Opportunity’, where craftspeople, designers and trainees participated in a series of experimental technical laboratories. This encouraged knowledge sharing, promoted traditional and contemporary weaving crafts, and launched a youth training program in Bahraini handicrafts.
[bookmark: _Hlk167113593]Regional bodies such as ALECSO and ICESCO also facilitated regional cooperation, particularly in development of multinational nomination files. Development of such files promoted sharing of information and experience about intangible cultural heritage and its safeguarding, including good safeguarding practices, reported by 71 per cent of reporting countries (12 out of 17, B24.3) and documentation concerning an element of intangible cultural heritage present on the territory of another State Party, reported by 65 per cent of reporting countries (11 out of 17, B24.4). This kind of information sharing benefited past inscriptions as well as nomination files finalized after the close of the reporting period, such as “Arts, skills and practices associated with engraving on metals (gold, silver and copper)”(under preparation since 2020, but inscribed in 2023) and Henna practices. 
Reporting countries were involved in activities of three UNESCO category 2 centers with a regional focus on intangible cultural heritage safeguarding. Activities of these institutions mentioned in the reports included exhibitions and publications, capacity-building and assistance with the development of multinational nomination files. The Sharjah Institute for Heritage hosted capacity building on periodic reporting in 2022, for example. Under its auspices, in 2014 Kuwait hosted a regional workshop on ‘conceptual and legal frameworks for the safeguarding of the intangible cultural heritage in the Arab region’ and several workshops on implementation of the Convention between 2018 and the end of the reporting period.
Capacity-building programmes performed an important role in building cooperation around intangible cultural heritage in the region. In November 2022, Sudan, in collaboration with ICESCO, hosted a regional capacity-building workshop for people working on intangible cultural heritage in ICESCO member states. The draft ‘Strategy for safeguarding, managing and developing the intangible cultural heritage in Sudan 2020-2029’ also benefited from local capacity building under a cooperation project with the United Arab Emirates (August 2019 - June 2020).
International cooperation sometimes involved countries from UNESCO regions other than those reporting in the current cycle, most frequently in the Mediterranean sub-region. Among the reporting countries, Egypt, Jordan and Lebanon have partnered with Italy, Portugal and Spain in the European Union-funded project iHeritage, establishing a Register of Intangible Cultural Heritage of the Mediterranean (REIM). The French embassy in Sana'a worked with the Yemeni Ministry of Culture in the establishment of the Centre for Musical Heritage, for the safeguarding and documentation of musical heritage, folklore and folk musical instruments. The Centre held workshops to develop local skills in ethnomusicology, documentation and archiving. 
The reports also mentioned cooperation with countries in other regions, particularly in Asia and Africa. Thirty-one cultural and heritage workers and officials from Jordan participated in a cultural exchange workshop on intangible cultural heritage and safeguarding experiences with China, for example. This included a photographic exhibition entitled "Chinese Spring Festival" held at the Royal Cultural Centre in Amman in 2019, showcasing intangible cultural heritage practised in springtime. 
Inter-regional cooperation sometimes involved NGOs. In the Syrian Arab Republic, the NGO the Syria Trust for Development facilitated cooperation with the Dutch ZOA organization to help farmers in Al-Mrah village set up a water collection basin and acquire necessary equipment for Damascene rose farming. The Trust also invited representatives of the Federation of Municipalities in the Italian Region of Umbria (Vilcos company) in the field of aromatic and medicinal plants to share expertise with farmers in the Hama governorate. The Tunisian Association for the Safeguarding of Museums and Archaeological Sites "Tourath, Patrimoine" promoted exchanges between associations and organizations active in the heritage field across the country, in the Mediterranean region, and at the international level. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932987][bookmark: _Toc96941654]Synergies with international frameworks other than the 2003 Convention[footnoteRef:69] [69:  Refer to section A7 in the periodic reporting form, and B25.3 in the above list of core indicators and assessment factors for this thematic area.] 

Reporting countries mentioned safeguarding activities conducted under a number of international frameworks other than the 2003 Convention, both within UNESCO and outside of it. Because such activities were reported in both section A7 and B25, responses to these questions were combined to make the summary below.
[bookmark: _Toc96932988][bookmark: _Toc96941655]UNESCO frameworks other than the 2003 Convention
[bookmark: _Hlk146268399]Activities that contributed to intangible cultural heritage safeguarding under UNESCO frameworks other than the Convention were shared in the reports (A7 and B25.3, see Figure 22 below). These activities particularly related to 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. 
[bookmark: _Toc181292126][bookmark: _Toc96932989][bookmark: _Toc96941656]Figure 22: Number of countries (n=12) reporting synergies with other UNESCO Frameworks than the 2003 Convention (A7, B25.3)
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For example, Morocco inventoried intangible cultural heritage associated with the World Heritage inscriptions of Moroccan properties, including Marrakech and Rabat for safeguarding purposes. In the United Arab Emirates, safeguarding of the skills and knowledge associated with the traditional irrigation network system of Al Aflaj was supported by the inscription of the Cultural Sites of Al Ain on the World Heritage List in 2011. Oman hosted a training workshop called ‘Culture is the engine for the purple economy’, exploring models for investing in intangible cultural heritage safeguarding in ways that could promote cultural tourism in the framework of the World Heritage Convention.
To support implementation of the 2005 Convention, Qatar participated in the cultural strategy of the Cooperation Council for the Arab States of the Gulf, a regional intergovernmental, political, and economic union comprising Bahrain, Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia, and the United Arab Emirates.
International frameworks other than UNESCO
[bookmark: _Hlk146268463]Most countries (13 out or 15, or 87 per cent) also reported synergies with international frameworks other than UNESCO (A7, B25.3, see Figure 23 below), particularly the Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO) and the World Intellectual Property Organization (WIPO). Activities with regional bodies such as ICESCO and ALECSO, discussed above, were also reported by 5 and 9 out of 15 countries respectively.
[bookmark: _Toc181292127]Figure 23: Number of countries (n=13) reporting synergies with frameworks other than UNESCO (A7, B25.3)
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In 2011, the Ghout Oasis system El Oued in the Oued Souf region of Algeria was recognized as a Globally Important Agricultural Heritage System (GIAHS) under the FAO. It was set up to safeguard the complex oasis agricultural system based on management of the date palm, fruit trees, market gardening, growing of fodder and keeping of small livestock. Egypt reported on a project with WIPO called ‘Intellectual Property, Tourism and Culture: Supporting Sustainable Local Development’, implemented in the country between 2016 and 2018. Under the project, a field study was conducted to document the intangible cultural heritage in Siwa Oasis, Fowa in Kafr Elshiekh governorate, and Aswan. The potential of this heritage to stimulate local economic development was then investigated. The project recommended the registration of collective trademarks for products and services from Siwa and Fowa, and the use of a ‘Made in Egypt’ label and certification of origin for local handicrafts.
[bookmark: _Toc83019038][bookmark: _Toc96932990][bookmark: _Toc96941657]Baselines and targets
Table 10 below shows that a third of the countries (6 out of 18, or 33 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B24 at the baseline, regarding active engagement with other States Parties in cooperation for safeguarding. Half of them (9 out of 18, or 50 per cent) fully satisfied the core indicator B25 at the baseline, regarding active engagement in international networking and institutional cooperation. As in the case of the previous two reporting cycles, these scores at the baseline do not fully reflect the high level of international cooperation and engagement of reporting countries in this cycle.
Of those reporting countries that set a target, 5 out of 13 (38 per cent) set their targets as equal to their baseline for B24 and 10 out of 14 (71 per cent) did so for B25. Reporting countries were more confident about future progress on B24, with nearly half (6 out of 13, or 46 per cent) setting their target above the baseline, compared to 2 out of 14 (14 per cent) for B25. Five and four countries likely did not set targets for B24 and B25 respectively.[footnoteRef:70]  [70:  The periodic reporting form automatically sets the baseline target as ‘not satisfied’ if no target is set, so unless the country indicated a reason for setting a ‘not satisfied’ target, this has been regarded as a non-response.] 


[bookmark: _Toc174025787][bookmark: _Toc181292147]Table 19: Attainment scores on the baseline for indicators B24 and B25 in reporting countries (n=18)
	Indicator
	Not satisfied
	Minimally
	Partially
	Largely
	Satisfied

	B24. Percentage of States Parties actively engaged with other States Parties in cooperation for safeguarding
	2/18
	4/18
	2/18
	4/18
	6/18

	B25. Percentage of States Parties actively engaged in international networking and institutional cooperation
	2/18
	2/18
	4/18
	1/18
	9/18


[bookmark: _Toc96932992][bookmark: _Toc96941477][bookmark: _Toc96941659][bookmark: _Toc167115376][bookmark: _Toc174028088]


Status of elements on the Representative List 
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, and assist in the monitoring and evaluation of the role of the List, the impact of inscription, and the safeguarding of inscribed elements. The periodic report thus contains a number of questions about elements inscribed on the Representative List. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932993][bookmark: _Toc96941660]Overview
Before the inscriptions at 17.COM (2022), 49 elements from reporting countries were inscribed on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity. They included 14 multinational elements; of which four were inscribed with States Parties in other UNESCO regional groups (Imzad, Falconry, Novruz and the “Mediterranean Diet”). Individual reporting countries also had eight elements inscribed on the Urgent Safeguarding List, but no programmes were selected for the Register of Good Safeguarding Practices during the reporting period among them.
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Description automatically generated]Figure 24 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 ratification, were linked to the incorporation of “Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity” (2001-2005) into the Representative List.
[bookmark: _Toc96932995][bookmark: _Toc96941662]Social and cultural functions[footnoteRef:71]  [71:  Refer to section C1 in the periodic reporting form.] 
[bookmark: _Toc181292128]Figure 24: The time elapsed between ratification of the Convention and inscription of the first element on the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity (A5) (n=18)

Safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage depends on understanding and maintaining the social and cultural functions and meanings of the element for the communities, groups and individuals concerned. Section C1 of the periodic reporting form specifically requests information on changes to the information provided under inscription criterion R.1.
Most of the social functions of the elements were reported as stable. In general, the elements continued to express shared cultural meanings for the communities, groups and individuals concerned, as well as for wider society. In the case of “Arabic coffee, a symbol of generosity”, for example, the majority of the reports from the nominating countries emphasized the continued strength of its social functions and cultural meanings including generosity and hospitality.
The social functions originally listed in the nomination files and mentioned in the reports varied according to the nature of the elements and their domains. Many related to concepts such as identity, memory and social cohesion, combining ideas such as social solidarity, socializing and sharing. Other social functions included leisure and entertainment, pride and self-esteem, mutual respect and reconciliation, conflict resolution and making a living. In the State of Palestine, for example, the art of embroidery remained an important social and political symbol. Women still wore embroidered dresses on official occasions, representing the cities from which they originally came, even when they had been forced to leave these places. Brides and female guests also continued to wear the dresses to celebrate “henna night”, the day before a wedding. Likewise, in Morocco, practices around the argan tree and its oil remained a key element of community weddings, bringing women together to make oil for the food and also featuring among the gifts. Argan still occupied a key place in cultural, social and economic life. The phrase “Argan is a man” was used by female practitioners, called "targanin", to underline its role in creating income for the household. The saying “Argan, what isn’t it?” was used to indicate its many benefits to practitioners of the heritage. 
Some of the reports noted that social functions of the element remained stable even if the context was changing. For example, in Bahrain, “Fjiri” musical performances have remained anchored in the memory of traditional pearl diving even after the emergence of cultured artificial pearls, the decline of pearl diving and changes in the religious and political context in the 1970s. Today, Fjiri is still performed in festivals and appropriately equipped popular traditional houses. However, the decline in the number of venues in famous historical houses and the migration of Muharraq experts to other cities in the 1970s and 1980s have reduced its sustainability. The “Pottery skills of the women of Sejnane“ in Tunisia, previously mainly a utilitarian domestic activity, had become more frequently used for earning a living from the sale of pottery products, thereby sustaining the family economy. Nevertheless, these skills remained an expression of collective identity and cooperation, and a mechanism for social cohesion among women.
[bookmark: _Toc96932996][bookmark: _Toc96941663]Assessment of viability and current risks[footnoteRef:72]  [72:  Refer to section C2 in the periodic reporting form.] 

The development of intangible cultural heritage safeguarding strategies is based on an assessment of the current level of viability of the element, and threats or risks to it, if any. This may change over time, so section C2 of the periodic reporting form specifically requests information on the current viability of inscribed elements on the Representative List.
Most of the inscribed elements were reported as maintaining their viability, especially where they were practised very broadly by communities or the whole society. While older transmission mechanisms were retained, new and sometimes more formal modalities were introduced. Under the supervision of calligrapher Muhammad al-Mandi, for example, in Abu Dhabi (United Arab Emirates) the Bait Al Khat Center of Arabic Calligraphy in the Cultural Foundation, offered calligraphy training and provided learners with motivation and support. Mauritania’s report noted that competitions between cooperatives to win the prize for the best quality couscous contributed to safeguarding because they maintained high local interest in the regional specificity of the practice, and it remained central to daily life and festive occasions. 
In some cases, the viability of an element was strengthened by its inscription on the Representative List. Participation in “Al-Taghrooda, traditional Bedouin chanted poetry in the United Arab Emirates and the Sultanate of Oman”, and falconry in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia increased after inscription, although not all countries nominating these elements reported the same effects. Inscription of an element in some cases stimulated tourism and demand for products created by practitioners. In Iraq, the inscription of the “Traditional craft skills and arts of Al-Naoor” encouraged the construction of a group of Naoors, or wooden water wheels, in the cities of the upper Euphrates. This revived local tourism and highlighted the importance of safeguarding the skills and knowledge associated with this heritage. Inscription of the “Pottery skills of the women of Sejnane” in Tunisia encouraged tourists to visit the area and engage in dialogue with local women while learning the skills and buying products. In Egypt, “Tahteeb, stick game” benefited from greater visibility in social and national events after inscription in 2016 and became more widely popular, beyond the region of Upper Egypt. More practitioners were encouraged to attend the Tahteeb festival and it became a means of transmitting skills. Publications about the art also increased after inscription. Increased commercial and tourist engagement raised concerns, too Increased tourism associated with the “Al-Sirah Al-Hilaliyyah epic” in Egypt also had negative impacts such as shortening of the Hilali repertoire for tourist performances.
Inscription did not always address existing threats and risks, and new ones arose. Threats or risks to viability mentioned in the reports included changing ways of life, negative media influence, lack of interest among younger people, folklorization, negative effects of tourism or commercialization, competition with industrial products and decline in incomes, as well as the COVID-19 pandemic, unstable political situations, conflicts, disasters and natural hazards or environmental degradation, perhaps resulting in reduced availability of raw materials. For example, although community interest in the practice remained high, the viability of the “Rites and craftsmanship associated with the wedding costume tradition of Tlemcen” in Algeria was possibly threatened by the rising price of high quality materials to make bespoke costumes, and competition from ready-to-wear products. The “Ritual and ceremonies of Sebeiba in the oasis of Djanet, Algeria” continued to face medium or long term risks due to folklorization, socio-cultural and economic change, and negative representation in some religious contexts. 
Often, a complex combination of socio-economic and political factors exacerbated risks and threats to viability. The “Song of Sana’a”, Yemen, was endangered by the dearth of young practitioners willing to undergo training to replace ageing masters, loss of skills to perform old song repertoires, and the destruction of one of the only remaining Yemeni lute maker’s workshops in one of the raids at Sanaa airport. The audio library at the Music Heritage Centre was also subjected to looting, affecting hundreds of song recordings. 
Environmental factors posed threats and risks to certain elements. In Iraq, lower summer water levels in the Euphrates River, increased mud sediments and higher levels of foliage and reeds in the water hampered the working of the Naoors, or wooden water wheels. Practitioners of the “Traditional craft skills and arts of Al-Naoor” also faced a reduction in the availability of mulberry trees used for their construction, and suffered from a lack of support from government agencies and civil society organizations. 
[bookmark: _Toc96932997][bookmark: _Toc96941664]Contribution to the goals of the List[footnoteRef:73]  [73:  Refer to section C3 in the periodic reporting form.] 

The goals of the Representative List include ensuring visibility of the 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 inscription of the element has contributed to achieving these goals. Answering this question requires consideration of the impact of inscription from the perspective of the goals of the Convention, and not just specific safeguarding goals relating to an inscribed element.
[bookmark: _Hlk154938276]Most of the reports found that inscription of intangible cultural heritage elements contributed to the goals of the Representative List. Announcement of inscriptions, coupled with reporting on social and traditional media, in particular encouraged visibility and awareness of intangible cultural heritage and of the Convention. Inscriptions of many elements were announced in the media and sometimes widely discussed on social media networks. Bearers and practitioners gained more visibility alongside awareness of their skill and knowledge. In some cases, such as “Charfia fishing in the Kerkennah Islands” of Tunisia and the art of embroidery in the State of Palestine, this encouraged other communities to want to have their own intangible cultural heritage inscribed. In other cases, it resulted in greater support, investment and cooperation for safeguarding at the national level from communities and other stakeholders, as in the case of the “Al-Sirah Al-Hilaliyyah epic” in Egypt and Arabic coffee in Qatar. Awareness raising had effects at the international level too. The Heritage Commission of Saudi Arabia created several exhibitions of Al Qatt Al Asiri held in Bahrain, London, Paris and New York as well as locally in Asir and in other cities of the country. These exhibitions included an artist painting live, an interactive black and white painting allowing visitors to experience the painting process and a display of the tools and natural colours used in traditional paintings.
The reports also mentioned the contribution of inscriptions to promotion of respect for cultural diversity and human creativity. The inscription of the equestrian performing art of the “Tbourida”, which is practised in rural areas in all regions of Morocco to celebrate national and religious holidays, encouraged local teams to express their cultural diversity through the initial salute, handling of weapons, or the type of clothing or harness, reflecting local history and environmental contexts. Young people practising the “Iraqi Maqam” created hybrid forms using Latin and African rhythms and European and American melodies. 
[bookmark: _Toc96933001][bookmark: _Toc96941668]Efforts to promote or reinforce the element[footnoteRef:74]  [74:  Refer to section C4 in the periodic reporting form.] 

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.
A wide variety of safeguarding measures were implemented to promote the practice and transmission of inscribed elements. These measures included consultative meetings with stakeholders, research and documentation, training and capacity-building, integration in school curricula, and awareness-raising activities such as festivals, exhibitions, cultural events and media campaigns. Festivals and fairs were mentioned as important venues for the practice and promotion of many inscribed elements. 
Effective approaches involved community members to develop and implement a range of different measures as part of a strategic plan. In the case of Arabic calligraphy in Sudan, the National Council for Cultural Heritage and Promotion of National Languages held several brainstorming workshops on safeguarding measures with experts and stakeholders, including practitioners belonging to the Sudanese Calligraphers Association. A committee of stakeholders was then established to follow up and implement safeguarding plans and measures. These measures included providing writing materials for schools, documenting and collecting examples of current work, giving prizes to outstanding students, organizing exhibitions and supporting or expanding training programmes. 
Many safeguarding measures mentioned in the reports involved research and documentation, whether for inventorying purposes or not. For example, around 3000 “Palestinian Hikaye”, fantastical stories told by elderly women, were documented in the State of Palestine for entry into a national electronic registry, which was expected to be available for free access. The Arabic Calligraphy Center at the Cultural Foundation, the Emirates Society for Arabic Calligraphy and the Sharjah Institute for Heritage in the United Arab Emirates created a database of Arabic calligraphers at the local and national levels. 
Research can also support better understanding of the value of intangible cultural heritage. Research and documentation were often used to enrich educational activities, another important example of safeguarding measures. In 2022, the Ministry of Education in Jordan held annual lectures and training workshops in the field of Arabic Calligraphy at the local level and hosted the Al-Balqa'a Governorate Calligraphy Competition in various schools of the Governorate.
[bookmark: _Toc96933002][bookmark: _Toc96941669]The reports also highlighted the importance of protecting spaces, places, natural resources, materials and equipment necessary for the practice of the intangible cultural heritage. In the United Arab Emirates, for example, camel racing was promoted by taking care of the camel breeding places, inclusion of camel racing in school curricula and extra-curricular activities, or through local and regional radio and television programs, and encouraging community participation in the practice by financing NGOs dedicated to camel races. In Morocco since the 1990s, safeguarding activity for the “Tbourida” has paid attention to the health and wellbeing of the Berber or Barb horse. Once considered endangered, this breed is now flourishing and highly regarded both within the Tbourida and in Morocco as a whole. Sadu House in Kuwait promoted the innovative transmission of traditional weaving, provided knowledge and information to researchers, artists and cultural organizations, raised awareness of textile heritage and its practitioners and promoted traditional Sadu weaving locally and internationally. 
Community participation in safeguarding[footnoteRef:75]  [75:  Refer to section C5 in the periodic reporting form.] 

The participation of communities, groups and individuals is essential in safeguarding intangible cultural heritage, assisted where relevant by NGOs. Section C5 of the periodic reporting form thus requests information on such participation and prospects for its continuation in the future.
Communities, groups and individuals concerned participated in safeguarding the inscribed elements in various ways, alongside efforts to strengthen practice and transmission. In Oman, for example, Al-Rafza practitioners led training courses for young people and children on movements and musical composition, providing them with opportunities to practise the art by observing and participating on Al-Razfa stages. They adapted musical instruments and composed melodies to spark the interest of young people, while maintaining the original spirit of the art. Some community members were also conducting research studies to document the performance, poetry and theatrical movements of Al-Razfa.
Community organizations were active in some countries. Supporting safeguarding of the art of embroidery in the State of Palestine, Dar Attifel and palestinian museums organised a workshop to restore Palestinian embroidered dresses. The NGO In’ash Al-Usra Society provided professional training for adolescents and young women in embroidery making to help them sustain their livelihoods. Birzeit Friends Association provided training for university students in embroidery making to help them pay their university fees. To promote the date palm, the Jordan Dates Association, representing date farmers, held the International Dates Festival in cooperation with the Khalifa Award/United Arab Emirates, the Jordanian Ministry of Agriculture, and the Jordan Palm Foundation. The report of the United Arab Emirates noted that increased engagement by young people who joined art associations as performers and practitioners had helped to safeguard the art of Al-Ayyala.
The important role that could be played by community organizations was highlighted in the reports, but some communities experienced difficulties in safeguarding because of declining membership in such organizations, or the lack of them. Qatar’s report noted that, despite the efforts of the Department of Heritage and Identity at the Ministry of Culture, community participation in safeguarding inscribed elements was hampered by declining numbers of practitioners and the shortage of community organizations. Other factors affecting community participation in safeguarding included access to spaces and stages for performing arts such as the Almezmar performing art practised at social gatherings and weddings in the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia. Providing better access to such spaces helped safeguard the practice.
NGOs assisted communities in safeguarding inscribed elements, as already discussed in thematic area VII above. They were active in organizing local, national and international events in Morocco about couscous, for example. Two festivals held in the World Heritage site of Ksar d'Aït-Ben-Haddou, in the High Atlas, and in Mokrisset, in the Rif mountains, promoted local know-how for making couscous. The Moroccan NGO Yerma-Gnaoua Association brought “Gnawa” master musicians together for safeguarding activities and organized the annual Gnaoua and World Music Festival in Essaouira. 
[bookmark: _Toc96933003][bookmark: _Toc96941670]Institutional context[footnoteRef:76]  [76:  Refer to section C6 in the periodic reporting form.] 

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 competent bodies involved in its management and/or safeguarding, and organizations of the community or group concerned with the element and its safeguarding.
A wide range of external organizations and government agencies played a role in safeguarding inscribed elements alongside community organizations, as indicated above. These included government agencies responsible for culture at national or sub-national levels, ministries responsible for other sectors such as crafts, agriculture, education, health, water and forests, and various government bodies at the local level including municipal authorities. Specialized public institutions such as universities, museums, libraries, documentation centres, specialized research institutes and public or private foundations were also involved in safeguarding. Not all of these external stakeholders would be considered ‘competent bodies’ in the sense of the Convention, however. This part of the periodic reporting analysis focuses on those bodies with overall responsibilities for coordinating management and safeguarding of a specific element, as well as on a wide variety of community organizations. 
Ministries of culture and their heritage agencies played a major role as competent bodies on the national level with formal responsibilities, coordinating safeguarding efforts and liaising between different stakeholders (see thematic area I above). In Iraq, Beit al-Maqam al-Iraqi and the Institute of Musical Studies, two institutions established under the auspices of the ministry responsible for culture, were the competent bodies involved with safeguarding the “Iraqi Maqam” and reviving its performance traditions. The Municipality of Al Ain was responsible for managing the Al Aflaj in the United Arab Emirates, including the maintenance work associated with the irrigation system. In some cases, more specialized institutions were assigned as competent bodies. For example, the Diriyah Gate Development Authority (Alardah Museum) and the National Center for Saudi Ardah under the King Abdulaziz Foundation for Research and Archives (Darah) were responsible for safeguarding “Alardah Alnajdiyah, dance, drumming and poetry in Saudi Arabia”. 
Community organizations provided critical institutional support to safeguarding inscribed elements in some cases, but the absence of strong community and civil society organizations was also evident in other reports. Some civil society organizations had contributed to the nomination process while others were set up following the inscription. The competent body for safeguarding falconry in Qatar was the Qatari Society of Al Gannas (or Al Qannas), a cultural association established in 2008, prior to inscription, to support traditional Arab hunting, raise public awareness and encourage young people to take up the sport. Algeria’s report mentioned that there were over a hundred community associations specializing in “Ahellil of Gourara”, a poetic and musical genre performed during collective ceremonies of the Zenete population in that region. Community organizations mentioned in the reports included performing arts troupes and bands such as these, as well as practitioner associations, representing their interests or organizing key events.
[bookmark: _Toc96933004][bookmark: _Toc96941671]Participation of communities in preparing the periodic report[footnoteRef:77]  [77:  Refer to section C7 in the periodic reporting form.] 

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 preparation of this report.
Most of the periodic reports in this cycle, as in previous cycles, were compiled by designated persons in competent bodies, ministries responsible for culture or National Commissions for UNESCO. The reports not only mentioned community and NGO participation in preparing the report on a specific element, but some also mentioned processes for elaborating the periodic report as a whole. 
A number of mechanisms were used to involve communities in compiling the reports, including creating public social media campaigns and online platforms for submission of information by the general public and contacting specific individuals and organizations. This latter task included explaining the role of the Convention and the purpose of the report, setting up workshops and meetings (online and in person), sending out surveys or questionnaires, contacting bearers and researchers through telephone and messaging applications, and arranging individual contacts and field visits. Individuals and organizations that participated in the nomination process were frequently contacted for information on specific elements. 
Agencies responsible for developing the reports on specific elements sometimes used the occasion of festivals and events to have meetings with practitioners, too. These discussions had beneficial results for further safeguarding work in some cases. The Syrian Arab Republic’s report noted that as a result of strong community involvement in preparing and approving the periodic report on the “Practices and craftsmanship associated with the Damascene rose in Al-Mrah”, community members had developed proposals for further safeguarding activities in line with the Convention. 
The reports noted the involvement of a wide variety of stakeholders in the broader process of preparing the report. In Yemen, a questionnaire was published online to gather information for the periodic reporting process: sixteen organizations and institutions responded. Meetings were then held online to get further information on specific topics. In Lebanon, a regionally, ethnically and culturally diverse Lebanese network for the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage was created and trained through UNESCO capacity-building programmes. This network helped to interview representatives of relevant local and national associations and NGOs for the report. The Bahrain National Heritage Management Team reached out to more than 30 NGOs involved in the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage to provide information for the report.
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