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Item 17 of the Provisional Agenda:

Mechanism for sharing information to encourage multinational nominations
	Summary

In its Decision 5.COM 6, the Committee requested the Secretariat ‘to propose, for its sixth session, an information-sharing mechanism through which States Parties may make known their intentions to submit nominations, so as to encourage, where relevant, the submission of multinational nominations’. This document proposes such a possible mechanism.
Decision required: paragraph 8


1. The practices, representations, expressions, knowledge and skills that constitute intangible cultural heritage are frequently found in similar forms in the territories of more than one State. The communities and groups that are the bearers, practitioners and stewards of intangible cultural heritage often live on both sides of an international border, and their heritage may be expressed in similar or identical ways, despite the fact that they are residents of different countries. In some cases, communities have migrated – whether recently or in ancient times – and carried their intangible cultural heritage with them, sometimes very far from their country of origin. In other cases, borders have been drawn – for reasons of geography or of history – that separate related communities on both sides of the boundary. Examples of intangible heritage shared across international borders are plentiful. 
2. Inscription of intangible cultural heritage on the List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguarding or the Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity can only result from a proposal of a State Party in whose territory a particular element is found. Although nominations are to be elaborated with the widest possible participation of the community, group or, if applicable, individuals concerned, each State’s respect for the sovereignty of its neighbours constrains it from involving community members living outside of its own territory. Even if community members from different countries may themselves wish to cooperate on a joint nomination, they may not enjoy equal access to their respective national authorities and are often operating in different institutional and policy contexts. And the States concerned may not have channels in place for cooperation on safeguarding and managing their respective and shared intangible cultural heritage. Multinational nominations are consequently much less numerous than the frequency of shared heritage would suggest. 
3. The Committee has repeatedly encouraged the submission of multinational nominations to the Lists of the Convention, considering that such nominations exemplify the Convention’s purpose of promoting international cooperation. When safeguarding an element is at stake, better results will be achieved with the full participation of the whole community, regardless of its geographic location. At the same time, there are already numerous elements inscribed on the Lists in their own right that might instead have been the subject of a multinational inscription, had circumstances been different. In its previous debates, the Committee had suggested that such parallel or multiple inscriptions could be avoided, and multinational inscriptions encouraged, if there were a convenient means by which States Parties could inform other States Parties and communities concerned of their possible plans to nominate a given element. In its Decision 5.COM 6, the Committee therefore requested the Secretariat ‘to propose, for its sixth session, an information-sharing mechanism through which States Parties may make known their intentions to submit nominations, so as to encourage, where relevant, the submission of multinational nominations’.
4. In the Committee’s discussions concerning such an information-sharing mechanism, members have evoked the tentative lists that are utilized in the 1972 Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage. In the procedures now in force for the 1972 Convention, no property may be nominated to the World Heritage List unless it has first been included in a State’s tentative list, as described in Article 11.1 of that Convention (cf. paragraph 62 of the Operational Guidelines). As the tentative lists have taken on increasing importance within the 1972 Convention’s nomination procedures, attention has focused on the quality and sufficiency of the information submitted by States, and the amount of information required has grown steadily. The World Heritage Committee is currently engaged in a multi-year reflection on revising its Operational Guidelines to clarify the procedures of technical analysis by the World Heritage Centre and to ensure that properties proposed on the tentative lists are consistent with properties already inscribed on the World Heritage List. 
5. A provision echoing Article 11.1 of the 1972 Convention had indeed figured into the first preliminary draft of what became the 2003 Convention, but it was deleted by the Convention’s drafters. Even if the Convention itself is silent on the question of tentative lists, the General Assembly could adopt procedures for the submission of nominations to the Convention’s two lists in which States are obliged to announce their intended nominations in advance of the deadline for submission. Such a requirement could, however, also have the unintended consequence of creating an obstacle in the nomination process that might disproportionately affect those States with no prior elements inscribed or with few elements inscribed. States Parties with strong institutional frameworks for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage might find it easy to announce their intentions in advance, but other States with less developed intangible cultural heritage institutions might find such a requirement more difficult. At a time when the General Assembly and Committee are concerned to ensure that unrepresented and underrepresented States have the best possible conditions for submitting nominations that can result in inscriptions, it seems that few would wish to see an additional obligation imposed that would lengthen a nomination process that is already and unavoidably long, or that would impede nominations from States that had not anticipated and announced their intentions in due course. 
6. The Secretariat has therefore understood that a mechanism for sharing information on intended nominations as requested by the Committee should be voluntary rather than obligatory. It also seems evident that when the Committee and Secretariat are encountering substantial difficulties to absorb the work of examining nominations, it would be unwise to institute a new system that would require additional technical analysis by the Secretariat and examination by the Committee.
7. The Secretariat therefore proposes to put in place an information-sharing mechanism characterized by the following features:
a. States Parties are invited to make known their possible intentions to submit nominations to the Representative List and Urgent Safeguarding List as early as possible, in order to encourage cooperation, where relevant, with other States potentially concerned.
b. States are requested to provide the name of the submitting State, an identification of the community(ies) concerned, a brief (200-word) description of the element to be nominated, and complete contact information of the body responsible for the elaboration of a possible nomination file. 
c. The Secretariat will implement an on-line interactive form in which States Parties can submit their information; forms may also be submitted in paper. Each State is responsible for the accuracy and completeness of the information it provides, which will not be subject to analysis or examination.
d. The Secretariat will acknowledge receipt of the information to the submitting body, with copies to the Permanent Delegation and National Commission concerned. 
e. One month after receipt, the information will be made public on the website of the Convention, in French and English, on a web page dedicated to information-sharing.

f. Information will be removed from the web page when a nomination is submitted or at the request of the submitting State. States are requested to ensure that contact information remains up-to-date.
8. The Committee may wish to adopt the following decision:

DRAFT DECISION 6.COM 17
The Committee, 
1. Having examined Document ITH/11/6.COM/CONF.206/17,

2. Recalling its Decision 5.COM 6,
3. Further recalling that the Convention calls upon the international community to contribute to the safeguarding of intangible cultural heritage in a spirit of cooperation and mutual assistance,

4. Considering that intangible cultural heritage is often shared by communities on the territories of more than one State, and that multinational inscriptions of such shared heritage on the Lists constitute an important mechanism for promoting international cooperation,

5. Decides to establish an on-line resource, as described in Document ITH/11/6.COM/CONF.206/17, through which States Parties can announce their intentions to nominate elements and other States Parties may learn of opportunities for cooperation in elaborating multinational nominations;

6. Invites States Parties to make known in advance their intention to nominate elements in order to raise awareness about the existence of a given element on the territory of more than one State Party and facilitate multinational nominations;

7. Decides to assess the effectiveness of this mechanism at its tenth session.
