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INTANGIBLE HERITAGE IN CULTURAL STRATEGY OF UNESCO

Safeguarding intangible heritage forms a focal
part of the cultural strategy of UNESCO, which is now
being most actively elaborated and promoted. Basing on
one of the two essential definitions, contained in the
main text of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage, approved by UNESCO in
2003, one may regard it as comprising five main subject
fields, i.e. ‘(a) oral traditions and expressions, including
language as a vehicle of the intangible cultural heritage;
(b) performing arts; (c) social practices, rituals and fes-
tive events; (d) knowledge and practices concerning
nature and the universe; (e) traditional craftsmanship’
(I1.2.2). This kind of heritage is directly and deeply
linked with two adjacent concepts, belonging to the
same level of description, that is, with tangible heritage,
on the one hand, and with cultural diversity, on the oth-
er hand. As a result, one feels authorized to regard the
text of the corresponding three ‘great UNESCO conven-
tions’, i.e. Convention concerning the Protection of the
World Cultural and Natural Heritage (1972), Conven-
tion for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Her-
itage (2003), and Convention on the Protection and
Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions
(2005), as parts of a single ‘mega-text’, regarding them

NESCO is a specialized agency, form-

ing an integral part of the United Na-
tions organization, seeking to build peace through
international cooperation on education, sciences,
and culture. Intangible cultural heritage has been
high on the agenda of UNESCO in the course of
the latest twenty years, forming the subject matter

in turn as three different facets of the same mega-
concept of heritage. Forming an integral part of the cul-
tural strategy of UNESCO, implementation of this con-
cept is indispensable for the attainment of such over-
arching objectives as social coherence and sustainable
development. As to the inner elaboration of the concept
of intangible heritage, this seminal concept is presently
linked with the implementation of Strategic objectives 7
and 8 of the Medium-Term Strategy, consisting respect-
edly in giving impetus to advanced identification and
documentation, protection and safeguarding, promotion
and enhancement, as well as revitalization and transmis-
sion of all basic types of heritage; and in promoting its
creative facet, especially by all kinds of ‘marginalized
and vulnerable communities and individuals, in particu-
lar indigenous communities’. UNESCO Medium-Term
Strategy for a new eight-year term (2022-2029), which
now being most actively elaborated and discussed in the
framework of expert community, forms the nearest per-
spective for the development of the topic of the intangi-
ble heritage.

Key words: intangible heritage, cultural herit-
age, living cultures, cultural diversity, safeguarding
practices, UNESCO.

of one of its ‘great conventions’. Objectives of the
present paper consist in delineating the essence of
this pivotal notion, tracing back ways in which it
became integral part of the mission of UNESCO,
and in reviewing its outlook, forming an integral
part of the cultural strategy of this leading interna-
tional organization.
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To speak in most general terms, intangible
heritage consists primarily in ‘(a) oral traditions
and expressions, including language as a vehicle of
the intangible cultural heritage; (b) performing arts;
(c) social practices, rituals and festive events; (d)
knowledge and practices concerning nature and the
universe; (e) traditional craftsmanship’!. This in-
troductory definition may be found in the main text
of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the In-
tangible Cultural Heritage, which was approved by
the General Conference of UNESCO in 2003, and
entered into force three years later, in 2006, in ac-
cordance with its Article 34.

The aforementioned Convention may be re-
garded as being inwardly related to at least a cou-
ple of other important conventions, elaborated in
the framework of UNESCO and issued by it, form-
ing together with them sort of a ‘mega-text’. Alt-
hough this sequence of basic texts was being elabo-
rated in the framework of UNESCO in the course
of more than a quarter of a century, it became final-
ly coordinated and consistent in the most essential
points, both concerning its purport and structure.
The first one of these, entitled Convention concern-
ing the Protection of the World Cultural and Natu-
ral Heritage, was approved by the General Confer-
ence in 1972, and entered into force in 1975%. The
second one, known as Convention on the Protec-
tion and Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural Ex-
pressions, was approved in 2005, and entered into
force in 2007°. A brief review of the process of

! Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cul-
tural Heritage 2003, 1.2.2. URL: Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
(unesco.org), (accessed 15.05.2021).

2 Convention concerning the Protection of the World
Cultural and Natural Heritage 1972. URL: Convention
concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and
Natural Heritage (unesco.org), (accessed 15.05.2021).

3 Convention on the Protection and Promotion of the
Diversity of Cultural Expressions 2005 // URL: Con-

evolvement of the topic of intangible heritage in
these three ‘great conventions’ would be most ex-
pedient for the purpose of the present paper.

Convention concerning the Protection of the
World Cultural and Natural Heritage was the first
one of the three texts mentioned above. In accord-
ance with its title, the Convention concerned two
types of heritage, namely the natural heritage, and
the cultural one. Natural heritage included several
types of natural objects which had ‘outstanding
universal value from the aesthetic or scientific
point of view’*. As to the cultural one, it comprised
monuments, groups of buildings, and sites, ‘which
are of outstanding universal value from the point of
view of history, art or science’>.

The 1972 Convention defined in this way
basic tasks as consisting in the ‘protection, conser-
vation, and presentation’ of heritage objects which
had been formed in the past, gained ‘outstanding
universal value’ in the course of history, and be-
came definitely static (immovable) by the present
time, which greatly alleviated their detection and
protection. Make no mistake, delineation of this
type of heritage objects had paramount importance
for world culture. However it failed to take into
account such mighty cultural phenomena as folk-
lore, which were by no means static, but rather dy-
namic and even constantly evolving, as they
formed part of the present-day living cultural activ-
ities, conducted primarily in the framework of the
traditional communities. They could possibly be
deprived of ‘outstanding universal value’, however

vention on the Protection and Promotion of the Diversi-
ty of Cultural Expressions (unesco.org), (accessed
15.05.2021).
* Convention concerning the Protection of the World
Cultural and Natural Heritage 1972, 1.2. URL: Conven-
tion concerning the Protection of the World Cultural
and Natural Heritage (unesco.org), (accessed
15.05.2021).
> Ibidem, I.1.
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they were crucial for the sake of supporting cultural
identities, especially those of ethnic minorities, giv-
ing way to spontaneous creativity, linking tradition
and innovation, and providing social cohesion.

It would erroneous to suppose that the 1972
Convention was deprived of inner links to present-
day living cultures. Careful study of its text allows
one to detect presence of such links. Thus reading
the text of Article 1.5, one may learn that ‘effective
and active measures’, undertaken in the framework
of the implementation of the Convention. should
positively include ‘general policy which aims to
give the cultural and natural heritage a function in
the life of the community’. However remarks of
this kind, which were most timely and constructive,
definitely remained peripheral to the main purpose
of the Convention.

Convention for the Safeguarding of the In-
tangible Cultural Heritage, which formed the sec-
ond part of the aforementioned ‘mega-text’ of the
three ‘great UNESCO conventions’, was approved
on October 17, 2003, and entered into force three
years later, on April 20, 2006, in accordance with
its Article 34. The theoretical part of the Conven-
tion is rather short, being at the same time highly
constructive and seminal. Three major points may
be singled out in its main text:

(a) Intangible cultural heritage is linked to
the tangible one by ‘deep-seated interdependence’,
to cite the Preamble to the Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage.
As stated in another place of the Preamble, this in-
terdependence was included into the structure of
‘normative instruments for the protection of the
cultural heritage’ by issuing first the 1972 Conven-
tion, followed later by the 2003 one. In this way
both Conventions were linked, in order to create
common ground for research and action — or, to
reiterate a detailed formulation from the 2003 Con-
vention, for ‘identification, documentation, re-

search, preservation, protection, promotion, en-
hancement, transmission, particularly through for-
mal and non-formal education, as well as the revi-
talization’ (1.2.3);

(b) Intangible cultural heritage forms a
highly dynamic realm of creative performance,
firmly based upon the traditional viewpoints and
technologies, linking in this way the past and the
future of human culture: ‘The “intangible cultural
heritage” means the practices, representations, ex-
pressions, knowledge, skills — as well as the in-
struments, objects, artefacts and cultural spaces as-
sociated therewith — that communities, groups and,
in some cases, individuals recognize as part of their
cultural heritage. This intangible cultural heritage,
transmitted from generation to generation, is con-
stantly recreated by communities and groups in re-
sponse to their environment, their interaction with
nature and their history, and provides them with a
sense of identity and continuity, thus promoting
respect for cultural diversity and human creativity’
((L.2.1);

(c) Preservation of the intangible cultural
heritage forms an integral part of the present-day
global agenda. As stated in the text of the Preamble
to the 2003 Convention, this kind of heritage is to
be regarded as ‘a mainspring of cultural diversity
and a guarantee of sustainable development’. To fit
into this agenda, intangible cultural heritage should
be refined in order to leave behind those of its parts
which are not ‘compatible with existing interna-
tional human rights instruments, as well as with the
requirements of mutual respect among communi-
ties, groups and individuals, and of sustainable de-
velopment’ (1.2.1).

The latter notion, which has been high on
the agenda of the major international organizations
in the course of the latest quarter of a century, was
included into the text of the 2003 Convention pri-
marily in line with such pivotal documents of that
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time as the well-known Millennium Declaration,
approved by the United Nations organization Gen-
eral Assembly in Autumn 2000. As stated in its
main text, ‘prudence must be shown in the man-
agement of all living species and natural resources,
in accordance with the precepts of sustainable de-
velopment. Only in this way can the immeasurable
riches provided to us by nature be preserved and
passed on to our descendants’ (1.6)°. The notions
‘preserved and passed on’, related correspondingly
to the past and the future, might be regarded as
linked in an indirect way to the notions of heritage
and creativity, which were further elaborated in a
number of normative documents, issued by
UNESCO.

As to the notion of cultural diversity, which
was mentioned in the text of the Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage, it
was definitely linked to basic ideas of the Universal
Declaration on Cultural Diversity, approved by
UNESCO in 2001, that is, two years prior to the
Intangible Cultural Heritage Convention. In ac-
cordance with a point of view generally accepted
by UNESCO experts, Article 7 of the Declaration
should be regarded as playing a seminal role in the
process of elaboration of the conceptual notions of
the 2003 Convention. As it was stated there, ‘crea-
tion draws on the roots of cultural tradition, but
flourishes in contact with other cultures. For this
reason, heritage in all its forms must be preserved,
enhanced and handed on to future generations as a
record of human experience and aspirations, so as
to foster creativity in all its diversity and to inspire
genuine dialogue among cultures’ (I.7). Experts
specializing in the history of UNESCO ideas tend
to emphasize that ‘this declaration served as a basis

6 55/2. United Nations Millennium Declaration. URL:
A/RES/55/2 - E - A/RES/55/2 -Desktop (undocs.org),
(accessed 15.05.2021).

for developing the normative instrument for safe-
guarding intangible cultural heritage’ .

Another important thesis, linking the cultur-
al heritage to the natural one, was expressed in the
first article of the 2001 Declaration: ‘...cultural di-
versity is as necessary for humankind as biodiversi-
ty is for nature. In this sense, it is the common her-
itage of humanity and should be recognized and
affirmed for the benefit of present and future gen-
erations’®. As biodiversity implies coexistence of
manifold and multi-layered subsystems, cultural
diversity should theoretically imply coexistence of
numerous and complex cultural traditions, both
tangible and intangible, and their continuous dia-
logue. One feels authorized to say in this respect
that while the 2003 Convention was centered upon
continuity of traditional cultures, ensured by sup-
plementing their tangible component with the in-
tangible one, the Convention on the Protection and
Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions,
which was approved in 2005, and entered into
force in 2007, was targeted at the elaboration of
peaceful coexistence between different cultural tra-
ditions, and their interplay.

One has to mention here that comparing
conceptual frameworks of both conventions,
UNESCO expert community tends rather to em-
phasize that they are to be regarded as mutually
complementary primarily along the axis ‘transmis-
sion — production’: ‘While the 2003 Convention
deals primarily with the processes of transmission
of knowledge within the communities and groups
that bear this heritage, the 2005 Convention is de-
voted to the production of cultural expressions, as

72000 onwards and the drafting of the convention.
URL: 2000 onwards and the drafting of the Convention
- intangible heritage - Culture Sector - UNESCO, (ac-
cessed 15.05.2021).

¥ UNESCO Universal Declaration on Cultural Diversity.
URL: UNESCO Universal Declaration on Cultural Di-
versity: UNESCO, (accessed 15.05.2021).
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circulated and shared through cultural activities,
goods and services®. It would suffice to state here
that both aforementioned approaches to the main
text of the 2005 Convention are in fact quite com-
patible.

Having thus mentioned a couple of most
important ways in which the 2003 Convention is
linked to the 2005 one, one has to admit that the
intangible heritage was as a matter of fact directly
mentioned in the text of the Convention on the Pro-
tection and Promotion of the Diversity of Cultural
Expressions only once. To cite the corresponding
thesis, UNESCO General Conference expressed its
recognition of the ‘importance of traditional
knowledge as a source of intangible and material
wealth, and in particular the knowledge systems of
indigenous peoples, and its positive contribution to
sustainable development, as well as the need for its
adequate protection and promotion’!?.

In other cases, more or less complex in-
depth analysis seems to be necessary. To cite a
demonstrative example, one might mention the no-
tion of vitality, which is indirectly related to the
creative potential of the intangible heritage: ‘Tak-
ing into account the importance of the vitality of
cultures, including for persons belonging to minori-
ties and indigenous peoples, as manifested in their
freedom to create, disseminate and distribute their
traditional cultural expressions and to have access
thereto, so as to benefit them for their own devel-
opment’!!,

? 2000 onwards and the drafting of the convention.
URL: 2000 onwards and the drafting of the Convention
- intangible heritage - Culture Sector - UNESCO, (ac-
cessed 15.05.2021).

10 Preamble / Convention on the Protection and Promo-
tion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions 2005.
URL: Convention on the Protection and Promotion of
the Diversity of Cultural Expressions (unesco.org), (ac-
cessed 15.05.2021).

' Ibidem.

Having briefly regarded the texts of the
three ‘great conventions’ issued by UNESCO by
the year 2005, one feels authorized to state that
they formed a solid framework providing ample
outlook for the preservation, protection, and trans-
mission of the major types of cultural heritage,
forming the main line which could tentatively be
outlined as ‘tangible heritage (1972) — intangible
heritage (2003) — heritage plurality (2005)’ (dates
of approvement of the corresponding conventions
are cited above in brackets). Regarding it, one has
to take into account that the time which has been
marked above by dashes, was in fact full of quite
important activities. At least two major directions
of these are to be mentioned here:

(a) Prior to the approvement of the 2003
Convention, considerable efforts of UNESCO ex-
pert community were directed towards the elabora-
tion of a concise and correct definition of intangi-
ble heritage. To cite Article 23 of the Mexico City
Declaration on Cultural Policies issued by
UNESCO in 1982, ‘the cultural heritage of a peo-
ple includes the works of its artists, architects, mu-
sicians, writers and scientists and also the work of
anonymous artists, expressions of the people's spir-
ituality, and the body of values which give mean-
ing to life. It includes both tangible and intangible
works through which the creativity of that people
finds expression: languages, rites, beliefs, historic
places and monuments, literature, works of art, ar-
chives and libraries’!2.

One has to emphasize here that UNESCO
gradually shifted from the term ‘folklore’ to the
term ‘intangible heritage’. Acting in this way, it

2 World conference on cultural policies. Mexico City,
26 July — 6 August 1982. Final Report. Paris, UNESCO,
1982, 40-46. URL:
https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000052505,
(accessed 15.05.2021). The conference is often cited in
studies related to UNESCO as Mondiacult.
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managed to complement the protection of tradi-
tional song, dance, and story-telling, by an almost
limitless realm of rites, beliefs, modes of life, value
systems, traditional knowledge systems, as well as
languages, especially rare and minority ones. As a
result, the notion of tangible cultural heritage was
enlarged and prolonged by the intangible one.

The Mexico declaration was, by the way,
one of the first ones to introduce this seminal no-
tion into the official discourse of UNESCO. One
has to admit that exact structure of its components,
roughly outlined above, is still subject to research
and reviewing. For instance, language is nowadays
regarded not as an integral part of the intangible
heritage, but rather a vehicle of cognitive and
communicative activities comprised by it, due to its
highly specific nature. Listing such complex ob-
jects as parts of the intangible heritage comprises
elaboration of its multi-layered structure, which is
as a matter of fact still in process.

Another important point consists in the fact
that the Mexico City Declaration tended to define
intangible heritage as ‘a body of values which give
meaning to life’, as one may read in the extract
from its Final Document, cited above. Formula-
tions of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage are totally in line with
it. Thus the basic definition of the intangible herit-
age in the aforementioned Convention refers to the
only criterion, namely that of ‘practices, represen-
tations, expressions, knowledge, skills — as well as
the instruments, objects, artefacts and cultural
spaces associated therewith — that communities,
groups and, in some cases, individuals recognize as
part of their cultural heritage’ (1.2.1). This ap-
proach presents a sharp contrast to that of the 1972
Convention. Reading its basic definitions, we con-
stantly see references to the ‘outstanding universal
value’, which forms the criterion of listing objects
of tangible heritage, e.g.: ‘For the purposes of this

Convention, the following shall be considered as
“cultural heritage': monuments: architectural works,
works of monumental sculpture and painting, ele-
ments or structures of an archaeological nature, in-
scriptions, cave dwellings and combinations of fea-
tures, which are of outstanding universal value
from the point of view of history, art or science’ (I,
1). Universal value forms an obvious opposition to
local viewpoints and value assessments.

This distinction was introduced in a highly
intentional manner. As it was emphasized by
UNESCO experts, ‘the 2003 Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage,
whose structure is also based on the programmatic
approach of the 1972 Convention, places emphasis
on the equal recognition of expressions and tradi-
tions with no hierarchical distinctions among them.
The concept of ‘outstanding universal value’ em-
bodied in the 1972 Convention does therefore not
apply to the safeguarding of intangible cultural her-
itage. International recognition is based on the im-
portance of this living heritage for the sense of
identity and continuity of the communities in
which it is created, transmitted and re-created’!3.

(b) Prior to the approvement of the 2003
Convention, UNESCO directed considerable ef-
forts at listing best practices in preservation and
revitalization of the intangible heritage, and honor-
ing its most prominent bearers. Proclamation of the
Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of
Humanity may serve as a plausible example of the
former. ‘The Proclamation concerned: forms of
popular and traditional cultural expressions, and
cultural spaces, i.e., places where cultural and pop-
ular activities are concentrated and regularly take

32000 onwards and the drafting of the convention.
URL: 2000 onwards and the drafting of the Convention
- intangible heritage - Culture Sector - UNESCO, (ac-
cessed 15.05.2021).
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place (markets squares, festivals, etc.)’!*. Each
nomination had to meet a number of criteria, which
included primarily presence of obvious roots in the
local cultural tradition, considerable value for local
cultural identity, and risk of degradation and disap-
pearing.

The Proclamation took place three times,
that is, in the years 2001, 2003, and 2005. All in
all, about 90 objects were proclaimed Masterpieces
of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of Humanity.
The corresponding list included such prominent
phenomena as the art of Akyns (Kirghiz epic tell-
ers), Chinese traditional Kun Qu opera, and Vedic
chanting in India, to name but a few. The nomina-
tions to this list stopped with the approvement and
entry into force of the 2003 Convention. According
to its Article 31, exclusively dedicated to the re-
sults and prospects of the Proclamation, all 90 ob-
jects comprised by it, were incorporated into the
Representative List of the Intangible Cultural Her-
itage of Humanity.

As to the programs of honoring prominent
bearers of local traditions, Living Human Treasures
program should be primarily cited. The program
was initiated in 1993 and later updated. In accord-
ance with its basic definition, elaborated and ap-
proved by UNESCO, ‘Living Human Treasures are
persons who embody in the very highest degree the
skills and techniques necessary for the production
of selected aspects of the cultural life of a people
and the continued existence of their material cul-
tural heritage’ (1.1.1)'.

As it had been foreseen by Article 29 of the
2003 Convention, States Parties undertook the duty

4 Definition and criteria. URL: Proclamation of the
Masterpieces of the Oral and Intangible Heritage of
Humanity (2001-2005) - intangible heritage - Culture
Sector - UNESCO, (accessed 15.05.2021).
5 Guidelines for the establishment of “Living human
treasures” systems (2002). UNESCO, 19.

of taking regulative, legislative, and other kinds of
measures which were necessary to ensure safe-
guarding the intangible cultural heritage in the re-
spective countries. Accounts on the most important
of such activities were accumulated, analyzed, and
annually reported to the relevant UNESCO com-
mittee, which in its turn conducted their in-depth
analysis and synthesis, which was later presented to
the General Assembly.

Prior to the year 2019, summaries of this
kind tended to be dedicated to topics which were
regarded as being the most actual. Thus Integration
of Intangible Cultural Heritage Safeguarding into
Cultural Policies formed the key issue of the 2016
report of the Intergovernmental Committee for the
Safeguarding of this kind of heritage; in 2017, the
focus shifted to Measures Taken by States Parties
to Build and Strengthen National Capacities for
Safeguarding Intangible Cultural Heritage; in 2018,
towards Measures Taken by States Parties to Raise
Awareness about the Importance of Intangible Cul-
tural Heritage.

Following the year 2019, decision was tak-
en to focus upon the regional aspect of the imple-
mentation of the 2003 Convention. 2020 was
planned to be dedicated to Latin America and the
Caribbean, 2021 to Europe as a whole, 2022 to Ar-
ab states, and so on.

Separate accounts are annually dedicated to
the updated contents of the major lists conducted
by UNESCO in the realm of intangible heritage,
i.e. List of Intangible Cultural Heritage in Need of
Urgent Safeguarding. Representative List of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humanity, and
Register of Good Safeguarding Practices'®.

' For details, cf.: Browse the lists of intangible cultural
heritage and the register of good safeguarding practices.
URL: Browse the Lists of Intangible Cultural Heritage
and the Register of good safeguarding practices - intan-
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UNESCO Medium-Term Strategy for the
years 2014 to 2021 forms another normative frame
for the safeguarding and developing the intangible
cultural heritage. The former of these tasks is for-
mulated primarily in the text of Strategic Objective
7, entitled ‘Protecting, promoting and transmitting
heritage’!”. As stated in Article 66, ‘heritage, un-
derstood in its entirety — natural and cultural, tan-
gible and intangible — constitutes assets inherited
from the past that we wish to transmit to future
generations because of their social value and the
way in which they embody identity and belonging.
These assets shall be used for promoting social sta-
bility, peace-building, recovery from crisis situa-
tions, and development strategies’!8. Somewhat
beyond, i.e. in the main text of Article 69, this the-
sis is corroborated by reference to the text of the
1972, 2003, and 2005 Conventions'®. As a result,
one may conclude that our representation of the
three aforementioned Conventions as forming a
single ‘mega-text’, dedicated to the analysis of
three different aspects of the same cultural phe-
nomenon, conducted above in the present paper,
was correct and constructive.

gible heritage - Culture Sector - UNESCO, (accessed
15.05.2021).

7 Strategic objectives of UNESCO are aligned in the
text of the Medium-Term Strategy along nine independ-
ent directions.

8 UNESCO 37 C/4 2014-2021 Medium-term Strategy
(2014). UNESCO, 24.

' Their list is supplemented in the text of the Article 69
by the enumeration of three more UNESCO Conven-
tions (namely, Convention for the Protection of Cultural
Property in the Event of Armed Conflict with Regula-
tions for the Execution of the Convention (1954),
Convention on the Means of Prohibiting and Preventing
the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership of
Cultural Property (1970), and Convention on the Protec-
tion of the Underwater Cultural Heritage (2001), some
aspects of which are most relevant for the purport of the
Medium-Term Strategy as a whole.

As to the latter of the two aforementioned
tasks, it was regarded in the text of the Medium-
Term Strategy primarily in the formulation of Stra-
tegic Objective 8, entitled ‘Fostering creativity and
the diversity of cultural expressions’. The emphasis
here was laid upon ’the continued creativity that is
a defining characteristic of intangible cultural her-
itage’?°. Fostering this kind of activities, UNESCO
strove towards the implementation of two basic
tasks, one of which consisted in supporting and
promoting the sense of ‘identity and belonging’
(mentioned above in the text of Article 66), espe-
cially by the ‘marginalized and vulnerable commu-
nities and individuals, in particular indigenous
communities, women and youth’ (Article 75). An-
other task consisted in giving impetus to creative
activities, particularly in the realm of traditional
cultures, as means of prolonging the past into the
future.

The text of the new eight-year strategy is
now being elaborated and discussed in the frame-
work of UNESCO. There is no doubt that seminal
intuitions and formulations of the 2014-2021 Me-
dium-Term Strategy would be reviewed and updat-
ed in the new text of the Strategy.

Convention for the Safeguarding of the In-
tangible Cultural Heritage has been ratified by now
by about 180 states parties. 193 non-governmental
organizations or institutions have been accredited
by Intergovernmental Committee for the Safe-
guarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage. Basic
lists of this type of heritage (that is, List of Intangi-
ble Cultural Heritage in Need of Urgent Safeguard-
ing. Representative List of the Intangible Cultural
Heritage of Humanity, and Register of Good Safe-
guarding Practices) have comprised by the present
time 584 elements, representing 131 countries.

2 UNESCO 37 C/4 2014-2021 Medium-term Strategy
(2014). UNESCO, 25.
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Some countries have not formally ratified
the 2003 Convention by now. However they have
normally taken definite part in its practical imple-
mentation. The Russian Federation might serve as a
plausible example of both. On the one hand, Russia
has not ratified the 2003 Convention by now. On
the other hand, Russian Committee for the Safe-
guarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage was
formed as early as in 2003%!. Two objects present-
ed by Russia were included into the Representative
List of the Intangible Cultural Heritage of Humani-
ty in 2008. They are the Cultural Space and Oral
Culture of the Semeiskie [ethnoreligious group of
Old Believers in Siberia], and Olonkho Yakut He-
roic Epos?2. A national list of intangible cultural
heritage started to be compiled at a a special web
site’>. As a result, limited collaboration between
UNESCO and the Russian Federation in the realm
of the intangible heritage has been established and
developed in due time.

Appearance of the Convention for the Safe-
guarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage gave
impetus to the creation of a large amount of scien-
tific literature. General context of its elaboration
was regarded, as well as its basic notions and narra-
tives?*. National policies and strategies in the realm

2! Russian Committee for the safeguarding of intangible
cultural heritage (2019). Commission of the Russian
Federation for UNESCO Vestnik, Special Issue, 40-41.
22 Browse the lists of intangible cultural heritage and the
register of good safeguarding practices. URL: Browse
the Lists of Intangible Cultural Heritage and the Regis-
ter of good safeguarding practices - intangible heritage -
Culture Sector - UNESCO, (accessed 15.05.2021).

»  HemarepuanbHoe KyIbTypHOe Hacimeaume Poccun.
URL: HematepuanbHoe KyabTypHOE Hacneaue Poccun -
Ha moptane «Kymprypa.P®» (culture.ru), (accessed
15.05.2021).

24 Schmitt. T.M. (2008). The UNESCO concept of safe-
guarding intangible cultural heritage: its background
and Marrakchi roots. International Journal of Heritage
Studies, 14 (2), 95-111.

of intangible heritage safeguarding were analyzed,
including those related to listing?®. Preliminary re-

DOI:10.1080/13527250701844019; Vecco, M. (2010).
A definition of cultural heritage: from the tangible to
the intangible. Journal of Cultural Heritage, 11 (3),
321-324. DOI:10.1016/j.culher.2010.01.006; Kurin, R.
(2004). Safeguarding intangible cultural heritage in the
2003 UNESCO convention: a critical appraisal. Muse-
um International, 56 (1-2), 66—77. DOI:10.1111/5.1350-
0775.2004.00459.x; Chao, G. (2017). Ethical principles
for safeguarding intangible cultural heritage: interpreta-
tive Reading and Commentary Review. Bulletin of the
Kalmyk Institute for Humanities of the Russian Acade-
my of Sciences, 34 (6), 117-130.
https://doi.org/10.22162/10.22162/2075-7794-2017-34-
6-117-130, cf.: IImmosa, O.E. Poar IOHECKO B
OXpaHe HEMaTepHaIbHOTO KYyJIbTYpHOTO Hacieaus /
O.E.llunosa. Tekct: HenmocpeacTBeHHsli // Kynsrypa n
uckycctBo. — 2014. — Ne6 (24). — C.611-617. DOL:
10.7256/2222-1956.2014.6.13516. (Shilova, O.E. Rol’
UNESCO v okhrane nematerial’nogo kulturnogo
naslediia (UNESCO role in safeguarding intangible cul-
tural heritage) / O.E. Shilova. Text: direct // Kultura i
iskusstvo. 2014. No.6 (24). 611-617).

23 Schreiber, H. (2017). Intangible cultural heritage and
soft power — exploring the relationship. International
Journal of Intangible Heritage, 12. URL: 1JIH - Interna-
tional Journal of Intangible Heritage :: Article), ac-
cessed 15.05.2021; Konach, T. (2015). Intangible cul-
tural heritage projects - national policies and strategies.
The creation of intangible cultural heritage inventories.
ENCATC Journal of Cultural Management and Policy,
5 (1), 67-79, cf.: lllyn6aes, O.H., HoBocenora, H.B.
IOHECKO wu poccuiickuii OIBIT COXpaHEHUSI HEMATEpH-
AIHOTO KYJIFTYPHOTO HAaclleiusi Ha COBPEMEHHOM dTa-
e / O.H. lllyn6aes, H.B. HoBocenosa. Tekct: Hero-
CpEeACTBEHHBIN // AbMaHaX COBPEMEHHOH Hayku W 00-
paszoBanus. — 2017. — Ne 1. — C.108-110 (Shulbaev,
O.N., Novoselova, N.V. UNESCO i rossiiskii opyt
sokhraneniia nematerial’nogo kul’turnogo naslediia na
sovremennom etape (UNESCO and Russian experience
of safeguarding intangible cultural heritage at present
time) / O.N. Shulbaev, N.V.Novoselova. Text: direct //
Almamakh sovremennoi nauki i obrazovaniia. 2017.
No.1. 108-110); Kaprun, A.C., Kocruna, A.B. Coxpa-
HEHHE HeMaTepHaJIbHOTO KyJIbTYPHOTO Haceausl Hapo-
noB P® kak nmpuopuTeT KyJIbTypHOH NoauTUKN Poccun
B XXI Bexke / A.C. Kaprun, A.B. Kocruna. Tekcr:
HenocpeacTBeHHbIH // KynbTypHas nomutuka. — 2008. —
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sults of the initial 15 years of the implementation
of the 2003 Convention formed subject of a collec-
tive monograph edited by N.Akagawa and
L.Smith?®, The book was divided into two parts,
one of which was dedicated to ‘legal, administra-
tive and conceptual challenges of safeguarding’,
the other one, to a number of case studies drawn
from both the national and the sub-national level.
The book belonged to a series entitled ‘Key Issues
in Cultural Heritage’, As it was stated in a fore-
word, submitted by series editors, Heritage Studies
had in fact formed a new realm of academic stud-
ies?’.

Basic actors who are normally active in the
field of intangible heritage safeguarding, particular-
ly museums, were regarded®®, especially at the lev-

Ne3d., — C. 59-71 (Kargin, A.S., Kostina, A.V.
Sokhranenie nematerial’nogo kul’turnogo naslediia
narodov RF kak prioritet kul’turnoi politiki Rossii v
XXI veke (Safeguarding intangible cultural heritage of
people of the Russian Federation as a priority of cultural
policies of Russia in the 21* century) / A.S. Kargin,
A.V. Kostina. Text: direct. / Kul’turnaia politika. 2008.
No.3. 59-71).

% Akagawa, N., & Smith, L. (Eds.). (2019). Safeguard-
ing intangible heritage practices and politics, Routledge.
ISBN: 978-1-138-58074-9.

" Logan, W., & Smith, L. (2019). Series editors’ fore-
word. In N. Akagawa, & L. Smith, (Eds.). (2019), Safe-
guarding intangible heritage practices and politics
(pp-XIII-XIV). Routledge. ISBN: 978-1-138-58074-9.
28 Cros H. du. (2012). Intangible cultural heritage, edu-
cation and museums. UNESCO Arts in Education Ob-
servatory for Research in Local Cultures and Creativity
in Education. DOI:10.13140/RG.2.1.3217.5522;
Staubermann, K. (2020). Reconstructing the past: when
intangible  heritage meets  scientific  practice.
International Journal of Intangible Heritage, 15. URL:
IJIH - International Journal of Intangible Heritage :
Article), accessed 15.05.2021; Blake, J. (2018). Muse-
ums and safeguarding intangible cultural heritage.
International Journal of Intangible Heritage, 13 (=1JIH
- International Journal of Intangible Heritage :: Article),
accessed 15.05.2021; Donelli, Ch.C., Fanelli, S., &
Mozzoni, L. (2019). Managing and enhancing the intan-

el of cities; a collective monograph edited by
M.Kwiecifiska is to be mentioned here®®. As it was
stated in the foreword to the aforementioned book,
‘A broad understanding of culture as heritage fur-
nishes a narrative on human history that offers un-
limited potential in the urban context. As it ex-
presses collective identity, it also acts as a force in
the process of building and reinforcing identifica-
tion, local history, and memory’*°. In accordance
with this approach, basic parts of the book were
devoted to: city identity, city soundscape, preserva-
tion practices, musealization practices, identity
bearers, and education strategies, all of which were
directly linked to intangible heritage. Attitudes and
strategies of other stakehoders in this field, like or-
ganizers and operators of cultural tourism, were
detected and analyzed by a number of authors?!.

gible heritage: the experience of “literary parks”. EN-
CATC Journal of Cultural Management and Policy, 9
(1), 52-63.

? Kwiecinska, M. (Ed.). (2016). Intangible heritage of
the city: musealisation, preservation, education. The
Historical Museum of the City of Krakow. ISBN: 978-
83-7577-246-3.

3% Niezabitowski, M. (2016). Foreword. In M.
Kwiecinska, M. (Ed.). (2016). Intangible heritage of the
city: musealisation, preservation, education (pp.9—11).
The Historical Museum of the City of Krakow. ISBN:
978-83-7577-246-3.

3V Tourism and Intangible Cultural Heritage (2012).
World Tourism Organization. ISBN (electronic ver-
sion): 978-92-844-1479-6; Qiu, Q., Zheng, T., Xiang,
Z., & Zhang, M. (2020). Visiting intangible cultural
heritage tourism sites: from value cognition to attitude
and intention. Sustainability, 12 (132), 1-20.
doi:10.3390/sul2, cf.: Adanacees, O.E. IlleneBps! ycT-
HOTO ¥ HEMaTepPHAIBHOTO KYJIbTYPHOTO HACIEAUS: POJIb
u pyaxumn B Typusme / O.E. AdanacreB. TekcT: Hemo-
cpeactBenHsbli // CoBpeMeHHBIE MPOOJIEMBI cepBHCA U
Typusma. — 2016. — T.10, Ne.3. — C.7-17. DOL:
10.12737/21095 (Afanas’ev, O.E. Shedevry ustnogo i
nematerial’'nogo kul’turnogo naslediia: rol’ i funktsii v
turizme / O.E. Afanas’ev. Text: direct / Sovremennyie
problemy servisa i turizma. 2016. Vol.10, No.3. P.7—
17).
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Legal aspects of the intangible heritage
safeguarding have formed a specific and well-
elaborated realm of heritage studies as a whole. Pe-
culiarities of both national law, and the internation-
al one were analyzed*?. Copyright problems, which
had been detected as most problematic particularly
in the case of living cultures, were reviewed and
updated®3. A serious study produced by L.Lixinski

32 Deacon, H., Prosalendis, S., Dondolo, L., & Mrubata,
M. (2004). The subtle power of intangible heritage: le-
gal and financial instruments for safeguarding intangi-
ble heritage. Human Sciences Research Council. ISBN-
13: 978-0796920744. ISBN-10: 0796920745; Petrillo
P.L. (Ed.). (2019). The legal protection of intangible
cultural heritage: a comparative perspective. Springer.
DOI:10.1007/978-3-319-72983-1. ISBN: 978-3-319-
72982-4; Lenzerini, F. (2011). Intangible cultural herit-
age: the living culture of peoples. The European Jour-
nal of International Law, 22 (1), 101-120.
DOI:10.1093/ejil/chr006, cf.: Ta3uzoma, A.Ill. Poms
IOHECKO u BOHUC B wMexayHapoAHO-IPaBOBON
OXpaHe TPATUIMOHHBIX BBIPAKECHUU KYJIBTYPHI U Tpa-
muiuoHHbIX 3Hanui / Al T'asmsosa. Tekct: Hemo-
cpeAcTBeHHBIH // MOCKOBCKMI KypHaln MeXAyHapoa-

Horo mpaBa. — 2019. — Ne3. — C. 81-92.
https://doi.org/10.24833/0869-0049-2019-3-81-92
(Gazizova, A.Sh. Rol’ UNESCO i VOIS v

mezhdunarodno-pravovoii okhrane traditsionnukh vyra-
zhenii kul’tury i traditsionnykh znanii (UNESCO and
VOIS role in international legal protection of traditional
cultural expression and traditional knowledge) / A.Sh.
Gazizova, Text: direct. / Moskovskii zhurnal mezhdu-
narodnogo prava. — 2019. — No.3. — P.§1-92); MapTsI-
HeHko, 1.3. TlpaBoBas oxpaHa HEMaTepUaIbHOIO KyJb-
TypHOTO Hacienus rocyaapcrts-ydyacTHukoB CHI' nHa
MEKXIYHAapOIHOM U HalMOHAIBbHOM ypoBHsX / W.D.
MapteiHenko. Tekct: HenmocpeAcTBeHHBIH // BecTHuk
BI'Y. Cepus: IlpaBo. — 2017. — Ne2. — (C.282-293
(Martynenko, L.LE. Pravovaia okhrana nematerial’'nogo
kul’turnogo naslediia gosudarstv-uchastnikov SNG na
mezhdunarodnom 1 natsional’nom urovniakh (Legal
protection of intangible cultural heritage of CIS member
states at international and national levels) / LE.
Martynenko. Text: direct // Vestnik VGU. Seriia: parvo.
—2017. No.2. 282-293).

33 Farah, P.D., & Tremolada, R.( 2015). Conflict be-
tween intellectual property rights and human rights: a

may be regarded as tracing back and summarizing
basic legal problems and prospects of the initial 15
years of the implementation of the 2003 Conven-
tion34,

Advanced bibliography of references relat-
ed to the implementation of the 2003 Convention
has been conducted by UNESCO for a number of
years at its official site. The list of literary sources,
which is aligned according to region, language,
year of publication, and document type, contains
by now 1276 entries and tends to grow quite rapid-
ly*°.

Summing up our brief review of issues re-
lated to the intangible heritage, we wish primarily
to state that it forms a focal part of the cultural
strategy of UNESCO, which is now being most ac-
tively elaborated and promoted. Basing on one of
the two essential definitions, contained in the main
text of the Convention for the Safeguarding of the
Intangible Cultural Heritage, approved by
UNESCO in 2003, one may regard it as comprising
five main fields, i.e. ‘(a) oral traditions and expres-
sions, including language as a vehicle of the intan-
gible cultural heritage; (b) performing arts; (c) so-
cial practices, rituals and festive events; (d)
knowledge and practices concerning nature and the
universe; (e) traditional craftsmanship’ (1.2.2).

This kind of heritage is directly and deeply
linked with other two concepts, belonging to the
same level of description, that is, with tangible her-
itage, on the one hand, and with cultural diversity,

case study on intangible cultural heritage. Oregon Law
Review, 94 (1), 125-178.

3* Lixinski, L. (2013). Intangible cultural heritage in
international law. Oxford University Press. ISBN 978-
0-19-967950-8.

3 Research references on the implementation of the
2003 convention. URL: Research references on the im-
plementation of the 2003 Convention - intangible herit-
age - Culture Sector - UNESCO, (accessed 15.05.2021).
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on the other hand. As a result, we feel authorized to
tentatively regard the text of the corresponding
three ‘great UNESCO conventions’, i.e. Conven-
tion concerning the Protection of the World Cultur-
al and Natural Heritage (1972), Convention for the
Safeguarding of the Intangible Cultural Heritage
(2003), and Convention on the Protection and Pro-
motion of the Diversity of Cultural Expressions
(2005), as parts of a single ‘mega-text’, regarding
in turn three different facets of the same mega-
concept of heritage.

Forming an integral part of the cultural
strategy of UNESCO, this concept is indispensable
for the attainment of such overarching objectives as
social coherence and sustainable development (cf.
UNESCO Medium-Term Strategy for the years
2014-2021, IIL.1).

As to the inner elaboration of the concept of
intangible heritage, this seminal concept is present-
ly linked with the implementation of Strategic ob-
jectives 7 and 8 of the Medium-Term Strategy,
consisting respectedly in giving impetus to ad-
vanced identification and documentation, protec-
tion and safeguarding, promotion and enhance-
ment, as well as revitalization and transmission of
all basic types of heritage (VIL.7.66), and in pro-
moting its creative facet, especially by all kinds of
‘marginalized and vulnerable communities and in-
dividuals, in particular indigenous communities’
(VIL.8.75). UNESCO Medium-Term Strategy for
new eight-year term (2022-2029), which now being
most actively elaborated and discussed in the
framework of expert community, forms the nearest
perspective for the development of the topic of the
intangible heritage.
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HEMATEPUAJIbHOE HACJIEJHUE B KYJbTYPHOM CTPATEIMHA IOHECKO

OxpaHa HeMaTepUanbHOTO HACIEANs MPEACTaB-
nsieT coboil OHY M3 CYLIECTBEHHO BA)KHBIX COCTaBIISI-
roumx KyasTypHoM ctparerun IOHECKO, xortopas
BeChbMa aKTHBHO pa3BUBaeTCs B Hactosmee Bpems. O0-
pamasick K OZHOM U3 ABYX 0a30BBIX (POPMYIHPOBOK,
conepkamuxcs B Tekcre KoHBeHIuu 06 oxpaHe Hema-
TEPUAITBHOTO  KYJBTYPHOTO  HACIEAWs, HPUHATOH
IOHECKO B 2003, MOXHO BBIIENIHTH B €r0 paMmKax
MATH OCHOBHBIX MPEAMETHBIX MOJEH, MOoApa3yMeBaro-
KX «(a) ycTHBIE Tpaguuud U (OPMBI BBIPAKEHUS,
BKJTIOYas SI3bIK KaK HOCHTENb HEMAaTEepUALHOTO KYJIb-
TypHOrO Hacienus; (6) MCIONHHUTEIBCKUE HCKYCCTBA,;
(B) counanbHble NPAaKTHKH, PUTYaIbl U IPa3THECTBA; (T)
3HaHUS U MPAKTUKH, OTHOCSILHUECS K IPUPOJIE U KO BCe-
neHHow; (1) TpaaunuoHHble pemecnay (1.2.2). JlanHas
Pa3sHOBUIHOCTH HACHEIUsl MPAMO M TIIyOOKO CBs3aHA C
JIBYMsI OJHOYPOBHEBBIMH I10 OTHOIICHHIO K HEH KOH-
LenTaMi, a UMEHHO, MaTepUalbHBIM HacJeIueM, ¢ Of-
HOW CTOPOHBI, U KYJIbTYpHBIM MHOTOOOpasueM, ¢ IIpy-
roi. Kak cnencrBue, B craThe IpeaiaracTcsl paccMmar-
pUBaTh TEKCTHI TpeX «BenuKnuX KoHBeHIuH FOHECKO»,
T.¢. KoHBeHnnun 00 oxpaHe BCEMUPHOTO KyJIbTYpHOTO H
npupoanoro Hacienus (1972), Kousenuuu o6 oxpane
HEMaTepuallbHOTO KyJlbTypHOro Haciemus (2003), u
KonBenuun o0 oxpaHe M MOOLIPEHHH pazHOoOpas3us
¢dopm KynpTypHOTO camoBbIpakeHus (2005), Ha mpaBax
CBOETO POJia «METaTEeKCTa», TPAKTYIOLIETO TPU pa3iny-
HBIX aclleKTa EeJUHOTO METrakoHIlenTa Hacieaus. Bo-
TUTOIIEHHE B JKU3HB 33/1a4 110 OXpaHe HeMaTepHalIbHOTO

Cnucok Jaureparypsbl

Convention for the Safeguarding of the Intangible Cul-
tural Heritage 2003. URL: Convention for the Safe-

HacJieusi, B CBOIO Ouepesb, MPEACTaBIIeT cOOOH JacTh
Mep, HeOOXOIUMBIX ISl JOCTHIKECHHUS] TaKHX CTpaTerH-
yeckux 1eneil FOHECKO, kak ycroitunBoe pa3zButue u
colManbHas TapMoHuUA. B ToM, 4TO KacaeTcsl BHYyTpEH-
Hell pa3paboTKH KOHIIETITa HEMaTepUaIbHOTO HaceIus,
cleqyeT B HEPBYIO Oouepelb NMPUHUMATh BO BHHUMaHHE
cTparernyeckue 1enu 7 u 8§ CpeaHecpOdHON CTpaTerun
pa3BUTHA AaHHOW opraHm3auuu. IlepBas u3 HUX cocTo-
UT B TNPHUJAHUM MAaKCHUMaJIbHOW TUHAMHKH PEIICHUIO
3a1a4 MOCHTU(QUKAIMA M JOKYMEHTAllMH, OXpaHbl U
3aIUTHI, TPOABIKEHHUS U MOOLIPEHUS, a TaK)KEe pEeBUTA-
JU3allil W TepeJadd MOpPAcTAOEMY IOKOJIEHUIO
BCEX THUIIOB HAcl€AMs; BTOpas K€ — B Pa3BUTHH €0
KpEaTHBHON COCTaBJISIOIIEH, MPEXKIE BCEr0 MPUMEHH-
TEJIbHO K «MapTrUHAJIM30BaHHBIM U YSA3BHMBIM COOOIIIe-
CTBaM M WHIMBHUAyyMaMm, B OCOOCHHOCTU K€ K Ty3eM-
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netHuit mepuop (2022-2029), noBas CpemHecpouHas
crparerua FOHECKO, npoxondmias B HacTodilee Bpe-
Msl aKTUBHYIO AOpabOTKy M 0OCYKICHHE B IKCIIEPTHOM
cooO1iecTBe, MpeAacTaBisieT coO00M OmmKailinyro mep-
CHEKTHBY B pa3paboTKe TeMaTHKH KyJbTYPHOTO Haciie-
TSI,

KutoueBsble ci10Ba: HeMaTepuanbHOE Hacleaue,
KyJbTypHOE HACJIEIUe, KUBBIE KYJIbTYpBI, KyJIbTypHOE
pasHooOpasue, npaktuku coxpanenus, KOHECKO.
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