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Practice of Community-based Intangible Cultural Heritage Protection on the

County Level : Theoretical Exploration of Key Concepts

HAN Cheng-yan' GAO Bing-zhong’

( 1.The Institute of Ethnology and Anthropology Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100081;
2.Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100871)

Abstract The Chinese practice of intangible cultural heritage protection is based on the countydevel
practice of historical and cultural tradition and the advantage of modern administrative resources. County is the
preliminary level of the formal system of intangible cultural heritage public works and the main body for
implementation of protection practice. It is responsible for organizing all departments and institutions in the
county ( city) region and all communities groups organizations and residents to participate in the discovery
declaration inheritance and promotion of intangible cultural heritage projects and to carry out the
construction of cultural and ecological protected areas so as to build up a local cultural community. Different
from those who limit the “community” to the neighborhood at the grass—roots level this article tries to take
concept of “community ”under the Convention for the Safeguarding of Intangible Cultural Heritage as both
neighborhood community and cultural community through the analysis of the key concepts of society
community and so on in the classical social theory of Ferdinand Ténnies and Robert Ezra Park. This paper
makes following conclusions based on the analysis of the cooperation between county administrative agencies
and expert groups and residents and their organizations in the process of transforming “folk ” cultural activities
into “public” intangible cultural heritage projects: the county-devel practice of intangible cultural heritage
protection is a level of community-based protection which contains rich diverse and vivid neighborhood-wide
project activities; it is also a collective subject that integrates many aspects and subjects to construct local
identity and lays the foundation for the formation of community in the sense of intangible cultural heritage
sharing among provinces countries and all human beings. In this way we can further explore the internal
relationship between the Chinese practice of intangible cultural heritage protection and the text of the
convention and provide theoretical support for the better development of the county practice of intangible
cultural heritage protection with Chinese characteristics
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