FIRST MEETING 
OF THE OPEN-ENDED WORKING GROUP 
ON THE REFLECTION ON THE PROCEDURES FOR THE ELECTION 
OF THE MEMBERS OF THE WORLD HERITAGE COMMITTEE 
Paris, UNESCO Headquarters

28th January 2008
Report of the Rapporteur

The meeting was convened by H. E. Mr. Kondo (Japan) in his personal capacity following Resolution of the General Assembly (16 GA 3A, see Annex 1). 
The meeting was held on 28th January, 2008. After adoption of the Agenda (see Annex 2), H. E. Mr. Philippe Kridelka (Belgium) was elected Vice-Chairperson, and Mr. Gábor Soós (Hungary) was elected Rapporteur. It was decided that the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly of States Parties to the World Heritage Convention would be considered valid for the meeting.
1.
BACKGROUND
At its 13th session (UNESCO, 2001), the General Assembly of States Parties to the World Heritage Convention adopted Resolution 13 GA 9 for an equitable representation within the World Heritage Committee.  This resolution invites States Parties to voluntarily reduce their mandate from 6 to 4 years and discourages States Parties from seeking consecutive mandates.  It also confirms the allocation of “a certain number of seats” for States Parties having no property inscribed on the World Heritage List.

At its 15th session (UNESCO, 2005) by its Resolution 15 GA 9, the General Assembly requested the Secretariat, in cooperation with the Chairperson of the World Heritage Committee, to initiate a process to discuss possible alternative mechanisms to ensure a balanced geographical and cultural representation within the Committee, as well as a speedier and less complex voting system. The General Assembly also requested that these alternatives be presented to its 16th session in 2007. 

Following this request, the World Heritage Committee, by Decision 30 COM 18B, decided at its 30th session (Vilnius, 2006) to invite States Parties to submit written comments concerning document WHC-06/30.COM/18B. The results were presented at its 31st session (Christchurch, 2007) in Document WHC-07/31.COM/17. 
At the close of discussions at the 31st Committee session, the Committee, in Decision 31 COM 17, expressed its willingness to discuss, if need be, the creation of a consultative group at the 8th Extraordinary session of the World Heritage Committee in October 2007 at UNESCO Headquarters, which could present its results to the World Heritage Committee at its 32nd session (Québec, July 2008). 
Finally, at its 16th session (UNESCO, 2007), the General Assembly of States Parties to the Convention decided to “intensify the examination of all possible alternatives to the current election system” and to establish an open-ended Working Group in order to make recommendations on this issue. As per Resolution 16 GA 3A, H. E. Mr. Kondo (Japan) was requested to chair this working group in his personal capacity and the World Heritage Centre to give the necessary support to the working group. This Working Group will then inform the World Heritage Committee of its work and deliver its final report to the 17th session of the General Assembly in 2009. 
2.
Discussion on the procedures for the election of the members of the World heritage Committee

In his introduction, the Chairperson of the Working Group outlined the progress achieved so far and pointed out that so far, only the World Heritage Committee had dealt with this issue but now, the General Assembly had set up a Working Group. He added that the feeling of the General Assembly was that it was preferable that the General Assembly take action on this sensitive political issue and that a step by step approach was necessary. 
After indicating that, as this was the first meeting, only a preliminary exchange of views would be appropriate, he presented six main issues he had identified: 
1. 
Is the current electoral system the best system vis-à-vis Article 8 of World Heritage Convention and given the political constraints?

2. 
Are there any alternative possibilities to better achieve representativity?
3. 
Would it be possible and desirable to shorten the Committee members’ mandate? (i.e. reduction from 4 to 2 years)

4. 
Would it be possible to formalize or strengthen a “no re-election” procedure or to restrict States Parties’ turn-over? 

5. 
Could and should the number of reserved seat for States Parties with no site on the World Heritage List be increased?

6. 
Would it be possible to introduce at least one seat per Electoral Group?

With 65 interventions from more than 40 States Parties, the debate was very rich, always with a spirit of constructive debate, taking stock of different views, searching viable solutions for the long-run. 
Most of the members of the Working Group agreed that it was important to proceed with circumspection in order to avoid unintended implications and consequences. Therefore all possible changes should be considered in the context of the implementation of the Convention as a whole in particular the Global Strategy, the expertise required for the functioning of the World Heritage Committee and the credibility and prestige of the World Heritage List. It should be born in mind that the World Heritage Committee is the guardian of the spirit and values of the World Heritage Convention that is itself a flagship of the Organization contributing to its global visibility.

Wondering whether the World Heritage Convention was victim or not of its success, the Working Group acknowledged that representativity was not achieved and some important issues needed attention.
2.1
The voting mechanism

According to some of the Members of the Working Group, the time-consuming voting mechanism does not achieve the required goal of encouraging States Parties to inflect their vote in the sense of a more balanced geographical distribution.  Indeed, the material the Secretariat provided shows that the election results of the 14th (2003), 15th (2005) and 16th (2007) sessions of the General Assembly show that the candidates elected at the fourth round are the ones having received the highest number of votes already at the first round (see Annex 3). 
2.2 The number of members in the World Heritage Committee

Several members of the Working Group wondered whether, with 21 members, the World Heritage Committee was correctly representing the quasi-universality of the Convention (185 States Parties) bearing also in mind that a Committee of 21 members was foreseen already for 41 States Parties.
The discussion focused on the following possible options:

- 
Amend the text of the Convention to increase the number of members of the World Heritage Committee (Article 8.1). Various options, ranging from 24 to 28 members, have been evoked by some members of the Working Group in this regard. 
- 
Stay within the current legal framework and make adjustments to the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly, including the establishment of quotas or a minimum number of seats per Electoral Group.
In this regard, the UNESCO Legal Advisor indicated that amending the World Heritage Convention would be a very long procedure. He explained that the revised text of the Convention would need to be adopted by the General Conference (Article 37 of the Convention), and to follow a new cycle of ratification by States Parties before its entry into force. He added that until all States Parties to the 1972 Convention had ratified the revised Convention, there would be two parallel World Heritage Conventions in force; unless the revised text clearly indicated that it would enter into force only when all States Parties to the 1972 Convention have ratified it. He recalled for reference the document produced in 2000 on this issue (see Annex 4). 
Having received these clarifications, several members of the Working Group were of the opinion that this would be a very long and cumbersome process and that the same results could possibly be achieved differently, without amending the text of the Convention. 

2.3
The duration of Committee members’ mandate

Another issue mentioned during the meeting was the reduction of the duration of the mandate of States Parties as World Heritage Committee members in order to facilitate a better rotation. Various options have been mentioned such as the mandatory / voluntary reduction of term to 4 years, with some members being of the view that a 2-year mandate would be more appropriate. 
The majority of the members of the Working Group were of the view that only a 2-year mandate would not be appropriate as it takes more than a year for newly elected Committee members to familiarise themselves with the functioning of the Committee and its complex procedures. 
2.4
The establishment of quotas or minimum number of seats per Electoral Group

Many members of the Working Group, referring to the voting procedures of other normative instruments, suggested the establishment of quotas for each one of the UNESCO Executive Board Electoral Groups (as defined in Appendix 2 of Rules of Procedure of the General Conference of UNESCO; see Annex 5), or a minimum number of seats for each of these Groups in order to ensure an equitable geographical representation in the Committee. 
The UNESCO Legal Advisor confirmed that the establishment of such quotas or minimum number of seats was at the entire discretion of the General Assembly of States Parties and did not require any amendment of the text of the Convention. 

Concern was raised about the willingness of States Parties to voluntarily reduce their mandates from 6 to 4 years once the General Assembly of States Parties moves towards a “clean-slate” mechanism because candidate countries do not have to compete with others. One remaining issue would be whether the distribution of seats would be proportional to the number of States Parties per Group or not. 
2.5
Rotation and re-election of former World Heritage Committee members

As of January 2008, 77 States Parties, out of a total of 185, have been at least once members of the World Heritage Committee; with some of them having spent up to 23 years as Committee members.

To give an easier access to the World Heritage Committee to the 108 States Parties which have never been elected before, various options were indicated during the meeting:

-
Reserving a seat (or more) for such State Parties similarly to the reserved seat for a State Party with no property on the World Heritage List.

-
Establish a mandatory / voluntary minimum period before which any out-going Committee members could not present their candidatures for re-election. The periods ranging from 4 to 10 years were mentioned. This would prevent States Parties to seek consecutive mandates to the Committee. As of January 2008, 11 States Parties have had one or more consecutive mandates. 
No conclusion was reached on this issue.

2.6
Other issues 

During the debate, some members of the Working Group concurred with the fact that, when voting, most Delegates follow instructions they have received from their Capital cities, leaving therefore no or little marge de manoeuvre to adjust any imbalance. 

On the issue of geographical and cultural representation, some members of the Working Group felt that this was a very “slippery floor” which could take many years to be solved. 
The importance of local knowledge and expertise in the World Heritage Committee has also been mentioned by the Working Group, with complex considerations from several members.  Indeed, for a majority of members of the Working Group, expertise in the Committee is not seen as being as important as the representativity; while for some others, the expertise is a far more important issue than the representativity; some other feeling that they reinforce each other. 
Some members pointed out the complex relationship between the sites inscribed on the World Heritage List and Committee membership: there are often coalescing efforts that contribute to raising awareness in the region. 

3.
Summary of the discussion by the Chairperson of the working group
In his conclusion of the meeting, the Chairperson of the Working Group summarized the rich debate:

· An amendment of Convention seems to be too a complicated and lengthy process that has little support; 
· 4-years mandate as Committee member appears to be reasonable and sustainable (2 years mandate is too short); 
· One seat to be reserved for a State Party with no property on the World Heritage List seems to be the reasonable figure, and it doesn’t appear to be necessary to increase it to two, as the number of such States Parties is decreasing. 
The following issues need to be further discussed in particular:
· Possibility of a longer gap between two mandates; 

· Fixed quotas per Electoral Group or minimum fixed quota (1 or 2 seats) per Electoral Group; 
· Voting method to be changed as 3 or 4 rounds are too much and time-consuming and it does not achieve the expected result;
· States Parties never elected to be given priority (but there is a need to know exactly how many States Parties unsuccessfully ran for election prior to discussing this issue) or to have a reserved seat. 
It was then agreed that the next meeting of the Working Group would take place after the Executive Board, but in any case, before the 32nd session of the World Heritage Committee meeting (2-10 July 2008, Quebec City, Canada).  The date would be circulated at a later stage. Some States Parties requested that the next meeting of the Working Group coincide with the next Information Meeting for States Parties to be organized by the World Heritage Centre on 27 May 2008.
Finally, the Chairperson indicated that he would carry out informal consultations with each Electoral Group in order to identify the problems unique to it, thereby facilitating the work of the next meeting of the Working Group.
The meeting closed at 6.00pm.

Annex 1

Resolution: 16 GA 3A

The General Assembly, 

1.
Having examined Documents WHC-07/16.GA/3A and WHC-07/16.GA/INF.3A, 

2.
Recalling Resolution 15 GA 9, adopted at its 15th session (UNESCO, 2005), requesting to initiate a « process to discuss possible alternatives to the existing system of elections to the World Heritage Committee » before its 16th session, 

3.
Keeping in mind the discussions held during the 31st session of the World Heritage Committee (Christchurch, 2007) and during the 16th session of the General Assembly of States Parties to the Convention (UNESCO, 2007),

4.
Reiterating the need to ensure a more equitable representation of the different regions and cultures of the world, as well as a fair rotation in the composition of the Committee, 

5.
Emphasizing the need to envisage a less complex and less time-consuming voting method to better focus on other important issues for discussion, 

6.
Decides to intensify the examination of all possible alternatives to the current election system and to this end establishes an open-ended working group in order to make recommendations thereon, to inform the World Heritage Committee of its work, and to deliver its final report to the 17th session of the General Assembly in 2009;  

7.
Requests H. E. Mr. Kondo (Japan) to chair this working group in his personal capacity and the World Heritage Centre to give the necessary support to the working group;

8.
Calls upon the World Heritage Committee to examine at its upcoming sessions the progress achieved by this working group and to make possible recommendations on it;

9.
Further decides to inscribe this item on the agenda of its 17th session (October-November 2009) to examine possible modifications to its Rules of Procedure. 
Annex 2
First meeting of the open-ended Working Group on the reflection on the procedures for the election of the members of the World Heritage Committee
Première réunion du groupe de travail ouvert de réflexion sur les procédures d’élection des membres du Comité du patrimoine mondial

UNESCO Headquarters, Room XI

Siège de l’UNESCO, Salle XI

28 January 2008 

10am-1pm ; 3pm-6pm

28 janvier 2008 

10h-13h ; 15h-18h

Agenda

Ordre du jour 

I.
Opening of the open-ended Working Group meeting


Ouverture de la réunion du Groupe de travail ouvert

II.
Election of the Vice-Chairpersons and Rapporteur 


Election des vice-présidents et du rapporteur

III.
Discussion on the procedures for the election of the members of the World Heritage Committee


Discussion sur les procédures d’élection des membres du Comité du patrimoine mondial

IV.
Other business


Questions diverses

V.
Closure of the meeting


Clôture de la réunion

Annex 3

Comparison between the candidates elected 
at the fourth round and the candidates having already received 
the highest number of votes at the first round at the 14th, 15th and 16th sessions of the General Assembly.
14th General Assembly - 2003 / 14e Assemblée générale - 2003 

	Results 1st round / 

Résultats 1er tour
	Final results (round) / 

Résultats finaux (tour)

	Reserved seat / Siège réservé
	

	Kuwait / Koweit 
	Kuwait / Koweit (2) 

	“Normal” seats / Sièges “ouverts”
	

	New Zealand / Nouvelle Zélande
	New Zealand / Nouvelle Zélande (1)

	Norway / Norvège
	Norway / Norvège (1)

	Netherlands / Pays-Bas
	Netherlands / Pays-Bas (1)

	Japan / Japon
	Japan / Japon (1)

	Lithuania / Lituanie
	Lithuania / Lituanie (1)

	Chile / Chili
	Chile / Chili (2)

	Benin / Bénin
	Benin / Bénin (2)


15th General Assembly - 2005 / 15e Assemblée générale - 2005 

	Results 1st round / 

Résultats 1er tour
	Final results (round) / 

Résultats finaux (tour)

	Reserved seat / Siège réservé
	

	Mauritius / Maurice
	Mauritius / Maurice (2) 

	“Normal” seats / Sièges “ouverts”
	

	Canada / Canada
	Canada / Canada (1)

	Republic of Korea / République de Corée
	Republic of Korea / République de Corée (1)

	Tunisia / Tunisie
	Tunisia / Tunisie (1)

	Madagascar / Madagascar
	Madagascar / Madagascar (1)

	Spain / Espagne
	Spain / Espagne (1)

	Morocco / Maroc
	Morocco / Maroc (1)

	Israel / Israel 
	Israel / Israel  (1)

	United States of America / Etats Unis d’Amérique
	United States of America / Etats Unis d’Amérique (1)

	Cuba / Cuba
	Cuba / Cuba (2)

	Peru / Pérou
	Peru / Pérou (3)

	Kenya / Kenya
	Kenya / Kenya (3)


16th General Assembly - 2007 / 16e Assemblée générale - 2007 

	Results 1st round / 

Résultats 1er tour
	Final results (round) / 

Résultats finaux (tour)

	Reserved seat / Siège réservé
	

	Barbados / Barbade
	Barbados / Barbade (2)

	“Normal” seats / Sièges “ouverts”
	

	China / Chine
	China / Chine (1)

	Australia / Australie
	Australia / Australie (1)

	Bahrain / Barhein
	Bahrain / Barhein (1)

	Egypt / Egypte
	Egypt / Egypte (1)

	Brazil / Brésil
	Brazil / Brésil (2)

	Sweden / Suède
	Sweden / Suède (3)

	Nigeria / Nigeria
	Nigeria / Nigeria (2)

	Jordan / Jordanie
	Jordan / Jordanie (3)


Annex 4
Twenty-fourth session

of the Bureau of the World Heritage Committee

Paris, UNESCO Headquarters, (Room IV)

26 June - 1 July 2000
Report of the Working Group on the

Representativity of the World Heritage List

Document WHC-2000/CONF.202/10  

(in English only)
http://whc.unesco.org/uploads/activities/documents/activity-494-1.pdf
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Committee as a followup to the Twelfth General Assembly of
States Parties of the World Heritage Convention.

At a meeting held on 21 January 2000 the following twelve States Parties were
elected to the Working Group: Australia, Benin, Cuba, Egypt, Greece, India,
Lithuaniz, Mexico, Netherlands, Romania, South Africa and Tunisia. Benin was
elected as Chair of the Working Group: Australia agreed to act as rapporteur.
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Annex 5
APPENDIX 2 OF THE RULES OF PROCEDURE 

OF THE UNESCO GENERAL CONFERENCE
Procedure for the election of Members

of the Executive Board

I. Groupings of Member States for the purpose of elections to the Executive Board

As decided by the General Conference at its 33rd session, the composition of electoral groups for the purpose of elections to the Executive Board and the distribution of seats on the Executive Board among the groups is as follows:

Group I (27) Nine seats

Andorra 
Iceland 
San Marino

Austria 
Ireland 
Spain

Belgium 
Israel 
Sweden

Canada 
Italy 
Switzerland

Cyprus 
Luxembourg 
Turkey

Denmark 
Malta 
United Kingdom of

Finland 
Monaco 
Great Britain and

France 
Netherlands 
    Northern Ireland

Germany 
Norway 
United States of

Greece 
Portugal 
    America

Group II (24) Seven seats

Albania

Armenia

Azerbaijan

Belarus

Bosnia and Herzegovina

Bulgaria

Croatia

Czech Republic

Estonia

Georgia

Hungary

Latvia

Lithuania

Poland

Republic of Moldova

Romania

Russian Federation

Serbia and Montenegro

Slovakia

Slovenia

Tajikistan

The former Yugoslav
    Republic of Macedonia

Ukraine

Uzbekistan

Group III (33) Ten seats

Antigua and 
Dominica 
Panama

    Barbuda 
Dominican Republic 
Paraguay

Argentina 
Ecuador 
Peru

Bahamas 
El Salvador 
Saint Kitts and Nevis

Barbados 
Grenada 
Saint Lucia

Belize 
Guatemala 
Saint Vincent and

Bolivia 
Guyana 
    the Grenadines

Brazil 
Haiti 
Suriname

Chile 
Honduras 
Trinidad and Tobago

Colombia 
Jamaica 
Uruguay

Costa Rica 
Mexico 
Venezuela

Cuba 
Nicaragua

Group IV (43) Twelve seats
Afghanistan 
Kazakhstan 
Pakistan

Australia 
Kiribati 
Palau

Bangladesh 
Kyrgyzstan 
Papua New

Bhutan 
Lao People’s 
Guinea

Brunei Darussalam 
    Democratic Republic 
Philippines

Cambodia 
Malaysia 
Republic of Korea

China 
Maldives 
Samoa

Cook Islands 
Marshall Islands 
Solomon Islands

Democratic People’s 
Micronesia 
Sri Lanka 
    Republic of Korea 
    (Federated States of) 
Thailand

Fiji 
Mongolia 
Timor-Leste

India 
Myanmar 
Tonga

Indonesia 
Nauru 
Turkmenistan

Iran (Islamic 
Nepal 
Tuvalu

    Republic of) 
New Zealand 
Vanuatu

Japan 
Niue 
Viet Nam

Group V (64) Twenty seats
Algeria 
Ghana 
Rwanda

Angola 
Guinea 
Sao Tome and

Bahrain 
Guinea-Bissau 
    Principe

Benin 
Iraq 
Saudi Arabia

Botswana 
Jordan 
Senegal

Burkina Faso 
Kenya 
Seychelles

Burundi 
Kuwait 
Sierra Leone

Cameroon 
Lebanon 
Somalia

Cape Verde 
Lesotho 
South Africa

Central African 
Liberia 
Sudan

    Republic 
Libyan Arab 
Swaziland

Chad 
    Jamahiriya 
Syrian Arab

Comoros 
Madagascar 
    Republic

Congo  
Malawi 
Togo

Côte d’Ivoire 
Mali 
Tunisia

Djibouti 
Mauritania 
Uganda

Democratic Republic 
Mauritius 
United Arab

    of the Congo 
Morocco 
    Emirates

Egypt 
Mozambique 
United Republic

Equatorial Guinea
Namibia 
    of Tanzania

Eritrea 
Niger 
Yemen

Ethiopia 
Nigeria 
Zambia

Gabon 
Oman 
Zimbabwe

Gambia 
Qatar
II. Provisions governing the procedure for the election of Member States to the Executive Board

A. Submission of the names of candidate states

Rule 1 The Director-General shall ask each Member State, at least three months prior to the opening of any ordinary session of the General Conference, whether it intends to stand for election to the Executive Board. If so, its candidature must be sent to him or her at least six weeks, as far as possible, prior to the opening of the session, it being understood that candidate Member States may at the same time communicate to the other Member States and to the Director-General any information they consider relevant, including the name and curriculum vitae of the person they intend, if elected, to designate as their representative on the Board.

Rule 2 At least four weeks prior to the opening of the ordinary session of the General Conference the Director-General shall send Member States the provisional list of Member States candidates.
Rule 3 At the opening of the ordinary session of the General Conference the Director-General shall have drawn up and delivered to the Chairperson of the Nominations Committee and to each head of delegation a list of the Member States’ candidatures that have been transmitted to him or her by that date.
Rule 4 Subsequent candidatures shall be admissible only if they reach the Secretariat of the General Conference at least forty-eight hours before the beginning of the ballot.
Rule 5 The Nominations Committee shall submit to the General Conference a list of all the Member States candidates, indicating the electoral group to which they belong and the number of seats to be filled in each electoral group.
B. Election of Member States to the Executive Board
Rule 6 The election of Members of the Executive Board shall be conducted by secret ballot.
Rule 7 Before the ballot begins, the President of the General Conference shall appoint two or more tellers from among the delegates present and shall give them the list of delegations entitled to vote and the list of Member States candidates. The duties of the tellers shall be to supervise the balloting procedure, count the ballot papers, decide on the validity of a ballot paper in any case of doubt, and certify the result of each ballot.
Rule 8 The Secretariat shall prepare for each delegation an envelope without any distinguishing mark and separate ballot papers, one for each of the electoral groups.
Rule 9 The ballot paper to elect Member States for each electoral group shall be of a different colour from the others and bear the names of all the Member States that are candidates for election in that electoral group. The voters shall indicate the candidates for which they wish to vote by inserting the sign x in the box appearing opposite the name of each candidate in this way: x. This sign will be considered as an affirmative vote in favour of the candidate so indicated. The ballot paper shall carry no other notation or sign than those required for the purpose of indicating the vote.
Rule 10 Ballot papers and envelopes shall be distributed to delegations by the Secretariat the day before the ballot, together with relevant information concerning the carrying out of the ballot. Each delegation shall be invited to choose a person to vote on its behalf.
Rule 11 The ballot shall be held in a room separate from the meeting rooms. This room shall be equipped with voting booths and with polling stations to which the delegations will be directed according to alphabetical arrangements corresponding to the names of their respective states. Ballot papers and envelopes shall also be available in the room.
Rule 12 Voting shall be supervised by the President of the General Conference (or by a Vice-President designated by the President) and by the tellers. They will be assisted by members of the Secretariat designated by the Secretary of the General Conference.
Rule 13 The tellers shall satisfy themselves that the ballot box is empty and, having locked it, shall hand the key to the President of the General Conference or the Vice-President designated by the President.
Rule 14 Delegates may cast their vote at any time within the period indicated for the ballot. Before placing the envelope in the ballot box, each delegate will be required to write his or her name on the list of Member States entitled to vote at the session and sign it. A delegate who comes forward to vote on behalf of his or her delegation will be presumed to represent that delegation, once the tellers have checked that he or she belongs to that delegation, it being understood that only one vote per delegation is allowed. To indicate the recording of each Member State’s vote, one of the tellers shall sign or initial the list mentioned above, in the margin opposite the name of the Member State concerned.
Rule 15 After the closure of the ballot, the counting of votes shall be carried out under the supervision of the President or one of the Vice-Presidents of the General Conference designated for this purpose by the President.
Rule 16 When the President of the General Conference or the Vice-President designated by the President has opened the ballot box, the tellers shall check the number of envelopes. If the number is greater or less than that of the voters, the President shall be informed, and shall then declare the vote invalid and announce that it is necessary to reopen the ballot.
Rule 17 The following shall be considered invalid: 

(a) ballot papers on which a voter has cast an affirmative vote in favour of more candidates than there are seats to be filled;

(b) ballot papers on which the voters have revealed their identity, in particular by apposing their signature or mentioning the name of the Member State they represent;

(c) ballot papers on which the name of any candidate appears more than once; 

(d) ballot papers containing no indication as to the intention of the voter;

(e) subject to the provisions (a), (b), (c) and (d) above, a ballot paper shall be considered valid when the tellers are satisfied as to the intention of the voter.
Rule 18 The absence of any ballot paper in the envelope shall be considered as an abstention.
Rule 19 The counting of the votes for each electoral group shall take place separately. The tellers shall open the envelopes, one by one, and shall sort the ballot papers into electoral groups. The votes cast for the candidate Member States shall be entered on the lists prepared for that purpose.
Rule 20 When the counting of the votes is completed, the President shall announce, in a plenary meeting, the results of the ballot as specified in Rule 95 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Conference, separately for each of the electoral groups.
Rule 21 After the declaration of the results of the ballot, the ballot papers shall be destroyed in the presence of the tellers.
Rule 22 The lists on which the tellers have recorded the results of the vote, after signature by the President or the Vice-President designated by the President and by the tellers, shall constitute the official record of the ballot and shall be lodged in the archives of the Organization.

