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	Disclaimer: Presence of the text of the communication and other information submitted by the communicant and the Party concerned on this web site does not imply endorsement of their content by the Compliance Committee or by UNECE.

	Summary of case

	The communication alleges that the Party concerned failed to provide for public participation rights according to the provisions of article 6 of the Convention in carrying out two projects in Wales. The communication also alleges a general failure of the Party concerned to comply with the provisions of the Convention.
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	Determination on admissibility
	No at CC-27 (16-19 March 2010).
In light of the admissibility criteria set out in paragraph 20 of the annex to decision I/7 as developed through its practice, the Committee considered that the communication was not admissible, because the communicant’s allegations concerning non-compliance with article 6 of the Convention only related to the fact that some documents relevant for public participation had not been available in a timely manner in the Welsh language. Specifically, the Committee found that while the principle of non-discrimination on the basis of citizenship, nationality or domicile was explicit in article 3, paragraph 9, of the Convention, the provision was silent on matters of discrimination on the basis of language. While the lack of availability of documentation in a particular language might under certain circumstances present an impediment to correct implementation of the Convention, nothing in the present communication suggested that such circumstances pertained. In addition, the Committee was not convinced that the possibility for domestic administrative and, in particular, judicial review had been adequately used by the communicant.
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� These are the provisions of the Convention cited in the communication. The Committee may determine that different provisions of the Convention are relevant.


� This summary has been prepared by the secretariat to describe the main points of the communication. It has no status as part of the communication.





