Helen Kerfoot, UNGEGN

What sort of authority is appropriate?

The choice depends on the nature of the country:
 size; diversity; type of government; languages;
« population density and distribution; layers of history

Many arrangements are possible, including:

(1) Centralized national names board
(2) Decentralized to regional names boards
(3) A combination of (1) and (2)

(4) Default if no names board
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(2) Standardization — names authority
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(3) Standardization — names authority
both centralized and decentralized

« Two levels of government make decisions
= (a) province/regional (b) national/federal
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(4) Standardization — central agency/agencies
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Names authorities ...

The people are the key!

Names discussions:
Mongolia
Canada — advisory committee
Australia — NSW board
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