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	Date of submission
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	Party concerned
	Republic of Belarus (Belarus)

	Articles concerned

	3.1, 3.8, 4.1, 6.2, 6.4, 6.6, 6.7, 7, 8

	Text of the communication
	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 concerns the planning and authorizing procedure for construction of a nuclear power plant (NPP) in Belarus. This communication incorporates, but is not limited to, all facts and allegations made in relation to the NPP by Amicus Curiae Memorandum filed by European ECO Forum Legal Focal Point within communication Ref: ACCC/C/2009/37, as well as additional facts referred to in the Amicus Curiae Joinder Motion sent by two organizations from Belarus.

The communicant alleges that the public was not aware and had no possibility to participate or express its views on a policy decision to introduce nuclear energy and planning decisions to start construction of a nuclear power plant in Belarus. The communicant further alleges that the public did not have adequate access to information about the planning and decision-making process, as well as public participation procedures in relation to the NPP construction. It also alleges violation of procedures of public participation in specific decision-making, in particular within the framework of the environmental impact assessment of NPP. Moreover, it alleges that no steps were taken to provide for public participation when Belarus was adopting generally applicable rules on public participation in the field of nuclear energy. Furthermore, it alleges that specific national legislation on public participation in the nuclear energy field is not in compliance with the Aarhus Convention. It finally alleges that the Government of Belarus was putting pressure on activists amounting to their persecution within the meaning of the Aarhus Convention.
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	English for the communication cover and Annex V, Russian for all other Annexes

	Translation
	None
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	Yes
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	Determination on admissibility
	Preliminarily determined admissible at CC-26 (15-18 December 2009).

	Additional information requested from the communicant
	Yes, by letter of 7 April 2010

	Communication forwarded to the Party
	Yes, by letter of 18 December 2009

	Additional information requested from or points raised with the Party
	Yes, by letter of 7 April 2010

	Response due from the Party
	31 July 2010

	Delay for response requested
	

	Documentation from the Party
	4 August 2010

	Discussion is scheduled for
	CC-29 (21-24 September 2010)

	Draft findings and recommendations
	24 May 2011 (after CC-32)

	Comments on draft findings and recommendations
	From communicant 21 June 2011

	Findings and recommendations
	At CC-33 (adopted on 28 June 2011)


� 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.





