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	Date of submission
	14 June 2010

	Party concerned
	Czech Republic

	Articles concerned

	9.2 (in relation to 6.3 and 6.8), 9.3 and 9.4, 2.5, 3.1

	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 alleges that the law and practice of the Party concerned provides for a restrictive definition of the parties in environmental decision-making thus restricting standing for individuals in land use and building permits; that it provides for limited rights to NGOs to challenge the substantive and procedural legality of environmental permits falling under article 6 of the Convention; and that it does not provide for review procedures with respect to administrative omissions subject to article 6. For these reasons, the communication alleges that the Party concerned fails to comply with article 9.2 of the Convention, especially with respect to articles 6.3 and 6.8, while article 2.5 is not properly transposed into Czech legislation. The communication also alleges that because members of the public have no access to court procedures for the review of acts and omissions relating to the environment, including land use plans, the Party concerned fails to comply with 9.3. The communication also alleges that because courts can order injunctive relief in very few cases, remedies are ineffective in environmental matters and the Party concerned fails to comply with article 9.4. Finally, the communication alleges that the Party concerned in general fails to provide for a sufficiently clear, transparent and consistent framework on access to justice, as required in article 3.1.
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	N/A

	Original language
	English

	Translation
	Not needed

	Formal completeness
	Yes

	Confidentiality requested
	No
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	14 June 2010

	Date forwarded to CC
	14 June 2010

	Remarks by secretariat
	Decision on preliminary admissibility deferred from CC-28 (15-18 June 2010) to CC-29 (21-24 September 2010)

	Determination on admissibility
	Preliminarily determined admissible at CC-29 
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	Yes, by letter of 14 October 2010
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	Yes, by letter of 14 October 2010

	Additional information requested from or points raised with the Party
	Yes
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	14 March 2011

	Delay for response requested
	No

	Documentation from the Party
	17 March 2011

	Discussion is scheduled for
	CC-32 (11-14 April 2011)

	Draft findings and recommendations
	4 May 2012

	Comments on draft findings and recommendations
	from the communicant on 30 May 2012 and from the Party concerned on 22 June 2012

	Findings and recommendations
	6 August 2012


� 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.





