
 

 

NINTH MEETING OF THE BUREAU OF THE MEETING OF THE PARTIES 
 TO THE AARHUS CONVENTION 

 
Almaty, Kazakhstan 
Sunday, 22 May 2005 

 
SUMMARY OF MAJOR OUTCOMES 

 
Attendance: 
Bureau members: Mr. Marc Pallemaerts (Belgium, Chair), Ms. Aida Iskoyan (Armenia, Vice-
chair), Mr. Jerzy Jendrośka (Poland, Vice-chair), Ms. Giuliana Gasparrini (Italy), Mr. Zhambul 
Bekzhanov, Ms. Saltanat Abdikarimova and Ms. Tatyana Shakirova (Kazakhstan), Ms. Hanne Inger 
Bjurstrøm and Ms. Mona Aarhus (Norway) 
NGO observer: John Hontelez (European ECO Forum) 
 
1. Preparation for MoP-2 and WGP-5 
 
The Bureau had a general discussion on the preparations for the second meeting of the Parties, 
including the final composition of the panels for the high-level segment, and the fifth meeting of the 
Working Group of the Parties. It also addressed a number of issues related to substantive items of 
the meeting, and agreed on arrangements for possible drafting groups to assist in finalising the draft 
decisions on public participation in international forums (PPIF) and genetically modified organisms 
(GMOs), as well as the draft Almaty Declaration.  

 
2. Replacement of two Compliance Committee members 
 
The Bureau discussed the composition of the Compliance Committee in light of the information 
that two members of the Committee, Ms. Elizabeth France (United Kingdom) and Mr. Laurent 
Mermet (France), elected at the first meeting of the Parties for a term of office expiring at the end of 
the third meeting of the Parties, had given notice that they would be resigning prematurely with 
effect from the end of the second meeting of the Parties. The Bureau noted that Mr. Jonas Ebbesson, 
a national of Sweden, and Mr. Gerhard Loibl, a national of Austria, had been nominated by the 
Netherlands on behalf of the European Union, and in the case of Mr Loibl, also by Austria, to 
replace Ms. France and Mr. Mermet for the remainder of their respective terms, i.e. until the end of 
the third ordinary meeting of the Parties. Exercising its powers under paragraph 10 of the annex to 
decision I/7, the Bureau agreed to proceed with the substitutions as proposed, subject to the 
approval of the Compliance Committee.1 
 
 

***** 
 

                                                 
1 The Committee confirmed its support for the proposed substitution at its eighth meeting (Almaty, 22-24 May 2005). 


