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[Introduction]

· Speaking on behalf of the European Union, I want to congratulate the chair on the results achieved by this Second Meeting of the Parties to the Aarhus Convention. The Acceding countries Bulgaria and Romania align themselves with this statement.
Results that indeed are adequately reflected in the draft Almaty Declaration.


· This Declaration makes perfectly clear that we continue to be ambitious.
Environment policy is more than alive in the Pan European Region.
In many different ways we are putting effort in the implementation of the Convention as well as in the further promotion of environmental democracy.


· It will come as no surprise that I can say that the EU most gladly gives its full support to the Almaty Declaration.
Not only now, as a statement needed for adoption, but also continuously, in practice.


· While the Declaration learns that a lot of work still needs to be done in the period to come, we can also look back with satisfaction at the work done since the First Meeting of the Parties.
This Second Meeting provides us with proof:  I dare to say that the results of this Meeting are even better than what we could have hoped for.


[Results: Compliance]


· I will not go into detail on all the results achieved, but let me please highlight some of the decisions taken that are most important.


· First of all, I would like to underline one of the very top priorities for the Convention at this stage: implementation and compliance.
The framework is set, now make it work in practice.


· The Aarhus Convention has a special compliance mechanism, that differs from other conventions. Here, also the public can communicate a matter of non compliance to the Compliance Committee. This contributes to the effectiveness of the regime.


· Since we had set up the structure for this mechanism at MOP 1, MOP 2 could address the first cases of non compliance, to which the Meeting reacted.


· Since we needed to set up the best practice for handling these cases, as a good precedent for future cases, the EU stressed right from the start that this practice should meet with principle of transparency.


· I am happy to note that this indeed was achieved.
And I am even happier to know that the EU and Kazachstan, our host country, jointly elaborated a proposal that was submitted to and accepted by the Meeting.
I think that this is a good example of fruitful cooperation between the different regions in the ECE, and I would like to thank the government of Kazachstan for their input. And the result is excellent.


· Having said that, I also want to express my gratitude to the Compliance Committee, for their admirable work done.

[Results: GMOs] 

· The second result I would like to explicitly mention here is the amendment of the Convention for GMOs.


· We all know that it has not been easy to come to this decision on the deliberate release and placing on the market of genetically modified organisms.
We were looking for a way out, a way that would satisfy the legitimate needs of the EECCA countries and at the same time would be in line with the already existing EU legislation: a nearly undoable job.


· Still, we do have an amendment laying on the table now that provides a clear framework for effective information and public participation in these matters, and at the same time meets both of these conditions.
I trust it will be helpful for all Parties.
   

· This positive result could only be achieved in a cooperative spirit of compromise, shown by all Stakeholders concerned.
In this respect I would like to thank in particular the two delegations that took the lead here: the government of Moldova and the European Commission. Their efforts have been crucial to make it possible to reach this decision.

[Results: PPIF Guidelines]

· Another decision that we were able to conclude on regards the Guidelines on Public Participation in International Forums.
Herewith we make considerable progress in promoting the principles of the Aarhus Convention in other international forums.


· The guidelines give us a clear and useful tool to improve the possibilities for the involvement of the Public in the international environmental arena. And, as we all know, this will further improve the quality of international environmental decision making.


· I am glad to see that these Guidelines can be applied right away.
I think that the suggestion to focus on other ECE Environmental Conventions is a sensible one. It goes without saying that such focus should not prevent any Party to do the same in other international forums.


· I am also satisfied with the procedure for further consultation and review that we have agreed upon. I am sure that the period between now and MOP 3 will give us insight in the strengths and possibilities for further improvement of these Guidelines.
The quality and the effectiveness of this tool will surely be improved in this process of refining, based on both experience in practice and on advice coming from other international forums.

[Conclusion]

· Chair, I could sum up even a lot more fine results achieved here.
I don’t think I need to, however. We are all aware of the positive spirit present during our deliberations and negotiations.


· When on my way here, I anticipated to be working very hard today, being highly involved here into most difficult negotiations. Clearly, this is not the case.
Am I disappointed then? No - looking at the results, I cannot find a valid reason to be so.


· I congratulate you, chair, for making this possible.
I also would like to express my thankfulness for all those who took care of the preparatory work, including the Bureau and the Secretariat.


· Thank you
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