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A lot of work has been done since ratification in April 1999.

Some of the main achievements include: improved legislation, including new biosafety legislation, practical arrangements, including publication on-line of draft legislation, establishment of Environmental Information Center are the MoE. The Center is also an important instrument of improving relations with the Transdnestrian region, as it is being used by people on both sides of the river and provides a good example for the politicians on both sides. Many NGO activities and projects in the context of technical assistance have made an important contribution. We count on the support to establishment of democracy in our country also in the future and in particular would like to emphasize the effectiveness of support to NGO activities.

MD focuses a lot on European integration and makes efforts to approximate its legislation to the one of the EC. It believes in the importance of similar standards and regulations in European region. This is why it proposed to improve the Convention by introducing legally-binding provisions on GMOs that should also be close to those that already exist in the EU. These changes should be made at this or the following MoP. Time should be also taken to analyse best practices in the ECE region and development of the optimal option. Today, Europe demonstrates to the world its examples of democracy and sustainable development and we believe that ECE region could be the initiator of introducing Principle 10 of Rio Declaration with regard to GMOs.

There are also difficulties and obstacles in implementation of the Convention. The main obstacle is the lack of resource. Therefore we would like to identify two main priorities where technical assistance is required: introduction on electronic tools for collection, storing and dissemination of environmental information and development of national PRTRs. With regard to the latter MD requires both technical and financial assistance to develop Draft National Program on implementation of the PRTR Protocol, as well as capacity building at local level.

Would like to also support the work in the context of the compliance mechanism. The Compliance Committee (CC) has been working very effectively in the last two and a half years. The Parties concerned should take its recommendations into account. Although we do not have MD representatives on the CC, we trust its decisions and consider the Committee not to be an international court but first and foremost as an international body established to reach effective and comparative implementation and compliance across the region. 

Thanks to the Kazakh colleagues for hospitality.
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