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TEMPLATE 

for summaries / (preliminary) findings of the most recent (since 2008) / planned (by 2011) assessment and statistical reports that might be made available for the selection of themes of the Seventh Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe”

(Up to two A4 page, Times New Roman, size 12; deadline for submission to the UNECE secretariat:  31 July 2009)

	1.
	Title of the assessment/statistical report; name of author (organization/institution); publication date; link to the website
UNECE Aarhus Convention

Report by the Secretariat

Synthesis report on the status of implementation of the Convention

http://www.unece.org/env/documents/2008/pp/mop3/ece_mp_pp_2008_4_e.pdf
(ECE/MP.PP/2008/4, also available in French and Russian)

	2.
	 Keywords (one or two lines)
This report summarizes information from 32 national implementation reports. It aims to assist the Parties in assessing implementation of the Aarhus Convention and in facilitating preparation and adoption by the Meeting of the Parties of a number of decisions.

	
	Objective and scope (one paragraph)

The synthesis report has been prepared on the basis of 32 national implementation reports submitted by Parties to the Convention. The synthesis report gives particular attention to information related to some of the changes and trends emerging in the current reporting cycle, while at the same time attempting to provide, to the extent possible, a comprehensive overall picture of implementation. The report is structured in four parts. Chapter I briefly describes the procedural aspects of the second reporting cycle. Chapter II attempts to identify some regional trends in implementation. Chapter III provides a thematic review of implementation. Chapter IV offers conclusions on implementation trends as well as on the reporting process itself. 



	3.
	(Preliminary) main findings and/or major concerns (up to one-and-a-half page)

The level of implementation continues to vary significantly across the UNECE region, depending, inter alia, upon countries’ legal traditions, experiences in democratic governance and socio-economic conditions. Comprehensive implementing regulations and procedures are still missing in some countries. As a consequence, the implementation of all pillars of the Convention’s provisions is progressing rather slowly. Practical implementation remains a major problem in EECCA and also in SEE. Some of the problems or challenges identified include difficulties in the implementation by public authorities at the local level and especially in remote regions, poor implementation by public authorities other than ministries of environment, and the lack of financial and human resources and technical background. 

Parties appeared to have the fewest problems in implementing the access to information pillar, although in EECCA, and to some extent in SEE, significant obstacles remain. These include the absence of a clear legislative base, the existing gaps and discrepancies in legislation as compared to the Convention, and a lack of clarity regarding the procedure and conditions under which authorities may apply exemptions. The lack of understanding by officials of the meaning of “environmental information” and the lack of awareness of the public’s rights are also serious impediments. Despite progress on and positive practical examples of the active dissemination of information, difficulties include the absence of clear regulations on the type and scope of information to be collected, processed and disseminated. 

In most EECCA and SEE countries, legislative provisions on the collection and dissemination of environmental information are relatively well developed and can be found in environmental protection laws, sectoral laws or laws regarding emergency situations. However, the absence of clear procedures regarding the type and scope of information that should be collected, processed and published is reported as a significant obstacle in the implementation of article 5. 

In addition, the lack of financial and human resources as well as the lack of equipment needed for the collection and dissemination of information were reported as major obstacles. 

The implementation of the public participation pillar seems to be problematic, especially in EECCA and SEE countries. Here certain advances have been made in the development of general legislative frameworks, but uniform regulations on EIA are often missing. Moreover, the lack of adequate control by public authorities over the quality and level of public participation, especially where developers are responsible for ensuring public involvement, create obstacles. More substantial progress has been made in the EU region. However, in some countries there appears to be a trend to narrow the interpretation of the public concerned and to narrow standing criteria for NGOs. 

The implementation of the access to justice pillar still appears to present the main challenge for Parties in almost all parts of the UNECE region. Comprehensive implementing regulations and procedures are still missing in some countries. The length of judicial review, financial barriers, the need for pro bono legal services and difficulties with obtaining injunctive relief are among the main obstacles in common for all the subregions. As a result, access to justice is guaranteed in principle, but may be hampered in practice. 


� These inputs will support the preparation of a background document to facilitate the discussions on the two themes for the next Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe” in accordance with the EfE Reform Plan: “When deciding on the themes preliminary findings of available assessments and statistical reports on environment should be taken into consideration.” (ECE/CEP/S/152, para. 12.(a)).





