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Background 
 

1. Through paragraph 2(d) of decision III/4 of the Meeting of the Parties, Parties requested the 
Task Force to analyse the latest national implementation reports as well as other relevant 
national background information in order to review the Parties’ efforts to implement article 
3, paragraph 7, and on that basis to develop appropriate means of reporting to be integrated 
as appropriate in the general reporting requirements at the fourth ordinary meeting of the 
Parties. This document has been prepared by the secretariat to assist the Task Force in these 
tasks. 

 
 

Analysis 
 

2. The latest national implementation reports are those prepared for the 2008 reporting cycle. 
All of the forty-one Parties that were required to submit national implementation reports for 
the 2008 cycle did so,1 although some reports were submitted late.  

 
3. Thirty-three Parties provided information that could be considered relevant to the 

implementation of article 3, paragraph 7.2 Thirty Parties clearly identified text as relating to 
the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7. Three Parties provided text that would seem 
relevant to the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7, although it was not expressly 
identified as such.3 Three Parties also included information that could be considered 
relevant to the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7 in the process of reporting on their 
implementation of other paragraphs of article 3, in particular paragraphs 3 and 4.4  

 
4. Of the thirty-three Parties that provided information relevant to the implementation of 

article 3, paragraph 7, the quantity of information ranged widely. The two shortest reports 
were two lines of text5 and the longest were over forty lines of text.6 A table of excerpts of 
the 2008 national implementation reports relevant to the implementation of article 3, 
paragraph 7 is attached as Annex I. 

 
5. The reported activities to promote the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7 might be 

grouped into four categories: 
(i) Activities to promote coordination within and between government ministries with 

respect to article 3, paragraph 7; 

                                                
1 The forty-second Party to ratify, Bosnia and Herzegovina, acceded to the Convention after the third Meeting of the 
Parties. 
2 Albania, Azerbaijan, Bulgaria, Cyprus, Estonia, Portugal, Tajikistan and the former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia did not provide information that could be identified as relating to the implementation of article 3, 
paragraph 7.  
3 Armenia, Kazakhstan, Turkmenistan. 
4 Austria, Greece, Norway. 
5 Luxembourg, Slovenia. 
6 Greece, Turkmenistan, United Kingdom. 
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(ii)  Activities to promote access to information at the national level with respect to 
international forums; 

(iii)  Activities to promote public participation at the national level with respect to 
international forums; 

(iv) Activities to promote the principles of the Convention at the international level. 
 
6. Category (iv) might be further broken down into two sub-categories: 

(i) Activities to promote the application of the principles of the Convention in the 
processes and procedures of international forums;  

(ii)  Activities to promote the application of the principles of the Convention in the 
substantive output of international forums. 

 
7. A table summarizing the reported activities according to these categories is attached as 

Annex II .  
 
8. With respect to promoting coordination within and between government ministries with 

respect to article 3, paragraph 7, thirteen Parties reported undertaking one or more activities 
to this end.7 

 
9. Regarding promoting access to information at the national level with respect to 

international forums, only four Parties specifically reported such activities.8 
 
10. In contrast, twenty-one Parties reported activities to promote public participation at the 

national level with respect to international forums.9 
 
11. In relation to activities to promote the principles of the Convention at the international 

level, twelve Parties reported activities to promote the application of the principles of the 
Convention in the processes and procedures of international forums.10 Nine Parties reported 
activities to promote the application of the Convention’s principles in the substantive output 
of international forums.11 

 
12. With respect to the question regarding obstacles encountered in the implementation of 

article 3, three Parties identified obstacles encountered in the implementation of article 3, 
paragraph 7 specifically.12 In addition, one Party identified obstacles encountered in the 
implementation of article 3, paragraph 7 as part of their response to the question regarding 
the measures they had taken to implement article 3, paragraph 7.13 Many other Parties 
identified obstacles to the implementation of article 3 generally without indicating which, if 
any, of these obstacles were encountered in the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7.  

 
13. Two Parties reported on activities they had undertaken to promote the principles of the 

Convention in other countries or regions.14 
 

                                                
7 Belgium, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Italy, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, 
Norway Slovakia. 
8 Croatia, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Turkmenistan.  
9 Armenia, Austria, Belarus, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, France, Georgia, Greece, Hungary, Italy, 
Kyrgyzstan, Malta, Moldova, Norway, Poland, Slovakia, Turkmenistan, Ukraine, European Communities. 
10 Croatia, Czech Republic, France, Georgia, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania, Sweden, Ukraine, United Kingdom, 
European Communities. 
11 Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Italy, Sweden, Turkmenistan, United Kingdom. 
12 Austria, Hungary, Italy. 
13 Germany. 
14 Sweden, United Kingdom. Through the annex to decision I/8, Parties are request to report, with respect to article 
3, paragraph 7, on measures taken to promote the principles of the Convention internationally.  
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14. Parties may have undertaken activities in addition to those above, but if so, these were not 
described in that Party’s national implementation report.  

 
15. There was a wide variation in the quality of information provided in the reports regarding 

the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7. This ranged from simple statements to the 
effect that the Party participates actively in international activities in this area as a member 
of the European Union15 through to detailed reports of the various activities undertaken to 
implement article 3, paragraph 7.16 

 
16. The more general reporting style utilized by some Parties, for example, those that simply 

stated that they had promoted the principles of the Convention in global and regional 
environmental decision-making processes or as a member of the European Union without 
providing further details, means that it is not possible to identify whether those Parties (i) 
actually took  proactive measures to promote the Convention’s principles, or rather (ii) 
supported others’ initiatives to do so, or (iii) simply did not hamper international forums’ 
existing good practices in this regard.   

 
Conclusion 
 

17.  The 2008 reporting cycle demonstrates a wide variation in the quality of reporting on 
article 3, paragraph 7. Whilst it is commendable that all forty-one Parties submitted national 
implementation reports in the end, eight Parties did not provide any text in their reports that 
could be considered relevant to the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7. Of the thirty-
three Parties that did report on article 3, paragraph 7, the quality of information provided 
varied widely. Several Parties gave short, vague and general responses that gave little or no 
indication of the proactive measures they had taken, if any, to implement article 3, 
paragraph 7.  

 
18. In contrast, some Parties gave quite detailed information about the measures they had taken 

on this issue. As well as helping to clearly demonstrate the extent to which those Parties are 
complying with their obligation under article 3, paragraph 7, such information may serve as 
a useful source of inspiration for other Parties seeking to identify good practices in this area 
that they can emulate. 

 
19. In light of the significant variations identified above, a more specific schema for reporting 

on article 3, paragraph 7, would be helpful. This might include questions covering some or 
all of the types of measures identified in paragraph 4 above.  

 
20. It might also be useful to clarify for those Parties undertaking activities to promote the 

principles of the Convention in other countries, but not in the context of an international 
forum, the most appropriate manner to report on these activities. 

 

                                                
15 For example, Luxembourg, Slovenia. 
16 For example, Georgia, Greece, Italy, Turkmenistan, United Kingdom. 



Annex I 
 

 Excerpts from 2008 National Implementation Reports relevant to the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7 of the Convention 
 

Compiled by the secretariat 
 
 Party17 Relevant text from 2008 National Implementation Report 

 
1.  Albania No information provided 

 
2.  Armenia No direct mention of article 3 paragraph 7, however the following text seems relevant: 

 
21. The authorities are more actively organizing public hearings on publications and reports prepared for presentation at 
international forums. Representatives from the ministry, and also of non-governmental organizations, attend international forums. 
In all the programmes related to environmental protection two provisions of the Convention are stressed and exercised: the right 
to access to information and the right of the public to participate. 

3.  Austria “Article 3, paragraph 7 
25. The coordination of Austrian positions in international matters is also part of the consultation mechanism stated under article 
3, paragraph 4. As regards several meetings of international bodies, environmental organizations are also part of the Austrian 
delegation (e.g. the Sixth Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe” as well as in the framework of the recent United 
Nations Climate Conference held in Bali). Especially in the framework of the Convention and the Convention on Biological 
Diversity, environmental organizations are involved very deeply.” 
 
“Article 3, paragraph 4 
20. According to the Federal Ministries Act, coordination at all levels of environmental protection falls within the purview of the 
BMLFUW. This also includes the coordination of the Austrian position voiced in the EU Council of Environment Ministers. As 
soon as a Commission proposal for a legal instrument in the field of the environment is available, such proposal is submitted to 
the relevant other ministries, the social partners, the liaison office of the Federal provinces and (where applicable, depending on 
the subject) the Austrian Association of Municipalities, together with a request for submission of a statement. The process is 
coordinated by the relevant divisions of the BMLFUW and/or the Division EU Affairs Environment (for horizontal subjects) by 
way of written procedure or in the framework of coordination meetings. If NGO’s (as a rule, these will be NGOs active in the 
field of environment) are directly concerned by a project, or if they should have a particular level of expertise in the respective 
field, they will be invited as well (e.g. as for the EU Environmental Liability Directive). 
 
21. The BMLFUW also invites the concerned portfolios, social partners and the Federal provinces on a regular basis to take part 
in the coordination meetings held in the run-up to the formal Councils of EU Ministers (jour fixe on Environment). In addition to 
these official coordination meetings, there is a separate NGO round organized in the Federal Ministry held on a regular basis 
approximately at the time of the Council of EU Ministers in the framework in which environmental subjects are discussed, which 

                                                
17 Bosnia and Herzegovina acceded to the Convention on 1 October 2008 and therefore was not required to submit an implementation report in 2008.  
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usually are also on the Council agenda. 
 
22. Moreover, the BMLFUW actively integrates NGOs active in the field of the environment into the political dialogue held on 
current legislative projects, especially at EU level: there are, for example, regular round tables involving the Federal Minister for 
the Environment and representatives of NGOs on current subjects, with the NGOs also setting the agenda. The BMLFUW also 
grants, on a regular basis, funds to national NGOs and to an EU environment office managed by NGOs, which provides excellent 
information on EU legislation on a regular basis, and to the biggest EU-NGO network in Brussels.” 
 
“IV. OBSTACLES ENCOUNTERED IN THEIMPLEMENTATION OF ARTICLE 3 
28. Concerning Article 3 (7) Austria has already used the second meeting of the Parties to the Convention to point to the complex 
challenges constituted by the guidelines, as they include manifold international details. Also, in a basically highly-networked 
State featuring a high environmental profile, the implementation of the guidelines represents a major task which demands the 
cooperation of several ministries and sectors.” 

4.  Azerbaijan No information provided. 
 

5.  Belarus “Article 3, paragraph 7  
28. At the initiative of the Ministry of Environment, the public took part in the Aarhus Convention meetings on access to justice 
and on the application of the principles of the Convention in international decision-making processes on environmental matters. 
The Ministry on the basis of paragraph 7 of the Convention initiated discussions with the public on the issue of the ratification of 
several international agreements (conventions). Thus, at a meeting of 28.12.2007 OKES addressed the issue of accession of 
Belarus to the Berne Convention. In addition, the Ministry of Environment promotes the participation of NGOs in the 
development of education for sustainable development.”18 
 

6.  Belgium  “Article 3, paragraph 7 
Federal authority 
24. An in-depth analysis will be carried out in the beginning of 2008 by external contracting parties on the implementation of the 
guidelines by Belgium as well as on the formulation of recommendations, if necessary.  
 
Walloon Region 
33. As a rule, the Foreign Ministry heads the Belgian delegation.  
 
34. In matters that come under the region’s jurisdiction, the Walloon Region strives to ensure that NGOs are informed and 
participate through prior coordinating activities.  
 
Brussels Capital Region 
40. No particular measures were taken by the region.  
 
Flemish region” 

                                                
18 This text is an unofficial translation as Belarus’ National Implementation Report was submitted after the deadline for translation. 
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No information provided. 
 

7.  Bulgaria No information provided. 
 

8.  Croatia “List legislative, regulatory and other measures that implement the general provisions in paragraphs 2, 3, 4, 7 and 8 of 
article 3. 
 
As regards paragraph 7, we refer to Article 130 of the [Environmental Protection Act] entitled Reporting to International Bodies 
and Organizations. 
 
Public authorities use to include NGO representatives in processes of Croatia’s accession to the European Union regarding 
individual chapters. The NGO representatives are also involved in projects financed by the European Union (CARDS, PHARE, 
etc.) and bilateral projects, including commissions/task forces for preparation of environmental documents. 
 
In this connection Articles 117 and 117a of the [Waters Act] are applied. The [Ordinance on Water Management Documentation] 
specifies in detail the contents, form and method of keeping water management documents, including access to data and 
information too. 
 
Explain how these paragraphs have been implemented. In particular, describe 
(d) With respect to paragraph 7, measures taken to promote the principles of the Convention internationally; 
 
With respect to paragraph 7 of the Convention we refer to Article 14, paragraph 2 of the [Environmental Protection Act]. 
 
The [Republic of Croatia] has been a Party to the Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context 
since 1997 ([Official Gazette], International Treaties 6/96) and is experienced in procedures based on the Convention mentioned 
and, consequently, in information and participation of the public from the adjacent countries. The experiences in promoting the 
principles of this Convention are shared, among other things, through bilateral and multilateral bodies/international treaties to 
which the [Republic of Croatia] is a Party. 
 
In this context Chapters 4.1 and 9 of the Contingency Plan for Accidental Pollution of the Adriatic ([Official Gazette] 92/08) are 
relevant too. 
Moreover, as regards paragraph 7, the public is being regularly informed about activities and participation of representatives of 
public authorities in meetings of the parties to international treaties in the field of environmental protection, conservation of 
biological and landscape diversity and environmental components in general, including the outcomes of such meetings, on the 
web sites of the public authorities and/or through mass media. The public is also regularly informed about activities directly 
contributing to enforcement of international treaties, such as instances of seizure and return of illegal shipments of alien strictly 
protected species to the country of their origin, in collaboration with the authorities of those countries in charge of the CITES.” 
 

9.  Cyprus No information provided. 
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10.  Czech 

Republic 
“Article 3, paragraph 7 
15. The Czech Republic applies the principles of the Convention within the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development (OECD), where the country was the first party to invite NGOs to preparation and final negotiations of the 
Environment Performance Review (EPR). It has also ratified the Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a 
Transboundary Context (Espoo Convention), etc. The Czech Republic has suggested that the meetings of the OECD Committee 
for Environmental Policy on the ministerial level be open to all interest groups, including NGOs. There are no standard binding 
rules to regulate obligatory participation of NGO representatives in government delegations to international forums that have 
environmental impacts. So it is up to the ministry or any other State administration body to decide whether the NGOs should be 
invited to take part or not. 
 
16. Nevertheless, the Ministry of the Environment of the Czech Republic adopted an internal regulation in December 2007 which 
deals with NGO participation in delegations led by the Ministry of the Environment in international meetings. 
 

11.  Denmark “Article 3, paragraph 7 
18. Denmark has promoted the principles of the Convention in international forums at both global and regional levels. Denmark 
promoted these principles in negotiations at the World Summit on Sustainable Development in Johannesburg in 2002 and has 
promoted the principles in other international meetings and forums. 
 
19. Concerning public participation in international environmental decision-making processes, there is a practice of including 
NGO members in delegations representing the State in international environmental negotiations. There is also a practice of 
involving NGO members in the national process forming the official position for such negotiations as well as in follow-up 
meetings. 
 
20. As an example, the Convention on Biological Diversity can be mentioned. In most of the negotiation meetings, NGO 
members are part of the Danish delegation and if they are not present, it is because they have chosen not to participate. The 
ordinary Danish procedure in forming the country’s official position involves both NGOs and other stakeholders. The national 
process between the international meetings also includes an international contact group for 
biodiversity and for forests as well as a stakeholder backup group for the negotiations under the Convention. 
 
21. There have been internal consultations between the officials dealing with the Convention and officials involved in other 
international forums in matters relating to the environment with regard to the implementation of the Guidelines. The Guidelines 
on Promoting the Application of the Principles of the Aarhus Convention in International Forums (Almaty Guidelines) have thus 
been distributed and promoted in internal networks on environmental Conventions.” 
 

12.  Estonia No information provided. 
 

13.  Finland “Article 3, paragraph 7 
23. Finland has promoted the principles of the Convention in international environmental negotiation and decision-making 
processes, in international organizations and in the preparation of European Community legislation.  
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24. The guidelines on promoting the application of the principles of the Aarhus Convention in international forums (Decision II/4) 
adopted at the second meeting of the Parties held in Almaty, Kazakhstan, in 2005 were widely distributed among officials and 
their superiors representing Finland at different international environmental meetings and among the political leadership of the 
Ministry of the Environment. Together with these guidelines, the UNECE Aarhus Secretariat’s brochure on the Convention “Your 
Right to a healthy environment” was also distributed.  
 
25. The Ministry of the Environment and the Ministry for Foreign Affairs have jointly aligned their policies regarding the 
participation of NGOs in international meetings and have arranged discussions on this issue with NGO representatives. NGO 
representatives have as much as possible been included in Finland’s delegations as expert members, for which their travel 
expenses have been partially or fully reimbursed. NGOs can also participate, upon invitation, in national preparatory meetings for 
international meetings. NGOs have been requested to coordinate among themselves their self-representation at the different 
meetings.  
 
26. Environmental organizations are also represented in an environmental sub-committee under the committee established for 
national preparation of European Union (EU) matters. Furthermore, environmental organisations are represented in numerous 
focus groups for international environmental issues, such as the Advisory Committee on International Forest Policy.”  
 

14.  France “Article 3, paragraph 7 
14. The National Council for Sustainable Development, created in 2003 and made up of representatives of civil society, is 
consulted during major international meetings. 
 
15. In autumn 2006 the Ministry put in place a process whereby NGOs are regularly consulted on preparations for major 
international events on the environment. At the same time, one-off consultation meetings may be organized prior to each major 
international event. 
 
16. In order to raise awareness of the issue of public participation in international forums among the French focal points for the 
international environmental conventions, the Ministry conducted a study and presented the conclusions at a meeting of the Task 
Force on Public Participation in International Forums in November 2007.” 
 

15.  Georgia “Article 3, paragraph 7 
47. Georgia always supports public participation in international global and regional environmental decision-making processes 
(e.g. the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD), the Environment for Europe ministerial conferences, Environment 
and Health) according to the principles of the Convention.  
 
48. A practice of including NGO members in delegations representing the State in international environmental negotiations exists. 
The representatives of NGOs have the consultative as well as State delegation member status during international negotiations 
connected to environmental matters.  
 
49. Regarding implementation of the Guidelines on Public Participation in International Forums, this is demonstrated by the 
regional and international organizations working in the country, with such activities offered as financial support to the NGO 
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sector and media representatives to enable them to participate in international activities, either with the status of governmental 
delegation members or independently. A practical example of this was the fifth Pan-European Environment for Europe 
Ministerial Conference (Kyiv, 21-23 May 2003), where the REC3 Caucasus provided financial support to NGOs and media 
representatives.  
 
50. The Guidelines on Public Participation in International Forums were translated in Georgian and disseminated to the applicable 
organizations in the country through an electronic newsletter.  
 
51. There has not yet been any internal consultation with regard to the implementation of the Guidelines between the officials 
dealing with the Convention and officials involved in other international forums on matters relating to the environment.”  
 

16.  Germany “Article 3, paragraph 7 
12. As regards the implementation of Article 3 (7) of the Convention, all relevant bodies of the Federal Government have been 
informed, in the context of the internal consultation process, about the Convention's principles and the Almaty Guidelines. The 
departments have received German versions of the Guidelines. Additionally, an internal dialogue has been initiated to collect and 
exchange experiences on the application of the Guidelines in international forums. The concrete applicability of the Guidelines 
was considered by some as difficult given the specific autonomous decision structures in the different forums. Still, the general 
view was a positive one, namely that the Convention's principles on access to environmental information and public participation 
in environmental matters were being implemented in the international context by all the parties involved even if there was not 
always a direct reference to the Guidelines. In the case of water-related conventions, for example (in particular river basin 
commissions and agreements on marine protection), the Guidelines' content is implemented de facto through the requirements of 
the European Union (EU) Water Framework Directive which also provides for active public participation. In some cases, clear 
reference has been made in international decision procedures to the "information of the public", as had been suggested by 
Germany, for example in a UNECE document on pipeline safety.”  
 

17.  Greece “Article 3, paragraphs 3 and 4 
11. In the framework of actions for environmental education (EE) and education for sustainable development (ESD), Greece is 
following the UNECE and UNESCO processes at a satisfactory level. Within these processes: 
(a) A National Commission for ESD has been set up, which includes NGOs as well as museums, etc.; 
(b) The Ministry of Education has set up a programme of action for the United Nations Decade of ESD (2005–2014), identifying 
focus issues for each year, and has invited NGOs to participate in the implementation of the programme;…” 
 
“Article 3, paragraph 7 
26. Greece promotes the Convention’s principles of transparency, access to information and public participation in international 
forums, international environmental negotiations and decision-making processes. The MoE as well as other ministries invite NGO 
representatives to participate as experts in international meetings. Those representatives have as far as possible been included in 
Greek delegations as expert members, for which their travel expenses have been partially or fully reimbursed. NGOs can also 
participate, upon invitation, in national preparatory meetings for international meetings. 
 
27. Greece, through the Ministry of Foreign Affairs supports, coordinates and assists NGOs and other agencies in the 
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implementation of development programmes, in accordance with the United Nations Millennium Development Goals, with the 
focus on combating poverty. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs, through YDAS-2 (Rehabilitation and Development Directorate), 
handles Greece’s relations with the OECD Development Assistance Committee, participating in its working groups and networks 
as well as in the Ministerial Councils 
 
28. NGOs were invited by the MoE to participate in the preparation of an environmental performance review, under the auspices 
of OECD (2007–2008). 
 
29. Greece has been the lead country of the Mediterranean Component of the EU Water Initiative (MED EUWI), which since 
2002 has served as a platform for promoting strategic partnerships between the EU and the Mediterranean countries as well as 
between government, civil society and the private sector. One key recent development is the initiation of the “Country Policy 
Dialogues” on water for Mediterranean non-EU partner countries. 
 
30. The partner countries of the Development Assistance Programme of MoE belonged to the wider geographic subregion of 
South-Eastern Europe, and activities were implemented by NGOs and Universities which covered, inter alia, capacity-building as 
well as environmental information and awareness, training and education on environment and sustainable development. The 
actions and projects selected for funding were characterized by applicability, sustainability, perspective of actions and 
transferability, as well as accountability and transparency of all activities.  
 
31. Greece participated in the following meetings: 
(a) The High-level International Meeting of Education and Environment Ministries in Vilnius (17–18 October 2005) promoting 
environmental education, ESD and environmental awareness; 
(b) The Sixth Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe” (Belgrade, 10–12 October 2007). 
 
32. Greece participates in the following projects:  
(a) The Project of Associated Schools;. in cooperation with the lead agency, UNESCO: programmes have been implemented 
within the framework of the Decade of ESD by 20 of the 80 schools participating in the network 
(b) The South-Eastern Mediterranean Environmental Project (SEMEP), a network of 40 schools. It began as programme of 
environmental education. 
(c) The official launching in Athens of the United Nations Decade of ESD in the Mediterranean Area (2005), where the 
Convention’s principles were mentioned by the MoE. 
 
33. The contribution of Greece to tsunami relief in South-East Asia, the development and humanitarian assistance offered by 
Greek State agencies and the ever-expanding presence of civil society in international assistance projects show that the awareness 
of Greek public opinion has indeed been raised and that the view has taken root that our country must participate and assist 
countries that face natural disasters. Greece supports such initiatives and is participating in the discussions already taking place 
within the United Nations framework with interventions intended to increase transparency and enhance the United Nations 
monitoring systems, while making its actions more effective.” 
 

18.  Hungary “Article 3, paragraph 7 
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28. Hungary supports the initiatives aimed at the enhancement of transparency of international decision-making procedures. 
 
29. The Ministry of Environment and Water holds consultations with regard to the national position at some outstanding 
international events. In the context of the Convention, government positions to be represented in the relevant international 
meetings are discussed in the Aarhus Working Group (see above). 
 
30. At the second meeting of the Parties (Almaty, 2005) two NGO representatives were included in the Hungarian governmental 
delegation: the chairman of the National Council on Environment (then Chairman of Göncöl Alliance) and an expert of the 
Confederation of Hungarian Employers and Industrialists.” 
 
“IV. OBSTACLES ENCOUNTERED IN THE IMPLEMENTATION OF  ARTICLE 3 
36. Principal obstacles to the effective implementation of article 3 are the lack of funding due to budgetary restrictions and the 
occasional passive attitude of the competent authorities. Outstanding issues indicated by NGOs include: 
… 
(e) No institutionalized system exists as of yet for the involvement of the public in the preparation of government positions to be 
presented in EU decision-making forums. Participation has been rather ad hoc;…” 
 

19.  Italy “Article 3, paragraph 7 
24. To further the Convention’s principles in international forums Italy has strongly supported and provided leadership for the 
drafting, adoption and application of the Almaty Guidelines on public participation in international forums (PPIF). 
 
25. There are a number of examples of efforts to apply the Convention’s principles in such forums. Among others, Italy has 
contributed to: 
(a) The EU proposal, presented during preparation of the World Summit on Sustainable Development, for global guidelines on 
Principle 10 (unfortunately rejected); 
(b) The preparation of the Guidance on Public Participation in Transboundary Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA), adopted 
under the Convention on EIA in a Transboundary Context (by providing both funding and case studies); 
(c) The improvement of information and public participation as provided for by the Barcelona Convention3 (United Nations 
Environment Programm (UNEP)/Mediterranean Action Plan (MAP)): Italy is committed to re-focus the Regional Action Centre 
on Remote Sensing (ERS/RAC) by extending its activities to environmental information and communication; 
(d) The enforcement of the principles on access to information and public participation within the United Nations Convention to 
Combat Desertification through information projects and the organization of the International Conference on the Role of Women 
in Combat Desertification; 
(e) The promotion of public awareness and participation within the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD); 
(f) Support and more interactive participation of major groups in the United Nations Commission on Sustainable Development 
and strengthening of civil society participation within UNEP. 
 
26. In 2007 the MoE, in order to raise the awareness of its own officials dealing with international negotiations in environmental 
fora, has organized an internal consultation on the Almaty Guidelines. Moreover, it has informed the Ministry of Foreign Affairs 
on the Guidelines contents and is planning to organize, in 2008, a national workshop for the civil society.  
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27. General praxis is that, when the MoE organizes an international event, it invites the civil society to actively participate. This 
was the case for example with the 2004 International Forum on Partnership for Sustainable Development and with a series of 
events organized in the period 2006-2007 on bioenergy and climate change (in particular, the 2007 Climate Change National 
Conference). 
 
28. With regard to participation in international conferences on environment and sustainable development, preparatory meetings 
are usually held at the national level for the major events (e.g. the World Summit on Sustainable Development and the United 
Nations Convention on Climate Change), with the participation of major groups. In certain cases, NGOs and other stakeholders 
form part of the Italian delegation. 
 
“IV. OBSTACLES ENCOUNTERED IN THE IMPLEMENTATION OF  ARTICLE 3 
33. Regarding article 3, paragraph 7, the international promotion of the Convention’s principles is not easy because each 
international forum has its own rules and characteristics, and often the result is influenced by partners (organizations and States) 
that are not committed to the Aarhus process. The application of the Almaty Guidelines is expected to substantially improve the 
situation both at the national and international levels in the next years.” 
 

20.  Kazakhstan No specific mention of article 3, paragraph 7 however the following text may be relevant: 
 
“26. … In 2006, in the context of a government social mandate, environmental NGOs carried out six projects, the total cost of 
which amounted to 10.7 million tenge: 
(a) Public participation in the development and implementation of regional programmes in the field of environmental protection;  
(b) Preparation of draft regulations on organizing the participation of citizens and NGOs in the environmental impact assessments 
procedure;  
(c) Assessment of the needs of local communities, using the Participatory Rapid Appraisal (PRA) method in the context of the 
United Nations Framework Convention to Combat Desertification; 
(d) Informing the population of the importance of the Cartagena Protocol; public participation in the creation of a national system 
of biosafety in Kazakhstan; 
(e) Preparation of proposals on the creation of mechanisms for reducing soil degradation by end-users (administrative-legal and 
economic) with the participation of akimats (local governments), provincial administration, economic associations, farmers, 
hunting economies, NGOs and the media; 
(f) The Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants (POPs); raising of public awareness of POPs; best examples of 
ways of combating POPs; development of local frameworks of action for public measures to combat POPs.” 
 
“29. The mechanism of intergovernmental cooperation in the field of environmental protection and resource management 
operates in accordance with article 192, paragraph 1, of the Environmental Code, which provides for the participation of 
Kazakhstan, in accordance with its obligations under international treaties, in international and transboundary procedures, 
including:  exchange of environmental information, preparation and submission of national reports on the implementation of 
international obligations, evaluation of compliance with obligations under international treaties conducted by specially authorized 
international bodies, and other measures.” 
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21.  Kyrgyzstan “Article 3, paragraph 7 
29. Kyrgyzstan is actively engaged in international processes, including those involving environmental protection. It is currently a 
party to 13 environmental conventions. Representatives of NGOs participate actively in international forums. One example of 
such participation is the NGO representatives’ civil society council under the Inter-State Commission for the Sustainable 
Development of Central Asia, the members of which take part in all regional projects initiated by the Inter-State Commission. At 
the national level, activities are carried out under the mining and extraction industries’ transparency initiative, and also under the 
Europe and North Asia Ministerial Conference on Forest Law and Governance international process. An environment and 
security initiative is being carried out in the Fergana valley.  
 
30. It is common practice to include NGO representatives in government delegations taking part in international negotiations on 
environmental matters. 
 
31. Internal consultations are held between officials responsible for the Aarhus Convention and those who take part in other 
international forums on environmental matters in order to address the implementation of the guidelines. However, the 
consultations are not systematic.” 
 

22.  Latvia “Article 3, paragraph 7 
27. Latvia is following the activities of the Convention’s Expert Group for Public Participation in International Forums. 
 
28. Respective specialists have been informed about the Almaty Guidelines and have been  invited to apply the principles of 
access to information, participation and justice in their implementation of other international conventions. 
 
29. At the Sixth Ministerial Conference “Environment for Europe” (Belgrade, 2007), the Minister of Environment chaired a 
session on experience and challenges in implementing the Convention, which fostered implementation of the Convention’s 
principles in international events, including, discussions on other United Nation conventions.” 
 
“V. FURTHER INFORMATION ON THE PRACTICAL APPLICATIO N OF THE GENERAL PROVISIONS OF 
ARTICLE 3 
33. According to the Law on the Latvian Republic’s International Agreements, the [Cabinet of Ministers] is responsible for 
execution of international agreement obligations. Should an international agreement approved by the Parliament contain other 
provisions than in Latvian legislative acts, the conditions of the international agreement(s) apply. All international agreements and 
their Latvian translations are published in official government versions.” 
 

23.  Lithuania “Article 3, paragraph 7  
1. The principles of the Convention have not only been applied domestically but have also influenced international activities and 
decisions made on this level. The provisions of the Convention are applied on the EU level, an Agenda 21 for the Baltic Sea 
Region – Baltic 21, aimed at sustainable development. 
 
2. Agreement on the procedure of information of authorities and the public of an EU Member State liable to experience 
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significant environmental impacts is reached during transboundary consultations. This procedure should ensure that authorities 
and the public of EU Member States liable to experience significant environmental impacts receive information on the 
opportunities to provide their opinion on the decision to be taken and on where one could have access to the approved document 
on land-use planning, to the motives that determined the choice of alternative solutions and to the measures of monitoring the 
impact of implementation of the land-use planning document, as well as to information on how the environmental issues were 
integrated in the land-use planning document and on how account was taken of information provided in the Strategic 
Environmental Impact Assessment Report, conclusions of strategic environmental impact assessment subjects, proposals from the 
public and the results of transboundary consultations, if any.” 
 

24.  Luxembourg “Article 3, paragraph 7 
Luxembourg participates actively in international activities in this area particularly as a member of the European Union.19 
 

25.  Malta “Article 3, paragraph 7 
13. There is a practice in Malta to include NGO members in delegations representing the State in international environmental 
negotiations or in international-level discussion groups, for example NGOs were members of the delegation that attended the 
1992 Rio Conference on Environment and Development and the 2002 Johannesburg World Summit on Sustainable 
Development.”  
 

26.  Moldova “Article 3, paragraph 7 
41. Apart from the representation of the NGOs on various domestic committees, the Environment Ministry ensures that they are 
represented on the delegations attending various international environmental meetings. Thus, at the Second Meeting of the Parties 
to the Aarhus Convention, the Moldovan delegation included seven representatives of NGOs, among them three from the trans-
Dniester region not under government control, and at the October 2007 Belgrade Meeting Moldova was also represented by 
representatives of a number of NGOs and the press.” 
 

27.  Netherlands “Article 3, paragraph 7 
11. Concerning the promotion of the Convention’s principles in international forums, the issues of transparency, access to 
information and public participation for the Netherlands are covered by the coordination mechanism’s instructions for 
international environmental agreements. The draft guidelines on the promotion of the Convention in other international forums 
are considered with the aim of strengthening the input and instructions in this field.” 
 

28.  Norway “A rticle 3, paragraph 4  
17. In connection with Norway’s international environmental efforts, the MoE has established a consultative body that meets 
about four times a year and includes representatives of civil society (e.g. trade unions, NGOs, research institutions), the business 
sector and other ministries. This is a forum for providing inputs on global and international environmental issues and spreading 
information from international conferences and negotiations.  
 
Article 3, paragraph 7 

                                                
19 This text is an unofficial translation as Luxembourg’s National Implementation Report was submitted after the deadline for translation. 



Page 12 
18. Norway promotes a high degree of transparency and participation by civil society in international environmental bodies. For 
example, NGOs have been given financial support to enable them to take part in various international meetings. Norway also 
advocates giving NGOs real opportunities to be involved in preparatory processes and to play an active part in the meetings they 
take part in.  
 
19. Staff at the Ministry of the Environment who work with international agreements have been made aware of the Almaty 
Guidelines that have been drawn up under the Convention, and they are also available on the Ministry’s intranet. The documents 
have also been sent to the Ministry of Foreign Affairs.”  
 

29.  Poland “Article 3, paragraph 7 
18. Poland supports initiatives at the international level which promote the Convention’s principles in other regions (e.g. the 
United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) and the Commission on Sustainable Development (CSD)).  
 
19. NGO representatives have been part of governmental delegations in international processes such as the 2000 Conference of 
the Parties to the United Nations Convention on Climate Change, the World Summit on Sustainable Development (Johannesburg, 
2002) and sessions of the Polish-German Environment Protection Council;”  
 

30.  Portugal No information provided 
 

31.  Romania “Article 3, paragraph 7  
1. Romania organized the Fourth Meeting of the Parties to the Espoo Convention in 19-21 of May 2008. Several NGOs have 
participated to this meeting: NGO EcoForum Austria, NGO from Azerbaijan, NGO from Kyrgyzstan ,NGO DEF Romania, 
Alburnus Maior NGO Romania, NGO:WWF Romania, NGO EcoForum Ukraine, NGO EcoGlobe Armenia, NGO EEA Romania, 
NGO IEM Bulgaria NGO REC Moldova, NGO REC CEE Hungary, REC Russia, NGO CAREC Kazakhstan. 
 
2. At [t]his event, there was no limitation for the participation of NGO as, in accordance with rule 7 of the rules of procedure.” 
 

32.   Slovakia “Article 3, paragraph 7 
Public participation in international environmental decision-making processes is applied in accordance with provisions of Act 
211/2000 on free access to information and Act 24/2006 on EIA as well as amendments to some other Acts. 
 
There is no special practice of including NGO members in delegations and such an inclusion is being carried out on ad-hoc basis.  
 
In accordance with Decision 466/2002/EC of 1 March 2002, the MoE has worked out a MoU between the European Community 
and the Slovak Republic concerning the participation of the Slovak Republic in the Community Action Programme supporting 
NGOs in particular working in the area of the environment. This Memorandum was adopted by the Government on 21 August 
2002 (Resolution of the Government 944/2002).  
 
Internal consultations are carried out at the level of a sectoral coordination group of the MoE, which represents an advisory and 
coordinating body of the Minister of the Environment in the area of decision-making processes concerning the EU. Positions of 
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the Slovak Republic worked out for negotiations within particular formations of the EU Council of EC Committees are discussed 
and presented at sessions of this group. The officers of MoE departments responsible for the Convention agenda cooperate closely 
in the framework of internal consultations in implementing the Council Directive 96/61/EC concerning IPPC, the Regulation of 
the European Parliament and of the Council (EC) 166/2006/EC concerning the establishment of a European Pollutant Release and 
Transfer Register (E-PRTR), Regulation (EC) 1049/2001 of the European Parliament and of the Council regarding public access 
to European Parliament, Council and Commission documents, Directive 2003/4/EC of the European Parliament and of the 
Council on public access to environmental information, Directive 2003/35/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council 
providing for public participation in respect of the drawing up of certain plans and programmes relating to the environment, and 
Council Decision 2005/370/EC on the inclusion, on behalf of the European Community, of the Convention.” 
 

33.  Slovenia “Article 3, paragraph 7 
10. Slovenia, as a Member State of the EU, fully complies with the rules and procedures adopted at the Community level on the 
promotion of the application of the Convention’s principles in matters relating to the environment;” 
 

34.  Spain “Article 3, paragraph 7  

21. Article 19.2 f) of Law 27/2006 charges the CAMA [Environmental Advisory Council] with proposing the measures it deems 
appropriate to improve compliance of international agreements on the environment and sustainable development, evaluating the 
effectiveness of the regulations and programmes in force and proposing, where applicable, the necessary amendments.” 

 
35.  Sweden “Article 3, paragraph 7 

18. The provisions of the Convention on also working to promote the application of principles of the Convention in other 
international processes are well in line with Swedish endeavours to bring about greater transparency in the European Union (EU) 
and in international contexts. Sweden has participated actively in work on the guidelines for public participation in international 
forums. Earlier on, Sweden also decided to take part in the Partnership for Principle 10 at the World Summit in Johannesburg in 
2002. As part of its Eastern Europe Programme, the Swedish Environmental Protection Agency has also held courses in 
environmental law that have dealt with the principles of the Convention.” 
 

36.  Tajikistan No information provided. 
 

37.  The former 
Yugoslav 
Republic of 
Macedonia 

No information provided. 

38.  Turkmenistan No specific mention of article 3, paragraph 7, however the following text may be relevant: 
 
“18. Every week the Turkmen media publish materials on the status and work of environmental agencies in their environmental 
programmes and sections. A weekly television programme is aired on the national television channel with the participation of the 
Turkmen Nature Conservation Society, on the topic of nature in Turkmenistan. These publications and broadcasts contain 
materials on Turkmenistan’s compliance with its international environmental 
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obligations.”  
 
“20. On 5 and 6 November 2005, a two-day workshop was organized in Ashgabat for civil-society associations on global 
environmental issues, one of the organizers of which was the United States embassy in Turkmenistan. The workshop was 
attended by representatives of civil-society associations, the media and interested ministries and departments of the Turkmen 
Government. Participants heard and discussed reports on measures aimed at improving the environmental situation, exchanged 
experiences of public environmental protection work and put forward recommendations on ways of conserving the pristine state 
of the environment. The topic of environmental journalism was given particular attention. 
 
21. On 16 November 2005 an international training course was launched in Turkmenistan on placing an economic value on the 
natural resources of the Caspian region. Over the course of five days environmental specialists from Azerbaijan, the Islamic 
Republic of Iran, Kazakhstan and Turkmenistan and representatives of environmental associations discussed how to identify the 
economic value of the natural resources of the Caspian Sea, the impact on the coastal zone of industrial activities, the 
management of the natural resources and protection of the environment of the Caspian region, and access to information on the 
state of the environment in the Caspian.”  
 
“31. In 2005, the civil-society organizations of Turkmenistan held a forum for the purpose of establishing a network in 
Turkmenistan and Central Asia as part of the International NGO Network on Desertification (RIOD) of the United Nations 
Convention to Combat Desertification. The Nature Conservation Society of Turkmenistan was selected to represent Turkmenistan 
in the RIOD network.” 
 
“33. Turkmenistan is very active in international cooperation efforts to tackle global, regional and inter-State environmental 
problems. Working together with public authorities, representatives of the Turkmen public have been debating an environmental 
strategy for Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia; they prepared proposals put forward by Turkmen civil-society 
organizations for the Kyiv ministerial meeting in 2003 and the Belgrade 
ministerial conference in 2007; and they participated in the high-level meeting of education and environment ministries held by 
the United Nations Economic Commission for Europe (ECE) in Vilnius. Turkmenistan was one of the founders of the Inter-State 
Commission on the Sustainable Development of Central Asia, the Regional Environmental Centre for Central Asia and the 
International Fund for the Aral Sea, which bring together all the countries of Central Asia, 
alongside such international partners as UNEP, UNDP and the World Wide Fund for Nature 
(WWF). 
 
34. As noted above, on 22 and 23 November 2006 a regional meeting was held in Ashgabat on further international cooperation in 
the sustainable development and environmental security of the Central Asian region. The meeting was attended by heads of 
environmental agencies, non-governmental organizations of Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan, 
and representatives of UNEP and UNDP.” 
 

39.  Ukraine “Article 3, paragraph 7 
58. The Ministry of Foreign Affairs is always endeavouring to broaden the participation of representatives of the Ukrainian public 
in international environmental decision-making processes, in accordance with the principles of the Aarhus Convention.  
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59. The environmental NGOs have played an active part in environmental decision-making at the international level, for example, 
in the 5th and 6th “Environment for Europe” Conferences of all European Environment Ministers, the international conference on 
introducing the Aarhus Convention into the work of the Ministry of Environmental Protection and raising public awareness 
concerning the protection of the Black and Azov Seas (2004), Forum of the Danube River Basin NGOs – We will preserve the 
Danube Romanian-Ukrainian biosphere nature reserve (2004), international scientific and practical seminars on the monitoring of 
the Ukrainian and Romanian parts of the Danube river delta and questions concerning the monitoring and clean-up of oil spills 
(2005), the international conference on the preservation and sustainable development of the Danube river delta (2006), the 5th 
International Scientific and Practical Conference on the Environmental and Economic Problems of the Dniester, and the 
international expeditions Dniester Delta, Danube Day, and 31 October – Black Sea Day. 
 
60. At the initiative of the MEP’s designated main contact point for the Aarhus Convention, together with the Aarhus Centre and 
the Office for Cooperation with the International Organizations and Questions of European Integration, proposals have been 
submitted concerning the extension of the main principles of the Aarhus Convention – access to information and participation in 
decision-making - to international environmental conventions and agreements.” 
 

40.  United 
Kingdom 

“Article 3, paragraph 7 
24. The Foreign and Commonwealth Office leads the commitment of the UK to the Partnership for Principle 10 initiative, which 
supports principle 10 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development, and therefore the principles of the Convention. 
The UK offers full support to the initiative, whose partners include Governments, international organizations such as the World 
Bank and NGOs from across the world, who join together to promote awareness of the principles, share best practice and 
mobilize resources to do this.  
 
25. As a member of the European Community, the UK supports the appropriate application of the Convention to Community 
legislation and bodies. It has also supported, and continues to support, the development of the participatory principles of the 
Convention and of Principle 10 of the 1992 Rio Declaration in international forums, such as the World Summit on Sustainable 
Development in 2002, the Environment for Europe process, as well as in specific environment agreements, such as the recent 
Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety to the Convention on Biological Diversity.  
 
26. UK experts have participated in an ad-hoc group set up within the subsidiary body of Convention, the Task Force on Public 
Participation in International Forums. (www.unece.org/env/pp/ppif.htm) The Task Force’s aim is to consider the scope, format 
and content of guidelines, which will promote the principles of the Convention in international environmental decision-making 
processes, thus directly supporting article 3, paragraph 7, of the Convention. The group is taking into account the need to avoid 
duplication of efforts and to ensure the broadest possible ownership of such guidelines, as well as the experience already gained 
by Parties and Signatories in implementing article 3, paragraph 7 on an individual basis.  
 
27. Examples of the active promotion by the UK at the international level of the practical application of the Convention’s 
underlying principles include:  
(a) A UK-funded workshop and publication of a Handbook of Good Practices in Public Participation at Local Level 
(www.unece.org/env/pp/newcastle.handbook.htm);  
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(b) A partly UK-funded Handbook on Access to Justice (www.unece.org/env/pp/a.to.j/handbook.final.pdf);  
(c) Membership of the Partnership for Principle 10 (www.pp10.org), under which the UK Foreign and Commonwealth Office has 
donated approximately £1 million for the period 2007-2008 for various projects throughout the world which aim to improve 
access to information, public participation and access to justice in environmental matters;  
(d) The UK Environment for Europe Fund (www.defra.gov.uk/environment/internat/enveurofund/index.htm) which aims to 
promote environmental protection and sustainable development in Central Europe and Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia 
(EECCA subregion), and to support activities of environmental organizations in these countries;  
(e) Under the auspices of the Convention, Defra have sponsored a collaborative project between the United Nations Environment 
Programme (UNEP) and the UK Environment Agency, to utilize the Agency’s experience and expertise in GIS2 based electronic 
information services to help build capacity in the EECCA region, for efficient and effective provision of environmental 
information;  
(f) The contribution of funding by the UK Department for International Development to an independent study and the 
development of a practical guide on public participation and the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety 
(www.ids.ac.uk/UserFiles/File/knots_team/NBFreport_Main.pdf) 
(g) The UK department for Communities and Local Government part funds www.communityplanning.net. This website, 
originally funded by the Department for International Development, provides detailed information on how ordinary people can 
effectively influence the planning and management of their environment.” 
 

41.  European 
Communities 

“Article 3, paragraph 7 
9. Commission representatives try, in most negotiations on rules of procedure of decision-making bodies under multilateral 
environmental agreements, to allow for the participation of a wide circle of interested parties. The Civil Society Dialogue (CSD) 
initiative is also noteworthy in the field of international trade. The CSD was set up in 1998 and is open to European Union (EU) 
not-for-profit organizations and participants from such organizations in Candidate Countries8 as well as to their affiliates in 
developing countries, where such participation can enhance the dialogue. Participants should register their organizations with the 
Commission's department for international trade (DG Trade) via a dedicated website. Since the launch of the dialogue, the 
number of participating organizations has increased substantially, to approximately 800 registered organizations. From 2002 to 
2006, approximately 350 of these organizations regularly attended meetings. A Contact Group was established in 2000 as a 
mechanism by which to help structure and organise the dialogue. The Contact Group functions as a facilitator and sounding board 
for DG Trade. Contact Group members are selected by their constituencies; DG Trade does not intervene in this selection. There 
are currently 14 Contact Group members. The Contact Group members are also part of the EU delegation at World Trade 
Organization (WTO) Ministerial Meetings as advisers to the Commission.”  
 

 



 
Annex II   
  

Summary of the activities to implement article 3, paragraph 7 reported in the 2008 National Implementation Reports 
 
Reported activity to promote implementation of article 3, paragraph 7 Parties reporting that has 

undertaken activity 
 

1.      Activities to promote coordination within and between government ministries with respect to article 3, 
paragraph 7 

 

(i) Guidelines distributed to national officials involved in other international forums and/or made available on 
the Ministry of Environment intranet  

Denmark, Finland, Italy, Norway 

(ii)  Guidelines distributed to other ministries  Italy, Norway 
(iii)  Internal consultations regarding the Guidelines with government officials involved in other international 

forums  
Denmark, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia 

(iv) Translation of Guidelines into national language and dissemination to relevant government bodies  Georgia, Germany 
(v) Internal dialogue within government to collect and exchange experiences on application of Guidelines in 

international forums  
Germany 

(vi) Internal coordination group of Ministry of Environment officials responsible for various EC environmental 
directives to formulate national position  

Slovakia 

(vii)  Internal coordination between Ministry of Environment and Ministry of Foreign Affairs to align policies 
regarding participation of NGOs in international meetings  

Finland 

(viii)  Ministry of Environment adopted an internal regulation dealing with NGO participation in government 
delegations  

Czech Republic 

(ix) Independent research commissioned on implementation of article 3, paragraph 7 by government officials Belgium, France 
  
2.     Activities to promote access to information at the national level with respect to international forums  

(i) Translation and publication of international agreements in national language  Latvia 
(ii)  Public informed about certain multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs)  Croatia, Kazakhstan, 

Turkmenistan 
  
3.    Activities to promote public participation at the national level with respect to international forums  

(i) Representatives of NGOs attend international forums (not necessarily as part of government delegation) Armenia, Belarus, Greece, 
Kyrgyzstan, Norway, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine 

(ii)  Representatives of NGOs attend some international forums as part of government delegation  Austria, Croatia, Czech Republic, 
Denmark, Finland, Georgia, 
Greece, Hungary, Italy, 
Kyrgyzstan, Malta, Moldova, 
Poland, Slovakia, European 
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Communities 

(iii)  Representatives of NGOs involved in preparation of input to some international forums  
 

Armenia, Austria, Belarus, Czech 
Republic, Denmark, Finland, 
France, Greece, 
Hungary, Italy, Norway, 
Turkmenistan 

(iv) Consultative body including representatives of civil society established which meets several times each year 
to provide inputs on international environmental issues and disseminate information from international 
conferences  

France, Norway 

(v) Financial support to assist NGOs to take part in international meetings  Finland, Greece, Norway 
(vi) Representatives of NGOs involved in follow-up meetings after international forum  Denmark 
(vii)  Organised national workshop for civil society on Guidelines  Italy 
(viii)  NGOs coordinate amongst themselves to select representatives for international meetings and preparatory 

meetings  
Finland 

  
4.    Activities to promote the principles of the Convention at the international level  

(i) Has promoted the application of the principles of the Convention in the processes and procedures of 
international forums  

Croatia, Czech Republic, France, 
Georgia, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, 
Romania,  Sweden, Ukraine, 
United Kingdom, European 
Communities 

(ii)  Has promoted the application of the principles of the Convention in the output and/or work of international 
forums 

Denmark, Finland, France, 
Germany, Greece, Italy, Sweden, 
Turkmenistan, United Kingdom 

  
5.    Obstacles encountered in the implementation of article 3, paragraph 7  

(i) Every international forum has its own rules and characteristics  Germany, Italy 
(ii)  Implementation of Guidelines demands cooperation of several ministries and sectors  Austria 
(iii)  Other organizations and States involved in international forums are not committed to Aarhus principles  Italy 
(iv) Lack of institutionalized system for involving public in preparation of government positions for international 

forums  
Hungary 

(v) Guidelines include manifold international details presenting complex challenges  Austria 
 


