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Dear Ms. Ivanovic,  

 

I am writing to you on behalf of the Implementation Committee under the Convention on Environmental 

Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context (Espoo, 1991) and its Protocol on Strategic Environmental 

Assessment (Kyiv, 2003). 

 

At its thirty-second session, held in Geneva from 9 to 11 December 2014, the Committee considered the 

information it had gathered further to the information provided by Bankwatch Romania Association concerning 

the planned construction of a lignite power plant in North-East Serbia, by the River Danube, close to the border 

with Romania. The Committee reviewed the response provided on 14 November 2014 by Serbia to the 

Committee’s questions, as well as the further information and clarifications by Bankwatch Romania Association 

on 21 November 2014.  

 

The Committee agreed that the existing lignite power plant is an activity included in the appendix I (para. 

2) of the Convention. The Committee also agreed that the magnitude of the planned activity by itself, i.e. the 

extension of the lignite power plant, was such that it constituted a major change under article 1 paragraph (v) and 

thus would be subject to the provisions of the Convention. Therefore, the Committee recalled that notification 

was necessary unless a significant adverse transboundary impact could be excluded (decision IV/2, annex I, para. 

54). 

 

Following the discussions at the Committee, Serbia is invited to address the following: 

 

a) Could Serbia exclude a significant adverse transboundary impact of the proposed activity? Could 

Serbia provide information about the exact distance of the planned activity from the Romanian border? 

 

b) In its letter of 14 November 2014, Serbia stated that “the planned project envisages construction 

of block B3 350 MW power plant <…> in accordance with the Spatial Plan of the Republic of Serbia and 

Energy Development Strategy of the Republic of Serbia by 2025, with projections by 2030 on the 

environment, which was <…> submitted for opinion to <…> neighboring countries”; could Serbia 

clarify; 

 
i. Whether a domestic SEA procedure according to the Protocol on SEA had been carried out?; 

ii. Whether and which Parties had been notified according to the Protocol?; and 

iii. Whether the location of the activity at issue had been determined within the framework of that 

procedure?; 

…/… 
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c) What were the steps (and their timeframes) for the purposes of implementing Serbia’s statement 

that “the authority competent for implementing the environmental impact assessment procedure will act 

in accordance with the provisions of the Espoo Convention” (Serbia’s letter of 14 November 2014); 

 

d) The Committee recalls its prior opinion that while the Parties are free to decide which of the 

multitude of decisions required within their regulatory framework should be considered final for the 

purpose of the Convention, their discretion in this respect is limited to those decisions that in real terms 

set the environmental conditions for implementing the activity (ECE/MP.EIA/10, decision IV/2, annex I, 

para. 61); taking that into account, what constitutes the final decision in the meaning of article 6 of the 

Convention permitting the initiation of the planned activity? 

 

e) Please inform the Committee about the Administrative court decision (mentioned in Serbia’s 

letter of 14 November 2014). 

 

You are kindly requested to provide the information to the secretariat in English by no later than 2 March 

2015, for the Committee to consider at its next session. 

 

 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 
Felix Zaharia 

Chair, Implementation Committee, 

Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment 

in a Transboundary Context 

Protocol on Strategic Environmental Assessment 

 

 


