COMMUNICATION ON THE FAILURE OF SPAIN TO COMPLY WITH
ARTICLE 6 (10) OF THE AARHUS CONVENTION REGARDING THE
UPDATE OF INTEGRATED ENVIRONMENTAL PERMITS AS ESTABLISHED
IN 1°" TRANSITIONAL PROVISION OF LAW 16/2002, OF 1°" OF JULY ON
INTEGRATED PREVENTION AND POLLUTION CONTROL

I. Information on correspondent submitting the
communication

Full name of submitting organization or personligstituto Internacional de Derecho
y Medio Ambiente ( IDMA)

Permanent address: Calle Campoamor 13, 1° 1zd@4280adrid-Spain
Address for correspondence on this matter, if ceffie from permanent address:
Telephone: +34 91 3086846 Fax:

E-mail: idma@iidma.orgor gopal.shilpakar@iidma.org

If the communication is submitted by an organizatigive the following information
for the contact person authorized to represendthanization in connection with this
communiation:

Name: Ana M2 Barreira LOpena.barreira@iidma.org

Title/Position: Director

II. Party concerned

Name of the State Party concerned by the commumicaSpain ( Kingdom of
Spain)

III. Facts of the communication

Directive 2010/75/EU of the European Parliament afdthe Council of 24
November 2010 on industrial emissions (integratatlpon prevention and control)
repealed and replaced a series of Directives inujudDirective 2008/1/EC on
integrated pollution, prevention and control (IPPThis Directive was transposed
into Spanish national Law by an amendment to thstiag Law 16/2002 of % of



July, on Integrated Prevention and Pollution Cdntrvoduced through Law 5/2013
of 11" of Juné. In addition, Royal Decree 815/2013, of 18 Octoffed 815/2013)

also transposed into Spanish Law the IED develomnd implementing Law
16/2002 (IPPC Law).

The objective of these instruments, is to lay dowres designed to prevent or,
where that is not practicable, to reduce emissions air, water and land and to
prevent the generation of waste in order to achi@vegh level of protection of the
environment taken as a whbl@Article 1 of IPPC Law) setting out the so-called
“integrated approach” to prevent negative impactslb environmental media due to
a certain industrial activity through the condisoastablished in the permits granted
by public authorities. These permits, which in @pare known as “integrated
environmental permits” are regulated in Title IfIIBPC Law and Chapter Il of RD
815/2013, and apply to activities listed in Annexf both legal instruments. Most of
the industrial activities listed in those Annexes aoincident with those listed in
Annex | of the Aarhus Convention.

The IPPC Law not only covers the procedure to lor obtaining a permit and the
substantive elements that a permit needs to cqraaththe operator of an existing or
new installation needs to comply with but also juleg for specific permit
procedures such as changes to the installatiorirenteconsideration and update of
permit conditions by the competent authoritiespativided by Title 11l on the “legal
regime of the integrated environmental pernits”

! It must be noted that the IED provided a deadiimeMlember States to transpose this Directive into
their legal system until 7 January 2013. HoweveRi transposed the IED on 11 June 2013 through
Law 5/2013 which was published in the Spanish @Gffidournal (BOE) on 12 June and it entered into
force the day after its publication 13 June 2013.

% This Title contains the following provisions:

CHAPTER I.- Purpose and implementation

Article 9. Plants subject to integrated environraépermits

Artcle 10. Changes in the plant

Article 11. Purpose of the integrated environmep&init

CHAPTER II.- Application and granting of the integr ated environmental permit

Article 12. Content of the application

Article 13. Submittance of the application

Article 14. Procedure

Article 15. Planning Report of the City Council

Article 16. Public information

Article 17. Reports

Article 18. City council report

Article 19. River Basin Authority report

Article 20. Motion for resolution and hearing

Article 21. Resolution

Article 22. Content of the integrated environmepiimit

Article 22 bis. Plant closure

Article 23. Natification and publishing procedure

Article 24. Appeal

Article 25. Integrated environmental permit review

Article 26. Activities with cross-EU or transboumgaffects

CHAPTER lll.-Coordination with other environmental intervention mechanisms

Article 27. Coordination with the environmental iagt assessment procedure



Law 5/2013 of 11 of June amending the IPPC Law introduced a spepifivision
on the updating of existing permits for those fdes which were functioning and
authorized before 13 June 2013 or those facilthas had applied for the necessary
authorizations and that started its operation teef® June 20£4 That provision is
contained in the®i Transitional Provision of IPPC Law which regulaties updating
of existing permits. In fact, that transitional pigion transposed Article 82 (1) of the
IED which provides for the following transitionatteedule:

1. In relation to installations carrying out aciiies referred to in Annex I,
point 1.1 for activities with a total rated thermahput exceeding 50 MW,
points 1.2 and 1.3, point 1.4(a), points 2.1 to 2p@ints 3.1 to 3.5, points 4.1
to 4.6 for activities concerning production by chesh processing, points 5.1
and 5.2 for activities covered by Directive 2008/ point 5.3 (a)(i) and (ii),

point 5.4, point 6.1(a) and (b), points 6.2 and, §®int 6.4(a), point 6.4(b) for
activities covered by Directive 2008/1/EC, poirt(6) and points 6.5 to 6.9 which
are in operation and hold a permit before 7 Janu2613 or the operators of
which have submitted a complete application for eanpt before that date,
provided that those installations are put into cgtésn no later than 7 January
2014, Member States shall apply the laws, regubati@and administrative
provisions adopted in accordance with Article 80fbm 7 January 2014 with the
exception of Chapter Ill and Annex V.

The First Transitional Provision of the Spanish@PRaw provides:

1. “The competent authority to grant integrated enwingental permits shall
perform the necessary actions to ensure gemits are updatecccording
to the requirements provided by Directive 2010/Tb/Bf the European
Parliament and of the Council, of 24 November 20d® Industrial
Emissionsbefore January ' 2014.

Thereafter, reviews shall be carried out as estfdd in articles 25.2 and
25.3 of this Law. Combustion plants under the alseanentioned flexibility
mechanisms shall incorporate the requirements timosehanisms stipulate.

2. According to paragraph 1, permits shall be consatkupdated when they
contain specific prescriptions on:
a. Incidents and accidents, especially regarding thbeligations
operators have of communicating them to the compeigthority and
of implementing measures, even complementary otgeslimit

Article 28. Coordination with the regime applieddassified activities

% Article 3 (4) of the Spanish Law 16/1992 estaldistthe definition on “existing facilities” as
explained.

* To understand why this date it is necessary talrétat



environmental consequences and avoid other possibldents and
accidents,
b. The failure to comply with permit conditions,
c. In case of waste generation, the implementationtled waste
hierarchy as established in article 4.1.b),
d. When necessary, the report mentioned in articld.1)2.which must
be taken into consideration in the event of pldosure,
e. The measures which will be applied in the eventawdmalous
functioning conditions,
f. When necessary, the monitoring requirements forl sand
groundwater,
g. Inthe case of an incineration or co-incineratiolat:
I. Waste treated by the plant, when listed in the Beam Waste
List
ii. The emission limit values regulated for these tyjfggants.

These permits shall be published in the Officiaz&te of the concerning
Autonomous Community, mentioning its adaptatioDitective 2010/75/EU

The public has the right to access the updated pemmcording to Law
27/20086, of July 18

3. The permits that, after the entry into force of thiLaw do not include the
requirements listed above, must be updated befaaukry 7" 2014. The
competent authority shall require the operator toope compliance with the
above mentioned requirements, in order to update fgermit. After this, the
updated permit shall be published in the Officiala@ette of the concerning
Autonomous Community

4. Every plant that has updated its permit accordiogtie above mentioned
requirements, must have an inspection plan, asigeovby Regulation(the
emphasis is ours)

The preamble of Law 5/2013 states in regards te ttansitional provision the
following:

“To guarantee the adequate transposition of Direet2010/75/EU, of 24 November,
on Industrial Emissions, an update procedure fornpts already granted is
established as a transitional provision; throughist procedure the competent
authority shall check ex oficio through a brief pedlure the adequacy of the permits
with the new Directive. The dealine to update teemts is 7 January 2014. After
the update of the existing permits, these shallrddgewed following the new
conditions for its review as incorporated by thes\’



This transitional provision denied any possibifity the concerned public as defined
by Article 2 (5) of the Aarhus Convention, in padiar non-governmental

organizations, to participate in the update of ékesting permits carried out when
they did not contain prescriptions on:

a) Incidents and accidents especially regarding the obligations operatonsehaf
communicating them to the competent authority ainginplementing measures,
even complementary ones, to limit environmentalsegiences and avoid other
possible incidents and accidents. In fact, thisgniption or condition that must
be included in the permit derives from obligatioontained in Article 7 on
incidents and accidents of the IED which provides:

Without prejudice to Directive 2004/35/EC of ther@pean Parliament
and of the Council of 21 April 2004 on environméntability with
regard to the prevention and remedying of enviromaledamage), in
the event of any incident or accident significanthffecting the
environment, Member States shall take the necessaagures to ensure

that:

(@) the operator informs the competent authority
immediately;

(b) the operator immediately takes the measurdsiib the

environmental consequences and to prevent further
possible incidents or accidents;

(c) the competent authority requires the operatotake any
appropriate complementary measures that the compete
authority considers necessary to limit the envirental
consequences and to prevent further possible intsder
accidents.

b) The failure to comply with permit conditions,

c) In case of waste generation, thmeplementation of the waste hierarchyas
established in article 4.1.b). This article prowdiat hierarchy: prevention,
preparation for reuse, recycling and any other tgpevalorization, including
energy valorization.

d) When necessary, the report mentioned in articlé.f)2which must be taken into
consideration in the event of plant closure. Thigle 12.1.f) requires haseline
report before starting an activity and before the updite permit when an
activity implies the use, production and emissibharzardous substances, taking
into consideration the possibility giroundwater and soil pollution in the site
of the facility’. In fact, this report must contain the necessafgrination to

® This obligation in article 12.1.f) of the IPPC Lamansposes the requirements in article 22 (2hef t
IED. Article 22 of the IED provides the following fosite closure

1. Without prejudice to Directive 2000/60/EC, &itive 2004/35/EC, Directive 2006/118/EC of the
European Parliament and of the Council of 12 Decem®006 on the protection of groundwater



determine the state of groundwater and soil to naatfeantified comparison with
the state upon definitive cessation of activitigicle 14 of the IED provides the
conditions a permit must include. Among those comis, its paragraph (1) (b)
requires that a permit includes “appropriate regagnts ensuring protection of
the soil and groundwater and measures concernigg rttonitoring and
management of waste generated by the installation”.

e) The measures which will be applied in the event of anoahous functioning
conditions. This condition derives from Article 14(1) (f) whiglkequires permits
to include “measures relating to conditions othbant normal operating
conditions such as start-up and shut-down opemtid@aks, malfunctions,
momentary stoppages and definitive cessation afatipas”.

against pollution and deterioratiori’j and to relevant Union law on soil protection, tbempetent
authority shall set permit conditions to ensure pbance with paragraphs 3 and 4 of this Article
upon definitive cessation of activities.

2. Where the activity involves the use, productio release of relevant hazardous substances and
having regard to the possibility of soil and growater contamination at the site of the installation
the operator shall prepare and submit to the competuthority a baseline report before starting
operation of an installation or before a permit fan installation is updated for the first time afte
7 January 2013.

The baseline report shall contain the informatioacessary to determine the state of soil and
groundwater contamination so as to make a quadtifiemparison with the state upon definitive
cessation of activities provided for under paradrap

The baseline report shall contain at least thedwihg information:

(a) information on the present use and, where atddl, on past uses of the site;

(b) where available, existing information on soil amdgndwater measurements that reflect the ¢
at the time the report is drawn up or, alternatiyehewsoil and groundwater measureme
having regard to the possibility of soil and growater contamination by those hazard
substances to be used, produced or released lipgtedlation concerned.

Where information produced pursuant to other nadloor Union law fulfils the requirements of this
paragraph that information may be included in, ttaghed to, the submitted baseline report.

The Commission shall establish guidance on theecwrmtf the baseline report.

3. Upon definitive cessation of the activitiebe toperator shall assess the state of soil and
groundwater contamination by relevant hazardousstutces used, produced or released by the
installation. Where the installation has causech#igant pollution of soil or groundwater by relava
hazardous substances compared to the state estadlin the baseline report referred to in
paragraph 2, the operator shall take the necessaeasures to address that pollution so as to return
the site to that state. For that purpose, the técdinfeasibility of such measures may be taken into
account.

Without prejudice to the first subparagraph, upafiditive cessation of the activities, and where th
contamination of soil and groundwater at the sitesgs a significant risk to human health or the
environment as a result of the permitted activitagied out by the operator before the permit thoe
installation is updated for the first time afted@nuary 2013 and taking into account the conditiohs
the site of the installation established in accarda with Article 12(1)(d), the operator shall tatke
necessary actions aimed at the removal, controhtaioment or reduction of relevant hazardous
substances, so that the site, taking into accdsrdurrent or approved future use, ceases to posk s

a risk.

4. Where the operator is not required to preparbaseline report referred to in paragraph 2, the
operator shall, upon definitive cessation of theidiies, take the necessary actions aimed at the
removal, control, containment or reduction of relat hazardous substances, so that the site, taking
into account its current or approved future usegsEs to pose any significant risk to human health o
the environment due to the contamination of soil gmoundwater as a result of the permitted
activities and taking into account the conditionk the site of the installation established in
accordance with Article 12(1)(d).



f) When necessary, thmonitoring requirements for soil and groundwater. This
condition derives from Article 14(1)(e) which remes permits to include
“appropriate requirements for the regular mainteeamnd surveillance of
measures taken to prevent emissions to soil andindgwater pursuant to
point (b) and appropriate requirements concernegpieriodic monitoring of soil
and groundwater in relation to relevant hazardadsstances likely to be found
on site and having regard to the possibility oflsand groundwater
contamination at the site of the installation”.

g) In the case of an incineration or co-incineratitanp

a. Waste treated by the plant, when listed in the pe@o Waste List
b. The emission limit values regulated for these tygigdants.

It is clear that the implications and dimensionshaise conditions to be included in a
permit by this expeditious update [such as thof&nag to incidents and accidents,
or the consequences of the failure to comply wehpts conditions or the baseline
report on groundwater and soil pollution, or theasees to apply in case of
anomalous functioning, or the monitoring requiretadar soil and groundwater] are
conditions which require the participation of fhblic concerned in the sense of the
Aarhus Convention and not only the operator offwlity. However, the Spanish
Law automatically excluded public participation &l these updates.

The subject matter of this communication relates tchow the provisions of the
Aarhus Convention regarding public participation have been reflected for the
update of the existing permit regulated in the T Transitional Provision of the
Spanish IPPC Law, for those activities listed in Anex | of both IPPC Law and
RD 815/2013, in relation to Annex | of the Aarhus @Gnvention.

While the reviewing of permits, as regulated incées 16 and 25 of IPPC Law and
article 16.4 of RD 815/2013 do include a publictiggvation procedure reflecting the
obligation of submitting the information to the pigb prior to its approval by the
competent authority; it is clear that the updatifighese permits as regulated # 1
Transitional Provision of IPPC Law, does not requipublic participation
whatsoever. In fact, according to its paragrapth@,public will have access to the
permit, once is it already updated and availabletlon Official Gazette of the
concerning Autonomous Community.

This lack of public participation is contrary tetJEU ruling regarding the need for
public participation in EU Law, and therefore, fbe national transposing law, to be
aligned to rules on public participation of the Aas Convention. In its judgment of
15 January 2013 in case C- 416/10 known as KribenCourt stated:



“77. Those rules on public participation must be integied in the light of, and

having regard to, the provisions of the Aarhus Cantion, with which as follows

from recital 5 in the preamble to Directive 2003/88hich amended in part Directive
96/61, European Union Law should be “properly aligned{Case C-115/09 Bund
fur Umwelt und Naturschutz Deutschland, Landesvadb&lordrhein-Westfalen
[2011] ECR I- 3673, paragraph 41). However, Arti@é) of that convention states
that the public concerned must be able to havesacteall the information relevant
to the decision-making relating to the authorizatmf activities referred to in Annex
| to that convention, including in particular lankiifsites receiving more than 10
tonnes of waste per day or with a total capacityeexding 25 000 tonnes of waste”

In spite of this, it is clear thaf'ITransitional Provision of IPPC Law is not properly
aligned with the provisions on public participatiaf the Aarhus Convention,
specifically with article 6(10), due to the lack @dblic participation in the case of
updating existing permits.

The consequence of that lack of public participatiothe update of existing permits
in Spain has been that there have been massivet pgrdate procedures, in order to
comply with the due-date of thé TP but without public participation. For example,
in Galicia, in December 2013, the competent authoconcluded that it was
necessary to update 229 permits and they Weddressed globally, in order to
comply with the due-date provided by tfi€Ttansitional Provisiofy.

As a result of thispermits have been updated without public participaton in
spite of the nature, implications and significancef the operating conditions to
be updated and included in the existing permits In order to be updated
accordingly, each plant would have to endure aiBpeand detailed procedure
which would have to include the obligation of pabparticipation. However, the
procedures were expeditious without any opporturidly public to express its
concerns.

IV. Nature of alleged non — compliance

As explained, this communication relates to a wrogftection of the provisions of
the Aarhus Convention related to public participaitin the ¥ Transitional Provision
of Law 16/2002, of T of July, on Integrated Prevention and Pollutiom@al. As
explained, this Provision has allowed the updathghe operating conditions of
existing facilities blocking public participation all cases.

®  http://www.europapress.es/galicia/noticia-actualasautorizaciones-ambientales-229-industrias-

galicia-ellas-ence-elnosa-20131231132042.html




V. Provisions of the Convention relevant for the
communication

Article 6(1) point (a) of the Aarhus Convention yides that Each Party shall
apply the provisions of this article with respect to dsicinson whether to permit
proposed activities listed in annex‘l(the emphasis is ours).

Secondly Article 6 (10) of the Aarhus Convention\pdes:

Each Party shall ensure that, when a public auttyoreconsiders or updates the
operating conditions for an activitythe emphasis is ours) referred to in paragraph
1, the provisions of paragraph 2 to 9 of this ddiare applied mutatis mutandis, and
where appropriate

Paragraph 1 refers to activities listed in Annext the Aarhus Convention, which are
-in almost identical form- covered by the Annexfltbe IPPC Law and of RD
815/2013.

The provisions on public participation of the Aasl@onvention therefore:

a) Set theobligation for public participation to take place in the caske
reviewing or updating the operating conditions nfaztivity. The Kingdom
of Spain has breached this obligation, as it hasrefionally denied any
possibility for public participation when updatiog a permit (as provided in
1* Transitional Provision of the IPPC Law)

b) Provide that public participation is to be ensupetbr to the taking of a
decision by the competent authority. Public actesbe updated permit, has
only been regulated and allowed once it has beproaed by the competent
authority and published in the Official Gazette ¢iie concerning
Autonomous Community. Therefore, the Kingdom of iBp&as also
breached article 6(2) of the Aarhus Convention Wwhitovides thatthe
public concerned shall be informed, [...] early in @amvironmental decision-
making procedure, and in an adequate, timely afetgfe manner”.

To ensure the correct interpretation of Article 6tlee Aarhus Convention, the
definition of “public concerned” provided in artecR(5) must be taken into account:

“the public concerned means the public affectedikaly to be affected by, or having
an interest in, the environmental decision-makiog;the purposes of this definition,
non-governmental organizations promoting environmtah protection and meeting
any requirements under national law shall be deentechave an interest

Regarding Spain, information and participation prémd during the expeditious
update procedure have been exclusively providéde@perator.

Furthermore, the Aarhus Convention Compliance Cdtemhas already interpreted
the provisions of Article 6(10) in two cases: ArmenACC/C/2009/43,



ECE/MP.PP/2011/11/Add. 1, April 2011 para.58 andv&kia ACCC/C/2009/41,
ECE/MP.PP/2011/Add.3, 12 May 2011 paras. 53, B5arkd 57. In particular, the
Slovakia case provides information which is of grealevance for the present
communication:

“55.(...) Thus, in accordance with article 6, paragta 10, of the Convention, the
Party concerned was obliged to ensure that the iprons of article 6, paragraphs 2
to 9, were applied “mutatis mutandis, and where rappiate”. In this context, the

Committee wishes to stress that, although eachyPargiven some discretion in
these cases to determine where public participai®nappropriate, the clause
“mutatis mutandis, and where appropriate” does moply complete discretion for
the Party concerned to determine whether or netds appropriate to provide for
public participation.

56. The Committee considers that the clause “whagpropriate” introduces an
objective criterion to be seen in the context oé tpoals of the Convention,
recognizing that “access to information and pulpirticipation in decision-making
enhance the quality and the implementation of dmtss contribute to public
awareness of environmental issues, give the pubBcopportunity to express its
concerns and enable public authorities to take doeount of such concerns” and
aiming to “further the accountability of and trarem@ncy in decision-making and to
strengthen public support for decisions on the mment”. Thus, the clause does
not preclude a review by the Committee on whetineabove objective criteria were
met and whether the Party concerned should haveefibre provided for public
participation in the present case”.

However,the 1st Transitional Provision of the Spanish IPPCLaw granted a
complete discretion denying any possibility for pubc participation in the
expeditious update of operating conditions

The Aarhus Convention Compliance Committee hasadirestated that although
each Party is given some discretion to determinerglpublic participation is

appropriate, it does not imply a complete discrefmr all cases as the IED provides.
In addition, although the clause “where approptiet@n objective criterion, this has
to be seen in the context of the goals of the Cotime. However, the lack of public

participation in the update of permits under theesgprovided in the 1st Transitional
Provision of the Spanish IPPC shows that the goélthe Convention are not

achieved when they are triggered.

These findings have also been reported in the skedalition of the Aarhus
Implementation Guide highlighting that Article 6 “can apply, for exatep to

spatial planning decisions, [...] operating permitg;luding secondary decisions
such as those relating to safety and emissionser@tkamples include permits for
water or other natural resource use, as well asiperfor discharges of pollutants
into the water, air or soil.” Further the findinggyhlight that “the requirements of

" The Aarhus Convention Implementation Guide, seaatition 2013



article 6 apply to all decisions to permit actiegi within the scope of article 6,
whether or not a formal licensing or permitting gedure has been established. (the
emphasis is ours)“ The implementing guide also makes clear that the fhlic
participation is to be guaranteed in all cases wherthe public authority
reconsiders or updates operating conditions for artle 6 activities (i.e. Spanish
IPPC Law Annex 1 activitie®)

The Aarhus Compliance Committee has made cleaittiate 6(10) is to be applied
for all administrative procedures relating to thecansideration of operation
conditions for IED activities: The administrative procedures relating to the
reconsideration of operating conditions for a covexd activity require the
application of full public participation procedures under article 6%

VI. Use of domestic remedies or other international
procedures

No domestic procedures have been invoked giventtieaf' Transitional Provision
to the Spanish IPPC Law was introduce by the amentdaw 5/2013 of 1% of
June. The Spanish Law on the Administrative Jadi€eview Procedure only
allows challenging before an Administrative Couwttranistrative acts and omissions
and regulations and normative acts not having #m& of Law (Article 25 of Law
29/1998, of 18 of July, regulating the Administrative Judicial v Procedure).
Laws as the one introducing th& Transitional Provision can only be challenged
before the Spanish Constitutional Court when thentravene the Spanish
Constitution and can be only challenged by the BpaRresident, the Spanish
Ombudsman, 50 Members of the Spanish ParliamenMé&fbers of the Spanish
Senate, the college of the Executive Power of Aooous Communities and the
Parliaments of the Autonomous Communities (Articldsl and 162 of the 1978
Spanish Constitution). Therefore, there are no dimeemedies available.

No international remedy has been used with thephareof this communication.

VII. Confidentiality

No confidentiality is requested for this communicat

8 See page 122

° See page 124

19 See page 163 and following of the second editich@Implementation Guide to the Aarhus
Convention



VIII. Supporting documentation (copies, not originals)

IX.

Text of Directive 2010/75/EU of the European Pankgt and of the Council
of 24 November 2010 on industrial emissions.

Text of the Law 16/2002, ofWJuly on Integrated Pollution Prevention and
Control

Text of the Law 5/2013, of Iof June, amending the IPPC Law
Consolidated version of the Law 16/2002, 8fJuly, including Law 5/2013
ammendments

Royal Decree 815/2013, of #®f October, which approves the Industrial
Emissions Regulation and develops Law 16/2002

CJEU Judgement on case C-416/10, Krizan case

Aarhus Convention Compliance Committee Slovaki@ cas
ACCC/C/2009/431

Text of the above-mentioned press release, regatbdenmassive update
permit process of 229 industries in Galicia.

Signature
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Ana Barreira

X.

Address

Please send the communication by email AND by registered post to the following
address:

Clearly indicate: “Communication to the Aarhus Convention’s Compliance Committee”

Secretary to the Aarhus Convention
United Nations Economic Commission for Europe
Environment and Human Settlement Division
Room 332, Palais des Nations
CH-1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland
Phone: +41 22 917 2384
Fax: +41 22 917 0634
E-mail: public.participation@unece.org




