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RESULTS OF THE SURVEY FOR PARTIES AND STAKEHOLDERS IN 

PREPARATION FOR THE THEMATIC SESSION ON PROMOTING THE 

APPLICATION OF THE PRINCIPLES OF THE CONVENTION IN 

INTERNATIONAL FORUMS
1
 

 

BACKGROUND 

 

A survey was carried out prior to the twentieth meeting of the Working Group of the Parties. The survey 

intended to assist Parties to report to the Working Group on their progress in promoting the principles of 

the Aarhus Convention in relation to: (a) in processes, policies and projects of international financial 

institutions and (b) to present innovative tools that enhance access to information and/ or public 

participation in international forums with a focus on international financial institutions and on climate 

change-related decision-making. Each Party was invited to complete an online questionnaire by 2 June 

2016.  

In addition to the survey for Parties, stakeholder were invited to report about innovative tools they have 

used and/or are aware of to improve access to information and public participation in international 

forums. 

The survey was made available online via an online survey platform to promote the use of electronic 

information tool. Nevertheless, a few Parties responded to the survey by filling in the word file as it 

seemed to be easier to coordinate responses with colleagues. 

 

SURVEY OVERVIEW 

The following 13 out of 47 Parties to the Convention (27.6% of total number of Parties) responded to the 

survey: Armenia, Austria, Belgium, Estonia, Georgia, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, 

Romania, Slovakia, Sweden and Switzerland. Three additional Parties logged on to the online survey but 
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did not reply to the questions. In addition, not all Parties completed the entire survey. Some responded to 

certain sections only (e.g. questions on UNFCCC or IFIs respectively). 

 

 

PART A. - INTERNATIONAL FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS  

 

1. International financial institutions (IFIs) Aarhus Convention Parties are a member 

 

Ten Parties responded to this question (Armenia, Austria, Estonia, Georgia, Lithuania, Netherlands, 

Romania, Slovakia, Sweden and Switzerland). Multiple answers were possible.  

 

 
 

Four Parties reported that they are members to other IFIs. These are: 

- Council of Europe Development Bank (CEB) (3 Parties)  

- Green Climate Fund (GCF) 

- International Bank for Economic Co-operation (IBEC)  

- International Investment Bank (IIB)  

- International Monetary Fund (IMF) (2 Parties) 

- Nordic Investment Bank (NIB) (2 Parties) 

- Nordic Environment Finance Corporation (NEFCO) 

 

 

2. Specific steps Aarhus Convention Parties have taken in the last two years, either 

individually or collectively with other governments, to promote the principles of the 

Convention in these IFIs with respect to the following: 

0 2 4 6 8 10 12

African Development Bank (AfDB)

Asian Development Bank (ADB)

Asian Infrastructure Investment Bank (AIIB)

Development Bank of Latin America (CAF)

European Bank for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD)

European Investment Bank (EIB)

Inter-American Development Bank Group (IDB, IADB)

International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD)

Islamic Development Bank (IsDB)

World Bank
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(i) The IFIs’ meetings and bodies 

 

Four Parties responded to this question providing the following information: 

 

AUSTRIA  Austria generally demands full transparency on environmental and climate-change 

related data in the Boards and official meetings of IFIs. 

 

GEORGIA  Considering the types of the meetings, most of the IFIs mentioned above are inviting 

NGOs and civil society representatives to take part in the meetings. No additional 

steps have been taken by the Government on this direction in the last two years. 

Hereby, it should be mentioned that, Promoting the application of the principles of the 

Aarhus Convention in international forums (Almaty Guidelines) was disseminated by 

the Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources Protection of Georgia (MENRP) 

electronically to all International Organizations and relevant stakeholders throughout 

Georgia. Moreover, the Almaty Guidelines has been translated in Georgian language 

and the document in two languages are placed on the official web-sites of the Legal 

Entity of Public Law Environmental Information and Education Centre 

(www.eiec.gov.ge/) under the MENRP to facilitate their accessibility by all interested 

stakeholders. 

 

LITHUANIA Once the discussions on EBRD’s reengagement in Belarus started in early 2016, 

Lithuania emphasized the importance of Belarus’ compliance to safeguards and 

conditionalities in the areas of nuclear safety and environmental protection, including 

to the Aarhus Convention. 

 

SWEDEN In board meetings and related dialogue in IFI’s, consistent pursuit of positions in 

support of increased openness. 

 

 

(ii) The IFIs’ official policies 

 

Again, four Parties reported on this question as follows: 

 

AUSTRIA  Austria generally demands full transparency on environmental and climate-change 

related data in the Boards and official meetings of IFIs. 

 

ESTONIA In EIB there is a Transparency Policy in place that directly addresses the Aarhus 

Convention. 

 

GEORGIA  In general, consultations with the public, among other stakeholders, especially with 

people affected by development activities – is one of the components of policies and 

strategies of mentioned above IFIs. Thus, some specific steps have not been taken on 

this direction in the last two years. Despites, when filling up questionnaires/evaluation 

papers of respective IFIs, promotion of  public participation in and transparency  of 

their activities is always mentioned by the MENRP. 
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SWEDEN As prospective founding members to the AIIB (though not yet formal members), 

Sweden has been pushing for transparency and public access to information about 

projects and also the interaction of project-affected people, including the requirement of 

the Bank to acquire the free, prior and informed consent of indigenous people. In 

ongoing review of World Bank environmental and social safeguards, consistent pursuit 

of positions in support of increased openness and adequate avenues for consultation. 

Related policies on openness and disclosure where Sweden has pursued a position of 

increased openness in the IFIs in the last two years:  

- EBRD 2014 reform of the public information policy,  

- EIB 2015 reform of the transparency policy, and  

- NIB 2015 reform of the public information policy.  

Prior to that Sweden has:  

- supported increase in openness, including through insertion of presumption of 

disclosure principle, in the adoption of access to information policies in the 

World Bank in 2009 and the African Development Bank in 2012 and  

- pursued increased openness in revision in 2012 of World Bank access to 

information policy. 

 

 

(iii) The IFIs’ projects, including where relevant, any projects to be carried out in the  

respective country 

 

Two Parties of ten provided information on this questions. 

  

AUSTRIA  Austria generally demands full transparency on environmental and climate-change 

related data in the Boards and official meetings of IFIs. 

 

GEORGIA  In general, IFIs’ projects have awareness raising components that support the public be 

informed accordingly about the projects. In the meetings carried out under these 

projects the public, especially local population are always invited.   

 

 

(iv) The IFIs’ compliance review mechanism 

 

Only Austria responded to this question. 

 

AUSTRIA  Austria generally demands full transparency on environmental and climate-change 

related data in the Boards and official meetings of IFIs. 

 

3. Concrete possibilities Aarhus Convention Parties foresee for their respective government to 

promote the principles of the Convention, either individually or collectively with other 

governments, in the above respects in IFIs in the coming two years 

 

Six Parties responded to this question by proposing the following activities to promote the principles of 

the Convention in the mentioned IFIs: 
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AUSTRIA  Austria will continue to demand full transparency on environmental and climate-

change related data in the Boards and official meetings of IFIs, in the general 

policy discussion and in specific projects if needed. 

 

GEORGIA The projects, funded by the partner donor organizations, would cover public 

awareness and/or participation activities. The performance transparency is going 

to be enhanced by continuing measures such as public participation in decision-

making process, discussions, mid-term and final results, etc. 

 

LITHUANIA Lithuania will continue monitoring IFIs’ projects/activities in certain countries 

with regards to their adherence to international standards, especially if there is 

potential negative transboundary impact. 

 

NETHERLANDS UNEP finalized a study on the threats to the international financial system 

stemming from ecological vulnerabilities, especially climate change. In the 

Netherlands, the ministry of Infrastructure and Environment initiated a dialogue 

with Dutch financial institutions, so that the results could feed into the UNEP 

study from a Dutch perspective. As a result of this, the Dutch Central Bank 

(DNB) decided that this topic would fall under its mandate. After this, DNB 

initiated a platform for a debate between government and financial institutions for 

the development and implementation of an adequate answer to the ecological 

threats to the stability of the financial system.  

 

This platform should result in: 

- Behavioral change of organizations and their personnel 

- Increasing the scope of disclosure-rules to incur greater transparency with 

regard to green investment and a transition towards a carbon-neutral 

economy 

- Reducing stranded-assets (who lose their value as a result of restrictions 

on CO2 emissions) 

 

ROMANIA In the last two years, concrete measures have not been undertaken to promote the 

principles of Aarhus Convention in the IFIs above mentioned.   

 

SWEDEN The most important process with immediate relevance for the Convention is the 

ongoing review of World Bank environmental and social safeguards. The review 

is expected to be completed in 2016. Sweden will continue to pursue positions in 

support of increased openness and adequate avenues for consultation, as stated in 

2. (ii) above. 

 

 

 

PART B. CLIMATE CHANGE RELATED DECISION-MAKING 

 

4. Promoting the Convention’s principles in the preparatory processes for the 21
st
 Conference 

of the Parties to the UNFCCC (COP-21) (Paris, 30 November–11 December 2015) as well as 

during the conference. 
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a. General information regarding the promotion of the Convention’s principles 

All 13 Parties that have responded to this survey reported that they have been promoting the Convention’s 

principles in the process leading and/or during the UNFCCC COP21. Of these Parties, three (Georgia, 

Slovakia, Sweden) promoted the principles during the preparatory phase only, one Party (Estonia) 

promoted the principles during the conference only and nine Parties (Armenia, Austria, Belgium, 

Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Romania, Switzerland) promoted the principles of the 

Convention in the preparatory processes as well as during the conference itself. 

 

  
During the preparatory phase of the 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC, five Parties 

provided information in relation to which documents they were promoting the Convention’s principles:  

AUSTRIA Overview schedule, annotated draft agendas 

 

GEORGIA 

 

Intended National Determined Contribution of Georgia 

SLOVAKIA 

 
Official material was published on Government web page stating the purpose 

of the Slovak delegation and expected outcomes of the 21st Conference of the 

Parties to the UNFCCC (Paris, 30 November – 11 December 2015). 

 

LATVIA 

 

- United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change   

Kyoto Protocol  

- Paris Agreement (at that point the available negotiating text and its key 

thematic elements – mitigation, adaptation, means of implementation and 

transparency)  

9 

1 

3 
Both, in the preparatory

process and during the

conference

During the conference

During the preparatory

processes
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LITHUANIA Paris Agreement and Decision 1/CP.21 with the work program for the 

implementation of the Paris Agreement 

 

Four Parties provided information on the type of documents they were used to promote the Convention’s 

principles during the 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC: 

AUSTRIA Overview schedule, annotated draft agendas 

 

ESTONIA Estonian Ministry of the Environment holds two relevant web pages to promote 

the UNFCCC and 21st Conference of the Parties principles:  

- Webpage of UNFCCC principles: http://www.envir.ee/et/uro-

kliimamuutuste-raamkonventsioon. Through this web page, public 

community can participate in decision making process.   

- Web page for 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC: 

http://www.envir.ee/et/eesmargid-tegevused/kliima/pariisi-

kliimakonverents-cop21  Estonian Fund for Nature holds a blog and web 

page to bring the information of the events and policy decisions related to 

21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC to citizens: 

http://www.hoiamaad.ee/kliimabuss/   

 

LATVIA United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change; Kyoto Protocol ; 

Paris Agreement (at that point the available negotiating text and its key 

thematic elements – mitigation, adaptation, means of implementation and 

transparency)   

 

LITHUANIA Paris Agreement and Decision 1/CP.21 with the work program for the 

implementation of the Paris Agreement 

 

b. Mechanisms for promoting the Convention’s principles in the preparatory processes for 

the 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC (Paris, 30 November–11 December 

2015) 

National coordination mechanisms 

Twelve Parties (Armenia, Austria, Belgium, Georgia, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Romania, 

Slovakia, Sweden, and Switzerland) responded that they had national coordination mechanisms already in 

use for the preparatory processes for the 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. Belgium 

elaborated on the level of stakeholder engagement in the UNFCCC preparation with the following 

additional information:  

BELGIUM Belgian stakeholders are regularly informed on the State of Play of climate 

policy. The Coordination Committee on International Environmental Policy (in 

which all competent federal and regional entities are represented) organizes 

several stakeholder meetings throughout the year, of which at least one is 

focused on the international climate negotiations (prior to the yearly COP). 

During these, stakeholders get more information on the state of play of the 

negotiations and can give their input to the Belgian position.  
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Furthermore, each year during the COP, a maximum of twenty stakeholders are 

included in the Belgian delegation to the UNFCCC. Stakeholders are also 

included in the Belgian delegation during other UNFCCC sessions throughout 

the year. During these sessions, the Belgian stakeholders are invited to attend 

the coordination meetings of the Belgian delegation. Moreover, Belgian experts 

are easily accessible for stakeholders, either by e-mail, phone or in direct 

contact. 

The experts are also regularly requested to make a presentation during 

meetings organized by stakeholders. 

Finally, representatives of various social groups (environmental organisations, 

organisation for development cooperation, consumers’, employees’ and 

employers’ bodies, youth organisations and the scientific world) are united in 

the Federal Council for Sustainable Development. This Council advises the 

Belgian federal government on issues related to sustainable development, 

including climate change policy. 
 

 

i. Intra-ministerial level 

Nine of these twelve Parties (Armenia, Austria, Georgia, Germany, Latvia, Netherlands, Slovakia, 

Sweden, and Switzerland) reported that coordination mechanisms exist in intra-ministerial level. The 

following countries provided additional information and details regarding intra-ministerial coordination:  

GEORGIA LEDS Coordination Committee performed a role of national climate platform 

where the key climate related issues, statements and proposals were considered. 

 

LATVIA Climate Change Department of the Ministry of Environmental Protection and 

Regional Development of the Republic of Latvia prepared the initial position of 

Latvia for the negotiations under the UNFCCC on the Paris Agreement; Climate 

Change Department also prepared the initial position for the negotiations of the 

EU’s Environment Council Conclusions for the UNFCCC Conference in Paris. 

 

SLOVAKIA The material itself was part of inter-ministerial and intra-ministerial consultation 

process. The material is available to the public on:  

http://www.rokovanie.sk/Rokovanie.aspx/BodRokovaniaDetail?idMaterial=2503

5    

 

SWITZERLAND The preparation for the multilateral climate negotiations were led by experts 

from the international affairs division within the ministry of the environment. In 

addition, experts from other specialized divisions (national climate division, 

forest division) or other federal offices (energy) within the Federal Department 

of the Environment, Transport, Energy and Communications supported the 

international experts. 

 

ii. Inter-ministerial level 

Seven Parties (Austria, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Slovakia, and Switzerland) reported that 

the principles of the Convention were promoted at inter-ministerial level in the preparatory processes for 
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the 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. In addition, the following information was provided 

by Parties:   

LATVIA The Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development 

coordinated the work on Latvia’s position for COP21 with other Ministries 

(Foreign Affairs, Economy, Agriculture, Transport and Finance). 

 

LITHUANIA 

 

Lithuanian representation positions at COP 21 were discussed with the National 

Climate Change Committee (established since 2001 in the first instance and 

periodically renewed (the latest in April 2014). The Committee consists of 

experts from academia, government and non-governmental organizations 

(NGOs) and has an advisory role. The main objective of the Committee is to 

advise on the development and implementation of the National climate change 

management policy. The Committee has also a role on promotion of the 

implementation of the provisions of the UNFCCC and coordinates compliance 

with the requirements of the Kyoto Protocol and the EU legal acts related to the 

UNFCCC. The Committee was also involved in the development of the 

Lithuanian position on the Paris Agreement and decisions related to the 

implementation of the Paris Agreement. 

 

NETHERLANDS Stakeholder meetings were organised to inform participants and get feedback. 

Stakeholders were local and regional authorities, private companies, NGOs, 

interested citizens. 

 

SLOVAKIA Before intra-ministerial consultation process the material was approved on the 

inter-ministerial level. This is internal process and no publication was made. 

 

SWITZERLAND Climate Change being a horizontal issue, different federal ministries were 

involved in supporting the Swiss delegation in the preparation of the negotiation. 

All year long a dedicated inter-departmental body met to that end, gathering 

experts from the environment, economic affairs, foreign affairs, development 

cooperation, agriculture, meteorology, etc. 

  

iii. Sub-national level 

Promotion of the Convention’s principles at subnational-level was observed in Austria, Netherlands, 

Switzerland, and Germany. Switzerland provided additional details:  

SWITZERLAND In the context of the preparation for the 21st COP stakeholders in the climate 

change negotiations such as NGOs, Universities and member of the Private 

sector have been regularly invited to briefings about the negotiation process and 

the challenges ahead. They have also been informed about the positions of the 

Swiss delegation in the negotiations (the political mandate given by the Federal 

Council to the Swiss delegation). 

 

 

Alternative measures for promoting the Convention’s principles in the preparation phase of 

the UNFCCC processes COP 21 
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Five Parties (Armenia, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania and Romania) reported on alternative measures to 

promote access to information and public participation in decision-making. Romania reported to have 

used alternative measures only. The other four Parties used alternative measures in addition to national 

coordination mechanisms.  

 

 

i. Intra-ministerial level 

Three of these five Parties (Armenia, Germany, Romania) used alternative measures to promote the 

Convention’s principles at intra-ministerial level. Romania provided additional details: 

 

ROMANIA The national authorities, especially Ministry of Environment as the coordinator 

of the issue, informed, on request, about the national position and the 

negotiations during the preparatory phases. The public was, also, informed 

during various Conferences and events that touched on the climate change 

issue. In the same time, information was available via various radio and TV 

programmes where the issue was approached.    

 

 

ii. Inter-ministerial level 

Again three Parties (Germany, Lithuania, and Romania) used alternative measures to promote the 

principles of the Convention at inter-ministerial level during the preparatory process of the UNFCCC 

COP21, two of them provided additional details: 

 

LITHUANIA 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In addition the Lithuanian position at COP21 was discussed in the conference 

about greening economy and how climate change mitigation solutions could 

contribute to the Lithuanian economy growth organized by the Parliament 

http://www.lzp.lt/naujienos/konferencija-zalioji-ekonomikos-reforma-kaip-

klimato-kaita-mazinantys-sprendimai-gali-prisideti-prie-lietuvos-ekonomikos-

augimo/ and other workshops.   

 

ROMANIA Most of the requests were redirected towards the Ministry of Environment as 

the main coordinator on the issue. Case by case, the national authorities 

coordinated to provide, on request, the best information available. 

 

 

iii. Sub-national level 

At sub-national level, Germany and Latvia used alternative measures to promote the principles of the 

Convention during the preparatory process of the UNFCCC COP21. 

 

LATVIA  Before the conference several meetings were organised with key non-

governmental stakeholders in Latvia. For example, Employers’ Confederation of 

Latvia (www.lddk.lv), Latvian Chamber of Commerce and Industry 

(www.chamber.lv). 
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c. Mechanisms for promoting the Convention’s principles during the 21st Conference of 

the Parties to the UNFCCC (Paris, 30 November–11 December 2015) 

National coordination mechanisms 

Ten out of thirteen Parties responded that national coordination mechanisms during the 21
st
 Conference of 

the Parties to the UNFCCC were used. Belgium elaborated on the level of stakeholder engagement in the 

UNFCCC preparation with the following additional information:  

BELGIUM The Belgian delegation has a long tradition of internal coordination: at COP21 

all delegation members (including stakeholders) participated each morning in 

the internal coordination meeting in order to evaluate progress being made and 

to discuss the Belgian position and the negotiation strategies. 

 
 

i. Intra-ministerial level 

Seven Parties (Armenia, Austria, Estonia, Germany, Latvia, Netherlands, and Switzerland) reported that 

coordination mechanisms existed at intra-ministerial level during the conference. The following countries 

provided additional information and details regarding intra-ministerial coordination:  

ESTONIA The relevant experts from intra-ministerial level participated at 21st 

Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC and were involved in the elaboration 

and agreement on the European Union common position for the 21st 

Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. 

 

LATVIA  Several experts from the Climate Change Department of the Ministry of 

Environmental Protection and Regional Development participated in the 

conference, followed the negotiations closely and helped the preparations of 

Latvia’s representatives at the EU coordination meetings. 

 

SWITZERLAND The preparation for the multilateral climate negotiations were led by experts 

from the international affairs division within the ministry of the environment. 

In addition, experts from other specialized divisions (national climate division, 

forest division) or other federal offices (energy) within the Federal Department 

of the Environment, Transport, Energy and Communications supported the 

international experts. 

 

ii. Inter-ministerial level 

During the conference eight Parties (Armenia, Austria, Estonia, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, 

and Switzerland) reported that the principles of the Convention were promoted at inter-ministerial level. 

In addition, the following information was provided by Parties:   

ESTONIA The relevant experts from inter-ministerial level (Ministry of Finance, Ministry of 

Rural Affairs as well as Estonian Parliament, Government Office, Estonian 

Embassy in Paris) participated at 21st Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. 

These experts were also involved in the elaboration and agreement on the 

European Union common position for the 21st Conference of the Parties to the 
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UNFCCC. 

 

LATVIA Several experts also form other ministries of Latvia participated in the conference, 

followed their respective topics, and regular coordination meetings among all the 

Latvian delegates were convened. 

 

SWITZERLAND Climate Change being a horizontal issue, different federal ministries were 

involved in supporting the Swiss delegation in the preparation of the negotiation. 

All year long a dedicated inter-departmental body met to that end, gathering 

experts from the environment, economic affairs, foreign affairs, development 

cooperation, agriculture, meteorology, etc. 

  
iii. Sub-national level 

Promotion of the Convention’s principles during the conference at subnational-level was observed in 

Austria, Estonia, Germany, Netherlands, and Switzerland. The following Parties provided additional 

details:  

ESTONIA Relevant experts from different organizations participated at 21st Conference of 

the Parties to the UNFCCC (including promoting Lima Paris Action Agenda),  

including:  

- East Anglia University;   

- Association of Cities;   

- Estonian media team;   

- Estonian environment activists;  

- Estonian Fund for Nature;   

- Initiative/community “Let’s do it World”. 

 

NETHERLANDS ‘Representatives from society’ (business, women organisations, youth, NGO’s) 

were invited to be part of the Netherlands Delegation. Regular information 

sessions were organised during the conference with interested stakeholders. 

 

SWITZERLAND For the COP the Swiss delegation was joined by 3 members outside of the Swiss 

administration (one NGOs, one Universities and one Private sector), providing 

them for a direct access to the negotiations and the preparation of the Swiss 

delegation. 

 
 

Alternative measures for promoting the Convention’s principles in UNFCCC processes 

during the 21
st
 Conference of the Parties 

Four Parties (Armenia, Estonia, Germany and Romania) reported to have used alternative measures to 

promote access to information and public participation in decision-making during the Conference. 

Armenia, Estonia and Germany used both national and alternative measures, while Romania used 

alternative measures only. While Germany applied these alternative measures at all three levels (intra- 

and inter-ministerial as well as sub-national), Romania used these measures at the intra- and inter-

ministerial levels). No additional details on what these alternative measures looked like were provided. 
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5. Promoting the Convention’s principles in the preparatory processes for the 22
nd

 Conference 

of the Parties to the UNFCCC (COP-22) (Marrakesh, 7-18 November 2016) 

 

a. General information regarding the promotion of the Convention’s principles 

 

 

Ten out of twelve Parties reported that they have been promoting the Convention’s principles in the 

process leading to the UNFCCC COP22. The two Parties not supporting the preparation processes to 

UNFCCC COP22 (Georgia and Romania), gave more details why: 

GEORGIA Significant steps by the Ministry of Environment and Natural Resources Protection 

of Georgia to promote the convention principals are going to be mainstreamed 

based on the results of Bonn sessions planned from 16 to 26 May 2016. 
 

ROMANIA The promotion mechanisms are not yet officially planned and no alternative 

measures are in place that would serve the same purpose. 

 

Five Parties provided additional information in relation to which documents they are promoting the 

Convention’s principles in the preparatory processes of the 22
nd

 Conference of the Parties to the 

UNFCCC:  

AUSTRIA Overview schedule, annotated draft agendas 

 

ESTONIA 

 

Estonian Ministry of Environment holds a web page promoting UNFCCC’s 

principles. Public community can participate in decision making process through 

this web page. Link to the web page: http://www.envir.ee/et/uro-kliimamuutuste-

raamkonventsioon 

 

10 

2 

Yes

No
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LATVIA Paris Agreement  

 
LITHUANIA Paris Agreement and Decision 1/CP.21 with the work program for the 

implementation of the Paris Agreement. 
 

SLOVAKIA Official material stating the purpose of the Slovak delegation and expected 

outcomes of the 22nd Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC (Marrakesh, 7 – 

18 November 2016) will be part of the intra-ministerial consultation process and 

will be available to public. 

 

b. Mechanisms for promoting the Convention’s principles in the preparatory processes for 

the 22
nd

 Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC (Marrakesh, 7-18 November 2016) 

National coordination mechanisms 

Nine Parties responded that (a) national coordination mechanisms are already in use (Armenia, Austria, 

Belgium, Estonia, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Slovakia, and Sweden), one Party 

(Netherlands) responded that (b) national coordination mechanisms are currently being planned and will 

be used later in the year, (c) alternative measures were used by three Parties but always in combination 

with national coordination mechanisms. The following additional information was provided by Belgium:  

BELGIUM Belgian stakeholders are regularly informed on the State of Play of climate policy. 

The Coordination Committee on International Environmental Policy (in which all 

competent federal and regional entities are represented) organizes several 

stakeholder meetings throughout the year. During these, stakeholders get more 

information on the state of play of the negotiations and can give their input to the 

Belgian position. Early March 2016, a first stakeholder meeting 'The Paris 

outcome and the implementation future’ was organized. Normally, a pre-COP22 

stakeholder meeting will take place around October. 
 

i. Intra-ministerial level 

Seven Parties (Armenia, Austria, Estonia, Germany, Latvia, Netherlands, and Slovakia) reported that 

coordination mechanisms exist at intra-ministerial level. The following countries provided additional 

information and details regarding intra-ministerial coordination:  

ESTONIA The experts from intra-ministerial level are informed (official notifications from 

Estonian Ministry of Environment), prepared for and participating in the 22st 

Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. 

 

LATIVA  Climate Change Department of the Ministry of Environmental protection and 

regional development organised the signing of the Paris Agreement on behalf of 

Latvia, as well as has started to prepare for the ratification of the Paris Agreement. 

During the second half of 2016 the position of Latvia will be prepared for the 

COP22 in Morocco. 

 

SLOVAKIA The material will be part of intra-ministerial consultation process and will be 

available to public. 
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ii. Inter-ministerial level 

Nine Parties (Armenia, Austria, Estonia, Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Slovakia, and 

Sweden) reported that the principles of the Convention are promoted at inter-ministerial level in the 

preparatory processes for the 22nd Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC. In addition, the following 

information was provided by Parties:   

ESTONIA Estonian Ministry of Environment makes a close with different ministries (including 

Ministry of Finance, Ministry of Rural Affairs, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Ministry of 

Economic Affairs and Communication) as for preparing for the 22nd Conference of the 

Parties to the UNFCCC in Marrakesh.      

Estonian Ministry of Environment also involves relevant ministries in decision making 

process when elaborating European Union common position for the 21st Conference of 

the Parties to the UNFCCC.    

 

LATVIA During the second half of this year position of Latvia for the COP22 in Morocco will be 

coordinated and discussed with other involved Ministries. 

 
LITHUANIA In section (i) described mechanisms will be used for the preparatory phase and during 

the conference. 

 

SLOVAKIA Before the intra-ministerial consultation process the material will be part of inter-

ministerial approval process. This process is internal and not available to public. 
 

 

iii. Sub-national level 

Promotion of the Convention’s principles at subnational-level was observed in 5 Parties (Austria, Estonia, 

Germany, Latvia, Netherlands). The following Parties also provided additional details:  

ESTONIA Estonian Ministry of Environment involves partner organizations, associations, 

companies, NGO’s and citizens to preparatory phase regards preparing for the 22
nd

 

Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC using the following channels:   

- Official notifications of 22
nd

 Conference of the Parties to the UNFCCC and of Lima 

Paris Action Agenda to all relevant organizations, associations, companies, NGO’s. 

Press releases for citizens to Estonian media. 

 

LATVIA After the Paris conference, the Climate Change Department of the Ministry of 

Environmental Protection and Regional Development of the Republic of Latvia 

organised a meeting in January 2016 with all interested stakeholders, representatives of 

municipalities, universities and other interest groups to inform a broader audience of the 

main results of the Paris Conference 

(http://www.varam.gov.lv/lat/aktual/preses_relizes/?doc=21107). Another public 

meeting was organised by the Ministry in April 2016, where the main focus was Latvia’s 

future in the new climate reality. This meeting was also broadcasted via internet, 

ensuring that everyone could watch the discussion online 

(http://www.delfi.lv/news/national/politics/video-tiesraide-latvijas-nakotne-jauna-
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klimata-realitate.d?id=47348037).  In addition, the Ministry has participated in a range of 

events upon request by various stakeholder groups to inform about the results of COP21 

and the possible way forward.  
  

Alternative measures for promoting the Convention’s principles in UNFCCC processes 

Three Parties (Armenia, Germany, and Lithuania) reported on alternative measures to promote access to 

information and public participation in decision-making – as additional measure to national coordination 

mechanisms that are already in use. Of which 2 (Armenia, Germany) at intra-ministerial level and all 

three at inter-ministerial level and one (Germany) at subnational level. 

 

i. Inter-ministerial level 

LITHUANIA Conferences and workshops, as well as press releases and articles in newspapers. 
 

 

 

PART C. INNOVATIVE TOOLS TO ENHANCE ACCESS TO INFORMATION AND PUBLIC 

PARTICIPATION IN INTERNATIONAL FORUMS 

 

6. Innovative tools Parties to the Aarhus Convention have used in international forums (in 

IFIs, UNFCCC processes or others) to enhance access to information and public 

participation and/or are aware of.  

 

Out of thirteen Parties that responded to this question, five (Belgium, Netherlands, Romania, Slovakia, 

Sweden) are not aware and/or have not used innovative tools to promote the principles of the Convention 

in international forums. Three Parties (Armenia, Estonia, Switzerland) are aware, another three (Austria, 

Georgia, Lithuania) have used and an additional two Parties (Germany, Latvia) are aware and have used 

innovative tools to enhance access to information and public participation.  
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a. Electronic Tools 

Six Parties (Austria, Estonia, Georgia, Germany, Latvia, and Lithuania) reported that they are already 

using or aware of electronic tools to promote access to information and public participation in 

international forums. In addition, the following detailed information on these innovative tools was 

provided by Parties: 

ESTONIA We are aware of the UNFCCC news room, which is used by the public: 

http://newsroom.unfccc.int/ 

 

GEORGIA The electronic tools/mechanisms are widely by the interested public used and easily 

accessible, and, therefore they should be considered as one of the main instruments for 

access to and dissemination of information. Electronic tools assist stakeholders, 

including the public, to be aware of the ongoing activities and be prepared for 

participation in the international forums adequately.  

Examples include: moe.gov.ge; eiec.gov.ge 

 

LITHUANIA We consider that the Lithuanian used tool/mechanism is a common practice of the 

implementation of the international treaties and dissemination of the information to the 

public and non-public actors.    
 

 

b. Web-based applications (online forums, social networks) 

The following five Parties (Austria, Germany, Georgia, Latvia, and Lithuania) reported on existing web-

based applications they use and/or are aware of to disseminate information and increase public 

participation. These innovative tools include: 

 

GEORGIA Examples include:  

0 2 4 6 8 10

is aware

has used

is aware and has used

Electronic tools

Web-based applications (online

forums, social networks)

Mobile-phone apps (including

twitter or other apps)

Other

not indicated

http://newsroom.unfccc.int/
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https://www.youtube.com/channel/UC-lc1xdlGQJHq22-RDLNlOA; 

https://www.facebook.com/MOEgeorgia/ 

 

 

Country GERMANY LATVIA 

Setting / Target 

group(s) / Number 

of persons 

involved:  

5 to 20 

 

 

Starting year and 

duration:  

always 

 

 

Partner 

organizations 

involved  

 

national stakeholders 

 

 

Stakeholders 

involved.  

  

inclusive 

 

 

Main objective of 

the initiative/ tool/ 

mechanism.  

involvement 

 

To share information and facilitate public 

participation.  

Methodology/ 

approach used.  

different 

 

 

Results and 

evaluation.  

inclusiveness and involvement important 

 

 

Please clarify if 

these initiatives 

are:  
Electronic tools. 

Web-based 

applications  

 Mobile-phone 

apps  

Other  

Electronic tools 

Web-based applications (online forums, 

social networks) 

 

Electronic tools 

E-signature. E-application: e-service provided 

by the United Government and Local 

Government Web Portal 

(https://www.latvija.lv/en/Epakalpojumi/EP15

5/Apraksts).  

Twitter account of the Ministry: 

@VARAM_Latvija  

Twitter account managed by the Ministry's 

Climate Change Department: @klimatam. E-

mail mailing lists etc. 

 

 

Web-based applications (online forums, social 

networks) 

Climate Change Portal (online web portal, 

currently under construction). 

 

Mobile-phone apps (including twitter or other 

apps) 

The above-mentioned Twitter accounts.  

 

Strengths, good 

practices and 

Long discussions, but maximum 

involvement, exchange of experiences from 

partners, learning processes helpful to the 

 

https://www.latvija.lv/en/Epakalpojumi/EP155/Apraksts
https://www.latvija.lv/en/Epakalpojumi/EP155/Apraksts
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lessons learned.  

 

whole process 

 

Problems/ 

challenges 

encountered.  

important is competent moderation and 

transparency relating to the whole process 

 

During the development stage of the Climate 

Change Portal it has been a challenge to 

decide whether it will be an independent 

portal or one of the parts of the Ministry's 

website.  

Overall, do you 

consider the 

tool/mechanism to 

be a case study of 

good practice, and 

why/ why not?  

  

 

 

c. Mobile phone apps (including twitter or other apps) 

Three Parties (Austria, Georgia, and Latvia) have developed mobile phone applications and/ or are aware 

of those applications to promote access to information and public participation in relation to international 

forums, such as UNFCCC or IFIs but have not shared any additional information, except for Georgia: 

 

GEORGIA Examples include: https://twitter.com/MOEgovge 

 

 

 

  



 AC/WGP-20/Inf.8 

15 June 2016 

 

20 

 

PART D. INNOVATIVE TOOLS TO ENHANCE ACCESS TO INFORMATION AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN 

INTERNATIONAL FORUMS - STAKEHOLDER SURVEY 

 

The survey section on innovative tools to enhance access to information and public participation in international forums was also shared with 

stakeholders. 20 stakeholder from 11 different countries (Albania, Armenia, Austria, Georgia, Hungary, Kazakhstan, Republic of Moldova, Spain, 

Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, and United Kingdom) responded to the questionnaire of which 6 responded that they are not aware of or have not used 

innovative tools yet. Of the 14 stakeholders that responded positively, eight are aware of innovative tools, three have used innovative tools and another 

three responded that they have used and are aware of innovative tools to enhance access to information and public participation. Stakeholder from 

Albania, Georgia, Republic of Moldova, Turkmenistan and United Kingdom provided additional information on the innovative tool they are aware of and/ 

or the tool they have used as organization.  

   

a. Innovative tools stakeholder are aware of 

 

Country Albania 

 

Republic of Moldova 

 

Georgia 

 

Name of 

organization 

Citizens office for environmental 

protection 

 

NGO “Terra-1530” 

 

International Center for Environmental 

Research 

 

Setting / Target 

group(s) / Number 

of persons involved:  

Our organization is aware in protecting our 

home, our environment from pollution that 

comes for different reasons. We are 

looking for an ecological life. Our target is 

the environment. Like a volunteer office 

we have  to many persons involved for 

these case, furthermore together we bring 

new ideas ,new projects in our 

collaborations for a better place, for more 

fresh air! 

Rural localities from Moldova 

 

14 

 

Starting year and 

duration:  

2006 - to present 

 
2000 - present 

 
2011-2013 

 

Partner 

organizations 

involved  

 

 NGOs Terra-HS; XXI Century etc 

 
The initiators of the project are the 

Environmental and Resource Economics 

Group from Georg-August-Universität 

Göttingen, Germany. The Caucasian main 
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partners are International Center for 

Environmental Research (ICFER), Tbilisi 

(Georgia) David-Aghmashenebeli 

University (SDASU) and Georgian-

American University (GAU), Tbilisi 

(Georgia) International Center for 

Agribusines Research and Education 

(ICARE), Erevan (Armenia) Ganja 

Agribusiness Association (GABA), Ganja 

City (Azerbaijan)  Faculty of Social 

Sciences, Teheran (Iran) The Regional 

Environmental Center for the Caucasus 

(REC-Caucasus), Tbilisi (Georgia) 

 

Stakeholders 

involved.  

most of the stakeholders involved are the 

citizens, students, and the other leaders 

those operate like us 

 

Vorniceni mayoralty, for example 

 
Trainers school children 

 

Main objective of 

the initiative/ tool/ 

mechanism.  

We started our initiative long time ago. We 

had these objectives: to understand what 

does it mean to protect the environment 

firstly, to find a way to act to lobby the 

concept of protecting the environment. The 

meeting that we had done with young and 

old peoples, workshops, the involving of 

many actors in this case, was one of the 

most strong points of our organization. 

 

One of the most stringent problems of the 

Moldovan society at the moment, especially of the 

rural society is the absence of the access to 

information or limited access to the public 

information.  Assurance, due to some well thought 

efforts and having the necessary logistic means, of 

the multilateral information of all the social levels, 

inclusively of the vulnerable and marginalized 

groups. In fact, at the moment, the majority of the 

village people can be treated from this very 

perspective.  The information will be effectuated 

via the following directions/objectives: - Informing 

on the actions decided by the Central Public 

Authorities; - Informing on the actions decided by 

the Local Public Authorities; - Initiating an 

interactive dialog between the decision factors and 

the simple citizen, according the priority to those 

who cannot get into the “Chiefs” offices; - 

Informing on the actions that can be undertaken by 

each rural citizen – to be aware of the fact that to be 

Project- "Socio-economic Tools for 

Integrated Conservation Planning in the 

Multi-Ethnic South Caucasus" produced  

"Caucasus Virtual Institute of 

Conservation Science and Education". It is 

a collaborative activity of scientists and 

professionals from several European and 

Asian countries funded from 2011-2013 by 

the German Ministry of Education and 

Development (BMBF) 
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informed means to be protected.  

 

Methodology/ 

approach used.  

Public information, media, workshops, etc. 

 

Concrete measures will be undertaken in order to 

make the citizen of the villages feel its involvement 

in the actions which will lead to the awareness of 

the fact that the political, economic, social situation 

depend on the real participation of each village 

inhabitant at the respective locality matters.  It is 

obvious that the village population is not 

homogeneous, that is why there will be identified 

the social groups, target groups with common 

characters and interests, with similar behaviour 

when it is treated with promises by the power 

organs, identifying the groups with a certain way of 

thinking and appreciating the decisions taken by the 

authorities.  

 

The projects uses four main social-science 

methods: literature research semi-

structured in-depth interviews based on an 

interview guide representative, quantitative 

cross-sectional household and natural 

resource use surveys representative choice 

experiments on natural resource use 

options 

 

Results and 

evaluation.  

the result of what we have done is still 

increasing. 
Editing some special supplements to the 

“Adevărul” (Truth) publication, the topics of which 

will be fundamental rights and freedoms of the 

human. The ways of benefiting of these rights will 

be highlighted; we will assure the public 

participation at the decision-making process; the 

third sector strengthening, rural women life, civic 

education, ethnic and political harmony – all these 

will be issues for the “Adevărul”. The public survey 

will be undertaken within the community will have 

the purpose: -  Identifying the most important 

problem of the community members; -  Identifying 

the causes of these problems; -  finding out if there 

were tries to solve the problem and what was the 

result; -  finding out if the person will be available 

to be involved in the problems solution. We think 

that the results of the survey will help in finding out 

the top of the community problems, the motives 

that generated them and also the availability 

percentage of the village people to be involved in 

the solution process.  

Scientific Results[edit] 2012: (Very) first 

results at GfÖ Meeting, Sept. 2012 in 

Lüneburg (Germany) A poster presentation 

on very first project results first authored 

by Jan Barkmann was accepted by the 

scientific committee of the GfÖ Meeting. 

The Abstract had been available from here 

on page 76. Now, please see First Results 

2012.  2013 results: Stakeholder 

preferences in NP buffer zone 

management[edit] The first main results 

from the choice experiment were 

submitted for presentation at the 2013 

Annual Meeting of Gesellschaft für 

Ökologie and the 2013 Annual Meeting of 

Tropentag.  For details see 2013 First Main 

Results here.  2013: Main quantitative and 

choice experiment results The main results 

of the quantitative research and the choice 

experiment were shown at the Experts' 

Workshop in Tbilisi 2013. 
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Please clarify if 

these initiatives are:  
Electronic tools. 

Web-based 

applications  

 Mobile-phone apps  

Other  

Electronic tools (social networks) 

Web-based applications (online forums, 

social networks) 

 

Web-based applications (online forums, social 

networks)  

https://www.facebook.com/groups/4103237690493

92/ 

 

Electronic tools 

https://en.wikiversity.org/wiki/CIVICS/S

ocio-

economic_Tools_for_Integrated_Conserv

ation_Planning_in_the_Multi-

Ethnic_South_Caucasus 

Strengths, good 

practices and 

lessons learned.  

 

 Surveys will be undertaken and the actions foreseen 

within the project will be discussed at a round table 

with the participation of the representatives of the 

civil society and of the power. The results will be 

generalized and eventually proposed to be as an 

example for other communities. 

 

As a first capacity building measure, 

CIVICS invites for a weeklong capacity 

building workshop to Tbilisi, Georgia from 

March 5 to March 10, 2012. We are 

expecting scientists from all three South 

Caucasus countries, Germany and Iran to 

attend. Successful participants of the 

workshop will be invited to take part in the 

collaborative research of the project. 

Problems/ 

challenges 

encountered.  

 The right to information is fundamental, and 

limiting it, or even enclosing it, is an infraction of 

the human rights. Even if it is not declared by the 

official institutions, this is the situation of the 

absolute majority of the rural localities from 

Republic of Moldova. But in a society that is not 

informed, the public authorities can easily 

camouflage the inactivates or even the anti-popular 

actions in the most cases. 

 

After the spring school, joint cooperative 

research started with a field trip to the 

mountainous border of Georgia and 

Armenia in the Javakheti National Park 

area (Javakheti Case Study). On the 

opposite side of the border, the Lake Arpi 

National Park is located in Armenia (Lake 

Arpi Case Study). Lake Arpi and 

Samtskhe-Javakheti are the youngest 

twinning pair national parks in the whole 

Caucasus region.  A second area for field 

research is located at the border between 

Georgia and Azerbeijan in the Zaqatala 

and Lagodekhi areas. The case study areas 

are located nearly next to each other in the 

Alazani river valley. They extend from the 

villages of the Greater Caucasus foothills 

up to the high alpine border to Dagestan 

across the border to Russia. The 

Lagodekhi national park is the oldest 
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protected area of the whole Caucasus.  

Research on socio-economic aspects of 

conservation planning will commence on 

both sides of the border in both field 

research areas.  We know that there are 

seasonal movements of cattle and/or sheep 

and their herders from farther away. 

Unfortunately, we do not have the 

resources in the current project step to 

analyse the importance of transhumance 

properly. 

 

Overall, do you 

consider the 

tool/mechanism to 

be a case study of 

good practice, and 

why/ why not?  

 YES. Starting with 2000, we have been continually 

publishing the independent periodical ADEVARUL 

(Truth), newly in three languages: Romanian, 

Russian and English. 

 

Our Caucasian project scientists 

administered qualitative interviews to 

farmers, NGO and administration officers 

in spring and early summer 2012. These 

interviews are important qualitative data in 

their own right. Additionally, the 

interviews serve as a source of pre-study 

data for the development and adoption of 

the quantitative research instruments. 

Specifically, they fed into (i) the 

instrument for the quantitative household 

and land use survey, and (ii) into the 

Choice Experiment on local development 

and conservation options.  The pilot 

studies were completed in summer 2012 in 

all four case study regions. The focus was 

on testing the design of the Choice 

Experiment (CE; n=4x30). We had CE 

attributes on economic preferences for 

changes in  access to alpine summer 

pastures, access to plants to be collected in 

or near protected areas household 

availability in electricity, water and gas, 

trainings on topics such as honey and 

cheese production. As a result of an 

analysis of the pilot study data, the 
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attribute on household availability in 

electricity, water and gas will be removed 

from the formal CE itself but included as a 

separate question in the survey instrument. 

All three other attributes appear roughly to 

"work" in line with expectations. 

 

 

 

b. Innovative tools stakeholder have used: 

 

Country Albania 

 

Georgia 

 

Turkmenistan 

 

United Kingdom 

Name of 

organization 

EDEN center 

 

Caucasus Environmental NGO 

Network (CENN) 

 

NGO “Tebigy Kuwwat” in 

frame project - Aarhus Centre 

 

The Consultation Institute 

Setting / Target 

group(s) / Number 

of persons involved:  

General public, policy makers,  

 

General public, policy makers,  

 

At different seminars, national 

and international level. 

Representatives of state and 

public organizations. 10 and 

more.  

 

Project developers, civil servants, 

non-governmental organisations, 

local authorities 

Starting year and 

duration:  

2012-2016 

 

Since 1998 

 

2010 on present time. 

 

2015, 18 months 

 

Partner 

organizations 

involved  

 

16 environmental NGOs from 

South East Europe, lead partner 

SEE Change Net, the project is 

financially supported from EU.  

 

All of CENN's partner 

organizations and donors, both on 

the local and international level are 

involved in the process.  

 

OSCE, UNDP,  UNEP, 

UNFCCC, CAREC, ARGO, 

World Bank   

 

The Consultation Institute 

 

Stakeholders 

involved.  

expertise, suggestions, opinions 

etc. 

 

We are providing the platform for 

the civic society in the region to 

make their communication easier 

and engage them in the process of 

promotion and innovation of the 

environmental and related topics.  

 

Online communication for 

presentations. Online-seminar. 

Webinar. 
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Main objective of 

the initiative/ tool/ 

mechanism.  

Energy Model, educational tool, 

for achieving the EU targets of 

2030, 2050 of GHG reduction in 

South East Europe Countries. 

 

We created the platform that allows 

users to be first to receive breaking 

news, useful and valuable 

information about challenges and 

achievements in the field of the 

environment in the Caucasus as 

well as worldwide, announcements 

about interesting seminars, 

vacancies, trainings - all this 

directly into your mailbox.   Since 

our e-service is regional and 

concentrates on the Caucasus 

region, you will have the option to 

receive our informational releases 

in the English and/or Russian 

language. 

 

The given tools are very 

useful if any participant 

cannot be present at a meeting, 

but its report is very important 

or it has the important 

information which wishes to 

inform. 

 

To self-assess or evaluate a 

participation exercise 

 

Methodology/ 

approach used.  

This is an online tool, called 

2050 SEE Carbon calculator. 

This is an online tool that is 

directed to general public, and 

serve as an educational tool, and 

is directed to policy makers as 

well to present to them possible 

ways that a country can be 

developed in energy sector, 

demand and supply for aiming 

in achieving the targets of EU. 

The link 

https://see2050energymodel.net/ 

 

Online platform where we are using 

both e-communication tools, 

monthly bulletin, newsletter to 

distribute latest findings and 

information. 

 

If, I correct understand 

question - internet. 

 

Best practice guidance from Aarhus 

convention and its Compliance 

Committee's judgments 

 

Results and 

evaluation.  

The model was launched on 

December 2015 

 

We are raising public awareness of 

the environment and related issues 

and we are the leading provider of 

the electronic promotion service in 

the field.  

 

Very convenient, easy to use 

and important. 

 

Risk-assessment methodology, 

based on the weight awarded to best 

practices, community expectations 

and Compliance Committee's 

judgments 

 

Please clarify if Electronic tools Electronic tools Electronic tools Electronic tools 
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these initiatives are:  
Electronic tools. 

 Web-based 

applications (online 

forums, social 

networks) 

 Mobile-phone apps 

(including twitter or 

other apps) 

 Other 

https://see2050energymodel.net/       

 

https://www.see2050carboncalc

ulator.net/ 

 

http://w3.cenn.org/wssl/index.php?i

d=56  

 

Mobile-phone apps (including 

twitter or other apps) 

https://itunes.apple.com/us/app/gree

nwatch-by-

cenn/id1057013621?mt=8  

 

https://play.google.com/store/apps/

details?id=cenn.greenwatch&hl=en 

 

tebigykuwwat.org 

 

Web-based applications 

(online forums, social 

networks) 

Mobile-phone apps (including 

twitter or other apps) 

 

http://tcitoolbox.com/ 

 

Web-based applications (online 

forums, social networks) 

http://tcitoolbox.com/ 

 

Strengths, good 

practices and 

lessons learned.  

 

This is a very good tool, it has 

detailed information for the 

energy sector, a specific 

analyses, with lots of 

information and details. It is 

giving information to the public 

to make them more active in 

taking part in decision making 

processes and for being active in 

discussion for related to the 

topic of Climate change. Make 

the general public more aware 

and raise their education and 

possible improve their lifestyle 

toward achieving the EU 

targets. The model is very good 

because it give opportunity to 

NGOs, general public and 

policy makers to be more 

interactive with each other, to 

be have better decision for the 

future. 

 

A number of our subscribers is 

rising on the daily basis, increasing 

public engagement and diverse 

opportunities for the public 

participation.  

 

Online presentation on the 

Meeting. 

 

 

Problems/ 

challenges 

The tool need promotion and 

need to be understood correctly, 

it is named a video game but 

Internet access in the remote parts 

of the region is still very poor what 

makes the process of delivery of the 

In our country have only one 

provider internet services. 

Too broad as it can be used by 

project developers, public bodies, 

NGOs and stakeholders 
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encountered.  indeed it is much more it is an 

energy model for possible 

pathways for the energy sector  

 

information in that areas slower.   

 

 

Overall, do you 

consider the 

tool/mechanism to 

be a case study of 

good practice, and 

why/ why not?  

YES this is a good case, because 

it provide the possibility of the 

public to be active, to be 

participants, to say they opinion 

through "playing" the video 

game and sending their desired 

pathway for the future of the 

energy sector, and if each of us 

can be a part of the process of 

GHG reduction in our countries 

and in the region for which the 

model is developed.  

 

Yes, we consider our tool to be a 

case due to our successful practice.  

 

Yes, it is.  Actually also it is 

modern.   

 

One of a kind tool, it's the only one 

there is 

 

 

 

*** 


