
  United Nations ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/3

 

Economic and Social Council Distr.: General 
10 April 2013 
 
Original: English 

Economic Commission for Europe 
Meeting of the Parties to the Convention on  
Access to Information, Public Participation  
in Decision-making and Access to Justice  
in Environmental Matters 
Working Group of the Parties 
Sixteenth meeting 
Geneva, 19–21 June 2013 
Item 6 of the provisional agenda 
Implementation of work programme for 2012–2014,  
including financial matters 

  Report on the implementation of the Convention’s  
work programme for 2012–2014 

  Note by the secretariat 

Summary 
 The present report was prepared pursuant to the decision of the Meeting of the 
Parties to the Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in Decision-
making and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters at their fourth session (Chisinau, 
29 June–1 July 2011) (ECE/MP.PP/2011/2/Add.1, decision IV/6, annex, item X). It 
provides an overview of the implementation of the work programme for the Convention for 
2012–2014 as of 19 March 2013. 

 
 

 

GE.13-21629 
 



ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/3 

Contents 
 Paragraphs Page 

  Introduction.............................................................................................................  1–2 3 

 I. Substantive issues....................................................................................................  3–18 3 

  A. Access to information, including electronic information tools, the  
clearinghouse mechanism and PRTR.net........................................................  3–8 3 

  B. Public participation in decision-making .........................................................  9–12 4 

  C. Access to justice .............................................................................................  13–15 5 

  D. Genetically modified organisms .....................................................................  16–18 5 

 II. Procedures and mechanisms....................................................................................  19–24 6 

  A. Compliance mechanism..................................................................................  19–21 6 

  B. Capacity-building activities ............................................................................  22–23 7 

  C. Reporting mechanism .....................................................................................  24 7 

 III. Promotional activities..............................................................................................  25–44 7 

  A. Awareness–raising and promotion of the Convention and the Protocol 
on Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers...................................................  25–33 7 

  B. Promotion of the Almaty Guidelines and other interlinkages with relevant 
international bodies and processes..................................................................  34–43 10 

  C. Coordination and oversight of intersessional activities ..................................  44 12 

 Annex 

  Overview of contributions and expenditures....................................................................................  13 

2  



ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/3 

  Introduction 

1. The present document provides an overview of the implementation of the work 
programme for the Convention on Access to Information, Public Participation in Decision-
making and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters (Aarhus Convention) for  
2012–2014 as of 19 March 2013. Only some activities related to access to information, 
capacity-building and awareness-raising regarding the Convention’s Protocol on Pollutant 
Release and Transfer Registers (Protocol on PRTRs) are included. A comprehensive report 
regarding implementation of the work programme for the Protocol for 2011–2014 was 
submitted to the Protocol’s Working Group of the Parties at its second meeting (Geneva, 
20–21 November 2012) (ECE/MP.PRTR/2010/2/Add.1).  

2. The secretariat made serious efforts to avoid duplication of work and inefficient use 
of resources through pursuing synergies with activities under other United Nations 
Economic Commission for Europe (ECE) multilateral environmental agreements (MEAs), 
with United Nations agencies and other partners. This required spending more time on the 
preparatory phases of activities to ensure proper consultations with the chairs of the 
respective subsidiary bodies and partner organizations. Furthermore, the secretariat used, 
and is planning to continue using, more electronic tools (e.g., e-mail consultations; web-
based, video and phone conferences; online databases; the clearinghouse mechanism). 

 I. Substantive issues 

 A. Access to information, including electronic information tools, the 
clearinghouse mechanism and PRTR.net 

3. As of 6 December 2012, the Republic of Moldova has appointed a new Chair of the 
Task Force on Access to Information. The first meeting of the Task Force and the 
associated thematic workshop on environmental information on products took place in 
Geneva on 7 and 8 February 2013.1

4. The Task Force gave priority to: (a) the scope of environmental information and 
public access to environment-related information held by public authorities other than those 
responsible for environmental protection; (b) provision of sufficient environmental 
information with regard to products; (c) access to raw data and primary statistical data 
related to environmental information; (d) improving dissemination of priority categories of 
information in accordance with decision II/3; (e) access to environmental information in 
relation to copyright protection; (f) protection of legitimate economic interests and 
commercial and industrial information related to the environment through laws on 
confidentiality and protection of the public interest served by disclosure of such 
information. 

5. The secretariat has continued managing the Aarhus Clearinghouse for 
Environmental Democracy2 and the PRTR.net global portal.3 The two portals were used to 

  
 1 Pursuant to decision IV/6 of the Meeting of the Parties (annex I, activity IV), the secretariat explored 

the possibility of organizing a meeting of the Task Force on Access to Information back to back with 
the Eye on Earth Summit (Abu Dhabi, 12–15 December 2011). The secretariat had to reconsider its 
plans due to a failure of timely confirmation from organizers on practical arrangements and facilities 
required for the meeting.  

 2 See http://aarhusclearinghouse.unece.org/. 

 3 

http://aarhusclearinghouse.unece.org/


ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/3 

facilitate the collection, dissemination and exchange of information related to national 
implementation of the Convention; relevant global and regional developments regarding 
Principle 10 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development; and regarding 
pollutant releases and transfer registers (PRTRs).  

6. The secretariat has also upgraded the online reporting system for the Convention and 
incorporated all national implementation reports from the latest reporting cycle in the 
system.  

7. The secretariat continues maintaining and populating a jurisprudence database 
accessible through the Convention’s web page and the Aarhus Clearinghouse. The database 
promotes the exchange of jurisprudence concerning the Convention and facilitates the work 
on access to justice. It includes decisions issued by courts of law or other bodies that make 
reference to the Convention or its principles, and includes summaries in English and 
decisions in the original language and in English, when available. During 2012, the 
database expanded to include summaries in Russian as well. To date, there are 
approximately 60 cases. Maintaining the jurisprudence database is an ongoing activity. 

8. The secretariat is exploring the possibility of linking the Clearinghouse, the 
Convention’s web page, the case-law and the Compliance Committee findings with similar 
portals, such as Ecolex and InforMEA. 

 B. Public participation in decision-making 

9. The secretariat engaged a consultant in early 2012 to develop draft recommendations 
on improving the implementation of the provisions of the Aarhus Convention on public 
participation in decision-making. The third draft of the recommendations was circulated to 
national focal points and stakeholders for their comments in mid-March 2013. A call for 
case studies on public participation in environmental decision-making was launched in 
March 2012 and received a good response. An online compendium of the case studies is 
being prepared.  

10. The second meeting of the Task Force on Public Participation in Decision-making 
(Geneva, 6–8 June 2012),4 organized as a joint event with the Protocol on Water and 
Health to the ECE Convention on the Protection and Use of Transboundary Watercourses 
and International Lakes (Water Convention), focused, inter alia, on challenges arising under 
article 6 of the Convention, with special attention given to decision-making on water and 
health-related matters. In addition, the Task Force discussed public participation in product-
related decision-making, and the possible future development of article 6 of the 
Convention. Participants also had an opportunity to comment the first draft of the 
recommendations.  

11. The third meeting of the Task Force (Geneva, 29–30 October 2012) was organized 
as a joint event with the Protocol on Strategic Environmental Assessment (Protocol on 
SEA) to the Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context 
(Espoo Convention), and had a special focus on public participation in strategic decision-
making. Participants at the meeting discussed, inter alia, the second draft of the 
recommendations, as well as good practices and challenges regarding the implementation 
of articles 7 and 8 of the Convention.  

  
 3 See http://www.prtr.net/. 
 4 More information on the meetings of the Task Force is available from 

http://www.unece.org/env/pp/ppdm.html.  
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12. The Task Force held its fourth and final meeting of the present intersessional period 
in Luxembourg on 12 and 13 March 2013. The meeting addressed public participation in 
decision-making in the nuclear domain and was organized as a joint event with Directorate-
General Energy of the European Commission and the Association Nationale des Comités et 
Commissions Locales d’Information (ANCCLI). Participants also had the opportunity to 
discuss the third draft of the recommendations. 

 C. Access to justice 

13. The fifth meeting of the Task Force on Access to Justice (Geneva, 13–14 June 
2012)5 featured a mini-conference on the legal issue of standing for individuals and groups. 
The Task Force welcomed the studies carried out in the European Union on that issue. 
Participants exchanged information and experience on the issue of costs and financial 
arrangements, including litigation costs, legal aid and support for public interest lawyers, 
and the issue of remedies. Participants were also informed about the main findings of the 
Convention’s Compliance Committee related to those issues.  

14. The Task Force agreed on a study on standing in selected countries of Eastern 
Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia and on a study on standing, remedies and costs in 
countries of South-Eastern Europe. The preparatory process for both studies is currently 
ongoing.  

15. A subregional event on the Aarhus Convention, which included a session on access 
to justice, was organized jointly with the Organization for Security and Cooperation in 
Europe (OSCE) in Almaty, Kazakhstan, on 22 and 23 May 2012.6

 D. Genetically modified organisms  

16. Bilateral collaboration with the secretariat of the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety to 
the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD) dedicated to genetically modified organisms 
(GMOs) is ongoing. For example, the secretariat collaborated with the Biosafety Protocol 
secretariat in the organization of its Online Forum on Public Awareness, Education and 
Participation Concerning the Safe Transfer, Handling and Use of Living Modified 
Organisms (4–18 June 2012).7 The secretariat also promoted the GMO amendment at the 
subregional Central Asian meeting (Almaty, Kazakhstan, 22–23 May 2012) and brought the 
issue to the attention at the seventh Aarhus Convention Capacity-building Coordination 
meeting (Geneva, 15 June 2012).8

17. Parties at the fifteenth session of their Working Group (Geneva, 3–5 September 
2012) took note of the information provided by the Chair on the responses received from 
the following Parties whose ratification of the GMO amendment would count towards its 
entry into force: Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, France, Georgia, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Malta, Tajikistan, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkmenistan 
and Ukraine. Only France and Ukraine indicated that they had initiated a procedure to ratify 
the amendment. Other Parties reported that the ratification procedure had not been initiated 
yet, identifying a number of challenges to ratification in their respective countries and 

  
 5 More information on the meetings of the Task Force is available from 

http://www.unece.org.unecedev.colo.iway.ch/environmental-policy/treaties/public-
participation/aarhus-convention/envpptfwg/envppatoj/meetings.html 

 6 See http://www.unece.org.unecedev.colo.iway.ch/centralasianmeeting2012.html.  
 7 See http://bch.cbd.int/onlineconferences/portal_art23/pa_forum2012.shtml. 
 8 See http://www.unece.org.unecedev.colo.iway.ch/env/pp/oa.html. 
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requesting expert assistance in preparing legislation and to build capacity of officials and 
other key stakeholders. No responses were provided by Albania,9 Malta, the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkmenistan. 

18. The secretariat provided Parties whose ratification of the GMO amendment would 
count towards its entry into force with an example of legislative provisions and policy 
measures provided by Austria, with a view to facilitating promotion of and the 
implementation of the GMO amendment at the national level. 

 II. Procedures and mechanisms 

 A. Compliance mechanism 

19. The Compliance Committee has held six meetings since the fourth Meeting of the 
Parties,10 two in the second half of 2011 and four in 2012. At its meetings, the Committee 
reviewed communications from the public concerning alleged non-compliance by a Party.11 
Since the fourth session of the Meeting of the Parties, 18 new communications have been 
received, relating to different provisions of the Convention, but most of them raise issues 
concerning access to justice. Those communications that were determined to be admissible 
are at various stages of consideration. No submissions were made to the Committee by 
Parties and the secretariat did not make any referrals during this period. In addition, the 
Committee has followed up on the implementation of decisions IV/9a-i concerning 
compliance by Armenia, Belarus, Kazakhstan, the Republic of Moldova, Slovakia, Spain, 
Turkmenistan, Ukraine and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. 

20. During the present intersessional period, the Committee has decided to follow a 
more structured approach in following up on decisions of the Meeting of the Parties on 
compliance by individual Parties. At each meeting, to consider progress with the decisions’ 
recommendations, the Committee reviews any written material submitted by the Parties and 
by observers and an effort is made to hold discussions with representatives of the Parties 
and of observers, in person or through video- or teleconference. Among others, with respect 
to Ukraine, the Committee at its thirty-seventh meeting (26–29 June 2012) decided that the 
caution issued by the Meeting of the Parties through decision IV/9h would not be lifted on 
1 June 2012; with respect to Kazakhstan, the Committee at its thirty-eighth meeting (25–28 
September 2012) decided that the provisional caution issued by the Meeting of the Parties 
through decision IV/9c would not become effective; and with respect to Turkmenistan, at 
its thirty-ninth meeting (11–14 December 2012) the Committee decided that the caution 
that had entered into effect on 1 May 2009, and had subsequently been suspended by the 
Meeting of the Parties through decision IV/9g, would re-enter into effect on 1 January 
2013. 

21. An informal network for the chairs of the compliance/implementation bodies under 
the ECE MEAs was established in spring 2012 at the initiative of the Chair of the Aarhus 
Convention Compliance Committee. The network aims to exchange information on the 

  
 9 Albania has since provided its response. 
 10 The report of the Compliance Committee to the fourth session of the Meeting of the Parties 

(ECE/MP.PP/2011/11) covered the activities of the Committee from its twentieth (8–10 June 2008) to 
thirty-first (22–25 February 2011) meetings. The Committee also reported orally to the Meeting of the 
Parties about the outcomes of its thirty-second (11–14 April 2011) and thirty-third (27–29 June 2011) 
meetings. 

 11 For details, see the reports of the Compliance Committee available from 
http://www.unece.org/env/pp/ccMeetings.html. 
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work of the bodies and to share views on how to improve implementation/compliance by 
Parties. Exchange of information was carried out by e-mail and the first meeting took place 
on 25 March 2013, back to back with the Committee’s fortieth meeting (25–28 March 
2013). 

 B. Capacity-building activities 

22. In addition to capacity-building activities mentioned under other areas of work to 
build synergies and enhance coordination with partners, the secretariat serviced the seventh 
Aarhus Convention Capacity-Building Coordination meeting and continuously maintained 
close cooperation with partner organizations. The meeting focused on the work areas as set 
out in the Convention’s current Strategic Plan and programme of work, the implementation 
of which require special attention by capacity-building partners.12

23. In 2013–2014, the secretariat is expected to be involved in the implementation of the 
two projects under the Environment and Security Initiative (ENVSEC) umbrella: (a) on the 
promotion of the Convention and its Protocol in Belarus; and (b) on preparation of 
analytical study on access to justice in environmental matters in selected countries of 
South-Eastern Europe. 

 C. Reporting mechanism 

24. Following the failure of Luxembourg, Malta and the former Yugoslav Republic of 
Macedonia to submit their national implementation reports within the deadlines set by the 
Meeting of the Parties, the Chair of the Bureau, with the assistance of the secretariat, 
submitted a written request to the countries’ ministers. As of June 2012, Luxembourg and 
Malta have submitted their national implementation reports. No official response has been 
submitted by the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. 

 III. Promotional activities 

 A. Awareness-raising and promotion of the Convention and the Protocol 
on Pollutant Release and Transfer Registers 

25. The secretariat has participated in conferences, seminars, workshops and other 
events in various countries to promote and raise awareness of the Convention and its 
Protocol at the international level, and has arranged for other representatives of the 
Convention and Protocol bodies to participate. Meetings and events at which promotional 
and awareness-raising activities were carried out include: two round tables of the Aarhus 
Convention and Nuclear Initiative (Paris, 15–16 February 2012, and Brussels,  
4–5 December 2012) and the meeting of the Steering Committee of the Aarhus Convention 
and Nuclear Initiative (Paris, 11 July 2012); the OSCE Economic and Environment 
Committee Meeting (Vienna, 14 March 2012); the European Economic and Social 
Committee (EESC) hearing on the Lisbon Treaty (Brussels, 17 April 2012), the meeting of 
the EESC Section for Transport, Energy, Infrastructure and the Information Society 
(Brussels, 25 June 2012) and the 128th meeting of the EESC Section for Agriculture, Rural 

  
 12 More information about activities carried out by partner organizations can be found in the report on 

capacity-building activities (ECE/MP.PP/2011/8) available from 
http://www.unece.org/env/pp/mop4/mop4.doc.html. 
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Development and the Environment (Brussels, 27 September 2012); the colloquium, 
“Effectiveness of the Compliance mechanism under the Aarhus Convention: addressing 
Rio+20 issues and other MEAs” (Vienna, 14–15 May 2012), organized under the auspices 
of the European ECO Forum; and the OSCE’s training on “Strengthening Green Diplomacy 
- A Step Towards Enhancing Environmental Security” (Belgrade, 29-30 November 2012). 
In addition, the secretariat provided presentations on the Protocol on PRTRs via Skype at 
the stakeholder event, “Capacity-building to Put the Aarhus Convention into Action and 
Support Development of PRTR Systems in South-Eastern European Countries — 
Implementing the Protocol on PRTRs in Bosnia and Herzegovina” (Sarajevo, 16 November 
2012) and at a PRTR stakeholder event organized by the Regional Environmental Centre 
for Eastern and Central Europe (Tirana, 14 December 2012). The Chair of the Task Force 
has been invited to contribute to an international conference on Principle 10 of the Rio 
Declaration, to be held on 30 and 31 March 2013 in Japan, with a presentation on “Access 
to Justice in Environmental Matters — the Aarhus Convention 1998–2013”. The 
conference is being organized in the context of the Green Access Project, which seeks to 
identify appropriate models of public participation for protecting the environment and 
creating a sustainable society in Japan. The secretariat is also expected to promote the 
Convention and its Protocol at the seventh European conference on sustainable cities and 
towns (Geneva, 17–18 April 2013), and has also been invited to present the mandate, 
modalities of work, rules of procedure and experience of the Aarhus Convention 
Compliance Committee at the first meeting of the Implementation Committee under the 
ECE Water Convention (Geneva, 4 June 2013).  

26. The secretariat assisted the Chairs and Vice-Chairs of the Bureaux of the Aarhus 
Convention and its Protocol in providing input to a joint message on suggested 
amendments to the zero draft of the United Nations Conference on Sustainable 
Development (Rio+20 Conference) outcome document, “The Future We Want”, which was 
prepared as a result of consultations among representatives of governing bodies of the ECE 
MEAs and of the ECE Committee on Environmental Policy (Geneva, 22 November 2011 
and 16 April 2012). The message aimed to promote the Convention and the Protocol at the 
Rio+20 Conference (Rio de Janeiro, 20–22 June 2012). It was distributed to national focal 
points and stakeholders in the region. 

27. At the Rio+20 Conference, the secretariat, in cooperation with numerous partners, 
organized, coordinated and provided input to the following side events at which the 
Convention and the Protocol were promoted: 

(a) A daylong side event on Principle 10, “Choosing Our Future: Open and 
Participatory Sustainable Development Governance”, on 19 June 2012, in particular, the 
following two sessions:  

(i) The first session, organized in collaboration with Corporación Participa 
“Principle 10 Regional Conventions”, focused on next steps and the content for a 
possible regional convention on access rights in Latin America and the Caribbean, 
including lessons learned from the implementation of the Aarhus Convention and its 
Protocol on PRTRs in the ECE region;  

(ii) The second session, entitled “Public Participation in International 
Environmental Governance”, focusing on lessons from applying the Almaty 
Guidelines on Promoting the Principles of the Aarhus Convention in International 
Forums (Almaty Guidelines), the Aarhus Convention compliance mechanism and 
access mechanisms (including citizen-initiated complaint mechanisms) in other 
sustainable development-related forums and institutions;  

(b) A joint side event of the United Nations regional commissions, “Green 
Growth and Sustainable Development: Regional Perspectives”, on 21 June 2012. The ECE 

8  



ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/3 

contribution to this event aimed to shed light on Principle 10 and its implementation 
through ECE legal and policy instruments, most notably the Aarhus Convention and its 
Protocol on PRTRs, the Protocol on SEA to the Espoo Convention and the ECE Strategy 
for Education for Sustainable Development; 

(c) An EESC side event, “Civil society Taking Global Responsibility”, on 
21 June 2012; 

(d) A European Environment Agency (EEA) side event, “Sharing environment 
information in action”, on 19 June 2012; 

(e) A United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP) side event, “Access for 
All”, on 21 June 2012. 

28. The secretariat also promoted the Convention and the Protocol through various 
reports and articles prepared under the auspices of ECE and partner organizations. 

29. In addition, the secretariat continued an enhanced outreach exercise, distributing 
materials about the Convention and the Protocol on PRTRs to national focal points, Aarhus 
Centres, non-governmental organizations (NGOs) and academic institutions in the ECE 
region. The secretariat promoted PRTR and Aarhus electronic tools through the ECE report 
to the World Summit on the Information Society Forum (Geneva, 14–18 May 2012). Two 
leaflets on the Convention and its Protocol on PRTRs were also produced in English, 
French and Spanish and distributed at Rio+20, and copies were made available on the ECE 
publications webpage.13

30. The Aarhus Convention: An Implementation Guide14 has been revised by experts 
with the assistance of the secretariat. It has been edited and is currently being readied for 
publication.  

31. The secretariat organized an advisory mission to Mongolia on 25 and 26 April 2012. 
The mission was led by the Chair of the Meeting of the Parties and involved representatives 
from several Parties to the Convention, including Italy, Kazakhstan, Norway and Poland, 
who shared their experience in numerous areas, including legislative steps, the institutional 
framework and financial implications associated with the implementation of the 
Convention. The secretariat has a regular correspondence with the country officials and the 
United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) office in Mongolia regarding the 
country’s accession. 

32. At the proposal of the World Bank Inspection Panel and the European Investment 
Bank, the Convention compliance mechanism will be included in the informal network of 
accountability mechanisms of the international financial institutions. 

33. Starting in February 2013, at the invitation of the Environmental Policy and Law 
journal a column dedicated to the deliberations of the Compliance Committee, is to be 
written by a journal reporter in cooperation with the secretariat, and will appear regularly in 
the upcoming issues of the journal. 

  
 13 “PRTRs advancing sustainability, environmental governance and a green economy” and “Aarhus 

Returns to Rio”, available from http://www.unece.org/environmental-policy/treaties/public-
participation/publications.html. 

 14 United Nations publication, Sales No. E.00.II.E.3. 
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 B. Promotion of the Almaty Guidelines and other interlinkages with 
relevant international bodies and processes 

34. A thematic session on the promotion of the Almaty Guidelines was held during the 
fifteenth meeting of the Working Group of the Parties to the Convention (Geneva,  
3–5 September 2012). The thematic session focused on three themes: (a) public 
participation before, at and after the Rio+20 Conference; (b) measures taken at the national 
level to systematically promote public participation in international forums; and (c) public 
participation in projects funded by international financial institutions. In order to guide the 
discussion, in advance of the thematic session, Parties were invited to prepare responses to 
a questionnaire on the themes to be discussed during the session.15

35. The secretariat continued supporting efforts to promote the principles of the 
Convention in various international forums, working with other United Nations bodies, in 
particular, UNEP, the United Nations Institute for Training and Research (UNITAR), the 
United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs and UNDP; other 
environmental treaty bodies, such as the CBD and its Protocol on Biosafety; and other 
international organizations, inter alia, OSCE, the Organization for Economic Cooperation 
and Development, the World Bank, the European Investment Bank and the European Bank 
for Reconstruction and Development (EBRD). Among others, the secretariat provided 
comments on EBRD draft guidelines for private water companies on how to meet their 
obligations to provide the public with access to environmental information. Requests by 
other international forums for advisory support from the secretariat are noticeably 
increasing, though the secretariat is not always able to respond fully due to its limited 
capacity. 

36. Public participation in international forums was also discussed at the seventh 
Capacity-building Coordination meeting. That discussion addressed support to Parties in 
implementing the Almaty Guidelines, through assisting them in organizing input from the 
public to national contributions to international forums, and the need to apply the 
Guidelines in their own activities.  

37. At its first meeting (Geneva, 7–8 February 2013), the Task Force on Access to 
Information took note of activities relevant to access to environmental information under 
other forums, such as Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and UNEP, as well as in 
follow-up to the Seventh “Environment for Europe” Ministerial Conference (Astana,  
21–23 September 2011) and the Rio+20 Conference, and encouraged Parties to establish 
coordination mechanisms or use other existing means to strengthen the coordination 
between national focal points for various forums dealing with access to environmental 
information and with effective engagement of NGOs, Aarhus Centres and other 
stakeholders. 

38. As a preparation for the first universal session of the Governing Council/Global 
Ministerial Environment Forum (Nairobi, 18–22 February 2013), the secretariat took part in 
an expert meeting on “Models and Mechanisms on Civil Society Participation” (Geneva, 
22–23 January 2013). The report of that meeting was an input document into the fourteenth 
Global Major Groups and Stakeholders Forum (Nairobi, 16–17 February 2013), which was 
held prior to the Governing Council. 

39. In an advisory capacity, the secretariat joined two initiatives: (a) the Advisory Group 
on International Environmental Governance for the project on the promotion of the 
Guidelines for the Development of National Legislation on Access to Information, Public 

  
 15 The meeting report is available from http://www.unece.org/acwgp15.html. 
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Participation and Access to Justice in Environmental Matters (Bali Guidelines), led by 
UNEP; and (b) the “Access for All” initiative, launched at the Eye on Earth Summit in 
December 2011 and led by the World Resource Institute, which sought to provide a 
platform for global promotion of Principle 10. In addition, the secretariat provides ongoing 
advice to various professional, academic or non-governmental institutions and associations 
upon request. 

40. In the context of Rio+20, the secretariat organized a special session on public 
participation in international environmental governance, as part of the larger side event 
“Choosing Our Future: Open and Participatory Sustainable Development Governance” 
convened by the World Resources Institute on 19 June 2012 (see sect. A above). The Chair 
of the Convention’s former Task Force on Public Participation in International Forums 
chaired the side event and the Chair of the Convention’s Compliance Committee also 
spoke. The purpose of the event was, inter alia, to promote the Almaty Guidelines as well 
as the Aarhus Convention’s Compliance Committee as useful models that could be applied 
in other international processes.  

41. The secretariat has provided ongoing advisory support upon request to the Economic 
Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC) and designated focal points for 
the initiative on a possible regional convention on access rights in Latin America and the 
Caribbean (see para. 27 above). In addition, the secretariat participated in the first meeting 
of the focal points of the 10 signatory countries of the Declaration on the Implementation of 
Principle 10 of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development (Santiago,  
6–7 November 2012) in order to share the experience gained in the implementation and 
administration of the Aarhus Convention. It also participated in a follow-up meeting with 
the Government of Chile ECLAC, UNITAR and designated civil society focal points 
(Santiago, 8 November 2012). 

42. The secretariat gave a presentation at the first meeting of the Working Group on 
Environmental Impact Assessment and Strategic Environmental Assessment under the 
Espoo Convention and the Protocol on SEA (Geneva, 23–26 April 2012) on the role of 
environmental NGOs in the governance of the Aarhus Convention, as demonstrated by, 
e.g., the observer status of an NGO representative to the Bureau (decision I/1, annex, rule 
22) and the financial support to NGO representatives provided through the Convention’s 
trust fund. 

43. The increased cooperation between the secretariat and the special procedures of the 
Human Rights Council during the past year is noteworthy, in particular with regard to the 
recently created mandate of the Independent Expert on the issue of human rights 
obligations relating to the enjoyment of a safe, clean, healthy and sustainable environment 
by the Human Rights Council in April 2012.16 It has been recognized that the lessons 
learned from the Convention’s activities, and in particular from the compliance review 
mechanism, will be a significant element in the Independent Expert’s work during the next 
three years. Members of the secretariat met with the Independent Expert and informed him 
about the Convention during a half-day experts meeting on 4 March 2013 organized by 
Earthjustice and the Center for International Environmental Law. In addition, cooperation 
has been promoted with the Special Rapporteur on the implications for human rights of the 
environmentally sound management and disposal of hazardous substances and wastes, 
given the relevance of the Protocol on PRTRs,17 and with the Special Rapporteur on 

  
 16 See http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Environment/IEEnvironment/Pages/IEenvironmentIndex.aspx. 
 17 See http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Environment/ToxicWastes/Pages/SRToxicWastesIndex.aspx. 
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extreme poverty and human rights, which focuses among others on the issue of 
participation of persons living in poverty.18

 C. Coordination and oversight of intersessional activities 

44. The Bureau held its twenty-eighth meeting on 28 February 2012, its twenty-ninth 
meeting on 5 September 2012 and its thirtieth meeting on 26 February 2013, all organized 
in Geneva.19 The Bureau also held electronic consultations on different subject matters. The 
Working Group of the Parties held its fifteenth meeting on 3–5 September 2012 in Geneva. 
Pursuant to the decisions of the fifteenth meeting of the Working Group, the secretariat 
engaged two consultants to prepare an in-depth evaluation of the current functioning and 
implementation of the Convention (ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/8) and an assessment of the 
current interim scheme of contributions (ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/9). 

 

  
 18 See http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Poverty/Pages/SRExtremePovertyIndex.aspx. 
 19 Reports of the meetings of the Bureau are available from http://www.unece.org/environmental-

policy/treaties/public-participation/aarhus-convention/envpptfwg/envppbureau.html. 
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Annex 

  Overview of contributions and expenditures 

 I. General considerations 

1. In 2012 the secretariat continued to observe a high degree of caution in its allocation 
of resources, mainly owing to the fact that many contributions were made towards the end 
of the year, thus creating uncertainty as to the availability of sufficient funds. The 
secretariat made various efforts to encourage in-kind contributions and thereby reduce the 
impact on the trust fund. The estimated cost of activities to implement the Convention’s 
work programme in 2012 was US$ 1,291,590 (see ECE/MP.PP/2011/2/Add.1, decision 
IV/6, annex II), while the total financial contributions received for 2012a amounted to 
US$ 1,085,058 for the Convention and the Protocol on PRTRs (of which US$ 241,749 was 
explicitly intended for the Protocol). Consequently, the difference between the estimated 
cost of Convention activities and the amount actually received through Parties’ 
contributions in 2012 is US$ 448,281 (i.e., 35 per cent of the estimated costs were not 
covered).  

2. For the sustainability of work it is crucial to ensure staff funding on a long-term 
basis. The extension of contracts for staff funded from the Aarhus Convention trust fund 
depends on the level of contributions received. Since the current financial scheme is based 
on voluntary contributions and provides no guidance on their amount, the level of 
contributions fluctuates, making the funding of extrabudgetary posts unpredictable and far 
from secure. The secretariat therefore was obliged to give priority to securing funds, which 
need to be reserved at least for one year before issuing a staff contract. The secretariat was 
able to allocate sufficient funds for staff and for activities in the first part of 2012 only due 
to savings accumulated as of 31 December 2011. 

3. In the reporting period of this overview (January 2012–March 2013), the secretariat 
completed recruitment of staff for three out of the four P-3 fixed-term extrabudgetary 
positions in the secretariat.b

 II. Contributions 

4. The “adjusted contribution” columns in tables A and B below are intended to offer a 
more realistic picture of the actual resources available for use in a given year. Contributions 
by Parties and Signatories are often intended for use in a year other than the year the 
contribution was deposited and/or received. The adjusted contribution figure in a given year 
is derived from the actual contribution in that year, minus any part of that contribution that 
was intended for use in a different year, plus any contributions made in years other than the 
reference year but intended for use in the reference year. Due to the lack of timely funding 
for any specific year, the secretariat is obliged to use the available funds, as necessary. 

  
 a As of 19 March 2013.  
 b One staff member responsible for electronic information tools and the Protocol on PRTRs left the 

secretariat in early March 2013 for personal reasons. The related work is temporarily carried out by a 
P-2 staff member.  
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 A. Contributions received in 2012 and for 2012 as of 19 March 2013 
(in United States dollars) 

Donor country 

Actual 
contribution 

 in 2012  

Adjusted 
contribution 

for 2012 Remarks 
    
Albania 3 000 3 000 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 1 000 – For Protocol on PRTRs 2011 

 – 3 000 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012, received in 2013 

Armenia 300 300 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Austria 12 920 12 920 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 5 103 5 103 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Belarus 290 290 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Belgium (federal) 28 571 28 571 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Belgium (Brussels) 1 175 1 175 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Belgium (Flanders) 8 499 8 499 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Belgium (Wallonia) 4 310 4 310 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 6 468 6 468 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Bulgaria 8 712 – For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 – 8 712 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2011 

 500 500 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Croatia 3 000 3 000 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 3 000 3 000 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Cyprus 649 – For Aarhus Convention, year unspecified 

 200 – For Protocol on PRTRs, year unspecified 

Czech Republic 15 000 – For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 10 000 – For Protocol on PRTRs 2013 

 10 000 10 000 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

 – 15 000 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2011 

Denmark 43 290 – For Aarhus Convention, received in 2012 for years 2013–2014 

 21 645 – For Protocol on PRTRs, received in 2012 for years 2013–2014 

 – 22 390 For Aarhus Convention, received in 2011 for years 2010–2012 
(full amount 67,170); annualized for 2012 

 – 11 190 For Protocol on PRTRs, received in 2011 for years 2010–2012 
(full amount 33,570); annualized for 2012 

Estonia 1 299 1 299 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 519 519 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

European Union 128 700 128 700 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 13 646 13 646 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Finland 6 623 6 623 For Aarhus Convention 2012 
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Donor country 

Actual 
contribution 

 in 2012  

Adjusted 
contribution 

for 2012 Remarks 
    
France 87 131 87 131 For Aarhus Convention 2012, out of which 20% for public 

participation in international forums (PPIF) 

 51 948 51 948 For Aarhus Convention 2012, including for PPIF  

 38 961 38 961 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Georgia 250 250 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Germany 60 000 60 000 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Hungary 5 000 – For Aarhus Convention 2011 

 500 – For Protocol on PRTRs 2011, first instalment for years  
2011–2012  

 – 4 981 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2013 

 – 481 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012, second instalment for years  
2011–2012 ; received in 2013 

Ireland 6 435 – For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 – 6 667 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2011 

 3 886 3 886 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Italy 134 048 134 048 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Kazakhstan 19 975 19 975 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Kyrgyzstan 600 600 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Latvia 2 574 – For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 1 287 1 287 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

 – 2 736 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2011 

Netherlands 24 845 24 845 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 24 845 24 845 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Norway 35 270 35 270 For Aarhus Convention 2012  

 19 985 19 985 For Aarhus Convention 2012  

 65 560 – For Aarhus Convention and Protocol on PRTRs, received in 
2012 for 2013  

 – 62 222 For Aarhus Convention and Protocol on PRTRs, received in 
2011 for 2012  

 17 635 17 635 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012  

 19 985 19 985 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Poland 6 435 6 435 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Serbia – 500 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2013 

Slovakia 987 987 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 649 649 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Sweden 20 000 20 000 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

 3 975 3 975 For Aarhus Convention 2012 (Promotion of the Convention’s 
compliance mechanism at Rio+20) 

 3 975 3 975 For Aarhus Convention 2012  

 5 000 5 000 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

 15 



ECE/MP.PP/WG.1/2013/3 

Donor country 

Actual 
contribution 

 in 2012  

Adjusted 
contribution 

for 2012 Remarks 
    
Switzerland 75 594 75 594 For Protocol on PRTRs 2012, out of which US$ 53,996 to 

support capacity-building activities for countries with economies 
in transition 

Tajikistan 200 200 For Aarhus Convention 2012 

Turkmenistan – 350 For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2013 

Ukraine 3 896 3 896  For Aarhus Convention 2012 

United Kingdom 47 544 47 544 For Aarhus Convention and Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Total 1 127 394 1 085 058  

of which 
explicitly for 
PRTR 

260 872 241 749  

 B. Contributions received in 2013 and for 2013 as of 19 March 2013 
(in United States dollars) 

Donor country 

Actual 
contribution 

in 2013 

Adjusted 
contribution 

for 2013 Remarks 
    
Albania 3 000 – For Protocol on PRTRs 2012 

Austria 13 263 13 263 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 4 979 4 979 For Protocol on PRTRs 2013 

Bulgaria – 8 712 For Aarhus Convention 2013, received in 2012 

Czech Republic – 15 000 For Aarhus Convention 2013, received in 2012 

 – 10 000 For Protocol on PRTRs 2013, received in 2012 

Denmark – 21 645 For Aarhus Convention, received in 2012 for years 2013–2014 
(full amount 43,290); annualized for 2013 

 – 10 823 For Protocol on PRTRs received in 2012 for years 2013–2014 
(full amount 21,645); annualized for 2013 

European Union 129 366 129 366 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

Finland 6 784 6 784 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

Germany 60 000 60 000 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

Greece 1 000 – For Aarhus Convention 2011, received in 2013 

Hungary 4 981 – For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2013 

 481 – For Protocol on PRTRs 2012, second instalment for years  
2011–2012; received in 2013 

Ireland – 6 435 For Aarhus Convention 2013, received in 2012 

Latvia – 2 574 For Aarhus Convention 2013, received in 2012 
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Donor country 

Actual 
contribution 

in 2013 

Adjusted 
contribution 

for 2013 Remarks 
    
Norway – 65 560 For Aarhus Convention and Protocol on PRTRs, received in 

2012 for 2013 

 19 985 19 985 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 19 985 19 985 For Protocol on PRTRs 2013, received in 2012 

Poland 6 631 6 631 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

Serbia 500 – For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2013 

Sweden 20 000  20 000 For Aarhus Convention 2013 

 5 000  5 000 For Protocol on PRTRs 2013 

Turkmenistan 350 – For Aarhus Convention 2010, received in 2013 

 350 – For Aarhus Convention 2011, received in 2013 

 350 – For Aarhus Convention 2012, received in 2013 

Total 297 006 426 742   

of which 
explicitly for 
PRTR 

39 913 57 254   

Note: No financial contributions, in-kind contributions and/or pledges have been received from the 
following Parties to the Convention for either 2012 or 2013: Azerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 
Greece, Iceland, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegro, Portugal, Romania, Slovenia, Spain and the 
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. No financial contributions, in-kind contributions and/or 
pledges have been received from the following Parties to the Protocol for either 2012 or 2013: 
Finland, Germany, Luxembourg, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Slovenia and the former 
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. (NB: Israel acceded to the Protocol on 14 January 2013).  

 C. In-kind contributions 

5. The following in-kind contributions were made in 2012 and 2013:  

(a) The hosting of the Aarhus Clearinghouse for Environmental Democracy and 
the PRTR.net portals in 2012 and 2013, provided by GRID-Arendal; 

(b) Support for the travel of the secretariat to the EESC hearing on the Lisbon 
Treaty (Brussels, 17 April 2012), provided by EESC; 

(c) Support from the Governments of the Netherlands, Norway, Italy, Poland and 
Mongolia and by UNDP Mongolia to the ECE mission to promote the Aarhus Convention 
in Mongolia (25–26 April 2012); 

(d) Support provided by the European ECO Forum for the travel of secretariat 
staff to the colloquium, “Effectiveness of the Compliance mechanism under the Aarhus 
Convention: addressing Rio +20 issues and other MEAs” (Vienna, 14–15 May 2012); 

(e) Support for the organization of a subregional meeting for Central Asian 
countries in Almaty, Kazakhstan (22–23 May 2012), and travel of several delegates to 
meetings under the Convention, provided by OSCE;  

(f) Support from the Governments of Sweden and Ireland for the travel of the 
Chairs of the Task Force on Access to Justice and the Task Force on Public Participation in 
Decision-making, respectively; 
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(g) Support for the travel of the secretariat to the meeting of the EESC Section 
on Transport, Energy, Infrastructure and the Information Society (Brussels, 25 June 2012), 
provided by EESC; 

(h) Support for the travel of the secretariat to the 128th meeting of the EESC 
Section for Agriculture, Rural Development and the Environment (Brussels, 27 September 
2012), provided by EESC;

(i) Support for the travel of the secretariat to the first meeting of the focal points 
of the 10 signatory countries of the Declaration on the Implementation of Principle 10 of 
the Rio Declaration (Santiago, 6–7 November 2012), and the follow-up meeting with 
ECLAC and the Government of Chile (Santiago, 8 November 2012), provided by ECLAC; 

(j) Support for the travel of the secretariat to the OSCE training on 
“Strengthening Green Diplomacy — A Step Towards Enhancing Environmental Security” 
(Belgrade, 29–30 November 2012), provided by OSCE; 

(k) Support for the travel of the secretariat to the European round table of the 
Aarhus Convention and Nuclear Initiative (Brussels, 4–5 December 2012), provided by 
EESC;  

(l) Promotion of the Protocol on PRTRs in countries of Latin America and the 
Caribbean, by the Government of Spain; 

(m) Support for the travel of 11 civil society representatives to attend the joint 
event on public participation in decision-making in the nuclear domain (Luxembourg,  
12–13 March 2013), as well as providing the meeting venue, interpretation and some 
catering, by the European Commission Directorate-General for Energy; 

(n) Transport to the meeting venue and some catering for meeting participants 
attending the joint event on public participation in decision-making in the nuclear domain 
(Luxembourg 12–13 March 2013), by ANCCLI. 

 III. Estimated expendituresc  

 A. Estimated expenditures in January–December 2012 for the  
Aarhus Conventiond  
(in United States dollars)  

Work programme 2012–2014 activities Cost type Total 
   
1. Compliance mechanism Staff time 146 597a

 Subcontracts 12 068 

  
 c The estimated and projected costs shown in the sections A and B below are limited to those intended 

to be covered by voluntary contributions made under the Convention’s and Protocol’s schemes of 
financial arrangements through the trust fund. They do not include costs that are expected to be 
covered by the United Nations regular budget. In addition to the staff included in the following table, 
the salary and other entitlements of one staff member in the General Service category is covered by 
the 13 per cent programme support costs levied from the trust funds of the ECE Environment 
Division. Figures are rounded up. They may change in accordance with United Nations administrative 
regulations. 

 d Expenditures reported are those that are related to the implementation of the 2012 work programme 
of the Aarhus Convention. Protocol on PRTRs related expenses will be reported to the bodies of the 
Protocol. 
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Work programme 2012–2014 activities Cost type Total 
   
 Travel, DSA (Experts/participants) 89 139 

 Subtotal  247 804 

2. Capacity-building activities Staff time 39 495b

 Subtotal  39 495 

Staff time 56 318c

Subcontracts 55 603 

Travel, daily subsistence allowance 
(DSA) (experts/participants) 

6 197 

3. Awareness-raising and promotion of the Convention, 
including through the communication strategy and 
promotion of the principles of the Convention in 
international forums 

Travel, DSA (staff) 3 145 

 Subtotal  71 221 

4. Access to information Staff time 116 048d

 Subtotal  116 048 

5. Public participation Staff time 72 880e 

 Subcontracts 10 000 

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 32 318 

 Travel, DSA (staff) 1 138 

 Subtotal  116 337 

6. Access to justice Staff time 62 061f 

 Subcontracts 8 000 

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 32 025 

 Travel, DSA (staff) 2 607 

 Subtotal   104 692 

7. GMOs Staff time 7 601g

 Subtotal   7 601 

Subcontracts 5 545 8. Promotion of the Almaty Guidelines and other 
interlinkages with relevant international bodies and 
processesh Travel, DSAi (experts/participants) 3 426 

 Subtotal  8 971 

9. In-depth evaluationj Subcontracts – 

 Subtotal  – 

10. Coordination and oversight of intersessional activities Staff time 78 387k

 Subcontracts 15 088 

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 29 745 

 Subtotal  123 220 

13. Horizontal support areas Training of staff 1 292 
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Work programme 2012–2014 activities Cost type Total 
   

 Subtotal  1 292 

 Totall  836 680 

 Programme support costs (13%)  108 768 

 Grand total  945 448 

Note: Totals in notes a-g and k below refer to an estimated percentage of consolidated work time for 
all extrabudgetary professional staff pooled together. A breakdown by individual staff members follows 
in parentheses. 

a  Total 90% of P-3 ((70% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012); 10% of P-3 (staff cost 
from January-December 2012); 10% of P-3 (staff costs for January-July 2012; September-December 
2012)).  

b  Total 25% of P-3 ((15% of P-3 (staff costs for January-July 2012; and September-December 2012); 
10% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012)). 

c  Total 35% of P-3 ((25% of P-3 (staff costs for January-July 2012; September-December 2012); 5% 
of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012); 5% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012)).  

d  Total 50% of P-3 and 40% of P-2 ((10% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012); 40% of 
P-3 (January-partly July; and partly November-December 2012; 40% of P-2 (staff costs for partly July-
October 2012)). 

e  Total 45% of P-3 ((45% of P-3 (staff cost from January-July 2012; and September-December 
2012))  

f  Total 40% of P-3 (30% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012); 10% of P-3 (staff cost 
from January-December 2012)).  

g  Total 5% of P-3 ((5% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012)).  
h  Staff time for this activity is reported under activity 3.  
i  Expert/participants travel cost for a thematic session on promoting the application of the principles 

of the Convention in international forums is reported under activity 10.  
j  Subcontract expenses for the preparation of the in-depth evaluation of the current functioning and 

implementation of the Convention and the assessment of the current interim scheme of contributions are 
reported under activity 10. 

k  Total 50% of P-3 ((30% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2012); 15% of P-3 (staff cost 
from January-December 2012); 5% of P-3 (staff costs for January-July 2012; and September-December 
2012)).  

l  Expenses for activities 11 and 12 are not reported as there were no expenses within the reporting 
period. 

 B. Projected expenditures for 2013  

(in United States dollars) 

Work programme 2012-2014 activities Cost type Total 
   
1. Compliance mechanism Staff time 162 000a

 Subcontracts 8 400 
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Work programme 2012-2014 activities Cost type Total 
   
 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 87 500 

 Subtotal  257 900 

2. Capacity-building activities Staff time 45 000b

 Subtotal  45 000 

Staff time 63 000 

Subcontracts 27 200 

3. Awareness-raising and promotion of the Convention, 
including through the communication strategy and 
promotion of the principles of the Convention in 
international forums Travel, DSA (staff) 5 000 

 Subtotal 95 200 

4. Access to information Staff time 70 400d

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 35 000 

 Subtotal  105 400 

5. Public participation Staff time 81 000e

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 35 000 

 Subtotal  116 000 

6. Access to justice Staff time 72 000f

 Subcontracts 9 000 

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 35 000 

 Subtotal  116 000 

7. GMOs Staff time 9 000g

 Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 35 000 

 Subtotal 44 000 

Subcontracts 5 000 8. Promotion of the Almaty Guidelines and other 
interlinkages with relevant international bodies and 
processesh Travel, DSAi (experts/participants) 3 000 

 Subtotal  8 000 

Staff time 72 000j

Subcontracts 5 400 

Travel, DSA (staff) 5 000 

10. Coordination and oversight of intersessional activities, 
including targeted preparation for the fifth ordinary 
session of the Meeting of the Parties 

Travel, DSA (experts/participants) 42 500 

 Subtotal 124 900 

13. Horizontal support areas Training of staff 1 000 

 Subtotal  1 000 
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Work programme 2012-2014 activities Cost type Total 
   

 Totalk  913 400 

Programme support costs (13%)  118 742 

 Grand total  1 032 142 

Note: Totals in notes a-g and j below refer to an estimated percentage of consolidated work time for 
all extrabudgetary professional staff pooled together. A breakdown by individual staff members 
follows in parentheses. 

a  Total 90% of P-3 ((70% of a P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013); 10% of P-3 (staff 
cost from January-December 2013); 10% of P-3 (staff costs from January-December 2013)). 

b  Total 25% of P-3 ((15% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013); 10% of P-3 (staff cost 
from January-December 2013)). 

c  Total 35% of P-3 ((25% of P-3 (staff costs from January-December 2013); 5% of P-3 (staff cost 
from January-December 2013); 5% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013)). 

d  Total 40% of P-3 and 20% of P-2 ((20% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013); 20% of 
P-3 (staff costs for January-February; May-December 2013); 20% of P-2 (staff costs for March-April 
2013)). 

e  Total 45% of P-3 ((45% of P-3 (staff costs from January-December 2013)).  
f  Total 40% of P-3 ((30% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013); 10% of P-3 (staff costs 

from January-December 2013)). 
g  Total 5% of P-3 ((5% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013)).  
h  Staff time for this activity is forecasted under activity 3. 
i  Expert participant travel cost for a thematic session on promoting the application of the principles 

of the Convention in international forums is forecasted under activity 10. 
j  Total 40% of P-3 ((20% of P-3 (staff cost from January-December 2013); 15% of P-3 (staff cost 

from January-December 2013); 5% of P-3 (staff costs from January-December 2013)). 
k  Expenses for activities 9 and 12 are not forecasted as there are no expenses expected in 2013. 

Expenses for activity 11 are foreseen under activity 10. 

 C. Pledges (as of 19 March 2013)  
(in original currency) 

Donor country Original currency Amount  Remarks 
    
Belarus USD 300 Aarhus Convention 2013 

Belgium (federal) EUR 22 000 Aarhus Convention 2013 

Belgium (Brussels) EUR 945 Aarhus Convention 2013 

Belgium (Flanders) USD 8 499 Aarhus Convention 2013 

Belgium (Wallonia) EUR 3 465 Aarhus Convention 2013 

 EUR 5 200 Protocol on PRTRs 2013 

Estonia EUR 1 000 Aarhus Convention 2013 

Lithuania USD 200 Aarhus Convention and PRTR 2012 

Republic of Moldova EUR 1 000 Aarhus Convention 2012 

 EUR 1 000 Aarhus Convention 2013 

United Kingdom GBP 30 000 Aarhus Convention and Protocol on PRTRs 2013 
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