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Report prepared by the del egation of the United Ki ngdom

1. Further to paragraph 18 of the annex to the report of the first neeting
of the Signatories (CEP/ WG 5/1999/2), the United Kingdom hosted a workshop in
Newcast|l e Upon Tyne (United Kingdom) on 6-7 Decenber 1999 on good practice in
public participation at the |ocal |evel

2. The wor kshop was attended by 121 governnent, |ocal governnment, NGO and
busi ness representatives from Arnenia, Austria, Belarus, Bulgaria, Canada,
Croatia, Czech Republic, Dennmark, Estonia, Finland, Georgia, Germany, Hungary,
Italy, Kazakhstan, Kyrgysztan, Latvia, Lithuania, Netherlands, Norway, Pol and,
Republ i ¢ of Mol dova, Ronani a, Russian Federation, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Sweden, Tajikistan, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey,

Tur kmeni st an, Ukrai ne, United Kingdom Uzbekistan and Yugosl avi a.

3. To ensure that participants with practical experience of public

partici pation exercises attended the workshop, invitations were sent, with
offers of funding, to the European ECO Forum and others. The United Ki ngdom
Know How Fund assisted 49 participants representing governments, |ocal
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authorities and NGOs fromcentral and eastern Europe and the newy independent
St at es.
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4, The United Nations Environnment Progranme (UNEP), the European
Commi ssi on, the Regional Environmental Center for Central and Eastern Europe
(REC), the United Nations Environment and Devel opnent UK Conmittee (UNED- UK)
were al so represented.

Case study day

5. On Sunday 5 Decenber, participants were shown case studies of public
participation exercises in the Newcastle area. These included the Newcastle
City Centre action plan, the sustainable devel opnent plan for Washi ngton New
Town and the Hadrian's Wall tourism managenment plan.

Wor kshop

6. The wor kshop on Monday 6 and Tuesday 7 Decenber divided into three
streans to discuss public participation at the local |evel for decision-
maki ng on specific activities (art. 6 and annex | to the Convention),

deci si on-maki ng on plans and programres (art. 7), and hel ping people to
participate in decision-making procedures (‘capacity building’). REC had
researched a set of case study exanples of public participation procedures to
encour age di scussion and to identify good practice. M. Mchael Meacher, the
Uni ted Kingdom M nister for the Environment, attended and addressed the
partici pants at the end of the workshop

Concl usi ons

7. M. Jerzy Jendroska, Chairman of the workshop’s plenary sessions,

concl uded that the workshop denobnstrated that there was much interesting work
on public participation going on across the UN ECE region. He went on to say
that it was clear that nore could be done to inprove public participation in

the decisions covered by the Aarhus Convention and that this inprovenment was

an ongoi ng process. The workshop was a useful contribution to that.

8. The wor kshop had denonstrated that there were a wi de range of ways to

i mpl enent the requirenments of the Aarhus Convention and that there was not
only one solution. The workshop al so denonstrated that the public was made up
of different groups and that they nust all be contacted if public
participation was to be done properly. It seened clear that the earlier in
the process public participation was undertaken, the better

9. Al t hough the workshop focused on practical experiences at the |oca
level, it was very clear that a |ot could be done by central government to
hel p | ocal processes, such as setting the legal framework and pronoting public
partici pation.
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Qut put s

10. The di scussi ons and exchange of infornmation between the many different
participants with their w de range of experiences was very valuable. The
evaluation formthat participants conpleted indicated this.

11. The concl usi ons of the workshop were distributed to participants in
Russi an and English. This included a short sunmary of the overall concl usions
of the workshop, a summary of the work of each of the three streans and a |i st
of participants. 1/

12. The main output fromthe workshop was the good practice handbook
produced by the United Kingdom This is based on the discussion at the

wor kshop and the REC case study research. It is a practical resource for
authorities undertaking public participation processes. It offers advice and
gi ves exanpl es of good practice at different stages of the process. As
requested at the workshop, the handbook reflects the | anguage of the
Convention, is intended to be neutral in tone and is available in paper and
electronic copies. 1/ At the workshop, the UN ECE secretariat offered to
make t he handbook available via the UN ECE Wb site.

Not e

1/ Copi es can be obtained by contacting Eanonn Prendergast by
e-mai | (eamonn_prendergast @letr. gsi.gov.uk) or by fax (+44 207 944 6169).



