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Part one
Current legal and administrative framework for the
implementation of the Convention

In this part, please provide the information resiad, or revise any information
relative to the previous report. Describe the legdministrative and other measures taken i
your country to implement the provisions of the @amtion. This part should describe the
framework for your country’s implementation, and eaperience in the application of the
Convention.

Please do not reproduce the text of the legiglatself but summarize and explicitly
refer to the relevant provisions transposing then@ation text (e.g., EIA Law of the
Republic of ..., art. 5, para. 3, of Government Retsoh No. ..., para. ... item...)

Article 1
Definitions

I.1. Is the definition of impact for the purpose thie Convention the same in your
legislation as in article 1?

(@ YesX

(o)  Yes, with some differences (please provideitd |

(c) No (please provide the definition):

(d)  There are no definitions of impact in the Iéafisn [

Your comments:

According to the Law on Environmental Protection ofAzerbaijan Republic
(1999), Article 1, it is given under the definitiorof “hazardous impact to the
environment” and under this item it is explained ¢himpacts to “ecosystem” which also
defined in the same Article, which in whole purpose compatible with the respective
provision of Convention.

At the same time, according to the Constitution Aferbaijan Article 148 (1995),
the international treaties are considered the intag part of national legislation of
Azerbaijan. Thus, referring to the Decree of theddident of Azerbaijan Number 616, on
1" of February, 1999 on Approval of the Law of Azeifsm Republic on Application of
Espoo Convention and its Annexes, the respectivevigions are required to be referred
the same on this regard. It should be taken intoccaant to all below mentioned questions
on “national legislation”.

I.2. Is the definition of transboundary impact foe purpose of the Convention the same
in your legislation as in article 1? Please speeigh below.

(@ Yes: X

(b)  Yes, with some differences (please provideitigta

(c)  No (please provide the definition):

(d)  There are no definitions of transboundary inpache legislatiord_|

Your comments:



There is not specific national law that reflect thidefinition.

According to the Constitution of Azerbaijan Articl&48 (1995) and the Decree of
the President of Azerbaijan Number 616, o' of February, in 1999, the respective
provisions of Espoo Convention and its Annexes, as integral part of national
legislation are required to be applied the samethbis regard.

I.3.  Please specify how major change is definegbir national legislation:
There is not a direct definition on “major changeghat explains it separately.

However, the law on Environmental Protection Lawh@pter VII on ecological
requirements for industrial and other economic aeiies during the construction,
reconstruction, commissioning, termination or restog period, includes in general
approach describing the changes that could have atige impact to the environment and
for this purpose, to identify those impacts, st&evironmental expertise of the Ministry
of Ecology and Natural Resources (MENR) is indicdteghe competent authority which
stakeholders should consult with.

Description of the role and functions of relevanuthority on State environmental
Expertise are depicted in the Chapter VIII (Art.588) of EP Law.

I.4.  How do you identify the public concerned? Beapecify (more than one option
may apply):
(@) Based on the geographical location of the proged project X

(b) By making the information available to all memters of the public and
letting them identify themselves as the public comened X

(c) By other means (please specify):
Your comments:

National legal acts such as Law on EP (1999, Arécb-7), Law on Access to
Information of AR (18" of December, 2005), Law on Access to Informatiom o
Environment, Law on Public Participation (2014,®1of June) give the rights for each
citizen, legal and physical persons to obtain thefarmation on environment and
participate in any cases concerning their constitutal right of living in clean and health
environment, at the same time to raise his/her dpim propose and require the necessary
steps towards (or cancellation) the harmful econangind industrial activities.

Guideline on “EIA process” (confirmed in 1996 by Mistry of Ecology and
Natural Resources) provides practical implementatisteps on this regard too.

According to the Constitution of Azerbaijan Articl&48 (1995) and the Decree of
the President of Azerbaijan Number 616, ori' bf February, in 1999, the respective
provisions of Espoo Convention and its Annexes, as integral part of national
legislation are required to be applied the sametbis regard.



Article 2

General provisions

I.5.  Provide legislative, regulatory, administratiand other measures taken in your
country to implement the provisions of the Convemifart. 2, para. 2):

(a) Law on EIA:

(b)  EIA provisions are transposed into another §lease specify):
(c) Regulation (please indicate number/year/nameX

(d)  Administrative (please indicate number/year/agm

(e) Other (please specify):

Your comments:

As a regulatory basis, according to the Decree tieTPresident of the Republic of
Azerbaijan 29" of June, 2012, number 392-IVQ about “Approval, emtement of the
Code on Urban Planning and Construction and legagulation on this regard”, Article
1.7.1, it is requires to prepare the Draft Law omiAronmental Impact Assessment. The
Draft (includes in State environmental expertisenvdronmental impact assessment and
strategic environmental assessment) was prepared aubmitted to the Cabinet of
Ministers. The Decree required all legislations be compatible with this Code.

Legal support was necessary during this term (2QARBL5) in Azerbaijan due to
the fact that new Draft Law on EIA was under prepion stage and it is required to
ensure its compliance with the Espoo Convention.rRbis purpose, by the request of
Azerbaijan legal assistance was supported by Espoavention Secretariat in 2014-2015
on EIA (on SEA as well). Legal support by internatial consultants was provided on
giving the recommendations, then drafting the nesasy parts of Draft. Based on this, it
was improved by national consultants and was subettto the Cabinet of Ministers. The
Draft passed the ministerial review with positiverdirmation that current stage it is
expected to be submitted to the Parliament.

I.6. Please describe any differences between #teoli activities in your national
legislation and appendix | to the Convention, if:an

(@  There is no difference, all activities are fgosed in the national legislation
as is[]

(b) It differs slightly: X (please specify):

Your comments:

According to the Constitution of Azerbaijan Articl&48 (1995) and the Decree of
the President of Azerbaijan Number 616, onft bf February, in 1999, the respective
provisions of Espoo Convention and its Annexes aeguired to be applied the same as

an integral part of national legislation. Thereforeif any differences the Espoo
Convention list has prior force to be applied.

Currently, although all industrial and economic aifties that should be issued by
State Environmental Expertise Department (SEE) dfIENR, while consultations with



developers in project level it is main requirement apply EIA to the list of activities of
Espoo Convention

It should be mentioned that prepared Draft Law onAANNEX 1 includes in all
activities based on Espoo Convention ANNEX 1 witlinor changes or additions. Thus,
some activities were considered necessary to bdectefd in the Draft Law in accordance
with its environmental concerns or modified with meprecise way - like large-diameter
oil and gas pipelines indicated with proper lengdnd diameter referring to EU EIA
Directive, or additions made - activities on nati@nwater fund resources like artificial
island construction and etc.

I.7.  ldentify the competent authority/authoritiessponsible for carrying out the EIA
procedure in your country (please specify):

(a)  There are different authorities at nationajjoaal, local level$ |

(b)  They are different for domestic and transboupgaocedure$ |

(c) Please name the responsible authority/autheriti

(d)  There is no single authority responsible for tk entire EIA procedure: X
Your comments:

Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources of Azeifzam is responsible
competent authority which issue environmental coamsions (decisions) to the economic
activities, thus it implements state environmenwpertise process on EIA (Law EP,
Article 54) documents and is the main authority osnvironment which developers
consult during the EIA process and gets SEE congbrss for EIA Report.

EIA process itself are carried out by Developerathhave an intention to initiate
any economic and industrial activities, which in ihcase EIA process should be carried
out by them or the institutions or consulting comipias that are involved by them for the
respective purposes and they start consultationhwNENR when they begin EIA
process.

Overall, it is responsibility of MENR to require afarrying out the EIA process on
the activities that have significant environmentamhpacts.

1.8. Is there an authority in your country that leots information on all the
transboundary EIA cases? If so, please name it:

(@ No[]
(b)  Yes X (please specify): Ministry of Ecology anflatural Resources
Your comments:

Ministry of Ecology and Natural Resources and itslevant bodies (State
Environmental Expertise Department, Environmental rélection Department) takes
responsibilities and rights under the Law on EP Qbiar 2, Art. 4.1.10, Art. 4.2.5 and
4.2.6 to disseminate, control and establish intetioaal cooperation over the
environmental protection issues.

Competent authority identified as Points of Contaghder the Convention also
collects information on the transboundary EIA casad coordinates it.



1.9. How does your country, as Party of origin aaslaffected Party, ensure that the
opportunity given to the public of the affected tiyds equivalent to the one given to the
Party of origin’s public, as required in articlegragraph 6 (please explain):

There was not such a practice.

In case of both situations, public should be infoed due to identified requirements
under the Provisions of Espoo Convention, Aarhus réention. Also, the requirements
of the respective national laws on Public Particigan, Access to Environmental
Information and Access to Information should be folved too.

Article 3
Notification

1.10. As Party of origin, when do you notify thefeafted Party (art. 3, para. 1)? Please
specify:

(a)  During scoping |

(o)  When the EIA report has been prepared anddheestic procedure startgd

(c)  After finishing the domestic procedurd

(d) At other times (please specify): X

Your comments:

There was not such a practice.

According to the current requirements under the Gigline on EIA process (1996)
Iltem 2.2, during the State Environmental Expertisprocess of proposed activity,
application of EIA could be required by SEE (in thicase based on Espoo Convention
List or other the activities that raised significaenvironmental concerns due to the local
conditions by SEE) and EIA process should startkvihe consultations on identification
of the scope of the EIA with SEE and the public. tAf this process, in case of
identification of transboundary impacts, ProvisioB.1 of Espoo Convention should be
applied.

1.11. Please define the format of notification:

(a) It is the format as decided by the first meetig of the Parties in its
decision 1/4 (ECE/MP.EIA/2, annex IV, appendix) X

(b)  The country has its own formlai] (please attach a copy)
(¢)  No official format used |

Your comments:

There is not such a practice

In case of application abovementioned format of B&pConvention should be
used.

1.12. As a Party of origin, what information do yinclude in the notification (art. 3,
para. 2)? Please specify (more than one optionsapply):

(@)  The information required by article 3, paragraph 2 X



(b)  The information required by article 3, paragraph 5 X
(c)  Additional information (please specify):

Your comments:

There is not such a practice

In case of application Espoo Convention provisiosisould be used.

1.13. As a Party of origin, does your national #gfiion contain any provision on
receiving a response to the notification from tffeced Party in a reasonable time frame
(art. 3, para. 3, “within the time specified in thetification”)? Please specify:

(a) National legislation does not cover the time fram&

(b)  Yes, it is indicated in the national legislatip ] (please indicate the time
frame):

(c) It is determined and agreed with each affed®adty case by case in the
beginning of the transboundary consultatignk (please indicate the average length in
weeks):

Your comments:
There is not such a national law that define thenteframe.
In case of application Espoo Convention provisiosisould be used.

Please specify the consequence if a notified afte€tarty does not comply with the time
frame, and the possibility of extending a deadline:

Identified timeframe in the notification or any catitions considered there should be
followed. Indication of timeframe in the notificatin in compliance with Espoo
Convention should be an asset case.

1.14. How do you inform the public and authorit@fsthe affected Party (art. 3, para 8)?
Please specify:

(a) By informing the point of contact to the Convention listed on the
Convention websité X

(b)  Other (please specify):

Your comments:

1.15. On what basis is the decision made to pastei (or not) in the transboundary EIA
procedure as affected Party (art. 3, para. 3)%Plspecify:

(@ Notified ministry/authority of the affected Party responsible for EIA
decides on its own based on the documentation praldd by Party of origin X

(b)  Based on the opinions of the competent auftheriif the affected Parfy]

(c) Based on the opinions of the competent auiksrind that of public of the
affected Party |

1 List available from http://www.unece.org/env/eiaifiis_of contact.htm.



(d)  Other (please specify):

Your comments:

1.16. If the affected Party has indicated thahiends to participate in the EIA procedure,
how are the details for such participation agrésaluding the time frame for consultations
and the deadline for commenting (art. 5)? Pleaseifsp

(@) Following the rules and procedures of the Party obrigin X
(b)  Following the rules and procedures of the aéfiddarty_|
(¢)  Other (please specify):]

There are not specific rules in national laws.

In case of application, Espoo Convention provisiofart 5) and Guidelines on
practical Application of it should be used.

Your comments:

Article 4
Preparation of the environmental impact assessmemocumentation

1.17. How do you ensure sufficient quality of thBAElocumentation as Party of origin?
Please specify:

(@) The competent authority checks the information proided and ensures it
includes all information required under appendix Il as a minimum before making it
available for comments X

(o) By using quality checklis{s |

(c)  There are no specific procedures or mechanisims
(d)  Other (please specify):

Your comments:

According to the Law on EP, Article 54 and Guidetnon EIA Process Article
3.2.2 State Environmental Expertise Department issuhe quality of the EIA documents

However, in case of transboundary application, EgpGonvention provisions and
Guidelines on practical Application of it should hesed.

1.18. How do you determine the relevant informatioroe included in the EIA documentation in
accordance with article 4, paragraph 1? Pleasefgetre than one option may apply):
(@ By using appendix Il : X

(b) By using the comments received from the authadies concerned during
the scoping phase, if applicable X



(@)

(c) By using the comments from members of the pulgliduring the scoping
phase, if applicable X

(d)  As determined by the proponent based on its expertise_]
(e) By using other means (please specify):
Your comments:

In general, according to the Guideline on EIA Prose Article 3.2.2 State
Environmental Expertise Department agrees on theoge of the EIA documents. SEE
requires all issues raised by MENR and public to teken into account in the EIA
report.

In any case of transboundary EIA application, Espd@@onvention provisions and
Guidelines on practical Application of it should besed. It should be noted that New
Draft Law on EIA describes the content and informan to be included in the EIA
documentation that is in compliance with Espoo C@mtion.

1.L19. How do you determine ‘“reasonable alternativeim accordance with
appendix Il, paragraph (b)?

(a)  On acase-by-case bdsis
(b)  As defined in the national legislation (pleapecify):
(c)  Other (please specify):

There is not such a definition in current nationdiaws. In case of application,
Espoo Convention Annex Il (B) will be applied.

At the same time New Draft Law on EIA includes infoation on alternatives to
be included in the EIA documentation in complianegth Espoo Convention.

Your comments:

Article 5
Consultations on the basis of the environmental imgct
assessment documentation

Public participation
1.20. How can the public concerned express itsiopion the EIA documentation of the
proposed project (art. 5)? Please specify (mone time option may apply):
As Party of origin
(a) By sending comments to the competent authoritfgcal point X
(b) By taking part in a public hearing X
(c) Other (please specify):
There was not such a practice.

In case of transboundary procedure, timeframe, theols for consultation and
getting the opinions should be formed by Party ofi@n and agreed with Affected Party
in advance. Therefore, both options can be used dmhon Guideline of Practical
Application of Espoo Convention.
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(b)

As affected Party
(d) By sending comments to the competent authoritidcal point X
(e) By taking part in a public hearing X
) Other (please specify):
Your comments:
There was not such a practice.

In case of transboundary procedure, timeframe, theols for consultation and
getting the opinions should be formed by Party ofi@n and agreed with Affected Party
in advance. Therefore, both options can be used dmhon Guideline of Practical
Application of Espoo Convention.

1.21. Please indicate whether your national EIAdEgion requires the organization of a
public hearing on the territory of the affected tpdn cases where your country is the
country of origin:

(@  Yes[]

(b) NoX

Your comments:

There is not such specific Law that identifies thgsocedure.

In case of transboundary application, Espoo Convient and Practical Guideline
will be referred to.

1.22. Please indicate whether your national ElAidigion requires the organization of
public hearings in cases where your country isaffected Party:

(@  Yes[]

(b) NoX

Your comments:

There is not such specific Law that identifies thgsocedure.

In case of transboundary application, Espoo Convient and Practical Guideline
will be referred to.

Consultations

1.23. Does your national EIA legislation have amovision on the organization of
transboundary consultations (expert, joint bodiet,.) between the authorities of the
concerned Parties? Please specify:

(a)  Yes, itis obligatory |
(b)  No, it does not have any provision on that X
(c) It is optional_] (please specify):

Your comments:



Article 6
Final decision

I.24. Please indicate all points below that areeced in a final decision related to the
implementation of the planned activity (art. 6,3étk):
(a) Conclusions of the EIA documentation

(b) Comments received in accordance with articlpa&8agraph 8, and article 4,
paragraph 2 ]

(c)  Outcome of the consultations as referred to irclaré[ ]
(d)  Outcomes of the transboundary consultatjohs

(e) Comments received from the affected Party

()  Mitigation measurep |

(@)  Other (please specify):

There is not specific national law that defines thilefinition “final decision”.

It could be expressed that, currently, in the Lawm &P, the conclusion of State
ecological expertise (SEE) which permits to realittee project has obligatory character
to proceed on implementation. Conclusion is givefiea the EIA procedures contain
environmental protection measures and mitigation ioipacts and reflects the opinion of
public which compatible with the Article 6 of theddvention.

However, in case of transboundary application thefbo Convention Provisions
should be followed.

1.25. Are the comments of the authorities and tbblip of the affected Party and the
outcome of the consultations taken into considenain the same way as the comments
from the authorities and the public in your cour(ast. 6, para. 1):

(@  Yes[]
(b) NoX
Your comments:

There is not such a specific laws that reflect thoscasion. There was not such a
practice either.

In case of transboundary application, Espoo Conviemt and its Practical
Guideline will be referred to.

1.26. Is there any regulation in the national l&gisn of your country that ensures the
implementation of the provisions of article 6, peph 37?:

(@& No:X
(b)  Yes[] (please specify):

Your comments:

11
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In case of transboundary application, Espoo Convient and Practical Guideline
will be referred to. There are no such specific lawhat reflect this occasion. There was
not such a practice either.

1.27. Do all activities listed in appendix | (iteris22) require a final decision to authorize
or undertake such an activity?:

(@ YesX
(o)  No[] (please specify those that do not):
Your comments:

There is not such a specific laws that reflect thoscasion. There was not such a
practice either.

In case of transboundary application, Espoo Conviemt and its Practical
Guideline and SEE process and conclusions on thastvities will be referred to.

1.28. For each type of activity listed in appentitkat does require a final decision, please
indicate the legal requirements in your countryt idantify what is regarded as the “final
decision” to authorize or undertake such an agtiyért. 6 in conjunction with art. 2,
para. 3), and the term used in the national letiigiao indicate the final decision in the
original language:

Your comments:

There is not such a specific laws that reflect tefinition of “final decision”. In
this case, State Environmental Expertise conclussowhich are very compatible with the
Art 6 of Espoo Convention should be accepted asfidecision of competent authority
on environment (department of MENR).

Article 7
Post-project analysis

1.29. Is there any provision regarding post-projestalysis in your national EIA
legislation (art. 7, para. 1)?:

(& No:X

(b)  Yes[] (please specify the main steps to be taken andthewesults of it are
communicated):

Your comments:

Guideline on EIA process Art 6.4, SEE monitors tlpplied conditions given on
the environmental conclusions and at the same tiihés an obligation of Developer to
hold the monitoring and give the results of Monitioig to the MENR regularly. It is also
requirement of Law on EP Art 17-18.

In case of transboundary application, Espoo Conviemt and Practical Guideline
will be referred to, as there are no such specifigvs that reflect transboundary occasion.
There was not such a practice either.



(@)

(b)

Article 8
Bilateral and multilateral cooperation

Agreements

1.30. Does your country have any bilateral or ntatéral agreements based on the
Convention (art. 8, appendix VI)?:

(& NoX
(b)  Yes[] Please specify with which countries:

If publicly available, please also attach the terfs such bilateral and multilateral
agreements, preferably in English, French or Russia

1.31. What issues do these bilateral agreementerc@ppendix VI)? (more than one
option may apply):

(a)  Specific conditions of the subregion concerpgd
(b) Institutional, administrative and other arramgats_ |
(c) Harmonization of the Parties’ policies and mzas| |

(d)  Developing, improving, and/or harmonizing meatidor the identification,
measurement, prediction and assessment of im@amtdpr post-project analydis]

(e) Developing and/or improving methods and progres for the collection,
analysis, storage and timely dissemination of coaipgla data regarding environmental
quality in order to provide input into the E[A]

) Establishment of threshold levels and more Bgetcriteria for defining the
significance of transboundary impacts related ® ltication, nature or size of proposed
activities[ ]

(@) Undertaking joint EIA, development of joint nitoring programmes,
intercalibration of monitoring devices and harmatiian of methodologiels |
(h)  Other, please specify: have not such préce

Your comments:

Procedural steps required by the national legiation

1.32. Please describe the steps required in yotiona legislation for a transboundary
EIA procedure:

(& When EIA in a transboundary context is part of a domestic EIA
procedure:

The Law on EP Art 1.10 includes the condition ont@rnational cooperation on
the cases related to environmental protection. Hoee there is not specific national law
that prescribe this procedure.

According to the Constitution of Azerbaijan Articl&48 (1995) and the Decree of
the President of Azerbaijan Number 616, o' of February, in 1999, the respective
provisions of Espoo Convention and its Annexes, as integral part of national
legislation are required to be applied the samethbis regard.

(b)  When EIA in a transboundary context is a sefgaprocedure (please provide
of how this procedure links to the domestic procecand whether the steps are different):

13
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Alternatively, this question can be answered orpsuggd by providing a schematic
flowchart showing these steps.

Your comments:

1.33. Does your country have special provisionsirdormal arrangements concerning
transboundary EIA procedures for joint cross-bogeiects (e.g., roads, pipelines)?:

(@ No:X
(b)  Yes[] (please specify):

0) Special provisions:

(i)  Informal arrangements:
Your comments:

1.34. Does your country have special provisionsirdormal arrangements concerning
transboundary EIA procedures for nuclear powertpl@iPPs)?:

(@ No:X
(b)  Yes[] (please specify):
0) Special provisions:
(i)  Informal arrangements:

Your comments:



Part two
Practical application during the period 2013-2015

Please report on your country’s practical expegsnin applying the Convention
(not your country’s procedures described in pag)pwhether as Party of origin or affected
Party. The focus here is on identifying good padias well as difficulties Parties have
encountered in applying the Convention in practidee goal is to enable Parties to share
solutions. Parties should therefore provide appat@examples highlighting application of
the Convention and innovative approaches to impitsvapplication.

II.1.  Does your country object to the information wansboundary EIA procedures that
you provide in this section being compiled and magailable on the website of the
Convention? Please specify (indicate “yes” if ydjeat):

(@  Yes[]
(b) NoX

Your comments:

Experience in the transboundary environmentalmpact assessment
procedure during the period 2013-2015

Cases during the period 2013-2015

I1.2. If your country’s national administration has record of transboundary EIA
procedures that were under way during the repomegod, in which your country was
Party of origin or affected Party, please list thimthe tables 11.2 (a) and 11.2 (b) below
(adding additional rows as needed).

Table 11.2 (a)

Transboundary EIA procedures: As Party of origin
Starting date Length of the main steps in months Final decision
(date o ) o . (date of issuing,
notification Submission of the ~ Transboundary Public participation, including it information is
environmental report consultations (expert), if anypublic hearing, if an available)

Name of cas  sent)

Al W NP

Your comments:

there was not such an occasion
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Table 11.2 (a)
Transboundary EIA procedures: As affected Party

Length of the main steps in months

Starting date Final decision

(date L . L . (date of issuing,
notification  Submission of the  Transboundary Public participation, including it information is
Name of cas sent) environmental report consultations (expert), if anypublic hearing, if an available)
1. New no action no action no action no action no action
Metsamor
NPP followed followed followed followed followed
2.
3.
4.

16

Your comments:

In 2010 as an Affected Party Azerbaijan confirmethet intent of participation on
Transboundary EIA process of new Metsamor NPP whitee Party of Origin (in this
case Armenia) refused to apply transboundary ElAopess under Espoo Convention.

According to the Decision VI/2, p.45-46 of MOP6 @a5th of June, in 2014 Armenia was
considered in non-compliance under the Article 3anagraph 1 of the Espoo Convention
referring to the submission of Azerbaijan on 5th dflay, 2011. Due to the respective
Decision the case is requested to be followed um anonitored by Implementation
Committee of the Convention with a possibility foArmenia to continue the
implementation of the subsequent steps in the ttamsndary EIA procedure under the
Convention considering the fact that the final de@n on the construction of the nuclear
power plant had not yet been taken.

Please share with other Parties your country’®e&pce of using the Convention in
practice. In response to each of the questionsheither provide one or two practical
examples or describe your country’s general expeeieYou might also include examples
of lessons learned in order to help others.

1.3.  Translation is not addressed in the Conventidow has your country addressed the
question of translation? What difficulties has yaountry as Party of origin and affected
Party experienced relating to translation and prtation, and what solutions has your
country applied? (Please specify, among otherspéres and type of the documentation
translated, language, costs, etc.):

(@  As Party of origin:
(b)  As affected Party:
No comment

I.4. Describe any difficulties that your countradhencountered during transboundary
public participation (expert consultation, publiedning, etc.), including on issues of
timing, language and the need for additional infation:



No practice

I.5. Does your country have successful examplesorgfanizing transboundary EIA
procedures for joint cross-border projects or tian NPP?:

(@  Yes[]
(b) No[]

11.6. If you answered yes to question 1.5, plepsevide information on your country’s
experiences describing, for example, means of catipa (e.g., contact points, joint
bodies, bilateral agreements, special and commoovigions, etc.), institutional
arrangements, and how practical matters are dedit (®.g., translation, interpretation,
transmission of documents, etc.):

(a) For joint cross-border projects:
(b)  For NPPs:

I.7. Name examples of good practice cases, whetheplete cases or good practice
elements (e.g., notification, consultation or palpiarticipation) within cases:

no practice

1.8.  Would your country like to introduce a casethe form of a Convention “case study
fact sheet”?

(@ No[]
(b)  Yes[] (please indicate which cases):
11.9. Has your country carried out post-projectlgses in the period 2013-2015:

(@ No[] there was not such a case on post project analysinder the
Convention

(o)  Yes [] (please indicate which projects, along with thealleimges in
implementation and any lessons learned):

Experience in using the guidance in 2013-2015
11.10. Has your country used in practice the folilegvguidance, adopted by the Meeting of
the Parties and available online?:

(a) Guidance on Public Participation in Environnaénmpact Assessment in a
Transboundary Context (ECE/MP.EIA/7):

No [ ]
Yes[] (please provide details):
Your experience with using this guidance:
Your suggestions for improving or supplementing guidance:
(b)  Guidance on subregional cooperation (ECE/MRI/lannex V, appendix):
No []
Yes[ ] (please provide details):
Your experience with using this guidance:

Your suggestions for improving or supplementing guidance:

17



18

(c) Guidance on the Practical Application of the p&s Convention
(ECE/MP.EIA/8):

No []
Yes[] (please provide details):

Your experience with using this guidance: Gudience was used for
formulation Draft Law on EIA.

Your suggestions for improving or supplementing guidance:

Clarity of the Convention

11.11. Has your country had difficulties implemerdi the procedures defined in the
Convention, either as Party of origin or as affddearty, because of a lack of clarity of the
provisions?:

No []

Yes[] (please indicate which provisions and how theyumeear):

Suggested improvements to the report

1.12 Please provide suggestions for how this repay be improved.

No comment



