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CASE STUDIES ON PUBLIC PARTICIPATION IN ENVIRONMENTAL DECISION-MAKING


The Aarhus Convention’s Task Force on Public Participation in Decision-Making is seeking to collect case studies of public participation in environmental decision-making that demonstrate good practice or lessons learned, generate ideas and contribute to policy development.  
All case studies should: 

1.
focus on the implementation of articles 6, 7 and 8 of the Aarhus Convention, which relate to effective public participation in environmental decision-making.

2.
offer solutions to common problems concerning public participation in decision-making, such as:
· ways to identify the public concerned, i.e. the public likely to be affected by a certain activity;

· ways to collect and incorporate public comments in decision-making and report back to the public;

· ways to adapt processes to include effective public participation;

· ways of fostering links between authorities and stakeholders;

· ways to ensure public participation is implemented at all levels of government, from federal to local authorities.

3.         make a difference. They should demonstrate how effective public participation had a positive and tangible impact on the decision-making. 
4.
have the potential for replication. Their good practices and lessons learned should be able to applied in future cases by different societal actors and sectors. They should serve as models for generating policies and initiatives for public participation in other areas.

5.
contain evaluation.  They should have been, and should be able to be, evaluated on the basis of success criteria by government officials, independent experts and the public concerned.


If you submit more than one "case study", please indicate the priority 1, 2 or 3.
1. name OF the INITIAtIVE CONSIDERED AS A CASE STUDY:
 

     
2.  RESPONSIBLE Country/ORGANIZATION: 
Name:      

Mailing address:     

Telephone:     

Fax:
     

E-mail:      

Website :      
3. CONTACT PERSON (name and title):      
4. FOCUS OF THE INITIAtIVE (check one or more box(es)):

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Determining significance of non-listed activities
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Providing participation in multiple decision-making procedures
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Defining the concerned public
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Methods for notifying the concerned public
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Methods for participatory decision-making

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Access to information in consultations
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Time-frames for participation
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Early initiation of participation
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Engaging the public at a pre-permit   stage
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Collection of public comments
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Taking due account of the outcomes of public participation

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Informing the public about a decision

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Reconsiderations/updates of operating conditions
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Participation in particular fields of activity, such as GMOs, nuclear energy, water management, agriculture, forestry etc. 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Participation in plans, programmes and policies
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Participation in the development of legal regulations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Recognition of/support to civil society organizations
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 other (please specify)

_________________________________


5. DESCRIPTION OF INITIAtIVE (provide brief description)
· Type (governmental, non-governmental, municipal, other): 

     
· Working language(s): 

     
· Setting / Target group(s) / Number of persons involved: 

     
· Starting year and duration: 

             
· Budget and funding sources: 

     
· Partner organizations involved (if any): 

     
· Stakeholders involved (e.g. local community). Describe their involvement in this initiative and the kind of relationship you have with them.

     
6. MAIN OBJECTIVES OF THE INITIAtIVE (provide brief description)
     
7. METHODOLOGY (provide brief description)
Methods/approach for this initiative (including key background materials used, if any))
     
8. RESULTS AND EVALUATION OF THE INITIAtIVE (provide brief description and assessment)
· Results

     
· Strengths, good practices and lessons learned
     
· Conditions for successful replication of the initiative’s strengths and good practices 
     
· Weaknesses and risks

     
· Problems/challenges encountered
     
· How the problems/challenges were overcome, and if not, possible suggestions for how they might be overcome in future cases
     
· Unresolved issues 

     
· Overall, do you consider the initiative to be a case study of good practice, and why / why not?

     
Please attach one relevant picture, as a separate file  (max 1024 x 768 px /72 dpi/ jpg-format 80% quality/ up to 300KB)
Please submit all case studies electronically by e-mail to: public.participation@unece.org. In addition, you are invited to send us any relevant information you consider useful, including references to documents, publications and/or articles describing the initiative, as well as relevant links to websites.
For further information, please send a request to the above e-mail address or contact the Aarhus Convention secretariat,  Environment Division, United Nations Economic Commission for Europe, Palais des Nations, 8-14 avenue de la Paix, 1211 Geneva 10, Switzerland, fax: 00 41 22 917 0634,  web : http://www.unece.org/env/pp/ 
� Your response to this questionnaire should not exceed 4 pages.  
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