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Working groups materials / Materialy pro pracovni skupiny
Will be added/bude doplnéno

Legal norms / Pravni predpisy
The Aarhus Convention http://www.unece.org/env/pp/documents/cep43e.pdf (ENG)

Convention on Access to information, Public Participation in Decision-making and Access to
Justice in Environmental Matters

Aarhuska umluva http://www.unece.org/env/pp/documents/cep43czech.pdf (CZ)
Umluva o pristupu k informacim, ucasti verejnosti na rozhodovani a pristupu k pravni
ochrané v zdlezitostech Zivotniho prostredi.

Proposal for an EC directive on access to justice in environmental matters (ENG)
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/site/en/com/2003/com2003_0624en01.pdf

This proposal aims to guarantee general access of public to justice in environmental matters
and full transposition (namely) of Article 9(3) of the Aarhus Convention into the EC law. It
was proposed by the Commission in October 2003. Since the Council issued negative
position to this proposal (in June 2005), the legislative procedure has not continued.

Navrh smérnice ES o pristupu k pravni ochrané ve vécech Zivotniho prostiedi

(CZ - neoficialni preklad)
http://aa.ecn.cz/img_upload/98a9a0fe3779d35f22dc8d93fe87df89/Navrh_smernice_ES _o_pri
stupu_k_soudni_ochrane.pdf

Navrh sméruje k obecnému zajisténi pristupu verejnosti k soudni ochrané ve vécech zivotniho
prostiedi, resp. k plné transpozici (zejména) cl. 9(3) Aarhuské umluvy do prava ES. Byl
Komisi predlozen do legislativniho procesu v rijnu 2005. Po vydani negativniho stanoviska
Rady (z ¢ervna 2005) projednavani navrhu dosud nepokracuje.

Regulation (EC) 1367/2006, on the application of the provisions of the Aarhus
Convention in Environmental Matters to Community institutions and bodies (ENG)
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:1.:2006:264:0013:0019:EN:PDF
The objective of this Regulation is to lay down the requirements (rights), arising from the
Aarhus Convention, with regard to the Community institutions. The Regulation e.g.
establishes conditions and procedure of “internal review” of legality of administrative acts
and omissions of the Community institutions under environmental law in Articles 10 and 11.
In article 12 it further refers to possibility of subsequent access to the European Court of
Justice.

Natizeni (ES) €. 1367/2006, o pouZiti ustanoveni Aarhuské imluvy na organy a subjekty
Spolecenstvi (CZ)
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:1.:2006:264:0013:0019:CS:PDF
Cilem narizeni je zakotvit v pravu ES zavazky (prava), vyplyvajici z Aarhuské umluvy, ve
vztahu k organiim Spolecenstvi.. Narizeni mimo jiné v ¢l. 10 a 11 upravuje podminky a postup
,vaitintho prezkumu* legality sprdavnich aktii a necinnosti orgamii ES v oblasti prava
Zivotniho prostredi. 'V ¢l. 12 pak odkazuje na moznost nasledného pristupu k Soudnimu
dvoru ES.
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Directive 85/337/EEC on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private

projects on the environment (“EIA directive” - consolidated version — ENG)
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CONSLEG:19851.0337:20030625:EN:PDF
This consolidated version of “EIA directive” includes amendments by Directive 2003/35/EC,
providing for public participation in respect of the drawing up of certain plans and

programmes relating to the environment and amending with regard to public participation

and access to justice Council Directives 85/337/EEC and 96/61/EC. Right for access to

Jjustice is directly regulated by art. 10a of this directive, with relations namely to it’s art. 1(2)

and art. 6.

Konsolidované znéni smernice 85/337/EHS o posuzovani viivii nékterych verejnych a
soukromych projektii na zZivotni prostredi (smernice EIA) obshuje zmény provedené smeérnici
2003/35/ES o ucasti verejnosti pri priprave urcitych planii a programii vztahujicich se k
Zivotnimu prostredi a o zménée Smernic Rady ¢. 85/337/EEC a 96/61/EC, pokud jde o ucast
verejnosti a pristup k pravni ochrané

Other information about EC norms transposing the Aarhus Convention requirement can be
found here: http://ec.europa.eu/environment/aarhus/index.htm

Dalsi informace o ptedpisech ES transponujicich pozadavky Aarhus imluvy 1ze najit zde:
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/aarhus/index.htm
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Aarhus Convention Compliance Mechanism / Mechanismus kontroly
dodrZovani Aarhuské imluvy

Case Law of the Aarhus Convention Compliance Committee (RACSE, 2008 - ENG)
http://www.rac.org.ua/fileadmin/user_upload/publications/CL3_en_web.pdf

Selected parts of the Aarhus Convention Compliance Committee case law (reports), inserted
into the Convention text, with regard to the relevant provisions. The publication covers all
cases considered by the Compliance Committee until Third Meeting of the Parties of the
Aarhus Convention (Riga, 2008) except for two.

Vybrané casti z ,,case law* (zprav) Compliance Committee Aarhuské umluvy, vlozené do
textu umluvy k odpovidajicim ustanovenim. Publikace obsahuje vSechny pripady posuzované
Compliance Committee do 3. setkani stran Aarhuské umluvy v Rize (2008) kromé dvou.

Other information about the compliance mechanism of the Aarhus Convention,
including all documents related to cases reported to the Compliance Committee, can be
found here.

Dalsi informace o c¢innosti Compliance Committee Aarhuské umluvy, vcéetné vSech
projednavanych ptipadd, 1ze najit zde.

Materials on 3" meeting of the Aarhus Convention parties, Riga (including the national
implememntation reports) http://www.unece.org/env/pp/mop3/mop3.docll.htm#NIRs

Materialy o 3.setkani stran Aarhuské umluvy v Rize (2008), vcetné narodnich zprav o
implementaci umluvy.
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General studies on implementation of the Aarhus Convention / Obecné
studie o implementaci Aarhuské umluvy

Inventory of EU Member States’ measures on access to justice in environmental matters

(Millieu Ltd., 2007 - ENG) - http://ec.europa.eu/environment/aarhus/study access.htm

The objective of this study, initiated by the Commission, was to produce an inventory of
national measures implementing Article 9(3) of the Aarhus Convention and related provisions
and to assess for the 25 EU Member States (all except Bulgaria and Romania). National
reports for the 25 Member States are added to the study.

Cilem této studie, zadané Evropskou komisi, bylo zmapovat opatieni k implementaci clanku
9(3) Aarhuské umluvy a souvisejicich ustanoveni ve 25 clenskych statech EU (kromé
Bulharska a Rumunska). Prilohami studie je 25 narodnich zprav.

How far has the EU applied the Aarhus Convention ? (European Environmenla Bureau,
2007 - ENG)
http://www.eeb.org/activities/transparency/AARHUS-FINAL-VERSION-WEBSITE-12-
07.pdf

This study reports on initial experiences with the Aarhus Convention across Europe. It is
based on 17 country surveys, prepared by environmental NGOs. It includes recommendations
addressed to Member States, the European Commission and environmental organisations.

Studie shrnuje prvni zkusenosti s Aarhuskou umluvou v zemich EU. Vychazi ze 17ti narodnich
studit, zpracovanych nevladnimi organizacemi. Obsahuje doporuceni adresovanad clenskym
statiim EU, Evropské komisi i ekologickym organizacim.

Implementation of the Aarhus Convention in EU Member States (Justice& Environment,
2006 - ENG)
http://www.justiceandenvironment.org/wp-content/wp-upload/JE2006 Aarhuslegalanalysis.pdf
This collection of analyses describes transposition and implementation of the Aarhus
Convention, namely it’s access to justice requirements, in six EU countries (Austria, the
Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Poland and Slovakia). The initial overview highlights the
most pressing shortcomings. similar in most of studied countries.

Sbornik analyz popisujicich transpozici a implementaci Aarhuské umluvy, predevsim
pozadavkii tpkajicich se pristupu k soudni ochrané, v Sesti statech EU (Rakousku, Ceské
republice, Estonsku, Madarsku, Polsku a Slovensku). Uvodni shrnuti zdiiraznuje
nejvyznamnéjsi nedostatky, obdobné ve vsech studovanych zemich.
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Selected ECJ (Court of 1% Instance) case-law / Vybrana rozhodnuti
ESD (Soudu 1. stupné)

T-585/93, Stichting Greenpeace Council and Others v. Commission, 9.8.1995 (ENG)
http://eur-
lex.europa.eu/Notice.do?val=207540:cs&lang=en&list=207540:cs,&pos=1&page=1&nbl=1&
pgs=10&hwords=&checktexte=checkbox&visu=#SM

In that case, the Court has stated (with reference to previous case-law, namely the C-25/62,
Plaumann & Co v Commission case) that the public interests, such as protection of the
environment, are by definition diffuse and therefore environmental NGOs cannot fulfill the
standing requirement of a unique position towards the contested act (decision adopted by the
Commission to provide financial assistance for the construction of power stations) according
to Article 230 of the EC Treaty. Nor has the Court accepted the standing of local inhabitants,
concluding that the possible harms concerning their health and environmental conditions,
caused by the investment, “do not differentiate them from any person residing or staying
temporarily in the areas concerned”.

Soud vtomto pfipadé¢ (s odkazem na pifedchozi judikaturu, zejména piipad C-25/62,
Plaumann & Co v Komise) konstatoval, ze vefejné zajmy, mj. ochrana Zivotniho prostiedi,
jsou ze své podstaty ,,difuzni* (nepficitatelné konkrétnimu subjektu). Organizace zabyvajici
se ochranou zivotniho prostfedi proto nemohou naplnit podminku aktivni legitimace k zalob¢
proti napadenému aktu (rozhodnuti Komise o finan¢ni podpoie vystavby elektraren), podle
¢l. 230 Smlouvy o zaloZzeni ES (SES), spocivajici v jedineCném postaveni vici tomuto
rozhodnuti. Soud neuznal ani aktivni legitimaci mistnich obyvatel, nebot” mozné Skody na
jejich zdravi a Zivotnim prostiedi v disledku pfedmétného projektu ,,je neodlisuji od jakékoli
jiné osoby bydlici nebo docasné pobyvajici v dotcené oblasti®.

T-219/95 R, Marie-Thérése Danielsson and Others v. Commission, 22.12.1995 (ENG)
http://eur-
lex.europa.eu/Notice.do?val=207969:cs&lang=en&list=221840:¢s,221710:¢s,207969:cs.&pos
=3&page=1&nbl=3&pgs=10&hwords=&checktexte=checkbox&visu=#texte

With regard to an action filed by three inhabitants of Tahiti against a decision of the
Commission not to stop the French nuclear weapon tests in the region, the Court held that the
standing of the applicants could not be accepted since “the decision concerns the applicants
only in their objective capacity as residents of Tahiti, in the same way as any other person
residing in Polynesia”. According to the Court “even on the assumption that the applicants
might suffer personal damage linked to the alleged harmful effects of the nuclear tests... that
circumstance alone is not sufficient to distinguish them individually as persons to whom the
contested decision is addressed”.

V souvislosti se zalobou tii obyvatel Tahiti proti rozhodnuti Komise nezatavit francouzské
testy jadernych zbrani v tomto regionu Soud uvedl, Ze nemohl uznat zalobni legitimaci
zalobct, nebot’ ,rozhodnuti se jich dotyka v jejich postaveni obyvatel Tahiti stejnym
zpusobem, jako kterékoli jiné osoby bydlici na tUzemi Polynésie. Podle Soudu ,ani
predpoklad Ze zalobci by mohli utrpét osobni ujmu v souvislosti s tvrzenymi Skodlivymi
dasledky jadernych testi... je dostate¢né neodliSuje jako osoby jimz je adresovdno napadené
rozhodnuti.*
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Joined cases T-236/04 and T-241/04, European Environmental Bureau (EEB) and
Stichting Natuur en Milieu v. Commission, 28.11.2005 (ENG/CZ)

http://eur-
lex.europa.eu/Notice.do?mode=dbl&lang=en&Ingl=en.cs&Ing2=cs.da.de.el.en,es.et.fi.fr.hu.it
Jt.lv.mt,nl,pl,pt,sk,sl,sv,&val=418417:cs&page=1&hwords=

In this decision, the Court declared inadmissible actions brought by environmental association
and foundation against decisions of the Commission, which allowed the Member States to
maintain in force authorisations to use plant protection products, containing some chemicals.
The Court held that the applicants, in their objective capacity as entities whose purpose is to
protect the environment, are affected by the contested decisions in the same manner as any
other person in the same situation.

Soud v téchto rozhodnutich prohlésil za nepfipustné zaloby podané sdruzenim a nadaci,
jejichz predmétem je zejména podpora ochrany a udrzeni Zzivotniho prostiedi, proti
rozhodnutim Komise, kterd umoznila ¢lenskym statim zachovat v platnosti povoleni k uziti
ptipravkli na ochranu rostlin, obsahujicich urcit¢ chemické latky. Soud konstatoval, ze tato
rozhodnuti se tykaji zalobcti v jejich postaveni subjektli, piisobicich v oblasti ochrany
zivotniho prostiedi, stejnym zplisobem, jako jakékoli jiné osoby ve stejné situaci.

T-264/04, WWF European Policy Programme v. Council, 25.4.2007 (ENG/CZ)
http://eur-
lex.europa.eu/Notice.do?mode=dbl&lang=en&Ingl=en.cs&Ing2=bg.cs.da.de.cl.en,es.et.fi.fr.h
w.it.It.lv.mt,nl.pl.pt.,ro.sk.sl.sv.&val=447652:cs&page=1&hwords=Aarhus~

The Court declared that the EC institutions do not have obligation to provide the applicant
with information which did not exist in the form of a document that could be disseminated.
That finding, according to the Court, cannot be altered by the applicant’s arguments relating
to the Aarhus Convention or the proposal for a regulation on its application in view of the fact
that, at the time when the contested decision was adopted, neither the Aarhus Convention nor
the regulation implementing it was in force.

Soud konstatoval, Ze organy ES nemaji povinnost poskytnout zadateli informace, pokud
neexistuji ve formé dokumentu, ktery by mohl byt zptistupnén. Tento zavér podle Soudu
nemohl byt zménén argumenty Zalobce, tykajicimi se Aarhuské umluvy nebo navrhu natizeni
o0 jejim provedeni, nebot’ v dob¢, kdy bylo napadené rozhodnuti o odepieni informaci pfijato,
nebyla Aarhuskd imluva ani nafizeni o jejim provedeni v platnosti.

T-37/04, Regiao autonoma dos Acores v. Council, 1.7.2008 (ENG/CZ)
http://curia.europa.eu/jurisp/cgi-
bin/form.pl?lang=en&Submit=Rechercher&alldocs=alldocs&docj=docj&docop=docop&doco
r=docor&docjo=docjo&numaff=T-
37/04%20&datefs=&datefe=&nomusuel=&domaine=&mots=&resmax=100

The Court dismissed the action of the autonomous region of the Azores against a regulation
on the fishing management, as it considered the applicant not to be individually concerned by
it. The Court e.g. emphasized that Article 9(3) of the Aarhus Convention refers expressly to
‘the criteria, if any, laid down in [the] national law’ of the contracting parties. These criteria
are laid down, with regard to actions brought before the Community judicature, in Article 230
of the EC Treaty. Articles 10 to 12 of the 1367/2006 regulation establish a procedure on
completion of which certain non-governmental organisations may bring an action for
annulment under Article 230 of the EC Treaty. Since the conditions laid down in Articles 10
to 12 of this regulation were “manifestly not satisfied” in the given case, the Court proclaimed
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that it cannot “substitute itself for the legislature and to accept, on the basis of the Aarhus
Convention, the admissibility of an action which does not meet the conditions laid down in
Article 230 of the EC Treaty”.

Soud odmitl Zalobu autonomni oblasti Azorskych ostrovli proti nafizeni o regulaci rybolovu,
protoZe nepovazoval Zalobce za osobné dot¢eného napadenym natfizenim. Soud mj. zdiraznil
ze ¢l. 9(3) Aarhuské timluvy odkazuje vyslovné na ,kritéria, pokud jsou né&jaka stanovena ve
vnitrostatnim pravu“ stran Umluvy. Tato kritéria, ve vztahu k Zalobam pied soudy ES, stanovi
&l. 230 SES. CL. 10 az 12 nafizeni 1367/2006 stanovily proceduru (podminky), po jejichz
splnéni mohou né&které nevladni organizace podat Zalobu za zruSeni (aktu ES) podle ¢l1. 230
SES. Protoze v daném piipadé podminky podle ¢l. 10 az 12 uvedeného nafizeni zjevné
nebyly naplnény, Soud konstatoval Ze nemlZe ,,sdm nahrazovat legislativni Cinnost a
akceptovat na zaklad¢ Aarhuské umluvy pfipustnost zaloby, kterd nespliiuje podminky
stanovené v ¢l. 230 SES .



Selected Czech courts case-law / Vybrana rozhodnuti ¢eskych soudi

Rozsudek NejvysSiho spravniho soudu (NSS) ze dne 18.7.2006, ¢.j. 1 Ao 1/2006 — 74
http://www.nssoud.cz/main.aspx?cls=anonymZneni&id=9363 &mark=

The Supreme Administrative Court (SAC) held in this decision, i.a., that art. 1.2 of the Czech
Constitution requires that national law is interpreted consistently with the international
obligations arising out of the Aarhus Convention. If it is possible to interpret the national
legislation by different means, the interpretation which fulfils the requirements of the
Convention must prevail. The same can be educed from the EC law, as EU as a whole ratified
the Aarhus Convention and it became part of the EC law (as an “mixed agreement”)
subsequently. The SAC supported it’s opinion that (all) land use plans must be subject to
judicial review by this argumentation.

NSS v tomto rozsudku mj. konstatoval, 7e¢ z &l. 1 odst. 2 Ustavy CR vyplyva imperativ
souladného vykladu vnitrostatniho prava s mezindrodné pravnimi zavazky Ceské republiky,
vyplyvajicimi z Aarhuské umluvy. Jestlize je mozné urCitou vnitrostatni tipravu vylozit vicero
zplisoby, pak musi byt zvolen vyklad, ktery napliiuje pozadavky Umluvy. Stejny zavér pak
vyplyva i z prava ES, nebot’ EU jako celek Aarhuskou imluvu ratifikovalo, ¢imz ziskala
povahu soucasti prava ES prava jako tzv. smiSend smlouva. Touto argumentaci NSS podeptel
nazor o prezkoumatelnosti (vSech) uzemnich plana soudem.

Usneseni rozsireného senatu NSS ze dne 13.3.2007, ¢.j. 3 Ao 1/2007 — 44
http://www.nssoud.cz/main.aspx?cls=anonymZneni&id=12758 &mark=

SAC presented an opposite opinion on judicial review of land used plan in this decision,
compared to the previous one. With that regard, it further declared that the Aarhus
Convention is not “directly applicable” international treaty and that it does not require the
land use plans to be subject to judicial review.

V tomto usneseni NSS vyslovil opa¢ny pravni nazor na soudni pifezkoumatelnost izemnich
plant, nez vyplyval z pfedchoziho rozhodnuti. V této souvislosti dale konstatoval, ze
Aarhuskd tmluva neni ,,pfimo pouZzitelnou” mezindrodni smlouvou a ze z jejiho znéni
pozadavek zajisténi soudniho prezkumu izemnich plant nevyplyva.

Nilez Ustavniho soudu ze dne 19.11.2008, sp.zn. PLUS 14/07
http://nalus.usoud.cz/Search/ResultDetail.aspx?id=60659&pos=1&cnt=1&typ=result

By this decision, the Constitutional Court canceled the above decision of SAC and
confirmend that (all) land use plans must be subject to judicial review. It stated that this
approach is also compatible with the duty to interpret national law in compliance with
international obligations, what concerns namely requirements of the Aarhus Convention.

Ustavni soud timto nalezem zrusil vyse uvedené usneseni rozsifeného senatu NSS a potvrdil,
ze (vSechny) tzemni plany musi podléhat soudnimu pfezkumu. Uvedl v této souvislosti, ze
tento pravni ndzor odpovidd 1 imperativu souladného vykladu wvnitrostatniho prava
s mezinarodné pravnimi zavazky, coz se tykd zejména zavazka vyplyvajicich z Aarhuské
umluvy.

Rozsudek NSS ze dne 29.3.2007, ¢.j. 2 As 12/2006 — 111
http://www.nssoud.cz/main.aspx?cls=anonymZneni&id=11147&mark=

SAC refused standing of an environmental NGO to sue the operation permit for nuclear
power station arguing that the law states explicitly that the investor is the only party to the
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relevant administrative procedure. SAC stated e.g. that this situation is not contrary to Aarhus
Convention requirements, as members of the public concerned can participate in another
procedures, related to establishing of the nuclear power stations. The court further stated that
environmental NGOs can claim breach of the right for favorable environment.

NSS odmitl aktivni legitimaci nevladni organizace k zalobé proti rozhodnuti o povoleni
provozu jaderné elektrarny s odivodnénim, Ze zakon vyslovné urcuje jako jediného ucastnika
fizeni o vydani tohoto povoleni Zadatele. NSS mj. uvedl, Ze tato situace neni v rozporu se
zavazky, vyplyvajicimi z Aarhuské umluvy, nebot’ osoby z fad dotcené vetejnosti se mohou
Ucastnit jinych fizeni, v nichz se o moznosti vystavby jadernych zatizeni rozhoduje, a v této
souvislosti maji 1 pfistup k soudni ochrané. Zaroven uvedl, zZe obCanska sdruzeni mohou
namitat zdsah do prava na ptiznivé Zivotni prostiedi.

Rozsudek NSS ze dne 29.8.2007, ¢.j. 1 As 13/2007 — 63
http://www.nssoud.cz/main.aspx?cls=anonymZneni&id=13685&mark=

SAC expressed the opinion, that neither the Aarhus Convention nor the EC law require
“direct” (separate) review of EIA statements (acts by which the EIA procedure is finished), as
the possibility of their review together with the subsequent development consent is sufficient.
With that regard, the SAC stated that when reviewing these development consents, the courts
must, on the base of art. 9.4 of the Aarhus Convention, grant injunctive relieves, if the
members of public concerned ask for them in their lawsuit concerning, so that it could not
happen that by the time of the hearing, the project in question is already realized.

Podle nazoru NSS vysloveného v tomto ozhodnuti Aarhuskd umluva ani pravo ES
nevyzaduji, aby ,,stanoviska EIA” (akty ukoncujici proces posuzovani vlivu zdméra na zivotni
prostfedi) byla samostatné (pfimo) soudné pfezkoumateknd, nebot’ postatuje moznost jejich
pfezkoumani (az) spolecné s konecnym rozhodnutim o povoleni zdméru. V této souvislosti
NSS uvedl, Ze pii prezkumu téchto rozhodnuti musi byt s ohledem na znéni €l. 9(4) Aarhuské
umluvy vyhovovano navrhiim zalobci z fad dotéené vefejnosti na piiznadni odkladného
ucinku zaloby, aby nemohlo dochazet k situacim, kdy v dobé rozhodovani o spravni zalobé jiz
byl povoleny zdmér nevratné realizovan.

Rozsudek NSS ze dne 16.7.2008, ¢.j. 8 As 35/2007 — 92
http://www.nssoud.cz/main.aspx?cls=anonymZneni&id=15140&mark=

SAC declared in this decision that environmental NGOs can only successfully ask for judicial
protection against infringements of it’s own, i.e. procedural rights. Therefore, it cannot claim
infringement of the right for favorable environment (neither it’s own nor for the members).
With regard to the argument, that the Aarhus Convention grants right to challenge also
substantive legality of the acts related to the environment for public concerned (including
NGOs), the SAC stated that the plaintiff did not raised it at the 1* stage court, and for that
reason it is not admissible in the complaint procedure.

V tomto rozsudku NSS uvedl, Ze nevladni organizace héjici z4jmy ochrany pfirody se mize u
soudu Uspésné domahat jen ochrany svych vlastnich, tedy procesnich prav. Nemulze proto
tvrdit zasah do prava na ptiznivé zivotni prostiedi (ani ve vztahu k sobé, ani svym ¢lentim).
K namitce ze Aarhuskd timluva zajiStuje dotcené vefejnosti (véetné nevladnich organizaci)
pravo domahat se prezkumu aktd, tykajicich se zdsahti do zivotniho prostfedi, i po strance
hmotné, NSS uvedl Ze ji zalobce neuplatnil pfed soudem 1. stupné a proto nebyla v fizeni
pied NSS piipustna.
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Other materials and links / DalSi materialy a odkazy

Aarhus Convention Implementation Guide (UNECE, 2000 - ENG)
http://www.unece.org/env/pp/acig.pdf
Implementacni prirucka k Aarhuské umluve

Workshop for high-level judiciary for the South-East European Region - Tirana,
Albania, 17-18 November 2008 (materials - ENG) _http://www.unece.org/env/pp/a.to.j.htm
Materialy z workshopu pro soudce vyssich soudii z jihovychodni Evropy, uskutecnéného
v Tirane, 17.-18.11.2008

Workshop for high-level judiciary (Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Moldova, Ukraine) -
Kiev, Ukraine 4-5 June 2007 http://www.unece.org/env/pp/a.to.j.archives.htm

Materialy z workshopu pro soudce vysSich soudit z byvalych sovétskych republik
uskutecneného v Kyjeve, 4.-5.6. 2006

United Nations Economic _Commission _for Europe (UNECE) general Aarhus
Convention page (other materials related to the Convention — ENG)
http://www.unece.org/env/pp/welcome.html

Stranky Evropské hospodarské komise OSN k Aarhuské umluve, obsahujici dalsi materialy
souvisejici s touto umluvou.

Conference "The Aarhus Convention: how are its access to justice provisions being
implemented?' (EC Commission, Bruselss, 2008 — conference materials - ENG)
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/aarhus/conf2.htm

Materialy z konference k ustanovenim Aarhuské umluvy o pristupu k soudum, poradané
Evropskou komisi.

EU Forum of Judges for the Environment http://www.eufje.org/
Stranky asociace evropskych soudcii zajimajicich se o ochranu Zivotniho prostiedi.

Justice & Environment network materials on Aarhus Convention (ENG)
http://www.justiceandenvironment.org/je-international/aarhus/
Materialy asociace Justice & Environment k tematu Aarhuské umluvy.

Aarhuska umluva na strankach asociace ekologickych organizaci Zeleny kruh (CZ)
http://www.ucastverejnosti.cz/cz/zakladni-informace/

Studie ..Soudni ochrana veiejného zijmu“ (Pavel Franc, 2004, CZ)
http://www.pilaw.cz/data/down/ochrana.pdf

Aarhusks imluva v dosavadni judikatuie éeskych soudii (Pavel Cerny, 2007 - CZ)
http://viaiuris.pilaw.cz/index.php?p=msg&id=176
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