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Ukraine and International Environmental Law

Criticism is something we can avoid easily by saying nothing, doing nothing, and being nothing. 

Aristotle

Criticism, like rain, should be gentle enough to nourish a man’s growth without destroying his roots. 

Frank A. Clark
We protest against unjust criticism, but we accept unearned applause. 

Jose Narosky
Environmental protection is the realm where Ukraine has huge problems. It is true that our environment is degrading, while human consumption leading to the depletion of national wealth – the Ukrainian natural resources – is constantly increasing. Moreover, some recently adopted decisions of international institutions on non-compliance of Ukraine with multilateral environmental agreements and on violation of human environmental rights impair the whole image of our state on international arena. I won’t consider any political or economic factors which determined those decisions, meanwhile I’ll try to focus on legal ones and find out positive consequences for national legal order pertaining to environmental protection and sustainable use of natural resources. Thus, my task is not just to make wise critique of national environmental policy but also to underline achievements of both Ukrainian statesmen and the public in that “sensitive” realm. In my opinion any critisism must be constructive and directed to the improvement of the object or subject being criticized. Only when the subject intentionally does no efforts to improve, then after the “carrot” comes the “stick”. And I strongly believe that the very spirit was present in the philosophy of those several multilateral environmental agreements’ institutions having adopted their decisions concerning Ukraine.
So, I’ll begin with achievements in the national implementation of international environmental law. Ukraine has a well established legal framework for the protection of the environment including the progressive provisions of national Constitution
. Such documents as the Strategy of socio-economic development of Ukraine for 2004-2015 years “Towards  European integration” (2004), “On the main directions of the state policy of Ukraine in the field of environment, natural resources and environmental security” (1998), The Comprehensive Program of national implementation of decisions taken at the World Summit on sustainable development (Johannesburg, 2002), adopted by the Committee of Ministers of Ukraine in 2003, national program “Millennium Development Goals: Ukraine” as well as more than 300 laws and decrees, including the law “On environmental protection” (1991), provide the basis for national environmenal policy founded on the rules of international environmental law. General principles of international cooperation in environmental protection were laid down in the National strategy of Ukraine “On the main directions of the state policy of Ukraine in the field of environment, natural resources and environmental security” (1998). The document envisages the obligation to enforce about 70 bilateral and multilateral environmental agreements, to cooperate with key UN agencies and programs (such as UNEP, UNECE, IAEA, FAO, the UN Commission on Sustainable Development and GEF), provides for the grouns for bilateral cooperation with neighboring countries and donor countries, cooperation in the Black and Azov seas regions, Dnipro and Danube rivers regions, Carpathian mountains, participation in international programs concerning the elimination of the Chernobyl accident cosequences
. Since the provisions of this document became outdated and did not meet the requirements of modern international environmental law, “Basic principles (Strategy) of the state environmental policy of Ukraine for the period until 2020” was elaborated according to international obligations taken by Ukraine with regard to the EU (adoption of this strategy is a prerequisite for signing the Association Agreement), as well as obligations arising from such documents as the Millennium Development Goals (2000), the Johannesburg Summit Plan of Action (2002), Environmental Strategy for Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia (adopted within the framework of the “Environment for Europe” process) and other international environmental legal acts
. 
Some laws and codes contain references to international treaties ratified by Ukraine. For example, article 23 of the Law “On fisheries, commercial fisheries and protection of aquatic biological resources” (2011) mentions the Convention on international trade in endangered species of wild fauna and flora (1973), the Law “On nuclear energy and radiation safety” (1995) refers to the Vienna convention on civil liability for nuclear damage (1963), the Order of the Cabinet of Ministers No. 35 of November 23, 1995 “On measures to protect wetlands of international importance” – to the Ramsar convention on wetlands of international importance especially as waterfowl habitat (1971). There are also special regulations that determine the mode of implementation of international agreements, among them are: the Order of the Cabinet of Ministers No. 1822 of December 13, 2000 “On measures to ensure compliance with international obligations of Ukraine in connection with its accession to the Convention on international trade in endangered species of wild fauna and flora”, the Decree of President of Ukraine No. 913 of October 1, 2001 “On measures to ensure fulfillment of the obligations assumed by Ukraine under international agreements on nuclear and radiation safety”, the Order of the Cabinet of Ministers No. 392 of April 17, 2008 “On fulfillment of Ukraine’s international obligations under the UN framework convention on climate change and the Kyoto protocol”, the Order of the Cabinet of Ministers No. 9-p of January 6, 2010 “On approval of the action plan (strategy) to implement paragraphs 11-12 of the decision IV/2 of the Parties to the Convention on environmental impact assessment in a transboundary context”.
Ukraine participates in the activities of international governmental and non-governmental organizations of environmental profile. Representatives of Ukraine are members of such international governmental organizations as: UN Commission on Sustainable Development, Bureau of the Convention on biological diversity, Compliance Committee of the Cartagena protocol on biosafety, Joint Implementation Supervisory Committee of the Framework convention on climate change, UN Economic Commission for Europe, the Commission for the protection of the Black Sea against pollution, Bureau of the Agreement on the conservation of cetaceans of the Black Sea, Mediterranean Sea and contiguous Atlantic area, the International Commission for the protection of the Danube river, Commission on chemicals of Rotterdam convention on the prior informed consent procedure for certain hazardous chemicals and pesticides in international trade (1998) and others. In addition, Ukraine cooperates in environmental matters with UNEP, UNDP, UNESCO, UNIDO, the EU and NATO. Ukraine, represented by the Ministry of environment and natural resources, is the beneficiary of international technical assistance aimed at developing national capacity-building in different fields, in particular, waste management, environmental audits, air quality management, protected areas management etc. Our main donors are the European Commission and the Global Environment Facility
. Ukraine is a recipient of funds from the GEF for the implementation of environmental programs. For today 18 national projects were approved and successfully implemented, for example, Danube delta biodiversity (1992-1999), Ozone depleting substances phaseout project (1996-2004), Climate change mitigation in Ukraine through energy efficiency in municipal district heating (Pilot project in Rivne) Stage 1 (1999-2004), Removing barriers to greenhouse gas emissions mitigation through energy efficiency in the district heating system, Phase 2 (1999-2010). Ukraine is an active member of the “Environment for Europe” process: in 2003 we hosted the 5th Ministerial Conference on the Environment, which resulted in the adoption of important international environmental agreements. Not least due to the efforts of Ukrainian non-governmental organizations it became possible to elaborate and adopt the Aarhus convention on access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice in environmental matters (1998). Ukraine cooperates with international non-governmental environmental organizations such as the International Union for the Conservation of Nature, Environmental Law Alliance Worldwide, etc. Ukraine is known for its projects to work out so called Environmental Constitution of the Earth and to set up Environmental Security Council, which  were presented once more during the UN Conference on sustainable development «Rio + 20» this year. 
Now let’s proceed with faults of Ukrainian diplomacy and its national politicians in the adherence to international environmental legal rules. Among the most prominent are: the European court of human rights decision in a case “Dubetska and others v. Ukraine” (2011), decision of the Meetings of the Parties to the Convention on environmental impact assessment in a transboundary context (Espoo convention) and Aarhus convention on non-compliance by Ukraine with their provisions, decision of the Kyoto protocol Compliance Committee on the question of implementation concerning Ukraine (2011).
In “Dubetska and others v. Ukraine” plaintiffs complained for the infringement of the individual right to respect for their home, private and family life, and the Strasbourg court found the violation of the article 8 of the European convention on human rights by Ukrainian authorities. This case together with some other similar cases witness that Ukraine has problems in providing and protecting human fundamental environmental rights. 
In the field of implementation of international standards for environmental impact accessment and public access to environmental information, decision-making and justice in environmental matters Ukraine really fails. Ukraine ratified the Espoo convention and signed the Protocol on strategic environmental assessment (2003), it ratified the Aarhus convention and signed the Protocol on pollutant release and transfer registers (2003), but the level of implementation of Ukraine’s international obligations under these agreements is rather low, as evidenced by, inter alia, recent problems with public participation and environmental impact assessments in projects on construction of small hydroelectric power plants on the rivers of the Carpathian region, shale gas projects in Ukraine or inability and relactance of national governmental bodies to duly investigate the killing of environmental activist Volodymyr Goncharenko in July 2012. 
General requirements for the environmental impact assessment in Ukraine are provided in such laws as “On environmental protection” (1991), “On environmental expertise” (1995), “On sanitary and epidemiological welfare of the population” (1994). Main provisions of the Aarhus convention are embodied in a number of laws such as “On information” (1992), amended in 2011, “On public appeals” (1996), “On environmental protection” (1991), “On environmental expertise” (1995), “On access to public information” (2011), etc. A growing number of cases initiated by the non-governmental environmental organizations against the government of Ukraine witness unsatisfactory implementation of these laws and relevant international instruments. For example, the well-known cases are those launched by the suits of national non-governmental organization “Environment – People – Law” (formerly “Ecopravo – Lviv”) against different govermental institutions in defence of the citizens’ rights to access to information, public participation in decision-making and access to justice in environmental matters. The most prominent evidence of unsatisfactory implementation of the provisions of the Espoo and Aarhus conventions are decisions adopted by their bodies in summer 2011 concerning Ukraine and the imposition of sanctions in the form of cautions on our state. The roots of these cases reach the end of the 90’s, when Ukraine began to build (restore) “Danube-Black sea” deepwater channel in the estuary of the Ukrainian part of the Danube delta, which caused a wave of protests by environmental non-governmental organizations in Ukraine and Romania, as well as officials of the government of Romania. The first complaint against Ukraine to the Implementation Committee of the Espoo convention was lodged by environmental non-governmental organization “Ecopravo – Lviv” in 2003, but the Committee did not accept it because of procedural requirements (only states can lodge a complaint), and in 2004 an official complaint was filed by Romania. The Compliance Committee of the Aarhus Convention accepted two complaints filed simultaneously by “Ecopravo – Lviv” and Romania in 2004. The plaintiffs complained that Ukraine had not complied with the international environmental conventions mentioned above. Decisions rendered in summer of 2011 against Ukraine were preceded by a number of other decisions taken by the conventions bodies back in 2005 and 2008. 
The inquiry commission set up by the Romanian side in accordance with the provisions of the Espoo convention in its report of 2006 concluded that the “Danube-Black sea” channel project was likely to have a significant adverse transboundary impact on the environment of the Danube river. The Espoo convention Compliance Committee in 2008 concluded that Ukraine had violated its relevant requirements by not having notified Romania about the project, not having provided the necessary environmental impact assessment documentation and not having carried with it proper consultations
. These findings were confirmed by the following decisions of the Meetings of the Parties to the Espoo convention. Now let’s try to figure out whether the “critique” by the Espoo bodies was constructive and effective towards Ukraine. The main feature of compliance procedures set up in the frameworks of multilateral environmental agreements is their “managerial” and “non-confrontational” character, that aims to help a failed country to perform its obligations under a treaty. It is true that the decisions had negative consequences for Ukraine: they undermined the political image of our country in the world. But let’s analyze the decisions more carefully. In 2008, the Meeting of the Espoo convention adopted decision IV/2, which endorsed the conclusions of the Implementation Committee regarding Ukraine that it did not complied with its obligations under the Convention, in particular, articles 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6, announced a statement of non-compliance on the part of Ukraine, called on the Ukrainian government to reverse its decision of 28 February 2007 concerning the implementation of the “Danube – Black Sea” canal project, not to carry out the second stage of the project untill full implementation of the Convention, the government of Ukraine was issued a caution, which would have come into force on October 31, 2008 in the event Ukraine had’t stopped all the works and complied with the provisions of the Convention, Ukraine was asked to present to the Committee a strategy implementing the requirements of the Convention by the end of 2009
. Interestingly, in its initial report, the Committee has identified non-compliance by Ukraine in respect of Stage I of the project; in relation to the second stage the Committee concluded that Ukraine “ … cannot be considered as being in non-compliance with the Convention … as long as the final decision regarding Phase II is not taken; and … as long as before the final decision regarding Phase II is taken all the necessary steps envisaged by the Convention are followed …”
. Meanwhile, Ukraine merely concealed the fact that the government had adopted the final decision in May 2007
. That explaines why the Committee initially did’t consider the facts of violation by Ukraine in making a decision on Phase II of the project, and focused only on the violation of the Espoo convention during Phase I
. Later, the Committee took into account the above mentioned facts, supplemented its findings and concluded that Ukraine was in non-compliance in relation to both phases of the project
. In October 2008, the Committee decided not to give effect to the caution on the grounds that the construction of the canal had been stopped and the decision had been canceled. However, in reality this decision had not been canceled again, that’s why in March 2009 the UNECE Executive Secretary sent a letter to Ukrainian officials asking to clarify the situation. The clarification of the Ukrainian side was that the Meeting of the Parties decision IV/2 was formulated in ambiguous manner and it was unclear whether the requirement to stop work concerned only the second phase of the project or both. And as the Committee has not the authority to interpret the decisions of the Meetings of the Parties, then Ukraine gave its own interpretation. As a result of such misinformation and dishonest conduct of Ukrainian authority the decision V/4 of June 2011 gave effect to the caution issued by the Meeting of the Parties in 2008. The above process witnesses some “softness” and non-confrontational character of the entire procedure in a case against Ukraine. This is manifested in the removal of the conditional caution, in providing technical assistance to Ukraine: the expert mission was sent to develop a strategy for the implementation of the Convention in the national legal order
. The final decision of 2011 welcomes the independent review of Ukraine’s legal, administrative and other measures to implement the provisions of the Convention (ECE/MP.EIA/IC/2009/5), the steps taken by the Government of Ukraine in relation to phase II of the project, including the repeal of the decision dated 28 December 2007 on the implementation of the project; the transmission of the notification on the project; and, following the positive response of Romania, the transmission of the environmental impact assessment documentation on the project; the holding of a public consultation meeting in Tulcea (Romania) on 9 June 2009; and also the fact that Ukraine has received the comments in writing by Romanian non-governmental organizations, international organizations and the Romanian public and organized a bilateral meeting with Romania in Kyiv on 15 and 16 July 2009. The Meeting of the Parties appreciated the strategy of the Government of Ukraine to implement the Convention, as requested in the decision IV/2, as an important step towards future compliance; and also appreciated in particular the steps taken by the Government of Ukraine to initiate negotiations with the aim of concluding bilateral agreements with the neighbouring countries that are Parties to the Convention. Paras. 25 and 26 of the decision clearly mention the possibility of assisstance provision to Ukraine in complying with its obligations under the Convention, including technical advice to the Government of Ukraine to assist it in bringing its legislation into line with the provisions of the Convention
. In September 2011 the Implementation Committee sent a letter to Ukraine asking to provide answers on its questions concerning the Ukrainian strategy to implement the Convention, in particular on concrete legislative measures adopted to this effect. The Committee also found the Ukrainian clarifications in relation to its previous letters of February and June 2011 insufficient. The Committee requested Ukraine to provide full and timely information on its progress report, in particular draft act on public participation and the Law on regulating urban development of February 17, 2011. Today Ukraine rendered all the replies to the Committee including the Progress report of 29 December 2011. It is to be seen whether they will fully satisfy the Committee.
The decision of the Meeting of the Parties to the Aarhus Convention of June – July 2011 can be characterized as even less confrontational towars Ukraine then the decision of the Espoo convention bodies, because it gives the state the opportunity to lift the caution subject to certain requirements. The second Meeting of the Parties in 2005 adopted the decision II/5b, which envisaged the following: “(a) By failing to provide for public participation of the kind required by article 6 of the Convention, Ukraine was not in compliance with article 6, paragraph 1 (a), and, in connection with this, article 6, paragraphs 2 to 8, and article 6, paragraph 9 (second sentence); (b)  By failing to ensure that information was provided by the responsible public authorities upon request, Ukraine was not in compliance with article 4, paragraph 1, of the Convention; (c)  The lack of clarity with regard to public participation requirements in environmental impact assessment (EIA) and environmental decision-making procedures for projects, such as time frames and modalities of a public consultation process, requirements to take its outcome into account and obligations with regard to making information available in the context of article 6, indicates the absence of a clear, transparent and consistent framework for the implementation of the Convention and constitutes non-compliance with article 3, paragraph 1, of the Convention”
. The Meeting requested the Government of Ukraine to bring its legislation and practice into compliance with the provisions of the Convention and include information on the measures taken to that effect in its report to the next meeting of the Parties; and also requested the Government of Ukraine to submit to the Compliance Committee a strategy, including a time schedule, for transposing the Convention’s provisions into national law and developing practical mechanisms and implementing legislation that sets out clear procedures for their implementation. The third Meeting of the Parties adopted decision III/6f, which confirmed non-compliance by Ukraine and made a proposal to provide Ukraine with the necessary assistance to fulfill its obligations
. The Action Plan, approved by the Order of the Cabinet of Ministers of Ukraine No. 1628-p of December 27, 2008 was trasmitted to the Committee in time, so the issue of sanctions was temporarily withdrawn
. In its last decision of 2011 the Meeting of the Parties issued a caution to Ukraine but also decided  that the caution would be lifted on 1 June 2012, if  the Party concerned had fully implemented the measures requested by the Meeting of the Parties in decision II/5b and had notified the secretariat of  this fact, providing evidence, by 1 April 2012. In case the Party concerned has not fulfilled decision II/5b the Meeting of the Parties will decide whether to suspend the special rights and privileges accorded to Ukraine under the Convention. The non-confrontational manner of the Aarhus decisions is certified by the following facts: the Meeting of the Parties did not give effect to the first caution of May 1, 2009; in its decision of 2011 it notes the engagement of Ukraine demonstrated  by its correspondence with the Committee during the intersessional period; takes note of the action plan developed by Ukraine and submitted through the Committee in January 2009; invites the Party concerned to consider accommodating an expert mission, with the involvement of Committee members and other experts, as appropriate, with a view to making available to it a wide range of expert opinion on possible ways to implement the measures referred to in decision II/5b; requests the secretariat, and invites relevant international and regional organizations and financial institutions, to provide advice and assistance to the Party concerned as necessary in the implementation of these measures
. The Compliance Committee received Ukrainian report on the implementation of decision IV/9h on May 1, 2012, but the Committee noted with concern the late submission of the report and that the report did not provide evidence of full implementation by Ukraine of the measures requested by the Meeting of the Parties and urged to submit to it as soon as possible but no later than 25 June 2012 any additional information requested in a successful manner. Meanwhile “Environment – People – Law” presented its position for the forthcoming Aarhus convention Compliance Committee meeting. The document says that one day before the 2011 Meeting of the Parties in Moldova made its decision with regard to Ukraine, the Deputy Minister of the Environment of Ukraine announced that the Government of Ukraine had just passed a new act (Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers No. 771) regulating public participation in environmental decision-making implementing and introducing the Aarhus principals and provisions into the domestic legislation hoping that this would persuade the Meeting not to impose international sanctions on Ukraine. The Meeting could not change its draft decision based on such new and not verified information, but none the less noted this fact and amended the operative part of its decision accordingly. The “Environment – People – Law” stated that the normative act on public participation was a great quality document drafted within the project sponsored by the European Commission by a team of national and foreign experts, but later after its adoption and signature its text was heavily changed that resulted in making public participation even less possible then before. In February 2012 “Environment – People – Law” challenged the act in court based on violation of the procedure for adoption of such acts and on April 25, 2012 by  the decision of the court the Resolution of the Cabinet of Ministers No. 771 was annulled
. Then the “Environment – People – Law” asked the Aarhus convention Compliance Committee to еvaluate a draft Law of Ukraine  on environmental impact assessment, prepared by the same group of experts, and make its findings establishing whether all the measures requested from the party concerned were fully implemented and even if the evaluation proved full implementation of the Meeting of the Parties decision II/5b, not to lift the caution imposed on Ukraine, given that the document is just a draft, and there was no guarantee it would be adopted as drafted or adopted at all
. By its letter of June 26, 2012 Ukraine informed the Committee that the Draft law of Ukraine “On amending certain laws of Ukraine in connection to implementation of the Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context” had been registered with the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine on June 21, 2012. At the thirty-seventh meeting of the Aarhus Convention Compliance Committee held on June 26-29, 2012 Assistant National Focal Point of Ukraine made an official statement with the following content: “ … the draft law aimed to amend the Law of Ukraine on urban development and some other laws were elaborated and were  sent to the state authority for consent. The draft faced a  strong opposition from the state authorities. The main reason was that these amendments aren’t in line with the Presidential program of deregulation of the economic activities and shorting the permitting procedures …  The ministry decided to take the sound decision regarding EIA system and  elaborated (by the experts of the Project «support to Ukraine to Implement the Espoo and Aarhus Conventions», financed by EU) the draft law on EIA. The draft fulfilling the obligations under Aarhus and Espoo conventions as well as under the Directive 2011/92/EU  on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment. The draft law is compatible to the draft law on amendments of the law on urban development. That is why these two laws  were  being  elaborated simultaneously. We would like to ask CC [Compliance Committee] to take  into account  the positive dynamic of the process  of fulfilling the Aarhus Convention obligations  and  to postpone the consideration of the  issue till  further meetings of the Compliance Committee, because the process of adoption of the law is going to be completed”
. The Compliance Committee decided at its 37-th session that Ukraine had not fully satisfied the conditions set out in decision IV/9h because the legislative process had not been finalized in due course, therefore the caution issued by the Meeting of the Parties through decision IV/9h could not be lifted. The Сommittee reminded Ukraine of its obligation to submit detailed information on further progress in implementing the measures referred to in decision II/5b in November 2012. 
Let us give some explanations to the correlation between the above mentioned laws and draft laws of Ukraine and requirements of the Espoo and Aarhus conventions. The Law of Ukraine “On regulation of urban development” adopted on February 17, 2011 abolished mandatory state environmental expertise for construction projects, which can now be carried out even by a private company without the involvement of a public authority. The current system of regulation of urban development, including the environmental impact assessment procedure which in Ukraine is an internal documentation procedure and is exercised in the interests of the project investor, thus, can not provide an adequate and full assessment of dangerous environmental consequences of economic activities and has a lot of drawbacks
. So, it is for Ukraine to decide whether to change and the most important – to adopt in due manner – its laws properly in order to bring them in compliance with international environmental treaties, all the more the Aarhus and Espoo bodies are ready to render all the necessary assisstance to Ukraine and not to impose more stringent sanctions. 
The Aarhus and Espoo decisions are not the fist ones offering help to Ukraine. In 1994, a group of countries led by Russia (Belarus, Bulgaria, Poland and Ukraine) issued a joint statement on the inability to perform their obligations under the Montreal Protocol on substances that deplete the ozone layer (1987) in a timely manner. In 1995, the Meeting of the Parties decided to grant these states international aid to assist them in complying with the provisions of the document, however, subject to certain requirements (monitoring, development of national plans and programs, timely information, etc.). In 2003, Ukraine requested the Ramsar Convention bodies to send a special mission to provide technical assistance on its territory within the Danube delta reserve and had successfully got it.  Since 1998, Ukraine has been provided assistance amounting to 123,520 dollars for the maintenance of its World Heritage Sites.
Another case of Ukraine relating to its (non-) compliance with international environmental legal rules and principles is the case with the Kyoto protocol. On April 12-13, 2011 Ukraine submitted to the UN Framework convention on climate change Secretariat its inventory of anthropogenic greenhouse gases emissions for the period of 1990-2008. The Expert Review Team found that the national system of Ukraine failed to perform some of the general and specific functions required by the guidelines for national systems and that the national system did not ensure that Ukraine’s 2010 annual submission was sufficiently transparent, consistent, comparable, complete and accurate, as required by relevant guidelines adopted by the Convention bodie
. On August 25, 2011, the Enforcement Branch of  the Kyoto protocol Compliance Committee adopted a preliminary finding of non-compliance with respect to Ukraine.  On October 12, 2011 the Enforcement Branch confirmed the preliminary findings and adopted a final decision: Ukraine was declared to be in non-compliance; Ukraine should develop a plan of implementation  and report on the progress of it implementation; Ukraine’s eligibility to participate in the Kyoto mechanisms was suspended pending the resolution of the question of implementation. As Ukraine fullfilled all the conditions “the issue of implementation”and all the associated consequences for Ukraine were lifted on March 9, 2012. The compliance procedure under the Kyoto protocol confirms the effectiveness of this managerial and non-confrontational model: Ukraine rectifid the situation in a relatively short time – five months.
Let’s now make some concluding remarks. As we can see from the above case-studies the critique on the part of Ukraine from the multilateral environmental agreements’ bodies was indeed constructive and directed to the improvement of national laws concerning environmental impact assessment, public participation or greenhouse gas emmissions inventory. Such non-compliance procedures help the party concerned to find out gaps in its legislation, fill them properly, cancel or alter unproper laws, to rectify the situation in a short time and not to be exposed to stronger international sanctions as in case with international courts and tribunals. International environmental law embodies moral standards relating to human activities towards nature. It seems to me that it is not evil but good to have such standards be introduced and implemented in our legal system.
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