Vitoria-Gasteiz 16-17 May 2018 - IOI International Workshop

GOOD ENVIRONMENTAL GOVERNANCE: THE ROLE OF OMBUDS INSTITUTI0NS IN PROTECTING ENVIRONMENTAL RIGHTS
OPEN QUESTIONNAIRE/GUIDE AND COMMENTS FOR THE MEMBER INSTITUTIONS OF IOI-INTERNATIONAL
In order to better organise the IOI International Workshop, we would kindly ask your Offices to submit some indications in writing in respect of the three working sessions which are planned to take place. To this end, we have prepared an open questionnaire/guide on different issues related to these working sessions. We beg you to answer this questionnaire and submit your reply to the Ararteko’s Office by 16 March 2018 at ioiworkshopmay2018@ararteko.eus. Your responses will help us both to identify the main issues to be addressed in the open discussions, thus ensuring quality exchanges during the workshop, as well as to organise the presentation of case studies by IOI members during the different working sessions. 

It is not mandatory to answer to the whole questionnaire. Please feel free to focus on the topic most relevant to your Office, by responding just to those questions or chapters (related to the different working sessions: A, B, C) which you consider most significant for your work. The contributions can indistinctly be written in one of the following languages: English, French, German, Italian or Spanish.
The draft programme of the IOI Workshop is hereby enclosed. It may help you to better understand the structure planned for the workshop. 






***

A. FIRST WORKING SESSION: THE ROLE OF OMBUDS INSTITUTIONS IN ENFORCING THE PRINCIPLE OF A GOOD ENVIRONMENTAL GOVERNANCE
Are you interested in presenting or discussing a case study or experience of your Office related to the theme of the first working session and address some of the following issues during the IOI International Workshop? If so, please answer those questions which are most relevant to you.

1.- The right to access environmental information is an essential right for the realization of all other environmental rights. 
1.1.- Are complaints regarding the access to environmental information relevant for your Office (either due to their quantitative frequency or qualitative significance)?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
1.2.- Has your Office put forward proposals to recognise or improve the access to environmental information? 
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.- Good environmental governance, in relation to the right to participate in decision-making entails that such decisions must be taken in a sufficient, motivated and coherent manner. Likewise, decision-making processes must duly take  into account different elements such as the appraisal of their environmental impact, the technical reports produced, as well as the different proposals and allegations submitted by the individuals concerned, demonstrating that the public opinion has been considered and has exercised its due influence in final decisions.
2.1.- Are complaints regarding the motivation and consistency of environmental decisions relevant for your Office (either due to their quantitative frequency or qualitative significance)?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.2.- Do you consider convenient to broaden the level of the control exercised by  Ombudsman institutions in relation to the scope of administrative decisions on environmental matters? 
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.3.- In your view, should your Office be able to monitor the technical grounds underlying  environmental decisions?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.4.- If so, do you consider feasible for Ombudsman institutions to propose or suggest the elaboration of additional technical reports or other elements of analysis to improve motivation and consistency of decision-making in environmental matters? Would your Office be legally empowered to do so? If so, would your Office be empowered to avail itself of its own technical reports?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.5.- Does your Office have a stable and permanent forum or any other form of relationship with environmental associations or citizens’ groups that want to actively participate in environmental decision-making?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.6.- Has your Office put forward a proposal suggesting dialogue roundtables, participatory intervention hubs or other discussion forums to disseminate or consult citizens’ views? 
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
2.7.- Are complaints against project development of necessary public infrastructures perceived as detrimental by certain social groups due to the negative environmental impact in their immediate environment (NIMBY effect) relevant for your Office (either due to their quantitative frequency or qualitative significance)?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
3.- In relation to the right of access to justice, legal action before courts is often a limitation for the intervention of Ombudsman institutions. 

3.1.- Is your Office empowered to intervene in those cases where legal proceedings have been initiated? 
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
***

B. SECOND WORKING SESSION: THE ROLE OF OMBUDS INSTITUTIONS IN FACING CURRENT ENVIRONMENTAL CHALLENGES: POLLUTION CONTROL, CLIMATE CHANGE AND TRANSITION TOWARDS A NEW ENERGY MODEL 
Are you interested in presenting or discussing a case study or experience of your Office related to the theme of the second working session and address some of the following issues during the IOI International Workshop? If so, please answer those questions which are most relevant to you.

4.- In relation to the control of environmental pollution: 
4.1.- Is your Office empowered to intervene in relation to complaints concerning  control of environmental pollution?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
4.2.- Can you think of a case or do you have any relevant experience in which your Office or other Ombudsman institutions have proposed measures leading to improvements in pollution control by public administrations?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
4.3.- Does your Office have the technical means to respond to complaints concerning lack of control over environmental pollution?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
4.4.- Does your Office have means or technical assistance at its disposal in order to carry out the investigation and assessment of complaints related to lack or insufficient pollution control? 
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
4.5.- Has your Office put forward a proposal for promoting the collaboration and coordination among institutions in charge of pollution control, such as environmental police, environmental prosecutor offices, environmental inspectors or others?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:
4.6.- Has your Office put forward a proposal for improving participation of environmental associations or affected local communities in pollution control?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

5.- In relation to the fight against climate change and the transition towards a more sustainable energy model:
5.1.- Do you consider that the role of Ombudsman institutions in both environmental challenges should be strengthened; for example, by promoting social dialogue, by leading the defence of the most vulnerable groups or by encouraging social acceptability of administrative plans and programs?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

5.2.- Has your Office put forward a proposal aimed at fostering social debate on the sustainable energy model at local, European or global level?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

5.3.- Can you think of a case or do you have any relevant experience in which your Office has influenced the promotion of social acceptability (social license to operate) of certain measures that require  changes in citizens’ habits, for example in the case of measures for the improvement of sustainable urban mobility?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

5.4.- Do you have any experience in advocacy for groups of people with difficulties to access energy at an affordable prize, in relation to a secure supply of  clean and less polluting energy sources (especially in regard to fuel poverty)? 

- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments:






***

C. THIRD WORKING SESSION: THE ROLE OF OMBUDS INSTITUTIONS IN ENFORCING MEASURES TO PRESERVE NATURAL RESOURCES AND BIODIVERSITY
Are you interested in presenting or discussing a case study or experience of your Office related to the theme of the third working session and address some of the following issues during the IOI International Workshop? If so, please answer those questions which are most relevant to you.

6.1.- Are complaints regarding the protection and conservation of natural resources, loss of biodiversity and conservation of threatened species particularly relevant for your Office?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

6.2.- Can you think of a case or do you have any relevant experience related to best practices or improvements in the recognition and conservation of natural resources, wild species and in the correct management of their habitats? And in the case of large carnivores (like the wolf, the bear or others)? And in relation to conflicts that arise with local communities?

- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

6.3.- Does your Office have a working area dedicated to animal protection? 
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

6.4.- Can you think of a case or do you have any relevant experience in which Ombudsman institutions have proposed best practices or improvements in relation to invasive species control?
- Yes

- No 

- Additional comments: 

***

Please answer the following general question:

Do you consider it would be suitable and useful to create a permanent network of IOI members in order both to identify the main challenges for Ombudsman institutions relating to climate change and to exchange best practices of Ombudsman institutions on environmental rights?

· Yes

· No

· Additional comments:
2

