
The first steps towards ap-

proximation in the sphere of 

environment protection were 

made on December 17, 2012, 

when the Ministry of Environ-

ment and Natural Resources 

of Ukraine approved “The 

Basic Plan of Adaptation of 

Environmental Legislation of 

Ukraine to the Legislation of 

the European Union” (Basic 

Framework of Approxima-

tion)” (Decree No. 659). The 

basic plan lists the European 

Union directives in the field of 

environment protection to 

which Ukrainian legislation 

should be adapted. For each 

directive, a short list of con-

crete legal acts to be approxi-

mated is indicated. In addi-

tion, the plan contains the 

basic legal requirements for 

such changes in the legisla-

tion. The basic plan sets out 

long-term prospects for con-

vergence and is closely linked 

with the entrance into force 

of the Association Agreement 

between Ukraine and the 

European Union. However, 

The year of 2012 was dy-

namic but lacking in pro-

gress concerning European 

integration processes, in-

cluding those in the envi-

ronmental protection 

sphere. This includes: con-

tinuing debates over the 

signature of the Association 

Agreement between the EU 

and Ukraine, adoption of 

new documents in the field 

of Eastern partnership, as 

well as efforts to approxi-

mate with EU legislation in 

the environmental sphere. 

So far, the progress made in 

the direction of European 

integration cannot score 

high, taking into account 

the political situation in the 

country, the low place of 

environmental issues on the 

government’s agenda and 

other foreign and domestic 

factors. 

In 2012, the Association 

Agreement between the EU 

and Ukraine was initialed. 

At the end of 2012, the draft 

agreement leaked into the 

Internet. Gradual approxima-

tion of national legislation 

with the policies and legisla-

tion of the EU is an important 

element of cooperation in 

many areas, including envi-

ronmental protection. A sepa-

rate annex lists directives 

which need to be implement-

ed together with concrete 

deadlines. Such obligations of 

Ukraine are extremely im-

portant for achieving con-

formity with the EU acquis 

and standards. Much atten-

tion is given to compliance 

with existing legislation and 

multilateral agreements in the 

context of establishing a free 

trade area. Signing of the 

agreement is expected in 

autumn of 2013. However, it 

is necessary to begin an active 

process of reform now to 

achieve approximation with 

the acquis and standards, 

since Ukraine will have a great 

deal of new obligations, with 

those in the sphere of envi-

ronment protection among 

them. 
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the basic plan could play an 

important role in preparing our 

legislation for convergence at a 

stage when the Association 

Agreement remains in the fu-

ture. There is an urgent need 

for approximation of national 

legislation with the European 

Union standards in many fields 

of environmental protection. In 

order to ensure the integration 

of Ukraine into the European 

space, acquisition of EU mem-

bership and the implementation 

of the future Association Agree-

ment, the Cabinet of the Minis-

ters approved Decree No. 767 

dated 10.10.2012, which in-

cludes (1) the Concept of the 

Institutional Reform in the 

Sphere of Implementation of 

the future EU-Ukraine Associa-

tion Agreement and (2) the Plan 

for Conducting Institutional 

Reform in the Sphere of Imple-

mentation of the future EU-

Ukraine Association Agreement. 

In May 2012, the EU-Ukraine 

Cooperation Council approved 

and published the renewed EU-

Ukraine Association Agenda. 

When comparing the environ-

mental section of the Associa-

tion Agenda of 2009 and the 

renewed agenda of 2012 one 

cannot find many differences. 

The committee added one bul-

let point to the list on the pro-

motion of sustainable develop-

ment and a "green economy". 

The real issue is that little pro-

gress has been achieved in the 

implementation of the Associa-

tion Agenda in the field of envi-

ronmental protection since its 

adoption. Non-governmental 

organizations and independent 

experts have assessed the im-

plementation of the environ-

mental pillar of the Association 

Agenda, and these monitoring 

reports have come to pessimis-

tic conclusions. Reports by the 

Joint Committee on Association 

Agenda Implementation are 

another important source for 

assessment of progress in this 

regard. On May 15, 2012, the 

committee made public the 

Second Joint Report of Senior 

Officials on the Implementation 

of the Association Agenda in 

2011. Unfortunately, this report 

does not present a general as-

sessment of the implementa-

tion of the environmental di-

mension of the Association 

Agenda and only lists individual 

events that took place in 2011 

in the field of environmental 

protection and climate change. 

Its subjective and biased nature 

should also be noted. The 

events described in the second 

report give only positive assess-

ments of the facts. Further-

more, the report is silent about 

problems and difficulties in the 

implementation of the environ-

mental dimension of the Associ-

ation Agenda and negative 

trends in certain areas. 

In 2012, the Road Map of East-

ern Partnership was prepared 

(bilateral and multilateral di-

mension). Its preparation pro-

vided for participation by civil 

society through the National 

Platforms of the Eastern Part-

nership Civil Society Forum. 

Now Eastern Partnership tasks 

in the field of environmental 

protection have time-frames 

and indicators  to check  the 

progress made on relevant is-

sues. 

The civil society which supports 

Ukraine's European aspirations 

and works in various fields of 

public life is trying to promote 

reforms and maintain bilateral 

dialogue and public discussion 

concerning topical issues of 

European integration. Some 

examples of civil society efforts 

are the various activities of the 

Ukrainian National Platform of 

Eastern Partnership Civil Society 

Forum (UNP EaP CSF), which 

held its annual conference on 

November 21, 2012 in Kyiv, the 

Eastern Partnership Civil Society 

Forum in Stockholm, Sweden, 

held on 29-30 November, 2012, 

as well as the preparation by 

civil society actors of position 

documents, statements on topi-

cal issues of European integra-

tion, and monitoring papers.  
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related to environmental pro-
tection). 

 Climate change and air quality 
protection. 

 Environmental issues integra-
tion (includes issues related to 
introduction of the environmen-
tal component into other fields 
of life, its correlation with the 
economy and social compo-
nent). 

 International cooperation 
(include cooperation at interna-
tional/regional levels related to 
environmental protection is-
sues, participation in interna-
tional negotiations, signing/
ratification of international 
agreements). 

 Plans, programs (includes de-
velopment, amendment and 
implementation of plans, pro-
grams, strategies in the field of 
environmental protection). 

 Waste management. 

 EU – Ukraine (includes issues 
of implementation of the envi-
ronmental dimension of the EU-
Ukraine Association Agenda, 
signing the future Association 
Agreement, the Eastern Partner-
ship and Eastern Partnership 
Civil Society Forum). 

 Other issues (includes issues 
which do not fall under the 
above mentioned categories).  

Every event (news) was tagged 
by one or more categories. 
While grouping issues into cate-
gories, we considered only 
quantitative indicators. The 
indicators of quality of the event 
and its importance were not 
taken into account for the pur-
pose of this statistical data and 
diagram formation. 

High scores in some categories 
do not always mean success or 
progress in this field, but often 
demonstrate relevance of the 
issue for society, public concern 
about this issue or some efforts 
made in this direction. For ex-
ample, the high scores of the 
“Environmental Democracy” and 
“Energy” categories do not 
mean high achievement by our 
government in these fields. On 
the contrary – it indicates prob-
lems encountered in this field. 
On the other hand, the category 
“Integration of Environmental 
Issues” obtained a low percent-
age while its implementation 
has had a wide impact on resolv-
ing environmental protection 
issues.  

The aim of this review is to 
analyse and generalize key 
issues in the field of environ-
mental protection in 2012, as 
well as to identify trends in 
solutions to environmental 
issues. 

Key issues have been identified: 

– on the basis of Environmental 
Policy and Law Weekly, includ-
ing its special editions, prepared 
by Resource and Analysis Center 
“Society and Environment” in 
2012; 

– taking into account the im-
portance of issues in the field of 
environmental protection or 
related fields in 2012, and in-
creased attention to these is-
sues on national and interna-
tional levels, as well as attention 
by the parliament, president, 
government, ministries and 
community.  

The diagram demonstrates the 
key issues at the national, Euro-
pean and international levels in 
2012. All issues were grouped 
into the following categories: 

 Administrative reform and 
finance (includes issues related 
to the implementation of ad-
ministrative reform of state 
bodies in the field of environ-
mental protection, funding of 
measures/plans/programs in the 
field of environmental protec-
tion). 

 Biodiversity, reserves, forests 
and soil. 

 Water. 

 Licensing system and EIA 
(includes issues related to the 
licensing system, carrying out/
cancellation of environmental 
review, implementation of the 
Espoo Convention). 

 Environmental safety, GMOs 
(includes product safety, prohi-
bition of the use of toxic sub-
stances, management of GMOs). 

 Environmental democracy 
(includes access to information, 
public participation and imple-
mentation of the Aarhus Con-
vention). 

 Energy (includes energy issues 
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The year 2012 was character-
ized by both achievement and 
shortcomings in achieving inte-
gration of environmental issues 
into different fields of public 
life The main achievements 
include the consideration of  
environmental protection is-
sues at the highest levels of the 
state authorities, particularly in 
the context of environmental 
safety and approval of policy 
measures concerning the reso-
lution of these issues. 

On June 8, 2012, V. Yanukovych 
approved the new edition of the 
National Security Strategy of 
Ukraine (the decree of the Presi-
dent No 389/2012 “On the Deci-
sion of National Security and 
Defense Council of Ukraine dat-
ed June 8, 2012 “On the New 
Edition of the National Security 
Strategy of Ukraine”). The new 
edition pays much attention to 
environmental challenges and 
problems. The strategy reasona-
bly emphasizes the environ-
ment, where new challenges to 
the international and domestic 
security of Ukraine  have ap-
peared. Protection and conser-
vation of the environment is one 
of the five vitally important 
national interests of Ukraine.  

The new edition of the National 
Security Strategy of Ukraine 
pays considerable attention to 
environmental issues, empha-
sizes the necessity of inte-
grating environmental issues 
into the social-labor field and 
seeks solutions for joint issues 
in the related fields of labor 
safety and civil population pro-
tection. 

On March 12, the President of 
Ukraine approved the National 
Action Plan for 2012 to imple-
ment the Program of Economic 
Reforms (2010-2014) 
“Prosperous Society, Competi-
tive Economy, Effective State”. 
Measures envisaged for 2012 
address the area of environmen-
tal protection, in particular, the 

improvement of state regulatory 
policy in the field of environ-
mental safety. 

In his annual address to the 
Parliament "On the Internal and 
External Situation of Ukraine in 
2012" the President of Ukraine 
emphasized environmental is-
sues in the context of environ-
mental safety, as well as the 
need to create "a fundamental-
ly new socio-environmental-
economic model of society".  

Unfortunately, in 2012 no 
measures aimed at integrating 
and mainstreaming environ-
mental issues into the social 
sphere, particularly into the 
mechanism of social partner-
ship, were taken. Lack of inter-
action between the institutions 
of civil society, bodies of state 
power and local self-
government in the mentioned 
direction is considered to be the 
omission of environmental com-
ponent integration into social 
life. 

The introduction of an environ-
mental component into the 
social partnership in Ukraine 
can be justified by the need to 
develop and promote sustaina-
ble development policy in order 
to balance environmental, social 
and economic needs. It also 
reflects a need to ensure coop-
eration with other social part-
ners (trade unions and employ-
ers) in order to integrate envi-
ronmental issues into the ad-
ministration of state policy and 
to recognize their importance. 
The global community considers 
environmental rights and envi-
ronmental democracy as an 
important element of good gov-
ernance and informed decision-
making and as  a precondition 
for achievement of sustainable 
development. It is difficult to 
achieve sustainable develop-
ment goals without recognition 
of the importance of the envi-
ronmental component in paral-
lel with social and economic 

components. Therefore environ-
mental issues should be intro-
duced into social institutions 
and mechanisms, including so-
cial partnership. 

Parliamentary elections were 
the major political event of 
2012. Analysis of pre-election 
programs of political parties and 
individual candidates denoted 
pessimistic forecasts in relation 
to the resolution of environ-
mental issues and their integra-
tion at the legislative level in the 
future. None of the pre-election 
programs included a compre-
hensive vision of environmental 
policy in Ukraine. The five par-
ties which gained seats in the 
Parliament included “UDAR” 
and “Svoboda” with no environ-
mental promises, the Com-
munist Party and 
“Bat’kivschyna” with vague de-
clarative promises, and the Par-
ty of Regions with a separate 
chapter on environmental is-
sues. The situation is not funda-
mentally different from the 
results of the analysis of individ-
ual pre-election programs. 
64,4% of the programs of indi-
vidual candidates make no ref-
erence to environmental issues. 
Only 2,4% of programs contain 
substantial provisions on envi-
ronmental issues. Though the 
remaining 33,3% of the pro-
grams do mention some envi-
ronmental issues, such provi-
sions are mostly declarative and 
formal. 

Such a situation suggests that 
there are threats to the ade-
quate and effective implementa-
tion of environmental state 
policy in Ukraine, to the formu-
lation of legislative fundamen-
tals for environmental protec-
tion and to the integration of 
environment components into 
different fields of public life.  
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Without a doubt, 2012 was the 

year of nuclear energy and shale 

gas in Ukraine. Even the con-

struction of small hydropower 

plants stood as less important, 

although still being subject to 

much attention from local com-

munities and public authorities 

at all levels. 

Nuclear energy 

On the eve of the parliamentary 

elections in Ukraine, the nuclear 

lobby went for broke: the Cabi-

net of Ministers of Ukraine sub-

mitted to the Parliament the 

draft law on construction of  

Units 3 and 4 at Khmenlytska 

Nuclear Power Plant. On Sep-

tember 6, 2012, the Parliament 

of Ukraine adopted the Law of 

Ukraine "On the design and 

construction of reactors 3 and 4 

of Khmelnytska NPP". Discus-

sion of the draft took just six 

minutes. 

The public was indignant. Non-

governmental environmental 

organizations of Ukraine urged 

the President of Ukraine not to 

sign the law on the construction 

of new power units at the 

Khmelnytska NPP. In an open 

letter, experts warned 

V. Yanukovych about the consid-

erable risks of a technical, eco-

nomic and environmental char-

acter related to this project. 

Neighboring countries are still 

shocked. The reaction of neigh-

boring countries may be severe: 

Ukraine did not complete trans-

boundary consultations with 

neighboring countries under the 

framework of the Espoo Conven-

tion on Environmental Impact 

Assessment in a Transboundary 

Context. For example, Austria 

did not even start its public hear-

ings, as it was waiting for further 

information from Ukraine. A 

Belarusian environmental group 

called Ecodom submitted a com-

plaint to the Implementation 

Committee of the Espoo Con-

vention claiming they had no 

opportunity to express their 

views on the project. The inves-

tigation of the Committee con-

tinues but it is easy to predict 

the results. These gross viola-

tions take place against the 

background of regular violations 

by Ukraine of the convention's 

requirements and the decisions 

of its bodies. 

In addition, the Implementation 

Committee of the Espoo Con-

vention is already considering a 

potentially new case concerning 

lifetime extension for two Rivne 

nuclear power plant units 

(following an appeal from a 

public organization called 

Ecoclub). At present, the com-

mittee has come to the conclu-

sion that Ukraine did not apply 

provisions of the Espoo Conven-

tion when taking decisions 

about the 1st and 2nd reactors of 

Rivne NPP, and that this decision 

fully falls under the scope of the 

convention. 

At the end of the year the Policy 

Paper “Construction of Units 3 

and 4 at Khmelnytska Nuclear 

Power Plant” was presented. 

Experts argued that the law 

being adopted in such a hurry 

brings threats both to its imple-

mentation and to national ener-

gy security. The policy paper 

includes analysis of six possible 

alternatives for action by the 

new Parliament of Ukraine, in-

cluding the submission of a con-

stitutional petition to the Consti-

tutional Court and a zero option 

(no action by the Parliament of 

Ukraine). 

The experts raised a number of 

concerns related to the decision 

by Parliament on KhNPP- 3,4, 

including the  violation of vari-

ous national procedures and 

international treaties applicable 

to such decisions (including the 

Espoo Convention on Environ-

mental Impact Assessment in a 

Transboundary Context). It is also 

emphasized that the implemen-

tation of this decision will create 

barriers for economic develop-

ment, cause a rise in electricity 

and energy prices and increase 

dependence on a single supplier 

of energy resources. 

Shale gas 

In the field of energy and envi-

ronment,shale gas was the main 

topic of this year in Ukraine. This 

was the topic for a number of 

propositions, decisions and scan-

dals. 

On May 10, 2012, the Cabinet of 

Ministers of Ukraine took a deci-

sion on the results of tenders to 

select investors for geological 

study and development of the 

Yuzivska and Oleska shale gas 

fields. The Oleska field (located in 

Ivano-Frankivsk and Lviv regions) 

will be developed by the US com-

pany Chevron and the Yuzivska 

field (Donetsk and Kharkiv re-

gions) by Shell, a British-Dutch 

company. 

Primarily, shale gas has become a 

geopolitical issue in the context 

of Ukraine-Russia relations 

(energy independence). While 

completing construction of 

Khmelntytska NPP – 3,4 is consid-

ered as a step towards depend-

ence on Russia, the shale gas 

production is considered to be a 

move in the opposite direction. 

Any critic or resistance against 

shale gas production gets, in the 

best case,  a “pro-Russian policy” 

label, and in the worst, insinua-

tions of receiving Russian sup-

port. Such geopoliticization of 

shale gas production has put 
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Convention on Access 

to Information, Public 

Participation in Deci-

sion-Making and 

Access to Justice in 

Environmental Matters 

(Aarhus Convention) 

In 2012, Ukraine ratified several 

international treaties, including 

the Protocol On Sustainable 

Forest Management to the 

Framework Convention on the 

Protection and Sustainable De-

velopment of the Carpathians, 

Amendments to the Agreement 

on the Conservation of Ceta-

ceans of the Black Sea, Mediter-

ranean Sea and Contiguous 

Atlantic Area, the Nagoya Pro-

tocol On Access to Genetic Re-

sources to the Convention on 

Biological Diversity and the 

Nagoya-Kuala-Lumpur Supple-

mentary Protocol on Liability 

and Redress to the Cartagena 

Protocol on Biosafety, the trea-

ty between the Ministry of Ecol-

ogy and Natural Resources of 

Ukraine and the Ministry of 

Environment Protection of the 

Kazakhstan Republic on cooper-

ation in the sphere of environ-

ment protection. 

The main achievement in 2012 

in the field of international co-

operation was the signature of 

the Agreement for Cooperation 

in the Sphere of Protection and 

Sustainable Development of 

the Dnister River Basin 

(November 29, 2012 in Rome, 

Italy) during the 6th conference 

of the parties of UNECE-Water 

Convention. The NGO commu-

nity has struggled over 16 years 

for modernization of these 

Transboundary Waters Cooper-

ation Agreements via imple-

mentation of Article 9 of the 

UNECE Water Convention. Nu-

merous resolutions, letters and 

appeals directed to both gov-

ernments were produced by the 

NGO community, and in particu-

lar by Eco-TIRAS—a pan-basin 

association of ECOs from Mol-

dova and Ukraine which is a 

unique entity in the whole of 

Eurasia. The signed treaty per-

mits the development of a mod-

ernized river basin Transbound-

ary Agreement on Cooperation 

and is considerable as a model 

of such kinds of treaties in the 

UNECE region. 

An important event – the 

Rio+20 Conference on Sustain-

able Development – was held 

on June 20-22, 2012, in Rio de 

Janeiro. A document entitled 

“The Future We Want” was the 

main result of the summit. This 

voluminous and ambitious pa-

per has as its main subject-

matter the reaffirmation of past 

political obligations concerning 

the achievement of sustainable 

development. The paper was 

criticized by the community and 

some experts because of its 

weak formulation. Neverthe-

less, Rio+20 set new trends and 

issues, for example, the defini-

tion of “green economy” as an 

important instrument for sus-

tainable development and pov-

erty reduction. Among other 

important achievements, ex-

perts name the “Sustainable 

Energy for All” initiative which 

sets three aims till 2013: univer-

sal access to modern energy 

services, doubling the share of 

renewable energy in energy 

consumption, and doubling the 

energy efficiency index. It is 

worth mentioning the decision 

to develop Sustainable Develop-

ment Goals (SDGs) 

by 2015.These goals should not 

prevent or divert focus from the 

achievement of the Millennium 

Development Goals, which they 

will replace after 2015. 

We still have a serious problem 

of compliance with some inter-

national treaties. In 2012 the 

Kyoto Protocol, the Aarhus Con-

vention and the Espoo Conven-

tion were especially relevant. 

Ukraine re-established compli-

ance with the Kyoto obliga-

tions. On March 9, 2012, the 

Enforcement Branch of the 

Compliance Committee of the 

Kyoto Protocol, at its 19th ses-

sion in Bonn, took a positive 

decision to lift a ban against 

Ukraine’s participation in Kyoto 

mechanisms. This means that 

Ukraine may continue to use 

emissions trading and joint 

implementation mechanisms as 

it did before.  

Ukraine has all but failed to use 

a chance to lift the caution 

which remains in force until the 

next session of the Meeting of 

the Parties to the Aarhus Con-

vention. This decision by the 

Compliance Committee was 

communicated to the President 

of Ukraine by a letter from the 

Executive Secretary of the Unit-

ed Nations Economic Commis-

sion for Europe. In response, 

the President of Ukraine or-

dered the Cabinet of Ministers 

of Ukraine to urgently prepare 

and submit drafts of necessary 

legislative acts. However, such 

drafts were not made public. In 

addition, Ukraine failed to con-

firm its willingness to host the 

upcoming session of the 

Meeting of the Parties to the 

Convention. At the same time, 
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Convention on Environmen-

tal Impact Assessment in a 

Transboundary Context 

(Espoo Convention) 

the Convention Bureau received 

information on the prosecution 

of environmental activists (in 

connection with the death of 

V. Goncharenko, an environ-

mental activist). 

Ukraine continued to make 

efforts aimed at fixing a difficult 

situation with the implementa-

tion of the Espoo Convention. In 

this context, several laws were 

drafted in the field of environ-

mental impact assessment with 

technical assistance by the EU. 

The comprehensive draft law on 

environmental impact assess-

ment was not adopted, howev-

er. Meanwhile, the Implementa-

tion Committee of the Espoo 

Convention received a com-

plaint from a Belarus-based 

NGO alleging  gross violations of 

the Espoo Convention provi-

sions in decision-making by the 

Parliament of Ukraine with the 

construction of units 3 and 4 of 

the Khmelnytska nuclear power 

plant. This issue was deeply ana-

lyzed in a policy paper, Construc-

tion of Units 3 and 4 at Khmelny-

tska Nuclear Power Plant: The 

Role of the Parliament of Ukraine 

(2012), presented by the NGOs 

and expert organizations in 

2012.  

INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION 

Page 7 

“Currently in 

Ukraine shale gas 

exploration is not 

subject to 

professional 

engineering and 

scientific 

discussion or 

research”  

those who question the environ-

mental acceptability of this pro-

ject in a difficult situation. 

Iryna Sekh, the chair of the core 

committee of the Parliament on 

environmental issues and a rep-

resentative of the All-Ukrainian 

Union “Svoboda,”has criticized 

the process leading to permitting 

shale gas production. In fact, the 

party is blocking the signature of 

the product sharing agreement 

with Chevron in the so-called 

Oleska area. 

The main argument concerns the 

environmental risks. However, 

these appeals by “Svoboda” to 

the environmental arguments 

look rather strange. Having ana-

lyzed its pre-election program, 

we found no environmental 

promises. None of its 35 individ-

ual candidates mentioned envi-

ronmental issues in his/her pre-

election program. Therefore, it is 

not surprising that some mass 

media point to pro-Russian roots 

for this anti-development posi-

tion in relation to shale gas. 

Environmental risks, therefore, 

are the subject of speculation. 

In practice, no domestic studies 

were carried out related to the 

impact of shale gas production 

in Ukraine; usually it is consid-

ered sufficient to make a refer-

ence to the experiences of the 

USA or France. Currently in 

Ukraine, shale gas exploration is 

not subject to professional engi-

neering and scientific discussion 

or research.  

We are observing a rather dan-

gerous phenomenon when all 

discussions take place either at 

a "very high" level or with the 

public. In both cases, discus-

sions are of a political (often 

demagogic) nature because 

their participants are not ex-

perts in the field of mining, geol-

ogy or hydrology. An objective 

assessment of the environmen-

tal component of shale gas ex-

ploration requires dialogue at 

the expert level and carrying out 

of national research (rather than 

merely studying  foreign experi-

ences). Presently, this dialogue 

is absent. 

The issue of the environmental 

safety of shale gas exploration 

also shocked the environmental 

non-governmental sector. It 

resulted in fundamental shifts in 

what seemed to be a rather 

steady framework for NGO 

work. In particular, the Ministry 

of Ecology and Natural Resources 

took a decision to reformat the 

so-called public council at the 

Ministry of Ecology. Currently, 

this council is not recognized by a 

set of public organizations. Un-

fortunately, legitimate views and 

protests by environmental NGOs 

do not reach the attention of 

power. From the other side, 

NGOs are accused of having an 

inconsistent position in that they 

use the rhetoric of energy inde-

pendence from Russia when 

talking of nuclear issues, but 

ignore this argument when dis-

cussing shale gas. There is a high 

risk of a rift between the envi-

ronmental sector and other 

members of civil society in 

Ukraine. In particular, energy 

and pro-European centers look at 

shale gas exploration from an 

energy standpoint and, there-

fore, as a way to achieve the 

political independence of 

Ukraine from Russia.  

ENERGY (continued from page 5) 
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www.rac.org.ua/en 

Resource & Analysis Center “Society and Environment” 
is a think-tank non-profit organization focusing on envi-
ronmental policy and law research, capacity building 
and implementation of innovative initiatives in Ukraine 
and regionally (Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central 
Asia). The Center was registered in 2006.  

The Center’s two work programs are:  

 European Integration Processes;  

 Human Rights & Environment.  

We work using three approaches: analysis, capacity 

building and innovation.  

Resource & Analysis Center “Society and Environment”  
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 Construction of Units 3 and 4 at Khmelnytska Nuclear Power Plant: The Role of the Parliament of Ukraine / Policy 
paper (2012)  

This policy paper was prepared in response to the adoption of the Law of Ukraine No 5217-VI “On the Design and Con-
struction of the Units 3 and 4 at Khmelnytska Nuclear Power Plant” 

 Environmental Component of the Pre-election Programs of Political Parties and Candidates in Elections to the Parlia-
ment of Ukraine in 2012 / Policy Brief (2012)  

An analysis of the pre-election programs of 22 political parties participating in the elections for the Parliament of 
Ukraine in 2012 in a proportional constituency and  3,080 pre-election programs of individual candidates in electoral 
districts 

 Statement on the Necessity to Introduce the Environmental Impact Assessment in Ukraine / Position Paper (2012)  

Statement of the National Platform of the Eastern Partnership Civil Society Forum on the Necessity to Introduce the 
Environmental Impact Assessment in Ukraine 

 ENP Implementation Report in Ukraine/ Position Paper (2012)  

Position paper on ENP implementation report in Ukraine for 2011 on behalf of WG 3 of the National Platform of the 
Eastern Partnership Civil Society 

 Draft Energy Strategy of Ukraine till 2030 / Position Paper (2012)  

Position paper on Draft Energy Strategy of Ukraine till 2030 on behalf of WG 3 of the National Platform of the Eastern 

Partnership Civil Society Forum/ Prepared by Dixi Group  
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