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Konus: MunucTepeTBO OKpyskaroliei cpepl
JIutoBckoii PecryOuku

MUHHCTEPCTBO MPUPOAHBIX PECYPCOB M OXPaHbl OKPYIKAIOIIEH cpembl
PecriyOnuku  benapych (nanee — MHUHIPUPOIbBI) CBHIETENLCTBYET CBOE
yBaxkxeHne Komurery no ocyuectsieHuto KonBeHuuu o6 olieHKe BO3eHCTBUS
Ha OKPYJXKalollyl Cpely B TpaHCrpaHWUYHOM koHTekcre (KouBeHuwmst Dcmo)
(nanee — KomuTeT) U uMeeT 4ecTb COOOIIUTE CIIEAYIOLIEE.

benopycckast cropoHa ¢ yIOBIETBOpEHHEM OTMEYaeT, YTO B paMKax
BBINIOJIHEHUSI pekoMeHaauuu Komurera, o3ByueHHON Ha ero 35-oii ceccuu, 21
— 22 nroHs 2016 rona cocTosIcs NEPBbI payH/1 ABYCTOPOHHUX KOHCYJ/IbTaLHi
skcneptoB benapycu M JIUTBBI MO TEXHUYECKUM M HAy4YHBIM acleKTam
npoekTa ctpoutesibeTBa benopycckoit ADC (nasee - KOHCY/IbTALIMM).

B Toxe Bpems, ¢ coxajleHuem oTmedaeM nucbMoO JIuToBckoOH
Pecnybmuku ot 27.06.2016 Ne Ne (10-3)-D8-5819, B kotopom JlutBa
Hapylluia BCe JOCTUTHYThIE JOTOBOPEHHOCTU U B OJJTHOCTOPOHHEM IOpsIKe
HalpaBuja HEKUH JOKYMEHT Ha paccmorpeHue Komurera, HasbiBas ero
«MPOMEKYTOYHBIM OTYETOM.

Benapych 10 mociieHero Haaesiach, YTO YyCHUIUSl 00eux cTpaH OyayT
HampasJIeHbl Ha TMOJTOTOBKY COBMecTHOro oryera Komurery, Kak 3T0 ObLIO
OTMEYeHO B pelneHun ero 35-of ceccuu. bemapych paccudThiBasia, 4TO
3aBepeHust JIMTOBCKOH CTOPOHBI O TOTOBHOCTH K KOHCTPYKTHBHOMY
COTPYIHUYECTBY B [JAaHHOM HAaNpaBJIeHWM HAWIYT CBOE OTpakeHHe B
KOHKPETHBIX AedcTBUsAX. OIHAKO, Kak Mbl BHIMM Ceiyac, OAHOCTOPOHHHE
neiictBusi JIMTBBL, a MMEHHO: MOArOTOBKa W mpeacTasieHue B Kowmwurer
«IIPOMEKYTOYHOI0 OTYETA», KOTOPbIH Ja)ke He ObLI NpeABApHTE]bHO
npeacraBien beiopycckoii cTOpoHe sl BHeCeHMsl MpPeLIOKeHUH — B
oYepeIHON pa3 JIEeMOHCTPUPYIOT HEMMOKYIO NO3ULIUIO JINTBBL.

B xoxe koHcynbrauuii, benopycckoii CTOpOHOW  HEOIHOKPATHO
IMOJHUMAJICS BOIIPOC O CPOKax U (opmaTe MOAIOTOBKH COBMECTHOr0 OT4Y€éTa
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ans Komutera. Oguako JIMToBCKasi CTOpoHa yuuia oT 00CyKIeHUs AaHHOTO
Bornpoca. Brocnenctsuu, JIMTOBCKON CTOpOHOMN OBLI MpeacTaBieH KpaTKuii
MPOTOKOJI 3KCIEPTHOM BCTpeYH, KOTOphIH Obl1 gomosHeH benopycckumu
KOMMEHTapusMH W HampaejieH B paboyem mnopsake B Jlutey 13.07.2016
(Komuter B komuu). ITocne yero, Bo BTOpoii mosnoBuHe aust 26 wions 2016
roga JIMTOBCKas CTOpOHA 3asBUNIA, YTO HE [PUHUMAET KOMMEHTapUH
benapycn u, Gomee Toro, He BMAMT cMbiCia B aanbHeiineil paGoTte Haj
[IPOTOKOJIOM H OJHOBPEMEHHO [MPENIOKHUIA «CKOHLEHTPUPOBATHCS HaJl
HAalUMMH MPOMEXYTOUHbIMU OT4éTaMu» (Komurer B konum). A yxe ytpom 27
utoist 2016 roma mpeacraBuia B KOMHUTET «IIpOMEXYTOUHBIH OTYETY, He
corjiacoBaHHbIH ¢ besopycckoii cropoHoii.

Ha Hamr B3risa BellleniepevyuciieHHble AeicTBUsE JIMTOBCKONW CTOPOHBI
CTaBAT TIOJ COMHEHHE IIpO3pPayHOCTh €€ HaMepeHHH B  IOUCKE
KOHCTPYKTHBHOI'O  pEIIEHHs IO  BONPOCY  MpPOeKTa  CTPOUTENILCTBA
benopycckoit ADC.

B Toxe Bpems, He MoOKeT ocTaTbcsi 0€3 BHHUMAHHUS LIMPOKO
nponaranaupyemass JIMTOBCKONW CTOpOHOH KammaHusi TIPOTUB IMPOEKTa
cTpouTesibeTBa benopycckoit ADC, 4acTblo KOTOPOTO SBJISIETCS MOArOTOBKA K
NPUHATHIO  JIUTOBCKMM  ceMOM  3aKOHOINPOEKTa, KOTOPbId OJIOKHpYeT
MIOCTaBKY 2JIEKTpodHepruu u3 PecnyOiuku benapych B eBpornelickue cTpaHsbl.
Ha Ham B3rmisa, naHHble JAUCTBUSL SIPKO  JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT —MOJUTHKO-
3KOHOMHMYECKYIO COCTAaBJSIIOIIYI0 MpeTeH3uil JIMTBBI, NpenogHOCUMBIX B
pamkax Koneenuuu Jcro.

OTpenbHOr0O BHUMAHHUS 3aclly’)KMBaeT IMpeacTaBieHHbl JIMTOBCKOH
CTOPOHOM «IIPOMEKYTOUYHBIN OTUETY.

benopycckasi cTopoHa pelIUTENbHO He COrJIaCHA C M3JaraéMoil B HEM
uHbopMale W paccMaTpuBaeT  €ro  Kak  HECOOTBETCTBYIOLLIUN
JEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH.

Mbl  He pa3genseM MHeHMe JIMTBBI O TOM, 4TO mpouexypa
tpaHcrpanuyHoit OBOC benopycckoit ADC octaetcst He3aBeplUEHHOM. Tak, B
COOTBeTCTBUH ¢ mnosokeHussMu KonBeHuuun Icno, OBOC ocyuectisercs
CTOpOHOH MPOUCXONKACHUS A0 MPUHATHUS OKOHYATEJIbHOIO pELIeHHUs O
IJIAHUPYEMOMN JIeATeIbHOCTH, 4TO M ObU10 crenaHo benapycero B 2009-2013
rogax mpd ydactuu Asctpud, JlarBuu, JIutebl, Ilonpmm u YKpauHbl B
otHouenuu npoekra benopycckoit ADC. I[Ipouenypa tpancrpanuunoin OBOC
benopycckoii ADC Oplna 3aBeplueHa IyTeM IPHHATHS OKOHYATEIbHOIO
pewenust - Ykasa [Ipesuaenra Pecnybauku benapyce ot 2 HosiOpst 2013 rona -
KaK 9TO IpeaycMoTpeHo craThéit 6 KonBeHuuu Dcno, U 4To OBLIO MPU3HAHO
Cosemannem Cropon (pewenue VI/2, myHKT 52, cHocka) 1 KomureroMm 1o
ocyectienuto (Jloxnan o npesrenpHocT KomMuTeTa MO OCYLIECTBIICHHIO,
ECE/MP.EIA/2014/4-ECE/MP .EIA/SEA/2014/4, nyukt 54 (f)). Kpome Toro,
Benapych B odepeiHOit pa3 nopuepkusaet, 4ro OcTpoBelKas miowanka oblia
yTBepxkaeHa Juis coopyxkenus benopycckoit ADC  Vkasom Ilpesuaenra



Pecrry6nnku benapycs or 2 HosOps 2013 r., To ecTh mocie 3aBeplueHHs!
npouenypsl TpaicrpannuHoii OBOC.

Ha ocHOBaHMM M3JI0)KEHHOTO, T[10JaraeM, YTO TO3MLHS JIMTOBCKOl
CTOPOHBI O HE3aBEPIIEHHOCTH Mpoueaypsl TpaHcrpanuynoii OBOC He
COOTBETCTBYET MOJIOKEHUsIM KoHBeHuUn Dcno. JIOMOMHUTENBHO clieayeT
OTMETHUTb, 4YTO HHM OJHA JApyras CTpaHa, Cpeau TeX, KOTOpble MPUHUMAIIH
ydactue B mnpoueaype OBOC mpoekra benopycekoit ADC, He
MPUACPIKUBACTCS MO3ULMH, KOTOPYO NMpHHsIa JINTOBCKast cTOpoHa.

B cootserctuu ¢ Ilpunoxenuem Il k Kousenunu Jeno (noanyHkt (b))
«MH(pOpMauMs, TNOJJeXKalllas BKIIOYEHHIO B JOKYMEHTALHMIO 00 OleHKe
BO3IEHCTBUS Ha OKPYXKAIOLLYIO Cpeldy B COOTBETCTBHM CO CTaThéi 4, Kak
MUHUMYM,  COACPXHMT ONUCAHHEe, TIpY HEOOXOAMMOCTH, pPa3yMHBIX
alIbTePHATHB  (Hampumep, reorpaduyeckoro WM  TEXHOJOTHYECKOTro
Xapakrepa) IJIaHUPYyeMOW NesTeNbHOCTH, B TOM YHCIIE BApHAHTA OTKa3a OT
nesrenpHOCTH». (CoOrlacHO BBIBOJAM W pekoMmeHaauusMm Komwurera 1o
OCYIIECTBJIEHHIO K IpeAcTaBleHHt0 JIUTBbI B OTHOWIEHWH benapycu
(ECE/MP.EIA/IC/2013/2, npunoxeHue, myHKT 68) «B Tex clly4asx, Koraa
JEATENIbHOCTh IIJIAHUPYETCsl OCYILLECTBJSATh BOJM3M Kakoro-jiubo ropoja,
JOJDKHO  CYILECTBOBaTb TpeOOBaHWE B  OTHOUIEHUM  BKJIKOYEHUS B
nokymenTtauuio no OBOC onucaHusi aqbTepHATHBHBIX MECT pa3MEIIEHHS B
cooTBeTcTBUM ¢ JloOaBrieHuem 11 b)y.

B Buny aroro, benapych noauepkuBaet, 4yto pasaesisl 4 U S oruera 00
OBOC benopycckoit ADC coaepxar HHPOPMALIMIO O pPaccCMOTPEHHU
reorpapuueckux anprepHatuB (KpacHomossHcko#l, KyKmMHOBCKOW U
OcTpoBenko# miomanok) 1 00ocHoBaHue BbIOOpa OCTPOBELKOM IMJIOIIAKH B
KauecTBe MPUOPUTETHOH, C YUETOM TEXHOJIOTMUYECKHUX albTEPHATUB, a TaKkKe
BapUaHTa O0TKa3a OT JeSITeJIbHOCTH.

KacatenpHo JIMTOBCKMX COMHEHHUM MO TMOBOJAY OpraHu3aluud U
MPOBEACHUS MEXTyHAPOIHBIX MUCCHUH, cooOLaem:

- 25-27 wons 2016 roma cocrosuicss BU3UT 3kcrieproB MAI'ATO B
benapychk, 1eIbI0 KOTOPOTO SIBJIsIaCh COBMECTHasl ¢ besopycckoil cTOpOHOM
oleHka mnpouecca nmoarotoBku mnpenacrosiet SEED mucenn MAI'ATD. Ilo
UTOTaM JaHHOI'O0 BH3UTA IOJArOTOBJIEH MPOEKT TEXHUYECKOro 3aJaHusl Ha
nposenenue SEED muccuu s benopyccekoit ADC;

- Ha JaHHbIH MOMeHT besapych mpucTynuia K IPOBEIEHUIO CTpecc-
TECTOB M IUIAHUPYET 3aBepIIUTH 3Ty padory no koHua 2016 roma. Crpecc-
TecThl OYIyT BBIOJIHEHBI B cOOTBeTCTBUM ¢ CoBMecTHOM neknapauuneit EC u
roCyIapcTB-cOce/iell MO IMPOBEJEHUIO BCEOOBEMJIIOLIEH OLIEHKH PHUCKOB U
6e3onacHoct ADC k KoTopoit benapych npucoennnunace B 2011 roay;

- Benapych He BHJIUT HUKAKMX OCHOBaHMH JUlsl MPHOCTAHOBJICHUS
CTPOMTENBHBIX paboT Ha IMUiomanke Bo3seaeHHs bemopycckoin ADC 1o
3aBepiueHus BeineynomMsiHyTeiX SEED-muccnn MAI'ATO u ctpecc-TecToB.



benapyce paccmaTpuBaeT mOpuiaraéMblii  IPOTOKOJ  3KCIEPTHBIX
KoHcynbTauuil (Bunbhioc, 21-22 wuroHs 2016 r.), oTpaxarolldi MO3UIUH
o0enx CTOpPOH, B KauecTBE COBMECTHOro oTyeta benapycu u JIuTBEL.

benopycckas  cropoHa B TeUeHME  aBryCTa  OTKOPPEKTHPYET
MOATOTOBJICHHBIN JIMTBOW MPOEKT MPOMEKYTOYHOrO OTYETa HEAOCTAIOIIUMHU
3JIeMEHTaMU No3uuuu benapycu.

JlononHuTenpHO coobiiaeM, 4to benopycckasi cTopoHa He BO3pakaer
NPOTUB MPOBEICHUS CJEAYIOLIEero payHaa KoHcysabTauui 13-14 ceHTs0ps
2016 rona B r. Muncke, PecniyOnuka benapyce.

[TpunosxeHue: MPOTOKOJ SKCIEPTHBIX KOHCYJIbTALUHK Ha ...J1., B | 3K3.
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Unofficial translation

Implementation = Committee of  the
Convention on the Environmental Impact
Assessment in the Transboundary Context
(Espoo Convention)

Copy: Ministry of Environment of the
Republic of Lithuania

Ministry of Natural Resources and Environmental Protection of the
Republic of Belarus (hereinafter — the Ministry) presents its compliments to the
Implementation Committee of the Convention on the Environmental Impact
Assessment in the Transboundary Context (Espoo Convention) (hereinafter —
the Committee) and has the honor to inform on the following.

Belarusian side notes with satisfaction that the first round of the bilateral
experts” consultations dedicated to the technical and scientific aspects of the
Belarusian NPP project (hereinafter - consultations) took place on the 21-22
June 2016 in the framework of implementing the Committee’s recommendation,
made at its 35th session.

At the same time we note with regret the letter of the Republic of Lithuania
0f 27.06.2016 Ne (10-3)-D8-5819, in which Lithuania has broken all agreements
reached and on a unilateral basis sent for the Committee’s consideration some
document, naming it «an interim report».

Belarus has till the last moment hoped that the efforts of both countries
will be aimed at preparation of a joint report to the Committee, as it was stated
in the decision of its 35th session.

Belarus relied on the assurances of the Lithuanian side about its readiness
for the constructive cooperation in the given direction and hoped that these
assurances would be reflected in concrete actions. However as we see now,
actions of Lithuania on a unilateral basis, i.e.: preparation and submission to the
Committee of «an interim report», which has not even been preliminarily
sent to the Belarusian side for comments and suggestions — once again
demonstrate the non-flexible position of Lithuania.

In the course of the consultations the Belarusian side has repeatedly raised
the question on the terms and format of preparing the joint report to the
Committee, stressing the need to meet the deadline of the 29th of July. However
the Lithuanian side has deviated from discussing this issue. Later on the
Lithuanian side submitted to Belarus a draft protocol of the expert meeting,
which was complemented by Belarusian comments and sent to Lithuania by



email on 13.07.2016 (copy to the Committee). After this in the second half of
the day of the 26th of July the Lithuanian side declared that it does not accept
the comments of Belarus and, more than that, does not see any sense in
continuing working on the protocol. Along with that Lithuania suggested «to
concentrate on our interim reports». However already in the morning of the 27th
of July 2016 Lithuania submitted to the Committee «an interim report», which
has not been coordinated with the Belarusian side.

In our opinion, the transparency of Lithuanian intentions to find a
constructive solution on the issues of the Belarussian NPP was being questioned
by the above-mentioned actions of Lithuania.

At the same time, widely promoted by Lithuanian side campaign against
the project of the Belarusian nuclear power plant, can't remain unnoticed. This
campaign includes the preparation of a bill for further adoption by the
Lithuanian Seimas, which blocks the supply of electricity from the Republic of
Belarus to the European countries. In our opinion, these actions clearly
demonstrate the political and economic component of Lithuanian claims that are
presented in the framework of the Espoo Convention.

Special attention should be paid to the «interim report» of Lithuanian side.

Belarusian side strongly disagrees with the stated in it information and
considers it as misleading and not corresponding to the reality.

Belarus does not share the view of Lithuania that the transboundary EIA
procedure for the Belarusian NPP is still open. Thus, pursuant to the provisions
of the Espoo Convention, EIA is undertaken by a Party of origin prior to the
final decision on the planned activity, that had been done by Belarus in respect
to the Belarusian NPP project in 2009-2013 with the participation of Austria,
Latvia, Lithuania, Poland and Ukraine. The transboundary EIA procedure for
the Belarusian NPP was completed by the final decision — Edict of the President
of the Republic of Belarus of 2 November 2013 — as provided in the article 6 of
the Espoo Convention, and that was recognized by the Meeting of the Parties
(Decision VI/2, para. 52, footnote) and Implementation Committee (Report on
the activities of the Implementation Committee, ECE/MP.EIA/2014/4-
ECE/MP.EIA/SEA/2014/4, paragraph 54 (f)). Moreover, Belarus emphasizes
once again that the Ostrovets site was approved for the construction of the
Belarussian NPP by the Edict of the President of the Republic of Belarus of 2
November 2013, i.e. after the completion of the transboundary EIA procedure.

On the basis of the abovementioned, we suppose that Lithuania’s position
about the incompletion of the transboundary EIA procedure contradicts the
provisions of the Espoo Convention. In addition it should be noted that no other
country, among those that participated in the EIA procedure for the Belarusian
NPP, shares the position of Lithuania.

In accordance with Appendix II to the Convention (sub item (b))
«information to be included in the environmental impact assessment
documentation shall, as a minimum, contain, in accordance with Article 4, a



description, where appropriate, of reasonable alternatives (for example,
locational or technological) to the planned activity and also the no-action
alternative». According to the Implementation Committee’s Findings and
recommendations further to a submission by Lithuania regarding Belarus
(ECE/MP.EIA/IC/2013/2, Annex, paragraph 68) «the description of locational
alternatives to be included in the EIA documentation in line with Appendix II
(b) should be especially required when an activity is planned near a city».

Based on this, Belarus underlines that Sections 4 and 5 of the EIA report
for the Belarusian NPP contain information on the consideration of locational
alternatives (Krasnopolyana, Kukshinovo and Ostrovets sites) and a justification
of the selection of the Ostrovets site as a priority, with consideration of
technological alternatives as well as of the no-action alternative.

Regarding Lithuanian doubts about the organization and implementation
of international missions, we inform that:

- the visit of IAEA experts to Belarus was held on 25-27 July 2016. The
purpose of this visit was to carry out together with Belarussian side of a joint
assessment of the preparatory process for the upcoming SEED IAEA mission.
The draft of terms of references on the implementation of SEED mission for the
Belarusian nuclear power plant was prepared in the result;

- by this moment Belarus started to implement stress tests and it is planned
to finish this implementation until the end of 2016. Stress-tests will be
performed in accordance with the Joint Declaration of EU and neighbor
countries on comprehensive risks and safety assessments of nuclear plants
endorsed in 2011 by Belarus.

- Belarus sees no grounds for suspension of the construction works at the
Belarusian NPP site until completion of the above mentioned SEED mission and
stress-tests.

Belarus considers the enclosed minutes of the experts” consultations
reflecting position of both sides as a joint report of Belarus and Lithuania.

Belarussian side will amend the draft of interim report prepared by
Lithuania with lacking elements of the Belarussian position until the end of
August.

Additionally, we inform that Belarusian side does not object to having
next round of consultations on 13-14 September 2016 in Minsk, Republic of
Belarus.

Annex : minutes of experts™ consultations,  pages.

First deputy Minister Iya Malkina

13 3maneBuy 200 27 67
13 Jlaryra 200 74 75



Bilateral Lithuanian—Belarus experts’ meeting
regarding Belarusian nuclear power plant (NPP) project
Vilnius, 21-22 June 2016

Ministry of Environment of the Republic of Lithuania (A. Jaksto St. 4/9,

Meeting room 506)

Minutes of the meeting

Agenda:

l.

9.

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

Presentation on the current stage of the Belarus NPP project by Belarus
delegation;

. Application of transboundary EIA procedures and decision making;
. Assessment of locational alternatives for the NPP construction

(including no-action alternative);
Evaluation of site and NPP site selection criteria including tectonic,
geological and geophysical and seismological aspects;

. Seismic safety assessment;
. Assessment of seismicity and seismic hazards of Ostrovets and

alternative sites;

. IAEA’s Site and External Events Design (SEED) mission and stress-

tests for Belarus NPP;

. Assessment of impacts in case of accidents. Preparedness and response

to a nuclear or radiological emergency;
Potential contamination of the river Neris (Vilija) and groundwater
resources in capital Vilnius in case of major accidents in Belarus NPP;

Design of NPP;

Nuclear safety and radiation protection regulatory regime
including development of relevant legislation in Belarus;

Measures taken to control and ensure highest quality of
construction works and during operation of NPP; Incidents;

Spent nuclear fuel and radioactive waste management policy and
plans;

Organization of environmental monitoring.

QOutcomes:

Belarusian side noted that these consultations had become possible

owing to the recommendation of the Implementation Committee of the Espoo
Convention' to carry out a bilateral expert level dialogue, which was stated as

! Convention on Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary condext



the results of its 35th session, held in March 2016 ("there is a disagreement
between Belarus and Lithuania on technical issues concerning the
construction of the NPP ... ").

Also, Belarusian side pointed out that from the year 2011 Belarusian
side more than ten times, including the level of the Prime Minister of
Belarus, had officially invited Lithuanian side to hold consultations on the
issues regarding the Belarusian NPP project, with the aim to discuss all issues
which are the subject of Lithuanian’s concern (February and November 2012;
February, April, June, July, August, September and October 2013; December
2015). In this regard, according to the opinion of Belarusian side, the fact as
such that these consultations are being held is a positive step for both parties,
and Belarussian delegation expressed the hope that these consultations will
help to remove all existing disagreements on the construction of the
Belarusian NPP.

o In accordance with the request of Lithuanian side, Belarusian
delegation made a presentation on the current stage of the Belarusian NPP
construction project. Lithuanian delegation took note of the presentation and
proposed to address the questions of Lithuanian experts in the course of the
discussion of relevant agenda items.

J The detailed discussion was held by the parties on items 2-8 of the
agenda based on Lithuanian experts’ questions and their argumentation as
well as presentations of Belarusian experts. Due to the time constraints,
discussion on item 9 was not completed and subsequent agenda items were
not discussed.

. Both parties noted that there was a substantial difference of views on
the procedure, subject of the discussion and methodology matters with regard
to the implementation of the Belarusian NPP construction project, in
particular regarding site selection and assessment of alternatives.

At the same time, Lithuanian side agreed that the documents and
recommendations of the IAEA, used during the consideration of the
Belarusian NPP environmental impact assessment (EIA) documentation by
Lithuania, are matters of the evaluation of natural and anthropogenic factors’
impact on the safety of nuclear power plants, and are not the subject of EIA.

o Lithuanian delegation emphasized that, according to its opinion, the
Ostrovets site had been chosen and the construction works had been
commenced before the start of the transboundary environmental impact
assessment (EIA). Lithuanian delegation believes that the Espoo Convention,
which requires to evaluate alternative sites in the process of transboundary
EIA and to choose the location as a result of it, had been violated. Moreover,
Lithuanian delegation requested Belarus to disclose information related to



site selection process that Belarusian delegation referred to during the 35th
session of the Implementation Committee under the Espoo Convention.

In response to the Lithuanian's statement, Belarusian delegation noted
that in the course of the development of the Belarusian NPP project the
Republic of Belarus had carried out the EIA procedure in accordance with the
Espoo Convention, and also made all necessary efforts to fully implement the
recommendations of the Implementation Committee. The Belarusian NPP
EIA report is fully in line with the Espoo Convention and its Appendixes.

Belarusian delegation argued that the Ostrovets site was selected after
the completion of the transboundary EIA procedure and also pointed out that
the Espoo Convention requires a description, where appropriate, of
reasonable alternatives in the EIA documentation, what has been done by
Belarusian side. Three alternative sites (Krasnopolyanskaya, Kukshinovskaya
and Ostrovetskaya) were described in the Belarusian NPP EIA report. The
fact that Belarus has taken the right decisions was proved by the detailed
geological maps of Kukshinovskaya, Krasnopolyanskaya sites which were
shown to the Lithuanian side. These materials presented the visible faults
with displacements on chalky rocks. In addition, geological map and sections
of Ostrovets site was presented with perfectly flat bedding of rocks site.

The materials of the conducted surveys and studies of seismic hazard
evaluation, seismic and seismotectonic conditions of the alternative and
Ostrovets sites were also considered by the parties.

J Lithuanian delegation persistently requested to re-estimate population
density factor, taking into account Lithuanian population within the range of
100 km from Belarusian NPP, which includes the most densely populated
region, including the capital city Vilnius, and reassess the possible
radiological impact on the Lithuanian public in the case of accident at

Belarusian NPP.

Belarusian delegation explained that the Belarusian NPP EIA report
includes the assessment of radiation accident consequences on public health,
including the assessment of the population density in 30 km zone around the
NPP, because such distance is recommended by the IAEA as the area of
urgent protective measures, i.e. within this territory the evacuation, sheltering
and iodine thyroid blocking should be carried out.

In the view of the Lithuanian statements regarding "incorrectness" of
the abovementioned assessments made during the development of the EIA
report, Belarusian delegation requested additional information regarding the
methodology and data that Center for Physical Sciences and Technology
(former Institute of Physics) and Lithuanian Geology Survey Center used to



assess the impact on Lithuanian public and drinking water in Vilnius region
in case of accidents.

J Lithuania requested Belarus to assess the resistance of NPP design
AES-2006 to a large commercial aircraft crash, in line with the EU nuclear
safety recommendations. Lithuanian delegation pointed out that the Finish
regulator had concluded that nuclear reactor containment building of the
AES-2006 cannot resist a heavy aircraft crash and demanded design
modifications. Lithuanian experts informed that conclusions of Finnish
regulatory authority are publicly available.

Further, Belarusian delegation informed that in accordance with the
requirements of normative legal acts of the Republic of Belarus and IAEA
recommendations, an extensive analysis of the air traffic situation on the area
of the Belarussian NPP site location was carried out (analysis of the structure
of airspace and air traffic management in the area of the Belarusian NPP
siting, evaluation of navigation, speed, linear and weight characteristics of
the aircrafts from all aviation departments; assessment of weight
characteristics of the fragments, resulting in the case of destruction of
aircrafts in the air; analysis of historical records of accidents and analysis of
the impacts of civil aviation flight during the years 2000-2011 on the safety
of the Belarusian NPP operation; the forecast of flight intensity and the
probability of aircrafts’ crash on the site of the Belarusian NPP for the period
up to 2032 was done, and etc.)

According to the results of the conducted analysis which was done in
order to ensure non-exceedance of the regulatory probability of aircraft
crashes on the site and buildings, the recommendations for changing the
organization of air traffic near the Belarussian NPP location had been
developed by the responsible authority. These recommendations will be
implemented at the appropriate stages of the construction. Thus, the
maximum value of the fall probability will not exceed the value of 3,1x 10,

» Belarusian delegation once again underlined the intention of Belarus to
carry out IAEA SEED mission in compliance with the earlier commitments
and informed that the official request for this mission was sent in 2014 and it
is planned to be carried out by the end of 2016. Belarus is in contact with the
IAEA regarding dates and scopes of the mission.

. Belarusian delegation reported that stress tests for the Belarusian NPP
had been started and will be conducted by the end of this year. Stress tests
will be conducted in accordance with the Joint Declaration on
Comprehensive risk and safety assessment of nuclear power plants.



Lithuanian delegation requested that Lithuanian experts participate in
the IJAEA SEED mission and the stress tests.

. Belarusian side informed that Belarus intends to convey to the
European Commission the information on the analysis of stress-tests’ report,
that will be prepared by the national regulator in the field of nuclear and
radiation safety.

o Lithuanian delegation requested Belarus to suspend the construction
works in the Ostrovets site until the completion of:

a) International Atomic Energy Agency’s Site and External Events
Design Review Mission (IAEA SEED mission) for an impartial evaluation of
the selected Ostrovets site, alternative sites and site selection criteria, as well
as the chosen NPP design;

b) comprehensive risk and safety assessment (“stress-tests”) in line
with the EU methodology.

* Lithuanian delegation invited Belarus to reconsider its position
regarding the establishment of the special expert body following the model of
an Inquiry Commission set in Appendix IV of the Espoo Convention.

Belarusian delegation reiterated its position, that it is premature to
create such body, as well as that not all bilateral mechanisms of cooperation
on this matter had been exhausted. This position was presented by Belarus at
the 35th session of the Implementation Committee of the Espoo Convention.
. In addition, Lithuania raised the issue of the quality of the translation of
the EIA report to the Lithuanian language. In response to this comment of
Lithuania about the low quality of translation of the Belarusian NPP EIA to
the Lithuanian language, Belarusian delegation stressed that the translation of
all EIA documentation into the language of the affected party is not required
and is not in practice. Lithuanian delegation at the 35th session of the
Implementation Committee of the Espoo Convention confirmed the
acceptability of the quality of English translation. Translation into the
Lithuanian language was a gesture of goodwill and was carried out under the
contract with the Lithuanian company (Belarusian side had the copy of this
contract). Also Belarusian side expressed incomprehension why Lithuania
had ignored the existence of the English version of the EIA report, which had
been admitted to be of a good quality, and why Lithuania hadn't been
working with its public.

o In the course of the discussion of the preparedness in the case of
nuclear and radiation accident, the Belarusian delegation drew attention of
Lithuanian side to the fact of the absence of the Lithuanian reaction on the
revised draft of the Agreement between the Government of the Republic of
Belarus and the Government of the Republic of Lithuania on Early
Notification of a Nuclear Accident, exchange of information and cooperation



in nuclear safety and radiation protection, which was passed by the Republic
of Belarus to Lithuania in 2011.

In its turn, Lithuanian side informed that they had not received the draft
of intergovernmental agreement, after that, they proposed to conduct inter-
institutional agreement between the Ministry of Emergency Situations of the
Republic of Belarus and the State Safety Inspection of Nuclear Energy of the
Republic of Lithuania.

The parties will continue further work in this direction.
¥ Lithuanian delegation believes that presentations and verbal
explanations provided by Belarusian experts revealed that:

a) New information, which has never been submitted to Lithuania
before, was presented at the meeting;

b) Partly this information contradicted information provided in the EIA
report and earlier correspondence of Belarus;

c) This information, in most cases, was of technical and scientific

nature and needed careful analysis by Lithuanian authorities and scientific
institutions. As a result, Lithuanian delegation requested Belarus to present
the information in the form of a revised EIA report, which would address the
identified inconsistencies and shortcomings or, alternatively, as an Annex to
the EIA report for further analysis by Lithuanian experts and public
consultations.
- Belarusian delegation noted that the presented information by no means
contradicted the EIA report for the Belarusian NPP and was provided in
earlier correspondence on this matter, also in years 2010-2016. In striving to
resolve Lithuanian concerns on the construction of the Belarusian NPP,
Belarusian experts gave more detailed transcript of the repeatedly submitted
information.

Belarusian delegation emphasized that there were no grounds and needs
for the revision of the EIA report for the Belarusian NPP. At the same time
Belarus expressed readiness to continue the dialogue with Lithuania on the
Belarusian NPP project, inter alia in the framework of the post-project
analysis (PPA).

In this respect Belarusian delegation reiterated Belarus® earlier

proposals to establish a permanent joint body on PPA and on any other
relevant issue concerning the Belarusian NPP.
. Due to time constrains not all the agenda items were discussed during
the consultations. The Republic of Belarus invited Lithuania to continue
consultations on the territory of Belarus in July 2016 with the aim to prepare
the report to the Implementation Committee in time.



