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REPORT ON THE MEETING 
 
 
1. The third session of the Working Group on Environmental Monitoring was held in 
Geneva on 29-30 August 2002.  
 
2. The meeting was attended by delegations from: Albania; Austria; Azerbaijan; Belarus; 
Belgium; Croatia; Czech Republic; Denmark; Finland; Georgia; Germany; Hungary; Italy; 
Kazakhstan; Kyrgyzstan; Monaco; Netherlands; Norway; Republic of Moldova; Romania; 
Russian Federation; Spain; Tajikistan; the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia; 
Turkmenistan; Ukraine; Uzbekistan; and Yugoslavia. 
 
3. It was attended by representatives of the European Commission’s Joint Research Centre 
(JRC)/Institute for Environment and Sustainability and the European Environment Agency 
(EEA). 
 
4.  Representatives of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), the secretariat 
of the Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(CITES), the secretariat of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change, the 
United Nations Statistics Division, the World Trade Organization (WTO), the Arctic Monitoring 
and Assessment Programme (AMAP), and the European ECOForum (represented by Eco-
Accord) also attended. 
 
5. Mr. Yu. Tsaturov (Russian Federation) chaired the meeting. 
 
6. The Working Group adopted the agenda of its third session and the report of its second 
session as contained in documents CEP/AC.10/2002/14 and CEP/AC.10/2002/2, respectively. 
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I. DEVELOPMENT OF THE KIEV ASSESSMENT REPORT 
 
7. A representative of EEA informed the Working Group about the progress made in 
collecting data for the Kiev assessment report. In most countries of Eastern Europe, the 
Caucasus and Central Asia, replies to the three questionnaires received so far provided 50 to 90 
per cent of the required data. Data from Belarus, the Russian Federation and Ukraine were still 
pending.  
 
8. Delegations reported on the arrangements that their countries had made to facilitate data 
collection. The delegate of the Republic of Moldova made a presentation and circulated a paper 
on his country’s experience.  These delegations stressed that the data collection exercise had 
revealed the urgency of, inter alia, integrating environmental monitoring networks at the country 
level.  
 
9. Delegations from the countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia 
indicated that collecting and assembling primary data for the water questionnaire was the most 
difficult. They voiced concern that these data were required not so much for the production of 
the Kiev report itself at a later stage for the project on surface water monitoring. Some 
delegations referred to difficulties in collecting data on soil contamination, waste landfilling, 
waste-water treatment and drinking water. In some countries, weak interdepartmental 
cooperation had hindered data collection as some ministries were refusing to provide data to the 
environment ministries free of charge.  
 
10. The Working Group: 
 

(a) Took note of the information provided; 
 

(b) Urged the delegations of Belarus, the Russian Federation and Ukraine to provide 
EEA with the data pending by 15 September at the latest; 

 
(c) Invited EEA to prepare, in cooperation with the UNECE secretariat, draft 

conclusions on lessons learned from the data collection for the Kiev assessment report and 
recommendations on improving the situation, for consideration by the Working Group at its 
special session. 
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11. The Working Group discussed early chapters of the Kiev report on forestry 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/22), stratospheric ozone depletion (CEP/AC.10/2002/23) and on agriculture 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/27); a summary of recent findings on EEA member countries 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/24); and a note on the preliminary findings of the report 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/21). Delegations commented on these papers and made proposals for 
improvements, especially in the findings of the Kiev Assessment. There was a general 
agreement, in particular, that the findings should include conclusions on environmental 
monitoring and assessment and on data needs for future pan-European reports. The Working 
Group invited EEA to take into account comments made during the discussion when developing 
further individual chapters and findings of the Kiev Assessment.  
 
II. ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL MONITORING ACTIVITIES IN THE 

RUSSIAN FEDERATION AND UKRAINE 
 
12. A round-table discussion was organized on Approaches to Improving Environmental 
Monitoring in the Russian Federation and Ukraine with the participation of: Mr. F. Cadarso 
(Spain), Mr. V. Cheljukanov (Russian Federation), Mr. P. Heinonen (Finland), Mr. T. Iversen 
(Denmark), Ms. O. Novosselova (Russian Federation) and Mr. O. Velichko (Ukraine) as 
panellists. The debate focused on a discussion paper by the Russian Federal Service for 
Hydrometeorology and Environmental Monitoring (CEP/AC.10/2002/16) and a contribution by 
the Ministry of Natural Resources of the Russian Federation,1/ as well as on a report on the state 
of the national environmental monitoring system in Ukraine (CEP/AC.10/2002/17). 
 
13. During the ensuing discussion participants supported the efforts of the two countries 
under review to maintain monitoring networks despite resource constraints, to improve inter-
agency coordination at various levels by, in particular, establishing (in Ukraine) an 
interdepartmental commission on environmental monitoring, to promote an ecosystems approach 
in monitoring activities, to broaden the range of indicators used for environmental assessments 
and to make monitoring systems cost-effective. Various recommendations were made on how to 
cope effectively with existing gaps and weaknesses. 
 
14.  It was proposed, in particular, that the environmental authorities in both countries should 
pay special attention to: 
 

(a) Ensuring continuity in the monitoring of “traditional” parameters to assess long-term 
environmental trends; 

(b) Making monitoring programmes demand-driven and focused on priorities to be 
agreed between all actors concerned; 

(c) Periodically reviewing basic data needs and monitoring programmes; 
(d) Securing data analysis protocols when changing administrative settings; 
(e) Facilitating the cooperation between analytical laboratories; 
(f) Developing legislation (in the Russian Federation) to regulate data management, 

                     
1/ The Russian version is available on http://www.unece.org/env/europe/ca_russia.pdf.  
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designate a lead central monitoring agency and define its terms of reference; 

(g) Widening the application of the polluter-pays principle in environmental monitoring 
including recovery of monitoring costs from polluters, to the extent possible; 

(h) Supplementing air-pollution emission data collected by statistical offices with data 
collected by environmental control authorities and establishing a central air databank; 

(i) Strengthening the role of environmental administrations in the collection and 
harmonization of waste management data in cooperation with statistical offices and industry; 

(j) Improving biodiversity monitoring by measuring land-degradation indicators, key 
species that are representative of ecosystem status and introducing biodiversity elements into 
aquatic monitoring; 

(k) Extending monitoring and assessment activities to measure the effectiveness of 
environmental policies (“Responses”), and using wider long-term environmental trends data for 
this purpose;  

(l) Making environmental data collected with public funds freely available and using 
modern information technologies to facilitate access to these data; 

(m)  Ensuring compatibility between national and international environmental indicators. 
 
15. In the light of the discussions, the Working Group: 
 

(a) Thanked the representatives of the Russian Federation and Ukraine for their 
presentations and all the speakers for their contributions to the debate; 

(b) Invited the two delegations concerned to inform the competent authorities in their 
countries of the comments and proposals made during the discussion to help improve their 
environmental monitoring and assessment activities; 

(c) Invited interested delegations, in particular those of Azerbaijan and the Republic 
of Moldova, to consider the opportunity of preparing country reports on approaches to 
improving environmental monitoring, for consideration at its next session.  
 
III. STATE-OF-THE-ENVIRONMENT REPORTING IN EASTERN EUROPE, 
THE CAUCASUS AND CENTRAL ASIA 
 
16.  The Deputy Director of Eco-Accord, an environmental non-governmental organization 
from the Russian Federation, presented a review of the current situation with national state-of-
the-environment reports in twelve countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/18 and Corr.1) and circulated its final version in English and Russian.2/ She 
also made proposals for the development of recommendations to the Governments of these 
countries (in the form of guidelines) on improving national state-of-the-environment reporting, 
and expressed her organization’s preparedness to host a workshop for the purpose. 
 
17.  Delegations participating in the discussion supported the preparation of guidelines to 
provide methodological advice on how making the structure of national state-of-the-environment 
reports adaptable to new environmental challenges and tasks, on the type of sets of up-to-date 
indicators to be used in the reports, on the application of modern information technologies in the 

                     
2/ Available on the web site http://www.unece.org/env/europe/meeting1.htm#third. 
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production and dissemination of the reports, and on their better use for environmental policy- 
and decision-making. 
 
18.  Some delegations held the view that the guidelines should be widely applicable 
throughout the region and not only to the twelve countries concerned. They proposed that the 
recent EEA, Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) and 
UNEP/GRID-Arendal reviews on national environmental reporting should be used in the 
guidelines’ development to broaden their scope and to reflect a wider variety of country 
situations. EEA representatives offered to submit to the Working Group country studies that 
EEA was preparing. UNEP referred to its new project on integrated environmental assessments 
that could be linked to a possible follow-up to the Working Group’s activity on environmental 
reporting. 
  
19. The Working Group: 
 

(a) Thanked Eco-Accord for its review; 
(b) Agreed with the proposal by Eco-Accord for developing guidelines on improving 

national environmental reporting taking into account best practices in the UNECE region and 
international experiences, and in this regard: 

(i)     Welcomed the readiness of Eco-Accord to organize a workshop in Moscow on 
4-5 November 2002 to develop draft guidelines on the basis of elements to be 
prepared by Eco-Accord; 

(ii)     Invited delegations to designate participants responsible for national state-of-
the-environment reports, and to inform the secretariat accordingly by 
31 September 2002; 

(iii) Invited EEA, UNEP and OECD to participate in the workshop; 
(iv) Decided to consider the workshop’s outcome at its special session at the end of 

 November 2002. 
 
IV. REMOTE SENSING 

 
20. A representative of the EC Joint Research Centre introduced a proposal, prepared jointly 
with the Regional Environmental Center (REC) for Central and Eastern Europe and EEA, on the 
development of a pilot programme on the use of remote sensing for environmental assessments 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/20).  
 
21. During the ensuing discussion, a number of country delegations and UNEP supported 
the establishment of a task force on remote sensing and expressed their readiness to designate 
experts for the purpose. 
 
 
 
22. The Working Group: 

 
 (a) Thanked the EC Joint Research Centre and its partners for their proposal; 
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(b) Established an open-ended Task Force on Remote Sensing led by the Joint 
Research Centre, and invited interested delegations to inform the secretariat of their designated 
experts by 15 November 2002 at the latest; 

(c) Decided to consider at its fourth session a progress report on the Task Force’s 
activities. 
 
V. NEW TACIS PROJECT 
 
23. Representatives of EEA presented the arrangements made for the implementation of a 
Tacis project on strengthening environmental information and observation capacity in the twelve 
countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia in the light of a recent grant 
agreement between the European Commission (EC) and EEA. They informed the Working 
Group, in particular, about the members of the project team to be based at EEA headquarters and 
on sub-agreements with the European Topic Centre (ETC) on Water and UNECE to pursue 
specific activities under the grant agreement. 
   
24. The Director of the ETC on Water presented plans for the preparation of an in-depth 
study of the monitoring situation in inland surface waters in the twelve countries of Eastern 
Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia following the lines of a proposal that had been submitted 
to the Working Group at its first session (CEP/AC.10/2001/8). The activity would take until the 
end of 2003 and would include: the organization of workshops; field work by local experts; 
country visits for data collection, transmission and use; gaps analysis by the project team; and 
the drawing-up of proposals for a basic EUROWATERNET network for each country of 
operation. 
 
25. Representatives of the UNECE secretariat informed the Working Group about plans to 
implement the sub-agreement on “Support to the activities of the Working Group on 
Environmental Monitoring”. It was expected that assistance might be provided to: 
 

(a) Countries of operation to strengthen the capacities of their national focal points in 
the Working Group; 

(b) Countries of operation to establish Internet-based interconnected environmental 
information systems using tools and guidelines applied within EEA; 

(c) Kazakhstan, at its request, to develop a monitoring section for its air pollution 
abatement strategy, and to other interested countries that were also new Parties to the 
Convention on Long-range Transboundary Air Pollution to help them develop air pollution 
inventories, measurement techniques and emission modelling for major pollutants, and establish 
transboundary monitoring stations; 

(d) A few interested countries to introduce routine data collection and reporting on 
waste and the use of indicators on waste and material flows that were compatible with those 
applied in EEA countries; 
 
 

(e) A few interested countries to develop a core set of environmental indicators and 
to produce state-of-the-environment reports using best approaches and techniques applied in the 
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UNECE region; 
(f) Support the participation of experts from interested countries in the Task Force on 

Remote Sensing. 
 
26. The Working Group: 
 

(a) Welcomed the information provided; 
(b) Agreed with the proposals for specific activities under the project; and 
(c) Invited delegations to support the implementation of planned activities under the 

project by designating experts and lead organizations, providing information, hosting project 
meetings etc., and informing the secretariat accordingly by 15 November 2002.  
 
VI. COORDINATION OF INTERNATIONAL INITIATIVES 
 
27. The secretariat introduced an inventory of major international environmental databases 
(CEP/AC.10/2002/19 and Add.1) with inputs from relevant international organizations and 
convention secretariats in pursuance of a decision taken by the Working Group at its second 
session (CEP/AC.10/2002/2, para. 31). 
 
28. A representative of AMAP briefed the Working Group about the 2002 assessment of the 
state of the Arctic environment. A representative of the secretariat of the United Nations 
Framework Convention on Climate Change circulated a note on the status of reporting on 
greenhouse gas emissions by Annex I Parties to the Convention and the dissemination of the 
reported information. 
 
29. A representative of CITES voiced her concern about the underdevelopment of 
biological monitoring worldwide and the lack of harmonization of biodiversity data reporting 
between countries. She expressed the intention of the CITES secretariat to discuss with Parties 
problems with data submission and data quality. She also commented on the draft biodiversity 
chapter and some other draft chapters of the Kiev Assessment. Representatives of UNEP 
reported on its monitoring and assessment activities, including the Caucasus Environmental 
Outlook (CEO) 2002 report, a global integrated environmental assessment initiative, monitoring 
of persistent organic pollutants, data collection on endangered species and protected areas, and 
UNEP contributions to the environmental strategy of the twelve countries of Eastern Europe, the 
Caucasus and Central Asia. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
30. A representative of the United Nations Statistics Division reported on the progress 
made in data collection under the 2001 Questionnaire on Environment Statistics. She informed 
the Working Group, in particular, that thirteen countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus, 
Central Asia and the Balkans had reported data and that waste and land degradation including 
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soil erosion were the weakest areas of data submission. She also stated that the detailed analysis 
was expected to be produced in September 2002. 
 
31. The Working Group: 

 
 (a) Took note of the information provided and thanked the speakers; 

 (b) Invited delegations from countries that had not submitted environmental data and 
information within the scope and deadlines set by relevant international governing bodies, to 
help their competent authorities take the necessary measures to correct the situation; 

 (c) Invited the secretariat to prepare, in cooperation with relevant international 
organizations and convention secretariats, an update of the inventory of major international 
environmental databases, for consideration by the Working Group at its fourth session.  
 
VII. CONTRIBUTIONS TO THE KIEV MINISTERIAL CONFERENCE 

 
32. The secretariat introduced a note the contributions expected from the Working Group to 
the Kiev Conference that had been submitted to the preparatory group for the Kiev Conference 
in July 2002 (CEP/AC.11/2002/19).  
 
33. The delegations supported the proposals contained in the secretariat’s note. It was 
stressed, in particular, that the message from the Working Group to the Ministers in Kiev should 
emphasize the importance of: maintaining and upgrading existing monitoring and observation 
networks; the application of new techniques and methods such as remote sensing; covering the 
overall monitoring chain (especially “Responses”); providing financial and technical support to 
countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia to handle gaps and weaknesses in 
their monitoring and observation systems; improving environmental reporting and streamlining 
monitoring and information networks throughout the UNECE region. 
 
34. The Working Group agreed to consider at its special session in November 2002 its possible 
inputs to the Kiev Conference, as follows: 
 

(a) Findings of the Kiev Assessment, particularly those relating to environmental 
monitoring and information; 
 
(b) Lessons learned from the data collection for the Kiev Assessment; 
 
(c) Recommendations to countries of Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia 
on strengthening national environmental monitoring and information systems; 
 
(d) Guidelines on improving national state-of-the-environment reporting. 
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