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Introduction 
 
1. The fifth meeting of the Working Group on Monitoring and Assessment was held 
in St. Petersburg, Russian Federation, on 30 September - 1 October 2004, at the invitation 
of the Government of Finland.  
 
2. It was attended by representatives of the following countries: Azerbaijan, Belarus, 
Belgium, Estonia, Finland, Greece, Hungary, Kazakhstan, Netherlands, Poland, Romania, 
Slovakia, Turkmenistan and Uzbekistan. 
 
3. Representatives of the United Nations Environment Programme - Global 
International Waters Assessment (UNEP-GIWA), the United Nations Environment 
Programme / Global Resource Information Database (UNEP/GRID – Arendal), the United 
Nations Global Environment Monitoring System (GEMS), the World Meteorological 
Organization (WMO), the International Water Assessment Centre (IWAC) and the World 
Health Organization’s Collaborating Centre for Groundwater Quality Assessment and 
Protection (hosted by the British Geological Survey) also attended the meeting. 
 
4. A representative of the NGO Agency Ecoterra also participated. 
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I.   ORGANIZATIONAL AND PROCEDURAL MATTERS 
 
5. Ms. Lea Kauppi (Finland), Chairperson of the Working Group on Monitoring and 
Assessment, opened the meeting and addressed the participants. At the end of the meeting, 
she was re-elected as Chairperson, and Ms. Zsuzsa Buzás (Hungary) and Mr. Peter Roncak 
(Slovakia) were elected as Vice-Chairpersons. 
 
6. The Working Group adopted its agenda as contained in document 
MP.WAT/WG.2/2004/1. 
 
7. The Working Group adopted the report of its fourth meeting held in St. 
Michielsgestel, Netherlands, on 12-13 September 2003 (MP.WAT/WG.2/2003/2). 
 
 

II.   STRATEGIES FOR MONITORING AND ASSESSMENT  
OF TRANSBOUNDARY WATERS 

 
A.   Strategic guidelines 

 
8. The Working Group endorsed the conc lusions of the first meeting of the Task 
Force on the Strategic Guidelines for Monitoring and Assessment of Transboundary 
Waters, held in St. Petersburg on 29-30 September 2004 (see annex I). It entrusted the 
Task Force with the preparation of a first draft of the strategic guidelines for its sixth 
meeting. 
 

B.   Technical guidance 
 
9. The representative of IWAC confirmed that it would draw up an inventory of the 
existing technical guidance for monitoring and assessment of waters and post it on its web 
site with links to the sources. He took note of the information provided by the participants 
on technical guidelines published by other organizations (e.g. the International 
Groundwater Resources Assessment Centre, WMO) and invited them to forward further 
references to him, especially those in Russian.  
 
 

III.   PILOT PROGRAMME ON MONITORING AND ASSESSMENT 
 

A.   Pilot projects on transboundary rivers 
 
10. Mr. Pavol Caucík (Slovakia) reported on the progress of the core group on pilot 
projects on transboundary rivers and its future work: 
 

(a)  For the Morava, the preparatory phase of the pilot project was completed 
with the publication of Report No. 3 on recommendations for improvement of monitoring 
and assessment activities. Both the Czech Republic and Slovakia had expressed their 
willingness to continue with the implementation phase and an evaluation meeting was 
planned for January 2005 gathering the pilot project team and other policy and decision 
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makers.1 A new project under the EU Interreg programme III was under consideration, 
focusing on strengthening cooperation among the authorities involved in river basin 
management and on implementing the pilot project and the EU Water Framework 
Directive; 

 
(b) For the Mures/Maros, the preparatory phase of the pilot project was 

completed with the publication of Report No. 3. The implementation phase of the project 
should be discussed during the next meeting of the water quality subgroup of the 
Hungarian-Romanian Joint Hydrotechnical Commission; 

 
(c) Also for the Bug, the preparatory phase of the pilot project was completed 

with the publication of Report No. 3. The implementation of the recommendations was 
discussed at the meeting of the Polish-Ukrainian Commission on Bordering Waters in 
September 2004, including the creation of a trilateral commission on the protection and 
water management in the Bug river basin. The project implementation could be funded 
through the Neighbourhood Programme Poland-Belarus-Ukraine Interreg III A/Tacis CBC 
2004–2006. A project application for the Neighbourhood Programme was planned; 

 
(d) For the Ipel/Ipoly, the second and third reports of the preparatory phase 

were still being finalized. Both sides had expressed their willingness to continue with the 
implementation phase. With that aim, discussions would be held at the meeting of the 
Working Group of the Commission for Transboundary Waters between Hungary and 
Slovakia, in November 2004; 

 
(e) For the Latoritsa/Latorica -Uzh/Uh, the second and third reports of the 

preparatory phase were being completed. Due to the delays in their preparation, the parts 
already drafted should be reviewed and updated. Cooperation under the recently started 
Tacis project could be triggered by an official letter from the Ukrainian Ministry for 
Environmental Protection to the Slovak Ministry of the Environment.  A possible first step 
could be a joint hydromorphological survey in the Latoritsa/Latorica river basin. 

 
11. The Working Group offered its support to the core group on river pilot projects in 
particular to leverage political decisions in the countries involved.  
 
12. Concerning the possibility of establishing a new project on the Sava river as 
suggested at the latest meeting of the Parties, the Working Group noted that only Serbia 
and Montenegro had reiterated its interest in the project, but official contacts had not yet 
been established with the other involved countries. The representative of Hungary would 
raise this issue with the Sava Commission. 
 

B.   Pilot projects on transboundary groundwaters 
 

13. The Working Group took note of the state of the pilot projects on transboundary 
groundwaters monitoring and assessment and the activities of the core group on 
groundwaters: 

                                                 
1  The secretariat was informed that the meeting was postponed until February-March 
2005. A meeting of the core group on the river pilot projects should be held afterwards. 



MP.WAT/WG.2/2004/2 
Page 4 
 

 
(a) No significant progress in the Aggtelek - Slovak Karst aquifer had been 

achieved since 2003 but a bilateral consultative meeting was scheduled for November 2004 
to discuss the future of the project;2 

 
(b) The development of the Bug pilot project was linked to the signing of a 

memorandum of understanding (MoU) between Poland, Ukraine and Belarus;3 
 
(c) The next meeting of the core group on groundwater was planned back to 

back with the meeting of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organization (UNESCO) Internationally Shared Aquifer Resources Management (ISARM) 
(Thessaloniki, Greece, 21-23 October 2004).4 This would give the opportunity to share 
experiences of the guidelines and the pilot projects and possibilities for finding partners for 
a new pilot project in South-Eastern Europe.5 

 
C.   Pilot projects on transboundary/international lakes 

 
14. Mr. Pertti Heinonen (Finland) reported on the latest development and future plans 
for the two pilot projects on lakes Peipus (Estonia/Russian Federation) and Pyhäjärvi 
(Finland/Russian Federation), which had been “twinned” to share and improve monitoring 
practices. 
 
 

IV.   ASSESSMENT OF THE STATUS OF TRANSBOUNDARY WATERS AND 
INTERNATIONAL LAKES IN THE UNECE REGION 

 
15. The discussion of this agenda item was dealt with by the Task Force on the 
Assessment of the Status of Transboundary Waters and International Lakes in the UNECE 
Region (see annex II). 
 
 

V.   INTERNATIONAL WATER ASSESSMENT CENTRE 
 
16. The representative of IWAC reported on the activities undertaken in the past year. 
Given the substantial cut in its resources, as announced at the third meeting of the Parties 
(see ECE/MP.WAT/15, para. 52), the role of IWAC had been strongly reduced and was 
limited to the activities for which it had responsibility according to the work plan. For the 

                                                 
2  The secretariat was informed that the meeting was postponed until February-March 
2005. 
3  The MoU was signed on 16 November 2004. 
4  For information on the meeting and its outcome, see http://www.inweb.gr/index.php3. 
5  At the UNESCO ISARM meeting, the Greek representative of the International 
Network of Water Environment Centres for the Balkans put forward the possibility of 
developing a pilot project on transboundary groundwaters shared by Greece and Bulgaria 
in the Mesta/Nestos river basin within the framework of the UNESCO/WMO programme 
“Hydrology for the Environment, Life and Policy”. 
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future, it was still unclear what resources the centre could count on and therefore 
impossible to agree on a work plan. 
 
17. The Working Group postponed any further discussion until a decision was made by 
the Netherlands Government on its support to IWAC. 
 
 

VI.   PARTNERS IN COOPERATION 
 

A.   The Convention’s “Capacity for Water Cooperation” project  
 
18. The secretariat informed the Working Group about the project Capacity for Water 
Cooperation (CWC) in Eastern Europe, the Caucasus and Central Asia (EECCA), 
implemented under the Convention’s work plan by the secretariat together with a number 
of national and international partners. The project would provide multidisciplinary training 
on the management of transboundary waters to experts from EECCA countries through a 
series of workshops. A specific workshop on joint monitoring and assessment of shared 
water basins, including early-warning and alarm systems was planned for October 2005 in 
Tbilisi. This workshop should be based on the experience of monitoring and assessment 
under the Convention. Therefore the Working Group was invited to contribute to its 
planning and development. It would receive more detailed information at its next meeting.  
 

B.   World Water Development Report and World Water Assessment Programme 
 
19. The Working Group took note of the report of the secretariat on the progress made 
in the drafting of the second edition of the World Water Development Report. In particular, 
it appreciated the work done by IWAC and the secretariat to guide the work on indicators. 
The Working Group noted that the set of indicators proposed for the Report was also 
relevant to its activities, in particular for the preparation of the assessment of the status of 
transboundary waters and international lakes. 
 

 
VII.   WORK PLAN 

 
20. On the basis of the discussions and decisions on the previous agenda items, the 
Working Group agreed that there was no need for a substantial revision of the work plan 
(ECE/MP.WAT/15/Add.2, programme area III). 
 
 

VIII.  DATE AND VENUE OF THE SIXTH MEETING  
OF THE WORKING GROUP 

 
21. The sixth meeting of the Working Group will take place in Bratislava (Slovakia) on 
18-20 May 2005. 
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Annex I 
 

REPORT ON THE FIRST MEETING OF THE TASK FORCE ON THE  
STRATEGIC GUIDELINES FOR MONITORING AND ASSESSMENT  

OF TRANSBOUNDARY WATERS  
 
 
1. At the invitation of the Government of Finland, the first meeting of the Task Force 
on the Strategic Guidelines for Monitoring and Assessment of Transboundary Waters took 
place on 29 - 30 September 2004 in St. Petersburg (Russian Federation), back to back with 
the fifth meeting of the Working Group on Monitoring and Assessment.  
 
2. It was attended by the same participants as the Working Group except that there 
was no representative of UNEP/GRID – Arendal, while two representatives of Mott 
MacDonald also participated. 
 
3. Ms. Lea Kauppi (Finland), Chairperson of the Working Group, chaired the 
meeting. 
 
4. The Task Force examined the draft outline prepared by Finland 
(MP.WAT/WG.2/2004/3). A revised outline based on the discussions is presented in the 
appendix.  
 
5.  The Task Force agreed that, given the strategic nature of the guidelines, the 
document should avoid references to information likely to be quickly outdated (events, 
laws, norms, projects, etc.) and that such references, if needed, could be grouped in 
annexes to be more frequently updated, most likely only on the Internet.  
 
6.  The Task Force also agreed that if specific requirements were applicable to 
groundwaters, rivers or lakes monitoring, these should be reflected (especially in the 
chapter on the practical implementation of monitoring programmes). Layout features 
should be optimized. 

 
7. It agreed that examples were extremely useful and that they should be included, in 
particular for the concepts that caused more difficulties in the previous guidelines and in 
the pilot projects (e.g. deriving indicators from information needs within the driving force-
pressure-state- impact-response (DPSIR) framework).   
 
8.  The Task Force decided to include a glossary defining the most important terms 
that the authors of the different chapters should select and define, according to the 
terminology used in the Convention and in the previous guidelines. 
 
9. It agreed that chapter 2 should not present a review of international and national 
monitoring obligations; it should avo id describing in detail specific legal frameworks but 
should focus on the importance of the legal framework for monitoring and the related 
obligations. Specific good examples could be mentioned.  
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10.  The Task Force agreed that chapter 4 should include a list of cost categories to be 
accounted for, without too many details, possibly presented as a checklist for decision 
makers. 
 
11. It agreed to include a specific chapter on the step-by-step approach, before the 
chapter on the practical implementation of monitoring programmes and a chapter on data 
management after it. 
 
12. It was suggested that the order of topics presented under the chapter on the practical 
implementation of monitoring programmes should follow the order in the monitoring 
cycle. 
 
13. It was noted that the list in the chapter on the links with other monitoring and 
assessment activities in the UNECE area should be completed. 
 
14. The Task Force agreed that the last chapter on reflections on the future (long-term) 
development of transboundary monitoring should reflect the latest trends and 
developments and should therefore be reviewed before publication.  

 
15. Finally, the Task Force agreed on a sharing of responsibilities for drafting the 
different chapters (see app.). It would seek input from the Working Group on Water and 
Health for water-and-health-related aspects. 
 
16. The experts should prepare a first draft through e-mail consultation and send it by 
31 December to the UNECE secretariat and Mr. Pertti Heinonen (Finland), in order to have 
a consolidated first draft of the guidelines for the next meeting of the Task Force, to be 
held back to back with the sixth meeting of the Working Group. 
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Appendix 
 

DRAFT OUTLINE OF THE  
STRATEGY FOR MONITORING AND ASSESSMENT  

OF TRANSBOUNDARY RIVERS, GROUNDWATERS AND LAKES 
 
Preface 
 
§ Target audience and objectives of the guidelines; 
§ The process which led to their development (previous UNECE monitoring guidelines); 
§ Their scope: all transboundary waters (rivers, lakes and groundwaters); 
§ How the guidelines should be used. 
 
Main authors: UNECE secretariat and Mr. Pertti Heinonen (Finland). 
 
Chapter 1: Basic principles of monitoring 
 
§ The general role and importance of monitoring and assessment in water and 

environmental management including restoration measures, in terms of both water 
quality and quantity; 

§ The principal parts of the basic monitoring cycle; 
§ DPSIR (driving force, pressure, state, impact, response) framework; 
§ The character of monitoring as a continuous, long-term and iterative process, in which 

immediate/temporary monitoring activities are also needed; 
§ Basin as basis for monitoring activities; 
§ Integrated approach: surface and groundwaters, freshwaters and marine environment, 

environmental assessment, social and economic aspects; 
§ Division of monitoring activities by nature [background monitoring/specific 

monitoring (GEMS), surveillance monitoring/operational monitoring (EU Water 
Framework Directive – EU WFD)]; 

§ The need and possibilities for harmonization, standardization and international 
cooperation in monitoring and assessment activities. 

 
Main authors: Mr. John Chilton (British Geological Survey), Mr. Pertti Heinonen and the 
UNECE secretariat. 
 
Chapter 2: Legal basis for monitoring  
 
§ Role of multilateral and global agreements (e.g. Ramsar Convention on Wetlands, 

Conventions on Biodiversity and on Desertification, Aarhus Convention, regional seas 
conventions, the UNECE Convention on Industrial Accidents) and in particular the 
UNECE Water Convention; 

§ Relevant provisions of the Water Convention in detail, work under the Convention on 
monitoring, including work of other working groups (Working Group on Water and 
Health);  

§ Bilateral and multilateral agreements on the protection of river basins (e.g. Daugava, 
Danube, Elbe, Meuse, Oder, Rhine, Scheldt); 
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§ Monitoring obligations from regional seas conventions; 
§ EU legislation (especially the water-related directives and the monitoring obligations 

for EU Member States) 
§ National legislation on monitoring obligations; 
§ Other documents (regulations, rules, codes of conduct, etc.) on which monitoring is 

based; 
§ Peculiarity of groundwaters for which there are no legal frameworks, especially on the 

transboundary level. 
 
Main authors: Mr. Pertti Heinonen and the UNECE secretariat. 
 
Chapter 3: The establishment of the administrative framework for monitoring and 
assessment programmes of transboundary waters  
 
§ Links between monitoring and management and water use (material from the previous 

guidelines); 
§ Role of joint bodies (e.g. international commissions); 
§ Role of international river basin districts (EU WFD) taking also into account 

transboundary aquifers, which often do not coincide with international river basins; 
§ Other experiences in organizing the administration of transboundary waters; 
§ Positive effects of transboundary monitoring: triggers and catalysers for cooperation. 
 
Main authors: Ms. Zsuzsa Buzas (Hungary) and Mr. John Chilton. 
 
Chapter 4: The principles of funding the monitoring activities 
 
§ Major sources of costs to be accounted for in the different phases of monitoring; 
§ All States cover their own costs for monitoring on their own territory; 
§ Main principle of financing: funding from State budget; 
§ Possible sources of funding: polluter-pays, self-monitoring; 
§ Principles of funding specific tasks jointly; 
§ Benefits generated from joint monitoring compared to costs. 
 
Main author: Mr. Pertti Heinonen. 
 
Chapter 5: Step-by-step approach 
 
§ Basis for step-by-step approach (economic reasons, learning process, etc.); 
§ Prioritization; 
§ Phased implementation. 
 
Main authors: Ms. Zsuzsa Buzas, Mr. John Chilton and Mr. Pertti Heinonen. 
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Chapter 6: The practical implementation of monitoring programmes 
 
The chapter should reflect the differences for monitoring rivers, lakes and groundwaters. 
Some of the topics mentioned in the following list could be attached as annexes or 
published as background papers. 
 
§ Water management and information needs; 
§ Analysis of pressures and impacts; 
§ Agreement on joint monitoring programme by all the partners; 
§ Observation and sampling sites and frequencies of observation and sampling; 
§ Possible need of any supplementary protocols; 
§ Standardization of sampling procedures and analytical methods;  
§ Quantity questions (e.g. minimum quantity, floods and droughts); 
§ Quality questions (e.g. pollution impact, natural variability, background 

concentrations); 
§ Biological aspects, biocenosis information, indexes; 
§ Use of indicators; 
§ Sediment monitoring; 
§ Groundwater-surface water interactions from both a quantity and quality point of 

view; 
§ Overview of measured variables in different countries (including the state of the art in 

monitoring priority substances listed in EU WFD, as well as the other harmful 
substances); 

§ Risk assessment and early-warning systems; 
§ Links between early warning systems (Water Convention) and industrial accidents 

notification systems (Industrial Accidents Convention); 
§ The demand for accuracy; 
§ Quality assurance; 
§ Monitoring the effectiveness of response measures; 
§ The role of the UNECE guidelines on monitoring of transboundary waters (rivers, 

lakes, groundwaters); 
§ The role of Common Implementation Strategy guidance documents prepared in the 

context of the implementation of the EU WFD. 
 
Main authors: Ms. Zsuzsa Buzas, Mr. John Chilton, Ms. Malgorzata Landsberg (Poland) 
and Mr. Jos Timmerman (Netherlands). 
 
Chapter 7: Data management 
 
§ Data format; 
§ Data registers; 
§ Information technology tools, especially the need of geographic information systems 

(GIS); 
§ Suitable statistical methods; 
§ Integrated use of measurements and information based on remote sensing, space 

technology; 
§ Data exchange and access to information; 
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§ Transparency and public information (Aarhus Convention); 
§ Tailor-made information. 
 
Main authors: Ms. Zsuzsa Buzas, Mr. John Chilton, Ms. Malgorzata Landsberg, Mr. Jos 
Timmerman and Ms. Sabrina Barker (UNEP GEMS). 
 
Chapter 8: The assessment and reporting of monitoring results 
 
§ Common methodology or accepted practices on assessing transboundary impact; 
§ Norms and standards; 
§ Assessments for joint bodies; 
§ Assessments in the context of the EU WFD; 
§ Contributions to the Europe-wide assessment of transboundary waters; 
§ Reporting including reporting to the general public. 
 
Main authors: Ms. Zsuzsa Buzas, Mr. John Chilton, Ms. Malgorzata Landsberg, Mr. Jos 
Timmerman, Ms. Sabrina Barker for water quantity aspects and Mr. Tommaso Abrate 
(WMO) for hydrology. 
 
Chapter 9: The monitoring period and the revision of programmes 
 
§ The monitoring period (i.e. interval after which the monitoring programme is checked 

to see whether it needs to be changed) should be the same in all the riparian States; 
§ A minimum monitoring period of three years [however, the difference in the duration 

of background (surveillance) and specific (operational) monitoring programmes 
should be respected]; 

§ Monitoring period should correspond to information requirements, for example, it 
should reflect reporting obligations under a given bilateral/multilateral agreement and 
other international obligations; 

§ Need for updating/revision of monitoring programmes. 
 
Main author: Mr. Pertti Heinonen. 
 
Chapter 10: Links with other monitoring and assessment activities in the UNECE 
area 
 
This chapter should not overlap with chapter 2 but focus on the need and possibilities for 
harmonizing, coordinating and cooperating. 
 
§ The monitoring and reporting requirements of EU legislation: 

- Water Framework Directive, especially in international river basin districts; 
- Bathing Water Directive; 
- Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive; 
- Integrated Pollution Prevention and Control Directive; 
- Nitrate Directive; 
- Directives on hazardous substances; 
- NATURA; 
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§ The activities of the European Environment Agency (EEA): 

- EIONET monitoring networks, especially EUROWATERNET; 
- Publishing activities; 

§ The UNECE Working Group on Environmental Monitoring; 
§ UNEP monitoring and assessment activities such as the Global Environmental 

Monitoring System (GEMS) and the Global International Waters Assessment 
(GIWA); 

§ The joint questionnaires of EUROSTAT / Organisation for Economic Co-operation 
and Development (OECD); 

§ International Commission for the Protection of the Danube River (as an example of 
organized official cooperation and coordination); 

§ World Water Assessment Programme;  
§ International Shared Aquifer Resources Management (ISARM); and others. 
§ Basic principle: many assessment and reporting requirements to be fulfilled, there is a 

need for coordination, harmonization, as no country can afford to duplicate its work. 
 
Main authors: Mr. Pertti Heinonen will prepare a more developed draft and ask EEA, 
GEMS and GIWA to complete it. 
 
Chapter 11: The use of pilot projects in developing and implementing transboundary 
monitoring 
 
§ Role of pilot projects; 
§ Advantages of pilot projects; 
§ Practical framework for pilot projects; 
§ The share of costs of pilot projects; 
§ Potential areas in which the establishment of pilot projects is currently important. 
 
Main author: Mr. Pavol Caucík (Slovakia). 
 
Chapter 12: Reflections on the future (long-term) development of transboundary 
monitoring  
 
In this chapter, the following themes should be presented (keeping in mind, for example, 
that in the next 10 years - by 2015 - more countries will have joined the EU and that its 
reporting system should be in full operation): 
 
§ The EU legislation / transboundary commissions; 
§ Reporting activities in Europe as a whole; possible changes of roles of institutions and 

programmes; 
§ Cooperation possibilities in the future. 
 
Main author: Pertti Heinonen. 
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Annex II 
 

REPORT ON THE FIRST MEETING OF THE TASK FORCE ON THE  
ASSESSMENT OF THE STATUS OF TRANSBOUNDARY WATERCOURSES 

AND INTERNATIONAL LAKES IN THE UNECE REGION 
 
 
1. At the invitation of the Government of Finland, the first meeting of the Task Force 
on the Assessment of the Status of Transboundary Watercourses and International Lakes in 
the UNECE region took place on 30 September – 1 October 2004 in St. Petersburg 
(Russian Federation), back to back with the fifth meeting of the Working Group on 
Monitoring and Assessment.  
 
2. It was attended by the same participants as the meeting of the Working Group.  
 
3. Ms. Lea Kauppi (Finland), Chairperson of the Working Group, chaired the 
meeting. 
 
4. Mr. Pertti Heinonen (Finland) presented the draft outline for the assessment of the 
status of transboundary watercourses in the UNECE region (MP.WAT/WG.2/2004/4). He 
underlined its importance for appraising the Convention’s usefulness and the 
implementation efforts by countries. He stressed that the preparation of the assessment 
report should be an iterative exercise and therefore the first report, to be published in 2007, 
was only the first step. He also stressed that close collaboration with the European 
Environment Agency was needed, to ensure consistent reporting.  
 
5.  In the following discussion, the participants acknowledged the complexity of the 
task and pointed out some foreseeable difficulties, such as the lack of information for 
certain catchments; the methodology to assess future trends; the problem of comparability; 
the likeliness to receive insufficient or unclear replies to the questionnaire, if not properly 
drafted; the problems with transboundary groundwaters for which information was often 
lacking; the need to produce an assessment agreed by countries; the financial and human 
resources needed. 
 
6. Nevertheless, the Task Force agreed that the assessment was necessary and that 
only a pragmatic approach would ensure that a first draft would be ready by 2007. To this 
end, it agreed to adopt different approaches for the different groups of transboundary 
waters of the UNECE region: (a) waters shared only by EU countries, (b) transboundary 
waters in South-East Europe flowing in the Mediterranean except those in group (a); (c) 
transboundary waters flowing in the Black Sea; (d) transboundary waters flowing in the 
Baltic Sea except those in group (a); (e) Caucasian waters; (f) Central Asian waters.  
 
7. When possible, the main source of information should be the established joint 
bodies. For waters shared only by EU countries, reporting obligations under the EU Water 
Framework Directive would ensure no major difficulties. Efforts should therefore be 
focused on the other groups.  
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8. A first agreed step was to prepare an inventory of the existing information and 
information sources. Finland would endeavour to make available a person responsible for 
preparing such an inventory. The responsibilities for collecting information and forwarding 
it to Mr. Heinonen were shared among the Task Force’s members according to the groups 
identified. 
 
9. Gaps would be filled using a questionnaire or other methods, such as country 
missions, according to the different situations. Questionnaires should be prepared in close 
cooperation with EEA. 
 
10. First drafts of the assessment and questionnaire should be prepared for the sixth 
meeting of the Working Group. 


