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I. INTRODUCTION 

 
1. The tenth session of the Working Group on Environmental Monitoring and Assessment 
was held on 3 and 4 September 2009 in Geneva. 

A. Attendance 

2. The meeting was attended by delegations from Albania, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, 
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Finland, Georgia, Hungary, Italy, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, 
Mongolia, Montenegro, Norway, Poland, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation, Serbia, 
Switzerland, Tajikistan, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Ukraine and Uzbekistan.  

3. Representatives of the European Environment Agency (EEA) attended the meeting. 

4. Representatives of the United Nations Environment Programme (UNEP), the United 
Nations Development Programme (UNDP-Armenia), the United Nations Statistics Division and 
the World Health Organization (WHO) European Centre for Environment and Health (ECEH) 
attended, as did representatives from the Central Asian Regional Environmental Center 
(CAREC) and the Inter-State Statistical Committee of the Commonwealth of Independent States.  

5. Representatives of environmental civil society associations (European Eco-Forum, the 
European Environment Bureau and the Volgograd-Ecopress Information Centre (Russian 
Federation)) and of the scientific community (Research Institute “Cadastre” (Russian 
Federation)) also participated. 
 

B. Organizational matters 

6. The meeting opened with a welcome address by the Director of the Environment, 
Housing and Land Management Division of the United Nations Economic Commission for 
Europe (UNECE). He emphasized the Working Group’s important role in capacity-building and 
supporting pan-European environment assessments for “Environment for Europe” Ministerial 
Conferences. The Director welcomed the participation of both environmental experts and 
statisticians in the meeting. He thanked those donors who had provided funds to the Working 
Group, namely the Netherlands, the Russian Federation and Eurostat.   

7. The Working Group adopted the agenda as contained in document 
ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/1. 

8. Pursuant to a decision by the Committee on Environmental Policy stipulating that, 
starting in 2009, the Working Group would hold elections of its Bureau every two years, the 
Group elected Ms. Svetlana Utochkina (Belarus) as Chairperson and Mr. Tihomir Popovic 
(Serbia) and Mr. Yuri Tsaturov (Russian Federation) as Vice-Chairpersons.      

9. The Working Group adopted the report for its ninth session as contained in document 
ECE/CEP/AC.10/2008/2. 
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II. OUTCOMES OF THE SPECIAL SESSIONS OF THE COMMITTEE                         
ON ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY OF CONCERN TO THE WORKING GROUP 

10. The Secretary to the Committee on Environmental Policy presented the relevant 
outcomes of the Committee’s recent sessions. She informed the Working Group of the adoption 
by the Committee and the Conference of European Statisticians of the terms of reference for the 
Joint Task Force on Environmental Indicators, which had been subsequently endorsed by the 
UNECE Executive Committee. Preparations for the Seventh Ministerial Conference 
“Environment for Europe” (to be held in Astana in 2011) would commence at the Committee’s 
sixteenth session (20–23 October 2009). At the session, the Committee was expected to decide 
on themes for the Conference agenda. The reform plan for the “Environment for Europe” 
process, adopted in February 2009, stipulated that for the selection of the themes for the 
Conference preliminary findings of available assessment and statistical reports on environment 
should be taken into consideration. The plan also stipulated the preparation of a pan-European 
assessment for the Ministerial Conferences.  

III. PAN-EUROPEAN ASSESSMENT REPORTS ON THE STATE OF THE 
ENVIRONMENT AND OTHER RELEVANT ACTIVITIES  

A. Possible approach to the preparation of the next pan-European assessment report 

11. The Secretary to the Working Group informed the session about the meeting of the 
Extended Bureau of the Committee on Environmental Policy (Geneva, 19 May 2009), where 
options were discussed with regard to preparations for a pan-European assessment for the Astana 
Conference.  

12. The representative of EEA informed the Working Group about the proposal made by 
EEA at a consultation organized by that organization (Copenhagen, 3 July 2009) to prepare a 
contribution to the Astana Conference in the form of an “assessment of assessments” made on 
the basis of available global, regional and subregional assessments. This would be a different 
approach compared to previous pan-European assessments, and would serve the broader 
objectives of appraising the capacity to deliver assessments. Based on the experience of the 
marine assessment of assessments1, the preparation of such a contribution to the Astana 
Conference would imply the establishment of an institutional setting to support the preparatory 
process, including a management group and an expert advisory group. National contact points 
would also have to be designated to facilitate country contributions to the assessment.  

13. EEA proposed preparing a report of some 60–80 pages in the form of a synthesis of data 
and information available that would direct the reader to the sources of existing data. The report 
would comprise three main parts: (a) an assessment of assessments relevant to the pan-European 
environment priority issues, based on their scientific credibility, policy relevance, legitimacy and 
usefulness and with conclusions including analysis of gaps, needs and priorities (10 pages);     
(b) an evaluation of progress made vis-à-vis targets, conventions and agreed actions (20 pages); 
and (c) a proposal for a framework and options to build a regular assessment process, including 
potential costs, based on relevant assessment processes and practices, partnerships and 

 
1 www.unga-regular-process.org/ 
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programmes (20 pages). The report would stress the need for future pan-European assessments 
to be based on a regular, sustainable, long-term process and a shared environment information 
system (SEIS), which would gradually be extended to UNECE countries not covered by EEA 
networks.  

14. The country delegates who took part in the ensuing discussion voiced the need for the 
preparation of a “conventional” pan-European state-of-the-environment assessment report for the 
Astana Conference. They stressed the significant value of the previous pan-European 
assessments for their countries, as these reports were the unique comprehensive assessments of 
the state-of-the-environment that covered all countries in the pan-European region. These 
assessments had allowed for comparability between the countries across UNECE region. The 
contribution of the pan-European assessments to shaping environmental policy in the East 
European, Caucasian and Central Asian countries was highlighted. Previous comprehensive 
assessments had had a large range of users, including decision makers, policymakers, experts 
and the general public, whereas an assessment of assessments would be of interest to specific 
experts only. Delegates also highlighted that collective work on past pan-European indicator-
based assessments had triggered the application of internationally-agreed environmental 
indicators in their state-of-the-environmental reporting. Holding up the preparation of the pan-
European assessment might affect national-level efforts to make indicator-based environmental 
assessments a routine practice in the countries of Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia.    

15. Members of the Working Group stressed the need to involve countries in the preparatory 
process in order to ensure the provision of valid, relevant and legitimate data. Many participants 
underlined the need to raise adequate financial resources for the assessment’s timely and 
efficient preparation. The requirement of a predictable funding was also emphasized as a 
prerequisite for the long-term strategic SEIS approach. Given the Working Group’s important 
role in preparing the last two pan-European assessments, delegates expressed their concern about 
the lack of clarity regarding the role that the Working Group would play in the proposed process. 
They requested EEA to explicitly define the Group’s role in the revised proposal that EEA 
intended to submit to the Committee on Environmental Policy in October 2009. Proposals were 
made to incorporate the Working Group’s Bureau into the management group for the assessment 
of assessments report, and for the Working Group members to play the role of national focal 
points in the process. 

16. Representatives of UNEP and CAREC, on behalf of all regional environmental centres 
(RECs), expressed their readiness to participate in the preparation of the “assessment of 
assessments” report for the Astana Conference. 

17. The Working Group invited EEA to consider the comments and proposals made in the 
discussion in the preparation of a revised proposal for the environment assessment report to be 
submitted to the Committee’s upcoming sixteenth session.  

B. Assessment and data collection activities in other forums of                             
relevance to the Working Group 

18. The Secretary to the Committee on Environmental Policy presented an overview of the 
inputs received from partners regarding the recent and upcoming environmental assessment 
reports. The secretariat had received 41 summaries from 18 partners, namely: (a) from UNECE 
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on the five UNECE environmental conventions, the EPR programme, the Strategy for Education 
for Sustainable Development and the Transport, Health and Environment Pan-European 
Programme; and (b) from UNDP, UNEP, the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and 
Development (OECD), the World Bank, WHO, EEA, CAREC and European ECO-Forum.  

19. Most summaries were those of recent reports, with 14 summaries pertaining to upcoming 
reports. The upcoming reports cover issues such as: (a) transboundary waters in the UNECE 
region; (b) drinking water and sanitation in Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia; (c) water 
quality standards and norm in Central Asia; (d) education for sustainable development in the 
UNECE region; (e) environmental governance and environmental financing in Eastern Europe, 
Caucasus and Central Asia; (f) the third cycle of EPRs in Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central 
Asia and South-Eastern Europe (SEE); and (g) the Dinaric arc and Balkans environment outlook. 

20. An analysis of summaries identified the following main environmental issues of common 
concern for the region: (a) climate change; (b) energy efficiency; (c) sustainable water;             
(d) management biodiversity loss; and (e) the lack of reliable, accessible and comparable 
environmental data and information. With respect to item (e), of direct relevance to the work of 
the Working Group, it was highlighted that most of the received summaries underlined the lack 
of the required reliable environmental data and information, hindering the assessment process.  

21. All summaries were compiled in a Committee document (ECE/CEP/2009/5), with the 
analysis of the issues raised in these summaries in a separate document (ECE/CEP/2009/4). The 
two documents are available on the UNECE website2. 

22. The secretariat of the Convention on Protection and Use of Transboundary Watercourses 
and International Lakes (Water Convention) gave a presentation of progress made in preparing 
the second assessment of transboundary waters in the UNECE region for the Astana Conference. 
The assessment was being prepared under the leadership of Finland in close cooperation with 
relevant international organizations and with a strong commitment by countries. The second 
assessment would cover 140 rivers, 30 lakes and 200 aquifers in the UNECE region, with a 
particular emphasis on Eastern Europe, Caucasus and Central Asia. It would address the gaps in 
the first assessment with a focus on: (a) water quantity issues and groundwaters;                       
(b) transboundary cooperation; (c) the impacts of climate change; (d) economic, social (including 
health issues) and security aspects; and (e) ecological aspects, including biodiversity and 
wetlands issues.  

23. The representative of WHO/ECEH briefed the meeting on recent developments in the 
area of environment and health information. An assessment of progress made since the adoption 
of Children’s Environment and Health Action Plan for Europe (CEHAPE) in 2004 was being 
prepared for the Fifth Ministerial Conference on Environment and Health (Parma, Italy, 10–12 
March 2010). The European Environment and Health Information System (ENHIS) had been 
updated and now had greater country coverage; it now included 22 core indicators and fact 
sheets as well as has an upgraded web platform. Country profiles on Environmental Burden of 
Disease had been updated3, as had the country profiles based on the core indicators were carried 

 
2 www.unece.org/env/cep/currentSession.html 
3 www.who.int/quantifying_ehimpacts/eurocountryprofiles2004.pdf 
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out in the countries of the European region of WHO4. National indicator-based assessments had 
been prepared in the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Poland, Romania and Slovakia, and 
were under preparation in Belarus, Kyrgyzstan, Montenegro and the former Yugoslav Republic 
of Macedonia. A harmonized survey of environment and health policies was being conducted, 
with a view to identifying the extent to which these policies explicitly addressed health of 
children and of the population. As many as 40 country-responses had been received. The survey 
would be presented to the Parma Ministerial Conference as a background document (Driving the 
environment and health agenda – an overview of policies).  

24. The representative of UNEP briefed the Working Group about its recent and ongoing 
assessment activities. These included the preparation of the fifth Global Outlook on Environment 
(GEO-5), to be completed by 2012, and the Dinaric Arc and Balkans Environment Outlook 
(DABEO) integrated environment assessment report, which focused on developing an integrated 
picture of environment state and trends for the contiguous mountain zones of nine South-East 
European (SEE) countries. The latter was expected to be completed by the end of 2011. Fifty-
three different projects were being under implementation under the Environment and Security 
(ENVSEC) Initiative, with a total budget of over US$ 20 million. UNEP was also working with 
EEA on a series of products called the European Atlas of Environmental Change and Climate 
Communities, which aimed at raise awareness of emerging problems related to the climate 
change in different parts of the European region. The Atlas would be made available on CD-
ROM, on the Internet and in hard copy, and would be presented at the fifteenth Conference of 
the Parties of the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. 

25. A representative of the United Nations Statistics Division informed the meeting of a 
planned questionnaire on environmental statistics to be sent to countries (to the ministries of 
environment and statistics offices) in May 2010. This activity would be carried out jointly with 
UNEP; the questionnaire would be similar to the previous one and would cover water, waste, air 
and air-related matters.  

26. The Working Group took note of the information presented. The meeting agreed that 
better cooperation and exchange of information were needed between the different forums 
engaged in preparing various assessments. This would allow for increasing synergies between 
different ongoing and future activities, learning from one another, and making joint efforts to 
accomplish them.   

IV. DEVELOPMENTS IN IMPROVING ENVIRONMENTAL OBSERVATIONS,    
DATA COLLECTION AND REPORTING  

A. Implementation of recommendations on monitoring and information management 
from country environmental performance reviews 

27. The Secretary to the Working Group presented a short overview of the UNECE 
Environment Performance Review (EPR) programme, including of the procedure for carrying 
out the reviews. Since 2002, a chapter on environmental monitoring and information 
management had been part of the mandatory chapters of the second round of EPRs. Following 

 
4 www.enhis.org/ 



ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/2 
Page 8 
 
the Working Group’s decision to review progress made by assessed countries in implementing 
the recommendations on environmental monitoring and information management, three 
countries had been selected for the evaluation at the current session: the Republic of Moldova, 
Montenegro and Ukraine. The main objective of the evaluation was to provide these countries 
with comments and practical guidance on how to better implement the recommendations.  

28. The Working Group considered the progress made in the three reviewed countries. 
Discussions were based on relevant sections of the chapters on the environmental monitoring, 
information management and reporting, and policy- and decision-making frameworks of the 
EPRs for the Republic of Moldova (ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/5), Montenegro 
(ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/6) and Ukraine (ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/7). Presentations made by these 
countries (one by one) on the current situation and future plans provided an additional basis for 
the discussions. 

29. In the Republic of Moldova, some progress overall had been achieved since the second 
EPR. For instance, monitoring networks for water quality, atmospheric air and soil had been 
extended and strengthened, with the goal of improving compliance with the environmental 
multilateral agreements and approximation with the EU legislation. Implementing 
recommendations related to setting new standards of environmental monitoring, establishing an 
integrated environmental monitoring system, developing an information network accessible to 
the broad public, and reforming the environmental statistics, however, required a comprehensive 
approach. These recommendations would be implemented in the context of a general reform of 
the national environmental legislation and an improved institutional framework. The basis for 
this would be provided in the new draft Laws on Environmental Protection, on Water and on 
Chemicals Management, all of which were under development or approval. Public awareness of 
and information on environmental issues had been advanced, including by means of the 
comprehensive new Ministry of Environment website.  

30. In Montenegro, good progress had been made since the last EPR. Among the main 
achievements was the improvement of the legislative framework, with the Environmental Law 
entering into force in August 2008 and the reform of the institutional framework occurring with 
the establishment of the Agency for Environmental Protection. Environmental monitoring was 
being carried out in the framework of a national monitoring programme. Activities had been 
initiated to improve data management and use of data in decision-making through the 
establishment of an overall database and information system. A user-friendly website had been 
developed for the Agency, enabling access by the wider public to the environmental information 
and data. The annual budget allocated to the environment continued to grow, allowing for a more 
efficient and continuous improvement of environmental monitoring.  

31. In Ukraine, considerable progress has been achieved in recent years. A State Targeted 
Ecological Programme on Environmental Monitoring (2008-2012), aimed at strengthening the 
overall national system of environmental monitoring with an estimated budget of 152.3 million 
UAH, was approved in December 2007. Implementation of this Programme was well under way. 
Since 2006, an Inter-ministerial Commission on Environmental Monitoring has been meeting 
regularly to coordinate monitoring activities. An Information and Analytical Centre on 
Environmental Monitoring was established under the Ministry of the Environment to provide a 
broad range of data and related information. It is accessible to the general public. Training 
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sessions and workshops were regularly organized to build capacity of staff involved in 
collection, analysis and management of environmental data.  

32. In the subsequent discussions, delegates asked questions to the presenters, made 
comments and provided practical guidance to the three reporting countries on how to better 
implement recommendations of the EPRs. They stressed the need to prioritize monitored 
parameters, focusing on those that could be measured, while at the same time working towards 
being able to measure those parameters that need to be measured but currently cannot be due the 
lack of capacity. The delegates also emphasized the need to further improve inter-institutional 
cooperation, in particular between environmental authorities and statistical agencies. The three 
countries were also advised (a) to continue make of environmental monitoring more cost-
effective, (b) to improve public access to monitoring data, including access online to data from 
automatic measurements, and (c) to bridge the gap in communication between monitoring 
experts and the web managers handling monitoring data, as well as between monitoring experts 
and policymakers. Further efforts should be made to provide incentives for environmental 
monitoring by enterprises.  

33. The Working Group thanked the delegations of the Republic of Moldova, Montenegro 
and Ukraine for the information provided and invited them to inform the relevant authorities in 
their countries of the comments made and guidance provided. In response to proposals by the 
delegations of Azerbaijan, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Bosnia and 
Herzegovina to have the progress in their countries reviewed by the Working Group at its next 
session, the Working Group agreed to do so.  

B. Round table on latest developments in environmental monitoring and assessment         
at the national, subnational and company levels 

34. Members of the Working Group, experts from national statistical agencies and city 
authorities reported on major recent, ongoing and planned actions in their countries, agencies and 
organizations regarding: (a) the modernization and upgrading of monitoring networks; (b) the 
improvement of data management and use of data in decision-making; and (c) the publication of 
environmental indicators and indicator-based assessments. 

35. A sizable number of participants introduced the written reports circulated among the 
members of the Working Group prior to the meeting. Others made short oral interventions. 

36. With respect to the modernization and upgrading of monitoring networks, many 
delegations reported progress in this area. Some reported on preparations or adoption in their 
countries of governmental programmes or action plans to modernize and upgrade national 
environmental monitoring networks. These included: (a) the Government Concept and Action 
Programme on Environmental Monitoring for 2007–2011 in Armenia; (b) the Government 
Programme for Development of the National Environmental Monitoring System in 2006–2010 in 
Belarus; (c) the Strategic Development Plan of the Ministry of Environmental Protection for 
2009-2011 in Kazakhstan; and (d) the Programme on Environmental Monitoring for 2006-2010 
in Uzbekistan.  

37. In Montenegro, a monitoring programme for 2009–2010 had been established that covered 
air quality, soil, radiation, coastal sea ecosystem, biodiversity, noise and surface and 
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groundwaters. Serbia had made good progress with the establishment of a national automatic air-
quality monitoring system; its activities included the procurement of 28 automatic measurement 
stations and related calibration and analytical laboratories. In Albania, an integrated 
environmental monitoring system network was being implemented with selected sampling areas, 
stations, parameters and frequencies, and the establishment of 63 monitoring areas. It would 
commence in the framework of the next phase of the EU project on Strengthening of the 
Environmental Monitoring System in Albania (StEMA). The Italian National Environmental 
Knowledge and Control System, established in 1988, was in the process of being further 
developed and upgraded. The system covered a wide range of environmental issues (e.g. air 
quality and emissions, climate, waste, water, environmental radioactivity and noise); for most, 
specialized databases were being developed. Bosnia and Herzegovina reported on its efforts to 
make operational a national monitoring system covering air, water, waste, soil and biodiversity, 
through the RANSMO (Development of a National Environmental Monitoring System for 
Bosnia and Herzegovina) project.    

38. Several delegations informed the Working Group about the expansion of national 
monitoring networks and new approaches to measurement. Examples included: (a) six automated 
monitoring stations to be active by the end of 2009 in Armenia; (b) 27 meteorological 
observation points established, with 15 functioning in full mode and 12 in a reduced mode, and 
modern technical equipment purchased in Georgia; and (c) the involvement of local populations 
in biodiversity monitoring in Norway.  

39. Some countries shared their concerns about and challenges encountered with advancing 
environmental monitoring. In Tajikistan, for instance, equipment had not undergone technical 
checking for precision for more than 20 years, and the number of active urban monitoring 
stations of atmospheric air pollution had decreased. In Bosnia and Herzegovina, the main 
bottlenecks to overcome were the lack of a national ministry dealing with environmental issues 
and of a national law on environmental protection, as well as the lack of a systematic 
environmental management control mechanisms. The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia 
reported that a number of challenges were hindering the functioning of the national 
environmental monitoring system, with monitoring of groundwater being the weakest point in 
the system. 

40. Some countries reported good progress in the field of improvement of data management 
and with the use of data in decision-making. In Belarus, the information and data on 
environmental monitoring were instantly provided to the interested public through a set of 
websites that were part of the monitoring system, as well as by daily radio and TV broadcasts 
informing the public of air pollution forecasts. In Albania, a database had been established on the 
basis of data gathering from an integrated environmental monitoring system. In Italy, work to 
enhance data management for decision-making was focused on improving the quality of data 
collection and analysis of the statistical methodologies and of the development of indicators. 
Serbia was concentrating its efforts on strengthening the national Eionet5 network, with a view 
to improving national environmental information system.  

 
5 European Environment Information and Observation Network. 
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41. Regarding the publication of environmental indicators and indicator-based assessments, 
countries provided examples of improved indicator-based environmental reporting and data use 
for decision-making and communication to the public. In June 2009, for instance, Switzerland 
had launched the “Environment Switzerland 2009” indicator-based report. Italy informed the 
meeting about indicator-based assessments on waste, urban areas and climate, as well as about 
updating the core set of indicators for the Environmental Data Yearbook, which described the 
state of the environment and related trends. Bosnia and Herzegovina had implemented 19 
regional indicators from the EEA core set of 37 indicators. Serbia was preparing an annual 
national state-of-the-environment report based on the DPSIR6 model. 

42. The Working Group thanked the delegations for the information provided and agreed to 
organize similar round tables, focused solely on progress made since the current meeting and 
future plans, at its next meetings. 

V. DRAFT GUIDELINES FOR DEVELOPING NATIONAL STRATEGIES                 
TO USE AIR-QUALITY MONITORING AS AN ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY TOOL  

43. In accordance with its work programme, the Working Group considered the draft 
Guidelines for developing national strategies to use air-quality monitoring as a environmental 
policy tool that had been prepared by a consultant to the secretariat. The consultant presented the 
draft Guidelines (ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/6), which reflected comments and proposals made by 
the Working Group at its eighth meeting. The draft had been circulated to the Bureau of the 
Steering Body to the Cooperative Programme for Monitoring and Evaluation of the Long-range 
Transmission of Air Pollutants in Europe (EMEP), and had received positive comments.  

44. The Working Group welcomed the draft and provided comments. It was proposed, in 
particular, to clarify and complete the “institutional setting” and the “management system” in 
paragraph 6 and box 2. The addition of financial instruments (e.g. environmental funds) among 
regulatory and other instruments, as well as of scenario analysis, air quality modelling and 
development of emission inventories and projections among monitoring and information 
management tools, were also suggested for box 2. It was also proposed: (a) to reflect the work of 
the World Meteorological Organization’s Global Atmosphere Watch in the field of remote 
sensing in paragraph 16; (b) to divide air pollutants into three categories (priority pollutants, 
important pollutants and other pollutants) in paragraph 21; and (c) to include differentiated 
compliance for pollutants in paragraph 26.  

45. The Working Group agreed on the text of the revised Guidelines, which would be 
submitted to the Committee on Environmental Policy for approval. 

 

 

 
6 Driving forces-pressures-state-impact-responses. 
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VI. SUPPORTING FRAMEWORKS FOR CORPORATE ENVIRONMENTAL 
REPORTING 

46. The Secretary to the Working Group briefed the meeting on progress with implementing 
the work programme elements on environmental reporting by enterprises. With regard to the first 
element, on enterprise environmental monitoring programmes in selected industries, the 
secretariat had submitted a proposal to Norway and the Russian Federation for the provision of 
funds to support the organization of a workshop with CAREC in 2010. This proposal was still 
under consideration by both countries.  

47. With regard to the second element on promotion of corporate environmental and 
sustainability reporting, the secretariat had prepared a document reviewing the relevant legal and 
regulatory requirements that have been established in several member countries of the EU and in 
the United States of America (ECE/CEP/AC.10/2009/7).  

48. The Working Group welcomed the document, which had provided valuable help to 
Governments and enterprises in Eastern Europe, Caucasus, Central Asia and SEE. Delegates 
considered possibilities for launching or support national-level discussions to promote corporate 
social responsibility (CSR) reporting by companies. An efficient approach to addressing CSR in 
countries with economies in transition would be by means of new legislation making CSR 
reporting mandatory for large polluting enterprises. In this context, Armenia informed the 
meeting of a recently adopted law on self-monitoring by enterprises that obliged them to submit 
reports every five years.  

49. The Working Group thanked the secretariat for the report and invited prospective donors 
to provide funds for a workshop aimed at developing guidance for enterprise environmental 
monitoring programmes in selected major polluting industries.  

VII. JOINT INTERSECTORAL TASK FORCE ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
INDICATORS 

50. The Chairman of the Joint Task Force on Environmental Indicators informed the 
Working Group about the outcomes of the first meeting of the Task Force (Geneva, 31 August–2 
September 2009). The Task Force had: (a) reviewed the national papers; (b) discussed general 
issues (e.g. principles for producing indicators, terminology, methodologies, data quality and 
international cooperation); (c) reviewed 10 selected indicators; and (d) considered certain 
additional indicators (e.g. environmental expenditures) and indicator-developments elsewhere, as 
well as the presentation formats and dissemination of indicators.  

51. The Task Force had selected a set of six indicators for review at its second meeting and 
discussed the issues for the evaluation of these indicators. These included: (a) effective inter-
agency cooperation mechanisms to produce indicators; (b) data quality assurance and control 
procedures for the production of indicators; (c) publication of indicators from the UNECE 
Indicator Guidelines in statistical compendiums and state-of-the-environment reports; and        
(d) trial exchange of time series data on selected indicators covering data for the period 2003–
2008. The five indicators reviewed by the first meeting would undergo an in-depth review at the 
second meeting, with a view to clarifying their purpose and methodology. The third meeting of 
the Task Force, provided resources were available for organizing it, would discuss pending 
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issues as well as some general ones such as professionalism and independence, confidentiality, 
indicator-reporting to the international community, financing, and training and capacity-building. 
The third meeting would also prepare the final report to the Conference of European Statisticians 
and the Committee on Environmental Policy.  

52. The Working Group expressed its satisfaction with the results of the joint meeting.  

VIII. ECOSYSTEM-BASED ASSESSMENTS 

53. The Working Group considered the current situation regarding the application of 
ecosystem-based assessments. Representatives of international organizations involved in this 
innovative type of assessment were invited to share their knowledge and experience.  

54. UNEP presented its work on its European and global integrated environment assessment 
(IEA) approach. IEA is a participatory and structured approach that links assessment-derived 
knowledge with actions, thereby allowing policymakers to address complex challenges, e.g. 
adaptation to climate change. The IEA approach was and is being applied in the preparation of a 
number of assessments, among them the DABEO reporting process 2009–2011, GEO-4, 
Caucasus Environment Outlook 2000–2002, Carpathian Environment Outlook 2007, and the 
planned GEO-5.  

55. EEA presented developments in the Eureca (European Ecosystem Assessment) project. 
Eureca attempts to apply an innovative approach for the ecosystem assessment by correlating a 
number of issues, e.g. land area, population growth projections (2050), biocapacity, water 
depletion and forest loss. As a follow-up to the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment, Eureca aims 
to become formally acknowledged as Sub-Global Assessment. Its three main goals are (a) to 
improve the knowledge base on the ecosystem functions and services; (b) to develop and apply 
tools for political decision-making; and (c) outreach to and involvement of stakeholders. 
Eureca’s modular set up derives from these three main goals and includes an initial high-level 
stakeholder inventory, a pathfinder, spotmeters (storyline based assessments) and an integrator 
(overall assessment and conclusion). Among the methods applied are the ecological analysis, 
scenario development, economic valuation and ecosystem accounting. The implementation of 
Eureca is foreseen for the period 2008–2013. 

56. The Working Group thanked UNEP and EEA for the interesting information provided. It 
invited EEA, the World Conservation Union (IUCN) and interested countries to prepare case 
studies on methodologies and approaches used in ecosystem-based assessments for the 
consideration by the Working Group at its next session. Such case studies would make an 
important contribution to promoting ecosystem-based assessments. 
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IX. OTHER BUSINESS 

57. The Working Group noted that its next meeting was scheduled to be held on 2 and 3 
September 2010. 

58. The meeting documents and the presentations made at the meeting are available online.7 

----- 

 
7 www.unece.org/env/europe/monitoring/10th_mtg.html 


	Working Group on Environmental Monitoring and Assessment

