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I.
Introduction
1.
The present document contains the amendments and additions to the assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe. The South-Eastern Europe Assessment was presented to the fifth session of the Meeting of the Parties (Geneva, 10–12 November 2009) in the following documents: ECE/MP.WAT/2009/8, Summary of the assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe; ECE/MP.WAT/2009/9, Assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe discharging in the Black Sea; ECE/MP.WAT/2009/10, Assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe discharging in the Adriatic Sea; and ECE/MP.WAT/2009/11, Assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe discharging in the Aegean Sea.  
2.
The following countries and organizations sent comments and additions to the above-mentioned documents: Bulgaria, Greece, Hungary, Romania, Turkey and the Society for the Protection of Prespa.

II.
Comments provided to document ECE/MP.WAT/2009/8, Summary of the assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe
3.
Page 5, footnote 6, the lines about Turkey should be amended to read as follows (new text in italics):

Turkey is a candidate country for EU membership. Accession negotiations started in October 2005. Since then, the EU provisionally closed one chapter and opened negotiations on eleven chapters. The environment chapter was opened on 21 December 2009. On 18 February 2008, the Council adopted a revised AP with Turkey.
4.
Pages 7–8, paragraph 21, addition to lines 6 and 7 (in italics): 

Setting up joint commissions to monitor and control the implementation of the legal documents is not rare. Examples include the joint commissions that have been set up the Serbian-Hungarian Joint Commission under the 1955 Agreement and the Romanian-Hungarian Joint Commission under the 2003 Agreement.

5.
Page 9, paragraph 29, addition to the end: 
Serbia is in the process of ratifying the Convention.

6.
Page 10, paragraph 38, addition to line 9 (in italics): 

Serbia and Romania have established cooperation on monitoring the common sector of the Danube and are producing harmonized information. 

7.
Page 14, paragraph 56, addition to the beginning of line 5 from the start of the paragraphs: 

According to Bulgaria, a decrease in run-off observed since the period based on which the average flow was defined before the 1996 agreement between Bulgaria and Greece calls for updating of the agreement’s obligations.  

8.
Page 17, paragraph 72, addition to the end of the paragraph: 

Nevertheless, for example in Bulgaria the municipalities have undertaken measures for improvement of waste collection and transportation, and for closing up the unauthorized waste disposal sites which is due by 2013.  

9.
Page 22 (Annex 1), addition of a brief description of the water resources management in Hungary as a new paragraph after paragraph 6: 

In Hungary the Ministry of Rural Development (MoRD) is a central governing body for rural development including environment, nature protection and water affairs. The Ministry coordinates policy, management and regulatory tasks in these fields including also meteorology. The Ministry’s responsibilities include international collaboration both on bi- and multilateral levels (transboundary water commissions, UNECE environmental conventions, etc). The deputy state secretary for water affairs coordinates water related tasks. Responsibilities include river basin management, water resources management, protection of surface and groundwaters, flood defence and monitoring tasks. The MoRD is the competent authority for the implementation of the EU Water Framework Directive and for other water related directives (e.g., the Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive). The Ministry’s regional authorities are the 10 regional Environmental, Nature Protection and Water Inspectorates which are responsible for the first degree of permitting and for water-quality monitoring. Coordination and legal supervision is carried out by the National Environmental and Water Inspectorate. Water management activities are carried out by the 12 regional Environmental and Water Management Directorates and coordinated at national level by the Central Water and Environmental Directorate.  

10.
Page 24 (Annex 1), paragraph 12 of the original document, additions to the paragraph (in italics):

In Turkey, water-related activities are centrally planned. The State Planning Organisation (DPT), under the Prime Minister, is the strategic organization established to guide economic and social development. Water resources management is described in the five-year development plans. The Ministry of Environment and Forestry (MoEF) has overall responsibilities for water resources management; some of the responsibilities are shared with various ministries. As a primary executive State water agency under the auspices of MoEF, the General Directorate of State Hydraulic Works (DSI) plays a leading role in water resources development in Turkey. With its central organization and headquarters in the capital, it is organized around the 25 major river basins in the country, with Regional Directorates being responsible for planning and preparing master plans that set priorities for the development of water resources in the respective basins. These plans generally integrate development strategies in all water-related sectors. There are no river basin organizations. Instead, the regional directorates of DSI are the main planning and implementing organizations for water resources development at the basin level. International relations on transboundary water resources are in the realm of the Prime Minister’s Office and the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Department on Regional and Transboundary Waters.  

11.
Annex III, additions to the Agreement on Water Management Relations between the Government of the Republic of Croatia and the Government of the Republic of Hungary (in italics):
Water body/basin concerned: Danube, Dráva and Mura River basins


Title/key provisions (addition to the beginning): The field of application includes economic issues, measures, activities and operations in water management having a potential effect on the relevant waters and on the hydraulic structures serving their use, protection and flood defence; surface water and groundwater resources; high and low waters; defence against the harmful effects of waters; use of waters; protection against pollution; preservation of aquatic habitats; assessment of impacts of hydraulic interventions on the environment; exchange of information and data; scientific research, physical planning, constructions and observations.

Entry into force: 1995
12.
Annex III, addition of the following agreements:

Agreement between Greece and Υugoslavia on hydroeconomy questions. This Agreement provides for the establishment of a permanent Hydroeconomy Commission to deal with the problems and hydroeconomy projects related to the Axios/Vardar River with a view to establishing a regime for its river basin, as well as with the hydroeconomy problems of lake Doiran and lake Prespa. The Agreement and the Statute of the Commission annexed thereto, provide, inter alia, for the exchange of data, the review of any information communicated by the Parties on planned projects and the elaboration and submission of proposals to the Governments of the Parties.

Water body/basin concerned: Axios/Vardar, Doiran Lake, Prespa Lake
Signature: 1959; Entry into force: 1960
Agreement for the management of Lake Prespa

Countries: Albania, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Greece

Water body / basin concerned: Prespa Lake
Signature: 2010
Agreement between the Government of Romania and the Government of Republic of Hungary on cooperation for the protection and the sustainable use of transboundary waters

Signature: 2003; Entry into force: 2004
Agreement between the Hungarian People’s Republic and the Republic of Austria concerning the regulations of water management issues in the frontier region

Signature: 1956; Entry into force: 1959
Agreement between the Governments of Republic of Hungary and the Republic of Slovenia on the issues of water management

The field of application includes economic measures and activities having potential effect on the relevant  watercourses and hydraulic structures; surface and groundwater resources; protection and defence against the harmful effects of waters and their protection against pollution and misuse; evaluation of environmental impacts of human interventions; research, physical planning executive activities, observations, exchange of data and information. A Permanent Hungarian-Slovenian Committee on Water Management was established under this agreement, with two working groups as subsidiary bodies, one on water management and another on water quality.

Water body/basin concerned: Watercourses forming the frontier between the two parties or crossed by it

Signature: 1994; Entry into force: 1995
13.
Annex III, addition to the footnote:

AT: Austria

III.
Comments provided to document ECE/MP.WAT/2009/9, Assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe discharging in the Black Sea

14.
Page 3, paragraph 3, an addition (in italics):
Iron Gate I (upstream of Drobeta-Turnu Severin) has one of Europe’s largest hydroelectric power dams, operated as a run-off-the-river plant.

15.
Page 5, paragraph 7, an addition after the first sentence:

Sediment deposition induced the gradual increase of high water levels upstream, reducing the safety of the existing flood protection system.

16.
Page 7, paragraph 8, the beginning of the paragraph, amendments in italics:



The lack of proper sewage collection and treatment facilities in Drobeta-Turnu Severin agglomeration is reported by Romania to be the main pressure in the Romanian territory related to Iron Gate I. Some smaller towns like Orsova also lack a treatment plant. Decreasing forest cover; mining activities, open storage of waste as well as tailing dams; the wastewater discharges from the unit, which produces raw heavy water supply causing thermal pollution as well as sulphide hydrogen pollution (although waste waters are treated); some inappropriate industrial waste water collection and treatment facilities; and uncontrolled dumpsites in the riverbeds especially in rural areas, are pressure factors reported as of low importance by Romania.

17.
Page 7, paragraph 11, the word added in italics:
The Rules of Operation of the Iron Gates include water demand management measures and measures aiming to increase water use efficiency.

18.
Page 8, Table 10, the surface area figures of the countries in the Drava basin should be amended as follows:
	Country
	Country’s share (km2)
	Country’s share (%)

	Italy
	86  
	0.2

	Austria
	22 614
	52.3

	Slovenia
	4 972
	11.5

	Croatia
	7 134
	16.4

	Hungary
	8 431
	19.5

	Total
	43 238
	


19.
Page 9, Table 10, addition of the following references: 

Hungarian Domestic Atlas, Institute of Geographical Science of the Hungarian Academy of Science, Budapest 1989

Hungarian microregions cadastre, Institute of Geographical Science of the Hungarian Academy of Science, Budapest 1990.

20.
Page 9, Table 10, addition of the following figures: 

Hungary’s share of the Mura basin: 1,988 km2
Population density in Hungary’s part of the Mura basin: 80–85 persons/km2
21.
Page 9, paragraph 18, additions to the paragraph (in italics):

The main tributaries of the Drava are: the Gail in Austria, the Meža and Dravinja in Slovenia, and the Bednja in Croatia from the right; the Gurk and the Lavant in Austria, the Mura (near Legrad) in Croatia and Dombó canal across the Cambina Lake, Babócsi Rinya and Fekete Víz in Hungary from the left.
22.
Page 10, Table 11, addition of the following discharge values: 

Discharge characteristics of the Drava at the Örtilos gauging station in Hungary (235.9 km from the river’s mouth; latitude: 46° 17’; longitude 15° 53’)

	Discharge characteristics
	Discharge (m3/s)
	Period of time or date

	Qav
	577

461
	1946–1991

2004–2008

	Qmax
	1 860
	25/08/2005

	Qmin
	95
	10/02/2005


Discharge characteristics of the Drava at the Drávaszabolcs gauging station in Hungary (77.7 km from the river’s mouth; latitude: 45° 47’, longitude 18° 12’)

	Discharge characteristics
	Discharge (m3/s)
	Period of time or date

	Qav
	577
	1960–2008

	Qmax
	2 490
	22/07/1972

	Qmin
	127
	13/01/1987


Discharge characteristics of the Mura at the Letenye gauging station in Hungary (35.6 km from the river’s mouth)

	Discharge characteristics
	Discharge (m3/s)
	Period of time or date

	Qav
	171
	1971–2000

	Qmax
	1 580
	18/07/1972

	Qmin
	41.6
	12/01/1978


23.
Page 12, after paragraph 24 and Table 11, addition of the following paragraph:
Hungary estimates the surface water resources for Hungary’s part of the Mura basin to add up to 0.176 km3/year and groundwater resources to approximately 0.202 km3/year (based on averages for the years 1951–1980). In total, these make up 2,300 m3/year/capita in Hungary’s territory. In the Drava basin, the surface water resources in Hungary’s territory are estimated at 16.4 km3/year and groundwater resources at 0.0314 km3/year (based on averages for the years 1960–2008).
24.
Page 14, Table 14 (Ormoz-Sredisce ob Drava/Drava-Varazdin aquifer), additions:
Water uses and functions in Slovenia: Drinking water supply; supporting ecosystems and agriculture

Population density (persons/km2) in Croatia: 5.7
25.
Page 15, Table 16 (Mura aquifer), additions/changes in italics:

Type 3/4, …, strong links to surface waters of the Mura River

26.
Page 17, Table 17 (Drava/Drava West aquifer), additions/changes in italics:
Type 3/4, Quaternary alluvial aquifer of sands and gravels, of average thickness 10 m and maximum 70 m in Hungary

Problems related to groundwater quantity: Local increases in pumping lifts, reduction of borehole yields and baseflow and degradation of ecosystems; affected by gravel extraction under water from open pits
27.
Page 18, Table 18 (Baranja/Drava East), additions/changes in italics:

Type 4, Quaternary fluvial sands and gravels, of average thickness 50–100 m and maximum 200 m in Hungary, 100 m in Croatia, medium to weak links to surface waters

Water uses and functions: >75% drinking water, >25% for irrigation, industry and livestock, maintaining baseflow and spring flow; Groundwater makes up 80–90% of total water use

Problems related to groundwater quantity, local and moderate increases in pumping lifts, reductions in borehole yields and baseflow, degradation of ecosystems
28.
Page 24, Table 24 (Drava River Basin: Land cover/use), addition of values for Hungary: 

Lakes/reservoirs, 3%; forests, 26%; cropland, 58%; grassland, 8%; urban/industrial area, 3.5%.
29.
Page 25, Table 25 (Mura River Basin: Land cover/use), addition of values for Hungary: 

Lakes/reservoirs, 0.5%; forests, 27%; cropland, 58% (the figure includes 7% occupied by horticulture and wine yards); grassland, 7.4% (the figure includes 1.4% of flood plain); urban/industrial area, 7%.
30.
Page 28, paragraph 33, an addition to the beginning of the paragraph: 

Only 22% of the settlements in the part of the Drava basin that is Hungary’s territory have sufficient wastewater treatment.

31.
Page 28, a new paragraph after paragraph 34: 

Hungary is preparing a River Basin Management Plan on the Drava (sub-) basin according to the requirements of the EU WFD.

32.
Page 28, paragraph 37, an addition to the end of the paragraph: 

The project “Integrated Drava Monitoring” that involved Slovenia, Hungary and Croatia, carried out from 2004 to 2006 in framework of INTERREG IIIA Neighbourhood Programme, resulted in posting all the national surface monitoring stations and real-time data (chemical and biological) on a common website.

33.
Page 29, paragraph 39, an addition to the end of the paragraph: 

An environmental impact study was carried out based on common models and plans for setting up technological measures to prevent erosion of river banks at the confluence of the Drava and the Mura to protect the nearby railway.

34.
Page 29, paragraph 40, an addition to the end of the paragraph: 

In the framework of Hungarian-Slovenian transboundary commission, a reservoir on Kebele creek was put into use for reduction of impact from floods in 2008.

35.
Page 29, after paragraph 42, an addition of two new paragraphs: 

•
42a.
Representatives from the Drava River riparian countries signed a declaration about common approaches to water management, flood protection, hydropower utilization and nature and biodiversity conservation in the Drava River basin in Maribor, Slovenia in September 2008 on the occasion of an international symposium “Drava River Vision”. The Drava River vision was prepared by the Drava countries in framework of EU WFD common Drava River Basin Management plan till 2015.

•
42 b.
Hungary considers that there is a need to start on transboundary level establishment of groundwater protection zones for drinking water supply. Transboundary cooperation in structural and technological measures is also a gap that in Hungary’s view should be addressed.

36.
Page 29, paragraph 43, an addition to the end of the paragraph: 

Hungary reports that in recent decades the amount of snow, which is a significant source of groundwater recharge, and the number of snowy days, have been decreasing. The decreasing amount of recharge is expected to result in a decrease of shallow groundwater level. Hungary notes that there is need for common Drava basin scenarios (to assess the impacts of climate change).

37.
Page 60, Table 56 (Nisava River Basin: Land cover/use), addition of values for Bulgaria: 

Forests, 63%; cropland, 16%; grassland, 17%; urban/industrial area, 1%; protected areas, 1%; other forms of land use, 1%.
38.
Page 63, Table 60 (Stara Planina/Salasha Montana aquifer: Land cover/use), addition of values for Bulgaria: 

Forests, 28%; cropland, 61%; grassland, 2%; urban/industrial area, 1%; protected areas, 4%; other forms of land use, 3%.
39.
Page 73, title of section C, an addition to the end of the title (in italics): 

North and south Banat or north and mid Banat aquifer
40.
Page 73, Table 71 (North and South Banat or North and Mid Banat aquifer), correction of values for Bulgaria (additions/changes in italics): 

Border length (km): 255 (according to Serbia and Romania)

Area (km2): 11,408

Number of inhabitants:  858,680

41.
Page 76, Table 75 (Mures/Maros alluvial fan), additions (additions in italics):
The title and the caption: Mures/Maros alluvial fan aquifer

Border length (km): 90 km
In Romania the shallow (15–30 m) upper part is considered to be a separate aquifer (ROMU 20) than the deeper, confined part of the sequence (ROMU22 — developed from the depth of 30 m to 150 m).

42.
Page 76, Paragraph 123, changes in italics:

Widespread but moderate nitrate pollution (up to 200 mg/l), moderate pesticide pollution locally (up to 0.1 µg/l) and widespread and naturally occurring arsenic in high concentrations (up to 300 µg/l) have been observed.

43.
Page 77, Paragraph 127, change into plural in italics:

Romania considers the water bodies to be in good status, with no imminent risk. According to Hungary the aquifer is possibly at risk in terms of both quality and quantity.

44.
Page 77, Table 76 (Somes/Szamos alluvial fan aquifer), addition to information on Romania’s part of the aquifer (in italics):

Number of inhabitants: 134,830

45.
Page 78, Paragraph 128, the spelling corrected (in italics):

Local and moderate increases of pumping lifts and small drawdown have been observed around two major well fields near Satu-Mare in Romania

46.
Page 78, Paragraph 129, amendments in italics:

Agriculture (practiced in accordance with the EU legislation — also, without the use of fertilizers in some areas) — is a pressure factor: cases of maximum concentration values for NH4 and PO4 exceeding drinking water standards have been recorded in certain wells in the area. Also industry and waste are of concern: cases of maximum concentration values for NH4, organic substances and Pb exceeding drinking water standards have been recorded in certain wells in the area.

47.
Page 79, Table 79, additions (in italics):

The title and the caption: Dobrudja/Dobrogea Neogene-Sarmatian aquifer

Number of inhabitants for Romania: 220,195
48.
Page 80, paragraph 139, amended text in italics:



Within this shared aquifer, Bulgaria reported three groundwater bodies, of which two are not at risk, and Romania one water body, which is not at risk.
49.
Page 81, Table 82, additions (in italics):

The title and the caption: Dobrudja/ Dobrogea Upper Jurassic-Lower Cretaceous aquifer

Notes (for Romania): Connected to Siutghiol Lake
50.
Page 82, Table 84, amended text in italics:

Both countries agree that the groundwater bodies within this shared aquifer are not at risk.


IV.
Comments provided to document ECE/MP.WAT/2009/10, Assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe discharging in the Adriatic Sea

51.
Page 13, paragraph 43, amended text in italics:



A natural canal with sluice gates (reconstructed in 2004) connects the two Lakes.

52.
Page 14, footnote 15, amended text in italics:

•
(3) Strategic Action Plan for the Sustainable Development of the Prespa Park, Aghios Germanos. Society for the Protection of Prespa (SPP), WWF-Greece, Protection and Preservation of Natural Environment in Albania (PPNEA), Macedonian Alliance for Prespa (MAP). 2006.

53.
Page 15, Box: Assessment of Ramsar sites in the basin: Prespa Park Wetlands, paragraph “Cultural values”, amended text in italics:

Besides prehistoric caves and fortifications as well as monuments and artwork from the Classical, Hellenistic, Roman, and post-Byzantine periods, the region keeps a wealth of local traditions, many of which are connected with nature.

54.
Page 15, Box: Assessment of Ramsar sites in the basin: Prespa Park Wetlands, paragraph “Pressure factors and transboundary impacts”, amended text in italics:

The steady decrease of the water level of Macro Prespa occurred since the late 1980s, but has not yet been fully explained. It is assumed that the dry period after 1987, in combination with the underground outflow to Lake Ohrid and the increased water abstraction resulted in this phenomenon. This affected natural ecosystems and made shoreline areas less attractive for tourists. Combined with increased nutrients input, this has led to increased eutrophication. Construction of irrigation systems resulted in drainage of a number of wet areas in the 1960s, mainly near Micro Prespa, extensive sedimentation of the lake from the 1970s onwards due to the Devolli River diversion in the Albanian part of Micro Prespa. At present, abstraction of water throughout the basin puts a pressure on natural ecosystems. Illegal sand and gravel extraction also can affect the hydrological regime of the wetland.

Tourism and recreation need to be developed in a sustainable way minimizing direct disturbance of natural ecosystems and pressures through water abstraction and wastewater discharges, among others. Other disturbing activities are non-sustainable (including illegal) hunting and fishing, and introduction of alien fish species16 (e.g. Carassius gibelio, Ctenopharyngodon idella, Gambusia holbrooki, Hypopihalmichtius molitrix, Tinca tinca, Parabramis pekinensis, Pseurasbora parva, Lepomis gibbosus, Oncorhynchus mykiss, Rhodeus amarus, Silurus glanis and Salmo letnica) that affect native fish and invertebrate populations.

Abandonment of cattle grazing on littoral meadows has led to the loss of these important habitats and expansion of reed beds in Micro Prespa. Attempts to partially solve the problem by reed burning led to additional disturbance of wetland ecosystems and carbon release into the atmosphere, but during the last decade an effective restoration and management programme by grazing and summer cutting of the reed bed vegetation has been implemented by the Society for the Protection of Prespa.

55.
Page 15, Box: Assessment of Ramsar sites in the basin: Prespa Park Wetlands, paragraph “Pressure factors and transboundary impacts”, a new footnote (number 16):
•
Sources: (1) A. J. Crivelli, G. Catsadorakis, M. Malakou & E. Rosecchi. Fish and fisheries of the Prespa lakes. In A. J. Crivelli & G. Catsadorakis (eds), “Lake Prespa, Northwestern Greece: A unique Balkan wetland”, Hydrobiologia 351, 107–125. 1997.

•
(2) A. J. Crivelli unpublished data — report included in the ongoing (December 2009) programme “Design and organization of a Transboundary Monitoring System (TMS) for the Prespa Park”.
56.
Page 16, Box: Assessment of Ramsar sites in the basin: Prespa Park Wetlands, paragraph “Transboundary wetland management”, third paragraph, amendments/additions in italics:

In all three countries, lake, shoreline and forest areas have the status of nationally protected areas. … Three information centers operate in the area. In the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Lake Prespa is designated as natural monument and Ramsar Site (N° 726, 18,920 ha), which include Strict Nature Reserve Ezerani (2,080 ha). Additionally, great parts of Galicica National Park and Pelister National Park are found within the Prespa basin.
57.
Page 16, Box: Assessment of Ramsar sites in the basin: Prespa Park Wetlands, paragraph “Transboundary wetland management”, footnote number 16 (in the original document), addition in italics:

Information by the Ministry of Environment and Physical Planning, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia referring to Macro Prespa Lake.

58.
Page 17, Table 12 (Characteristics of the shared water bodies), changes to the following figures: 
Catchment area (km2), Lake Prespa: 1,524.9
Lake’s mean depth (m): Macro Prespa, 18; Micro Prespa, 4.1
Lake’s maximal length (km): Macro Prespa, 28; Micro Prespa, 13.6
Lake’s maximal width (km): Macro Prespa, 17, Micro Prespa, 6.1
Source of the above values (added): C. Perennou, M. Gletsos, P. Chauvelon, A. Crivelli, M. DeCoursey, M. Dokulil, P. Grillas, R. Grovel, & A. Sandoz, A. Development of a Transboundary Monitoring System for the Prespa Park Area. Aghios Germanos, Greece. November 2009.
59.
Page 28, paragraph 83, addition (in italics): 

Although there is an established cooperation between the riparian countries in the sub-basins of Prespa, Ohrid and Skadar/Shkoder Lakes there is no such cooperation at the “extended” Drin Basin level. Albania, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Greece signed an agreement for the management of Lake Prespa on 2 February 2010.

V.
Comments provided to document ECE/MP.WAT/2009/11, Assessment of transboundary rivers, lakes and groundwaters in South-Eastern Europe discharging in the Aegean Sea

60.
Page 15, paragraph 37, an addition to the end of the paragraph: 

According to Bulgaria, sand and gravel abstraction from Struma/Strymonas river at the Greek site causes sliding down of the river bed, which has affected more than 40 km in Bulgarian territory along the river.

61.
Page 17, Table 19 (Basin of the Mesta/Nestos River), the following figures were amended for Bulgaria: 

Number of inhabitants: 140,413
Population density (persons/km2): 50
62.
Page 18, paragraph 51, an addition to the end of the paragraph: 

Bulgaria reports that a reduction of flow has been observed on the Mesta from the late 1930s to the early 2000s.
63.
Page 18, footnote 21, an addition in italics: 

No detailed information has been provided by Bulgaria on the spatial or temporal extent of the underlying observations on precipitation. However, the average run-off was reported to be 1.5 × 109 m3 for the period 1935–1970 and 0.958 × 109 m3 for the period 1970–2005 at the border.
64.
Page 20, paragraph 60, an addition to the end of the paragraph:

According to the 1995 agreement, Bulgaria is obliged to deliver to Greece 29% of the average run off of the river generated in the Bulgarian territory. According to Bulgaria — concerned by the observed reduction of run-off — the actualization of the basis for the calculation is overdue.

65.
Page 21, Table 24,  a change of spelling for Turkey (replicated in Table 27 and 28 as well as in paragraphs 78, 79, 86 and 94; in the title of section VII and in the caption of Figure 2 (in the original document):



Tunca
66.
Page 21, paragraph 64, an addition to spelling (in italics):

Tundzha/Tundja/Tunca

67.
Page 21, paragraph 64, a change of spelling (in italics):

The river is called Tundzha and/or Tundja in Bulgaria and Tunca in Turkey.

68.
Page 23, Table 27 (Water resources and water resources per capita), amendments to the following figures for Turkey for Maritsa/Evros/Meriç River basin:

Surface water resources (× 106 m3/year): 8,330

Total water resources (× 106 m3/year): 8,694

Total water resources per capita (m3/year): 8,414

69.
Page 23, paragraph 69, amendments in italics:

As reported by Turkey, Evros/Meriç (aquifer no. 52)33 is a transboundary alluvial aquifer between Turkey and Greece34. It drains through the Meriç/Evros River that forms the border between Turkey and Greece. It is mainly used for irrigation, industry, and drinking water purposes in Turkey.
70.
Page 24, Table 29 (Evros/Meriç aquifer), is removed; the reference to the aquifer remains in the assessment text and is elaborated on as specified. Footnotes number 33 and 34 are moved accordingly to refer to the body text.
71.
Page 25, Table 30 (in the original document), percentage shares of land use/land cover added for Turkey in Maritsa/Evros/Meriç River basin as follows:

Lakes/reservoirs: 0.5 (%); Forest: 22 (%); Cropland: 69.2 (%); Grassland: 6 (%); Urban/industrial areas: 2.1 (%); Protected areas: 2 (%); other forms of land use: 0.2 (%)

72.
Page 26, paragraph 76, an amendment to the end of the paragraph (in italics):

Mining activities at mountainous areas are sources of surface and groundwater as well as sediment pollution; impacts on ecosystems are also possible. Officially registered regional waste disposal sites are gradually replacing the old ones in Bulgaria: along the river basins of the Maritsa, the Arda and the Struma, there are already six in operation.
	�	United Nations Economic Commission for Europe. 


	�	The present document has been submitted after the official documentation deadline due to late receipt of comments and resource constraints.  
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