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Question 4

Have joint objectives, a 
common strategy, a joint 
or coordinated 
management plan or 
action plan been agreed 
for the basin, sub-basin, 
part of a basin or group of 
basins? [46]

Yes □ /No □

If yes, please provide 
further details: [fill in] [47]

[46] These need to have been adopted after the agreement or
arrangement is in force through, for example, a decision of a
joint body or mechanism.

[47] «Further details might include the scope of any objectives,
plan or strategy; whether they are joint or co-ordinated; when
and how the instrument was adopted (…); the timeframe; any
review mechanisms; how it is implemented; and how progress
is assessed.”

[BOX] The Sava River Basin management Plan

Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 4



Comments on notes related to question 4

• Slovenia, on the box ‘The Sava River Basin management Plan’: In this 
particular case we (Slovenia and also colleagues form the ISRBC 
Secretariat) suggest to alter and broaden the text on the Sava RBMP 
(see the Draft Guide with comments).



5.How is the transboundary basin, sub-
basin, part of a basin or group of basins 
protected, including the protection of 
ecosystems, in the context of 
sustainable and rational water use? 
[48] 

Regulation of urbanization, deforestation, 
and sand and gravel extraction □
Environmental flow norms, including 
consideration of levels and seasonality[49]□
Water quality protection, e.g. nitrates, 
pesticides, faecal coliforms, 
heavy metals □
Water-related species and habitats 
protection □
Other measures (please describe): [fill in]

Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 
5

[48] […] The question also seeks to identify basin 
or sub-basin specific arrangements that are in 
place for the protection of ecosystems, such as 
programmes that have been implemented by a 
joint body or mechanism. […]

[49] “Environmental flows” can be defined as, 
“the water regime provided within a river, wetland 
or coastal zone to maintain ecosystems and their 
benefits where there are competing water uses 
and where flows are regulated” (Dyson, Bergkamp
& Scanlon, 2003, p. 3). Such flows should consider 
seasonable variability within the water regime, as 
well as extreme periods, e.g. floods and droughts.

Comments: Moldova: Ukraine and Moldova 
use the term “ecological water release”



6. (a) Does your country regularly exchange information and data with other riparian 
States in the basin, sub-basin, part of a basin or group of basins? [50 51 52]
Yes □/No □
(b) If yes, how often: [53]

More than once per year □
Once per year □
Less than once per year □

(c) Please describe how information is exchanged (e.g. in connection with meetings of joint bodies): [fill in] [54]

(d) If yes, on what subjects are information and data exchanged?
Environmental conditions □
Research activities and application of best available techniques □
Emission monitoring data □
Planned measures taken to prevent, control or reduce transboundary impacts □
Point source pollution sources □
Diffuse pollution sources □
Existing hydromorphological alterations (dams, etc.) □
Flows or water levels (including groundwater levels) □
Water abstractions □
Climatological information □
Future planned measures with transboundary impacts, such as infrastructure development □
Other subjects (please list): [fill in] 
Other comments, e.g. spatial coverage of data and information exchange: [fill in]



Question 6 (continuation)

(e) Is there a shared database or information platform?
Yes □/No □

(f) Is the database publicly available?
Yes □/No □
If yes, please provide the web address: [fill in]

(g) What are the main difficulties and challenges to data exchange, if applicable? 
Frequency of exchanges □
Timing of exchanges □
Comparability of data and information □
Limited spatial coverage □
Inadequate resources (technical and/or financial) □
Other (please describe): [fill in]
Additional comments: [fill in]

(h) What are the main benefits of data exchange on the basin, sub-basin, part of a basin or group of basins? 
(please describe): [fill in]



Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 6

[50] Type of data and exchange: Guidance on the type of data and information can be
found in the provisions of the Water Convention, the Watercourses Convention and 
the ILC Draft Articles on Transboundary Aquifers.

[51] Type of exchange: Question 6(a) seeks to capture data and information that is 
regularly exchanged rather than one-off exchanges that relate, for example, to a 
planned project.

[52] Consistency in responses: Responses to Question 6(a) should be considered 
alongside the other questions related to data and information exchange, including the 
criteria for operationality. 

[53] Intervals: Consider the most frequent rate of data and information exchange.

[54] Means of exchanging data and information: common web-based information 
system or meetings of joint bodies or mechanisms.

[BOX] Ivory Coast’s experiences in data and information exchange on transboundary 
waters.



7. Do the riparian States carry out joint monitoring in the transboundary basin, sub-basin, part of a basin or group of 
basins? [55 56 57]

Yes /No 
(a) If yes, what does the joint monitoring cover? 

(b) If joint monitoring is carried out, how is this done? (…)
(c) Please describe the main achievements regarding joint monitoring, if any: [fill in]
(d) Please describe any difficulties experienced with joint monitoring: [fill in]

8. Do the riparian States carry out joint assessment of the transboundary basin, sub-basin, part of a basin or group of 
basins? 

 Hydrological Ecological Chemical 

Border surface waters    

Surface waters in the entire 

basin 
   

Surface waters on the main 

watercourse 
   

Surface waters in part of 

the basin 

please describe [fill in] 

   

Transboundary aquifer(s) 

(connected or 

unconnected) [58] 

   

Aquifer(s) in the territory 

of one riparian connected 

to a transboundary river or 

lake [59] 

   

 



Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 7 and 8

[55] reference to note [28] on ‘joint monitoring’.
[56] “Environmental flows” can be defined as, “the water regime provided within a
river, wetland or coastal zone to maintain ecosystems and their benefits where there
are competing water uses and where flows are regulated” (Dyson, Bergkamp & Scanlon,
2003, p. 3). Such flows should consider seasonable variability within the water regime,
as well as extreme periods, e.g. floods and droughts.
[57] Points out that this question asks whether joint monitoring actually takes place,
differing it from questions 2(d) and 3(g).
[58] reference to note [7].
[59] reference to note [7].
[60] Water Convention provisions on ‘joint or coordinated assessments’.



9. Have the riparian States 
agreed to use joint water quality 
standards? [61 62]

Yes □/No □

If yes, what standards have been 
applied, e.g. international or 
regional standards (please 
specify which), or have national 
standards of the riparian States 
been applied?: [fill in]

[61] For water quality standards to be considered 
“joint”, the riparian States should agree to implement 
the same, or at least comparable, water quality 
standards. 

[62] This question should be answered in accordance to 
question 2(d) and 3(g), which ask if water quality, and 
the elaboration of water quality objectives is a topic of 
cooperation within an agreement or arrangement 
and/or a task of a joint body or mechanism.

Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 9



10. What are the measures 
implemented to prevent or limit 
the transboundary impact of 
accidental pollution? [63]

Notification and communication□
Coordinated or joint early warning 
or alarm system for accidental 
water pollution □
Other (please list): [fill in] [64]
No measures □
If not, why not? What difficulties 
does your country face in putting 
in place such measures?: [fill in] 

[63] Water Convention and Watercourses Convention 
provisions on accidental pollution.

Comments: Germany: A box with an example should be 
added, e.g. concerning the International Warning and 
Alarm Plan of the Rhine Commission, see 
https://www.iksr.org/en/topics/pollution/warning-and-
alarm-plan/ Similar plans are in force in the Odra, Elbe 
or Meuse basins.

[64] Other measures might include joint contingency 
plans and any arrangements with international 
organisations. 

Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 10

https://www.iksr.org/en/topics/pollution/warning-and-alarm-plan/


Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 11
11. What are the measures 
implemented to prevent or limit the 
transboundary impact of extreme 
weather events and climate 
change? [65]

Notification and communication  □
Coordinated or joint alarm system 
for floods □
Coordinated or joint alarm system 
for droughts [66] □
Joint climate change adaptation 
strategy [67] □
Joint disaster risk reduction 
strategy□
Other (please list): [fill in] [68]
No measures □
If not, why not? What difficulties 
does your country face in putting
in place such measures?: [fill in] 

[65] Examples of what extreme weather events
and impacts of climate change might include
according to the Watercourses Convention.

[66] A co-ordinated or joint alarm system for 
droughts might include basin States defining a 
common “drought of record” for the basin.

[67] Reference to Guidance on Water and 
Adaptation to Climate Change (ECE, 2009). 

[68] Other measures might include joint 
monitoring of low water levels.

[BOX] Joint Finnish-Russian Action Programme.



Comments on notes related to Question 11

• Netherlands: “Joint disaster risk reduction strategy” Reference could be made to the Words 
into Action guide.

• Guatemala: After question 11, on current page 41, it is suggested to add two more questions 
and to make one relevant consideration

1. WHAT ARE THE MEASURES ADOPTED IN THE BASIN TO PROTECT, RESTORE AND PRESERVE THE 
HYDROLOGICAL CYCLE’S NATURAL CONDITIONS? AND THE WATER SOURCES? 

UPPER BASIN
Land-use planning
Grey infrastructure
Nature based solutions

MIDDLE BASIN 
Land-use planning
Grey infrastructure
Nature based solutions

LOWER BASIN
Land-use planning
Grey infrastructure
Nature based solutions



Comments on notes related to Question 11 
(continuation)

2. HOW ARE DEFINED AND DISTRIBUTED BETWEEN THE STATES THE 
INVESTMENTS AND COSTS DERIVED FROM THE MEASURES ADOPTED 
ON QUALITY AND PROTECTION?

CONSIDER TO INCLUDE A QUESTION RELATED TO THE MIGRATION’S 
IMPACT ON TRANSBOUNDARY OR NATIONAL WATER MANAGEMENT, AS 
A GLOBAL PHENOMENON CAUSED BY VARIOUS SOCIAL FACTORS—
poverty, wars, others— AND ALSO BY CLIMATE CHANGE.



Notes included in the Draft Guide on question 1212. Are procedures in place 
for mutual assistance in case 
of a critical situation? [69 70 
71 72]

Yes □/No □

If yes, please provide a brief 
summary: [fill in] [73]

[69]The Water Convention provides that, “if a critical situation should arise, the 
Riparian Parties shall provide mutual assistance upon request”; and “the Riparian 
Parties shall elaborate and agree upon procedures for mutual assistance 
addressing, inter alia, the following issues: a) the direction, control, coordination 
and supervision of assistance; b) local facilities and services to be rendered by the 
Party requesting assistance, including, where necessary, the facilitation of border-
crossing formalities; c) arrangements for holding harmless, indemnifying and /or 
compensating the assisting Party and/or its personnel, as well as for transit through 
territories of third Parties, where necessary; d) methods for reimbursing assistance 
services” (Art. 15; see also ECE, 2013, pp. 90-92). 

[70]The form that procedures take may vary. Riparian Parties may include 
procedures for mutual assistance within, i) a section of an agreement or 
arrangement on water cooperation; ii) as a self-standing agreement on mutual 
assistance, iii) as a protocol or regulation to an existing agreement or a general 
agreement on civil protection; and/or iv) within the agreed tasks of a joint body or 
mechanism (see ECE, 2013, para. 323). 

[71]“Mutual assistance” can be defined as, water management related activities 
that are conducted by one country by the request of another country, either for 
free or for payment, including technical and human measures (e.g. sand bags for 
flood protection, providing technical equipment, the pumping of water and ice 
breaking). 

[72] A “critical situation” can be defined as a water management related 
emergency causing danger or risk that threatens human life and/or material loss or 
damage (e.g. flood, drought, accidental pollution, ice block formation, etc). 

[73] Where procedures are only in place at the sub-basin level or within part of the 
basin, this should be stated in the summary.



13. Are the public or relevant stakeholders involved in 
transboundary water management in the basin, sub-basin, part of 
a basin or group of basins? [74 75]

Yes /No 
If yes, how? (please tick all applicable) 
Stakeholders have observer status in a joint body
or mechanism

Stakeholders have an advisory role in the joint body
Stakeholders have a decision-making role in the joint body

If yes, please specify the stakeholders for the joint body or 
mechanism: [fill in]

Intergovernmental organizations 
Private sectors organizations or associations
Water user groups or associations
Academic or research institutions
Other non-governmental organizations
General public 
Other (please specify): [fill in]
Availability of information to the public [76]

Consultation on planned measures or river basin
management plans4 [77]

Public involvement
Other (please specify): [fill in] [78]

Notes included in the Draft Guide on 
question 13

[74] Definition of «public» and «public 
concerned» according to the Aarhus 
Convention.

[75] Coverage of “involvement”.

[76] Water Convention provisions on 
information that should be made 
available to the public. 

[77] [BOX] Mekong River example.

[78] Note that ‘other’ may relate also to 
how gender considerations are taken 
into account.


