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meshﬂ}u&man Agreement on the 'ﬁtlllsatlon e
Bf Iransboundary Watercourses (1964) =

{’““3 Regulatlons on impactsin ne|ghbour|ng country
— Water flow and structural measures

— Floods and water scapty

— T|mber floatlng and water traffic

— Flsherles and fish migration

* Joint Finnish — RUSSI'H*:“'?:M
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Lake Lado

Gulf of Finland

River Neva



VUOKSI

Total head (utilized) =63 m
Installed power = 440 MW
Normal annual production = 2500 GWh
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=—F Hydropcwer and

Fﬂoo&‘rlsks mam cﬁaﬂlenges at the startmg

point in 1970s

Initiative of the Russian Party at the Joint Transboundary
Commission 1973

Development targets at the outset

— Increase winter discharge and minimum flows in River
Vuoksi

— Prevent exceptionally high and low water levels in Lake
Saimaa

— Prevent exceptionally high and low flows in River Vuoksi =
First plan 1979 accepted by Joint Commission =

Jointly accepted 1989, implemented 1991
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The Dischiarge'Rule™ ™

in normal circumstances ,
When water level forecast goes beyond

normal zone discharge may be increased or reducei
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* Natural'wdter level and d|scerge*

ATV AN A

Natural discharge resumed when flood or drought threat ceases
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Knowledge and understandlng of the netghbours sﬂu%’;l»é/n
Part|C|patory approach dunng plannlng and |mpleme/ntat1on,~
involve stakeholders to identify. thelr needs problems and !
prror|t|es ' | a2 JAT L I KT AP

B »f_Common understandlng of nsks beneflts and costs in thel - = of
broad sense e R\

— e.g. common projects on flood mapping
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S _ﬁﬁgement tools: e.g. mapping and planning
dary early warning systems




Finland - Russia Cooperation:
Some General Observations

eJoint transboundary integrated water resources
management is achievable even with two very different
societies

wemmg *Survived cold war and.collapse of Soviet Uni

ePragmatic, clear focus on finding joint management =
interests ——

eReasonable and equitable use of shared natural resource ——“——?:
—__ oStill seen as a good example by both Parties —

_ eAdded value of UNECE cooperation: flood risk —
~ management, climate change, monitoring activities e
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