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Conseguences of accidents

__—‘—
Even a small amounts

of hazardous
substances released
Inte water
environment can
cause huge
environmental
damages, as the
IMPact IS fidr-reaching
and ofiten
CransSoeURGERs




The Joint Expert Group (JEG)

JEG was established under
the "Water”- and the
“Industrial Accidents”-
Conventions to work on
issues related to the
prevention off accidental
water pollution whichr s off
interest to both
Conventions.

Co-Chairmenship:
“Water’Convention + "Industrial Accident” Convention




Current JEG core group participants

¢ Co-chairs: Hungary and Romania

» Experts: Czech Republic, Kazakhstan,
Repupblic off Meldeval, Sweden

o UNECE IEIA Secretariat, Water Convention
Secretalial

¥ Project consultant




Basis for current JEG activities

¢ Current Strategy for the JEG

» prepared by the co-chairmens of the JEG in consultation
with the Bureaux of the Water Convention and of the
Industrial Accidents Convention in June 2009

» endorsed by the Meeting of the Parties to the
Convention on the Protection and Use of Transboundary
Watercourses and International Lakes in Geneva, 10-12
November 2009

¢ Mission of JEG

» assisstance in organising exercises, workshops,
seminars and conferences

» drawing up training materials

» drafting specific guidelines on good practices and
recommendations




Basis for current JEG activities

German-Polish field
exercise on the Odra
River combined with the
technical workshopr on
joint management off
transboeundary.
emergencies invelving
International  Water
paths, Urad anad Sliublice
8 - 10 September 2009.

Recommendation:
ANSOUIRNE N ITIEEHI0E 0] 0GY G BUIGIIRG Sk EITECHYENCISIS
rrlelplelelSplErie SySce) foetisinlel o) ErzlfScatirlclz) g%

EErgeRGIES Wit ClieCts O WalEecOURSES: Sldould be
Gevelopead).




Current task of JEG

¢ [0 draw up a checklist/methodology for
contingency planning in transboundary: context
for application te transboeundary waters

¢ Requested by the countries, based onl a
guestionnaire, approved by, boeth bureaus!




Current task of JEG

¢ [he checklist/methodology will be based on
existingl methodologjes for elaboration of
contingency. plans and on good practices
avallaple as well as address comimoen challenges.

» A 7 steps plan wasidawn up and put Inte practice
N Order tora better coordination and time fitted
WOKK.

o INewweraren step 4" — discussion on malRNssues
Off thie chiecklist duing the Saneez seminar!




Draft outline of the new guideline!

Introduction

Principles fior crisis management and
contingency. planning in the context of:
transboundary: Waters

Recommendations

3. 1. Recommendations tor UNECE member
COURtries

5.2, Recommendations tor competentt atthorities

3.9 RECOMMENARIONS] tO; OPErators of
niazakaolis aCtVIGIES

ANINEX




ANNEX

1. RISK/HAZARD MANAGEMENT

1.1. Legal and institutional aspects:

1.1.1. Legal basis (national and international)) fior ensuring
adeguate risk/hazard management in the context off
transboundary: Waters

15152 Institutional framework (for enforcing the legall basis)

1. 153, Availability: off inventories) (hot spets, protection, sk
dSSessient metoao/ogies)

1.2, Coeperative and learning aspects
152, 15 iraining off aUEhOFtIES and ENterprises: staii: (Via
guidelines) on risk/hazard anar Crisis manaCEmeEnit:
152525 PUbliCPAWARERNESS! 0N HSk/iazard manaEEmEnt
152555 EXChande oif good practice andilessensiiearned on
fISky/Nazakd)/ CrisiSimanadeEmeEnt
152,45 AWalrERESS| ralsingl Of decISion makers) onl risk/hazard
MaRcdEmENT




ANNEX

2. CRISIS MANAGEMENT/MITIGATION

2.1. Legal and institutional aspects
2.1.1._.egal basis for adequate crisis management in
transboundary context including mitigation measures
2. 1. 2. Institutional framework (fior enforcingl the legal basis)
2. 1. 3. Availability: of:
= Early, Warning and: alarin sy/,stenis
- Emergency. plans (on-sité and ofi site)
- Procedures ror mitigation: measures
—Adequate notiiication: and. Crisis Commupication
= ProcCedures or aiter care mdnagerient:
ooperative and learningl aspects:
JdAiraining eff aUuthEHLIES andl ENtErPRISES stalif 0N CrIsIS
anagement O MitigatieRimeEasUFES
.2, PUBlIC AWaRENESSIoN! CHSIS ManadEmEn:
5L EXChiange; off Information), joint EXERCISES andljoint training
AL EXChange o good practlce and lessens Iearned firem Crilsis
Situations
2 5. AWBRENESS IFalSing Off dECISION! MAaKErSs Ol CrSIS
MaRcdEMENT




Aspects regarding principles for
contingency planning in transboundary
context

Adeguate legal and institutional framework for
whole disaster management cycle applicable in
poth) cases In nationall and transboundary: context
IS a basic requirement for all Parties to the
“Industriall Accidents™ and “Waters™ Conventions

e responsibilities for contingency: planning
should bel spread! between: eperatorsi and
COmpEtent authorities (en-site and: ofi=site)

e FESPONSE; aCtiON INF CASE! OfF an accidenit wiikth
IMPact o transboundary Watercourses: should
take Inte consideration the gradual respeRse on
nerizentalranaiVerticallevels and thier CoRtImuicy,
OiF theractionr untistherEMmErGERcY, StePS:

e unigue command shoularbe established fior
FESPORSENRNCaSE it antindustrialfaceidents with
IMpactoRrtransboURdaR/ Watercourses.




Aspects regarding principles for
contingency planning in transboundary
context

¢ Protection of human life and rescue operation
should have; prierity in contingency: planning

¢ Information and data exchange should be
ensured on the transboeundary. level.

¢ [N case of an Industrial accident wWith Impact om
transhoundary: WatercoUurses the COoopEration 6n
eachylevel (local, regienal, natienall,
transhoundary: and IRternational) s essentialiiio)r
a tImInNG andl apprepriate Fespense and With
mIRImaINRPaCE

9 A transparent approach should be pursued
tewards! public) stakeholdersiinecitlaing
HEGhBDOURNG COURLHES:




Obstacles Iin the work of the JEG

¢ [he composition of the JEG is still unbalanced in
the relation Accident Convention vs. Water
Convention

o More active participation isf required in present
Work: and IRl the, organization off the meetings.

¢ Contintelis andiintENSE Work IS exXpected f-om
pakticipantst (Prererapiy: via e-mall
cCorrespondence, 1-2 meetings/year):

¢ There is a need for a sound financial base to
SUppert elgibiercotntrES:




Thank you for attention
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