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Report of the Consultative Meeting on the Revision of the Black Sea LBS Protocol, GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea, EU Water Framework Directive and EU Marine Strategy, 

Istanbul, 20 Jan. 2004

Agenda item1.
Opening of the Meeting

The Consultative Meeting on the Revision of the Black Sea LBS Protocol, GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea, EU Water Framework Directive and EU Marine Strategy, was opened at 9 a.m. on the 20 Jan. 2004 by Mr. John Carstensen, Acting Deputy Director, UNEP – Regional Office for Europe, who acted as a facilitator of this meeting. In his opening remarks he stated that UNEP considers the revision of the LBS Protocol and development of the GPA Work Programme of great importance for the improvement of the environmental conditions of the Black Sea. He considers these meetings as part of the stakeholder process in which the European Commission is an important counterpart. He noted that these meetings were to be conducted in an informal way and statements of participants would not be considered as official positions of their respective countries or organisations.

During the opening, short addresses of support were given by Prof. Hasan Zuhuri Sarikaya, Undersecretary, Black Sea Commissioner, Turkey who stated that the core of the problem demands huge investments, and Mr. Dumitru Dorogan, Black Sea Advisor, Romania who expressed regrets of the Romanian Black Sea Commissioner for not being able to attend the meeting and supported UNEP’s initiative for this consultative meeting. Mr. Plamen Dzhadzhev, Executive Director, Permanent Secretariat of the Black Sea Commission (BSC) and Dr. Patrick J. Reynolds, Project Coordinator, Black Sea Ecosystem Recovery Project (BSERP) encouraged the activities for the revision of the LBS Protocol and development of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea (GPA WP).  

The meeting was held in Hotel Taslik, Istanbul. At the suggestion of the facilitator all participants introduced themselves and the List of Participants is attached as Annex I to this report.                                                                                               

Agenda item 2.
Adoption of the Agenda

Mr Carstensen reminded participants that information about both meetings was placed on the dedicated web site, which included a number of documents, amongst others the Agenda of the Meeting.  The Agenda of the Meeting was introduced by the facilitator and was adopted as proposed and is attached as Annex II to this report.

Agenda item 3.
Scope, Objectives and Methodology of the Meeting

Mr. Carstensen presented the objectives of the meeting as:

· Revision of the Protocol on Protection of the Black Sea Marine Environment Against Pollution from Land-based Sources (LBS Protocol);

· Development of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea (GPA WP); and

· Assessment of the relevance and applicability of the EU Water Framework Directive (WFD) for the improvement of the environmental situation in the Black Sea region.

Mr. Carstensen reminded participants that document Objectives and Issues (attached as Annex III to this report) was placed on the dedicated web site and for that reason he did not present the document in detail.

Regarding the methodology of this meeting he pointed out that:

· Intention was to bring together stakeholders at different levels;

· Goal of the meeting was to get views, not official positions of countries;

· Plan was to get positions of countries by May; and

· Intention was at the end of the meeting to have common understanding of what should be considered.

Agenda item 4.
Statements by PIU BSERP and BSC Secretariat

In his statement Mr Dzhadzhev expressed appreciation for the assistance of UNEP and interest of the Secretariat of the BSC to take part in the development and implementation of the GPA WP and in the preparation of the revised LBS Protocol. He stressed that only joint action can bring positive results and that it is important to have a contemporary approach to environmental management, this is why these activities are under the BSC Secretariat current work plan. He added that the BSC Secretariat is fully involved in the elaboration of the EU Marine Strategy.

Dr. Reynolds informed the participants that the BSERP is to be implemented in two phases, of which the first phase is to be completed by April 2004. This phase includes revision of the LBS Protocol, development of the GPA WP and GIWA Assessment. The Project Document for the second phase is with UNDP and it should be considered by the GEF Council in May 2004. The main focus of the second phase will be coordinated and will focus on joint work between the BSERP and the Danube GEF Project, which are joining forces for the protection of the Black Sea. Dr. Reynolds was asked by the participants to present the activities of the BSERP Project in more detail at the beginning of the meeting on the next day.

Agenda item 5.
Rationale and Elements for the Revision of the LBS Protocol

Under this Agenda item a Power Point presentation Rationale and Elements for a Revision of the Protocol on Pollution from Land Based Sources to the Black Sea under the Bucharest Convention  (Annex IV to this report) was given by Mr. Carstensen. Main points in the presentation were:

· Finding of the GEF Project is that there exist gaps between the existing Protocol and the requirements for meeting the goals of limiting nutrient loads to the Black Sea;

· The PDF-B study established the need for a revision;

· EC activities (WFD and Marine Strategy) are pointing for revision;

· The GEF BSERP is to contribute to the improvement of the environmental conditions of the Black Sea, through the revision of the LBS Protocol and development of the GPA WP;

· The Black Sea Commission Work Plan for 2004 envisages revision of the LBS Protocol taking into consideration implications of the WFD and the guidance of the GPA;

· Impact of activities further upstream and linkages with such regions should be established;

· Approach to the revision of the Protocol and preparation of the GPA WP is actually presented in the Agenda item 8 below; and

· Elements for this work were presented as: ecosystem approach; Integrated Water Resource Management (IWRM); experience from other regional seas; focus on nutrients; regular assessments; prioritisation; funding mechanism; non-compliance mechanism; and political commitment in the revision process.

Quite a number of participants took part in the discussion, which followed the presentation, and the main points of the discussion were:

· Sofia meeting of the Black Sea Commission pointed to the necessity of revision of all protocols and Convention;

· It is important to generate political commitment, which has to become visible;

· Availability of funding is fundamentally important;

· It was proposed that both revised Protocol and GPA WP should have an Annex with deadlines for the implementation of each stage of the work; another view was that staging should be a matter of SAP, not Protocol; and yet another view that the timetable should not be part of the Protocol, but some time limits should be mentioned;

· Geographical area of the Protocol should be broader than now;

· It is necessary to develop and implement NPAs for the implementation of the Protocol;

· In the revised Protocol not only objectives, but also measures, Best Environmental Practice and Best Environmental Practice should be included;

· Objectives and modalities in revised Protocol, GPA WP and regional and national SAPs should be harmonised;

· Will EQO be focus of the revised Protocol? 

· It would be useful to use the Mediterranean experience when revising the Protocol and preparing the GPA WP; consideration should be given to address goals to specific issues;

· In the elements for revision of the Protocol it should be a study how to strengthen institutional structure in order to be able to handle IWRM; 

· Although National SAPs were signed by the Ministries of Environment after authorisation of Governments, this does not provide a guarantee of implementation;

· SAPs should be endorsed at the Cabinet level in order to have continuity and people should be fully aware of the implications;

· Next revision of SAP by Ministers is expected by 2007;

· New Transboundary Diagnostic Analysis is needed in order to provide politicians and decision-makers with reliable information;

· Danube Commission is working very successfully and the efforts and success of the Danube Project and Commission are recognised;

· For Danube Project all relevant Ministries had to sign the basic document;

· It was stated that Russia does not have Water Basin approach, but another comment suggested that Helcom might provide a solution on how to deal with the issue;

· Regarding WFD, it would be necessary to use its principles, not WFD itself;

· Regarding IWRM, unfortunately implementing agencies are very scattered, e.g. in Turkey it is necessary to have 2000 inhabitants in order to establish municipality;

· Coordination among ministries at the national level is very important;

· It would be important to involve other countries, not only Black Sea countries, in the process;

· When presenting documents it should be made very clear what the document means for implementation. Decision-makers must be fully aware of the consequences of new documents;

· Progressively, as capacity of countries will increase, targets should get stricter;

· Increase in the nutrient pollution is of great concern; and

· It is possible to manage only human activities but not to manage ecosystems.

As a part of the discussion Mr. Lubomir Markevych, Programme Manager, UNDP-GEF Dnipro Basin Environment Programme, gave short statement on the status of the Dnipro Project. He informed participants that TDA for Dnipro was done and that it is available on CD (a courtesy copy was given to all participants). There is enormous revitalisation of agriculture in recent years and economic potential of the region is very high. It is still not clear how to balance agricultural development with nutrient pollution. One of the problems in the implementation of the Dnipro Project is lack of continuation in the administrative structure, i.e. frequent changes of personnel in responsible ministries.

Agenda item 6.
GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea (GPA WP)

Under this Agenda item a Power Point presentation “Global Programme of Action for the Protection of the Marine Environment from Land Based Activities” (Annex V to this report) was given by Ms. Isabel Martinez, Programme Officer, UNEP GPA Coordination Office. The main points of the presentation were:

· The need for the preparation of the GPA Work Programme was identified during the process and documents referred to by Mr. Carstensen in the introduction of his presentation;

· GPA is a non-binding global action programme adopted in 1995 in Washington, D.C. by 108 states and the EC and aims at preventing the degradation of the marine environment from land based activities, including the physical alteration and destruction of habitats;
· GPA is a source of conceptual and practical guidance for action;
· GPA can add to strategies, programmes or legislation in the BS and further facilitate the implementation of strategies, programmes and legislation;

· Relevant strategies, programmes and initiatives to the GPA in the BS are Regional Strategic Action Plan 1996-2000; National Strategic Action Plans: GEF Black Sea Ecosystem Recovery Project; GEF Danube Project; EU water related-instruments; Dnipro Basin Environment Programme; EU-Tacis; and 

· Main GPA elements are National Programmes of Action (NPAs); Wastewater Management; Physical Alteration and Destruction of Habitat (PADH); Public Awareness and Outreach; Clearing House mechanism; and Supportive toolkits such as voluntary agreements, innovative financing mechanisms, ICARM, etc.

Discussion followed all three presentations and the main points of the discussion were:

· Are countries aware of GPA?

· It would be important to establish such GPA WP which will assist in the development and implementation of LBS Protocol;

· Would NPAs include financial requirements?

· Linkages between LBS Protocol and GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea have to be clarified;

· GPA is going beyond the LBS Protocol and going into instruments and capacity of countries;

· GPA is a framework to facilitate actions;

· Some actions of the GPA should be regional and some should be on a national level;

· Benefits of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea should be highlighted;

· Could GPA Focal Points be appointed? Maybe the best would be to appoint Commissioners and to use existing structures of the Commission;

· Good clearing-house mechanism is important;

· Cooperation with private sectors is very important;

· There are issues which could be provided only by GPA; though complementarity with existing initiatives and projects is key for the GPA;

· Some actions coming out of the recently adopted Contingency Plan, which are specific for Commission, could become part of the GPA WP;

· Maps of land-based sources of pollution are needed for all countries and that could be a task for GPA. These maps are compulsory for Contingency Plan;

· Map of land-based sources of pollution was prepared for Turkey and it is available in the Ministry of Environment;

· Bathing waters quality and marine litter are not covered with ongoing activities and it would be helpful if GPA could help with studies and development of programmes;

· Atmospheric input of pollution is another very important subject which should be covered;

· It would be important to establish a financial mechanism for the implementation of the LBS Protocol and GPA WP;

· It would be important to identify a financial mechanism in each country on how to identify financial resources.
Agenda item 7.
Relevance of EU Water Framework Directive and EU Marine Strategy to the Black Sea Region

Under this Agenda item a Power Point presentation “The Relevance of the Water Framework Directive and of the Marine Strategy” (Annex VI to this report) was given in the following three parts:

· Why did the Community Change its Water Policy? (presentation by Mr. José Rizo-Martin, European Commission);

· The Marine Strategy and its Regional Dimension (presentation by Mr. Olle Hagstrőm, Co-ordinator Marine Team, Directorate Environment, European Commission); and

· TACIS and the Black Sea area (presentation by Dr. Hans van Vliet, Principal Administrator, European Commission, EuropeAid Co-operation Office).

EC representative supported the action on the revision of the LBS Protocol and development of the GPA WP for the Black Sea. Two courtesy CDs were given to participants containing relevant information regarding WFD and Marine Strategy.

Main points in their presentation were:

· Recommendations of the Dobris Assessment;

· Description of the Environmental Action Programme (1973-2000) with its Dual Approach (1975-1980), when Environmental Quality Standards (EQS) were set for different types of water and Emission Limit Values (ELV) were set for specific water uses, and with its Less Comprehensive Approach (1980-1991) when two new instruments were developed (nitrates and urban waste water) and daughter directives for dangerous substances;

· New Treaty (ies) and New Water Policy;

· Key elements of WFD, like protecting all waters; good quality to be achieved within a set deadline of 15 years; water management based on river basins; combined approach of emission controls and water quality standards; adequate economic instruments and pricing policy; and public participation;

· Regarding the Sea, WFD are covering Transitional Waters; Coastal Waters; and Territorial Waters;

· The WFD is fully consistent with the GPA approach and both processes are mutually supportive;
· Common Implementation Strategy (CIS) has as a main objective sustainable development strategy, including capacity building; elaboration of guidance (14) on key challenges; unprecedented cooperation of Commission, member States, stakeholders and NGOs; application of the concept of the Pilot River Basin network (15 PRBs in 18 Countries); presentation of the new organisation; and explanation why CIS has a chance;
· Description of the EC Marine Strategy as one of the priority actions for the promotion of “sustainable use of the seas and conservation of marine ecosystems, including sea beds, estuarine and coastal areas, paying special attention to sites holding a high biodiversity value” and based on the ecosystem approach;
· Description of the main actors; key issues; way of addressing of key issues; operational elements; organisation and coordination in the Marine Strategy;
· Stakeholders Conference will be held in early Nov. 2004;
· Support of Tacis to the Black Sea Environment Programme (BSEP) which was initiated in 1993 and so far amounted to 11.3 M Euro;
· The indicative regional programme for the year 2004-2006 is 50 M Euro for environmental issues of which 35 M for water management and 8 M for biodiversity and the allocation for the Black Sea area still has to be decided;

· The Black Sea Investment Facility (BSIF), preparing investment projects of IFIs (3.3 M Euro) and supporting small investments supply contracts (0.7 M Euro) is to start in April 2004. The BSIF is to take into account the priority projects as discussed in the Danube-Black Sea Task Force (DABLAS) and it will run for 30 months.

Discussion followed all three presentations and main points of the discussion were:

· There will be no conflict between WFD and Marine Strategy;

· All directives will have to be applied by the point of accession;

· Directives requiring heavy financing will have a grace period;

· Contingency plan also has elements of LBS;

· Countries will have to adopt legal measures in order to get financing by the bank;

· Management plans have to take into account also international conventions and approach should start with regional approach;

· Point was raised that biological data should be analysed and in the response by the Black Sea Secretariat it was stated that it is expected that GEF will finance data analysis;

· Point was raised that all sectors should be covered, not only agriculture; and 

· Question was raised to what would non-compliance mechanism look like.

A particular question was raised regarding the ability of Marine Strategy to master agricultural policy. In response to this question it was stated by EC representative that biological elements should be taken over, phytoplankton has to be addressed completely, not only as defined in WFD. It has to be complemented by other Quality Objectives  (e.g. fish). It has to be built on WFD and complemented with Quality Objectives for the open sea. Such an approach already started in OSPAR, which developed framework objectives for the North Sea. A similar decision was taken by HELCOM.

Agenda item 8.
Work Plan for the Implementation of UNEP’s Activities

The draft Work Plan for the Revision of the Black Sea LBS Protocol and Preparation of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea was presented by Dr. Ljubomir Jeftic, UNEP consultant. It was agreed, since the Work Plan was on the agenda of the next day meeting, 21 January, to postpone the discussion for the next day

Agenda item 9.
Conclusions and Recommendations

Dr. Carstensen, facilitator of the meeting, expressed satisfaction with the results of the meeting, with a very positive and supportive atmosphere and was of the opinion that UNEP now has a clear request and mandate, as well as a much clearer vision of the work to be done on the revision of the LBS Protocol and preparation of the GPA WP.  He thanked Commissioners, experts, representatives of NGOs and members of the BSERP PIU and BSC Secretariat for their support and cooperative spirit. He expressed optimism of UNEP ROE and UNEP GPA that the work will be done on time and at respectable quality.

Agenda item 10.
Closure of the Meeting

After courtesy words of several participants the facilitator closed meeting at 6 p.m. on 20 Jan. 2004.

Report of the Consultative Meeting with National Focal Points on the Revision of the Black Sea LBS Protocol, GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea, EU Water Framework Directive and EU Marine Strategy,

Istanbul, 21 Jan. 2004

Agenda item 1.
Opening of the Meeting

The Consultative Meeting with National Focal Points on the Revision of the Black Sea LBS Protocol, GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea, EU Water Framework Directive and EU Marine Strategy, was opened at 9 a.m. on the 21 Jan. 2004 by Mr. John Carstensen, Acting Deputy Director, UNEP – Regional Office for Europe, who acted as a facilitator of this meeting. In his opening remarks he expressed the satisfaction of UNEP with the results of the meeting held on the day before. He reiterated that the meeting would be conducted in an informal way and statements of participants would not be considered as official positions of their respective countries or organisations.

The meeting was held in Hotel Taslik, Istanbul. The List of Participants is attached as Annex I to this report.                                                                                               

Agenda item 2.
Adoption of the Agenda

Mr Carstensen reminded participants that information about both meetings was placed on the dedicated web site, which included a number of documents, amongst others the Agenda of the Meeting.  The Agenda of the Meeting was introduced by the facilitator and it was agreed to introduce a new Agenda item 4 for presentation of BSERP activities. The Agenda of the meeting, as adopted, is attached as Annex VII to this report.

Agenda item 3.
Scope, Objectives and Methodology of the Meeting

Mr. Carstensen reminded the participants of the general objectives of the meeting as:

· Revision of the Protocol on Protection of the Black Sea Marine Environment Against Pollution from Land-based Sources (LBS Protocol);

· Development of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea (GPA WP); and

· Assessment of the relevance and applicability of the EU Water Framework Directive (WFD) for the improvement of the environmental situation in the Black Sea region.

He clarified that the aim for this session was to discuss the methodology for the collection and systematisation of information which will form the basis of the substantive content of the draft revised LBS Protocol and the draft GPA Work Programme as well as the process or work plan to prepare those documents.

Regarding the methodology of this meeting he the informed meeting that the same methodology will be applied as for the meeting on the day before.

Agenda item 4.
Presentation of the BSERP Project

Dr. Pat Reynolds, Project Coordinator of BSERP reviewed the activities proposed for Phase 2 of the BSERP. He stressed that focus of BSERP is in the coastal zone and that half of the activities are related to the GPA/LBS. He informed participants that Phase I of the Project will be concluded in April 2004, that the Project Document for Phase II is with UNDP and that it should be considered by the GEF Council in May 2004. 

He presented activities, which were proposed as part of the BSERP:

· Objective 1: Supporting the consolidation and operation of institutional mechanism for cooperation under the Black Sea Convention;

· Objective 2: Development of policy guidelines, legal and institutional instruments for nutrient reduction from LBA, and protection of ecosystems of the Black Sea and its coastal zones. This objective includes as outputs, amongst others, development of policy guidelines, legal and institutional instruments for nutrient reduction from LBA; strengthening of ICZM; review of agricultural sector policy; and policies and legal instruments for pollution reduction for the municipal sector reviewed and affordable (cost recovery) technical solutions for municipal wastewater treatment proposed;

· Objective 3: Development of economic instruments and promotion of investment opportunities in coastal zones for pollution control and protection of Black Sea ecosystems. This objective includes as outputs, amongst others, overall economic analysis for the Black Sea countries carried out in applying EU guidelines for economic analysis (WFD) and other relevant international concepts; and an investment programme for industrial and municipal wastewater treatment and other infrastructural measures in Black Sea coastal zones prepared for submission to international funding agencies;

· Objective 4: Development of operational systems for monitoring, information management and research under the Black Sea Convention. This objective includes as outputs, amongst others, Black Sea Integrated Monitoring and an Assessment Programme developed for coastal zones and marine ecosystems; and a research programme designed and implemented to assess the input of nutrients and hazardous substances in the Black Sea. This objective includes as output, amongst others, research a programme designed and implemented to assess input of nutrients and hazardous substance in the Black Sea; and

· Objective 5: Strengthening of public participation in environmental protection through access to information, stakeholder training and awareness raising and implementation of community actions (Small Grants Programme).

Agenda item 5.
Presentation of the Draft Questionnaires and Methodology of Work for Collection and Systematisation of Information

Under this Agenda item a Power Point presentation Assessment of the Situation in a Black Sea Country Relevant to the Preparation of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea. Draft Questionnaire to be used by National Focal Points for this Project (GPA Questionnaire) was given by Dr. L. Jeftic, UNEP consultant. The GPA Questionnaire is attached to this report as Annex VIII. Dr. Jeftic informed participants that items and questions of this questionnaire follow the recommended elements for the implementation of the GPA. Section I.A. is to provide information on the severity of the problem and coverage of the problem by a country. Other sections are to assess the level of coverage in a country. He also presented to participants proposed methodology of completion of both Questionnaires (GPA and LBS Questionnaires) and tasks to be completed by the National Focal Points for this Project (FP). He presented the summary content and structure of the GPA Questionnaire as:

I. Elements of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea

A. Identification and assessment of problems

1. Identification of the nature and severity of problems
2. Contaminants

3. Physical alteration, including habitat modification and destruction

4. Sources of degradation

5. Areas of concern (what areas are affected or vulnerable)

B. Establishing priorities for action

C. Management objectives for priority problems for source categories and areas

D. Identification, evaluation and a selection of strategies and measures to achieve objectives

E. Development of criteria for evaluating the effectiveness of strategies and measures

II. Components of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea

A. National Programmes of Action (NPAs)

B. Strategic Action Plan (SAP) on Municipal Wastewater

C. Physical Alteration and Destruction of Habitat (PADH)

D. Integrated Coastal Area Management (ICAM) and Integrated Coastal Area and River Basin Management (ICARM)

E. Public Awareness and Outreach

F. Clearing-House Mechanism

G. Supportive Toolkits

Under this Agenda item a Power Point presentation Assessment of the Situation in a Black Sea Country Relevant to the Implementation of the Protocol on Protection of the Black Sea Marine Environment Against Pollution from Land Based Sources. Draft Questionnaire to be used by National Focal Points for this Project (LBS Questionnaire) was given by Dr. Pavel Gavril Suian, UNEP consultant. The LBS Questionnaire is attached as Annex IX to this report. He informed participants that the first part of the LBS Questionnaire (A. Articles of the Protocol) analyses articles of the Protocol and it is expected that completed LBS Questionnaire will present the assessment of the compliance by the country for each of the presented items. The second part of the LBS Questionnaire (B. Questions to be answered) contains several questions which should be answered with a simple “yes” or “no”.  
Agenda item 6.
Discussion on the Finalisation of the Questionnaires and Methodology of Work for Collection and Systematisation of Information

Discussion on the GPA Questionnaire was quite extensive and included the Questionnaire itself and the methodology of the completion. Main points of the discussion were:

· National Focal Points for LBS Advisory Group should be responsible for the completion of the Questionnaire;

· Questionnaire should be completed by countries;

· Completed Questionnaire should be cleared by the Commissioner;

· Methodology on how to complete the Questionnaire should be agreed upon;

· What is the objective and content of the Interim/progress report;

· Level of details of the information to be provided should be established;

· Supporting material should be provided in summarised form;

· Answers to the GPA Questionnaire requires detailed analysis of SAP, article by article;

· Country reports for the Montreal First-Intergovernmental Meeting of the GPA (2001) might provide useful information;

· Questionnaire is very complex and comprehensive;

· Questionnaire should be simplified and guidance for completion should be provided;

· Questions should be simplified in order to be answered with “yes” or “no”;

· Answers should be simple “relevant” or “not relevant”;

· Some terms, like “severe” might be understood differently by different countries;

· Only specific questions relevant to the Black Sea should be asked;

· Questions can not be answered in qualitative way;

· Views of all Working Groups should be asked;

· Continuous contacts with National representatives of UNEP should be established;

· NPAs were developed in different directions in different countries;

· Terms of Reference for completion of Questionnaire should be prepared;

· Questionnaire should not be on assessment, but relevance; 

· Answers should cover the country as a whole, but in the case of Russia the Questionnaire should cover only the coastal zone; and

· Focal Points should be paid for the completion of the questionnaires

Discussion on the LBS Questionnaire was quite shorter and the main points were:

· Revision of the Protocol should be prepared, not elements for revision. Elements for the revision could be considered at the time of the Interim report;

· Word “legally” should be inserted in front of “binding” in question 3;

· Information collected should be used only for the revision of the Protocol; and 

· All Advisory Groups will be involved in the exercise.

On the basis of comments given by participants UNEP prepared a draft Methodology for the Completion of the LBS and GPA Questionnaires, which is attached as Annex X to this report. It was agreed that the BSERP would issue the contracts for the FP to carry out the completion of the questionnaires.

Agenda item 7.
Advisory Groups of the Black Sea Commission 

Dr. Oksana Tarasova, Pollution Monitoring and Assessment Officer, Permanent Secretariat of the Black Sea Commission gave short information on the Advisory Groups of the Black Sea Commission and promised to send full information by email to all participants.

Agenda item 8.
Work Plan for the Implementation of UNEP’s activities  

Dr. Jeftic presented the Work Plan for the Revision of the Black Sea LBS Protocol and Preparation of the GPA Work Programme for the Black Sea. After extensive discussion, points raised were clarified and the Work Plan was adopted as presented in the Annex XI of this report.

Agenda item 9.
Conclusions and Recommendations  

Ms. Martinez, who facilitated this part of the meeting, expressed full satisfaction with the outcome of the meeting and thanked all participants for a very positive and supportive atmosphere. She was of the opinion that now Black Sea Commissioners and representatives of the BSC LBS and WFD Advisory Groups, the BSC Secretariat, BSERP, the EC, other partner organizations and UNEP, now have a common understanding of the need for the revision of the LBS Protocol and the preparation of the GPA Work Programme and of this participatory and transparent process that UNEP is willing to undertake. She thanked Commissioners, experts, representatives of NGOs and members of the BSERP PIU and BSC Secretariat for their contribution to the conduct of the meeting.

Agenda item 10.
Closure of the Meeting

After courtesy words of several participants the facilitator closed the meeting at 3 p.m. on 21 Jan. 2004.
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