Workmeeting PRB Neisse 18.09.2003, Prague

Participants: s. attached list.

1. Introduction

Mr. Novicky welcomes all participants

Mrs. Dr. Podraza is introducing by repeating the goals of the project:

· Test of the guidance documents in an international catchemt

· One single report for international PRB

and by presenting some graphics and statistics about the PRB.

2. Definition of water bodies

Dr. Podraza is presenting the German way of defining water bodies (for detailed information see attached copy of the presentation)

Mr. Novicky explains the Czech way:

· Traditionally based on the Strahler-Concept

· Water bodies will be sub-divided using other information (Slope, stream typology,  pressures&impacts) in the future.

Conclusion: Both ways will be presented in the progress report. The Czech answers to the ToR 2.0 were already part of the last progress report.

Nevertheless both partners agreed to show Czech and German water bodies in one single map. Therefore Mr. Xx will send a GIS-dataset with the Czech water bodies to the German partners.

3. Pressures and Impacts

Dr. Sieker is presenting the German answers to the ToR regarding pressures and impacts (2.1-1, 2.1-2, 2.1-3).  The procedure is based on the German LAWA criteria document, which contains a shorter list of significant pressures and impacts. In addition to the LAWA document procedure results from more detailed investigations (modeling) will be used.

Comparing this procedure to the Czech way the differences are obvious: in Germany detailed information of test cases are extrapolated while in the Czech Republic,  general data (e.g. xxx) is interpolated down to the Neisse catchment.

Conclusion: Both ways will be presented in the progress report. Mr. Novicky assures to send the Czech answers to the German partners until Wednesday, September 24th.

4. Refcond

Dr. Podraza and Dr. Sieker are presenting the German answers to the ToR 2.3. (2.3‑1,2.3-2,2.3-6). 

The answer to question 2.3‑1 mainly consist of a meta-database showing the data available in the German part of the PRB. 

The answer to question 2.3‑2 has already been given in the water body section (2.0).

Dr. Podraza explains that the validation of reference conditions and ecological class boundaries (2.3‑6) is based on a typology atlas which contains criteria for the reference conditions for every stream type in Germany (23 in total).

Conclusion: The Czech partners will send answers to 2.3‑1 (including a meta-database for the Czech part) and 2.3‑6 to the German partners until Wednesday, September 24th. Mrs. Prodraza will contact the LAWA working group for providing the typology atlas to the Czech partners.

5. Next meeting

The next meeting will be held in Görlitz on December 9th, 9.00 or 10.00 am depending on the arrival time of the Czech partners.
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