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Working Group Session 2: 

Which measures are relevant for the Baltic Sea region? 

 

What are the key challenges to planning and 
implementing NWRM? 

 What are your experiences? 

 How did you overcome those challenges? 

 

What have been the key benefits from implementing 
NWRM? 

 What are the lessons that need to be learnt from your success? 

 

What are the cost/benefit advantages of NWRMs over 
“traditional” water management measures? 

 How have you demonstrated these? 
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Working Group Session 2: 

How could NWRMs be promoted to improve their  
voluntary acceptance? 

 Or is “top-down” direction essential to delivery? 

 

How effective are NWRMs as a means to deliver the 
different policy objectives of WFD, Floods Directive, 
etc? 

 How do NWRMs fit within the River Basin Planning 
process? 

 

What changes are needed in institutional set-up to 
help deliver NWRM? 

 Do regulatory issues compromise delivery? 
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Work group session 2:  
Thematic Groups 

 

Agriculture: hall Victory (Dennis/Tamer) 
 

Urban Environment: hall Aurora (Pierre/Sandra) 
 

Forestry: hall Glory (Martyn/Juste) 

 


