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1. General information 

Country: Hungary 

Date & Place: 
14.05.2019., Szolnok  

Organizers: 
Middle Tisza District Water Directorate - MTDWD / 

Közép-Tisza-vidéki Vízügyi Igazgatóág - KÖTIVIZIG 

Documents 

Please send together with the report: 

 Scan of list of participants 

 Agenda 

 Photos 

Further engagement of the stakeholders 

Please do not forget to send report of the training also to all participants to keep them informed 

and engaged. 

Invite them also to subscribe to our newsletter, on our project webpage (at the bottom of the front 

page: www.interreg-central.eu/Content.Node/FramWat.html).   

 

 

2. Report 

Agenda and main points of the trainings (max 1000 characters) 

Please shortly describe the agenda of the trainings. Which topics did you cover? Who were 

the presenters? Did you connect with any other similar project/initiative/event? 

 

As an individual programme within the project implementation, the 2nd National training 

was held on 14 May, 2019 in Szolnok organized by the Middle Tisza District Water 

Directorate. 

 

The 1st National Consultation of the FramWat project was held on May 11th, 2018, during 

which the FramWat project and the river basin management features of MTDWD, the 

selected sections’ river basin management characteristics, the 1D hydrodynamic model to 

be run in this area were presented. The involvement of stakeholders and the water 

resource management needs of agriculture have been described. Then, together with all 

the workshop participants, we discussed the present and future water management needs 

of the participating stakeholders / institutions. 

 

 

 

http://www.interreg-central.eu/Content.Node/FramWat.html


 

 

 

Page 2 

 

On May 14th, 2019 the MTDWD - Hungarian partner - organized a consultative workshop in 

the framework of FramWat project with the following programs: 

1) Short presentation of the FramWat project, the river basin management aspects of 

MTDWD, the selected sections’ river basin management characteristics and the present 

results of the project; 

2) Introduction of the planned measures in the pilot catchment area using the water 

management strategy plans; 

3) Together with the workshop participants MTDWD reviewed the planned measures and 

directives. Stakeholders / institutions participating in the workshop had the opportunity to 

improve, complement the measures and design guidelines for their field of expertise; 

4) The tools used to analyze the effects of planned interventions (static / dynamic) have 

been introduced; 

5) Participants could express their views on the design and evaluation concept. 

 

Participants (max 500 characters) 

Shortly describe who were the participants, from which sector, institutions, levels, …? How 

many of them, etc.?  

Target groups 
Number (please attach also list of participants) 

Local public authority 
1 

Regional public authority 
2 

National public authority 
 

Sectoral agency 
2 

Interest groups including 

NGOs 

3 

Higher education and 

research 

1 

International organization  
- 

General public 
- 

*according to the Target groups identified in AF 

 

Description: The consultation was very familiar,however the low number of participant 

the consultation was effective and useful to present the progress of the project and the 

Pilot River Basin catchment – Nagykunság – in relation with water retention and NSWRMs. 

The whole FROGIS develpment and use process with valosrisation and modelling.   
 

Stakehodlers came from different sectros: 

- Water management, 

- Agriculture, 

- Forestry, 

- Fishery, 
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- Drinking Water Company 

- Environmental NGOs 

 

Trainings and discussion (max 1000 characters) 

How did the trainings and discussion take place (presentation of method, general discussion, 

in small groups, facilitated by whom)? Which topics/questions did you discuss? What were 

the main conclusions? (please attach also 2-3 photos) 
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3. Outcomes 

Did you include any of the below proposed questions/topics into the discussion? If yes, please 

provide short feedback from your stakeholders:  

Topic to be discussed with stakeholders Stakeholder Feedbacks 

T2 – Effectiveness of the NSWRMs 

Does the Static method on effectiveness 

assessment reflects the expectations of 

stakeholders, what are their expectations? 

During the National training the Static 

method was presented in general, there 

were no comments about expectation.  

Which other indicators of water retention (using 

N(S)WRM) should be incorporated into the Static 

method on effectiveness assessment? 

We didn’t use additional indicators to 

assess the river basin. In our case 

excess water (pluvial flood) hazard was 

suggested to taking into account as an 

indicator, however we used hazard map 

during the placement of the measures 

in the pilot area. 

Are there experiences among the stakeholders 

with assessing, monitoring or modelling the 

effectiveness/relevance of the same type of 

measure within different climate regions, 

ecoregions, etc.? 

Yes, some of the stakeholder has 

experiences about modelling work.  

How to assess the effectiveness of NSWRM - a 

request to provide good case study or already 

existing method 

According to stakeholders proper 

hydrological and hydro-dynamical  

model that can analyse the water 

balance of the catchment could be 

effective to assess the impacts of 

NSWRMs. 

What can be done to improve the accuracy of 

the Static Method to assess cumulative effect of 

N(S)WRM in the river basins? Is it anyhow 

possible to assess the cumulative effect of 

N(S)WRMs? 

Static method is a preliminary 

estimation of the expected effects. 

However in Middle-Tisza with our tools 

we have no chance to analyse every 

expected effects.   

What is the appropriate scale to assess 

effectiveness of measures or to propose 

measures to the decision makers or 

stakeholders? Is it water body catchment, river 

basin, other division of land? Can decision 

maker/stakeholder (land owner/user) think at 

catchment scales? 

The appropriate scale for stakeholders 

to assess effectiveness is SPU, but it 

depends on the stakeholders and its 

specialization.  

Are different kinds of stakeholders (foresters, 

farmers, water managers, etc.) willing to 

implement measures on the river basin with 

cumulative effects or rather choose one 

Rather choose lots of measures, with 

the highest expected impacts. 



 

 

 

Page 5 

 

measure with maximum effect for their 

concern? How the priorities can be chosen? 

Is it possible to cover all problems of particular 

pilot area within Expert variant and Local 

preferences variant of Concept plan? Are they 

covering all problems/issues identified within 

Strategic documents of different policies? 

Concept plan should be in accordance 

with Strategic documents and policies.  

Is it possible to use dynamic models for 

assessing the effectiveness and/or cumulative 

effectiveness of N(S)WRMs? Which ones? For 

each type of N(S)WRM, if not, for which of 

N(S)WRMs? 

Details on the concept plan 

Is it possible to use dynamic models to verify 

results of static method to assess effectiveness? 

In the current phase of the project it is 

uncertain 

All Work Packages 

Are there any good practices in implementing 

NSWRM that could be shared among 

partners/countries in the region? 

That’s a crucial point to have good 

practice by implementing NSWRM and 

sharing.  

 

Stakeholders’ feedback (max 2000 characters) 

What were stakeholder’s comments/observations on the developed methods and planned 

FramWat outputs?  

Were they interested to be further informed, involved into the project activities as defining 

the indicators, their values determination/estimation, dynamic modelling, measures 

proposals? 

Process of National meeting: 

- Present project goals, the  valorisation results for the participants,  

- Provide the measure catalogue divided into sectors, asking proposal 

- Created an overview map with necessary overlay,  

- Place the selected (considered appropriate) measures in river basin, 

 

Some of the  Comments: 

- The regulation of ecological focus areas in Hungary is inadequate. However this 

kind of measure can prove the area for water retention,  

- Current canal system is bad, field canal system should be reviewed  

- No till agriculture was proposed instead of deep plowing, with deep rooted 

plants. 
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Outcomes (500 characters) 

What would you consider to be the main outcomes of the National Trainings? Summarize in 

few points.  

 

A New measure was proposed: N06 Restoration an reconnection of seasonal streams. 

The former streams and wetlands in the operational area can be supplied with water 

gravitationally by the Nagykunsági Irrigation canals.  

 

 

Next steps 

Were there any further steps agreed with stakeholders on the National Trainings? 

 

 

A New measure was proposed by one of the stakeholder: N06 Restoration an 

reconnection of seasonal streams. 

The former streams and wetlands in the operational area can be supplied with water 

gravitationally by the Nagykunsági Irrigation canals.  

 

 

 

Organizer’s feedback on the process 

Let us know if you like the way work with the stakeholders is organized within the project 

(plan, communication, etc.). What is missing? What kind of support would you like from us 

next time? Share your recommedations, comments, etc.  

Lack of participants, the interest and active involvement was missing from the 

stakeholders. 
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Annexes 
 

List of Partcipants: 
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Invitation letter and programme: 
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