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Action 6 – first runs
See the presentation 101109_ULg.pdf (B. Dewals)
Nearly all models have undertaken their first run. Consistency checks are being carried-out. The Rur model is being set-up but should deliver its first results shortly.
Between Wallonia and Netherlands, the gap between results is related to the extrapolation of the free surface over the 800m gap between the hydraulic models. The Walloon model was corrected accordingly. The influence of the correction should be limited upstream.

Mr Folkerstma would like to know which databases have been used for the modelling, what are the Q/h relations, when was the last calibration of the model, was it updated recently, etc? Mr DeKeizer will forward the questions to his colleagues at Deltares.

Between France and Wallonia, the models are consistent in Chooz but not on the border. On the Walloon side, the recent dredging was not taken into account. On the French side, the downstream boundary conditions are wrong as well as the free surface slope. The modelling of the weir in Givet also needs to be verified.

Between Flanders and Netherlands, the inconsistency was related to a misunderstanding on the exact location of the comparison points ‘Borgharen’ and ‘Linne’. There is still a difference of 20 cm between the 2 models for the 100 years return period. A meeting needs to be organised to discuss the databases used. Mr DeKeizer will contact the relevant persons.

Between Germany and Netherlands, a meeting was organised to agree on the databases to be used and solve the differences. Representatives from RWTH, WVER, Roer en Overmaas as well as Mr Folkerstma and Van de Veen have participated to the meeting. Mr Kufeld will be asked to pass on the presentation to the WP1 Partners.

So far, only the 100 return period has been modelled. Partners are invited to share their values for Q50 and Q10 as well.

Action 6 – report
The report on the hydraulic modelling should be ready in Spring 2011.
Parts 1 to 3 will be written by the University of Liège. Inputs from Partners will be required for parts 4 and 5.
A discussion started on maps. Ms Fournier advice not to represent the results at a high resolution for fear of potential problems with the local authorities. However, Partners do need these maps for the Action 7. The agreed proposition is to create the flood maps but without including them in the report. Exception is for the hotspots that are to be fully represented in the Action 6 report: it would be possible not to change the flood extent but show the difference in the water height resulting from climate change. The border areas should also be included in the hotspots. Each Partner needs to select 1 or 2 hotspots in addition to the border areas.
Flooded volumes can also be calculated for the new simulations. Only gross values will have to be presented.

Action 6 – meeting
The next Action 6 meeting will be held in Liège on December 16th. It will present the first results from the hydraulic modelling and be opened to non-AMICE participants. Mr Dewals and Ms Fournier are to set-up the agenda and send the invitations.

Other WP1 Actions will also be discussed in the afternoon as well as a proposition for the research project similar to RheinBlick 2050.

It is important to point-out in the presentation, as well as in the report, that the modelling is based on the wet scenario only. The dry scenario lead to nearly no difference in the hydrology.

Action 7
See the presentation 101109_RWTH.ppt (B. Sinaba)

Floods:

In order to refine the Corine categories, it is proposed to split-up the ‘Settlement area’ category into 3 sub-categories : commercial / residential / state building. Ms Fournier needs to check if these data are easily accessible for the French territory.
Low-flows:
· Energy : Ms Fournier has sent-out a questionnaire on the water rules used in the countries of the Meuse basin. The energy sector should be limited to power plants only. Water used for cooling circuits in the industry cannot be taken into account. There is a discussion on whether to use the energy price sold by the producer or paid by the consumer. In case of severe low-flows, energy is taken from other sources or other countries. EPAMA will check the EU market prices.
· Agriculture : See the presentation 101109_GxABT.pdf (A. Degré). Ms Degré reminds Partners that only the low-flow effect is studied here. Other parameters like nutrients, temperature, water quality (that are also modified by climate change) will not be taken into account. The Partners agree on the first proposition which is to simulate the 3 main crops of the international basin (in addition to grass). The European soil map will be used and the simulation made on the 3 main soils of the international basin.

· Navigation : Mr Hissel sent around the presentation of CETMEF model on waiting times at sluices. Contacts should be made between him and Mr Buiteveld to check whether the two software are compatible and could be extended to the neighbour countries. Nv De Scheepvaart should be included in the discussion between the Flemish and Dutch Partners. The first task is to get information on the discharge thresholds and waiting times for previous low-flow events.
· Drink water : See the presentation 101109_FHR.ppt (P. Deckers). The AMICE Project focuses on surface water quantities. Thus, drink water impact study will not include water quality evolution nor ground water evolution. Drink water in France is not pumped into the rivers. A discussion starts on how to evaluate monetarily the impacts on drink water. In case a drink water production plant needs to be stopped, water is taken from another plant. Only in very severe situations, people need to buy bottled water or be provided by the civil security. Mr Crommelink from AWW can be contacted for information on this topic (hcrommelinck@aww.be).
Results:

Representing results on detailed map can lead to conflicts with the local authorities. The proposition is to plot the current situation on maps and the magnitude of change on charts and tables. Maps will be produced for our needs anyway but should not be published if there is a risk of misinterpretation or conflict. Monetary values will be calculated whenever possible but the results should be presented as % of change.

To summarize : Partners will work with as much detail as possible but the final presentations should be simplified. The goal is to push people into taking action, and not to focus them on map inaccuracies or model hypothesis.

Representing low-flow damage is more challenging : each Partner is to propose a way to map the results for its own economic sector.

Next meeting
The next meeting will be held in Liège on December 16th, 2010.
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