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r—
hing the child grow...._

2000 — Adop lon of the Water
“Framework Directive

2001 — Launching the Common
& Implementation Strategy

=-=-=-:

= _- 2003 — Designation of competent
- authorities

¢ 2005 — Article 5 report

« Today (2006): strategies for monitoring,
Initiating the selection of measures....
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&
ith worries of its many _parents... =

‘e we going.in the right direction, is its
ucation right?

learly, some positive signs:
= _Efforts put by Member States at early stages
&=~ The Common Implementation Strategy

._ 1--_
'.l-i"_ —

= ;_—a-.c__;— (the majority of) Article 5 reports delivered..

— —_Some consultation, participation (EU,
national...)

« But more in-depth review necessary at
this critical stage
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r—
B/\WWE Initiative

fVey of Article' 5 reports for selected
Ver basin districts (26)
'med at reviewing the economic
omponents of these reports
:._f_:f _\Nlth particular focus on Article 9 issues:
— — Definition of water services

— Cost-recovery assessment

— Contribution of uses to the costs of wate
services

__.__;_- .
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vould close our eyes... wewould=
Feam of..

Wide . nition of Water services
=To ensure transparency
'To ensure equitable application of the
‘polluter pays principle

_-—_-

—«;:-nA definition of water services that

-l—-"- _—-"'
o —
_-—'

— ~ accounts for self-services

— To ensure coherent application of the
polluter pays principles and of the recovery
of environmental costs
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ould also dream of... . ..

{-recovery.investigated for all
rvices taking envwonmental and
ource costs into account

BSAN assessment of the contribution of

=— ;uses to the costs of services, linking

P — —""-.h.'C -

= L

--*f.-"-** ‘pressures & impacts analysis to

economics

e An assessment of the effectiveness and
Incentive dimension of water pricing
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r—
/, being optimist, the cherry on
1e cake would be....

= e — - L —

tpreparation of the follow-up steps, i.e.
= Economic analysis for supporting the
g selection of measures (cost-effectiveness)
= —|dentification of gaps in information and
practical proposals for filling these gaps
within a given time frame
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did we find?
- On water services

ter services not always properly defined in the reports
iery narrow definition of water services — drinking
"- and sewerage in the majority of cases
dther services identified in a limited number of cases

1ude
&= Infrastructure for irrigationwater supply
= — Dams for power
—  — Infrastucture for rainwater collection

— Drainage, land improvements for agriculture

In some cases, other services excluded with limited (no
clear) justification

Self-services included in the definition of water services
In half of the cases
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did we find? —
. On cost-recov"ery assessment

] ssessment restricted to drlnklng water and

W age

anC|al costs investigated always (sometimes
-’;= lalitatively)

=e Environmental & resource costs considered in a

e — -
= g ~ il

=~ — few cases only
= In several cases, no transparency on how cost-
recovery computed
« Very few assessment of the contribution of uses
to the costs of water services
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tdid we find? —
. On analyS|s of water pricing

fater prices often |nvest|gated (as_ part of
OSt-recovery assessment)
Very limited investigation of its incentive

| _Tff limension (Indeed, large knowledge gap)

— % Economic instruments such as
environmental taxes/charges or subsidies
analysed — but no coherence in approaches
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tdid we find?
. On follow-up steps

conomic analysis for selection of
'asures mentioned In a few cases

t|V|t|es for filling gaps in knowledge
= _-=“. dentlfled In half of the cases — but not

- -.ri"_
p—=—— —--".J-.c -

= — always in an operational way

—
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sy N
Innovation, policy, environment -

all, how can we rate the eeconomic
nhalysis of Article 5 reports?

Impacts Interpretation Cost-recovery Environmental/ | Contribution of | Analysis of economic Follow-up for filling
Assessment Risk-Analysis |"water services" assessment resource costs uses to costs instruments information gap
shet | @ | o [ |
o |

Germany Elbe
Germany Ems and Weser
Germany Middle Rhine
Germany Oberrhein
Denmark Arhus Amt
Estonia Viru-Peipsi
Spain Guadalquivir
Finland Rkymijoki-Gulf
France Rhoéne

Seine-Normandie
None
Danube

France
Greece
Hungary
Ireland
Italy
Latvia
Netherlands
Netherlands

Shannon
None
Lielupe
Maas
Rhine Delta
Vistula

Tejo/Ribeiras
Oeste

Prut
None
Danube

Poland

Romania
Sweden

Slovenia
K

[

| rouga | owe |
ok [ sounwes |
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all, did Member States follew the
ATECO guidance prmmples’?

e — - L —

grated? Not yet

ratlve? Yes, the main justification for
sexplaining current limitations...

—_—"

== _-;-Dfoportional and targeted to policy

——--".J-.c =

— —

_-"i-"-*' ‘decisions? Not yet
« Participatory? Only in a few cases
e Transparent? Not in many (50%) cases
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A implications?

ember States
quired for the economic analysis
Need to reV|ew/|mprove parts of the analyses (priorities
given by Pressures/impacts and significant water
~management issues...)
t0r the European Commission
= _Deallng with possible compliance problems?
«—— This review can help overall review of Article 5
= — Thereview cannot be limited to a similar survey....

For the CIS

— Coherence in implementation has clearly not been
achieved

— Need further efforts and instruments to ensure
coherence?

_.-_...'-
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novation, policy, environment
N/

Many thanks for your attention
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