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EU water policy

’ First wave water policies (1970s-80s): 15t EAP emphasised setting environmental standards (e.g. Bathing Water
Directive 1976, Freshwater Fish Directive 1978)

’ Second wave water policies (1980-90s): tackling pressures (e.g. Urban Wastewater Treatment Directive 1991;
Nitrates Directive 1991)

’ Third wave (2000s-10s): integrated management through Water Framework Directive 2000. Complemented through
specific pieces of legislation:

» Making it operational, e.g. Environmental Quality Standards Directive 2008
» Updating older legislation (e.g. Bathing Water Directive, Freshwater Fish Directive, etc)

» Deepening specific topics: Groundwater Directive 2006, Flood Directive 2007; Communication on water scarcity and
droughts 2007

’ Transversal policy action, e.g.:

» Roadmap to a Resource Efficient Europe 2011 (water / nutrient use efficiency) / Communication on the circular economy
2014 (water re-use)

» 7th EAP of the European Union (2013-2020): manage the nutrient cycle; cost-effective, sustainable and resource-efficient
approaches

» “Better Regulation” Agenda: minimise regulatory costs and ensure (efficient and effective) implementation
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Tackling threats to aquatic biodiversity

Table 4: List of pressure obtained from the review of key threats to biodiversity

Alterations to morphological conditions of aquatic habitats
Alteration to catchment drainage

Restriction of species movement

Sediment movement

Collisions with aquatic species

Extraction of water

Hydro-morphological pressures

Nitrogen pollution

Phosphorous pollution

Organic matter

Plastic waste

Other chemicals (pesticides, other contaminants)
Sound and electromagnetic waves

Pollution Pressures

Extraction of species
LI LI N LT T = nvasive alien species
*  Microbial pathogens

<Dr|vers espon

GESSUI'GS

Impac

H2020 AQUACROSS project:

] http://aguacross.eu/
10/17/20-.

Discharge of Drinking Water Directive
dangerous substances

Directive 2009/90/EC
Directive on Industrial Emissions on technical specifications for
chemical analysis and monitoring
EU Recommendation on of water status
Integrated Coastal Zone

Management

. Blue Growth Strategy
Habitats Directive

Birds Directive
Directive on Maritime

Strategy on Green
Spatial Planning

Infrastructure

Common Agricultural
Policy

Regulation
1143/2014 on
Invasive Alien
Species

EU Adaptation
Strategy

Energy Taxation
Directive

Comman EU BIODIVERSITY
Fisheries STRATEGY
Policy and
European
Maritime and
Fisheries Fund (EMFF) Marine Strategy
Framework
Directive

Fuel Quality Directive

Sea basin strategies
(Directive 2009/30/EC

Urban Waste Water

Bathing Water Directive

Directive

Soils thematic Strategy
Waste Framework

Water Framework

Directive Directive EU action on water
scarcity and drought
Floods Directive Integrated Maritime Policy

Renewable Energy

Directive 2009/128/EC Directive Nitrates Directive

on the sustainable use
of pesticides
The flagship initiative for a
resource-efficient Europe
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Multiplicity of policy instruments

Hitrogen Pollution

Species Extraction

Water Abstraction

Alterations to

Morphology Plastic Waste

Invasive Alien Species

State

Pressures

Favourable Condition &
protected areas (HD, BD)
Mitrogen targets & vulnerable
zones (WD) & Sensitive areas
(UWWTD)

Quality targets (BWD, GD)
Environmental targets &
measures (WFD)

Environmental targets &
Marine protected areas
(MSFD)

Rural Development (CAP 11)
Air quality standards (AAQD)
Funding environmental
projects (LIFE)

Resfriction activities (HD, BD)
Action programmes & Codes
Good Practice (ND)
Collection and treatment of

wastewater, water reuse and
re-use of sludge (UWWTD)

Measures (BWD)
RBMP measures (WFD)

Advisory services and cross-
compliance (CAP I)

Favourable Condition &
protected areas (HD, BD)
Envirenmental targets (WFD)

Envircnmental targets &
Marine protected areas
(MSFD)

Conservation targets, stock
recovery areas (CFP)

Funding environmental
projects (LIFE)

Restriction activities (HD, BD)
REMP measures (WFD)
Marine Strategies (MSFD)
Technical measures, multi-
annual plans, catch limits, size
of fleet (CFP)

Sustainability criteria in
aquaculture (EMFF)

Funding environmental
projects (LIFE)
I tments in infrasfructure

Rural Devel t (CAP II)
Pemits & best available
technigues (IPPC)

Emission ceilings & action
programme (ECD)

Air quality plan (AAQD)
Sustainability criteria on
biofuets (RED)

Green investments (Regional
Funds)

Funding environmental
projects (LIFE)

10/17/2017

(Regional Funds)

Funding for reducing impacts
(EMFF)

Favourable Condition &
protected areas (HD, BD)
Environmental targets &
measures (WFD)

Environmental targets &
Marine protected areas
(MSFD)

Funding environmental
projects (LIFE)

Restriction activities (HD, BD)
RBMP measures (WFD)
Marine Strategies (MSFD)
Water reuse (CEP)

Advisory services and cross-
compliance (CAP 1)

Rural Development (CAP I1)

Investments in (green)
infrastructure (Regicnal
Funds)

Funding environmental
projects (LIFE)
Sustainability criteria on
biofuels (RED)

Env. impact assess. (EIA)

Strategic env. Ass. (SEA)

Codes Good Practice (ND) RBMP measures (WFD)

RBMP measures (WFD)

Favourable Condition & Favourable Condition & Favourable Condition & -
protected arsas (HD, BD) protected areas (HD, BD) protected areas (HD, BD) H2020 AQUACROSS prOJ ect:
Environmental targets & Environmental targets & Environmental targets &
Marine protected areas measures (WFD) Marine protected areas h a // /
(MSFD) Environmental targets & (NSFD) it p://aquacross.eu
Funding envircnmental Marine protected areas Bathing water inspection
projects (LIFE) (MSFD) (BWD)
Rural Development (CAP 1) Funding environmental
Funding environmental projects (LIFE)
projects (LIFE)
Env. impact assess. (EIA)
Strategic env. Ass. (SEA)
Drivers Resfriction acfiviies (HD, BD) Resfriction activities (HD, BD) Restriction activities (HD, BD) Restriction activities (HD, BD) Restriction activities (HD, BD) Restriction activities (HD, BD)

Regulation intreduction of
alien species into wild (HD,

RBMP measures (WFD) Support bio-based products
o)

Discharge authorisation Fishing capacity and Advisory services and cross- BD) Marine Strategies (MSFD) (B
(UWWTD) opportunities, register and compliance on abstraction : . Licensing of chemicals
entrylexit scheme (CFP) permit system (CAP I) Permit on aquaculture (RASA)  */a¥iSorv sevices and cross CH)

Management measures
(BWD)

RBMP measures (WFD)

Advisory services and Cross-
compliance (CAP 1)

Rural Development (CAP 1)

Emission ceilings & action
programme (ECD)

Air quality plan (A2QD)

Diversification of economic
activities of fishing
communities (EMFF)

Legend for reviewed policies:

AAQD: Ambient Air Quality Directive (2008/50/EC)

BD: Birds Directive (2009/147/EC)

BIO: Communicafion (2012/60) \nnwahnu for Sustainable Grown: A Bioeconomy

BWD: Bathing Water Direcive

CAP |: Regulation (1306/2013) on the ﬁn;mulng management and monitering of the common agricultural
policy

CAP II: Regulation (1305/2013) on European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development

CFP: Regulation (380/2013) on the Common Fisheries Policy

ECD: Directive (2001/81/EC) on National Emission Ceilings

ElA- Environmental impact assessment (2011/92/EU) Directive

EMFF: Regulation (508/2014) on the European Maritime and Fisheries Fund

GD: Groundwater Directive (2006/118/EC)

HDx Habitats Directive (S2/43/EEC) :

IPPC: Directive (2008/1/EC) on Industrial Emissions concemning Integrated Pollution Prevention and
Control

LD: Landfill Directive (1991/31/EC)

LIFE: Regulation (1293/2013) for a Programme for the Environment and Climate Action;

MSFD: Marine Strategy Framework Directive (2008/56/EC)

Rural Development (CAP 1)

compliance (CAP 1)
Permit on imports (PMIOP) Rural Development (CAP 1)
Permit system on trade

(PSFFR)

MSP: Directive (2014/89/EU) establishing a framework for maritime spatial planning

MD: Nitrates Directive (31/676/EEC)

PMIOP: Directive (29/2000) on aqgainst the ir ion into the C: ity of
organisms hamful to plants or plant products and against their spread within the Community

PPWD: Packaging and Packaging Waste Directive (34/62/EC)

PSFFR: Regulation (EC 338/1997) on protection of species of wild fauna and flora by regulating trade
therein

RASA: Regulation (EU) Mo 3042011 eoncamlng use ol alien .'md Inmlly ah@er\t spemes in aquaculture
REACH: Reguiafion (1907/2006) of Chemicals
RED: Directive (2009/28/EC) on the pmmohun of the use of energy fvu11 rces
Regional Funds: Regulation (1300/2013) on Cohesion Fund and Regulallun (1301/2013) on Regional
Development Funds

RERM: Requiation (12552011} on integrated marine policy

RIAS: Regulation (2014/1143) on invasive alien (non-nafive) species

SEA- Strategic environmental assessment (2001/42/EC) Directive

UWWTD: Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive (31/271/EEC)

WFD: Water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC)

WsFD: Waste Framework Directive (2008/98/EC)
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Policy integration

Policy integration

Co-ordinated / integrated implementation
of environmental policies

Nitrates Directive
UwwD

Habitats / Birds Directive
MSFD

Etc.

Mainstreaming of water policy into
sectoral policy

10/17/2017

Agriculture

(Urban) spatial planning
Energy policy

Industrial policy
Tourism

etc
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Policy integration in the WFD

)

)

Integration emphasised in WFD:
» Harmonisation of objectives and approaches

» Integrated water and land use management

Integration through:

» Use of environmental objectives

Basic measures
Supplementary

Basic measures under WFD Article measures under
- .
under WFD Article 11(3)b to 11(3!| WED Article 11(4)
11(3)a (somealreadyin (if basic measures
(pre-dating WFD) place, sometobe

implamentad) are not enough)

Existing and planned i Required by WFD

1005

Water
bodies in
less than

good status

4

Water
bodies good
or better

056

Starting Business Objective
point as usual
scenario

» River basin management planning (negotiation to coordinate/integrate other policies

» The use of multi-beneficial measures (e.g. Natural Water Retention Measures)
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Coordination with other water-related legislation —some examples

Elements of the WFD

Nitrates Directive

Floods Directive

Birds and Habitats
Directive

Pressure analysis

Monitoring and status
assessment

Objectives / exemptions

Measures selection

1U/L120L(

e.g. inventory of
agricultural practice

e.g. nitrates
monitoring and
assessment methods,
nutrient standards

e.g. NVZ targets

e.g. nitrate action
programmes

e.g. inventory of
infrastructure

e.g. discharge
monitoring,
identification
sensitive waters

e.g. sensitive waters
target

e.g.
secondary/tertiary
treatment

e.g. inventory of
infrastructure, land
use

e.g. hydrological
monitoring

e.g. flood risk

reduction vs hydro-

morphology

e.g. N\WRM

e.g. analysis of
human activities

e.g. HD freshwater
types vs WFD broad

types

e.g. favourable
condition vs GES

e.g. in protected
areas

e.g. pollution
discharge from
freshwater systems

e.g. initial
assessments

e.g. good
environmental status
vs good ecological
status

e.g.
upstream/downstrea
m coordination
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WFD implementation and catchment management

Commlssmn'Pa'rIl nt Council
r.opea’nTeveI WFD, ND, UWWTD, FD, HBD, MSFD, CAP, amne -
, etc _ ~ ~
/ CIS& working groups 1
7/
~ ~ R — - — NI T e e e - -
Federal/nafLouaHe::e.‘L “_{'_lnlsmes 8-SE~IU1'OT§/ agencies
- - = — = = = —— == N\
7 - S
/7 \
[ River basin organisations \
\\ Catchment management /
7/

L I —
— —— -
— —
-— =

= h
Regﬂ)naﬁevei. - Local governrn_en-t, u'ﬁiC'hpa.litLes
- = — ~

4

~
~
LocaNevel _ Citizen groups, _charitiess —
———— L Local priorities: e.g. economic

developnient, qUamty of Meamermy ete ~
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Some mechanisms for policy integration at catchment level

» Rouillard & Spray (2016): a review of 16+ ICM projects around the world (UK, France, Australia, US, etc)

»  No case of strong alignment where policies are “synchronised”
» Mechanisms

»  Hiring a liaison officer, creating a forum or organising joint-workshops

»  Project & pooling of project resources

»  Strategies and action plans involving creation of joint programme boards

»  Statements of intent, joint-service level agreement for delivery of functions
» Conclusions

» Need of “local champions” to engage with stakeholders, deliver projects with multiple partners and act as a mediator
between conflicting interest

» Need of statutory framework creating inter-dependence, e.g. co-responsibility in policy planning and delivery, formalisation
of co-management (e.g. contractual agreements, joint service delivery)

10/17/2017 12
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PO“Cy mtegratlon Co-ordinated / integrated implementation

of environmental policies

Nitrates Directive
UwwD

Habitats / Birds Directive
MSFD

Policy integration Etc.

——__———__-~
- —-—
- —

- . : S
<~ Mainstreaming of water policy into ~
/ sectoral policy R

| Agriculture |
\ (Urban) spatial planning /
\ Energy policy /
N Industrial policy /7
~  Tourism N

Bte. -
10/17/2017 ~ - C 14
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Policy support to the intensification of drivers

10/17.

Regulation (508/2014) on the Eurcpean Maritime and Fisheries Fund

Regulation (380/2013) on the Common Fisheries Policy

Sectoral P Promoted Drivers

Urban Areas

Water Utilities
Fishing

.. Aquaculture

Agriculture

Communication (COM (2004) 254 final/2) Innovation in the Blue Economy

Reqgulation (1307/2013) establishing rules for direct payments to farmers under support schemes -

Regulation (1305/2013) for European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development

Regulation (1300/2013) on Cohesion Fund

Regulation (1301/2013) on Regional Development Funds

Directive (2009/28/EC) on the promotion of the use of energy from renewable resources
Communication (COM2014/014 final) Towards an Industrial Renaissance
Communication (COM2010/0352 final) Europe, the world's Mo. 1 tourist destination
Communication (COM (2004 ) 453 final) on Short Sea Shipping

White paper (COM (2011) 144 final) Roadmap to a Single European Transport Area

Floods Directive (2007/60/EC)

Fuel Quality Directive (2009/30/EC)

Reqgulation (710/200%) on organic aguaculture animal and seaweed production

Legend:

Direct support (funding mechanisms) that increase threats to agquatic biodiversity;
Encouraging a change of sectoral practices that leads to increase the threat;
FPromotion of the threat through new practices by changing the regulatory landscape
Mot applicable

Energy

Transport

=
=)
m
=
=
=

Waste sector

Key Threats to Aquatic
Biodiversity

s 5 £ 5 5 s,
T3S § § = &
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H2020 AQUACROSS project:
http://aguacross.eu/



er Sign ance to European Eco y Future trends

Agriculture + Utilised agricultural area: 170 million hectares (2013)

H2020 AQUACROSS prOJeCt * 10.8 million farms operating in the EU-28 (2014)

« Employs 9.5 million people, 4.4% of total employment (EU-28, 2013)
http//aquaCI'OSSEU/ + GVA of the sector is around 160 billion EUR (2013)
. » Share of agriculture in EU-27’s GDP (GVA/GDP): 1.2% (2013)
WWWGCO|OCIIC6U Urban areas = 67% of EU GDP in metropolitan regions of more than 250 000 inhabitants

.

7% of the EU’s population live in cities of over 5 million inhabitants
In the EU: 26 cities of more than 1 million inhabitants, and 373 cities of

] ]
more than 100 000 inhabitants 72.4% of the EU’s population lives in
a.C I I I g r I V e r S cities, towns and suburbs

Water utilities + Involves 75 400 enterprises and employs 1.5 million people
A GVA of 97.5 billion EUR

.

. . Commercial GVA of EU fisheries amounts to 3.4 billion EUR
¥ Common Agricultural Policy
83 590 fishing vessels registered in the EU fleet
Aquaculture « Supplies 24% of Europe’s seafood (2014)
GVA of 1 500 million EUR (EU-28) (2013)
80 000 employees in a full time equivalent of around 27 000 jobs (2013)
8th biggest aquaculture producer in the world (2015)

.

.

.

.

» Direct payments: 290 billion EUR (2014-2020)

Renewable sources supply 25% of primary energy production in Europe.
Hydropower accounts for 16.6% of primary energy production, the EU
28's largest renewable energy resource (2013)

Offshore wind: 10% of total wind energy in Europe; 35 000 employees;

» EMFF (maritime and fisheries): 6.4 billion EUR (+

0il and gas: GVA 107-133 billion EUR, and 25 000- 50 000 jobs (2011).
Road transport: 49.4% of total good transport within the EU, inland

Energy

.

.

.

.

Transport

Co_fi n an Ci n g by m e m ber State) watenwvays: 4%, intra-EU maritime transport: 31% (2015).
Turnover for road freight: 312 billion EUR; 2 945 700 employees

Turnover for road passenger: 121 billion EUR; 1 988 500 employees
Shipping: 75% of imported and exported goods by weight in Europe
(2015).
Value of shipping to overall trade: 1,733.7 billion EUR (50.7% of EU trade)
1.2 million employees in chemical industry; generates 551 billion EUR;
the 5% largest industry of Europe; contributes 7% of Europe’s
manufacturing added value; 17% of global production.

“11: - - 19 000 firms in the mining and quarrying industry in EU-28; 614 400
bl”lon EU R (+ Co-flnanclng by member State) jobs: turnover: 260 222 million EUR; added value: 85 903 million EUR
(2012).

3.3 million firms in construction; 12.7 million employees: turnover of
1 545 459 million EUR; and 492 897 million EUR of value added (2012).
Blue biotechnology industry: GVA of 800 million EUR; 18 000 natural
products and 4 900 patents associated with genes of marine organisms
Waste sector « Turnover of 137 billion EUR; 2 million jobs

1.1% of EU GDP

.

VoV VLV

.

.

» Regional Funds (Cohesion Fund + ERDF): 350 s

.

|

.

.

Tourism Tourism contributes up 10% of EU GDP.: employs 12 million people

(2013).
Turnover of 941 075 million EUR.
Coastal and maritime tourism: 3.2 million jobs and 183 billion EUR in

.

VoA

10/17/2017
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Some mechanisms for mainstreaming at EU level

’ Establishing standards, best practice technologies or best management practice (e.g. Industrial Emissions
Directive)

’ Certification schemes to promote best practice (e.g. “green” tourism)
’ Leveraging WFD / Biodiversity protection investments (e.g. LIFE IP and Regional / Agricultural Funds)

’ Establishing financial mechanisms aiming for reaching multiple objectives in sectoral / territorial development (e.g.
Rural development programmes, organic farming)

’ Decoupling subsidies from production and intensification of drivers (e.g. on-going reforms of the Common Agricultural
Policy)

’ Introducing ex-ante conditionalities and environmental safeguards into EU financial mechanisms (e.g. cross-
compliance requirements on Common Agricultural policy direct payments)

10/17/2017 17
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Common Agricultural Policy expenditure change

TO 0,70
EU-12 | EU-15 EU-25 EU-27 EU-28
-
actual expenditure outlook 20015-2020 *
60
E5[!-
=
=
40 w*
= Q
s @
Z 2
Ss30
[--4
=
]
5
=20
=
=
10
a - T T T T
— ~ Las) s ~ — L ) (2] uwy ~ (=] — 4 oy - wy =] r~ o f=J
3882828228288 E88z2g8¢2 88
— — — — — — — — — — ~ ~ (] ~ ~ (] ~ (] ~ ~ L] ~ ~ (] ~ (] ~ ~a L] ~ ~
N Export refunds Other market support m Market-related expenditure
m Coupled direct aids mm Decoupled direct aids, of which: S Creening

Total Rural Development (RD), of which: o RD environment/dimate CAP as %: EU GDP

*} 2015: budget amouwnts; 2016-2020: Annex Il Regulation 1307/2013 broken down based on notifications by March 2015, coupled direct payments including POSE|
and sal direct payment component and annex | Regulation 13052013 '

. EC (2015) EU Agricultural Spending. Available at https://ec.europa.eu/agriculture/cap-funding_en



Mainstreaming into sectoral policies

An example with rural
development programmes

10/17/2017 19
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A survey of rural development programmes

' Funding to help the rural areas of the EU to meet the wide range of economic, environmental and social challenges
’ RDPs have three overarching objectives
» Fostering the competitiveness of agriculture

» Ensuring the sustainable management of natural resources, and climate change

» Achieving a balanced territorial development of rural economies and communities including the creation and maintenance of employment
’ EC Commission survey on whether

» Funded measures tackle agricultural pressures and contribute to protect and restore the water environment

»  Fulfil minimum regulatory requirements (e.g. ex-ante conditionalities, cross-compliance, )

» Go beyond compliance and offer good practice that can help ensure waters are restored to good status and reduce flood risk
) Available at:

> http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/pdf/EU_overview_report_RDPs.pdf

> http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/pdf/Good_practice_ RDP_guidance%20.pdf

10/17/2017 20
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Collected evidence

» 52 RDPs (out of 118), covering a total of 129.3 million ha of agricultural
land, including 6.6 million ha of irrigated land, and 113 billion Euros of
planned (European and national/regional) public spending

» All MS were covered, including a selection of RDPs from MS which

RDP chapter

SWOT Linking with WFD Atrticle 5 river basin characterisation report
Reporting of all relevant pressures

Strategy Selected Priorities and Focus Areas
Linkages made with WFD and FD
Measures Concrete activities being funded

Level of targeting in relation to WFD and FD objectives Ensuring synergies and
avoiding conflicts

Budget and indicators Level of ambition in relation to water and flood management
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Overall results on level of integration

’ Progress in integration

>

Compared to the first programming period, rural development programmes of most Member States now present an improved level
of integration with water management issues

Majority of RDPs are largely consistent with WFD information on the status of water bodies and key nutrient and pesticide
pressures, and propose a diverse range of measures to tackle those pressures

Good level of commitment to environmental management (in general), as demonstrated by the average RDP budget reserved to
environmental priorities

’ Challenges

>

>

>

>

>

Large differences / variation between Member States / regions

Limited integration on hydro-morphological pressures (especially drainage, embankments, dredging, etc) and flood management
Limited optimisation of measures to contribute to local RBMP objectives (e.g. spatial targeting)

Low ambition(especially on irrigation and water scarcity)

Need better / more explicit links with WFD conditionalities and requirements

10/17/2017
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Average budget per priority (% of total budget of RDP, N=52)

M P02 "Enhancingfarm viability and competitiveness of all
types of agriculture"

M P03 “Promoting food chain organisation, animal welfareand
risk management”

M P04 “Restoring, preserving and enhancingecosystems
related to agriculture and forestry”

1 PO5 "Promoting resource efficiency and a low carbon and
climateresilienteconomy"

P06 "Promoting social inclusion, poverty reduction and
economicdevelopmentin rural areas"

10/17/2017 23
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References to WFD implementation in RDP (% of RDPs, N=52)

- N
4 o
100% / 4 N
80% " \
& so'}! \
3 |
% | 100%
X 4‘?‘ I
I 80%
zo‘s 1
' n
) & 60%
0% 7 —— g
\ Isit clear which river” Does the SWOT provide Does the data come from Does the SWOT provide '46
\basins are relevant vr the number of WBs the most recent Art 5 the target of WBs ° 40%
the RDP? / failing good ecological ~ assessment (~2013)?  reaching good status for °
status? 2021?
S -~ 20%
0% T T T 1
Is managing water in Is achieving the WFD Is managing flood risk Isachieving the FD or
general mentioned?  or supporting the in general mentioned? supporting
RBMP implementation implementation of —
P, LD
10/17/2017 an objective? FRMPs an objective?
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Coherence between RDP and RBMP pressure assessment

(% of RDPs, N=52)

Diffuse pollution (nutrient) arable land horticulture

Diffuse pollution (pesticide) arable land horticulture
Diffuse pollution (nutrient) livestock

Hydrological alterations irrigation

Point pollution livestock

Morphological modifications land drainage flood protection
Morphological modificationsirrigation

Morphological modifications livestock farming

% of RDPs

B Mentioned in RBMP and RDP

0% 20% 40% 60%

80% 100%

Not mentioned in RBMP and RDP B Mentioned in RBMP but not mentioned in RDP

10/17/2017
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Measures proposed (% RDPs, N=52)

—— On pollution from arable farming

Wetland restoration q

tati
Crop

‘ On hydro-morphological pressures

Riparian margins/buffer strips
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Use of spatial targeting in RDPs (% of RDPs, N=52)

Is there any targeting towards...

water bodies failing good ecological status? (N=52)
drinking water protection zones? (N=52)

nitrate vulnerable zones? (N=37)

areas with water bodies with quantitative deficits? (N=28) H
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Are there measures that may maintain and or increase agricultural
pressures on water bodies?

» Expansion of irrigation (50% of RDPS)
» New land drainage (17% of RDPSs)

» New embankments (14% of RDPS)
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Conclusions: opportunities in view of the review of the WFD

Promoting multi-beneficial measures and strengthening the legislative requirement on policy integration
Optimising use of available funding (e.g. targeting)
Stepping up environmental mainstreaming into sectoral policies (e.g. through environmental safeguards)

Further guidance on “governance” for effective catchment management (methodologies, management
approaches)

10/17/2017 29



Ecologic Institute } e C O

v -
5 ol : Berlin
Brussels
pory B m
i Washington DC
www.ecologic.eu Vashington D

References and further resources

’

Scheuer (2005) EU Environmental Policy Handbook: a Critical Analysis of EU Environmental Legislation. European
Environmental Bureau, Brussels

Rouillard, J.J., Lago, M., Roeschel, L., Abhold, K., Kafyeke, T., Klimmek, H., Mattheil3, V. (2017). Protecting and
restoring aquatic biodiversity: Is the existing EU policy framework fit for purpose? Environmental Policy and Governance,
Accepted.

Rouillard, J.J., & Spray, C. (2016). Working across scales in integrated catchment management: lessons learned for
adaptive water governance from regional experiences. Regional Environmental Change, first online.

Berglund, M., Rouillard, J.J., Dworak, T. (2017). Guidance on a "Good Practice" RDP from a water perspective.
European Commission, Brussels, Belgium.

Rouillard, J.J. & Berglund, M. (2017). European level report: Key descriptive statistics on the consideration of water
issues in the Rural Development Programmes 2014-2020. European Commission, Brussels, Belgium.

10/17/2017 30



Ecologic Institute > e( o
Berlin
Brussels
B,  TUWwE L e m

www.ecologic.eu

Thank you for your interest

Contact: josselin.rouillard@ecologic.eu

See also: www.aguacross.eu
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