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Background

» The overall aim for all water bodies is good 

status or potential 2015

» Some water bodies may not achieve this 

objective. 

• Designation of HMWB. Article 4(3).

• Extension of deadline (2027). Article 4(4) 

• Less stringent objectives. Article 4(5)

» Guidance Document No. 4, 20 etc.

» New Swedish Guidances.



5 new national guidance for HMWB, EP and 
exemptions

• Miljökvalitetsnormer för ytvatten - Vattenförvaltning - Planering, förvaltning och samverkan - Havs- och vattenmyndigheten (havochvatten.se)

• Kraftigt modifierat vatten och ekologisk potential - Vattenförvaltning - Planering, förvaltning och samverkan - Havs- och vattenmyndigheten (havochvatten.se)

https://www.havochvatten.se/planering-forvaltning-och-samverkan/vattenforvaltning/nationell-vagledning/miljokvalitetsnormer-for-ytvatten.html
https://www.havochvatten.se/planering-forvaltning-och-samverkan/vattenforvaltning/nationell-vagledning/kraftigt-modifierat-vatten-och-ekologisk-potential.html




This is how we work

• National legislation, e.g.

• the Environmental Code,

• the Water Management Ordinance and

• the regulations from SwAM and SGU.

• WFD, e.g. 

• when national legislation refers to it or

• to obtain further interpretation 

• European and national rulings

• Other, e.g.

• CIS guidance documents, 

• CIS technical documents and

• Toolboxes
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HMWB and definition of EP

A) Preliminary 
identification of 

HMWB

B) Assessments
before decignate

HMWB

C) Decignate
HMWB

D) Definition of
ecological
potential

» The analysis method is based on CIS, mainly 

no. 4 and 37 but are slightly modified.

» In-depth description of some parts, e.g.

• substantially changed in character

• legal definition of ecological potential



What is substantial change in character?

» A physical change of the water body (enough 

to fail GES).

» Big enough that it leads to a substantial 

change in character not only a significant 

change.



What is the legal definition of EP?

» Ecological potential is defined in table 1.2.5 

of Annex V

» Guidance Document No. 37 describe a 

method with steps for defining ecological 

potential

» The Swedish guidance clarifies both





Extended deadline and less stringent 
objective

A) Is excemption
applicable?

B) Is extended
deadline

applicable?

C) Is less 
stringent 
objective

applicable?

» The analysis method is based on CIS, mainly 

no. 20 and 1 but are slightly modified.

» In-depth description of some parts, e.g.

• what happens after 2027

• disproportionately expensive.



What happens after 2027?

» It is not possible to extend deadline after 

2027, except due to natural conditions.

» The objective is either:

• god status/potential or

• less stringent objective.

» (Can also be god after 2027 due to 

natural conditions. But only if measures 

have already been implemented and the 

effect is pending.) Consider any special requirements for 

protected areas or other existing EU 

(environmental) legislation.

• Set the objective to a minimum of 

good status or potential.

B2) Will good status or potential be 

achieved within the cycle?

Investigate less stringent 

objective.

B1) Has measures needed to achieve 
good status or potential already been 
implemented?

Consider any special 

requirements for protected 

areas or other existing EU 

(environmental) legislation.

• Set an extended deadline

• Good status or potential 

as soon as natural 

conditions allow

Yes

No

No

Yes



Why are we talking about 
“disproportionately expensive”?

» Less stringent objectives is possible if it disproportionately expensive to reach god status or potential.

» Guidance Document No. 1 and No. 20.

» Given the uncertainty around estimates of costs and benefits, one should bear in mind that:

• Disproportionality should not begin at the point where measured costs simply exceed quantifiable 
benefits;

• The assessment of costs and benefits will have to include qualitative costs and benefits as well as 
quantitative;

• The margin by which costs exceed benefits should be appreciable and have a high level of 
confidence.

» This can be expressed as:

• Nmax × 2 ≤ Kmin
(The maximum benefit of reaching good times 2 is smaller or equal to the lowest cost of reaching 
good)

• Kmin ≥ Nmax × 2



Thank you!


