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The Green and Digital transitions

» Europe’s growth strategy %
« Hundreds of thousands of new green
iobs The European
« Just Transition Fund to assist Green Deal

Member States and ensure support to
those most effected

* These transitions will make Europe
more resilient and strategically
autonomous




Starting point: Findings of the Evaluation

Room for
Improvement

Effective tool — Tangible impacts Remaining pollution

Simple and targeted instrument

| essons learnt

Energy use, sludge management

Carrot and stick
Governance —

transparency/reporting

Benefits >>> costs Coherence with other legislation




Implementation
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1600155318894&uri=CELEX:52020DC0492

Our approach to the impact assessment

METHODOLOGY STAKEHOLDER
. OECD CONSULTATION SRAETING
- Established models forimpacts & * Web-meetings

costs Speed dates * In line with Better Regulation

Guidelines
2 baselines: 2016 + full compliance ~ * Stakeholder workshops . . . .
Expertengagementon Conference with DE presidency C.Iar|ty regarding certainty of
chemicals and treatment Online public consultation findings
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DATA ANALYSIS
COLLECTION L :

- Draft policy options _  Quantification/modelling by

: :  Evaluation JRC

inspired by December : | _ _

WorkShOp * Information from Memb.er States . Tr|angu|at|on of evidence
- Consultation strategy & ocpl)eli_ators " con_:,_ultatlon on
« Roadmap Modeting assumptions Commiasian

» Literature review

Externalized studies



Broad spectrum of topics to be covered In
A...

Small

agglomerations Nutrients

Contaminants of

Sludge Industrial

management

Sensitive areas emerging

concern discharges

Energy Reporting and
use/production + Monitoring Information to
carbon footprint the public

Governance,
iIncluding EPR




Many policy options & some over-arching
considerations

Fit for the future
(2040, 20507?)

Investments:

Risk-based

N & polluter pays &
approac appropriate investing where it
VS deadlines makes sense

EU targets

\

Administrative
burden
VS
timely provision of
relevant data

Control at source
VS
end-of-pipe action
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Remaining pollution

Storm water overflows and Small agglomerations Individual systems
urban runoff

~

management plans

RRne

Integrated

EU fixed objectives
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++

Risk-based approach
with derogations

Monitoring + reporting

to EC

Ban separate sewer
discharges without
treatment

: =

Decrease the
threshold 1 000 p.e.

! EU fixed approach of\
p.e. per ha

_/

: Risk-based approach
with derogations

- _/

s ~N
Reduction of use — connect
where there is centralized
system

_J/

. ~

IAS only as exemption

: Risk-based approach \
with derogations

National database
(max 2% of 1AS)

N _/

Inspection strategies

Better Standards




Nutrients & sensitive areas

Sensitive areas Nutrients
( Align the definitionof g
. sensitive areas for | Stricter N & P thresholdsin
eutrophication with the general
_ Nitrates Directive ) L
" EUthresholds defining | -
— EU thresholds defining — :
eutrophication + UWWTD I\Nﬂcgepsftélrngltlalr;rthéeus\r;\;)\ﬁ? ;osr
guidance for designation 9
N _/ N— _
Improve reporting to better Use risk based approach via
be able to assess derogations (in line with
effectiveness WFD objectives)
N _/ N _J

- ™
Abandon criterion b and c of Annex
I, whilst setting generally stricter N

& P thresholds for all large

UWWTPs
— _J
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Summary of feedback from the roadmap

Replies: 57 replies.
Who: Business associations (35%), NGOs (14%), individual companies (25%), public
authorities (14%), EU citizen (9%) and research institutes (2%).

General agreement that it is time to review the Directive.

oherence carbon neutrality

yathogen e  Micropollutants .
JFen ergymefficierty ..
Ve llutants

dcccntrahsed solutions mrln rial dischargest. ] |
sensilive areas ] Climate changeenergy ellicié] nu @ ) 1{ {

armaceutica S FHH“\
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Luxembourg
Ireland
Romania
Malta
Metherlands
Bulgaria
United Kingdom
Austria
Denmark
Sweden
Belgium
Cyprus

ltaly

France
Slovenia
Gemmany
Spain
Slovakia
Czech Republic
Poland
Portugal
Finland
Croatia
Hungary
Estonia
Latvia
Greece
Lithuania

Investment gap & affordability

BAU + Compliance + efficiency (EUR)
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https://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-framework/economics/OECD_study_en.htm

Financing new treatment: EPR o

European Directive
« EPR compulsory, Objectives, Principles Challenges

« Technical feasibility

National Laws * Acceptability

* Practical organization, control mechanisms

Pharmaceutical Industry

* Obligations on those placing products on the EU market including
Importers

Pharma EPR schemes

* Implement the obligation for their members, collect statistics and
fees, contracts with operators

Waste Water Operators

m

i

» Implement part of the obligations of the EPR schemes and get paid

for it = Commission

—_

— European




Thank you



