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https://ec.europa.eu/info/news/evaluation-eu-legislation-urban-waste-water-treatment-finds-it-fit-purpose-its-effectiveness-could-be-improved-2019-dec-17_en
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UWWTD: What is new? - Energy/climate/circular economy
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https://environment.ec.europa.eu/topics/water/urban-wastewater_en#revision

UWWTD: What is new? - Governance
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https://environment.ec.europa.eu/topics/water/urban-wastewater_en#revision
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Now: 70% water tariffs and 30% public budget
Proposal: 3 sources of financing

Cost coverage,
affordabllity

Total Costs: EUR 3,8

billion/year in 2040

 Average increase
2,3% in 2040

« Affordability not
endangered

Public Budget -

(EUR 0,8 bn/year by
2040)

» EU funds for water:
EUR 2 bn/year

* Average public
budget for water:
EUR 30 bn/year

Producer
responsibility (EUR
1,2 bn/year by 2040)

* 0,5 to 0,9% max
reduction of profit
margins

*Or 0,6% max of
annual expenses
(EUR 2,7 year/person
max)

United Kingdom

Total monetized
benefits: EUR 6,6
bn/year in 2040
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Effectiveness

* Overall effective.

* Sludge use: 40%
on fields, 27%
incinerated, 10%
composted.

* Levels of heavy

metals significantly
decreased.

*« 2> Some MS go
beyond SSD
standards

Coherence

* Aligns broadly with
the objectives of

Efficiency

* Sludge in
agriculture is the
most efficient use the Green Deal

« Mono-incineration and Zero Pollution

is the most costly. BUT
* Especially for * More could be

phosphorus, done, e.g.
replacing mineral microplastics,
fertiliser by pharma, pathogens
recovered P is in sludge.

efficient.

+>SSDis
technology neutral

Evaluation of the Sewage Sludge Directive

EU added
value

* Sole instrument to
protect soil in the
EU from sludge
use.

« Many MS go
beyond the
requirements.

Evaluation of the Sewage Sludge Directive — main findings

Relevance

» Continues to be
relevant.

 Important to
stakeholders.

» More could be
done regarding list

of contaminants
and their risk to
environment and
health.
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52023SC0157

Thank you for your attention
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