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	Our ref:
A/HMWB designation review
Your ref:
SE RBD Liaison Panel
Date:

26 September 2011


	Dear Liaison Panel Member
Consultation on proposed changes to Artificial & Heavily Modified Water Body designations

An exercise has recently been undertaken to review Artificial and Heavily Modified Water Body (AWB/HMWB) designations.  As a result of this review a number of changes to the designation dataset are now proposed.  We would now like to consult with you on these proposed changes to seek your views, so that we can be confident in the designation dataset as we develop the second River Basin Management Plans.  

River basin management for the Water Framework Directive is a cyclical process. We constantly strive to improve and use the best data for subsequent river basin management plans. The changes we propose during this review will improve consistency and accuracy of the AWB/HMWB designations and does not diminish our overall level of ambition for the environment.  As the AWB/HMWB dataset will improve as a result of the review it will help us to have greater confidence in where we can improve the environment.  Any changes to water body designation will be reported in the next river basin management plan.
Liaison Panel members were such an important part of the designation process for the current River Basin Management Plans, so it is vital that we get your views on the changes we are proposing.  
Other surface water bodies types (e.g. Estuarine & Coastal water bodies) will undergo a similar review process early in 2012 and details of this will be disseminated at a later date. 
Why was the review undertaken? 
We have reviewed AWB/HMWB designations as a result of feedback received from stakeholders since the current River Basin Management Plans were published. By undertaking this review we have also been able to increase the level of confidence in AWB/HMWB designations by taking into account:
· New and improved data (for example, biological classifications)

· More knowledge and experience in hydromorphology

How was the review undertaken?
The review focused on freshwater water bodies.  The review does not include estuaries or coastal waters.  The review included the following: 
1. We looked at riverine HMWBs where biological quality elements were at Good Ecological Status 
Part of the definition of a HMWB is that the water body is likely to fail to meet good ecological status due to changes in its hydromorphology.  Therefore if the biological quality elements in a water body are at Good Ecological Status (GES) then it does not meet the HMWB definition.

As we now have more monitoring and biological classification data, we looked to determine whether previously designated HMWBs are now achieving GES.  We focussed on HMWBs where there are:

· no biological quality elements sensitive to hydromorphology at less than good ecological status, and 

· two or more biological quality elements sensitive to hydromorphology at good or high ecological status. 

Biological quality elements considered to be sensitive to hydromorphology are fish, invertebrates and macrophytes.   

The review considered whether the biological classification data was felt to accurately represent the hydromorphological pressures and impacts across the water body.  Where it was agreed by local experts that the biological classification reflects the hydromorphological condition then we are proposing the AWB/HMWB be de-designated. 

2. For some water bodies we:

a. reviewed the whole designation

A number of AWBs/HMWBs were designated rapidly without the full process of designation being applied.  This was due to a number of water bodies being identified near the end of the production of the first River Basin Management Plans.  We have now taken these water bodies through the full designation process (see PDF document entitled ‘Designation of Heavily Modified Water Bodies: Assessment Process’ included in this pack) to ensure the AWB/HMWB designation was correct.

b. reviewed specific designation uses

For a water body to be designated as AWB/HMWB there must be existing use or uses, for the modifications, or artificial characteristics.  For water bodies designated where such uses are  ‘the wider environment’, ‘other sustainable human use’ and ‘recreation’ we looked again to check that:

· the use was accurate,
· the physical modification in the water body related to this use, and
· these water bodies could not be restored to reach GES without a significant adverse impact on the designated use.     

3. We corrected errors and double checked water body designations
This involved confirmation that the designation was correct, amending any errors that have been identified and taking into account comments received from stakeholders.

What has changed as a result of the review?
As a result of the review there are a number of changes:

· Some water bodies we propose will become de-designated (a change from HMWB to a ‘natural’ water body),
· Some water bodies we propose will be newly designated (a change from a ‘natural’ water body to AWB/HMWB),
· For some water bodies, AWB/HMWB designation remains unchanged, BUT we propose a change to the use(s) for which the water body is designated – either including additional uses or removing uses.  

How does this link to upcoming changes in water body boundaries?
There is another piece of work currently being undertaken to review water bodies and their size and shape.   As a consequence of this work there may be changes made to the boundaries of some water bodies.  Some smaller water bodies will be merged with adjacent water bodies and some larger water bodies may be split to create smaller water bodies.  This work is ongoing and we will be consulting you on changes to water body size and shape in due course.  We have committed to complete the AWB/HMWB review by the end of 2011.   
The work currently being undertaken to improve and review river water bodies comprises of three areas:

1. Mapping from the older, less accurate river network, to a new high resolution river network thus;
· Improving the quality of the whole river water body data set, 

· Removing some licensing issues associated with the old dataset making it easier for us to share our data.

2.Reviewing the water bodies and amending where appropriate to ensure they are sensible management units

· This task is necessary to remove some known errors or illogical water body definitions in the existing data sets. It may also merge small water bodies or split large ones to create new water bodies, generally in response to monitoring data that has been collected since the current River Basin Management Plans were published. 

· Some small water bodies which are below the size thresholds set out in the Water Framework Directive and related guidance have been removed. 

For the vast majority of water bodies the size and shape has not been significantly changed by the review. This process is due to complete at the end of August.  Summary statistics on changes made will be available in September.

3.Defining catchment areas around the reviewed water bodies

Once the river water bodies are defined and finalised we can create catchment boundaries around them. These catchments will be defined using the new water bodies and an improved hydrological model to improve the accuracy of catchment boundaries. The catchments are used to provide information about the water bodies, including their hydromorphological designation. The catchments should be available from January 2012. 

To mitigate the impacts of water body changes on the AWB/HMWB review, we have identified water bodies where a change in designation or designated use is proposed that coincide with a proposed water body boundary change. You will see these highlighted in the attached proformas in the ‘other information about the water body’ column. Where possible we have considered the hydromorphology of the new water body when undertaking the AWB/HMWB review. However, for a small number of water bodies we will need to revisit the AWB/HMWB designation after the water body changes are complete. This will take place in early 2012. 
What we want you to do as part of this consultation
In this pack you will find a proforma (Excel spreadsheet) containing a list of all of the proposed changes to AWB/HMWB designations in the South East River Basin District. 

The ‘introduction’ tab on the proforma contains an explanation as to the different fields and column headings in the proforma.  

 As part of this consultation we are asking 2 key questions
1. Do you agree with the proposed AWB/HMWB designation?

2. If you do not agree please explain why, or provide any further information
We also ask that you provide your name and organisation.  Please consider each of the proposed changes in turn.  For any of the water bodies listed where you have an interest, then please answer the questions posed.  

The proformas only contain water bodies where there is a proposed change to the AWB/HMWB designation or designated use.  We do, however, welcome your comments on any other AWBs/HMWBs where you feel the designation remains incorrect that we have not included as part of this review.  Please make sure to include water body ID number and any information you can provide as to why you think the water body has been incorrectly designated.  If you need more information on water bodies not included as part of the review then please contact Myles Thomas.
An example of a completed response is presented in Appendix A at the end of this letter.
What other information is there in this pack?

In this pack you will also find a PDF document entitled ‘Designation of Heavily Modified Water Bodies: Assessment Process’. This documents provides a useful reminder of the HMWB designation process used for the current River Basin Management Plans.  

Further information on how we designated Heavily Modified Water Bodies for the current River Basin Management Plans can also be found on our website:  http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/research/planning/127810.aspx 

It is important to remember that in order to designate a water body as AWB/HMWB, it must meet the criteria outlined in Article 4.3 of the Water Framework Directive, which states:

Member States may designate a body of surface water as artificial or heavily modified when:

(a) the changes to the hydromorphological characteristics of that body which would be necessary for achieving good ecological status would have significant adverse effects on: 

(i) the wider environment; 

(ii) navigation, including port facilities, or recreation; 

(iii) activities for the purposes of which water is stored, such as drinking water supply, power generation or irrigation; 

(iv) water regulation, flood protection, land drainage; or 

(v) equally important sustainable human development activities. 

(b) The beneficial objectives served by the artificial or modified water body characteristics cannot for reasons of technical feasibility or disproportionate costs, reasonably be achieved by other means which are a significantly better environmental option. 

When do I need to do this by?

Please return your completed proformas  and any supporting information to Myles Thomas by 18th November 2011.  These will be passed on to the national Hydromorphology team for collation and issues resolution.

If you have any further questions, or require and more information then please contact Myles Thomas.
What happens next?

Below is the proposed timetable: 

18th November 2011 

Consultation closes

21st November – beginning of December

Collation of comments and issue resolution

End December 2011/Beginning Jan 2012 

Report of changed designations in River Basin Districts produced and made available.

From 21st November we will be collating comments and information received from the consultation.  We will identify water bodies where there is a difference in opinion over designation or designated use and consider these on a case by case basis, using the evidence provided.  This may involve further discussion with liaison panel members to ensure we come to the most appropriate decision.  
A part of our commitment to transparency, comments returned will be publicly available unless you request otherwise. 

As part of the review we will also be consulting with members of the Blueprint for Water group.
Many thanks for your support in this process,
Best wishes,
Myles Thomas 

South East River Basin Programme Manager 
Tel: 01707 632315

e-mail: myles.thomas@environment-agency.gov.uk



Appendix A – Example of a completed proforma:




	
	name & organisation
	X. Ample,                     xxx organisation 

	
	
	

	Water body ID
	Water body name
	RBD
	Catchment
	before the review the water body was:-
	the proposed outcome of the review is that the water body is:-
	other information about the water body
	fish 
	invertebrates
	macrophytes
	overall water body classification
	link to "What's in your backyard" FOR SOLWAY TWEED RBD ONLY 'Link to Water Body Data Sheet'
	do you agree with the proposed AWB/HMWB designation?
	if you do not agree please explain why, or provide any further information

	GB111111
	Example 1
	Anglian
	Example catchment 
	Non AWB/

HMWB
	HMWB  land drainage, urbanisation
	 
	Poor
	Moderate
	 
	Moderate
	click here
	No
	Project proposal accepted to restore downstream section of the river would allow the achievement of GES 

	GB222222
	Example 2
	Anglian
	Example catchment 
	HMWB flood protection, land drainage
	HMWB  land drainage
	 
	Poor
	 
	 
	Moderate
	click here
	Yes
	 

	GB333333
	Example 3
	Anglian
	Example catchment 
	HMWB land drainage
	HMWB  land drainage, flood protection
	 
	Poor
	Good
	 
	Poor
	click here
	Yes
	 


Your views on the proposed changes 





Click on the link to access a map of the water body





Information about the proposed changes to designation or designated use





Classification information for the water body





Information provided about the water body








PAGE  
7 IF  "" = "" "" "

Cont/d.."

Cont/d..

o:\wfd programme\3. rbm policy & projects\hmp project\hmp_2\vision strategy & policy\policy_process\policy & process  development\no det\review of des\a_hmwb _consultation letter_v3.doc
2
O:\WFD Programme\3. RBM policy & projects\HmP Project\HmP_2\Vision Strategy & Policy\Policy_Process\Policy & Process  Development\No Det\Review of des\A_HMWB _consultation letter_v3.doc

