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IDENTIFICATION & DESIGNATION OF A/HMWB
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UK designation uses
Where a water body was designated for more than one use, each use was counted

Wider Environment

Water storage and supply, including powerWater storage and supply, including power
generation

Flood protection, land drainage and land use

Inland navigation and recreation

Ports and Harbours

Other sustainable human uses



Percentage of UK A/HMWBs designated for wider 
environment use

9%

91%

Wider Environment
Other designation uses

Percentage of UK A/HMWBs designated for water 
storage and supply uses (including power generation)

35%

65%

Water storage and supply,
including power
generation

Other designation uses

Percentage of UK A/HMWBs designated for flood 
protection, land drainage and land use 

32% Flood protection, land

Percentage of UK A/HMWBs designated for inland 
navigation and recreation

10%

Inland navigation and recreation

68%

Flood protection, land
drainage and land use

Other designation uses

90%

Inland navigation and recreation

Other designation uses

Percentage of UK A/HMWBs designated for other 
sustainable human uses

1%

99%

Other sustainable
human uses

Other designation
uses

Percentage of UK A/HMWBs designated for ports and 
harbour use

2%

98%

Ports and Harbours

Other designation uses



Alternative approach to 
defining Ecological Potentialdefining Ecological Potential



Method development

UKTAG mitigation measures approach
Sector based projects
Guidance developed and trialled (Sept 07 
– Mar 08)
Final version available on UKTAG websiteFinal version available on UKTAG website
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Broad measures types

• Working with Physical Form and 

Function

• Structural Modification

• Operations and Maintenance• Operations and Maintenance

• Land Management

• Water Management

• Habitat Creation



Step-wise approach to defining GEP
Define pressures 

and impacts
Identify the applicable 
mitigation measures

Set objectives for 
the water body

ClassificationMitigation 
measures



Key points



UK TAG methodology developed
http://www.wfduk.org/tag_guidance/Article%20_
11/POMEnvStds/gep_guidance_final

In principle, there are five ecological potential 
classes: Maximum, good, moderate, poor and 

Ecological Potential Classification

classes: Maximum, good, moderate, poor and 
bad.

UK TAG only 2 classes for 1st Cycle
• Good Ecological Potential or better; or
• Moderate Ecological Potential or worse.



Rollout and classification of 
GEPGEP



Stakeholder participation

Ports & Navigation
Inland Navigation
Hydropower companies
Internal Drainage Boards
Water CompaniesWater Companies

Questionnaire approach
Single activity of small number of WB’s
Expert workshops for multi-issue water bodies

Review by stakeholder groups
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