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Preface

filndicators to assess ecological sustainability in the urban water sec-
toro is written as part of the Sustainable Urban Water Programme funded
by the Swedish Foundation for Strategic Environmental Research (MIS-
TRA). The report is the result of a co-operation between Stockholm
Vatten (Daniel Hellstr®m), The University of Link®ping (Mattias Hjerpe)
and Ramb®Il Sweden (Denis Van Moeffaert).
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Summary

The main question for the research programme Sustainable Urban Water
Management (UW), funded by the Swedish Foundation for Strategic En-
vironmental Research (MISTRA) is whether existing urban water man-
agement is sustainable and what measures that may be undertaken if it is
not. This paper focuses on the ecological dimension of sustainability. The
objective is to examine different approaches to depne ecological sustain-
ability. Guiding principles approach politically set environmental quality
criteria, and scientipcally derived critical loads and carrying capacities
are the three methods this report investigates to assess sustainability in
the urban water sector. The implication for the assessment of urban water
management is discussed. The different approaches are used to measure
the fulplment of goals/targets for urban water supply and wastewater man-
agement for six different environmental criteria, namely water preserva-
tion, eutrophication, contribution to acidipcation, contribution to global
warming, spreading of toxic compounds, and use of natural resources.
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