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SHORT JUSTIFICATION

Soil is a vital resource. It is of great importance as a source of raw materials and as a carbon 
pool, and in its functions in the fields of biomass production and of storing and filtering of 
nutrients and water. However, soil is under increasing environmental pressure, often driven by 
human activity such as agriculture, industry and urban development. Soil degradations, such 
as erosion, organic matter decline, contamination, salinisation, compaction, soil biodiversity 
loss, sealing, landslides and flooding, has strong impacts on other areas, such as water, human 
health, climate change, biodiversity and food safety.

Though some soil protection aspects can be found scattered in current EU legislation, there is 
no specific Community legislation on soil protection. The current proposal aims at filling in 
this gap by establishing a common strategy for the protection and sustainable use of soil.

The proposal requires Member States to prevent soil contamination by limiting intentional 
and unintentional introduction of dangerous substances in the soil. Furthermore, Member 
States have to identify within 5 years risk areas for soil degradation, to set risk reduction 
targets and to establish programmes to reach those targets. An important element of the 
proposal is the requirement to establish within 25 years an inventory of contaminated sites, 
where there is a confirmed presence caused by man of dangerous substances that pose 
significant risk to human health or the environment. Based on this inventory, Member States 
are required to establish remediation strategies, including targets, prioritisation, timetable and 
funds allocated for so-called "orphan sites". Finally, in order to protect potential buyers and to 
speed up the setting up of the inventory, a soil status report has to be made for all land 
transactions where a potentially polluting activity is taking or has been taken place.

This proposal can be welcomed. Soil performs crucial functions for human activities, 
including industry. The total costs of soil degradation in the EU is estimated around € 40 
billion per year, the majority of it borne by society in the form of damage to infrastructure, 
increased health-care costs, treatment of contaminated water, increased food safety controls, 
and depreciation of land surrounding contaminated sites. It is therefore vital to address 
existing soil threats.

Also, the chosen flexibility in the proposal is positive. It is essential to have Community 
action in this field in order to address the trans-boundary impacts of soil degradation, to 
ensure a level playing field in the internal market and to protect and enhance other areas of 
common interest, such as water, food safety and human health. On the other hand, the vast 
diversity in local specificities (as regards land use, local conditions and socio-economic 
aspects) requires a high degree of flexibility for Member States in identifying the most 
appropriate specific measures and geographical level.

Some amendments could, however, be made to the text in order to ensure legal clarity, to 
better protect confidential commercial information, and to enhance the overall workability of 
the proposal.

AMENDMENTS
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The Committee on Industry, Research and Energy calls on the Committee on the 
Environment, Public Health and Food Safety, as the committee responsible, to incorporate the 
following amendments in its report:

Text proposed by the Commission1 Amendments by Parliament

Amendment 1
ARTICLE 1, PARAGRAPH 1

1. This Directive establishes a framework 
for the protection of soil and the 
preservation of the capacity of soil to 
perform any of the following environmental, 
economic, social and cultural functions.

1. This Directive establishes a framework 
for the protection of soil and the 
preservation of the capacity of soil to 
perform the following environmental, 
economic, social and cultural functions:

(a) biomass production, including in 
agriculture and forestry;

1. natural functions:

(b) storing, filtering and transforming 
nutrients, substances and water;

(a) storing, filtering and transforming 
nutrients, substances and water;

(c) biodiversity pool, such as habitats, 
species and genes;

(b) biodiversity pool, such as habitats, 
species and genes;

(d) physical and cultural environment for 
humans and human activities;

(c) acting as carbon pool;

(e) source of raw materials; 2. archive of geological and archeological 
heritage; and

(f) acting as carbon pool; 3. functions such as:
(g) archive of geological and archeological 
heritage.

(a) a repository of raw materials and a 
location for other industrial, economic and 
public uses, transport, supply and 
distribution, and water and waste disposal;
(b) physical and cultural environment for 
humans and human activities;
(c) biomass production, including in 
agriculture and forestry.

To that end, it lays down measures for the 
prevention of soil degradation processes,
both occurring naturally and caused by a 
wide range of human activities, which 
undermine the capacity of a soil to perform 
those functions. Such measures include the 

This Directive lays down measures for the 
mitigation of the effects of soil degradation
processes, and the restoration and 
remediation of degraded soils to a level of 
functionality consistent with the current or 
approved future use, taking account of 

  
1 Not yet published in OJ.
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mitigation of the effects of those processes, 
and the restoration and remediation of 
degraded soils to a level of functionality 
consistent at least with the current and
approved future use.

serious risks posed to human health or the 
environment.

(Points (a), (b), (c), (d) and (f) in the Commission text have become points 3(c), 1(a), 3(b) and 
1(c) respectively in Parliament's amendment.)

Justification

Re-classification of soil functions by analogy with Article 1 of the Soil Conservation Protocol 
to the Alpine Convention. A balance should be established between the soil’s natural and 
utilitarian functions.

In particular, areas for industrial and economic activities must be mentioned as functions of 
the soil (point 3(a)): the term “repository of raw materials” is more apt.

Amendment 2
ARTICLE 1, PARAGRAPH 2

2. This Directive shall apply to soil forming 
the top layer of the earth’s crust situated 
between the bedrock and the surface, 
excluding groundwater as defined in Article 
2(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council.

2. This Directive shall apply to soil forming 
the top layer of the earth’s crust situated 
between the bedrock and the surface, 
excluding groundwater, watercourses and 
waterbeds as referred to in Article 2(2) of 
Directive 2000/60/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council.

Justification

The extended definition of soil as reaching down to the bedrock goes too far. It makes more 
sense to relate soil protection to its functions rather than to its location, since its uses are the 
basis for the measures to be taken.

Watercourses and waterbeds are already covered by the scope of the Water Framework 
Directive and should therefore be covered by the exclusion clause.

Amendment 3
ARTICLE 2, POINT 2 A (new)

(2a) ‘remediation’ means measures
- to remove or reduce pollutants 
(decontamination measures),
- to prevent or reduce the spread of 
pollutants in the long term (safeguard 
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measures).

Justification

The definition of “remediation” needs to be uniformly established, and must contain 
safeguard measures for reasons of proportionality.

Amendment 4
ARTICLE 3

In the development of sectoral policies 
likely to exacerbate or reduce soil 
degradation processes, Member States shall 
identify, describe and assess the impacts of 
such policies on these processes, in 
particular in the areas of regional and urban 
spatial planning, transport, energy, 
agriculture, rural development, forestry, raw 
material extraction, trade and industry, 
product policy, tourism, climate change, 
environment, nature and landscape.

Member States shall make public those 
findings.

In the development of sectoral policies likely 
to exacerbate or reduce soil degradation 
processes, Member States shall take into 
account the impacts of such policies on 
these processes, in particular in the areas of 
regional and urban spatial planning, 
transport, energy, agriculture, rural 
development, forestry, raw material 
extraction, trade and industry, product 
policy, tourism, climate change, 
environment, nature and landscape.

Justification

Additional formal procedures and publications over and above the existing strategic 
environmental assessment (Directive 2001/42/EC) and the assessment of effects on the 
environment (Directive 85/337/EEC) need to be avoided. Abstract rules on soil protection 
must not call into question specific provisions from other areas of legislation.

The reporting requirements provide no added value and should therefore be deleted. 

Amendment 5
ARTICLE 4

Member States shall ensure that any land 
user whose actions affect the soil in a way 
that can reasonably be expected to hamper 
significantly the soil functions referred to in 
Article 1(1) is obliged to take precautions to 
prevent or minimise such adverse effects.

Member States shall take the necessary 
legal and administrative measures to secure 
the protection of the soil functions referred 
to in Article 1(1). To meet the requirement 
to take precautionary measures, adverse 
effects on the soil shall be avoided or 
minimised. Precautions are measures 
which are proportional taking account of
their cost-effectiveness, technical feasibility 
and current and future use of the soil.
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The Member States shall be responsible for 
monitoring those measures.

Justification

It seems sensible to use a wording by analogy with Article 2(1) of the Soil Conservation 
Protocol of the Alpine Convention.

The precautionary measures against adverse effects on the soil must be feasible and 
proportionate, and must take account of current and future use of the soil.

Amendment 6
ARTICLE 6, PARAGRAPH 1, SUBPARAGRAPH 1

1. Within five years from [transposition 
date], Member States shall identify the areas 
in their national territory, at the appropriate 
level, where there is decisive evidence, or 
legitimate grounds for suspicion, that one or 
more of the following soil degradation 
processes has occurred or is likely to occur 
in the near future, hereinafter “the risk 
areas”:

1. Within eight years from [transposition 
date], Member States shall identify the areas 
in their national territory where there is 
decisive evidence, or legitimate grounds for 
suspicion, that one or more of the following 
soil degradation processes has occurred or is 
likely to occur in the near future, hereinafter 
“the risk areas”:

(a) erosion by water or wind;
(b) organic matter decline brought about by 
a steady downward trend in the organic 
fraction of the soil, excluding undecayed 
plant and animal residues, their partial 
decomposition products, and the soil 
biomass;
(c) compaction through an increase in bulk 
density and a decrease in soil porosity;
(e) salinisation through the accumulation in 
soil of soluble salts;
(f) landslides brought about by the down-
slope, moderately rapid to rapid movement 
of masses of soil and rock material.

(a) erosion by water or wind;
(b) organic matter decline brought about by 
a steady downward trend in the organic 
fraction of the soil, excluding undecayed 
plant and animal residues, their partial 
decomposition products, and the soil 
biomass;
(c) compaction through an increase in bulk 
density and a decrease in soil porosity;
(e) salinisation through the accumulation in 
soil of soluble salts;
(f) landslides brought about by the down-
slope, moderately rapid to rapid movement 
of masses of soil and rock material.

Areas in which a change to the soil has 
occurred and/or might occur in the near 
future for one of the reasons listed in the 
first sub-paragraph shall not be deemed to 
be risk areas if the activities in question will 
be or have been carried out in accordance 
with Articles 4 and 5. 
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Justification

The eight-year time limit is appropriate in the light of experience with other, comparable 
directives.

The term “at the appropriate level” is superfluous and should be deleted.

In order to avoid conflicts of assessment, it needs to be made clear that an area should not be 
classified as a risk area if the soil degradation is in accordance with the provisions of Articles 
4 and 5. Otherwise, for example, mining areas would have to be classified as "risk areas” 
because the removal of soil and raw materials had resulted in “organic matter decline”.  

Amendment 7
ARTICLE 8, PARAGRAPH 1

1. For the purposes of preserving the soil 
functions referred to in Article 1(1), Member 
States shall in respect of the risk areas 
identified in accordance with Article 6, draw 
up, at the appropriate level, a programme of 
measures including at least risk reduction 
targets, the appropriate measures for 
reaching those targets, a timetable for the 
implementation of those measures and an 
estimate of the allocation of private or public 
means for the funding of those measures.

1. For the purposes of preserving the soil 
functions referred to in Article 1(1), Member 
States shall in respect of all the risk areas 
identified in accordance with Article 6, draw 
up a programme of measures including at 
least risk reduction targets, the appropriate 
measures for reaching those targets, a 
timetable for the implementation of those 
measures and an estimate of the allocation of 
private or public means for the funding of 
those measures.

Justification

The Member States should draw up a programme of measures for the identified risk areas as 
a whole and not for individual risk areas, in order to concentrate scarce resources on specific 
dangers. In the case of less serious dangers, risk monitoring is adequate.

The term “at the appropriate level” is superfluous and should be deleted.

Amendment 8
ARTICLE 8, PARAGRAPH 4

4. The programme of measures shall be 
drawn up within seven years from 
[transposition date] and shall be in 
application no later than eight years after 
that date.

4. The programme of measures shall be 
drawn up within 12 years from 
[transposition date] and shall be in 
application no later than 15 years after that 
date.

The programme of measures shall be made 
public and shall be reviewed at least every 

The programme of measures shall be made 
public and shall be reviewed at least every 
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five years. 10 years.

Justification

The time limits of twelve, fifteen and ten years are realistic in the light of experience with 
other comparable directives, and reduce the burden of administration.

Amendment 9
ARTICLE 9

For the purposes of preserving the soil 
functions referred to in Article 1(1), Member 
States shall take appropriate and 
proportionate measures to limit the 
intentional or unintentional introduction of 
dangerous substances on or in the soil, 
excluding those due to air deposition and 
those due to a natural phenomenon of 
exceptional, inevitable and irresistible 
character, in order to avoid accumulation 
that would hamper soil functions or give 
rise to significant risks to human health or 
the environment.

For the purposes of preserving the soil 
functions referred to in Article 1(1), Member 
States shall take appropriate and 
proportionate measures to limit the 
intentional or unintentional introduction of 
dangerous substances on or in the soil, 
excluding those due to air deposition and 
those due to a natural phenomenon of 
exceptional, inevitable and irresistible 
character, in order to avoid accumulation 
that would affect existing soil functions with 
a view to current and future use or give rise 
to significant risks to human health or the 
environment

Justification

The approach taken to the effects of introducing dangerous substances should be geared to 
the use made of the soil, and should observe the principle of proportionality. 

Amendment 10
ARTICLE 9, PARAGRAPH 1 A (new)

Authorised installations in accordance 
with:
- Council Directive 96/61/EC of 24 
September 1996 concerning integrated 
pollution prevention and control1,
- Directive 2006/12/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 5 April 
2006 on waste2 and its daughter directives 
(in particular Council Directive 
1999/31/EC of 26 April 1999 on the landfill 
of waste3),
- Directive 2006/21/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 15 March 
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2006 on the management of waste from 
extractive industries4, 
meet the requirement to take precautionary 
measures laid down in paragraph 1 
through compliance with the soil pollution 
avoidance measures called for under  the 
authorisation procedure.  
--------------------------------------------
1OJ L 257, 10.10.1996, p. 26, as last amended by 
Regulation (EC) 166/2006 of the European 
Parliament and the Council (OJ L 33, 4.2.2006, 
p.1).
.OJ L 114, 27.4.2006, p. 9.
3 OJ L 182, 16.7.1999, p. 1. 
4OJ L 102, 11.4.2006, p. 15.

Justification

Activities authorised under EU legislation which already takes soil protection issues into 
account must not be called into question by the soil protection directive.

Amendment 11
ARTICLE 10

1. Member States shall, in accordance with 
the procedure laid down in Article 11, 
identify the sites in their national territory 
where there is a confirmed presence, 
caused by man, of dangerous substances of 
such a level that Member States consider 
they pose a significant risk to human 
health or the environment, hereinafter 
“contaminated sites”.
That risk shall be evaluated taking into 
account current and approved future use of 
the land.

1. Member States shall establish a national 
inventory of contaminated sites, hereinafter 
“the inventory”. The inventory shall be 
made public and reviewed at least every five 
years.

2. Member States shall establish a national 
inventory of contaminated sites, hereinafter 
“the inventory”. The inventory shall be 
made public and reviewed at least every five 
years.

2. Member States shall, in accordance with 
the procedure laid down in Article 11 (3), 
determine the sites in their national 
territory where it is necessary to measure 
the level of concentration, caused by man, 
of dangerous substances, in order to 
establish whether they pose a serious risk to 
human health or the environment, taking 
into account current and approved future 
use of the land. Sites where such a serious 
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risk is confirmed are hereinafter referred to 
as “contaminated sites”.

(Paragraph 1, subparagraph 1 and paragraph 2 in the Commission text have become 
paragraphs 2 and 1 respectively in Parliament's amendment. Paragraph 2 in Parliament's 

amendment is amended)

Justification

The article can be clarified by a simplified wording taking account of exposure to risks and 
land use.

Amendment 12
ARTICLE 11, PARAGRAPH 1

1. Each Member State shall designate a 
competent authority to be responsible for the 
identification of contaminated sites.

1. Each Member State shall designate a 
competent authority to be responsible for the 
identification of contaminated sites. If 
appropriate, the competent authority may 
consult stakeholders.

Justification

Various stakeholders could be consulted, depending on the local situation, in order to 
streamline the identification process of contaminated sites. 

Amendment 13
ARTICLE 11, PARAGRAPH 2, SUBPARAGRAPH 1

Within five years from [transposition date], 
the competent authorities shall have 
identified the location of at least the sites 
where the potentially soil-polluting
activities referred to in Annex II are taking 
place or have taken place in the past.

Within five years from [transposition date], 
the competent authorities shall have 
identified the location of at least the sites 
where the activities referred to in Annex II 
are taking place or have taken place in the 
past.

Justification

The classification of whole industry sectors as potentially polluting is disreputable.

Amendment 14
ARTICLE 11, PARAGRAPH 3, INTRODUCTORY PART

3. In accordance with the following time-
table, the competent authorities shall 

3. In accordance with the following time-
table, the competent authorities shall 
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measure the concentration levels of 
dangerous substances in the sites identified 
in accordance with paragraph 2, and where 
the levels are such that there may be 
sufficient reasons to believe that they pose a 
significant risk to human health or the 
environment, an on-site risk assessment shall 
be carried out in relation to those sites:

determine, by new measures if necessary, 
the presence of dangerous substances in the 
sites identified in accordance with paragraph 
2. Where the results show that there is a 
significant risk to human health or the 
environment taking into account the 
current or approved future use of the land, 
an on-site risk assessment shall be carried 
out in relation to those sites.

Justification

The option needs to be left open, where necessary, of re-using the measures already carried 
out by the competent authorities. This analysis must take place taking account of the current 
or approved future use of the land and of the level of risk exposure.

Amendment 15
ARTICLE 12, PARAGRAPH 1

1. Where a site is to be sold on which a 
potentially polluting activity listed in Annex 
II is taking place, or for which the official 
records, such as national registers, show that 
it has taken place, Member States shall 
ensure that the owner of that site or the 
prospective buyer makes a soil status report 
available to the competent authority referred 
to in Article 11 and to the other party in the 
transaction.

1. Where a site is to be sold or rented to a 
new user on which an activity listed in 
Annex II is taking place, or for which the 
official records, such as national registers, 
show that it has taken place, Member States 
shall ensure that the owner of that site makes 
a soil status report available to the 
competent authority referred to in Article 11 
and to the prospective buyer or lessor.

Justification

Knowledge of whether a site is contaminated or not is not only relevant for the prospective 
buyer but also in the interest of the prospective user. This is for example relevant for when 
people rent a house with land in new residential areas in former brown fields. Such a clause
will also speed up the process of setting up a register of contaminated sites.

Amendment 16
ARTICLE 12, PARAGRAPH 2, SUBPARAGRAPH 1, INTRODUCTORY PART

The soil status report shall be issued by an 
authorised body or person appointed by the 
Member State. It shall include at least the 
following details:

The soil status report shall be verified by an 
authorised body or person appointed by the 
Member State. It shall include at least the 
following details:
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Justification

It should be possible for land owners to perform their own analysis of the soil. However, the 
result of the analysis should always be verified by an objective third party.

Amendment 17
ARTICLE 12, PARAGRAPH 2, POINT (C)

(c) the concentration levels at which there 
are sufficient reasons to believe that the 
dangerous substances concerned pose a 
significant risk to human health or to the 
environment.

(c) the concentration levels at which the 
dangerous substances concerned may pose a 
significant risk to human health or to the 
environment, taking into account current 
and approved future use of the land.

Justification

As stipulated in Article 10(1), the risk to human health and the environment need to be
evaluated taking current and future use of the land into account. The same should apply for 
the soil status report.

Amendment 18
ARTICLE 13, PARAGRAPH 2

2. Remediation shall consist of actions on 
the soil aimed at the removal, control, 
containment or reduction of contaminants so 
that the contaminated site, taking account of 
its current use and approved future use, no 
longer poses any significant risk to human 
health or the environment.

2. Remediation shall consist of actions on 
the soil aimed at the removal, control, 
containment or reduction of contaminants,
together with safeguard measures,
including through natural recovery, so that 
the contaminated site, taking account of its 
current use and approved future use, no 
longer poses any significant risk to human 
health or the environment.

Justification

For reasons of proportionality, safeguard measures to protect a site should be explicitly 
recognised as part of the national strategy. In many instances, the remediation of soil 
pollution resulting from past activity will not be possible within the foreseeable future. 
Safeguard measures cannot remove all pollutants, but can rule out risks for human health and 
the environment.  

Amendment 19
ARTICLE 13, PARAGRAPH 3

3. Member States shall set up appropriate 
mechanisms to fund the remediation of the 

3. Member States shall set up appropriate 
mechanisms to fund the remediation of the 
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contaminated sites for which, subject to the 
polluter pays principle, the person 
responsible for the pollution cannot be 
identified or cannot be held liable under 
Community or national legislation or may 
not be made to bear the costs of remediation.

contaminated sites for which, subject to the 
polluter pays principle, the person 
responsible for the pollution cannot be 
identified or cannot be held liable under 
Community or national legislation or may 
not be made to bear the costs of remediation. 
Existing financing mechanisms in the 
Member States shall be retained where they 
have proved beneficial.

Justification

Tried and tested “mechanisms” for funding the remediation of “ownerless” soil containing 
inherited contamination must be retained. 

Amendment 20
ARTICLE 14, PARAGRAPH 1, SUBPARAGRAPH 1

1. Member States shall, on the basis of the 
inventory and within seven years from 
[transposition date], draw up a National 
Remediation Strategy, including at least 
remediation targets, a prioritisation, starting 
with those sites which pose a significant risk 
to human health, a timetable for 
implementation, and the funds allocated by 
the authorities responsible for budgetary 
decisions in the Member States in 
accordance with their national procedures.

1. Member States shall, on the basis of the 
inventory and within nine years from 
[transposition date], draw up a National 
Remediation Strategy, including at least 
remediation targets, a prioritisation, starting 
with those sites which pose a significant risk 
to human health, a timetable for 
implementation, and the funds allocated by 
the authorities responsible for budgetary 
decisions in the Member States in 
accordance with their national procedures

Justification

The time limit of seven years for drawing up a remediation strategy with a risk assessment is 
too short: nine years is appropriate.

Amendment 21
ARTICLE 14, PARAGRAPH 2

2. The National Remediation Strategy shall 
be in application and be made public no later 
than eight years after [transposition date]. It 
shall be reviewed at least every five years

2. The National Remediation Strategy shall 
be in application and be made public no later 
than 10 years after [transposition date]. It 
shall be reviewed at least every 10 years

Justification

A period of ten years for the transposition of the remediation strategy, and a ten-year interval 
for review, are appropriate in the light of the effort involved.
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Amendment 22
ARTICLE 14, PARAGRAPH 2 A (new)

2a. Remediated sites shall be deleted from 
the inventory.

Justification

It is logical to provide that sites be deleted from the inventory once remediation is complete. 
The inventory must evolve and must retain its purpose, which is to list only contaminated 
sites.

Amendment 23
ARTICLE 16, PARAGRAPH 1

1. Member States shall make the following 
information available to the Commission 
within eight years from [transposition date], 
and every five years thereafter:

1. Member States shall make the following 
information available to the Commission 
within 10 years from [transposition date], 
and every 10 years thereafter:

(a) a summary of the initiatives taken 
pursuant to Article 5;

(a) a summary of the initiatives taken 
pursuant to Article 5;

(b) the risk areas established pursuant to 
Article 6(1);

(b) the risk areas established pursuant to 
Article 6(1);

(c) the methodology used for risk 
identification pursuant to Article 7;

(c) the methodology used for risk 
identification pursuant to Article 7;

(d) the programmes of measures adopted 
pursuant to Article 8 as well as an 
assessment of the efficiency of the measures 
to reduce the risk and occurrence of soil 
degradation processes;

(d) the programmes of measures adopted 
pursuant to Article 8 as well as an 
assessment of the efficiency of the measures 
to reduce the risk and occurrence of soil 
degradation processes;

(e) the outcome of the identification 
pursuant to Article 11(2) and (3) and the 
inventory of contaminated sites established 
pursuant to Article 10(2);
(f) the National Remediation Strategy 
adopted pursuant to Article 14;

(e) the National Remediation Strategy 
adopted pursuant to Article 14;

(g) a summary of the initiatives taken 
pursuant to Article 15 as regards awareness 
raising.

(f) a summary of the initiatives taken 
pursuant to Article 15 as regards awareness 
raising.

Justification

It is appropriate to allow a longer time limit in the light of the effort involved.
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The reporting requirements imposed by the Commission are too extensive. The inventory of 
contaminated sites (former point (e)) is a matter for the Member States.

Amendment 24
ARTICLE 19, PARAGRAPH 4)

4. The Committee shall adopt its rules of 
procedure.

4. The Committee shall adopt its rules of 
procedure. These rules shall allow 
stakeholders’ representatives to participate 
in the committee’s deliberations.
4a. The committee shall consult the 
affected economic stakeholders and 
environmental associations.

Justification

A transparent, democratic and effective procedure must take place with the participation of 
all stakeholders.

Amendment 25
ANNEX II, TITLE

List of potentially soil polluting activities List of activities for the purpose of Chapter 
III

Justification

The classification of whole industry sectors as potentially polluting is disreputable.

Amendment 26
ANNEX II, POINT 1

1. Establishments where dangerous 
substances are or were present in quantities 
equal to or in excess of the amounts 
indicated in Parts 1 and 2, column 2 of 
Annex I to Council Directive 96/82/EC 
(Seveso).

1. Establishments covered by Parts 1 and 2, 
column 2 of Annex I to Council Directive 
96/82/EC (Seveso).

Justification

It is essential that this directive focus as a priority on installations which are currently subject 
to the Seveso directive and that this list should be based solely on precise and clear criteria.
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