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Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 20
Recital 6

(6) Pursuant to the Treaty, in preparing 
policy on the environment the Community 
is, inter alia, to take account of available 
scientific and technical data. This Directive 
should use scientific evidence in 
implementing the most reliable indicator 
parameters for predicting microbiological 
health risk and to achieve a high level of 
protection. Further epidemiological studies 
should be undertaken urgently concerning 
the health risks associated with bathing, 
particularly in fresh water.

(6) Pursuant to the Treaty, in preparing 
policy on the environment the Community 
is, inter alia, to take account of available 
scientific and technical data. This Directive 
should use scientific evidence in 
implementing the most reliable indicator 
parameters for predicting microbiological, 
physical and chemical health risks and to 
achieve a high level of protection. Further 
epidemiological studies should be 
undertaken urgently concerning the health 
risks associated with bathing, particularly in 
fresh water.

Or. en
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Justification

Partial reinstatement of amendments 2 and 58 from first reading, adopted on 21 October 2003 
(OJ C 82, 1.4.2004).

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 21
Recital 8 a (new)

(8a) This Directive should take into 
account new types of water recreation, 
which have gained in popularity due to 
social changes and to new types of sporting 
materials and equipment.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of original recital 10 of the Commission proposal.

New kinds of water sports are today a fact of life in many of the European Union’s bathing 
waters. In such sports there is just as much risk of swallowing water as in bathing. So there is a 
need to ensure that those practising the new sports are also addressed to a certain extent by this 
directive.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 22
Recital 11

(11) On 25 June 1998 the Community 
signed the UN/ECE Convention on Access 
to Information, Public Participation in 
Decision-Making and Access to Justice in 
Environmental Matters (the Århus 
Convention). Community law should be 
properly aligned with that Convention with a 
view to its ratification by the Community. It 
is therefore appropriate for this Directive to 
include provisions on public access to 
information and to provide for public 

(11) On 25 June 1998 the Community 
signed the UN/ECE Convention on Access 
to Information, Public Participation in 
Decision-Making and Access to Justice in 
Environmental Matters (the Århus 
Convention). Community law should be 
properly aligned with that Convention with a 
view to its ratification by the Community. It 
is therefore appropriate for this Directive to 
include provisions on public access to 
information and to provide for public 
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participation in its implementation. participation in its implementation in 
accordance with Directive 2003/4/EC of the 
European Parliament and of the Council of 
28 January 2003 on public access to 
environmental information1 and Directive 
2003/35/EC of the European Parliament 
and of the Council of 26 May 2003 
providing for public participation in respect 
of the drawing up of certain plans and 
programmes relating to the environment2.
1 OJ L 41, 14.2.2003, p. 26.
2 OJ L 156, 25.6.2003, p. 17.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of recital 13 of the Commission proposal in a modified and updated form.

As the relevant provisions of the Arhus Convention have been implemented by two specific 
directives, these should be explicitly mentioned.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 23
Recital 14

(14) The continued importance of a 
Community bathing water policy is evident 
each bathing season as it protects the public 
from accidental and chronic pollution 
discharged in or near Community bathing 
areas. The overall quality of bathing waters 
has improved considerably since Directive 
76/160/EEC came into force. However, that 
Directive reflects the state of knowledge and 
experience of the early nineteen seventies. 
Patterns of bathing water use have since 
changed, as has the state of scientific and 
technical knowledge. Therefore, that 
Directive should be repealed,

(14) The continued importance of a 
Community bathing water policy is evident 
each bathing season as it protects the public 
from accidental and chronic pollution 
discharged in or near Community bathing 
areas. The overall quality of bathing waters 
has improved considerably since Directive 
76/160/EEC came into force. However, that 
Directive reflects the state of knowledge and 
experience of the early nineteen seventies. 
Patterns of bathing water use and 
recreational use have since changed, as has 
the state of scientific and technical 
knowledge. Therefore, that Directive should 
be repealed,

Or. en
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Justification

Reinstatement of parts of original recital 4 of the Commission proposal.

New kinds of water sports are today a fact of life in many of the European Union’s bathing 
waters. In such sports there is just as much risk of swallowing water as in bathing. So there is a 
need to ensure that those practising the new sports are also addressed to a certain extent by this 
directive.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 24
Article 1, paragraph 2

2. The purpose of this Directive is to 
preserve, protect and improve the quality of 
the environment and to protect human health 
by complementing Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The purpose of this Directive is to 
preserve, protect and improve the quality of 
the environment and to protect human health 
by complementing and supporting 
objectives, measures and the setting of 
common chemical quality standards as laid 
down in Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of amendment  4 from first reading, adopted on 21 October 2003, (OJ C 82, 
1.4.2004).

Bathing waters must also meet the chemical quality standards of the water framework directive.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 25
Article 1, paragraph 2

2. The purpose of this Directive is to 
preserve, protect and improve the quality of 
the environment and to protect human health 
by complementing Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The purpose of this Directive is to 
preserve, protect and improve the quality of 
the environment in order to protect  human 
health against chemical and 
microbiological contamination during 
bathing activities or other recreational 
water uses by complementing Directive 
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2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 26
Article 1, paragraph 3

3. This Directive shall apply to any element 
of surface water where the competent 
authority expects a large number of people 
to bathe and has not imposed a permanent 
prohibition on, or issued permanent advice 
against, bathing (hereinafter "bathing 
water"). It shall not apply to:

3. This Directive shall apply to any element 
of surface water where 

i) the competent authority expects a large 
number of people to bathe, or 

ii) public bodies or commercial interests 
actively promote bathing, or

iii) other recreational activities are 
traditionally practised by a recognised 
association for training purposes or for 
competition,

and where the competent authority has not 
imposed a permanent prohibition on, or 
issued permanent advice against, bathing 
(hereinafter "bathing water"). It shall not 
apply to:

(a) swimming pools and spa pools; (a) swimming pools and spa pools;
(b) confined waters subject to treatment or 
used for therapeutic purposes;

(b) confined waters subject to treatment or 
used for therapeutic purposes;

(c) artificially created confined waters 
separated from surface water and 
groundwater.

(c) artificially created confined waters 
separated from surface water and 
groundwater.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Article 3(1)(b) of the Commission proposal, as well as of amendment 7 from 
first reading in a modified form to find a compromise.
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The definition of bathing water should include surface waters which are being promoted for 
bathing. Waters used for recreational use should also be included, but as a compromise, this 
could be limited to those areas where such uses regularly occur.

Amendment by Frederika Brepoels

Amendment 27
Article 1, paragraph 3, introduction

3. This Directive shall apply to any element 
of surface water where the competent 
authority expects a large number of people 
to bathe and has not imposed a permanent 
prohibition on, or issued permanent advice 
against, bathing (hereinafter "bathing 
water").

3. For the purposes of this Directive, 
'bathing water' means all running or still 
fresh waters or parts thereof and sea water, 
in which:

- bathing is explicitly authorised by the 
competent authorities of each Member 
State,
- or bathing is not prohibited and is 
traditionally practised by a large number of 
bathers.

Or. nl

Justification

The more general and broader new definition of 'bathing water' is too discretionary and would 
constrain Member States' ability to seek to ensure good-quality bathing water. It is therefore
proposed that the original definition of 'bathing water' in Directive 76/160/EEC be used, since it 
is less open to debate.
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Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 28
Article 1, paragraph 3, point (c a) (new)

(ca) waters used for other recreational 
activities undertaken more than 100 metres 
from  the shore at low tide, or conducted 
outside the bathing season, provided that 
such waters are not at particular risk of 
pollution from urban waste water or other 
sources of pollution.

Or. en

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 29
Article 2, paragraph 1 a (new)

“Bathing water”: all running or still inland 
surface waters, transitional waters and 
coastal waters (or parts thereof) where: 
(a) bathing is not prohibited and is 
traditionally practised by a large number of 
bathers during the bathing season, or
(b)other recreational activities are 
traditionally practised, provided that such 
waters are at particular risk of pollution 
from urban waste water or other sources of 
pollution, or
(c) public bodies or commercial interests 
actively promote bathing

Or. en
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Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 30
Article 2, point 7 (f a) (new)

(fa) setting up emergency plans and 
surveillance systems;

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Article 3 (3) (g) of the Commission proposal.

This is in line with amendment 6 of the rapporteur, who suggests to reintroduce Article 12 of the 
Commission proposal.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 31
Article 2, point 7 a (new)

7a. “Other recreational activities” means 
those activities where devices are used to 
move across the water, involving a 
meaningful risk of swallowing water, such 
as surfing, windsurfing and kayaking.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Article 3 (4) of the Commission proposal.

A definition for 'other recreational activities' is needed in line with amendment 9 of the 
rapporteur, who suggests to introduce certain requirements concerning other recreational 
activities.
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Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 32
Article 2, point 8

8. "Short-term pollution" means 
microbiological contamination as referred to 
in Annex I, column A, that has clearly 
identifiable causes, is not normally expected 
to affect bathing water quality for more than 
approximately 72 hours and for which the 
competent authority has established 
procedures to predict and deal with as set out 
in Annex II.

8. "Short-term pollution" means 
microbiological contamination as referred to 
in Annex I, column A, that has clearly 
identifiable causes, is not normally expected 
to affect bathing water quality for more than 
48 hours after the termination of the cause 
and does not last longer than approximately 
72 hours and for which the competent 
authority has established procedures to 
predict and deal with as set out in Annex II. 

Or. en

Justification

The beginning of a short term pollution can sometimes be difficult to determine, therefore a more 
clear and precise definition is needed. The end of a "clearly identifiable cause" can be 
determined more precisely. 

Amendment by Adriana Poli Bortone

Amendment 33
Article 3, paragraph 4

4. A monitoring calendar for each bathing 
water shall be established before the start of 
each bathing season and for the first time 
before the start of the third full bathing 
season after the entry into force of this 
Directive. Monitoring shall take place no 
later than four days after the date specified 
in the monitoring calendar.

4. A monitoring calendar for each bathing 
water shall be established before the start of 
each bathing season and for the first time 
before the start of the third full bathing 
season after the entry into force of this 
Directive. Monitoring shall take place no 
later than four days after the date specified 
in the monitoring calendar or the date on 
which the monitoring calendar is reinstated 
after the suspension referred to in 
paragraphs 7 and 7a.

Or. it



PE 355.592v02-00 10/38 AM\562390EN.doc

EN

Justification

The purpose of the amendment is to clarify that even in the event of monitoring being suspended 
because of anomalous situations or those that make monitoring dangerous or impracticable, 
there should be a margin of 4 days for sampling after the situation has returned to normal.

Amendment by Adriana Poli Bortone

Amendment 34
Article 3, paragraph 7 a (new)

7 a. In the event of meteorological 
situations or cases of force majeure that 
make sampling impracticable, the 
monitoring calendar referred to in 
paragraph 4 may be suspended and 
reinstated immediately after the end of the 
situation of danger and/or impracticability.

Or. it

Justification

By analogy with the provisions of paragraph 7, suspension of monitoring must also be 
permissible in situations where sampling is not feasible, either because it is dangerous or 
because of force majeure, as in the case of rough seas or adverse weather conditions.

Amendment by Guido Sacconi

Amendment 35
Article 5, paragraph 1, letter b)

b) "sufficient"; deleted

Or. it

Justification

The ‘sufficient’ quality of bathing water was not envisaged in the Commission proposal nor was 
it introduced by amendments at first reading.
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The wording of the common position and the annexes should therefore be considered as 
amended accordingly.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 36
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (b)

(b) "sufficient" deleted

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 37
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (b)

(b) "sufficient"; deleted

Or. en

Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 of the Commission proposal. 

Horizontal amendment - if this amendment is adopted, all references in the legislative text 
including the annexes are to be modified accordingly.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 38
Article 5, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that, by the 
end of the 2015 bathing season, all bathing 
waters are at least "sufficient". They shall 

3. Member States shall ensure that, by the 
end of the 2011 bathing season, all bathing 
waters are at least "good" and that the 
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take such realistic and proportionate 
measures as they consider appropriate with a 
view to increasing the number of bathing 
waters classified as "excellent" or "good".

chemical water status objectives are 
achieved in accordance with the criteria, 
classification and deadlines laid down in 
Directive 2000/60/EC. They shall take such 
realistic and proportionate measures as they 
consider appropriate with a view to 
increasing the number of bathing waters 
classified as "excellent".

Or. en

Justification

Reintroduction of an earlier date for achieving the quality status in line with Article 8(3) of the 
Commission proposal, reinstatement of amendment 16 adopted in first reading and 
reinstatement of the quality status in line with Articles 4 and 9 of the Commission proposal. 

The Commission had suggested five years after entry into force (three years after the two years 
for implementation). Assuming that this directive enters into force early 2006, it is reasonable to 
set the new date at the end of the bathing season of 2011. This would give Member States more 
time than the five years that were initially proposed.

Amendment by Frederika Brepoels

Amendment 39
Article 5, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that, by the 
end of the 2015 bathing season, all bathing 
waters are at least "sufficient". They shall 
take such realistic and proportionate
measures as they consider appropriate with a 
view to increasing the number of bathing 
waters classified as "excellent" or "good".

3. Member States shall ensure that, by the 
end of the 2015 bathing season, all bathing 
waters are at least "sufficient". They shall 
take all necessary measures as they consider 
appropriate with a view to increasing the 
number of bathing waters classified as 
"excellent" or "good".  

Or. nl

Justification

The aim is to improve the quality of bathing water, so that it comes under the highest category, 
within a specified period; and it is for Member States to judge what measures are necessary.  
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Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 40
Article 5, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that, by the 
end of the 2015 bathing season, all bathing 
waters are at least "sufficient". They shall 
take such realistic and proportionate 
measures as they consider appropriate with a 
view to increasing the number of bathing 
waters classified as "excellent" or "good".    

3. Member States shall ensure that, by the 
end of the 2015 bathing season, all bathing 
waters are at least "good". They shall take 
such realistic and proportionate measures as 
they consider appropriate with a view to 
increasing the number of bathing waters 
classified as "excellent".      

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 41
Article 5, paragraph 4

4. However, notwithstanding the general 
requirement of paragraph 3, bathing waters 
may temporarily be classified as "poor" and 
still remain in compliance with this 
Directive. The reasons for the failure to 
achieve "sufficient" quality status shall have 
been identified. In such cases, Member 
States shall ensure that the following 
conditions are satisfied: 

4. However, notwithstanding the general 
requirement of paragraph 3, bathing waters 
may temporarily be classified as "poor" and 
still remain in compliance with this 
Directive. The reasons for the failure to 
achieve "good" quality status shall have 
been identified. In such cases, Member 
States shall ensure that the following 
conditions are satisfied: 

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.
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Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 42
Article 5, paragraph 4, point (a), point (i a) (new)

(ia) identification of the causes and reasons 
for non-conformity;  and

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Article 13(2) of the Commission proposal.

It is important to explicitly demand that the causes and reasons for non-conformity are 
identified. 

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 43
Article 5, paragraph 4, point (ii)

(ii) adequate management measures to 
prevent, reduce or eliminate the causes of 
pollution.

(ii) implementation of adequate measures 
to prevent, reduce or eliminate the causes 
of pollution; such measures should 
produce positive results within three 
years.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Article 13(2) of the Commission proposal.

It is more appropriate to speak of measures in general rather than only of management 
measures, especially as they are meant inter alia to prevent the causes. The measures taken need 
to have an effect by a certain timeline. 
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Amendment by Frederika Brepoels and Ria Oomen-Ruijten

Amendment 44
Article 5, paragraph 4, point (a), point (ii a) (new)

(ii a) the public to be informed by means of 
a clear and simple symbol and also to be  
informed of the known causes of the 
pollution or contamination concerned, and 
of all measures taken or planned, on the 
basis of the bathing water profile.

Or. nl

Justification

Reinstatement of first-reading Amendment 18, adopted on 21 October 2003, with drafting 
changes since the amendment has to be viewed in the light of Article 5, which relates to bathing-
water classification. The purpose, then, is to inform rather than warn the public. In addition, 
research shows that sources of pollution are by no means always traceable. The public can 
therefore only be informed about known causes. The final point added is that it is appropriate 
also to inform the public about planned measures and that that information is to be based on the 
bathing-water profile.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 45
Article 5, paragraph 4, point (b)

(b) If a bathing water is classified as "poor" 
for five consecutive years, a permanent 
bathing prohibition or permanent advice 
against bathing shall be introduced. 
However, a Member State may introduce a 
permanent bathing prohibition or 
permanent advice against bathing before 
the end of the five-year period if it 
considers that the achievement of 
"sufficient" quality would be infeasible or 
disproportionately expensive.

(b) If a bathing water has still not reached 
the classification "good" within three 
years, it shall be considered as not being in 
conformity with this Directive. 

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Article 13(2) of the Commission proposal. 
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Bans should only be introduced as a temporary measure - they should not allow to escape the 
obligation to achieve good quality status.

Amendment by Frederika Brepoels

Amendment 46
Article 5, paragraph 4, point (b)

(b) If a bathing water is classified as "poor" 
for five consecutive years, a permanent 
bathing prohibition or permanent advice 
against bathing shall be introduced. 
However, a Member State may introduce a 
permanent bathing prohibition or 
permanent advice against bathing before 
the end of the five-year period if it considers 
that the achievement of "sufficient" quality 
would be infeasible or disproportionately 
expensive.

(b) If a bathing water is classified as "poor" 
for five consecutive years, a permanent 
bathing prohibition or permanent advice 
against bathing shall be introduced. 
However, a Member State may remove a 
bathing water from the list of designated 
bathing waters before the end of the 
five-year period if it considers that the costs 
of complying with the bathing-water 
standard exceed the public-health benefits 
and/or that the achievement of "sufficient" 
quality would be infeasible or 
disproportionately expensive.

Or. nl

Justification

Member States taking the view that the costs in terms of public health and safety would be 
disproportionately high must be given the possibility of excluding bathing waters.      

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 47
Article 5, paragraph 4, point (b)

(b) If a bathing water is classified as "poor" 
for five consecutive years, a permanent 
bathing prohibition or permanent advice 
against bathing shall be introduced. 
However, a Member State may introduce a 
permanent bathing prohibition or permanent 
advice against bathing before the end of the 
five-year period if it considers that the 
achievement of "sufficient" quality would be 
infeasible or disproportionately expensive.

(b) If a bathing water is classified as "poor" 
for five consecutive years, a permanent 
bathing prohibition or permanent advice 
against bathing shall be introduced. 
However, a Member State may introduce a 
permanent bathing prohibition or permanent 
advice against bathing before the end of the 
five-year period if it considers that the 
achievement of "good" quality would be 
infeasible or disproportionately expensive.
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Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 48
Article 6, paragraph 1, footnote

Six years after the date of entry into force of 
this Directive.

Three years after the date of entry into force 
of this Directive.

Or. en

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 49
Article 12, paragraph 1, point (b)

(b) a general description of the bathing 
water, in non-technical language, based on 
the bathing water profile established in 
accordance with Annex III;

(b) a general description of the bathing 
water, in non-technical language, based on 
the bathing water profile established in 
accordance with Annex III, including the 
status of the bathing water according to 
Directive 2000/60/EC. It shall display 
prominently a Commission-approved 
symbol to advise users of the current status 
of bathing water quality.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstates amendment 21 from first reading, adopted on 21 October 2003 (OJ C 82, 1.4.2004).
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Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 50
Article 12, paragraph 1, point (e a) (new)

(ea) in the event of a bathing water being 
removed from the list of bathing waters, a 
notice advising the public of such a 
removal and giving the reasons for it. Such 
notice shall be put up in the immediate 
vicinity of the water during the bathing 
season of the year that the removal takes 
place and the following year. It shall 
include warning signs at the beach and 
shall also indicate to the public the nearest 
available bathing water;

Or. en

Justification

Reinstates Article 16(1)(c) of the Commission proposal as amended by amendment 23 in first 
reading, adopted on 21 October 2003 (OJ C 82, 1.4.2004).

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 51
Article 12, paragraph 2, introductory part

2. Member states shall use appropriate 
media and technologies, including the 
Internet, to actively and promptly 
disseminate the information concerning  
bathing waters referred to in paragraph 1 and 
also the following information:

2. Member states shall use appropriate 
media and technologies, including the 
Internet, to actively and promptly 
disseminate the information - including 
translations in foreign languages 
frequently used in the area - concerning  
bathing waters referred to in paragraph 1 and 
also the following information:

Or. en

Justification

Information necessary for tourists speaking other languages.
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Amendment by Frederika Brepoels

Amendment 52
Article 12, paragraph 2, introduction

2. Member States shall use appropriate 
media and technologies, including the 
Internet, to actively and promptly
disseminate the information concerning 
bathing waters referred to in paragraph 1 and 
also the following information:

2. Member States shall use appropriate 
media and technologies, including the 
Internet, to disseminate as quickly as 
possible the information concerning bathing 
waters referred to in paragraph 1 and also 
the following information:

Or. nl

Justification

When information is disseminated, account should be taken of a number of practical actions, 
including sampling and laboratory research. 

Amendment by Guido Sacconi

Amendment 53
Article 12, paragraph 4

4. Member States and the Commission 
shall, wherever possible, provide 
information to the public using geo-
referenced technology and present it in a 
clear and coherent manner, in particular 
through the use of signs and symbols.

4. After hearing the Member States, 
relevant tourist and consumer 
organisations, environmental organisations 
and other interested parties, the 
Commission shall, by *, develop a simple 
standardised system of symbols which can 
be used in various spheres by Member 
States, regional or local authorities, the 
tourist industry etc. as one among other 
information tools designed to provide 
information to the public. The system must 
be available on an EU website.

* Two years after the entry into force of this 
Directive

Or. it
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Justification

The amendment reinstates in part the text of amendment 27 adopted at first reading.

Amendment by Adriana Poli Bortone

Amendment 54
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall provide the 
Commission with the results of the 
monitoring and with the bathing water 
quality assessment for each bathing water, as 
well as with a description of significant 
management measures taken. Member States 
shall provide this information annually by
31 December in relation to the preceding 
bathing season. They shall begin providing it 
once the first bathing water quality 
assessment has been carried out in 
accordance with Article 4.

1. Member States shall provide the 
Commission with the results of the 
monitoring and with the bathing water 
quality assessment for each bathing water, as 
well as with a description of significant 
management measures taken. Member States 
shall provide this information annually by 
28 February in relation to the preceding 
bathing season. They shall begin providing it 
once the first bathing water quality 
assessment has been carried out in 
accordance with Article 4.

Or. it

Justification

It is unrealistic to expect the Member States, especially those with particularly long bathing 
seasons, to provide the Commission, within a few months of the end of the bathing season, with 
the information required, including data on significant management measures taken. The 
Member States must be given more time in order to enable them to provide exhaustive and 
comprehensive information.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 55
Article 14, paragraph -1 (new)

(-1) The Commission shall, by the end of 
2008, submit a report to the European 
Parliament and to the Council reviewing 
the protection of the health of people 



AM\562390EN.doc 21/38 PE 355.592v02-00

EN

practising other recreational activities. The 
report shall have particular regard to the 
results of an appropriate European 
epidemiological study conducted by the 
Commission in collaboration with Member 
States.
No later than 2010 the Commission shall, 
in the light of that report, and of an 
extended impact assessment, review this 
Directive with regard to other recreational 
activities, and shall present, if appropriate, 
a legislative proposal in accordance with 
Article 251 of the Treaty.

Or. en

Justification

New amendment as a compromise to address the issue of other recreational activities in the 
future. Given the strong opposition of the Council to include other recreational activities into the 
scope of this directive for the time being, Commission and Member States  should at least study 
the issue with a view to come forward with an amendment to this directive by a clear timeline.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 56
Article 15, introductory part

It may be decided in accordance with the 
procedure referred to in Article 16(2):

It shall be decided in accordance with the 
procedure referred to in Article 16(2):

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of amendments 29 and parts of amendment 30 from first reading, adopted on 21 
October 2003, (OJ C 82, 1.4.2004).
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Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 57
Article 15, point (c a) (new)

(ca) to complete the parameters in Annex I 
concerning virus detection on the basis of 
scientific results;

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of amendment 30 from first reading, adopted on 21 October 2003, (OJ C 82, 
1.4.2004),  in a modified form.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 58
Article 17, paragraph 1

1. Directive 76/160/EEC is hereby repealed 
with effect from 31 December 2014. Subject 
to paragraph 2, this repeal shall be without 
prejudice to Member States' obligations 
concerning the time limits for transposition 
and application set out in the repealed 
Directive.

1. Directive 76/160/EEC is hereby repealed 
with effect from 31 December 2010. Subject 
to paragraph 2, this repeal shall be without 
prejudice to Member States' obligations 
concerning the time limits for transposition 
and application set out in the repealed 
Directive.

Or. en

Justification

Amendment in line with amendments 2 and 3 of the rapporteur, reinstating a timeline more or 
less equal to what was foreseen in Article 21 of the Commission proposal (five years after entry 
into force).

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 59
Article 18, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1, footnote
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* Three years after the date of entry into 
force of this Directive.

* Two years after the date of entry into force 
of this Directive.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of the provisions of Article 22 of the Commission proposal. There is no reason 
why Member States should have an additional year to implement the provisions.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 60
Annex I

(Delete and reintroduce Annex I from Original Commission Proposal COM(2002)0581)Council 
Common Position

ANNEX IFOR INLAND WATERS
A B C D E

Parameter Excellent 
Quality

Good 
Quality

Sufficient Reference methods 
of analysis

1 Intestinal 
Enterococci 
(cfu/100 mL)

200 * 400 * 360 ** ISO 7899-1 or 
ISO 7899-2

2 Escherichia coli 
(cfu/100 mL)

500 * 1000 * 900 ** ISO 9308-3 or 
ISO 9308-1

FOR COASTAL WATERS AND TRANSITIONAL WATERS
A B C D E

Parameter Excellent 
Quality

Good 
Quality

Sufficient Reference methods 
of analysis

1 Intestinal 
Enterococci 
(cfu/100 mL)

100 * 200 * 200 ** ISO 7899-1 or 
ISO 7899-2
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2 Escherichia coli 
(cfu/100 mL)

250 * 500 * 500 ** ISO 9308-3 or 
ISO 9308-1

* Based upon a 95-percentile evaluation. See Annex II.
** Based upon a 90-percentile evaluation. See Annex II.

Amendment

(Original Commission Proposal (COM(2002)0581)

ANNEX I
Parameters for Bathing Water Quality

A B C D

Microbiological 
Parameters

Excellent 
Quality

Good Quality Methods of 
Analysis

1 Intestinal Enterococci 
(I.E.) in cfu/100 ml

1001 20058 ISO 7899-

2 Escherischia coli
(E.C.) in cfu/100 ml

25058 50058 ISO 9308-1 

3 Phytoplankton 
blooms or macro-
algae proliferation2

Negative result on 
tests

Microscopic 
monitoring3 , 
toxicity tests4, 
visual inspection.

Physico-chemical 
Parameters

Excellent 
Quality

Good Quality Methods of 
Inpection

4 Mineral oils - No film visible on 
the surface of the 
water and no odour

Visual and 
olfactory 
inspection 

  
1 Based upon 95 percentile evaluation
2 Only for sites which have been revealed physically sensitive to specific toxic blooms (eg dinophysis, 

alexandrium, blue algae)
3 determination and counting of cells
4 mouse test, skin test or by direct toxin dosage in plankton cells or water



AM\562390EN.doc 25/38 PE 355.592v02-00

EN

5 Tarry residues and 
floating materials 
such as wood, plastic, 
glass, rubber or any 
other waste 
substance.

- Absence Visual inspection

6 pH1 - 6 to 9 
No unexplainable 
variations

Electrometry with 
calibration on pH 
7 and pH 9

The 95 percentile value is calculated as defined as follows2.
Based upon 95 percentile evaluation of the log10 normal probability density function of 
microbiological data acquired from one bathing water; the 95 percentile value is derived as 
follows:
(i) take the log10 value of all bacterial enumerations in the data sequence to be evaluated, 
(ii) calculate the arithmetic mean of the log10 values ( ),
(iii) calculate the standard deviation of the log10 values ( ).
The upper 95 percentile point of the data probability density function is derived from the 
following equation:
95 percentile = antilog (( )+(1.65 x  

Or. en

Justification

Amends new element introduced in the Council Common Position. 

A deletion of Annex I make changes in the rest of the proposal necessary to make the directive 
consistent.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland

Amendment 61
Annex I, table 1, row 1, column B, Excellent Quality

200* 100*

Or. nl

  
1 Only for fresh waters
2 Bartram, J and Rees, G (Eds) Monitoring Bathing Waters. E and F N Spon, London.
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Justification

Reinstates the figure in the Commission proposal (COM(2002)581).

Amendment by Johannes Blokland

Amendment 62
Annex I, table 1, row 1, column C, Good Quality

400* 200*

Or. nl

Justification

Reinstates the figure in the Commission proposal (COM(2002)581).

Amendment by Johannes Blokland

Amendment 63
Annex I, table 1, row 1, column D, Sufficient

360** 200**

Or. nl

Justification

Amends new element introduced by the Council.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland

Amendment 64
Annex I, table 1, row 2, column B, Excellent Quality

500* 250*
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Or. nl

Justification

Reinstates the figure in the Commission proposal (COM(2002)581).

Amendment by Johannes Blokland

Amendment 65
Annex I, table 1, row 2, column C, Good Quality

1000* 500*

Or. nl

Justification

Reinstates the figure in the Commission proposal (COM(2002)581).

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 66
Annex I, table 1, column D, Sufficient

D deleted
Sufficient

360**
900**

** Based upon a 90-percentile evaluation. 
See Annex II.

Or. de

Justification

The original quality classification in the Commission proposal should be kept; it provides only 
for the categories 'excellent' and 'good quality'. Both more stringent and more generous values 
have already been rejected by Parliament, by a large majority, at first reading. The values 
originally adopted by the Commission are based on WHO-conducted research and reflect a high 
level of protection. Incorporating a third category - 'sufficient' - would maintain the 1976 
bathing-water directive acquis and would not be in line with the minimum requirements 
represented by the WHO specifications.
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Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 67
Annex I, table 2, column D, Sufficient

D deleted
Sufficient

200 **
500 **

** Based upon a 90-percentile evaluation. 
See Annex II.

Or. de

Justification

The original quality classification in the Commission proposal should be kept; it provides only 
for the categories 'excellent' and 'good quality'. Both more stringent and more generous values 
have already been rejected by Parliament, by a large majority, at first reading. The values 
originally adopted by the Commission are based on WHO-conducted research and reflect a high 
level of protection. Incorporating a third category - 'sufficient' - would maintain the 1976 
bathing-water directive acquis and would not be in line with the minimum requirements 
represented by the WHO specifications.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 68
Annex I, Table 2, 5th column D "Sufficient"

D deleted
Sufficient
200**
500**
** Based upon a 90-percentile evaluation. 
See Annex II.

Or. en
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Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 and Annex I of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 69
Annex II, paragraph 1, "Poor quality"

Bathing waters are to be classified as "poor " 
if, in the set of bathing water quality data for 
the last assessment period a, the percentile 
values b for microbiological enumerations 
are worse c than the "sufficient" values set 
out in Annex I, column D.

Bathing waters are to be classified as "poor " 
if, in the set of bathing water quality data for 
the last assessment period a, the percentile 
values b for microbiological enumerations 
are worse c than the "good" values set out in 
Annex I, column C.

Or. en

Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 and Annex I and II of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 70
Annex II, paragraph 1, Poor quality

Bathing waters are to be classified as "poor " 
if, in the set of bathing water quality data for 
the last assessment period a, the percentile 
values b for microbiological enumerations 
are worse c than the "sufficient" values set 
out in Annex I, column D.

Bathing waters are to be classified as "poor " 
if, in the set of bathing water quality data for 
the last assessment period a, the percentile 
values b for microbiological enumerations 
are worse c than the "good" values set out in 
Annex I, column D.

Or. de
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Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 71
Annex II, paragraph 2, Sufficient quality

2. SUFFICIENT QUALITY deleted

Bathing waters are to be classified as 
"sufficient":
1) if, in the set of bathing water quality 

data for the last assessment period, 
the percentile values for 
microbiological enumerations are 
equal to or better d than the 
"sufficient" values set out in 
Annex I, column D; and

2) if the bathing water is subject to 
short-term pollution, on condition 
that:

(i)     adequate management measures are 
being taken, including surveillance, 
early warning systems and 
monitoring, with a view to preventing 
bathers’ exposure by means of a 
warning or, where necessary, a 
bathing prohibition;

(ii)    adequate management measures are 
being taken to prevent, reduce or 
eliminate the causes of pollution; and

(iii)   the number of samples disregarded in 
accordance with Article 3(6) because 
of short-term pollution during the 
last assessment period represented no 
more than 15% of the total number of
samples provided for in the 
monitoring calendars established for 
that period, or no more than one 
sample per bathing season, 
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whichever is the greater.

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 72
Annex II, paragraph 2, "Sufficient quality"

2. SUFFICIENT QUALITY deleted
Bathing waters are to be classified as 
"sufficient":

1) if, in the set of bathing water quality data 
for the last assessment period, the 
percentile values for microbiological 
enumerations are equal to or better d than 
the " sufficient" values set out in Annex I, 
column D; and

2) if the bathing water is subject to short-
term pollution, on condition that:
(i) adequate management measures are 
being taken, including surveillance, early 
warning systems and monitoring, with a 
view to preventing bathers’ exposure by 
means of a warning or, where necessary, a 
bathing prohibition;
(ii) adequate management measures are 
being taken to prevent, reduce or eliminate 
the causes of pollution; and
(iii) the number of samples disregarded in 
accordance with Article 3(6) because of 
short-term pollution during the last 
assessment period represented no more 
than 15% of the total number of samples 
provided for in the monitoring calendars 
established for that period, or no more than 
one sample per bathing season, whichever 



PE 355.592v02-00 32/38 AM\562390EN.doc

EN

is the greater.

Or. en

Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 and Annexes I and II of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 73
Annex II, paragraph 4, point 1 a (new)

1a) if the length of the bathing season and 
management measures reflect other 
recreational activities practised.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of a provision in Annex II of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Guido Sacconi

Amendment 74
Annex II, point 4, Excellent Quality, paragraph 2 (iii)

(iii) the number of samples disregarded 
in accordance with Article 3(6) because of 
short-term pollution during the last 
assessment period represented no more 
than 15% of the total number of samples 
provided for in the monitoring calendars 
established for that period, or no more than 
one sample per bathing season, whichever 
is the greater.

deleted
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Or. it

Justification

It is inappropriate that samples may be disregarded because of short-term pollution even in the 
case of ‘excellent quality’ waters. It is an important requirement of  excellent quality waters that 
they should not be subject to any pollution, even though, if the pollution is predictable, measures 
may be taken to protect bathers from exposure.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 75
Annex II, notes, point (b), subparagraph 2

The upper 90-percentile point of the data 
probability density function is derived from 
the following equation: upper 90-percentile 
= antilog (μ + 1.282 σ ).

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 and Annexes I and II of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 76
Annex III, paragraph 1, point (b)

(b) an identification and assessment of 
causes of pollution that might affect bathing 
waters and impair bathers' health;

(b) an identification - quantitative and 
qualitative - and assessment of all potential 
sources and causes of pollution that might 
affect bathing waters and impair bathers' 
health, as well as an assessment of the 
environmental quality of the bathing water 
according to the Water Framework 
Directive. This assessment should be made 
in terms of time - accidental or chronic risk 
potential - and in terms of the nature and 
volume of all polluting and potentially 
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polluting discharges and their effects 
assessed in terms of distance from the 
bathing water.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of Annex III, point  band c  of the Commission proposal as amended by 
amendment 33 in first reading, adopted on 21 October 2003 (OJ C 82, 1.4.2004).

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 77
Annex III, paragraph 1, point (f a) (new)

fa) an assessment whether this monitoring 
provides as well representative information 
for other recreational activities practised 
with a similar risk of swallowing water as 
bathing (e.g. windsurfing, kayaking).

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of the corresponding provision in Annex III of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 78
Annex III, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. In the case of bathing waters classified as 
"good", "sufficient" or "poor", the bathing 
water profile is to be reviewed regularly to 
assess whether any of the aspects listed in 
paragraph 1 have changed. If necessary, it is 
to be updated. The frequency and scope of 
reviews is to be determined on the basis of 

2. In the case of bathing waters classified as 
"good" or "poor", the bathing water profile is 
to be reviewed regularly to assess whether 
any of the aspects listed in paragraph 1 have 
changed. If necessary, it is to be updated. 
The frequency and scope of reviews is to be 
determined on the basis of the nature and 
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the nature and severity of the pollution. 
However, they are to comply with at least 
the provisions and to take place with at least 
the frequency specified in the following 
table.

severity of the pollution. However, they are 
to comply with at least the provisions and to 
take place with at least the frequency 
specified in the following table.

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 79
Annex III, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. In the case of bathing waters classified as 
"good", "sufficient" or "poor", the bathing 
water profile is to be reviewed regularly to 
assess whether any of the aspects listed in 
paragraph 1 have changed. If necessary, it is 
to be updated. The frequency and scope of 
reviews is to be determined on the basis of 
the nature and severity of the pollution. 
However, they are to comply with at least 
the provisions and to take place with at least 
the frequency specified in the following 
table.

2. In the case of bathing waters classified as 
"good" or "poor", the bathing water profile is 
to be reviewed regularly to assess whether 
any of the aspects listed in paragraph 1 have 
changed. If necessary, it is to be updated. 
The frequency and scope of reviews is to be 
determined on the basis of the nature and 
severity of the pollution. However, they are 
to comply with at least the provisions and to 
take place with at least the frequency 
specified in the following table.

Or. en

Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 and Annexes I,  II and III of the Commission proposal.
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Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 80
Annex III, paragraph 2, table, third column, "Sufficient"

"Sufficient" deleted
3 years
(a) to (f)

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Richard Seeber

Amendment 81
Annex III, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

In the case of bathing waters previously 
classified as "excellent", the bathing water 
profiles need be reviewed and, if necessary, 
updated only if the classification changes to 
"good", "sufficient" or "poor". The review 
is to cover all aspects mentioned in 
paragraph 1.

In the case of bathing waters previously 
classified as "excellent", the bathing water 
profiles need be reviewed and, if necessary, 
updated only if the classification changes to 
"good" or "poor". The review is to cover all
aspects mentioned in paragraph 1.

Or. de

Justification

See justification for amendments to tables 1 and 2 in Annex I.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 82
Annex III, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

In the case of bathing waters previously 
classified as "excellent", the bathing water 

In the case of bathing waters previously 
classified as "excellent", the bathing water 



AM\562390EN.doc 37/38 PE 355.592v02-00

EN

profiles need be reviewed and, if necessary, 
updated only if the classification changes to 
"good", "sufficient" or "poor". The review 
is to cover all aspects mentioned in 
paragraph 1

profiles need be reviewed and, if necessary, 
updated only if the classification changes to 
"good" or "poor". The review is to cover all 
aspects mentioned in paragraph 1.

Or. en

Justification

Deletion of a new element in the common position so as to reinstate the provisions on quality 
status in line with Articles 4 and 9 and Annexes I,  II and III of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 83
Annex III, paragraph 4

4.When appropriate, the information 
referred to in paragraph 1(a) and (b) is to be 
provided on a detailed map.

4. The information referred to in paragraph 
1(a) and (b) is to be provided on a detailed 
map.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of the corresponding provision in Annex III of the Commission proposal.

Amendment by Marie Anne Isler Béguin and Caroline Lucas

Amendment 84
Annex V, paragraph 4, subparagraph 3

The time between sampling and analysis is 
to be kept as short as possible. It is 
recommended that samples be analysed on 
the same working day. If this is not possible
for practical reasons, then the samples are to 
be processed within no more than 24 hours. 
In the meantime, they are to be stored in the 
dark and at a temperature of 4°C ± 3°C.

The time between sampling and analysis is 
to be kept as short as possible. It is 
recommended that samples be analysed on 
the same working day. If this is not possible 
for practical reasons, then the samples are to 
be processed within no more than 24 hours. 
In the meantime, they are to be stored in the 
dark and at a temperature of 4°C ± 3°C. In 
the event of delay between sampling and 
analysis, the concentration of bacteria 
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measured shall be adjusted by the known 
formulae of T-90 decay to give the 
concentration of bacteria at the time of 
sampling.

Or. en

Justification

Reinstatement of amendment 75 from first reading, adopted on 21 October 2003 (OJ C 
1.4.2004). Even at 4°C, a decay of bacteria will take place. To ensure that the measurement 
represents the concentration at the time of sampling, a simple adjustment according to the 
known formulae (T-90 decay) needs to be undertaken.
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