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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 36
Recital 1

(1) Floods have the potential to cause 
fatalities, displacement of people, severely 
compromise economic development and to 
undermine the economic activities of the 
Community.

(1) Floods are natural disasters which have 
the potential to cause fatalities, displacement 
of people, damage to ecosystems, severely 
compromise economic development and to 
undermine the economic activities of the 
Community.

Or. pl

Justification

In the EU document 'Rapid Response and Preparedness Instrument for major emergencies' 
(COM (2005) 0113  - C6-0181/2005 – 2005/0052(CNS), T6-0075/2006)) floods were 
classified as natural disasters which cause damage to the environment (ecosystems) as well 
as the economy.
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Amendment by Richard Seeber, Vittorio Prodi and Edite Estrela

Amendment 37
Recital 2

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, human 
activity is contributing to an increase in the 
likelihood and adverse impacts of flood 
events.

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be completely prevented. However, 
human activity is contributing to an increase 
in the likelihood and adverse impacts of 
flood events.

Or. en

Justification

Contrary to this statement of the Commission, it is possible to prevent floods to a certain 
extent through certain measures.

Amendment by Liam Aylward

Amendment 38
Recital 2

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, human 
activity is contributing to an increase in the 
likelihood and adverse impacts of flood 
events.

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be completely prevented. However, 
human activity is contributing to an increase 
in the likelihood and adverse impacts of 
flood events.

Or. en

Justification

Contrary to this statement of the Commission, it is possible to prevent floods to a certain 
extent through certain measures.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 39
Recital 2

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, human 
activity is contributing to an increase in the 
likelihood and adverse impacts of flood 
events.

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot always be prevented. However, 
human activity is contributing to an increase 
in the likelihood and adverse impacts of 
flood events.
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Or. en

Justification

While the occurrence of most floods is inevitable, it should be noticed that prevention policies 
can be successful in restricting floods. 

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 40
Recital 2

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, human 
activity is contributing to an increase in the 
likelihood and adverse impacts of flood 
events.

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, human 
activity, particularly over-regulation of 
rivers and deforestation is contributing to an 
increase in the likelihood and adverse 
impacts of flood events.

Or. pl

Justification

Over-regulation (unnecessary and excessive regulation and canalisation) of rivers causes 
flood waves to flow faster, which is why in the Rhine valley, major efforts are being made to 
return the river to its natural state, with a view to minimising the scale and impact of future 
floods.

Lakes, bogs and swamps are natural reservoirs which provide protection against flooding. 
Excessive deforestation in Europe, for the purposes of farming, industry, housing and 
transport networks, has led to an increase in the number and severity of floods and, as a 
result, the damage which they cause.

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 41
Recital 2

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, human 
activity is contributing to an increase in the 
likelihood and adverse impacts of flood 
events.

(2) Floods are natural phenomena which 
cannot be prevented. However, the massive 
reduction in the natural flood retention 
capacity of river basins, the 
mismanagement of human activities (such 
as increasing human settlements and 
economic assets in floodplains) and global 
warming are contributing to an increase in 
the likelihood and adverse effects of floods.
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Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 42
Recital 2 a (new)

(2a) Traditional flood risk management 
strategies - mostly based on building 
infrastructures for the immediate 
protection of people, real property and 
goods - have failed to deliver the degree of
safety to the extent that they were supposed 
to.

Or. en

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 43
Recital 2 a (new)

(2a) Flood risk management measures, 
especially those based on building 
infrastructures, should be subject to robust 
and transparent economic and 
environmental appraisal to ensure their 
long-term viability for citizens and 
businesses, taking into account the 
principle of cost-recovery, including 
environmental and resource costs.

Or. en

Justification

The increasing risk from floods, due to human activities and climate change, needs to be 
addressed via a robust economic approach. Flood risk management measures are an 
important service for citizens and businesses, and their costs need to be recovered in order to 
deliver long-term societal benefits. In flood prone areas the development of new human 
activities must bear the costs of these measures as well as resulting environmental and 
resource costs of their impacts upstream and downstream. This may also result in citizens and 
businesses in flood risk areas taking pre-cautionary measures to the best of their abilities to 
reduce damage. The level of cost recovery and who bears these costs is to be decided at 
national level but must be transparent.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 44
Recital 3

(3) It is feasible and desirable to reduce the 
risk of damage to human health, 
environment and infrastructure associated 
with floods, however, measures to reduce 
the risk of flood damage must be co-
ordinated throughout a river basin if they are 
to be effective.

(3) It is feasible and desirable to reduce the 
risk of damage to human health and life, 
environment and infrastructure associated 
with floods, however, measures to reduce 
the risk of flood damage must be co-
ordinated throughout a river basin if they are 
to be effective.

Or. pl

Justification

Floods are above all a risk to human life, as well as to human health. Between 1998 and 
2004, 700 people died in floods in Europe, as is stated in the explanatory memorandum to this 
proposal (p. 1 – Grounds for and objectives of the proposal).

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 45
Recital 3

(3) It is feasible and desirable to reduce the 
risk of damage to human health, 
environment and infrastructure associated 
with floods, however, measures to reduce 
the risk of flood damage must be co-
ordinated throughout a river basin if they 
are to be effective.

(3) It is feasible and desirable to reduce the 
risk of damage to human health, the 
environment and infrastructure associated 
with floods. However, measures to reduce 
the risk of flood damage must be co-
ordinated throughout river basins if they are 
to be effective and must give increased 
importance to nature-related measures in 
order to promote a shift away from the 
traditional short-term paradigm of 
"building to protect" and towards 
ecologically sustainable flood management.

Or. en
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Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 46
Recital 3 a (new)

(3a) Member States are encouraged to take 
measures which contribute to the 
management of flood risks in upstream or 
downstream areas within and outside their 
territory.

Or. en

Justification

From a river basin approach it can be more efficient to take preventive measures in upstream 
areas, also when an upstream area falls within the territory of another Member State. The 
solidarity principle of the directive can be reinforced by providing an additional stimulant for 
cross-border cooperation to reduce cross-border flood risks.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 47
Recital 3 a (new)

(3a) Member States are encouraged to take 
measures which benefit flood risk 
management in upstream or downstream 
areas, keeping to the natural course of the 
river wherever possible. Where this is not 
possible, Member States should endeavour 
to find compensatory areas on their own 
territory, or should seek for such areas in 
cooperation with other Member States. 

Or. nl

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 48
Recital 3 a (new)

(3a) The integrated river basin 
management proposed must be based on 
the particular environment's "carrying 
capacity", that is, the proper and long-term 
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functioning of ecosystems and maintenance 
of biodiversity, as well as the associated 
socio-economic benefits for people, joint 
assessment of the needs and expectations of 
all 'water stakeholders' at a basin-wide 
level and the best possible information. 

Or. en

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 49
Recital 4

(4) Directive 2000/60/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 23 
October 2000 establishing a framework for 
Community action in the field of water 
policy 11 requires integrated management 
plans to be developed for each river basin 
in order to achieve good ecological and 
chemical status, and it will contribute to 
mitigating the effects of floods. However 
reducing the risk of floods is not one of the 
principal objectives of that Directive, nor 
does it take into account future risks 
caused by climate change.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2000/60/EC is directed at the quality management of water and is therefore not 
always directly linked to the more quantity related water management questions this directive 
addresses. Floods can for example also be caused by external factors not related to directive 
2000/60/EC. Therefore the reference to 2000/60/EC is not appropriate.

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 50
Recital 4

(4) Directive 2000/60/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 23 October 
2000 establishing a framework for 
Community action in the field of water 

(4) Directive 2000/60/EC of the European 
Parliament and of the Council of 23 October 
2000 establishing a framework for 
Community action in the field of water 
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policy requires integrated management plans 
to be developed for each river basin in order 
to achieve good ecological and chemical 
status, and it will contribute to mitigating the 
effects of floods. However reducing the risk 
of floods is not one of the principal 
objectives of that Directive, nor does it take 
into account future risks caused by climate 
change.

policy requires integrated management plans 
to be developed for each river basin in order 
to achieve good ecological and chemical 
status, and it will contribute to mitigating the 
effects of floods. However reducing the risk 
of floods is not one of the principal 
objectives of that Directive; this risk, which 
will become more frequent in the future as 
a result of climate change, is not taken into 
account.

Or. de

Justification

This amendment seeks to make clear that flood risk precautions must be stepped up in order 
to prevent the higher risk levels resulting from climate change; however, there is no need to 
carry out a detailed climate change forecast for each precautionary measure, since this would 
engender considerable and largely unjustifiable costs and would delay the drawing up of 
plans where no reliable data are available.  

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 51
Recital 7

(7) Under Council Regulation (EC) N° 
2012/2002 of 11 November 2002 
establishing the European Union Solidarity 
Fund it is possible to grant rapid financial 
assistance in the event of a major disaster to 
help the people, regions and countries 
concerned to return to living conditions that 
are as normal as possible, but it may only 
intervene for emergency operations, and not 
for the phases preceding an emergency. 

(7) Under Council Regulation (EC) N° 
2012/2002 of 11 November 2002 
establishing the European Union Solidarity 
Fund it is possible to grant rapid financial 
assistance in the event of a major disaster to 
help the people, regions and countries 
concerned to return to living conditions that 
are as normal as possible, but it may only 
intervene for emergency operations, and not 
for the phases preceding an emergency. In 
such an event, consideration should also be 
given to training,  information and 
prevention measures financed under the 
Structural Funds (European Social Fund 
and European Regional Fund), the rural 
development policy and individual 
programmes, such as the Interreg 
programme.

Or. el
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 52
Recital 7

(7) Under Council Regulation (EC) N° 
2012/2002 of 11 November 2002 
establishing the European Union Solidarity 
Fund  it is possible to grant rapid financial 
assistance in the event of a major disaster to 
help the people, regions and countries 
concerned to return to living conditions that 
are as normal as possible, but it may only 
intervene for emergency operations, and not 
for the phases preceding an emergency.

(7) Under Council Regulation (EC) N° 
2012/2002 of 11 November 2002 
establishing the European Union Solidarity 
Fund  it is possible to grant rapid financial 
assistance in the event of a major disaster to 
help the ecosystems, people, regions and 
countries concerned to return to living 
conditions that are as normal as possible, but 
it may only intervene for emergency 
operations, and not for the phases preceding 
an emergency. 

Or. pl

Justification

Ecosystems in river valleys and coastal areas have specific habitat features and form 
biodiverse complexes, some of which are unique at European or world level (e.g. the Danube 
and Rhine deltas and the coast of Iceland, Rügen and Bornholm). During flooding, the 
hatching habitat of protected bird species can be irreparably damaged, thus diminishing 
Europe's biodiversity. The European Union Solidarity Fund ((COM(2005)108 final -
2005/033(COD) – SEC (2005)447) should therefore cover specific ecosystems damaged by 
natural disasters, including floods.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 53
Recital 7

(7) Under Council Regulation (EC) N°
2012/2002 of 11 November 2002 
establishing the European Union Solidarity 
Fund it is possible to grant rapid financial 
assistance in the event of a major disaster to 
help the people, regions and countries 
concerned to return to living conditions that 
are as normal as possible, but it may only 
intervene for emergency operations, and not 
for the phases preceding an emergency.

(7) Under Council Regulation (EC) No
2012/2002 of 11 November 2002 
establishing the European Union Solidarity 
Fund it is possible to grant rapid financial 
assistance in the event of a major disaster to 
help the people, regions and countries 
concerned to return to living conditions that 
are as normal as possible. The aim of the 
Fund is also to support the immediate 
securing of preventive infrastructures and 
the immediate cleaning up of disaster-
stricken areas, including natural zones, but 
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it may only intervene for emergency 
operations, and not for the phases preceding 
an emergency.

Or. en

Justification

The aim of this Fund is not only to help the people, regions and countries concerned to return 
to living conditions but also to prevent further consequences of natural disasters, such as 
pollution of environment and drinking water contamination or infection.

Amendment by Evangelia Tzampazi

Amendment 54
Recital 7 a (new)

(7a) Most river basins in Europe are split 
between Member States and effective 
prevention of and intervention against 
floods also requires, in addition to 
coordination at Community level, cross-
border cooperation as well as the  
establishment, funding and monitoring of 
cross-border programmes.

Or. el

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 55
Recital 7 a (new)

(7a) Sustainable flood risk management 
requirements must be integrated into the 
definition and implementation of all other 
relevant policies of the Member States and
of the Community, such as water transport 
policy, agricultural policy, cohesion policy, 
energy policy and research policy.

Or. en
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 56
Recital 8

(8) Throughout the Community different 
types of floods occur, such as river floods, 
flash floods, urban floods, sewer floods and 
coastal floods. The damage caused by flood 
events may also vary across the countries 
and regions of the Community. Hence, 
objectives regarding managing flood risks 
should be based on the local and regional 
circumstances.

(8) Throughout the Community different 
types of flash floods occur, such as river 
floods (caused by melting snow, ice jams, 
slush jams, sudden downpours, heavy 
continuous rain), coastal floods linked to 
storm waves and urban floods resulting 
from poorly run sewer systems and the 
failure of such systems to cope with 
downpours and melting snow. The damage 
caused by flood events may also vary across 
the countries and regions of the Community. 
Hence, objectives regarding managing flood 
risks should be based on the local and 
regional circumstances.

Or. pl

Justification

The proposal lists flash floods alongside river floods, coastal floods and urban floods, which 
would tend to indicate that flash floods occur outside river valleys, coastal areas and urban 
areas, which is not ture. This classification of floods on the basis of different criteria (on the 
one hand their intensity and on the other their location) means that the various types of flood 
cancel each other out. 

Classifying flood types on the basis of uniform criteria, namely the area flooded and the 
direct cause of the flooding, clarifies the scope of the directive.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 57
Recital 8 a (new)

(8a) The  beds and flood water retention 
areas of rivers, streams, and watercourses 
in Mediterranean countries behave very 
differently from those in other parts of the 
Community and consequently need to be 
treated as a specific case under this 
Directive.

Or. es
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Justification

The explanatory memorandum and the objectives of the directive refer to rivers in northern 
and central Europe, but attention should also be drawn to the severe flooding that occurs in 
Mediterranean river basins, which, though formed mostly by discontinuous river beds, are 
affected by both torrential flow and floods.

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 58
Recital 9

(9) Flood risks in certain areas within the 
Community could be considered not to be 
significant, for example in thinly populated 
or unpopulated areas or in areas with limited 
economic assets or ecological value. A 
preliminary assessment of the flood risks in 
each river basin, sub basin and associated 
coastal zones should be undertaken at the 
level of the river basin district to determine 
the flood risk in each case and whether 
further action is needed.

(9) Flood risks in certain areas within the 
Community may be considered not to be 
significant, for example in thinly populated 
or unpopulated areas or in areas with limited 
economic assets or ecological value. Such 
areas may, however, be of significance in 
flood mitigation. A preliminary assessment 
of the flood risks in each river basin, sub 
basin and associated coastal area should be 
undertaken at the level of the river basin 
district to determine the flood risk in each 
case, the flood mitigation potential and 
whether further action is needed.

Or. en

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 59
Recital 9

(9) Flood risks in certain areas within the 
Community could be considered not to be 
significant, for example in thinly populated 
or unpopulated areas or in areas with limited 
economic assets or ecological value. A 
preliminary assessment of the flood risks in 
each river basin, sub basin and associated 
coastal zones should be undertaken at the 
level of the river basin district to determine 
the flood risk in each case and whether 
further action is needed.

(9) Flood risks in certain areas within the 
Community could be considered not to be 
significant, for example in thinly populated 
or unpopulated areas or in areas with limited 
economic assets or ecological value. A 
preliminary assessment of the flood risks in 
each river basin, sub basin and associated 
coastal zones should be undertaken at the 
level of the river basin district to determine 
the flood risk in each case and whether 
further preventive and operational action is 
needed.
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Or. pl

Justification

The inclusion of a reference to preventive and operational action fleshes out and clarifies the 
text.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 60
Recital 10

(10) In order to dispose of a valid tool for 
information, as well as a valuable basis for 
priority setting and further technical, 
financial and political decisions it is 
necessary to provide for the establishing of 
flood maps and indicative flood damage 
maps describing areas with different levels 
of flood risk. 

(10) In order to dispose of a valid tool for 
information, as well as a valuable basis for 
priority setting and further technical, 
financial and political decisions, it is 
necessary to provide for the establishing of 
flood maps and indicative flood damage 
maps describing areas with different levels 
of flood risk and the risk of environmental 
pollution as a consequence of floods.

Or. en

Justification

The flood maps should show the installations that might cause accidental environmental 
pollution as a consequence of flooding.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 61
Recital 11

(11) With a view to avoiding and reducing 
the negative impacts of floods on the 
areaconcerned it is appropriate to provide for 
flood risk management plans. The causes 
and consequences of flood events vary 
across the countries and regions of the 
Community. Flood risk management plans 
should therefore take into account the 
particular geographic, hydrologic and other 
relevant circumstances of the river basin, 
sub-basin or stretch of coastline, and provide 
for tailored solutions according to the needs 

(11) With a view to avoiding and reducing 
the negative impacts of floods on the area 
concerned it is appropriate to provide for 
flood risk management plans. The causes 
and consequences of flood events vary 
across the countries and regions of the 
Community. In so far as causes and effects 
of floods have a cross-border character, 
flood risk management plans should 
therefore take into account the particular 
geographic, hydrologic and other relevant 
circumstances of the river basin, sub-basin 
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and priorities of the river basin, sub-basin or 
coast line, whilst ensuring coordination with 
river basins districts.

or stretch of coastline, and provide for 
tailored solutions according to the needs and 
priorities of the river basin, sub-basin or 
coast line, whilst ensuring coordination with 
river basins districts.

Or. en

Justification

Differences in geographical and hydrological circumstances between countries are relevant 
for the flood risk management plans only in so far as the consequences of floods are of a 
cross-border character. 

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 62
Recital 11

(11) With a view to avoiding and reducing 
the negative impacts of floods on the area 
concerned it is appropriate to provide for 
flood risk management plans. The causes 
and consequences of flood events vary 
across the countries and regions of the 
Community. Flood risk management plans 
should therefore take into account the 
particular geographic, hydrologic and other 
relevant circumstances of the river basin, 
sub-basin or stretch of coastline, and provide 
for tailored solutions according to the needs 
and priorities of the river basin, sub-basin or 
coast line, whilst ensuring coordination with 
river basins districts.

(11) With a view to avoiding and reducing 
the negative impacts of floods on the area 
concerned it is appropriate to provide for 
flood risk management plans. The causes 
and consequences of flood events vary 
across the countries and regions of the 
Community. Flood risk management plans 
should therefore take into account the 
particular geographic, geological, 
hydrologic and other relevant circumstances,
including population density as well as the 
economic activities of the affected river 
basin, sub-basin or stretch of coastline, and 
provide for tailored solutions according to 
the needs and priorities of the river basin, 
sub-basin or coast line, whilst ensuring 
coordination with river basins districts.

Or. en

Justification

Floods are natural phenomena. Floods pose a risk only to the human activities or uses 
undertaken in floodplains. Other areas, such as uninhabited areas, areas with low population 
or areas not subject to human use are not or less susceptible to flood risk. The negative effects 
of floods correspond to population density and the economic activity undertaken in the 
relevant area. These indicators should therefore feature in recital 11 that enumerates the 
underlying circumstances of flood prevention and protection. 



AM\610916EN.doc 15/106 PE 371.879v02-00

EN

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 63
Recital 11

(11) With a view to avoiding and reducing 
the negative impacts of floods on the area 
concerned it is appropriate to provide for 
flood risk management plans. The causes 
and consequences of flood events vary 
across the countries and regions of the 
Community. Flood risk management plans 
should therefore take into account the 
particular geographic, hydrologic and other 
relevant circumstances of the river basin, 
sub-basin or stretch of coastline, and provide 
for tailored solutions according to the needs 
and priorities of the river basin, sub-basin or 
coast line, whilst ensuring coordination with 
river basins districts.

(11) With a view to avoiding and reducing 
the negative impacts of floods on the area 
concerned it is appropriate to provide for 
flood risk management plans. The causes 
and consequences of flood events vary 
across the countries and regions of the 
Community. Flood risk management plans 
should therefore take into account the 
particular geographic, hydrologic and other 
relevant circumstances of the river basin, 
sub-basin or stretch of coastline, and provide 
for tailored solutions according to the needs 
and priorities of the river basin, sub-basin or 
coast line, whilst ensuring coordination with 
river basins districts. Flood risk 
management plans should also take into 
consideration industrial and agricultural 
facilities and other possible sources of 
pollution of the area concerned in order to 
prevent such pollution.

Or. en

Justification

As floods are often followed by accidental environmental pollution due to industrial, 
agricultural and other facilities on the area concerned, the flood risk management plans 
should take probable pollution sources into account.

Amendment by Linda McAvan

Amendment 64
Recital 12 a (new)

(12a) Community legislation on flooding 
can add most value by focusing on the 
coordination of the management of 
transboundary waters and coastal zones 
where flood risk management by one 
country could have an impact on a 
neighbouring country. River basins which 
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do not meet this criterion should therefore 
not be covered by this Directive. However, 
Member States should also be able to apply 
the provisions of this Directive to any other 
river basin if they so wish.

Or. en

Justification

Co-ordination of the management of transboundary waters is the area where Community 
legislation can provide added value. Extension to purely domestic waters is not compatible 
with the Treaty principle of subsidiarity, is not a proportionate response to the problem the 
Directive is designed to address, and would create unnecessary burdens and the diversion of 
effort. If any Member State finds it administratively convenient to opt in other waters to the 
scope of the Directive (for example where purely national waters are few in number), this 
amendment allows them to do so. It therefore makes the Directive suitable for the geographic 
circumstances of the whole Community. 

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 65
Recital 13

(13) To prevent duplication of work Member 
States should be able use existing flood risk 
maps and flood risk management plans for 
the purposes of satisfying the requirements 
of this Directive.

(13) To prevent duplication of work Member 
States should be able to use existing 
synoptic forecasts, flood risk maps and 
flood risk management plans for the 
purposes of satisfying the requirements of 
this Directive.

Or. pl

Justification

In addition to flood risk maps and flood risk management plans, weather forecasts are 
important in ensuring that appropriate action is taken in connection with floods. What is 
important is where, how much and for how long rain falls, particularly during downpours, 
which are the main cause of flooding in Europe.

Synoptical information on the sudden onset of warmer weather in late winter in low-lying 
parts of Europe can be a useful signal for the Member States in that part of Europe to take 
action with a view to minimising the impact of flooding.
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Amendment by Richard Seeber, Vittorio Prodi and Edite Estrela

Amendment 66
Recital 13 a (new)

(13a) The Joint Research Centre of the 
European Commission is developping an 
European Flood Alert System (EFAS) that 
is capable of providing medium-range flood 
simulations across Europe with a lead-time 
of between 3 to 10 days. EFAS data might 
contribute to increased preparedness in an 
upcoming flood event. Therefore EFAS 
should be further pursued once the testing 
phase is concluded. It could become 
operational presumably in 2010.

Or. en

Justification

The European Parliament has substantially increased the budget for the development of 
EFAS, therefore the European citizens should benefit from it as soon as possible.

Amendment by Liam Aylward

Amendment 67
Recital 13 a (new)

(13a) The Joint Research Centre of the 
European Commission is developping an 
European Flood Alert System (EFAS) that 
is capable of providing medium-range flood 
simulations across Europe with a lead-time 
of between 3 to 10 days. EFAS data might 
contribute to increased preparedness in an 
upcoming flood event. Therefore EFAS 
should be further pursued once the testing 
phase is concluded. It could become 
operational presumably in 2010.

Or. en

Justification

The European Parliament has substantially increased the budget for the development of 
EFAS, therefore the European citizens should benefit from it as soon as possible.
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Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 68
Recital 13 a (new)

(13a) River basin flood management 
should aim to create a common 
responsibility and solidarity within the 
basin. To that end Member States should 
endevaour to raise awareness and 
cooperation among all stakeholders as well 
as in areas that are not, or are less, prone 
to flooding but which can contribute by 
their land use and practices to downstream 
or upstream floodings.

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Seeber, Vittorio Prodi and Edite Estrela

Amendment 69
Recital 13 b (new)

(13b) As to short-term forecasting, the 
Member States should base their plans on 
the best practice available and state-of-the-
art technologies such as LAM modelling 
(two to four hours forecasting).

Or. en

Justification

In order to protect European citizens from flood risks, the Member States should make use of 
advanced modelling techniques.

Amendment by Liam Aylward

Amendment 70
Recital 13 b (new)

(13b) As to short-term forecasting, the 
Member States should base their plans on 
the best practice available and state-of-the-
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art technologies such as LAM modelling 
(two to four hours forecasting).

Or. en

Justification

In order to protect European citizens from flood risks, the Member States should make use of 
advanced modelling techniques.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 71
Recital 14

(14) Development of river basin 
management plans under Directive 
2000/60/EC and of flood risk management 
plans under this Directive are elements of 
integrated river basin management; the two 
processes should therefore use the mutual 
potential for synergies. To ensure efficiency 
and wise use of resources, implementation 
of this Directive needs to be closely 
coordinated with Directive 2000/60/EC.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2000/60/EC is directed at the quality management of water and is therefore not 
always directly linked to the more quantity related water management questions this directive 
addresses. Floods can for example also be caused by external factors not related to directive 
2000/60/EC. Therefore the reference to 2000/60/EC is not appropriate.

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 72
Recital 14

(14) Development of river basin 
management plans under Directive 
2000/60/EC and of flood risk management 
plans under this Directive are elements of 
integrated river basin management; the two 
processes should therefore use the mutual 

(14) Development of river basin 
management plans under Directive 
2000/60/EC and of flood risk management 
plans under this Directive are both 
components of integrated river basin 
management; the two processes should 
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potential for synergies. To ensure efficiency 
and wise use of resources, implementation 
of this Directive needs to be closely 
coordinated with Directive 2000/60/EC.

therefore be fully integrated. To ensure 
efficiency and wise use of resources, 
implementation of this Directive needs to be 
immediately integrated and synchronised
with implementation of Directive 
2000/60/EC and should be consistent with 
the objectives of that Directive.

Or. en

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 73
Recital 15

(15) In cases of multi-purpose use of water 
bodies for different forms of sustainable 
human activities (e.g. flood risk 
management, ecology, inland navigation or 
hydropower) and impacts of these uses on 
the water bodies, Directive 2000/60/EC 
provides for a clear and transparent 
process for addressing such uses and 
impacts, including possible exemptions 
from the objectives of ‘good status’ or and 
of ‘non-deterioration’ in its Article 4(7)).

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2000/60/EC is directed at the quality management of water and is therefore not always 
directly linked to the more quantity related water management questions this directive addresses. 
Floods can for example also be caused by external factors not related to directive 2000/60/EC. 
Therefore the reference to 2000/60/EC is not appropriate. 

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 74
Recital 15

(15) In cases of multi-purpose use of water 
bodies for different forms of sustainable 
human activities (e.g. flood risk 
management, ecology, inland navigation or 
hydropower) and impacts of these uses on 

(15) In cases of multi-purpose use of water 
bodies for different forms of sustainable 
human activities (e.g. flood risk 
management and ecology) and impacts of 
these uses on the water bodies, Article 4(7) 
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the water bodies, Directive 2000/60/EC 
provides for a clear and transparent process 
for addressing such uses and impacts, 
including possible exemptions from the 
objectives of ‘good status’ or and of ‘non-
deterioration’ in its Article 4(7).

of Directive 2000/60/EC provides for a clear 
and transparent process for addressing such 
uses and impacts, including possible 
exemptions from the objectives of ‘good 
status’ or of ‘non-deterioration’.

Or. en

Amendment by Richard Seeber, Vittorio Prodi and Edite Estrela

Amendment 75
Recital 15

(15) In cases of multi-purpose use of water 
bodies for different forms of sustainable 
human activities (e.g. flood risk 
management, ecology, inland navigation or 
hydropower) and impacts of these uses on 
the water bodies, Directive 2000/60/EC 
provides for a clear and transparent process 
for addressing such uses and impacts, 
including possible exemptions from the 
objectives of ‘good status’ or and of ‘non-
deterioration’ in its Article 4(7)).

(15) In case water bodies are used for
competing forms of sustainable human 
activities (e.g. flood risk management, 
ecology, inland navigation or hydropower) 
with impacts on the water bodies, Directive 
2000/60/EC provides for a clear and 
transparent process for addressing such uses 
and impacts. In case of conflicting rights 
priority must always been given to the 
protection of human life and human health 
over the protection of the environment.

Or. en

Amendment by Liam Aylward

Amendment 76
Recital 15

(15) In cases of multi-purpose use of water 
bodies for different forms of sustainable 
human activities (e.g. flood risk 
management, ecology, inland navigation or 
hydropower) and impacts of these uses on 
the water bodies, Directive 2000/60/EC 
provides for a clear and transparent process 
for addressing such uses and impacts, 
including possible exemptions from the 
objectives of ‘good status’ or and of ‘non-
deterioration’ in its Article 4(7)).

(15) In case water bodies are used for
competing forms of sustainable human 
activities (e.g. flood risk management, 
ecology, inland navigation or hydropower) 
with impacts on the water bodies, Directive 
2000/60/EC provides for a clear and 
transparent process for addressing such uses 
and impacts. In case of conflicting rights 
priority must always been given to the 
protection of human life and human health 
over the protection of the environment.
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Or. en

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 77
Recital 18

(18) Since the objectives of the action to be 
taken cannot be sufficiently achieved by the 
Member States and can therefore, by reason 
of scale and effects of action, be better 
achieved at Community level, the 
Community may adopt measures in 
accordance with the principle of subsidiarity 
as set out in Article 5 of the Treaty. In 
accordance with the principle of 
proportionality, as set out in that Article, this 
Decision does not go beyond what is 
necessary in order to achieve those 
objectives,

(18) Since the objectives of the action to be 
taken cannot be sufficiently achieved by the 
Member States and can therefore, by reason 
of scale and effects of action, be better 
achieved at Community level, the 
Community may adopt measures in 
accordance with the principle of subsidiarity 
as set out in Article 5 of the Treaty. In 
accordance with the principle of 
proportionality, as set out in that Article, this 
Decision does not go beyond what is 
necessary in order to achieve those 
objectives and should be in accordance 
with the principles described in 
consideration 11,

Or. en

Justification

According to the proportionality principle, action at Community level is necessary in so far as 
the consequences of floods are of a cross-border character. In this regard the reference to 
consideration 11 is relevant. 

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 78
Article 1

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community.

This Directive lays down a framework for 
reducing the risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community 
and for supporting the achievement of 
environmental objectives as set out in 
existing Community legislation.

Or. en
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Justification

Flooding per se is not a risk to the environment. Flood damage to the environment mainly 
occurs through damages to human property and the release of dangerous chemicals. Instead, 
human activities in flood prone areas increase the flood risk, the management of which then 
requires new physical changes to the water systems. In the national WFD Article 5 Reports 
authorities have judged that physical changes to the rivers and lakes lead to significant 
deterioration of the aquatic environment. The same reports conclude that these physical 
changes are one of the key reasons why 50% of Europe’s rivers and lakes are likely to fail to 
achieve legally binding WFD objective of reaching ‘good ecological status’ by 2015. 

Amendment by Edite Estrela

Amendment 79
Article 1

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community.

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community 
and will help to attain the environmental 
objectives laid down in the legislation in 
force.

Or. pt

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 80
Article 1

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community.

The purpose of this Directive is to lay down 
a framework for transnational cooperation 
on the assessment and management of risk 
to human health, the environment and 
economic activity associated with floods in 
the Community.

Or. en
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Justification

“Management” is the proper terminology with respect to flood risk policies. It leaves open 
the possibility to increase risks in some areas in favour of other areas as part of flood risk 
measures.

The Directive should provide a framework for transnational co-operation. Flood risk can be 
dealt with most effectively within international river basin structures, and by national and 
regional authorities. Added value of the EU lies within the transnational aspects in 
international river basins, so it should deal only with these types of issues.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 81
Article 1

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community.

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community 
and for international cooperation needed to 
manage these risks.

Or. nl

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi and Péter Olajos

Amendment 82
Article 1

This Directive lays down a framework for 
the reduction of risk to human health, the 
environment and economic activity 
associated with floods in the Community.

The purpose of this Directive is to establish 
a framework for the assessment and 
management of flood risks aiming at the 
reduction of the adverse consequences on
human health, the environment and 
economic activity associated with floods in 
the Community.

Or. en

Justification

The aim of the Directive is not only the reduction of flood risks, but also the management of 
such risks.
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Amendment by Linda McAvan

Amendment 83
Article 2, paragraph - 1 (new)

This Directive is applicable to all trans-
boundary (shared) river basins and coastal 
zones where flood risk management actions 
by one Member State could have an impact 
on a neighbouring country, such that co-
ordination of and co-operation in flood risk 
management are necessary. 

Or. en

Justification

Co-ordination of the management of transboundary waters is the area where Community 
legislation can provide added value. Extension to purely domestic waters is not compatible 
with the Treaty principle of subsidiarity, is not a proportionate response to the problem the 
Directive is designed to address, and would create unnecessary burdens and the diversion of 
effort. If any Member State finds it administratively convenient to opt in other waters to the 
scope of the Directive (for example where purely national waters are few in number), this 
amendment allows them to do so. It therefore makes the Directive suitable for the geographic 
circumstances of the whole Community. 

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 84
Article 2, paragraph 1

For the purpose of this Directive, in addition 
to the definitions of “river”, “river basin”, 
“sub basin” and “river basin district” as set 
out in Article 2 of Directive 2000/60/EC,
the following definitions shall apply: 

For the purpose of this Directive, the 
following definitions shall apply: 

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2000/60/EC is directed at the quality management of water and is therefore not 
always directly linked to the more quantity related water management questions this directive 
addresses. Floods can for example also be caused by external factors not related to directive 
2000/60/EC. Therefore reference to the definitions mentioned in directive 2000/60/EC is not 
appropriate.
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Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 85
Article 2, paragraph 1

1. ‘flood’ means temporary covering by 
water of land not normally covered by water.

1. ‘flood’ means temporary covering by 
water caused by inland surface waters of 
land not normally, or not intended to be, 
covered by water.

Or. de

Justification

The term “flood” should be defined as the flooding of land by inland surface waters. The 
directive must not seek to cover the effects of flash floods or of floods from residential 
drainage. Similarly, the flooding of areas intended for that purpose, such as polders, should 
not be covered by the definition of “flood”.   

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 86
Article 2, paragraph 1

1. ‘flood’ means temporary covering by 
water of land not normally covered by 
water.

1. ‘flood’ means temporary covering by 
water of land, caused by inland surface 
waters.

Or. de

Justification

The term “flood” should be defined as the flooding of land from inland surface waters. The 
directive must not seek to cover the effects of flash floods or of floods from residential 
drainage.  

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 87
Article 2, point 1

1. ”flood” means temporary covering by 
water of land not normally covered by water.

1. “flood” means an event of temporary 
covering by water of land not normally 
covered by water and which is not 
designated to be covered by water in the 
event of a flooding.
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Or. en

Justification

As part of risk management measures there might be areas designated to be flooded in case of 
an emergency situation, with the aim to protect other areas.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 88
Article 2, paragraph 1

1. ‘flood’ means temporary covering by 
water of land not normally covered by water.

1. ‘flood’ means temporary covering by 
surface water of land not normally covered 
by water and which is not intended for 
flood retention. 

Or. de

Justification

Flooding resulting from rising groundwater and the flooding of sewerage systems should be 
excluded. The same applies to areas intended for flood retention. 

Amendment by María del Pilar Ayuso González

Amendment 89
Article 2, paragraph 1

1. "flood" means temporary covering by 
water of land not normally covered by water.

1."flood" means temporary covering by 
water of land not normally covered by water 
caused by a rise in the level or alteration of 
the course of rivers, mountain streams, 
discontinuous flows, or encroachment of 
the sea onto coastal areas.

Or. es

Justification

The definition of ‘flood’ needs to be amended so as to cover all cases in which flooding can 
occur in certain Mediterranean regions, the main cause being short, sharp downpours of 
torrential rain, the effects of which are aggravated by steep slopes.
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Amendment by Ambroise Guellec

Amendment 90
Article 2, paragraph 2

Does not affect English version.

Or. fr

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 91
Article 2, point 2

2. ”flood risk” means the likelihood of a 
flood event of a certain severity together 
with the estimated damage to human health, 
the environment and economic activity 
associated with a flood event of that 
severity.

2. ”flood risk” means the likelihood of a 
flood event of a certain severity together 
with the potential damage to human health, 
the environment and economic activity 
associated with a flood event of that 
severity.

Or. en

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi and Péter Olajos

Amendment 92
Article 2, point 2

2. "flood risk" means the likelihood of a 
flood event of a certain severity together 
with the estimated damage to human health, 
the environment and economic activity 
associated with a flood event of that 
severity.

2. "flood risk" means the combination of the 
probability of a flood event and of the 
potential adverse consequences to human 
health, the environment and economic 
activity associated with a flood event.

Or. en

Justification

The proposed definition corresponds to the scientific terminology.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 93
Article 2, point 2

2. ”flood risk” means the likelihood of a 
flood event of a certain severity together 
with the estimated damage to human health, 
the environment and economic activity 
associated with a flood event of that 
severity.

2. ”flood risk” means the likelihood of a 
flood event of a certain severity together 
with the estimated damage to human health 
and life, the environment and economic 
activity associated with a flood event of that 
severity.

Or. pl

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 94
Article 2, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. “Flood-drought pairing”: the term 
“flood” shall be defined in such a way as to 
allow for the existence of  “flood-drought 
pairing”, denoting those cases specific to 
Mediterranean countries in which 
situations brought about by an excess of 
water (flood) alternate with seasonal, 
annual, or prolonged water shortages 
(drought). “Drought” thus means a state of 
scarcity or unavailability of water. Drought 
shall, as a rule, be described and quantified 
in terms of the following two variables: 
average reservoir or aquifer water level and 
water quality.

Or. es

Justification

The Water Framework Directive, dating from 2000, did not go so far as to define drought. 
Worsening drought, however, especially in the Mediterranean countries, has to be taken into 
account in the legislation on flood prevention and management and accordingly included in 
the article setting out the definitions, since references to ‘flood-drought pairing’ will appear 
throughout the text.
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Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 95
Article 2, paragraph 2 b (new)

2b.  “Agent” means a process or element 
giving rise to a flood event (rain, tides, 
earthquake, breaching of a dam, etc.). The 
event can be caused by one or more agents, 
either natural or due to human activity.

Or. es

Justification

For flood assessment and management purposes it is necessary to define and analyse the 
causative agents, covering their full implications.

Amendment by María Sornosa Martínez

Amendment 96
Article 2, paragraph 1 a (new)

The definitions set out in points 1 and 2 
shall apply to mountain torrents, 
Mediterranean discontinous currents, 
rivers and floods from the sea in coastal 
areas.

Or. en

Justification

The present proposal of a Directive has its origin in the floods occurred in some of the 
longest European rivers, and it seems to be developed in order to solve these kind of 
problems. However, in most of the Mediterranean Europe and in mountainous regions, 
incidences derived from fast floods have been very important.

This kind of floods causes low economical wastes but they have been the responsible for the 
most of the human losses. This is consequence of the difficulties for their prediction, their 
high velocity and the high density caused by the carry of coarse load.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 97
Article 3
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For the purposes of this Directive Member 
States shall make use of the arrangements 
made under Article 3(1), (2), (3) and (6)of 
Directive 2000/60/EC.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2000/60/EC is directed at the quality management of water and is therefore not 
always directly linked to the more quantity related water management questions this directive 
addresses. Floods can for example also be caused by external factors not related to directive 
2000/60/EC. Therefore reference to the arrangements mentioned in directive 2000/60/EC is 
not appropriate.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten, Dorette Corbey and Jules Maaten

Amendment 98
Article 3

For the purposes of this Directive Member 
States shall make use of the arrangements 
made under Article 3(1), (2), (3) and (6)of 
Directive 2000/60/EC.

For the purposes of this Directive Member 
States shall make use of the arrangements 
made under Article 3(1), (2), (3), (5) and (6) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Justification

Where a river basin district extends beyond the territory of the Community, the Member 
States concerned shall endeavour to establish appropriate coordination with the relevant 
non-Member States, with the aim of achieving the objectives of this Directive throughout the 
river basin district. 

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 99
Article 3 a (new)

Article 3a
As for the long term prevention: a systemic 
care for the territory should be performed 
to contrast the threats posed to our 
territories by the worsening of 
meteorological events. A systematic action 
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to improve water basin safety, through the 
increment of water retention times, 
geological safety through stabilization of 
slopes, fire safety through collection and 
recovery of forest biomass, should be 
undertaken by Member States and by the 
relevant local institutions. Community 
initiatives should support and coordinate 
prevention and preparedness measures 
adopted by Member States, regional and 
local institutions.
Short term preparedness will also rely on 
an early warning system based on the 
assessment of precipitation amount and 
type made by a radar meteorology 
"nowcasting" technology that can be used 
for all river basins and can give 
quantitative information on the amount, 
type, localization of expected precipitations. 
This information can be used as input to 
the basin model of flow dynamics and can 
constitute a short term alert for mitigation, 
civil protection and property protection 
measures. 

Or. en

Justification

It is necessary to distinguish between short term and long term preparedness and prevention 
measures and to stress that there is a state of the art technology able to prevent terrible 
disasters. 

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 100
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall, for each river basin 
district or the portion of an international 
river basin district lying within their 
territory, undertake a preliminary flood risk 
assessment in accordance with paragraph 2.

1. Member States shall, for each 
international river basin district lying within 
their territory or relevant parts thereof, 
undertake a preliminary flood risk 
assessment in accordance with paragraph 2. 

Or. en
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Justification

See the justification to the amendment on Article 1 by the same authors. 

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 101
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall, for each river basin 
district or the portion of an international 
river basin district lying within their 
territory, undertake a preliminary flood risk 
assessment in accordance with paragraph 2. 

1. Member States shall, for each river basin 
district not falling entirely within their 
territory and the portion of an international 
river basin district lying within their 
territory, undertake a preliminary flood risk 
assessment in accordance with paragraph 2.

Or. de

Justification

For river basin districts lying wholly within the territory of a Member State, the Member 
States are to carry out the preliminary flood risk assessment themselves in accordance with 
the subsidiarity principle.  

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer and Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 102
Article 4, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall, for each river basin 
district or the portion of an international 
river basin district lying within their 
territory, undertake a preliminary flood risk
assessment in accordance with paragraph 2. 

1. Member States shall, for each river basin 
district or the portion of an international 
river basin district lying within their 
territory, undertake a preliminary assessment 
in accordance with paragraph 2. Where 
existing river basin assessments already 
confirm or exclude a significant risk, the 
preliminary flood risk assessment may be 
waived.

Or. de

Justification

The preliminary assessment should be waived in cases where the Member States have already 
taken, before the entry into force of the Directive, decisions – preceded by risk assessments –
on further-reaching measures for the mapping of flood risk areas or the establishment of 
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flood management plans. It is also unnecessary to assess all the aspects referred to in 
paragraph 2 in cases where the data available to the competent authority is sufficient to 
confirm an area as being at high risk of flooding. 

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 103
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1 a (new)

Existing assessments shall be accepted as 
preliminary assessments and fulfil the 
reporting obligation under Article 17.

Or. de

Justification

In order to avoid additional expense on assessment under this directive, the existing 
assessments should be used.  

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 104
Article 4, paragraph 1, subparagraph 1 a (new)

If a Member State has earlier studies 
covering the same field as the preliminary 
flood risk assessment, it must inform the 
Commission thereof and shall accordingly
not be required to produce a new study.

Or. pt

Justification

Some Member States already have studies covering the same field as the ‘preliminary flood 
risk assessments’; exempting them from the requirement of repeating those studies or 
submitting them in a different format would help to reduce costs and simplify procedures.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten, Dorette Corbey and Jules Maaten, 

Amendment 105
Article 4, paragraph 2
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2. The preliminary flood risk assessment 
shall include at least the following:

2. The preliminary flood risk assessment 
shall be undertaken to provide an 
assessment of potential risks based on 
available or readily derivable information. 
The assessment shall include at least the 
following:

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub basins 
and where appropriate associated coastal 
zones, showing topography and land use;

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub basins 
and where appropriate associated coastal 
zones, showing topography and land use;

b) a description of the floods which have 
occurred in the past;

b) a description of the floods which have 
occurred in the past and of which the risks 
are still existing;

c) a description of flooding processes and 
their sensitivity to change, including the 
role of flood plain areas as a natural 
retention/buffer of floods and flood 
conveyance routes now or in the future;

c) a description of recent flooding processes 
and of likely flooding trends in the area 
itself or in upstream and downstream 
regions, taking into account, where 
appropriate:

d) a description of development plans that 
would entail a change of land use or of 
allocation of the population and 
distribution of economic activities resulting 
in an increase of flood risks in the area 
itself or in upstream or downstream 
regions;

i) the role of flood plain areas as a natural 
retention/buffer of floods and flood 
conveyance routes;

e) an assessment of the likelihood of future 
floods based on hydrological data, types of 
floods and the projected impact of climate 
change and land use trends;

ii) land use plans and land use trends;

f) a forecast of the estimated consequences 
of future floods to human health, the 
environment and economic activity taking 
into account long-term developments 
including climate change.

iii) potential consequences to human health, 
the environment and economic activity 
taking into account, where feasible, long-
term developments including climate 
change.

Or. en

Justification

The text proposed by the Commission on paragraph 2 contains too many detailed 
requirements. This amendment aims at reducing these requirements to a level that is 
achievable for Member States, while safeguarding that enough relevant information will still 
be provided.
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Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 106
Article 4, paragraph 2, introductory part

2. The preliminary flood risk assessment 
shall include at least the following:

2. The preliminary flood risk assessment 
shall cover all river basins, giving priority 
to those at greater risk, and include at least
the following:

Or. es

Justification

The purpose of this amendment is to dispel the confusion that might arise between the 
measures that should be treated as a priority and the findings of a partial assessment, bearing 
in mind that a failure to adopt an exhaustive approach could undermine the precautionary 
principle.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 107
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (a)

(a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub-basins 
and where appropriate associated coastal 
zones, showing topography and land use;

(a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of, and characterising, the river 
basins, sub-basins and where appropriate 
associated coastal zones; the map shall 
show topography, land use and land use 
trends, weather patterns and the predicted 
impact of climate change, existing water 
supply installations and their purpose, river 
and, where applicable, coastal works, and 
projected urban and industrial 
development.
The map shall likewise indicate the role 
that wetlands and floodplains (if any) could 
play in mitigating the effects of floods.

Or. es

Justification

Adds to the details which it is considered necessary to include in basic flood risk mapping.
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Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 108
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (a)

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, subbasins and 
where appropriate associated coastal zones, 
showing topography and land use;

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, subbasins and 
coastal areas, showing topography and land 
use;

Or. en

Justification

Human activities tend to be concentrated in the coastal areas. With coastal areas being 
particularly exposed to the likely effects of climate change, all coastal areas without 
exception should be included into the preliminary flood risk assessment.

Amendment by Edite Estrela

Amendment 109
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (a)

(a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub-basins 
and where appropriate associated coastal 
zones, showing topography and land use;

(a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub-basins 
and coastal zones, showing topography and 
land use;

Or. pt

Justification

In view of climate change and the likelihood that sea levels will rise, it is vital that the 
directive should cover flood risks in coastal areas.

Amendment by Jillian Evans on behalf of the Greens/EFA

Amendment 110
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (a)

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub-basins 
and where appropriate associated coastal 
zones, showing topography and land use;

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, sub-basins 
and associated coastal areas, showing 
topography and land use;

Or. en
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Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 111
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (a)

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, subbasins and 
where appropriate associated coastal zones, 
showing topography and land use;

a) a map of the river basin district including 
the borders of the river basins, subbasins and 
coastal areas, showing topography and land 
use;

Or. en

Amendment by María Sornosa Martínez

Amendment 112
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (b)

b) a description of the floods which have 
occurred in the past;

b) a description of significant floods which 
have occurred in the past and which have 
had a significant adverse impact on human 
lives, economic activities and the 
environment and the likelihood of future 
events similar to which is still relevant, 
including the conveyance routes of such 
floods and an assessment of the adverse 
impacts they have entailed;

Or. en

Justification

To evaluate potential hazard areas, significant floods data are required although they haven’t 
generated damage because they could do it in the future.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 113
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (b)

(b) a description of the floods which have 
occurred in the past;

(b) a description of the floods which have 
occurred in the last 30 years and, where 
applicable, the risk of further occurrence;

Or. pt
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Justification

Simplifies the procedures. It is pointless to describe past floods unless there is a risk that the 
same thing might happen again.

Amendment by Richard Seeber, Vittorio Prodi and Edite Estrela

Amendment 114
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (c)

c) a description of flooding processes and
their sensitivity to change, including the role 
of flood plain areas as a natural 
retention/buffer of floods and flood 
conveyance routes now or in the future;

c) a description of flooding processes, 
including their sensitivity to change, 
particularly subsidence, and the role that
flood plain areas play as a natural 
retention/buffer of floods as well as a 
description of present and future flood 
conveyance routes;

Or. en

Justification

Subsidence has to be considered since it aggravates the flood risk.

Amendment by Liam Aylward

Amendment 115
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (c)

c) a description of flooding processes and
their sensitivity to change, including the role 
of flood plain areas as a natural 
retention/buffer of floods and flood 
conveyance routes now or in the future;

c) a description of flooding processes, 
including their sensitivity to change, 
particularly subsidence, and the role that
flood plain areas play as a natural 
retention/buffer of floods as well as a 
description of present and future flood 
conveyance routes;

Or. en

Justification

Subsidence has to be considered since it aggravates the flood risk.
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Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 116
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (e)

(e) an assessment of the likelihood of future 
floods based on hydrological data, types of 
floods and the projected impact of climate 
change and land use trends;

(e) an assessment of the likelihood of future 
floods based on hydrological data, types of 
floods and the projected impact of climate 
change trends;

Or. de

Justification

Many studies have shown that future changes in land use have only a very small influence on 
the occurrence of extreme floods. 

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 117
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (e)

(e) an assessment of the likelihood of future 
floods based on hydrological data, types of 
floods and the projected impact of climate 
change and land use trends;

(e) an assessment of the likelihood of future 
floods based on hydrological data, types of 
floods and the projected impact of climate 
change and construction trends;

Or. de

Justification

Future building developments in an area should be taken into account in the preliminary 
assessment of the flooding risk: other future changes in land use have only a very small 
influence on the occurrence of extreme floods.  

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 118
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (f)

(f) a forecast of the estimated consequences 
of future floods to human health, the 
environment and economic activity taking 
into account long-term developments
including climate change.

(f) a forecast of the estimated consequences 
of future floods to human health, the 
environment and economic activity taking 
into account long-term developments.
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Or. de

Justification

Forecasting the estimated consequences of future floods on health, the environment and  the 
economy in the light of climate change would include the devising of scenarios for the various 
environmental assets. Given the current state of the data, particularly at the level of sub-
basins, such forecasts would be very speculative in nature, and would not yield any reliable 
results.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 119
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (f)

(f) a forecast of the estimated consequences 
of future floods to human health, the 
environment and economic activity taking 
into account long-term developments 
including climate change.

deleted

Or. de

Justification

Since estimated consequences resulting from a conceivable climate change can only be 
speculative, they cannot be used as the basis for what may be very long-term management 
plans.

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 120
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (f a) (new)

(fa) flood risk management measures, 
especially those related to building 
infrastructures, should be subject to a 
sound and transparent economic and 
environmental appraisal to ensure their 
long term viability for citizens and 
businesses, taking into account the 
principle of cost-recovery, including 
environmental and resource costs.

Or. en
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Justification

In flood prone areas the development of new human activities must bear the costs of the risk 
management measures. This may result in citizens and businesses in flood risk areas taking 
precautionary measures to reduce damage. The recovery cost and who bears these costs need 
to be decided at national level.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 121
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (f a) (new)

(fa) the possibility of checking the progress 
of a flood wave through planned flood 
diversion, with a view to minimising the 
impact of flooding, i.e. to protecting densely 
populated areas, cultural monuments, 
ecosystems, economic structures and 
infrastructure.

Or. pl

Justification

One of the aims of flood management is to restrict the impact of flooding. A knowledge of the 
landscape and of, the location of hydraulic installations, including flood banks, and of 
densely populated areas, cultural monuments, ecosystems, economic structures and 
infrastructure enables decisions to be taken to breach flood walls and channel the flood wave 
into uninhabited areas (known as 'flood diversion') with a view to minimising the scale and 
impact of flooding.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 122
Article 4, paragraph 2, point (f a) (new)

(fa) To enable flood risk management 
likewise to be geared to the specific nature 
of the Mediterranean region, the 
preliminary flood risk assessment for that 
region could include an analysis of ‘flood-
drought pairing’ so as to allow for the 
effects produced when situations brought 
about by an excess of water (flood) 
alternate with seasonal, anuual, or 
prolonged water shortages (drought).
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Or. es

Justification

The explanatory memorandum and the objectives of the directive refer to rivers in northern 
and central Europe, but attention should also be drawn to the severe flooding that occurs in 
Mediterranean river basins, which, paradoxically and unlike the rest of Europe, also suffer 
prolonged spells of drought.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 123
Article 4, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Member States may apply for 
derogations from Article 4(2), and from 
Articles 5, 6, 7, 8 and 9 based on that 
article, in respect of river basins which are 
situated wholly on their territory, if they 
can show that residents on their territory, 
economic activities and the environment 
are given protection equivalent to that laid 
down in those articles.  

Or. nl

Justification

In accordance with the subsidiarity principle.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 124
Article 5

1. On the basis of the assessment set out in 
article 4, each river basin, sub-basin or 
stretch of coastline covered by a river basin 
district shall be assigned to one of the 
following categories:

1. On the basis of the assessment set out in 
article 4, each area covered by a river basin 
district shall be assigned to one of the 
following categories:

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 

a) Areas for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
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activity are considered to be acceptably low; activity are considered to be acceptably low;

b) River basins, sub basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or might 
reasonably be considered likely to occur.

b) Areas for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or might 
reasonably be considered likely to occur.

2. The assignment under paragraph 1 of an 
international river basin or sub-basin or 
stretches of coastline of an international 
river basin district, shall be coordinated 
between the Member States concerned.

2. The assignment under paragraph 1 of an 
area of an international river basin district, 
shall be coordinated between the Member 
States concerned.

Or. nl

Justification

Within a section of a river basin there may be some areas where there is a flooding risk and 
others where no significant risk exists. 

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 125
Article 5, paragraph 1

1. On the basis of the assessment set out in 
article 4, each river basin, sub-basin or 
stretch of coastline covered by a river basin 
district shall be assigned to one of the 
following categories:

1. On the basis of the assessment set out in 
article 4, each river basin covered by a river 
basin district shall be assigned to one of the 
following categories:

(a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low;

(a) River basins for which it is concluded 
that no potential significant flood risks exist 
or might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low;

(b) River basins, sub basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur.

(b) River basins for which it is concluded 
that potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur.

Or. de

Justification

The proposal for a directive infringes the subsidiarity principle. Under that principle, EU 
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rules must be confined to cross-border river basins in respect of which regulation is needed. 
Coastal protection differs significantly from protection against flooding from inland waters. 
In coastal protection, risk assessment is not based on the probability of recurrence of a 
flooding event in a given number of years, but on the determination of water levels on the 
basis of measurement which are agreed between the coastal states and checked on a regular 
basis. The directive cannot therefore be applied to coastal protection. The phrases "sub-
basins" and "stretch of coastline" should therefore be deleted. 

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 126
Article 5, paragraph 1

1. On the basis of the assessment set out in 
article 4, each river basin, sub-basin or
stretch of coastline covered by a river basin 
district shall be assigned to one of the 
following categories:

1. On the basis of the assessment set out in 
article 4, each river basin and each stretch 
of coastline not linked to a river basin 
district shall be assigned to one of the 
following areas:

(a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low;

(a) River basin, sub-basin and coastline 
areas for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low;

(b) River basins, sub basins or stretch of
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur.

(b) River basin, sub basin and coastline 
areas for which it is concluded that potential 
significant flood risks exist or might 
reasonably be considered likely to occur.

Or. de

Justification

Specifying “areas” seeks to clarify the text. Following an initial assessment of the whole river 
basin, the maps called for in Article 7 should be drawn up only for those sub-basins in which 
a risk genuinely exists, e.g. because of residential occupation. There is no point in drawing up 
maps of extensive river basins or sub-basins which have no risk potential. 
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Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 127
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (a)

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low.

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretches of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low, 
taking into account foreseeable land use or 
climate change;

Or. en

Justification

Areas for which land use changes are planned or where predictable changes in rainfall 
volumes and patterns due to climate change are expected, should be covered by more detailed 
assessment to ensure adequate planning information.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 128
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (a)

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or 
economic activity are considered to be 
acceptably low;

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretches of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might occur, taking into account 
foreseeable land use or climate change;

Or. en

Justification

Current ambiguous wording would not ensure a common EU-wide approach to the selection 
of river basins for which flood risk maps and flood risk management plans are to be 
developed. Areas, for which land use changes are planned (i.e. new settlements, changes from 
extensive to intensive agriculture) or where predictable changes in rainfall volumes and 
patterns due to climate change are expected, should be covered by more detailed assessment 
to ensure adequate planning information.
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Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 129
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (a)

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or 
economic activity are considered to be 
acceptably low;

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretches of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might occur, taking into account 
foreseeable land use or climate change;

Or. en

Justification

The current ambiguous wording would not ensure a common EU-wide approach to the 
selection of river basins for which flood risk maps and flood risk management plans are to be 
developed. Areas, for which land use changes are planned (i.e. new settlements, changes from 
extensive to intensive agriculture) or where predictable changes in rainfall volumes and 
patterns due to climate change are expected, should be covered by more detailed assessment 
to ensure adequate planning information.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 130
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (a)

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur or that the potential consequences to 
human health, the environment or economic 
activity are considered to be acceptably low;

a) River basins, sub-basins or stretches of 
coastline for which it is concluded that no 
potential significant flood risk exists or that 
the potential consequences to human health, 
the environment or economic activity are 
considered to be acceptably low;

Or. en

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 131
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (b)

b) River basins, sub basins or stretch of b) River basins, sub basins or stretches of 
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coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur.

coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to 
occur, taking into account foreseeable land 
use or climate changes.

Or. en

Justification

Areas for which land use changes are planned or where predictable changes in rainfall 
volumes and patterns due to climate change are expected, should be covered by more detailed 
assessment to ensure adequate planning information.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 132
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (b)

b) River basins, sub basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to
occur.

b) River basins, sub basins or stretches of 
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might occur, taking into account 
foreseeable land use or climate changes.

Or. en

Justification

The current ambiguous wording would not ensure a common EU-wide approach to the 
selection of river basins for which flood risk maps and flood risk management plans are to be 
developed. Areas, for which land use changes are planned (i.e. new settlements, changes from 
extensive to intensive agriculture) or where predictable changes in rainfall volumes and 
patterns due to climate change are expected, should be covered by more detailed assessment 
to ensure adequate planning information.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 133
Article 5, paragraph 1, point (b)

b) River basins, sub basins or stretch of 
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might reasonably be considered likely to

b) River basins, sub basins or stretches of 
coastline for which it is concluded that 
potential significant flood risks exist or 
might occur, taking into account 
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occur. foreseeable land use or climate change.

Or. en

Justification

Current ambiguous wording would not ensure a common EU-wide approach to the selection 
of river basins for which flood risk maps and flood risk management plans are to be 
developed. Areas, for which land use changes are planned (i.e. new settlements, changes from 
extensive to intensive agriculture) or where predictable changes in rainfall volumes and 
patterns due to climate change are expected, should be covered by more detailed assessment 
to ensure adequate planning information.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 134
Article 5, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. Where appropriate, stretches of 
coastline may be integrated by the Member 
States in the assessment of the (sub) river 
basin.

Or. en

Justification

In analogy to Directive 2000/60/EG, Member States should have the option to integrate the 
assessment of coastal flood risks and fluvial flood risks.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 135
Article 5, paragraph 2 

2. The assignment under paragraph 1 of an
international river basin or sub-basin or 
stretches of coastline of an international 
river basin district, shall be coordinated 
between the Member States concerned.

2. The assignment under paragraph 1 of a 
cross-border river basin or sub-basin or 
stretches of coastline of an international 
river basin district, shall be coordinated 
between the Member States concerned.

Or. de

Justification

See justification following amendment to Article 5(1). 
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Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 136
Article 6, paragraph 1 a (new)

1a. To cover the period before that 
deadline, while the Member States are 
completing thier preliminary assessments, 
the Commission shall publicise preventive 
measures and encourage exchanges of 
experience regarding flood prevention and 
management with a view to ensuring that 
further incidents and disasters can be 
averted as far as possible.

Or. es

Justification

Given the diverse nature of the EU’s different regions and the immediate need to provide the 
more vulnerable areas with prevention and management tools, the Commission should 
expedite and encourage an exchange of good practice, since this would undoubtedly be very 
useful up to the time when the preliminary plans were completed.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 137
Article 6, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall review and update, if 
necessary, the assessment under paragraph 1 
at the latest in 2018 and every six years 
thereafter. 

2. Member States shall review and update, if 
necessary, the assessment under paragraph 1 
at the latest in 2018 and every 10 years 
thereafter. 

Or. de

Justification

The drafting and assessment of risk maps and management plans is a very costly business. 
The review of the measures taken should therefore be in line with the return period referred to 
in Article 7(2) for floods with very high probability. Such an extension of the review period is 
also appropriate with a view to proportionality. 
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Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 138
Article 5, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1 a (new)

Member States shall ensure the relevant 
data transfer within shared river basins for 
the purposes of this Article.

Or. en

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 139
Article 7, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood hazard
maps for the river basins identified under 
point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1. Flood risk 
maps shall also be prepared for areas with 
a high damage potential.

Or. de

Justification

A distinction should be drawn between flood hazard and flood risk maps, with the drafting of 
risk maps confined areas with high damage potential.  

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 140
Article 7, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood hazard
maps for the river basins identified under 
point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1. Flood risk 
maps shall also be prepared for areas with 
a high damage potential.

Or. de
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Justification

The proposal for a directive infringes the subsidiarity principle. Under that principle, EU 
rules must be confined to cross-border river basins in respect of which regulation is needed. 
Coastal protection differs significantly from protection against flooding from inland waters. 
In coastal protection, risk assessment is not based on the probability of recurrence of a 
flooding event in a given number of years, but on the determination of water levels on the 
basis of measurement which are agreed between the coastal states and checked on a regular 
basis. The directive cannot therefore be applied to coastal protection. The phrases "sub-
basins" and "stretch of coastline" should therefore be deleted.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 141
Article 7, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

1. Member States shall, on the most 
appropriate scale, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basin, sub 
basin and coastline areas provided for in
point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

Or. de

Justification

See justification following amendment to Article 5(1).  

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 142
Article 7, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district not lying entirely within 
their territory, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

Or. de
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Justification

For river basin districts lying wholly within the territory of a Member State, the Member 
States are to carry out the preliminary flood risk assessment themselves in accordance with 
the subsidiarity principle.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 143
Article 7, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
‘flood risk maps’, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1. 
Existing flood risk maps shall be deemed to 
be ‘flood risk maps’ within the meaning of 
this article and fulfil the reporting 
obligation under Article 17.

Or. de

Justification

In order to avoid additional expenditure on drawing up flood risk maps under this directive, 
existing flood risk maps should be used.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 144
Article 7, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
“flood risk maps”, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under point (b) Article 5 paragraph 1.

1. Member States shall, at the level of the 
river basin district, prepare flood maps and 
indicative flood damage maps, hereinafter 
“flood risk maps”, for the river basins, sub 
basins and stretches of coastline identified 
under Article 5(1)(b) and shall use the flood 
risk maps to phase out direct or indirect 
subsidies that have the effect of increasing 
flood risks.

Or. en
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Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 145
Article 7, paragraph 2

2. The flood maps shall cover the 
geographical areas which could be flooded 
according to the following scenarios:

2. The flood maps shall cover the 
geographical areas which could be flooded 
according to the following scenarios:

a) floods with a high probability (likely 
return period, once in every 10 years);

a) floods with a high probability;

b) floods with a medium probability (likely 
return period, once in every 100
years);

b) floods with a medium probability;

c) floods with a low probability (extreme 
events).

c) floods with a low probability (extreme 
events).

For each scenario set out in the first 
subparagraph the following elements shall 
be shown:

For each scenario set out in the first 
subparagraph the following elements shall 
be shown, where appropriate:

a) projected water depths; a) projected water depths;
b) the flow velocity, where appropriate; b) the flow velocity;

c) areas which could be subject to bank 
erosion and debris flow deposition.

c) areas which could be subject to bank 
erosion and debris flow deposition.

Or. en

Justification

It should be left up to the Member States to define what they see as a high, medium or low 
probability. It is already established practice that the definitions of these probabilities can 
differ even within a Member State, due to the differences in the risk associated with the 
flooding of different areas.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 146
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1, point (a)

(a) floods with a high probability (likely 
return period, once in every 10 years);

deleted

Or. de
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Justification

Flooding events with a return period of ten years are very rarely relevant for risk 
assessments. 

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 147
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1, point (a)

(a) floods with a high probability (likely 
return period, once in every 10 years);

(a) floods with a likely return period of once
every 10-30 years;

Or. de

Justification

In most Member States there is no need to map flooding events with a return period of 10 
years, which in practice are generally less relevant. The Member States should therefore be 
allowed some discretion as to what investigation period or what likely return period they wish 
to use as the basis for their high-probability flooding maps.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 148
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, introductory part

For each scenario set out in the first 
subparagraph the following elements shall 
be shown:

For the scenario set out in point (b) of the 
first subparagraph the following elements 
shall be shown:

Or. de

Justification

Data such as projected water depths and flow velocity are relevant only to floods occurring 
every 100 years. For “extreme” events (floods occurring every 1000 years) these data do not 
in practice need to be seriously calculated and would be purely speculative. 

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 149
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (a a) (new)

(aa) duration of the emergency, synoptic 
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data (location of pressure systems, forecast 
volume and intensity of rainfall);

Or. pl

Justification

In addition to flood risk maps and flood risk management plans, weather forecasts are 
important in ensuring that appropriate action is taken in connection with floods. What is 
important is where, how much and for how long rain falls, particularly during downpours, 
which are the main cause of flooding in Europe.

Synoptical information on the sudden onset of warmer weather in late winter in low-lying 
parts of Europe can be a useful signal for the Member States in that part of Europe to take 
action with a view to minimising the impact of flooding.
Forecasts of swiftly moving weather fronts are essential information for Member States which 
may be exposed to the effects of cyclones and storms. They enable them to take preventive 
action against coastal flooding, particularly in low-lying areas (e.g. in the Netherlands).

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 150
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c)

(c) areas which could be subject to bank
erosion and debris flow deposition.

(c) areas which could be subject to erosion 
of flood terraces and slopes of river valleys 
and to bank erosion and debris flow 
deposition.

Or. pl

Justification

The previous version referred only to damage to coastal areas, whereas most flooding in 
Europe affects river valleys. During flooding, all parts of a valley - bed, flood terraces and 
slopes - are damaged.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 151
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c)

(c) areas which could be subject to bank 
erosion and debris flow deposition.

(c) where appropriate, areas which could be 
subject to bank erosion and debris flow 
deposition.
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Or. de

Justification

Particularly in the Alps, every river has many areas where bank erosion and deposition are 
possible. It is not appropriate to list all these areas here. Only where these phenomena 
represent a hazard should they be mapped in detail. 

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 152
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c)

(c) areas which could be subject to bank 
erosion and debris flow deposition.

(c) areas which could be subject to 
morphological changes such as bank 
erosion or debris flow deposition.

Or. es

Justification

The morphological changes that could have a bearing on flood management are not confined 
to erosion and debris flow deposition (other examples include landslides, subsidence, sudden 
unevenness in the ground due to seismic movement, etc.).

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 153
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c a) (new)

ca) areas which may serve as flood 
retention basins or as buffer areas in the 
event of flooding. 

Or. nl

Justification

Areas with a potentially valuable function as flood retention basins or buffer areas could be 
built on, thus losing this function. It is important for such areas to be included in the flooding 
and flood management plans required to be drawn up under this directive. 
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Amendment by María del Pilar Ayuso González

Amendment 154
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c a) (new)

(ca) steeply sloping areas which could be 
subject to floods with a high flow velocity 
and large quantities of debris.

Or. es

Justification

It is also necessary to allow for the floods in some Mediterranean regions caused primarily 
by short, sharp downpours of torrential rain, the effects of which are aggravated by steep 
slopes.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 155
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c a) (new)

(ca) agents potentially capable of causing 
floods that can or might be found in the 
area marked out on the risk map.

Or. es

Justification

For flood assessment and management purposes it is necessary to define and analyse the 
causative agents, covering their full implications. As well as being mentioned in the 
management plans, they should be shown on the risk maps.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 156
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c a) (new)

(ca) floodplains and other natural areas 
that can serve as a retention buffer area at 
present or in the future.

Or. en
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Justification

The undeveloped areas that can flood naturally (e.g. floodplains) and perform a valuable 
water retention function, if not considered in the flood risk maps and management plans, 
could be targeted for development. They would then loose or weaken their important function 
of reducing flood risk, and the new assets placed there would be at risk. It is thus important 
that a “no-deterioration” provision applies to these areas so that risks do not increase. 
Therefore, it is necessary that these areas and the functions they perform are 
included/considered in the relevant flood risk maps and management plans to be drawn under 
this Directive.

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 157
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c a) (new)

(ca) floodplains and other natural areas 
that can serve as a retention buffer area at 
present or in the future.

Or. en

Justification

The floodplains perform a valuable retention function and could be targeted for development 
if not considered in the flood risk maps. It is important that a "no deterioration" provision 
applies to these areas so risks do not increase, therefore they have to be mentioned in the 
relevant maps and plans.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 158
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c a) (new)

(ca) floodplains and other natural areas 
that can serve as a retention buffer area at 
present or in the future.

Or. en

Justification

The undeveloped areas that could flood naturally (e.g. floodplains) and perform a valuable 
water retention function, if not considered in the flood risk maps and management plans, 
could be targeted for development. They would then lose or weaken their important function 
of reducing flood risk, and the new assets placed there would be at risk. It is thus important 
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that a “no-deterioration” provision applies to these areas so risks do not increase. Therefore, 
it is necessary that these areas and the functions they perform are included/considered in the 
relevant flood risk maps and management plans to be drawn under this Directive.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 159
Article 7, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2, point (c b) (new)

(cb) resources available to deal with the 
levels of risk corresponding to the three 
scenarios set out in points (a), (b) and (c) of 
the first subparagraph.

Or. es

Justification

The resources available (civil protection teams, medical units operating in the area, etc.) to 
tackle floods corresponding to the different levels of risk should be detailed not only in the 
risk management plans, but also on the risk maps.

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer and Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 160
Article 7, paragraph 3

3. The indicative flood damage maps shall 
show the potential damage associated with 
floods under the scenarios referred to in 
paragraph 2 and expressed in terms of the 
following:

3. The flood risk maps shall show the 
potential risks associated with floods subject 
to the scenarios referred to in points (b) and 
(c) of paragraph 2 taking into account the 
following:

(a) the number of inhabitants potentially 
affected;

(a) the number of inhabitants potentially 
affected;

(b) potential economic damage in the area; (b) potential economic damage in the area;

(c) potential damage to the environment.

Or. de

Justification

The cost of drawing up flood risk maps for three different scenarios taking into account all 
the features referred to in Articles 2 and 4 would be considerable, and unnecessary in river 
basins with a small damage potential. The mapping of potential environmental damage calls 
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for complex calculation methods and models which could be achieved for the whole area only 
at immense cost which would be quite out of proportion to the knowledge obtained.  

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 161
Article 7, paragraph 3

3. The indicative flood damage maps shall 
show the potential damage associated with 
floods under the scenarios referred to in 
paragraph 2 and expressed in terms of the 
following:

3. The indicative flood damage maps shall 
show the potential adverse consequences
associated with floods under the scenarios 
referred to in paragraph 2 and expressed in 
terms of the following:

a) the number of inhabitants potentially 
affected;

a) the number of inhabitants potentially 
affected;

b) potential economic damage in the area; b) potential economic damage in the area;
c) potential damage to the environment. c) technical installations as referred to in 

Annex I of Council Directive 96/61/EC of 
24 September 1996 concerning integrated 
pollution prevention and control1 and 
covered by Council Directive 96/82/EC of 9 
December 1996 on the control of major-
accident hazards involving dangerous 
substances2 which might cause accidental 
pollution in case of flooding and protected 
areas identified by Article 6 of Directive 
2000/60/EC.
___________
1 OJ L 257, 10.10.1996, p. 26. Directive as last 
amended by Regulation (EC) No 166/2006 (OJ L 33, 
4.2.2006, p. 1).
2 OJ L 10, 14.1.1997. p. 13. Directive as last 
amended by Directive 2003/105/EC (OJ L 345, 
31.12.2003, p. 97).

Or. en

Justification

The flood maps should show the installations that might cause accidental environmental 
pollution as a consequence of flooding. The tools to identify installations with potential risk 
are the classifications of the above mentioned Seveso II Directive and IPPC Directive. 
Protected areas identified in the Water Framework Directive should also be presented in the 
flood maps.
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Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 162
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (b)

(b) potential economic damage in the area; (b) potential damage to ecomomic activities
in the area;

Or. pt

Justification

To quantify the damage in economic terms might be too much to ask. Doing away with this 
step would make ‘flood risk maps’ easier to draw up. A description of the economic activities 
that might be affected ought to suffice.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 163
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (b)

(b) potential economic damage in the area; (b) potential economic damage in the area, 
broken down by sector of activity;

Or. es

Justification

Whether the degree of probability corresponds to scenario (a), (b), or (c), a flood will 
obviously not have the same impact on farming, industrial plant, or service infrastructure 
(electricity, channels of communication, telephone service). It would be useful if the 
indications to be given on risk maps from the outset enabled the potential damage to be 
broken down according to the sectors operating in an area at risk.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 164
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (b) and (c)

b) potential economic damage in the area; b) economic activities potentially affected in 
the area;

c) potential damage to the environment. c) potential negative effects on the 
environment.

Or. en
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Justification

It is very difficult, or even impossible, to express the effects of a flooding in financial terms. 
Therefore it is preferred to avoid the word ‘damage’.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 165
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (c)

(c) potential damage to the environment. (c) potential damage to the environment and 
risks to human health.

Or. es

Justification

If, becuase given installations were sited in the area, floods were likely to cause particular 
environmental problems such as water contamination, that risk should be mapped from the 
outset.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 166
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (c)

(c) potential damage to the environment. deleted

Or. de

Justification

The mapping of potential environmental damage calls for complex calculation methods and 
models which could be achieved for the whole area only at immense cost which would be 
quite out of proportion to the knowledge obtained.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 167
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (c)

c) potential damage to the environment. c) potential damage to the environment, 
including areas designated as protected 
areas under Article 6 of Directive 
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2000/60/EC, taking into account location of 
point or diffuse sources of pollution and 
associated risks to aquatic or terrestrial 
ecosystems in the case of flood events.

Or. en

Amendment by María Sornosa Martínez

Amendment 168
Article 7, paragraph 3, point (c a) (new)

(ca) identification of hazard areas where 
high density floods and debris floods can 
occur.

Or. en

Justification

The identification of high density and debris floods is absolutely necessary. These kinds of 
floods are very dangerous for people and goods, and must be analyzed not only under a 
hydraulic point of view, but also under a geomorphologic one.

Amendment by María del Pilar Ayuso González

Amendment 169
Article 7, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Member States shall determine the 
specific points at which the flood risk is 
higher. That information must be taken 
into account in land use planning.

Or. es

Justification

There are always particular points exposed to a higher risk. The information on that subject 
should be used in order to make for better land use planning for farming, industrial, urban 
development, and infrastructure purposes.



AM\610916EN.doc 65/106 PE 371.879v02-00

EN

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 170
Article 7, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Depending on the particular 
characteristics of their regions, Member 
States may, if they think fit, include specific 
provisions on their risk maps.

Or. es

Justification

The directive sets out some basic rules to observe. It might, however, be very useful for 
individual Member States to lay down specific measures for areas with special 
characteristics.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 171
Article 8, paragraph 2

2. They shall be reviewed, and if necessary 
updated by 22 December 2019 at the latest 
and every six years thereafter.

2. They shall be reviewed, and if necessary 
updated by 22 December 2019 at the latest 
and every 10 years thereafter.

Or. de

Justification

The drafting and assessment of risk maps and management plans is a very costly business. 
The review of the measures taken should therefore be in line with the return period referred to 
in Article 7(2) for floods with very high probability. Such an extension of the review period is 
also appropriate with a view to proportionality.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 172
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of Article 

1. Member States shall establish flood risk 
management plans at the level of the river 
basin district for the river basins, sub-basins 
and stretches of coastline, or parts thereof,
identified under Article 5(1)(b) in 



PE 371.879v02-00 66/106 AM\610916EN.doc

EN

5 paragraph 1 in accordance with 
paragraphs 2 and 3 of this Article.

accordance with paragraphs 2 and 3 of this 
Article. Where appropriate, stretches of 
coastline may be integrated in the plans of 
the (sub) river basin plans, or, where these 
are not associated with a river basin 
district, be dealt with separately.

Or. en

Justification

The implementation of the underlying investment plans and spatial planning policies should 
not be brought under EU law. It is likely that if implementation of these plans and programs 
were brought under EU legal obligations, countries would make plans with very low 
ambitions, as they fear infringement procedures when failing to realize a plan containing 
more ambitious measures. 

Instead of this, it is more effective to focus on transparency of the implementation process; to 
this end the plans should:

1. state the objectives of flood risk management; 
2. list the measures; 
3. state the way in which progress will be monitored.

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 173
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of 
Article 5 paragraph 1 in accordance with 
paragraphs 2 and 3 of this Article.

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins identified under point (b) of 
Article 5 paragraph 1 in accordance with 
paragraphs 2 and 3 of this Article.

Or. de

Justification

The proposal for a directive infringes the subsidiarity principle. Under that principle, EU 
rules must be confined to cross-border river basins in respect of which regulation is needed. 
Coastal protection differs significantly from protection against flooding from inland waters. 
In coastal protection, risk assessment is not based on the probability of recurrence of a 
flooding event in a given number of years, but on the determination of water levels on the 
basis of measurement which are agreed between the coastal states and checked on a regular 
basis. The directive cannot therefore be applied to coastal protection. The phrases "sub-
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basins" and "stretch of coastline" should therefore be deleted.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 174
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of Article 
5 paragraph 1 in accordance with paragraphs 
2 and 3 of this Article.

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district not falling 
entirely within their territory for the river 
basins, sub-basins and stretches of coastline 
identified under point (b) of Article 5 
paragraph 1 in accordance with paragraphs 2 
and 3 of this Article.

Or. de

Justification

For river basin districts lying wholly within the territory of a Member State, the Member 
States are to carry out the preliminary flood risk assessment themselves in accordance with 
the subsidiarity principle.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 175
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of Article 
5 paragraph 1 in accordance with paragraphs 
2 and 3 of this Article.

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of Article 
5 paragraph 1 in accordance with paragraphs 
2 and 3 of this Article. Existing flood risk 
management plans shall be deemed to be 
plans within the meaning of this article and 
shall fulfil the reporting obligation 
pursuant to Article 17.

Or. de

Justification

In order to avoid additional expense on drawing up flood management plans under this 
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directive, the existing flood management plans should be used.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 176
Article 9, paragraph 1 

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of Article 
5 paragraph 1 in accordance with 
paragraphs 2 and 3 of this Article.

1. Member States shall adopt flood risk 
management plans at the level of the river 
basin district, for the river basins, sub-basins 
and stretches of coastline identified under
Article 5(1)(b) in accordance with 
paragraphs 2 and 3 of this Article and in 
accordance with the objectives laid down in 
Articles 1 and 4 of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 177
Article 9, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins and stretches of 
coastline identified under point (b) of Article 
5 paragraph 1 in accordance with paragraphs 
2 and 3 of this Article.

1. Member States shall prepare and 
implement flood risk management plans at 
the level of the river basin district for the 
river basins, sub-basins, stretches of 
coastline and urban areas identified under 
point (b) of Article 5 paragraph 1 in 
accordance with paragraphs 2 and 3 of this 
Article.

Or. pl

Justification

Recital 8 of the proposal refers to urban floods, which should therefore also be included in 
the operative part of the directive.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 178
Article 9, paragraph 2
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2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin, urban area or stretch of 
coastline, focusing on the reduction of the 
probability of flooding and of potential 
consequences of flooding to human health, 
the environment and economic activity, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation..

Or. pl

Justification

Recital 8 of the proposal refers to urban floods, which should therefore also be included in 
the operative part of the directive.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 179
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water  anagement, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation. Human uses of 
floodplains should be adapted to the 
identified flood risks. 

Or. en

Justification

Floods are natural phenomena. Floods pose a risk only to human activities or uses 
undertaken in flood plains. Therefore, minimising the potential consequences of flooding must 
also entail an adjustment of these human activities to the existing flood risks.
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Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 180
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States, in close association with 
local and regional authorities, shall 
establish appropriate levels of risk 
prevention and protection specific to each 
river basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on a reduction in the probability of 
flooding and of the potential consequences 
of flooding for human health, the 
environment and economic activity, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

Or. en

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 181
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences 
of flooding to human health, the 
environment and economic activity, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish the 
objectives of flood risk management
specific to each river basin, sub basin or 
stretch of coastline, or parts thereof, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

Or. en

Justification

Consequence of the amendment on Article 1 by the same authors. The sentence 
“focusing…economic activity” can be deleted as this duplicates the definition of flood risk in 
Article 2.
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Amendment by Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 182
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, focusing on the reduction of the 
probability of flooding and of potential 
consequences of flooding to human health, 
the environment and economic activity, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

Or. de

Justification

The proposal for a directive infringes the subsidiarity principle. Under that principle, EU 
rules must be confined to cross-border river basins in respect of which regulation is needed. 
Coastal protection differs significantly from protection against flooding from inland waters. 
In coastal protection, risk assessment is not based on the probability of recurrence of a 
flooding event in a given number of years, but on the determination of water levels on the 
basis of measurement which are agreed between the coastal states and checked on a regular 
basis. The directive cannot therefore be applied to coastal protection. The phrases "sub-
basins" and "stretch of coastline" should therefore be deleted.

Amendment by María Sornosa Martínez

Amendment 183
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of potential 
consequences of flooding to human health, 
the environment and economic activity, 
using preferably non structural initiatives, 
and, when necessary, the reduction of 
likelihood of flooding. These actions must
take into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.
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Or. en

Justification

Floods are natural events in the river dynamics that play an important role. Therefore it is 
necessary to remark the importance of using preferably non structural actions. This means, 
the flood risk may be reduced by means of the reduction of vulnerability. Only when these 
actions result insufficient, the reduction of the likelihood of flooding should involve structural 
actions.

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 184
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States, in close association with 
local and regional authorities, shall 
establish appropriate levels of protection 
specific to each river basin, sub basin or 
stretch of coastline, focusing on the 
reduction of the probability of flooding and 
of potential consequences of flooding to 
human health, the environment and 
economic activity, and taking into account 
relevant aspects: water management, soil 
management, spatial planning, land use and 
nature conservation.

Or. en

Justification

To ensure the widest possible participation of local authorities who are generally more aware 
of water basin management necessities.

Amendment by Linda McAvan

Amendment 185
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment, 



AM\610916EN.doc 73/106 PE 371.879v02-00

EN

and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

property and economic activity, and taking 
into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

Or. en

Justification

The protection of property is a key element of flood management, and should be referred to 
here.

Amendment by Ambroise Guellec

Amendment 186
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of flood risk management specific to 
each river basin, sub basin or stretch of 
coastline, focusing on the reduction of the 
probability of flooding and of potential 
consequences of flooding to human health, 
the environment and economic activity, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

Or. fr

Justification

The term ‘protection’ is too narrow, whereas ‘flood risk management’ implies prevention, 
protection and preparedness as specified in Article 9(3).

Amendment by María del Pilar Ayuso González

Amendment 187
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences 
of flooding to human health, the 

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub-basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the estimated 
damage to human health, the environment 
and economic activity and, wherever 



PE 371.879v02-00 74/106 AM\610916EN.doc

EN

environment and economic activity, and 
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

possible, of the probability of flooding. The 
measures in question must be implemented
taking into account relevant aspects: water 
management, soil management, spatial 
planning, land use and nature conservation.

Or. es

Justification

Sometimes it is not possible to reduce the probability of flooding. It would be more realistic 
for the Member States to focus their efforts on reducing the damage caused by floods.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi and Péter Olajos

Amendment 188
Article 9, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation.

2. Member States shall establish appropriate 
levels of protection specific to each river 
basin, sub basin or stretch of coastline, 
focusing on the reduction of the probability 
of flooding and of potential consequences of 
flooding to human health, the environment 
and economic activity, and taking into 
account relevant aspects: water management, 
soil management, spatial planning, land use 
and nature conservation, as well as costs and 
benefits. In the case of shared river basins, 
sub basins or stretches of coastline, 
Member States shall cooperate in the 
implementation of the above obligations.

Or. en

Justification

The amendment aims to ensure that in the case of shared river basins Member States are 
required to coordinate when determining the levels of protection. This is a particularly 
important safeguard for downstream countries. In addition, the range of conditions to be 
taken into account in the above exercise should be expanded to the costs and benefits of the 
measures. 
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Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 189
Article 9, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Specifically, given that urban planning 
is a matter for each Member State and its 
regional and local tiers of government, 
national authorities should provide in their 
plans for preventive or corrective measures
making for proper urban management and 
spatial planning of areas at risk, pursuing 
the specific objectives of environmentally 
integrating rivers into town and city 
centres, implementing programmes to 
regenerate water and woodland resources, 
conserving river beds, or raising public 
awareness, among other aims.

Or. es

Justification

Given the numerous cases of flooding in town and city centres, the above paragraph ought to 
be included.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 190
Article 9, paragraph 3

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of protection established in 
accordance with paragraph 2.

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of risk prevention and protection 
established in accordance with paragraph 2 
and a timetable for their implementation.  

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, including flood 
forecasting and early warning systems, and 
taking into account the characteristics of the 
particular river basin or sub basin.

The plans shall include an assessment of 
environmental and economic efficiency of 
technical flood protection measures, as well 
as of the natural flood retention potential 
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of existing or to be restored flood plains. 
The plans shall promote appropriate land 
use, agricultural and forestry practices 
throughout the river basin district.
The flood risk management measures may 
include cost recovery measures so that 
economic activities in flood risk areas pay 
the costs of flood defence and emergency 
services as well as environmental and 
resource costs and may lay down 
obligations for people living in flood risk 
areas to take to the best of their ability 
precautionary measures designed to reduce 
damage.

Or. en

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 191
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 1

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of protection established in 
accordance with paragraph 2.

3. The flood risk management plans shall be 
implemented on the basis of an integrated 
approach, taking into account such other 
instruments, legislation, or programmes as 
might be of use. They shall include 
measures that aim at achieving the levels of 
protection established in accordance with 
paragraph 2.

Or. es

Justification

The entire directive, and especially the arrangements for implementing the management 
plans, should be based on integrated risk management aimed at coordinating the objectives, 
methods, and techniques underlying the different Community and national instruments. One 
way to bring this about would be to use data gathered by the INSPIRE system or by GEO (a 
satellite-based earth observation group).

Amendment by Edite Estrela

Amendment 192
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 1
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3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of protection established in 
accordance with paragraph 2.

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that work with natural 
processes such as maintenance and/or 
restoration of floodplains in order to give 
back space to the rivers wherever possible 
and promote appropriate land use, 
agricultural and forestry practices 
throughout the river basin.

Or. en

Justification

The undeveloped areas that could flood naturally (e.g. floodplains) perform a valuable water 
retention function and should be considered in the flood risk management plans.

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 193
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 1

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of protection established in 
accordance with paragraph 2.

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
objectives of flood risk management
established in accordance with paragraph 2
and the ways and means in which the 
implementation of these measures will be 
monitored.

Or. en

Justification

See the justification to the amendment on Article 9 paragraph 1 by the same authors.

Amendment by Frederika Brepoels

Amendment 194
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 1

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of protection established in 
accordance with paragraph 2.

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
objectives of flood risk management
established in accordance with paragraph 2, 
and the ways and means in which the 
progress of these measures will be 
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monitored. As a principle flood risk 
management measures must be cost 
efficient and limited to those that are at 
socially acceptable costs.

Or. en

Justification

It is necessary to incorporate the principles of cost efficiency and of measures at socially 
acceptable costs in this Directive. These principles are evidence for all Member States when 
they deal with national floods risk problems, but they are not always applied for cross-border 
flood risk problems. The first principle of cost efficiency can also be found in Directive 
2000/60/EC. The two principles together form a basis for using and developing social cost-
benefit analyses. The fact that they are stated as principles and not as obligations makes sure 
that exemption is possible when motivated or for measures with non relevant effects.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 195
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 1

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that aim at achieving the 
levels of protection established in 
accordance with paragraph 2.

3. The flood risk management plans shall 
include measures that

a) work with natural processes such as 
maintenance and/or restoration of 
floodplains in order to give back space to 
the rivers wherever possible and promote 
appropriate land use, agricultural and 
forestry practices throughout the river 
basin;
b) ensure a viable ecological and financial 
management of flood risks, taking into 
account the recovery of costs of flood 
management services from the users, 
including their environmental costs;
c) contribute to the management of floods 
in upstream or downstream regions or at 
least do not affect the flood risks in such a 
way that upstream or downstream regions 
incur disproportionate costs in achieving 
the appropriate level of risk prevention and 
protection;
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d) take into account the effectiveness of 
existing man-made flood defence 
infrastructure, including their economic 
and environmental effectiveness.

Or. en

Justification

a) The undeveloped areas that could flood naturally (e.g. floodplains) and perform a valuable 
water retention function, if not considered in the flood risk maps and management plans, 
could be targeted for development. They would then lose or weaken their important function 
of reducing flood risk, and the new assets placed there would be at risk. It is thus important 
that a “no-deterioration” provision applies to these areas so risks do not increase. Therefore, 
it is necessary that these areas and the functions they perform are included/considered in the 
relevant flood risk maps and management plans to be drawn under this Directive.

b)-c) Flood risk management measures are an important service for citizens and businesses, 
and their costs need to be recovered in order to deliver long-term societal benefit. In flood 
prone areas the development of new human activities must bear the costs of these measures as 
well as resulting environmental and resource costs upstream and downstream. The level of 
cost recovery and who bears these costs is to be decided at national level but must be 
transparent.

d) The traditional flood management strategies, mostly based on engineering infrastructures, 
have mainly failed to deliver the long-term security they promised and have a negative impact 
on the aquatic environment. Their effectiveness needs to be thoroughly assessed if flood risks 
are to be managed properly.

Amendment by Edite Estrela

Amendment 196
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, emergency 
response and recovery and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

Or. en

Justification

Flood risk management plan shall also address measures on emergency response (= 
implementing appropriate emergency response plans and coordinated civil protection 
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response to floods) and recovery (= assisting to return to normal conditions as soon as 
possible, mitigating both the social and economic impacts on people, property and the 
environment.).

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 197
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin. The flood risk 
management plan shall also include rescue 
and recovery measures assessment.

Or. en

Justification

Although the focus of risk management plans rests on prevention, protection and 
preparedness, a detailed assessment of rescue and recovery operations could help in 
spreading awareness of the cost of lack of prevention measures.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 198
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, minimisation, and 
salvage, and taking into account the 
characteristics of the particular river basin or 
sub-basin.

Or. pt

Justification

It is essential to provide from the outset for minimisation and salvage measures in order to 
ensure the success of the plan after the flood.
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Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 199
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, emergency 
response and recovery and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

Or. en

Justification

Flood risk management plans shall also address measures on emergency response 
(=implementing appropriate emergency response plans and coordinated civil protection 
response to floods) and recovery (=assisting to return to normal conditions as soon as 
possible, mitigating both the social and economic impacts on people, property and the 
environment.). No flood defence system can avoid failure at some time, especially taking into 
account unpredictable effects of climate change. It is essential to be prepared for failure, and 
emergency response and recovery measures need to be part of the flood risk management 
plan.

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 200
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin. 

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness and action to 
minimise the impact of flooding, and taking 
into account the characteristics of the 
particular river basin or sub basin.

Or. pl

Justification

Minimising the impact of all natural disasters, including floods, is covered in the EU 
document 'Rapid Response and Preparedness Instrument for major emergencies' (COM 
(2005) 0113  - C6-0181/2005 – 2005/0052(CNS), T6-0075/2006)). It is important with a view 
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to limiting losses and returning the environment, economy and infrastructure to the state they 
were in prior to the flooding.

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 201
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

The flood risk management plan shall 
address all phases of the flood risk 
management cycle focusing on prevention, 
protection, preparedness, emergency 
response and recovery and taking into 
account the characteristics of the particular 
river basin or sub basin.

Or. en

Justification

Flood risk management plan shall also address measures on emergency response (= 
implementing appropriate emergency response plans and coordinated civil protection 
response to floods) and recovery (= assisting to return to normal conditions as soon as 
possible, mitigating both the social and economic impacts on people, property and the 
environment). No flood defence system can avoid failure at some time, especially taking into 
account unpredictable effect of climate change, It is essential to be prepared for failure, and 
emergency response and recovery measures need to be part of the flood risk management 
plan.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 202
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2 a (new)

Member States shall ensure that the river is 
able to keep to its natural course as far as 
possible. Where the natural course cannot 
be followed, the Member States shall 
ensure that the river is provided with areas 
on their territory to compensate for the 
area lost.

Or. nl
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Justification

Spelling out the non-diversion principle.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 203
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2 a (new)

The flood risk management plans shall give 
priority to measures that: 
a) work with natural processes such as 
maintenance and/or restoration of 
floodplains in order to give back space to 
the rivers wherever possible and promote 
appropriate land use, agricultural and 
forestry practices throughout the river 
basin; 
b) contribute to the management of floods 
in upstream or downstream regions or at 
least do not affect the flood risks in such a 
way that upstream or downstream regions 
incur disproportionate costs in achieving 
the appropriate level of risk prevention and 
protection;
c) take into account the effectiveness of 
existing man-made flood defence 
infrastructure, including their economic 
and environmental effectiveness.

Or. en

Justification

The water retention function of undeveloped areas, such as forests is valuable for mitigating 
flood risks and needs to be considered when developing the flood risk management plans -
especially since the traditional flood management strategies, mostly based on engineering 
infrastructures are often ineffective and can cause severe problems further downstream.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 204
Article 9, paragraph 3, subparagraph 2 a (new)
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The flood risk management plant shall 
include measures to prevent accidental 
pollution from technical installations as 
referred to in Annex I of Council Directive 
96/61/EC and covered by Council Directive 
96/82/EC as a consequence of flooding.

Or. en

Justification

As floods often followed by accidental environmental pollutions due to industrial, agricultural 
and other facilities on the area concerned, the flood risk management plans should take 
probable pollution sources into account. The tools to identify installations with potential risk 
are the classifications of the above mentioned Seveso II Directive and IPPC Directive. 

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 205
Article 9, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Flood risk management measures, 
especially those related to building 
infrastructures, should be subject to sound 
and transparent economic and 
environmental appraisal to ensure a long 
term viability of their service for citizens 
and businesses, taking into account the 
principle of cost-recovery, including 
environmental and resource costs.

Or. en

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 206
Article 9, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. The risk management plans shall 
address coordination among the various 
administrative bodies with responsibilties 
related to floods (water, spatial planning, 
urban development, and civil protection 
authorities).
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Or. es

Justification

It is essemtial to provide in the management plans for coordination among the different 
authorities and specifically with civil protection authorities.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 207
Article 9, paragraph 4

4. Flood risk management measures taken 
in one Member State must not increase 
flood risks in neighbouring countries.

deleted

Or. pt

Justification

It would make more sense for this paragraph to appear in the article dealing with 
internationally regulated flood risk management measures.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 208
Article 9, paragraph 4

4. Flood risk management measures taken in 
one Member State must not increase flood 
risks in neighbouring countries.

4. In light of the principle of solidarity, 
measures in upstream or downstream areas 
should be considered, where appropriate, 
as part of the flood risk management plans.
Flood risk management measures, or any 
other measures, taken in one Member State 
must not increase flood risks in 
neighbouring countries.  

Or. en

Amendment by Frederika Brepoels

Amendment 209
Article 9, paragraph 4
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4. Flood risk management measures taken in 
one Member State must not increase flood 
risks in neighbouring countries.

4. As a principle flood risk management 
measures taken by one Member State must 
not increase flood risks upstream nor 
downstream in other countries sharing the 
same river basin or sub basin.

Or. en

Justification

The article should be rephrased to state it as a principle, in order to avoid the problem of 
possible infringement procedures for very small and non significant negative cross-border 
effects, and to avoid that compensation agreed between neighbouring countries of negative 
cross-border effects resulting from certain measures would be impossible. There needs to be a 
common understanding on how cross-border effects will be evaluated by Member States 
sharing river basins.

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer and Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 210
Article 9, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. Where Member States have 
(internationally agreed) management plans 
which are appropriate for achieving the 
objectives laid down in Article 1 and Article 
9(2), they shall not be required to draw up 
new plans in accordance with Chapter IV 
of the Directive.

Or. de

Justification

Agreed flood action plans meeting the objectives set out in the directive already exist for 
many international waters.  These existing plans must be allowed to stand and must be 
exempted from the formal provisions of the directive.  

Amendment by Vittorio Prodi

Amendment 211
Article 9, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. The flood risk management plans shall
include specific measures that:
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a) work with natural processes such as 
maintenance and/or restoration of 
floodplains in order to give back space to 
the rivers wherever possible and promote 
appropriate land use, agricultural and 
forestry practices throughout the river 
basin;
b) contribute to the management of floods 
in upstream or downstream regions or at 
least do not affect the flood risks in such a 
way that upstream or downstream regions 
incur disproportionate costs in achieving 
the appropriate level of risk prevention and 
protection;
c) take into account the effectiveness of 
existing man-made flood defence 
infrastructure, including their economic 
and environmental effectiveness.

Or. en

Justification

The importance of floodplains and their function should be stressed, as well as the flood risk 
operations and infrastructures costs.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 212
Article 9, paragraph 4 a (new)

4a. In case a Member State intends to 
significantly change the implementation 
measures or the timetable set for 
implementation in between the review 
period foreseen in Article 11(2), Member 
States shall take the appropriate action to 
ensure coordination with other Member 
States within an international river basin 
district, and public information and 
participation.

Or. en
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Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 213
Article 10, paragraph 2

2. Member States shall submit to the 
Commission an interim report describing 
the progress in the implementation of the 
planned measures within three years of 
publication of each flood risk management 
plan or update.

deleted

Or. en

Justification

This is now included in Article 9, paragraph 3. See also the amendment to that paragraph 
drafted by the same authors.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 214
Article 11, paragraph 2

2. The flood risk management plan(s) shall 
be reviewed and updated in 2021 at the latest
and every six years thereafter.

2. The flood risk management plan(s) shall 
be reviewed and updated in 2021 at the latest
and every 10 years thereafter.

Or. de

Justification

The drafting and assessment of risk maps and management plans is a very costly business. 
The review of the measures taken should therefore be in line with the return period referred to 
in Article 7(2) for floods with very high probability. Such an extension of the review period is 
also appropriate with a view to proportionality.

Amendment by Elisabeth Jeggle and Lutz Goepel

Amendment 215
Article 12, paragraph 1

1. For river basin districts which fall 
entirely within their territory, Member 
States shall ensure that one single flood 
risk management plan is produced.

deleted
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Or. de

Justification

The Member States retain competence under the subsidiarity principle in this case, since it 
refers to river basin districts which fall entirely within national territory. 

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 216
Article 12

Transnational cooperation
1. For river basin districts which fall 
entirely within their territory, Member 
States shall ensure that one single flood 
risk management plan is produced.
2. In the case of an international river basin 
district falling entirely within the 
Community, Member States shall ensure 
coordination with the aim of producing one 
single international flood risk management 
plan.

2. In the case of an international river basin 
district falling entirely within the 
Community, Member States shall ensure 
coordination with the aim of producing one 
single international flood risk management 
plan, or a set of flood risk management 
plans coordinated at the level of the 
international river basin district, at the 
most appropriate scale.

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory.

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory.

3. In the case of an international river basin 
district extending beyond the boundaries of 
the Community, where one single 
international flood risk management plan 
including any third country concerned is 
not produced, Member States shall produce 
flood risk management plans covering at 
least the parts of the international river basin 
district lying within the territory of the 
Member States concerned.

3. In the case of an international river basin 
district extending beyond the boundaries of 
the Community, Member States shall 
endeavour to produce one single 
international flood risk management plan or 
a set of flood management plans 
coordinated at the level of the international 
river basin district, at the most appropriate 
scale; where this is not possible, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district lying within 
the territory of the Member States 
concerned.
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3a. Where a Member States identifies an 
issue which has an impact on the 
management of flood risks of its water but 
cannot be resolved by that Member State, it 
may report the issue to the Commission and 
any other Member State concerned and 
may make recommendations for its 
resolution.
The Commission shall respond to any 
report of recommendations from Member 
States within a period of six months.

Or. en

Justification

The directive should provide a framework for cross border cooperation. Flood risk can be 
dealt with most effectively within international river basin structures, and by national and 
regional authorities. Added value of the EU is within the cross border aspect, so this directive 
should deal only with these type of issues.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 217
Article 12, paragraph 2

2. In the case of an international river basin 
district falling entirely within the 
Community, Member States shall ensure 
coordination with the aim of producing one 
single international flood risk management 
plan.

2. In the case of an international river basin 
district falling entirely within the 
Community, Member States shall ensure 
coordination with the aim of producing one 
or more international flood risk management 
plans.

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory.

Where such plans are not produced, 
Member States shall produce flood risk 
management plans covering at least the parts 
of the international river basin district falling 
within their territory.

Or. en

Justification

In their coordination of flood risk management plans, Member States should be free to choose 
the most efficient measures. Therefore it should also be possible to produce more than one 
flood risk management plan.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 218
Article 12, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1

2. In the case of an international river basin 
district falling entirely within the 
Community, Member States shall ensure 
coordination with the aim of producing one 
single international flood risk management 
plan. 

2. In the case of an international river basin 
district falling entirely within the 
Community, Member States shall ensure 
coordination with the aim of producing one 
single cohesive international flood risk 
management plan.

Or. pl

Justification

Synchronised, cohesive action is required to produce a comprehensive international flood risk 
management plan and, in the event of an emergency, to implement homogeneous, coordinated 
procedures in connection with prevention, protection, preparedness and action to minimise 
the impact of flooding. 

Amendment by Dorette Corbey

Amendment 219
Article 12, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory.

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory. In drawing up such 
plans, they shall consult the Member States 
situated in the international river basin, 
shall report on the views of these Member 
States and shall take account of the impact 
of their plans on neighbouring Member 
States.  

Or. nl

Justification

Consultation must take place at any event, even if there is no common plan. 
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Amendment by Gyula Hegyi and Péter Olajos

Amendment 220
Article 12, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory.

Where such a plan is not produced, Member 
States shall produce flood risk management 
plans covering at least the parts of the 
international river basin district falling 
within their territory, while ensuring the 
coordination of the flood risk management 
strategy between the Member States 
sharing the international river basin 
district.

Or. en

Justification

Even where the production of one single plan is not possible among the Member States, 
coordination of flood risk management strategies should nonetheless take place as a minimum 
requirement.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi and Péter Olajos

Amendment 221
Article 12, paragraph 3

3. In the case of an international river basin 
district extending beyond the boundaries of 
the Community, where one single 
international flood risk management plan 
including any third country concerned is not 
produced, Member States shall produce 
flood risk management plans covering at 
least the parts of the international river basin 
district lying within the territory of the 
Member States concerned.

3. In the case of an international river basin 
district extending beyond the boundaries of 
the Community, where one single 
international flood risk management plan 
including any third country concerned is not 
produced, Member States shall produce 
flood risk management plans covering at 
least the parts of the international river basin 
district lying within the territory of the 
Member States concerned in accordance 
with paragraph 2.

Or. en

Justification

It is important to make clear, by way of a reference to paragraph (2) of the same article, that 
Member States shall coordinate with a view to producing one plan for their own sections of 
the international river basin district even if negotiations with other non-EU countries do not 
lead to an overall flood risk management plan.
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Amendment by Thomas Ulmer and Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 222
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 of this Directive, 
shall be carried out in close co-ordination 
with and, if considered appropriate, 
integrated into the reviews provided for in 
Article 5(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 of this Directive, 
shall be carried out in close co-ordination 
with and, if necessary, integrated where 
appropriate into the reviews provided for in 
Article 5(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. de

Justification

The aim should be a mutual exchange of plans for information purposes. Any further linkage 
would be counter-productive. The two planning processes would only interfere with each 
other owing to their differing objectives and the differing situations of their participants and 
interested parties. It would no doubt be useful to exploit synergies arising from the treatment 
of management plans under the Water Framework Directive. However, this merely implies a 
common reporting basis.  Hence this amendment is the minimum required. 

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 223
Article 13, paragraph 1

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 of this Directive,
shall be carried out in close co-ordination 
with and, if considered appropriate, 
integrated into the reviews provided for in
Article 5(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 shall be carried out in 
close co-ordination with and integrated into 
the reviews provided for by Article 5(2) of 
Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Justification

Parallel flood risk management and WFD river basin management planning should be 
avoided to reduce bureaucracy and double reporting. This is a crucial step to move towards 
“better regulation”.



PE 371.879v02-00 94/106 AM\610916EN.doc

EN

Amendment by Johannes Blokland, Ria Oomen-Ruijten and Jules Maaten

Amendment 224
Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 of this Directive,
shall be carried out in close co-ordination 
with and, if considered appropriate,
integrated into the reviews provided for in 
Article 5(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 shall be carried out in 
co-ordination with and may be integrated 
into the reviews provided for by Article 5(2) 
of Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in article 10 of this 
Directive shall be carried out in close
coordination with and, if considered 
appropriate, integrated into, the reviews of 
the river basin management plans provided 
for in Article 13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in Article 10 shall be 
carried out in coordination with and may be
integrated into the reviews of the river basin 
management plans provided for by Article 
13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Justification

Coordination with directive 2000/60/EC should always be carried out. The integration, 
however, should remain an option. Member States could also opt for having a separate plan.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 225
Article 13, paragraphs 1 and 2

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 of this Directive,
shall be carried out in close co-ordination 
with and, if considered appropriate,
integrated into the reviews provided for in 
Article 5(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

1. The development of the first flood risk 
maps and their subsequent reviews as 
referred to in Article 8 shall from the date of 
entry into force of this Directive be carried 
out in close co-ordination with and 
integrated into the reviews provided for in 
Article 5(2) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in article 10 of this 
Directive shall be carried out in close co-
ordination with and, if considered 
appropriate, integrated into, the reviews of 
the river basin management plans provided 

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in Article 10 shall 
from the date of entry into force of this 
Directive be carried out in close co-
ordination with and integrated into, the 
reviews of the river basin management plans 
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for in Article 13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC. provided for in Article 13(7) of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 226
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in article 10 of this 
Directive shall be carried out in close 
coordination with and, if considered 
appropriate, integrated into, the reviews of 
the river basin management plans provided 
for in Article 13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in Article 10 shall be 
carried out in close coordination with and 
integrated into, the reviews of the river basin 
management plans provided for in Article 
13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en

Justification

Parallel flood risk management and WFD river basin management planning should be 
avoided to reduce bureaucracy and double reporting. This is a crucial step to move towards 
“better regulation”.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 227
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in article 10 of this 
Directive shall be carried out in close 
coordination with and, if considered 
appropriate, integrated into, the reviews of 
the river basin management plans provided 
for in Article 13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in Article 10 shall be 
carried out in close coordination with and  
integrated into, the reviews of the river basin 
management plans provided for in Article 
13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. en
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Justification

Parallel flood risk management and WFD river basin management planning should be 
avoided to reduce bureaucracy and double reporting. This is a crucial step to move towards 
“better regulation”.

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer and Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 228
Article 13, paragraph 2

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in article 10 of this 
Directive shall be carried out in close co-
ordination with and, if considered 
appropriate, integrated into, the reviews of 
the river basin management plans provided 
for in Article 13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

2. The development of the first flood risk 
management plans and their subsequent 
reviews as referred to in article 10 of this 
Directive shall, if necessary, be carried out
in close co-ordination with and, where 
appropriate, integrated into, the reviews of 
the river basin management plans provided 
for in Article 13(7) of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. de

Justification

The aim should be a mutual exchange of plans for information purposes. Any further linkage 
would be counter-productive. The two planning processes would only interfere with each 
other owing to their differing objectives and the differing situations of their participants and 
interested parties. It would no doubt be useful to exploit synergies arising from the treatment 
of management plans under the Water Framework Directive. However, this merely implies a 
common reporting basis.  Hence this amendment is the minimum required.

Amendment by Thomas Ulmer and Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 229
Article 13, paragraph 3

3. Member States shall ensure that the active 
involvement of all interested parties under 
article 14 of this Directive is coordinated 
with the active involvement of all interested 
parties under Article 14 of Directive 
2000/60/EC.

3. Member States shall ensure that, where 
necessary, the active involvement of all 
interested parties under article 14 of this 
Directive is coordinated with the active 
involvement of all interested parties under 
Article 14 of Directive 2000/60/EC.

Or. de
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Justification

The aim should be a mutual exchange of plans for information purposes. Any further linkage 
would be counter-productive. The two planning processes would only interfere with each 
other owing to their differing objectives and the differing situations of their participants and 
interested parties. It would no doubt be useful to exploit synergies arising from the treatment 
of management plans under the Water Framework Directive. However, this merely implies a 
common reporting basis.  Hence this amendment is the minimum required.

Amendment by Vasco Graça Moura

Amendment 230
Article 12, paragraph 3 a (new)

3a. Flood risk management measures taken 
in one Member State must not increase 
flood risks in neighbouring countries.

Or. pt

Justification

This paragraph relates more directly to international river basin districts. Measures taken by 
Member States must not damage neighbouring countries. The fact of sharing a river basin 
district should imply concerted action to secure a joint strategy.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 231
Article 13, paragraph 3 a (new) 

3a. The Member States shall integrate 
sustainable flood risk management 
requirements into the definition and 
implementation of all other relevant 
policies.

Or. en

Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 232
Article 14, paragraph 1
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1. Member States shall make the preliminary 
flood risk assessment, the flood risk maps 
and the flood risk management plans 
available to the public.

1. Member States shall make the preliminary 
flood risk assessment, the flood risk maps 
and the flood risk management plans 
available to the public in accordance with 
the Aarhus Convention.

Or. pl

Justification

Applying the Aarhus Convention to the Community institutions and bodies and, by extension, 
to EU citizens, will ensure access to information, public participation in decision-making and 
access to justice in environmental matters, including in connection with floods and their 
impact.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 233
Article 14 parapgraph 2

2. Member States shall ensure an active 
involvement of all interested parties in the 
production, review and updating of the flood 
risk management plans referred to in 
Chapter IV.

2. Member States shall ensure an active 
involvement of all interested parties in the 
production, review and updating of the flood 
risk management plans referred to in 
Chapter IV, taking account of consultative 
and governing structures that already exist.

Or. en

Justification

To avoid unnecessary new structures and bureaucracy already existing consultative and 
governing structures should be given an active in the production risk assessments, flood risk 
maps and flood risk management plans.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 234
Article 14, paragraph 2, subparagraph 1 a (new)

On request, access shall be given to 
background documents and information 
used for the development of draft flood risk 
maps and draft flood risk management 
plans.
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Or. en

Amendment by Adamos Adamou

Amendment 235
Article 14, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Member States shall inform and 
actively involve the public to ensure a high 
level of preparedness as part of the flood 
risk management plans in order to 
minimise the damaging effects of floods.

Or. en

Justification

Many adverse effects of floods can be minimised if the society knows about the risks and is 
prepared to respond to floods in a coordinated manner.

Amendment by Péter Olajos

Amendment 236
Article 14, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Member States shall inform and 
actively involve the public to ensure a high 
level of preparedness as part of the flood 
risk management plans in order to 
minimise the damaging effects of floods.

Or. en

Justification

Many adverse effects of floods can be minimised if society knows about the risks and is 
prepared to respond to floods in a coordinated manner.

Amendment by Edite Estrela

Amendment 237
Article 14, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Member States shall inform and 
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actively involve the public to ensure a high 
level of preparedness as part of the flood 
risk management plans in order to 
minimise the damaging effects of floods.

Or. en

Justification

Many adverse effects of floods can be minimised if the society knows about the risks and is 
prepared to respond to floods in a coordinated manner.

Amendment by Karl-Heinz Florenz

Amendment 238
Article 16 a (new)

Article 16a
1. Member States may decide not to draw 
up the preliminary flood risk assessment 
referred to in Article 4 for those river 
basins and stretches of coastline for which 
it has been established by [date of entry into 
force] that a potential significant flood risk 
exists or might reasonably be considered 
likely to occur to the extent that they must 
be identified as areas referred to in point 
(b) of Article 5(1).
2. Member States may decide by [date of 
entry into force] to use current flood risk 
maps if they fulfil the objective of the maps 
referred to in Article 7.
3. Member States may decide not to draw 
up the flood risk management plans 
referred to in Article 9 if current plans as at 
[date of entry into force] are appropriate 
for achieving the objectives laid down in 
Articles 1 and 9.
4. Member States shall notify the 
Commission of their decisions in 
accordance with paragraphs 1, 2 and 3 
above within the deadlines provided for in 
Article 5(3), Article 8(1) and Article 11(1).

Or. de



AM\610916EN.doc 101/106 PE 371.879v02-00

EN

Justification

The new Article 16a bundles the rules on recognition of preliminary work carried out in the 
Member States so that such work may be recognised even if it does not comply with the 
precise wording of the directive but achieves the objective of its measures. Harmonised flood 
action plans meeting the objectives set out in the Directive already exist for many 
international waters . These existing plans must be allowed to stand and must be exempted 
from the formal provisions of the Directive.  

Amendment by Antonios Trakatellis

Amendment 239
Article 17

Member States shall submit the preliminary 
flood risk assessment, the flood risk maps 
and flood risk management plans to the 
Commission within three months after their 
completion.

Member States shall submit the preliminary 
flood risk assessment, the flood risk maps 
and flood risk management plans, including 
cross-border flood risks, to the Commission 
within three months after their completion.

Or. el

Justification

There must be express provision to include the cross-border risks which may arise both from 
neighbouring Member States and from non-Member States of the Union.

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 240
Annex, Section A, paragraph 2

2. flood risk maps as prepared under Chapter 
III, and the conclusions that can be drawn 
from those maps;

2. flood risk maps as prepared under Chapter 
III, and the conclusions that can be drawn 
from those maps, defining the different 
levels of risk in accordance with Article 7;

Or. es

Justification

Clarificiation purely to allow for the scale of risks as laid down in the text of the proposal for 
a directive.
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Amendment by Urszula Krupa

Amendment 241
Annex, Section A, point 2

2. flood risk maps as prepared under Chapter 
III, and the conclusions that can be drawn 
from those maps;

2. flood risk maps as prepared under Chapter 
III, and the conclusions that can be drawn 
from those maps; a description of possible 
alternative means of controlling flood 
waves; 

Or. pl

Justification

In addition to flood risk maps, a knowledge of the landscape and the location of hydraulic 
installations, including flood banks, and of densely populated areas, cultural monuments, 
ecosystems, economic structures and infrastructure is important. 

Flood waves are difficult to control, but decisions can be taken on a rational basis to breach 
flood walls and channel the flood wave into uninhabited areas (known as 'flood diversion') 
with a view to minimising the scale and impact of flooding. 

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 242
Annex, Section A, point 3

3. a description of the appropriate level of 
protection, established in accordance with 
Article 9 (2);

3. a description of the appropriate level of 
risk prevention and protection, established 
in accordance with Article 9(2);

Or. en

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 243
Annex, Section A, point 3 a (new)

3a. identification of all relevant policies 
and financial mechanisms that need to be 
integrated in order to ensure sustainable 
flood risk management;

Or. en
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Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 244
Annex, Section A, point 3 b (new)

3b. an assessment of the impact of policy 
options on the ecological status of affected 
water bodies as well as of their economic 
consequences, including full resource and 
environmental costs;

Or. en

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 245
Annex, Section A, point 4

4. a description of the measures required to 
achieve the appropriate levels of protection 
including the measures taken in 
accordance with Article 9, and flood related 
measures taken under other Community 
acts;

4. a description of the measures required to 
achieve the appropriate levels of protection;

Or. en

Justification

To improve efficiency, unnecessary descriptions should be avoided.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 246
Annex, Section A, point 4

4. a description of the measures required to 
achieve the appropriate levels of protection 
including the measures taken in accordance 
with Article 9, and flood related measures 
taken under other Community acts;

4. a description of the measures required to 
achieve the appropriate levels of risk
prevention and protection, including 
measures taken in accordance with Article 9, 
measures to be integrated into and reported 
alongside the 'Programme of Measures' 
included in river basin management plans 
under Directive 2000/60/EC, cost recovery 
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measures and flood related measures taken 
under other Community acts;

Or. en

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 247
Annex, Section A, point 4 a (new)

4a. a prioritisation of the measures that 
promote the prevention of damage 
according to the "non- deterioration" 
and/or "good ecological, chemical and 
quantitative status" objectives of Directive 
2000/60/EC such as:
- protecting wetlands and floodplains,
- restoring degraded wetlands and 
floodplains (including river meanders), 
especially those that reconnect rivers with 
their floodplains,
- removing obsolete man-made flood 
defence infrastructures from rivers,
- preventing further construction 
(infrastructures, housing, etc.) in 
floodplains,
- supporting sustainable land use practices 
in catchment areas in order to improve 
natural water retention and groundwater 
recharge,
- prior authorisation or registration for 
activities in floodplains;

Or. en

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 248
Annex, Section A, point 4 b (new)

4b. an assessment of the direct or indirect 
impact of the flood risk management 
measures on the chemical composition of 
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groundwater;

Or. en

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 249
Annex, Section A, point 4 c (new)

4c. a description of the involvement of all 
competent authorities;

Or. en

Amendment by María Isabel Salinas García

Amendment 250
Annex, Section A, paragraph 6

6. a description of the co-ordination process 
within any international river basin district 
and of the coordination process with 
Directive 2000/60/EC, and a list of 
competent authorities.

6. a description of the coordination process 
within any international river basin district 
and of the coordination process with 
Directive 2000/60/EC and other directives, 
measures, or programmes related to 
assessment and management of risks posed 
by natural agents and human activities, and 
a list of competent authorities.

Or. es

Justification

The entire directive, and especially the arrangements for implementing the management 
plans, should be based on integrated risk management aimed at coordinating the objectives, 
methods, and techniques underlying the different Community and national instruments.

Amendment by Albert Jan Maat

Amendment 251
Annex, Section A, point 6

6. a description of the co-ordination 
process within any international river basin 
district and of the coordination process 

deleted
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with Directive 2000/60/EC, and a list of 
competent authorities.

Or. en

Justification

Directive 2000/60/EC is directed at the quality management of water and is therefore not 
always directly linked to the more quantity related water management questions  this 
directive addresses. Therefore the inclusion of the coordination process with directive 
2000/60/EC is superfluous.

Amendment by Jillian Evans

Amendment 252
Annex, Section B, point 2

2. an assessment of the progress made 
towards the achievement of the level of 
protection;

2. an assessment of the progress made 
towards the achievement of the level of risk 
prevention and protection;

Or. en


