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Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 22
Recital 5 a (new)

(5a) Where possible, pollution diffusion 
modelling should be applied to enable point 
data to be interpreted in terms of 
geographical distribution of concentration. 
This could serve as a basis for calculating  
the collective exposure of the population 
living in the area.

Or. de

Justification

Reinstatement of Amendment 2 from first reading.
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Amendment by Holger Krahmer

Amendment 23
Recital 17 a (new)

(17a) Regarding industrial installations 
operating in full compliance with a permit 
as required by Council Directive 96/61/EC 
of 24 September 1996 concerning 
integrated pollution prevention and control, 
this Directive should not involve additional 
measures.

Or. en

Justification

Reintroducing the ideas of amendment 10 from first reading. 

Imposing stricter conditions than those achievable by the use of the best available techniques 
is already allowed by article 10 of the IPPC Directive.  Therefore a valid IPPC permit 
assumes that requests from this directive have been taken into consideration when the 
authorisation procedure took place.  Furthermore, installations in compliance with the IPPC 
directive need a certainty for their investments planning and one cannot imagine an endless 
iterative process with frequent adaptation of the permit conditions.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 24
Article 15, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures not entailing disproportionate 
costs to reduce exposure to PM2,5 with a 
view to attaining the national exposure 
reduction target laid down in Section B of 
Annex XIV by the year specified therein.

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures which constitute an unequivocal
improvement from the point of view of 
human health and do not entail 
disproportionate costs to reduce exposure to 
PM2,5 with a view to attaining the national 
exposure reduction target laid down in 
Section B of Annex XIV by the year 
specified therein.

Or. de

Justification

The amendment clarifies the purpose of the measures to be taken. The Council has introduced 
a new wording of this paragraph which justifies the clarification given in the amendment.



AM\685498EN.doc 3/34 PE394.128v01-00

EN

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 25
Article 16, paragraph 1

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures not entailing disproportionate costs 
to ensure that concentrations of PM2,5 in 
ambient air do not exceed the target value 
laid down in Section C of Annex XIV as 
from the date specified therein.

1. Member States shall take all necessary 
measures which constitute an unequivocal 
improvement from the point of view of 
human health and do not entail 
disproportionate costs to ensure that 
concentrations of PM2,5 in ambient air do 
not exceed the target value laid down in 
Section C of Annex XIV as from the date 
specified therein.

Or. de

Justification

The amendment clarifies the purpose of the measures to be taken. The Council has introduced 
a new wording of this paragraph which justifies the clarification given in the amendment.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 26
Article 20, paragraph 3

3. The Commission shall by …* publish 
guidelines for demonstration and 
subtraction of exceedances attributable to 
natural sources.

deleted

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

Or. de

Justification

Commission guidelines lead to excessive bureaucracy and will be an obstacle to the flexibility 
which Member States will need when transposing the Directive.

This is a new paragraph introduced by the Council which did not exist in the Commission 
proposal.
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Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Johannes Blokland

Amendment 27
Article 22, paragraph 2

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 as 
specified in Annex XI cannot be achieved 
because of site-specific dispersion 
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until …* provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 
are fulfilled.

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 
as specified in Annex XI or target value for 
PM2.5 as specified in Annex XIV or limit 
values for NO2 cannot be achieved because 
of site-specific dispersion characteristics, 
adverse climatic conditions or transboundary 
contributions, Member States shall be 
exempt from the obligation to apply those 
limit values until …* provided that the 
conditions laid down in paragraph 1 are 
fulfilled.

* OJ: Three years after the entry into force of this 
Directive

* OJ: Three years after the entry into force of this 
Directive

Or. en

Justification

Reintroduces the idea of amendment 81 from first reading. 

Also for NO2 it is in certain areas problematic to meet de standards in time. For that reason 
it would be reasonable to give the possibility to postpone the attainment of limit values for 
NO2 after the entry into force of the Directive.

Amendment by Henrik Lax

Amendment 28
Article 22, paragraph 2

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 
as specified in Annex XI cannot be achieved 
because of site-specific dispersion 
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until …* provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 
as specified in Annex XI or target value for 
PM2.5 as specified in Annex XIV cannot be 
achieved because of site-specific dispersion 
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until …* provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 
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are fulfilled. are fulfilled. 
* OJ: Three years after the entry into force of this 
Directive

* OJ: Three years after the entry into force of this 
Directive

Or. en

Justification

A reference to PM2.5 needs to be added to reflect the extension of the scope of the Directive. 
Reintroduces the idea of amendment 81 from first reading. 

Amendment by Bogusław Sonik

Amendment 29
Article 22, paragraph 2

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 as 
specified in Annex XI cannot be achieved 
because of site-specific dispersion
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until ….* provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 
are fulfilled.

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 as 
specified in Annex XI cannot be achieved 
because of site-specific dispersion 
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until ….*/** provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 
are fulfilled.

* OJ: Three years after the date of entry into force of 
this Directive

* OJ: Three years after the date of entry into force of 
this Directive

** Six years after the entry into force of 
this Directive for the Republic of Poland

Or. en

Justification

The emission of particles into the air has been reduced by 75% in Poland in result of costly 
investments over the last 15 years. However, the limit values for PM10 will not be possible to 
achieve within the specified date because of adverse climatic conditions, transboundary 
contributions, transport (emissions from old cars exported by EU Member States) and 
specially fuel and power structure. Hard and brown coal constitute the base source of energy 
production in Poland. Poland takes measures aimed at fuel diversification (gas, renewable 
energy sources, fuel oils) but these changes are extremely costly due to economic and 
geopolitical conditions of Poland and they have to be introduced in reasonable time 
considering very high economic and social costs. Results of air monitoring confirm, that the 
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content of PM2,5 particles in PM10 particles is ab. 90%, therefore exemption from the 
obligation to apply the limit vales for PM10 until six years for Poland is needed and justified.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 30
Article 22, paragraphs 2 and 2 a (new)

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 
as specified in Annex XI cannot be achieved 
because of site-specific dispersion 
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until …* provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 
are fulfilled.

2. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
conformity with the limit values for PM10 
as specified in Annex XI cannot be achieved 
because of site-specific dispersion 
characteristics, adverse climatic conditions 
or transboundary contributions, Member 
States shall be exempt from the obligation to 
apply those limit values until …* provided 
that the conditions laid down in paragraph 1 
are fulfilled.

2a. Member States may postpone the 
deadlines for the limit values for PM10 and 
PM2.5 by an additional period of two years 
for a particular zone or agglomeration
when the air quality plan under paragraph 
1 demonstrates that the limit values cannot 
be met, if the Member State shows that all 
appropriate measures have been taken at 
national, regional and local level to meet 
the deadlines referred to above, including 
implementation of the Directives and 
Regulations referred to in section B of 
Annex XV by the deadlines specified in 
those legal acts.

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

* OJ: Four years after the date of entry into force of 
this Directive

Or. de

Justification

Reintroduces the idea of amendment 81 from first reading. 

Despite all efforts, certain areas will not be able to comply with the limit values for 
particulates within the set deadlines, and will require a longer deadline to enable European, 
national and local anti-air pollution measures to have an impact, so that the limit values can 
be complied with. However, the extension to the deadline should only be granted if all 
appropriate measures have previously been taken at national and regional level.
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Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Johannes Blokland

Amendment 31
Article 22, paragraph 2 a (new)

2a. Member States may postpone the 
deadlines for the limit values for PM10 the 
target value for PM2.5 and the limit values 
for NO2 by an additional period of a 
maximum of two years for a particular 
zone or agglomeration, when the plan or 
programme under paragraph 1 
demonstrates that the limit or target values 
cannot be met, and if the Member State 
shows that all appropriate measures have 
been taken at national, regional and local 
level to meet the deadlines referred to 
above, including implementation of the 
Directives referred to in section B of Annex 
XV by the deadlines specified in those legal 
acts.

Or. en

Justification

Reintroduces the idea of amendment 81 from first reading. 

Also for NO2 it is in certain areas problematic to meet de standards in time. For that reason 
it would be reasonable to give the possibility to postpone the attainment of limit values for 
NO2 after the entry into force of the Directive.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 32
Article 22, paragraph 4, subparagraph 1

4. Member States shall notify the 
Commission where, in their view, 
paragraphs 1 or 2 are applicable, and shall 
communicate the air quality plan referred to 
in paragraph 1 including all relevant 
information necessary for the Commission 
to assess whether or not the relevant 
conditions are satisfied. In its assessment, 

4. Member States shall notify the 
Commission where, in their view, 
paragraphs 1 or 2 are applicable, and shall 
communicate the air quality plan referred to 
in paragraph 1 including all relevant 
information necessary for the Commission 
to assess whether or not the relevant 
conditions are satisfied. In its assessment, 
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the Commission shall take into account 
estimated effects of measures that have been 
taken by the Member States as well as 
estimated effects of Community measures.

the Commission shall take into account 
estimated effects of measures that have been 
taken by the Member States as well as 
estimated effects of Community measures at 
source to be taken by the Commission 
pursuant to Annex XVIa. In its assessment, 
the Commission must note what impact the 
Community measures pursuant to Annex 
XVIa are already having on air quality in 
the Member State in question or will only 
have in future.

Or. de

Justification

Reintroduces the idea of amendments 81 and 83 from first reading. 

The focus of the measures to improve air quality must be on emission-related measures. In 
addition, Community measures are needed which will combat emissions of pollutants at the 
point where they occur. If these Community measures do not enter into force on time, or only 
enter into force with a delay, they cannot contribute to an improvement in air quality. This 
must be taken into account in the decision to permit an exemption from the requirement to 
comply with limit values.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 33
Article 23, paragraph 1, subparagraph 2

In the event of exceedances of those limit 
values for which the attainment deadline is 
already expired, the air quality plan shall set 
out appropriate measures, so that the 
exceedance period can be kept as short as 
possible.

In the event of exceedances of those limit 
values for which the attainment deadline is 
already expired, the air quality plan shall set 
out appropriate measures, and may 
additionally include measures to 
specifically protect children’s health, so 
that the exceedance period can be kept as 
short as possible.

Or. en

Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health. New studies conducted in the Netherlands, France and 
California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-Maesano et al 2007, Islam et al 2007). Most important 



AM\685498EN.doc 9/34 PE394.128v01-00

EN

being new evidence of reduced lung function of children and increased cases of asthma, 
wheezing, and ear, nose and throat infections due to air pollution.

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 34
Article 23, paragraph 1, subparagraph 2

In the event of exceedances of those limit 
values for which the attainment deadline is 
already expired, the air quality plan shall set 
out appropriate measures, so that the 
exceedance period can be kept as short as 
possible.

In the event of exceedances of those limit 
values for which the attainment deadline is 
already expired, the air quality plan shall set 
out appropriate measures, including specific 
measures to protect children’s health, if 
appropriate, so that the exceedance period 
can be kept as short as possible.

Or. en

Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health.  Most important being new evidence of reduced lung 
function of children and increased cases of asthma, wheezing, and ear, nose and throat 
infections due to air pollution.
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Amendment by Holger Krahmer

Amendment 35
Article 23, paragraph 1, subparagraph 4 a (new)

 The plans and programmes shall be drawn 
up with the proviso that, in the case of 
industrial installations for which permits 
have been issued pursuant to Council 
Directive 96/61/EC of 24 September 1996 
concerning integrated pollution prevention 
and control, no additional measures need 
be taken under the present Directive.

Or. de

Justification

Reintroducing the ideas of amendment 33 from first reading. 

Die Regelung trägt - dies ist bereits in Art. 3 Abs. 3 der Richtlinie 2004/107/EG zum 
Ausdruck gekommen - dem Umstand Rechnung, dass Anlagen, die eine Genehmigung im 
Sinne der IVU-Richtlinie (96/61/EG) erhalten haben, eine spezielle Emittentengruppe 
darstellen. Denn die IVU-Richtlinie stellt außerordentlich hohe materielle Anforderungen an 
die betroffenen Anlagen, indem sie zum Einsatz der besten verfügbaren 
Emissionsminderungstechniken (= BVT) verpflichtet. Zum Zwecke der Einhaltung der BVT 
werden von der betroffenen Industrie erhebliche Mittel eingesetzt. Die IVU-Richtlinie sieht 
zusätzlich vor, dass die Genehmigungsauflagen unter bestimmten Umständen angepasst 
werden müssen, wenn es die Weiterentwicklung der BVT erfordert. Durch den von der IVU-
Richtlinie vorgesehenen Informationsaustausch zwischen den Mitgliedstaaten und der 
Kommission und durch die regelmäßige Veröffentlichung der Ergebnisse des 
Informationsaustausches (= BREF-Dokumente) ist ein dynamisches Fortschreiben der BVT 
gewährleistet. Auf diese Weise wird im Hinblick auf die Emissionsminderungsleistung - im 
Gegensatz zu anderen Emissionsquellen - stets das "Optimum" sichergestellt.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 36
Article 24, paragraph 1

1. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
there is a risk that the levels of pollutants 
will exceed one or more of the alert 
thresholds specified in Annex XII, Member 
States shall draw up action plans indicating 
the measures to be taken in the short term in 

1. Where, in a given zone or agglomeration, 
there is a risk that the levels of pollutants 
will exceed one or more of the alert 
thresholds specified in Annex XII, Member 
States shall, where this seems appropriate 
and worthwhile, draw up action plans 
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order to reduce the risk or duration of such 
an exceedance. Where this risk applies to 
one or more limit values or target values 
specified in Annexes VII, XI and XIV, 
Member States may, where appropriate,
draw up such short-term action plans.

indicating the measures to be taken in the 
short term in order to reduce the risk or 
duration of such an exceedance. Where this 
risk applies to one or more limit values or 
target values specified in Annexes VII, XI 
and XIV, Member States may, where this 
seems appropriate and worthwhile, draw up 
such short-term action plans.

However, where there is a risk that the alert 
threshold for ozone specified in Section B 
of Annex XII will be exceeded, Member 
States shall only draw up such short-term 
action plans when in their opinion there is a 
significant potential, taking into account 
national geographical, meteorological and 
economic conditions, to reduce the risk, 
duration or severity of such an exceedance. 
When drawing up such a short-term action 
plan Member States shall take account of 
Decision 2004/279/EC.

However, Member States shall only draw up 
such short-term action plans when in their 
opinion there is a significant potential, 
taking into account national geographical, 
meteorological and economic conditions, to 
reduce the risk, duration or severity of such 
an exceedance. When drawing up such a 
short-term action plan Member States shall 
take account of Decision 2004/279/EC.

Or. de

Justification

Reintroduces the ideas of amendment 35 from first reading. 

Only under certain preconditions do measures which are to be taken in the short term have 
the potential to reduce levels of pollutants in an area to such an extent that limit values are 
complied with. Plans for short-term measures for all pollutants should therefore only be 
drawn up on condition that the measures to which they relate can contribute effectively to 
improving air quality.

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 37
Article 24, paragraph 2

2. The short-term action plans referred to in 
paragraph 1 may, depending on the 
individual case, provide for measures to 
control and, where necessary, suspend 
activities, including motor-vehicle traffic, 
which contribute to the risk of the respective 
limit values or target values or alert 
threshold being exceeded. Those action 

2. The short-term action plans referred to in 
paragraph 1 may, depending on the 
individual case, provide for measures to 
control and, where necessary, suspend 
activities, including motor-vehicle traffic, 
which contribute to the risk of the respective 
limit values or target values or alert 
threshold being exceeded. Those action 



PE394.128v01-00 12/34 AM\685498EN.doc

EN

plans may also include effective measures in 
relation to the use of industrial plants or 
products.

plans may also include effective measures in 
relation to the use of industrial plants or 
products. Those action plans may also 
include specific actions to protect sensitive 
populations, including children.

Or. en

Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health.  Most important being new evidence of reduced lung 
function of children and increased cases of asthma, wheezing, and ear, nose and throat 
infections due to air pollution.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 38
Article 24, paragraph 2

2. The short-term action plans referred to in 
paragraph 1 may, depending on the 
individual case, provide for measures to 
control and, where necessary, suspend 
activities, including motor-vehicle traffic, 
which contribute to the risk of the respective 
limit values or target values or alert 
threshold being exceeded. Those action 
plans may also include effective measures in 
relation to the use of industrial plants or 
products.

2. The short-term action plans referred to in 
paragraph 1 may, depending on the 
individual case, provide for measures to 
control and, where necessary, suspend 
activities, including motor-vehicle traffic, 
which contribute to the risk of the respective 
limit values or target values or alert 
threshold being exceeded. Those action 
plans may also include effective measures in 
relation to the use of industrial plants or 
products. Those action plans may also 
include specific actions to protect sensitive 
populations, including children.

Or. en

Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health. New studies conducted in the Netherlands, France and 
California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-Maesano et al 2007, Islam et al 2007).  Most important 
being new evidence of reduced lung function of children and increased cases of asthma, 
wheezing, and ear, nose and throat infections due to air pollution.  



AM\685498EN.doc 13/34 PE394.128v01-00

EN

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 39
Article 24, paragraph 4

4. For the first time before …* and at regular 
intervals thereafter, the Commission shall 
publish examples of best practices for the 
drawing-up of short-term action plans.

4. For the first time before …* and at regular 
intervals thereafter, the Commission shall 
publish examples of best practices for the 
drawing-up of short-term action plans. The 
Commission shall specifically publish 
examples of best practices for the 
protection of sensitive populations, 
including children within those action 
plans.

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

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

Or. en

Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health. New studies conducted in the Netherlands, France and 
California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-Maesano et al 2007, Islam et al 2007). The best 
practice examples for the protection of children would be specific to reducing exposure to 
places where children spend much of their time for example schools, day care centres, 
nurseries, children’s hospitals.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 40
Article 26, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

The reports may include, where appropriate, 
further information and assessments on 
forest protection as well as information on 
other pollutants for which monitoring 
provisions are specified in this Directive, 
such as, inter alia, selected non-regulated 
ozone precursor substances as listed in 
Section B of Annex X.

The reports may include, where appropriate, 
further information and assessments on 
forest protection and on the assessment of 
measures taken to reduce exposure of air 
pollutants of children, as well as 
information on other pollutants for which 
monitoring provisions are specified in this 
Directive, such as, inter alia, selected non-
regulated ozone precursor substances as 
listed in Section B of Annex X.

Or. en
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Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health. New studies conducted in the Netherlands, France and 
California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-Maesano et al 2007, Islam et al 2007). 

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 41
Article 26, paragraph 2, subparagraph 2

The reports may include, where appropriate, 
further information and assessments on 
forest protection as well as information on 
other pollutants for which monitoring 
provisions are specified in this Directive, 
such as, inter alia, selected non-regulated 
ozone precursor substances as listed in 
Section B of Annex X.

The reports may include, where appropriate, 
further information and assessments on 
forest protection and on measures taken to 
reduce children's exposure to air 
pollutants, as well as information on other 
pollutants for which monitoring provisions 
are specified in this Directive, such as, inter 
alia, selected non-regulated ozone precursor 
substances as listed in Section B of Annex 
X.

Or. en

Justification

Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of 
air pollution on children’s health.  Most important being new evidence of reduced lung 
function of children and increased cases of asthma, wheezing, and ear, nose and throat 
infections due to air pollution.  

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber

Amendment 42
Annex V, Section A, point 1, footnote 1

(1) For nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter, 
benzene and carbon monoxide: to include at 
least one urban background monitoring 
station and one traffic-orientated station 
provided this does not increase the number 
of sampling points. For these pollutants, the 
total number of urban-background stations 
and the total number of traffic oriented 
stations in a Member State required under 

(1) For nitrogen dioxide, particulate matter, 
benzene and carbon monoxide: to include at 
least one urban background monitoring 
station and one traffic-orientated station 
provided this does not increase the number 
of sampling points. For these pollutants, the 
total number of urban-background stations 
and the total number of traffic oriented 
stations in a Member State shall not differ by 
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Section A (1) shall not differ by more than a 
factor of 2. Sampling points with 
exceedances of the limit value for PM10 
within the last three years shall be 
maintained.

more than a factor of 2.

Or. de

Justification

Reintroduces the wording of the Commission proposal.

Member States must maintain a comprehensive network of monitoring points, which must, 
inter alia, include enough monitoring stations for traffic.

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Johannes Blokland

Amendment 43
Annex XI, Section B, table, part "PM10"

Council common position

Averaging 
period

Limit value Margin of tolerance Date by 
which limit 

value is to be 
met

PM10

1 day
50 µg/m3, not to be 

exceeded more than 35
times a calendar year

50 %

Calendar year 40 µg/m3 20 %

Amendment by the Parliament

Averaging 
period

Limit value Margin of tolerance Date by 
which limit 

value is to be 
met

PM10

1 day
50 µg/m3, not to be 

exceeded more than 35
times a calendar year*

50 %
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Calendar year 40 µg/m3 20 %
until 31 

December 
2009

Calendar year
30 µg/m3 20% 1 January 

2010

* unless this cannot be achieved because of  site-specific dispersion characteristics, adverse 
meteorological or geographical conditions. Member States shall lay down the exact number 
of days the limit value can be exceeded, up to a maximum of 55 days, and forthwith 
communicate to the Commission the text of that provision. 

Or. en

Justification

This amendment is a reintroduction of Parliament's adopted amendment on Annex XI, table, 
section on PM10. Sometimes the target set in Annex XI cannot be achieved because of site-
specific dispersion of characteristics, adverse meteorological or geographical conditions or 
significant transboundary contributions. These areas feature relatively high concentration of 
emissions without clear direct possibilities to limit these. It would be indispensable for these 
areas to get the opportunity for an extra number of days during which the limit value can be 
exceeded. The reintroduction of this amendment would reinforce the capacity of the areas to 
comply with the directive.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 44
Annex XI, Section B, table, part "PM10"

PM10 calendar year PM10 calendar year

40 µg/m3 33 µg/m3

Or. en

Justification

Retabling amendment 82 first reading.

Amendment by Jules Maaten

Amendment 45
Annex XI, Section B, table, part "PM10"
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PM10 1 day PM10 1 day

50 µg/m3, not to be exceeded more than 35
times a calendar year

50 µg/m3, not to be exceeded more than 35
times a calendar year*

(*) Unless this cannot be achieved because 
of site-specific dispersion characteristics, 
adverse meteorological or geographical 
conditions or significant transboundary 
contributions. Member States shall lay 
down the exact number of days the limit 
value can be exceeded, up to a maximum of 
55 days, and forthwith communicate to the 
Commission the text of that provision.

Or. en

Justification

Reintroduces the idea of amendment 82 from first reading.

Amendment by Jens Holm

Amendment 46
Annex XIV, Section B, table 

Council common position

AEI in 2010 Exposure Reduction Target relative to 
2010

Year by which the 
national exposure 
reduction target 
should be met

Above 13 µg/m3 20 percent
7 - 13 µg/m3 (AEI x 1.5) percent

2020

Amendment by Parliament

AEI in 2010 Exposure Reduction Target relative to 
2010

Year by which the 
national exposure 

reduction target shall
be met

Above 13 µg/m3 25 percent
7 - 13 µg/m3 (AEI x 1.9) percent

2020
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Or. en

Justification

Exponeringsminskningsmålet är ett viktigt komplement till gränsvärdet för PM2.5. Men för att 
den eftersträvade minksningen av befolkningsexponeringen verkligen ska uppnås, bör målet 
ändras från ett icke-bindande målvärde till ett legalt bindande krav. För att bidra till 
påtagliga ytterligare förbättringar utöver vad som ändå förväntas uppnås med befintlig 
lagstiftning, bör ambitionsnivån höjas från föreslagna 20% till minst 25% minskning mellan 
2010 och 2020.

En högre ambitionsnivå kan dessutom motiveras mot bakgrund av EU’s nya tuffare 
målsättningar för att minska utsläppen av växthusgaser, d.v.s. beslutet av EU Heads of State i 
mars 2007 om att minska växthusgasutsläppen med 20-30% till 2020. Flera studier har visat 
att en tuffare klimatpolitik medför ytterligare minskade utsläpp också av luftföroreningar, och 
innebär därför lägre förväntade halter av PM2.5 och andra luftföroreningar år 2020 än vad 
som tidigare förväntats

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 47
Annex XIV, Section B, table 

Council common position

AEI in 2010 Exposure Reduction Target relative to 2010 Year by which the 

national exposure 

reduction target should

be met

Above 

13 µg/m3

20 percent

7 - 13 µg/m3 (AEI x 1,5) percent

2020

Amendment by Parliament

AEI in 2010 Exposure Reduction Target relative to 2010 Year by which the 

national exposure 

reduction target shall be 
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met

Above 

13 µg/m3

20 percent

7 - 13 µg/m3 (AEI x 1,5) percent

2020

Or. en

Justification

The decision of European Council in March 2007 to set a 20-30% greenhouse gas emission 
reduction target for the EU by 2020 is an important new situation and factually changes the 
cost-benefit ratios in favour of more ambitious limit values for the protection of citizens 
health. The exposure-reduction target is an essential complement to the limit values, and 
therefore an important element of the strategy to reduce the health impacts of PM pollution. 
However, in order to ensure that the appropriate measures really are being taken to achieve 
the required exposure-reductions, it should be made legally binding.

Amendment by Jens Holm

Amendment 48
Annex XIV, Section C

Council common position

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 25 µg/m3 1 January 2010

Amendment by Parliament

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 10 µg/m3 1 January 2010

Or. en
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(Rule 62(2(d))

Justification

Det föreslagna målvärdet på 25 µg/m3 är helt otillräckligt för att skydda människors hälsa, 
vilket tydligt har påtalats av hälsoexperter i EU och av Världshälsoorganisationen (WHO).
En nivå på 10 μg/m3 är i överensstämmelse med de rekommendationer (s.k. Air Quality 
Guidelines) WHO publicerade förra året. De av WHO rekommenderade nivåerna har visats 
vara uppnåbara i större städer i högt utvecklade länder, och enligt WHO kommer ett 
uppnående av dessa nivåer att påtagligt minska riskerna för skadliga effekter på människors 
hälsa.

Jämfört med första läsningen, befinner vi oss nu i en ny situation såtillvida att EUs Heads of 
State i mars beslutade att EUs utsläpp av växthusgaser ska minska med minst 20% mellan 
1990 och 2020. Detta beslut har återverkningar också för luftvårdspolitiken, eftersom 
minskade utsläpp av växthusgaser medför minskade utsläpp av luftföroreningar, inklusive 
utsläpp av primära partiklar och utsläpp av SO2 och NOx som bidrar till bildningen av s.k. 
sekundära partiklar.

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 49
Annex XIV, Section C

Council common position

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 25 µg/m3 1 January 2010

Amendment by Parliament

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 12 µg/m3 1 January 2010

Or. en

Justification

The decision of European Council in March 2007 to set a 20-30% greenhouse gas emission 
reduction target for the EU by 2020 is an important new situation and factually changes the 
cost-benefit ratios in favour of more ambitious limit values for the protection of citizens 
health. Recent analyses by the European Environment Agency (EEA) suggest that as a result 
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of enhanced climate policies, significant improvements will take place in urban air quality 
including hotspots. The costs of implementing current air pollution legislation are estimated 
to come down by some €12 billion per year under a 40% ghg reduction scenario by 2030.

Amendment by Henrik Lax

Amendment 50
Annex XIV, Section C

Council common position

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 25 µg/m3 1 January 2010

Amendment by Parliament

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 12 µg/m3 1 January 2010

Or. en

Justification

A lower target value is necessary to adequately protect human health given that PM pollution 
is implicated in the illness of millions of people in the EU from respiratory and cardiac 
ailments, thrombosis and stroke and an estimated 350,000 premature deaths every year. A 
recent report (WHO report "WHO Air quality guidelines for particulate matter, ozone, 
nitrogen dioxide and sulfer dioxide global update 2005, published 5 October 2006) suggests a 
lowering of the value to 10 µg/m3.

Amendment by Bogusław Sonik

Amendment 51
Annex XIV, Section C

Council common position

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 25 µg/m3 1 January 2010
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Amendment by Parliament

C. TARGET VALUE

Averaging Period Target value Date by which target value should be met
Calendar year 25 µg/m3 1 January 2010*

* Date by which target value is to be met by the Republic of Poland - 1 January 2015.

Or. en

Justification

The emission of particles into the air has been reduced by 75% in Poland in result of costly 
investments over the last 15 years. However, because of adverse climatic conditions, 
transboundary contributions, transport (emissions from old cars exported by EU Member 
States) and specially fuel and power structure, the target value for new stric standard for PM 
2,5 within the defined date will not realistic to achieve. Hard and brown coal constitute the 
base source of energy production in Poland. Poland takes measures aimed at fuel 
diversification (gas, renewable energy sources, fuel oils) but these changes are extremely 
costly due to economic and geopolitical conditions of Poland and they have to be introduced 
in reasonable time considering also very high economic and social costs. It is justified to 
postpone the date for Poland to meet the target value for PM 2,5 until 1 January 2015.

Amendment by Jens Holm

Amendment 52
Annex XIV, Section D

Council common position

Averaging period Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 25 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing 

on the next 1 January and 

every 12 months 

thereafter by equal annual 

percentages to reach 0 % 

by 1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.
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Amendment by Parliament

Averaging period Limit Value Margin of tolerance1 Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 10 µg/m3 20 % on …*, decreasing 

on the next 1 January and 

every 12 months 

thereafter by equal annual 

percentages to reach 0 % 

by 1 January 2015

1 January 2015

1 The maximum margin of tolerance applies also in accordance with Article 
15(4).

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Or. en

Justification

Det föreslagna gränsvärdet på 25 µg/m3 är helt otillräckligt för att skydda människors hälsa, 
vilket tydligt har påtalats av hälsoexperter i EU och av Världshälsoorganisationen (WHO).
En nivå på 10 μg/m3 PM2.5 är i överensstämmelse med de rekommendationer (s.k. Air Quality 
Guidelines) WHO publicerade förra året. De av WHO rekommenderade nivåerna har visats 
vara uppnåbara i större städer i högt utvecklade länder, och enligt WHO kommer ett 
uppnående av dessa nivåer att påtagligt minska riskerna för skadliga effekter på människors 
hälsa.

Jämfört med första läsningen, befinner vi oss nu i en ny situation såtillvida att EUs Heads of 
State i mars beslutade att EUs utsläpp av växthusgaser ska minska med minst 20% mellan 
1990 och 2020. Detta beslut har återverkningar också för luftvårdspolitiken, eftersom 
minskade utsläpp av växthusgaser medför minskade utsläpp av luftföroreningar, inklusive 
utsläpp av primära partiklar och utsläpp av SO2 och NOx som bidrar till bildningen av s.k. 
sekundära partiklar.

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 53
Annex XIV, Section D

Council common position
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D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 25 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Amendment by Parliament

D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 12 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Or. en

Justification

The decision of European Council in March 2007 to set a 20-30% greenhouse gas emission 
reduction target for the EU by 2020 is an important new situation and factually changes the 
cost-benefit ratios in favour of more ambitious limit values for the protection of citizens 
health. Recent analyses by the European Environment Agency (EEA) suggest that as a result 
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of enhanced climate policies, significant improvements will take place in urban air quality 
including hotspots. The costs of implementing current air pollution legislation are estimated 
to come down by some €12 billion per year under a 40% ghg reduction scenario by 2030.

Amendment by Bogusław Sonik

Amendment 54
Annex XIV, Section D

Council common position

D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 25 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Amendment by Parliament

D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 25 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015**



PE394.128v01-00 26/34 AM\685498EN.doc

EN

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

** Date by which limit value is to be met by the Republic of Poland - 1 January 

2020.

Or. en

Justification

The emission of particles into the air has been reduced by 75% in Poland in result of costly 
investments over the last 15 years. However,  because of  adverse climatic conditions, 
transboundary contributions, transport (emissions from old cars exported by EU Member 
States) and specially fuel and power structure, the limit  value for new strict standard for PM 
2,5 within defined date will not realistic to achieve.  Hard and brown coal constitute the base 
source of energy production in Poland. Poland takes measures aimed at fuel diversification 
(gas, renewable energy sources, fuel oils) but these changes are extremely costly due to 
economic and geopolitical conditions of Poland and they have to be  introduced in reasonable 
time considering also very high  economic and social costs. It is justified to postpone the date 
for Poland to meet the limit  value for PM 2,5 until 1 January 2020.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, Anders Wijkman

Amendment 55
Annex XIV, Section D

Council common position

D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 25 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015
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* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Amendment by Parliament

D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 15 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment is admissible for two reasons:  

1. The Commission impact assessment shows that climate change policy has a positive effect 
on air quality and makes it easier to reach air quality limit values. During the first reading 
the recent debate on climate change had yet to start and was therefore not included in the 
discussion on the setting of air quality limit values. Climate change targets for 2020 have now 
been set (at least 20% GHG-reduction, possibly 30% reduction).

2. EURO 5 and EURO 6 for passenger cars have been decided upon: in 2009 new diesel cars 
will emit far less particulate matter which makes stricter limit values possible in 2015 when 
many old diesel cars have been replaced by clean ones.

Amendment by Henrik Lax

Amendment 56
Annex XIV, Section D

Council common position

D. LIMIT VALUE
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Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 25 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Amendment by Parliament

D. LIMIT VALUE

Averaging 

period

Limit Value Margin of tolerance Date by which limit 

value is to be met

Calendar year 12 µg/m3 20 % on …* , decreasing on 

the next 1 January and 

every 12 months thereafter 

by equal annual percentages 

to reach 0 % by 

1 January 2015

1 January 2015

* the date of entry into force of this Directive.

Or. en

Justification

A lower limit value is necessary to adequately protect human health given that PM pollution 
is implicated in the illness of millions of people in the EU from respiratory and cardiac 
ailments, thrombosis and stroke and estimated 350,000 premature deaths every year. A recent 
report (WHO report "WHO Air quality guidelines for particulate matter, ozone, nitrogen 
dioxide and sulfer dioxide global update 2005, published 5 October 2006) suggests a 
lowering of the value to 10 µg/m3.
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Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 57
Annex XV, Section A, paragraph 6(b)

(b) details of possible measures for the 
improvement of air quality.

(b) details of possible measures for the 
improvement of air quality, including 
possible specific measures for the 
protection of children, if appropriate.

Or. en

Justification

The measures to improve children's air quality will possibly be more specific or different 
within this framework.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 58
Annex XV, Section A, paragraph 6(b) a (new)

(ba) Details of possible measures for the 
improvement of children’s air quality.

Or. en

Justification

While measures to protect public health from air pollution are currently covered under Annex 
XV, Part A, paragraph 6(b) the measures to improve children’s air quality will possibly be 
more specific or indeed different within this framework. Much new scientific evidence has 
come to light since first reading, highlighting the effects of air pollution on children’s health. 
New studies conducted in the Netherlands, France and California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-
Maesano et al 2007, Islam et al 2007). 

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 59
Annex XV, Section A, paragraph 8, introduction

8. Details of those measures or projects 
adopted with a view to reducing pollution 

8. Details of those measures or projects 
adopted with a view to reducing pollution, 
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following the entry into force of this 
Directive:

including specific measures to reduction 
children’s exposure, following the entry 
into force of this Directive:

Or. en

Justification

While measures to protect public health from air pollution are currently covered future 
measures to improve children’s air quality will possibly be more specific or indeed different 
within this framework. Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, 
highlighting the effects of air pollution on children’s health. New studies conducted in the 
Netherlands, France and California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-Maesano et al 2007, Islam et 
al 2007).

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 60
Annex XV, Section A, paragraph 8, introduction

8. Details of those measures or projects 
adopted with a view to reducing pollution 
following the entry into force of this 
Directive:

8. Details of those measures or projects 
adopted with a view to reducing pollution, 
including, where appropriate, specific 
measures to reduce exposure of children,
following the entry into force of this 
Directive:

Or. en

Justification

The measures to improve children's air quality will possibly be more specific or different 
within this framework.

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 61
Annex XV, Section A, paragraph 9 

9. Details of the measures or projects 
planned or being researched for the long 
term.

9. Details, including description of assigned 
financial resources, of the measures or 
projects planned or being researched for the 
long term.
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Or. en

Justification

Retabling amendment 51 adopted in first reading.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 62
Annex XV, Section B, paragraph 3, introduction

3. Information on all air pollution abatement 
measures that have been considered at 
appropriate local, regional or national level 
for implementation in connection with the 
attainment of air quality objectives, 
including:

3. Information on all air pollution abatement 
measures whose implementation is planned
at appropriate local, regional or national 
level in connection with the attainment of air 
quality objectives, including:

Or. en

Justification

Reintroduces the idea of amendment 52 from first reading. It is necessary to demonstrate the 
actions done; consideration of measures is not sufficient.

Amendment by Gyula Hegyi

Amendment 63
Annex XV, Section B, paragraph 3 (d)

(d) measures to limit transport emissions 
through traffic planning and management
(including congestion pricing, differentiated 
parking fees or other economic incentives; 
establishing “low emission zones”);

(d) measures to limit transport emissions 
through traffic planning and management, 
(including congestion pricing, differentiated 
parking fees or other economic incentives; 
establishing “low emission zones” and 
promote public transport and non-
motorised transport modes (such as cycling 
and walking);

Or. en

Justification

Recently it has been shown that 21 out of 25 Member States have failed to keep the existing 
limit values, and in most cases their reason for not keeping it, has been that they didn't 
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know what measures they should take to comply with limit values. Also to ensure the equity of 
the possible derogations, precise guidelines should be given to Member States.

Amendment by Satu Hassi

Amendment 64
Annex XV, Section B, paragraph 3 (g) a (new)

(ga) specific measures to reduce exposure 
of children or other sensitive groups.

Or. en

Justification

The abatement measures specific to protect children's health may be specific to location or 
exposure type.

Amendment by Dorette Corbey, John Bowis, Frédérique Ries

Amendment 65
Annex XV, Section B, paragraph 3 (g) a (new)

(ga) measures to protect the health of 
children or other sensitive groups.

Or. en

Justification

The abatement measures specific to protect children's health may be specific to location or 
exposure type. Much new scientific evidence has come to light since first reading, 
highlighting the effects of air pollution on children’s health. New studies conducted in the 
Netherlands, France and California (Brauer et al 2007, Annesi-Maesano et al 2007, Islam et 
al 2007).

Amendment by Lambert van Nistelrooij, Johannes Blokland

Amendment 66
Annex XVI a (new)

ANNEX XVI A
MEASURES TO BE TAKEN AT SOURCE 
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BY THE COMMISSION TO ENABLE 
MEMBER STATES TO ATTAIN AIR 
QUALITY LIMIT VALUES WITHIN THE 
SET TIME LIMITS
- inclusion of 20 to 50 megawatt 
combustion plants in Directive 96/61/EC,
- EURO VI for heavy duty vehicles,
- new standards for domestic heating 
installations,
- measures coordinated at Community level 
to encourage ship owners to reduce 
emissions, and/or to introduce standards 
for emissions from ships' engines of EU 
ships, or new standards for emissions from 
ships' engines to be agreed at IMO level.

Or. nl

Justification

Reinstatement of Amendment 84 at First reading.

Amendment by Anja Weisgerber, Thomas Ulmer

Amendment 67
Annex XVI a (new)

 COMMUNITY MEASURES RELATING 
TO EMISSION SOURCES WHICH MUST 
BE TAKEN TO ENABLE MEMBER 
STATES TO ATTAIN AIR QUALITY 
LIMIT VALUES WITHIN THE SET 
TIME LIMITS

1. To enable Member States to attain the 
air quality limit values laid down in this 
Directive within the set time limits, the 
Commission shall, within two years of the 
entry into force of this Directive, submit 
proposals for binding EU legal provisions 
dealing with pollution sources and being 
concerned with stricter emission limit 
values. At the minimum, these proposals 
shall deal with the following sectors and 
emitters, in which emissions of pollutants 
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must be reduced:

§ standards for all relevant stationary 
installations which emit pollutants, 
for example inclusion of combustion 
plants from 20 to 50 Megawatts in 
Directive 96/61/EC;

§ standards for motorised vehicles or 
craft of all sizes and classes 
travelling by land, air and sea; e.g. 
EURO VI for heavy vehicles or 
measures coordinated at 
Community level to encourage ship 
owners to reduce emissions, or 
agreements on emissions from 
ships' engines under the auspices of 
IMO;

§ new standards for domestic heating 
installations;

§ engines and construction plant;

§ agriculture (inter alia fertilisation 
and livestock breeding).

2. Every five years, the Commission 
shall submit to the Council and 
Parliament a progress report on the 
rules referred to in paragraph 1 and 
their implementation in the Member 
States.

Or. de

Justification

Reinstates the ideas of amendment 84 from first reading. 

Emission-related measures should have priority over immission protection measures. In order 
to ensure priority for emission-related environmental policy relating to particulates, all 
emission sources should be covered. Action on the immission side can then be taken as a 
supplementary measure if and insofar as the level of protection sought cannot be attained by 
means of emission-related measures, given the current or future state of technology, or 
emission-related measures would constitute too much of a long-term burden for the emitter.


