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1. Urban Waste Water Treatment (Margrete Auken, Marie-Anne Isler-Beguin and Hiltrud 
Breyer)

Full implementation of water-related legislation such as Directive 91/271/EEC on urban waste 
water treatment (UWWTD) is a prerequisite for compliance with the WFD. In 2003, in the 
EU-15, only 81% implementation of the UWWTD had been reported by the Member States. 
The Commission has taken legal action against several Member States in the recent years.

Most of the 12 new Member States enjoy transitional periods until 2015 to comply with 
UWWT. However, it already seems clear that several of them are reluctant to meet the 
obligations of UWWTD by that time due to lack of political will to ensure the necessary 
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funding. It seems that some of these Member States therefore even call for revision of this 
directive in the name of 'better regulation'. 

By when does the Commission foresee full compliance by the EU-15 of the UWWT? In 
which cases will the Commission take Art. 228 action against EU-15 Member States that have 
been found by the ECJ not to comply with the UWWT? Will the Commission resist calls from 
Member States to revise the UWWT? What action will it take to ensure full implementation 
of the UWWT in the EU-12 by 2015?

2. Question regarding the implementation of article 5 of the Directive 91/271/EC by 
Greece (Evangelia Tzampazi)

Article 5 of Directive 91/271/EC concerning urban waste-water treatment states that Member 
States shall identify sensitive areas in their territory and ensure that urban waste- water 
entering collecting systems shall before discharge into sensitive areas be subject to more 
stringent treatment with a view to avoiding damage to the natural environment. As a 
communication on this matter by the Commission indicates, infringement proceedings have 
been initiated against Greece owing to the latter's failure to take the required measures.

In view of the above, will the Commission say:
What developments have occurred in the case in question?
What action does it intend to take in order to ensure that Directive 91/271/EC is correctly 
implemented and that sensitive areas are protected from inadequately treated urban waste-
water? 

QUESTIONS CONCERNING THE WATER FRAMEWORK DIRECTIVE 2000/60/EC

3. First stage in the implementation of the Water Framework Directive (Margrete Auken, 
Marie-Anne Isler-Beguin and Hiltrud Breyer)

The Commission's Communication COM(2007) 128 of 22 March 2007 shows a damning 
picture of the first stage in the implementation of the Water Framework Directive 2000/60/EC 
(WFD). In this communication the Commission identified '19 Members States with serious
shortcomings as regards the transposition of Article 4, 9 or 14', with 'most other Member 
States fail[ing] to transpose the WFD in full conformity.'

Article 4 lays down the environmental objectives, Article 9 deals with recovery of costs for 
water services and Article 14 concerns public information and consultation, and thus represent 
core elements of the WFD. 

Furthermore, the Commission found that on average more than 60% of all surface water 
bodies in the EU are either at risk of failing to meet the WFD environmental objectives by 
2015 based on current data, of have insufficient data to assess that risk. 

The Commission states that it 'will address these negative findings with highest priority'. 
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Which Member States, if any, took appropriate action to remedy their non-conformity 
following the Commission Communication? What 'highest priority' action has the 
Commission undertaken since March 2007 to ensure that Member States achieve conformity 
with the WFD as soon as possible, and will meet the environmental objectives by 2015?

4. Application of Article 4(7) of the WFD (Margrete Auken, Marie-Anne Isler-Beguin and 
Hiltrud Breyer)

Article 4(7) of the WFD states that under certain conditions, Member States will not be in 
breach of the WFD even when they fail to achieve e.g. good groundwater status, good 
ecological status or when they fail to prevent deterioration of the water status. 

Which Member States have transposed Article 4(7) properly? Does the Commission consider 
that Member States that resorted or are likely to resort to this Article have fulfilled or will 
fulfil all the conditions therein? What action will the Commission undertake against those 
Member States which have not, or not properly, transposed Article 4.7 and are yet planning 
new infrastructure developments?

5. Compliance of Community funding for infrastructure with the WFD (Margrete Auken, 
Marie-Anne Isler-Beguin and Hiltrud Breyer)

According to the Commission Document 'Making the Structural and Cohesion Funds Water 
Positive' of February 2006, assistance from funds must be consistent with water policy. 

However, we have received information about Community funding for various projects, such 
as constructions of barrages, dams or of hydropower plants that breach the WFD insofar as 
the conditions set out in Article 4(7), which would allow not to meet certain obligations, are 
not met. 

Is the Commission aware that Community funds are going to major projects which would 
violate the Community legislation on water? What action does the Commission intend to 
undertake to ensure that expenditure under the Structural and Cohesion Funds is meting the 
legal requirements of the WFD?

6. Overcoming major shortcomings (Margrete Auken, Marie-Anne Isler-Beguin and Hiltrud 
Breyer)

According to the Commission's Communication on the first stage in the implementation of the 
Water Framework Directive 2000/60/EC (WFD), there are serious shortcomings with regard 
to national ecological assessment and classification systems, in particular for the crucial 
intercalibration exercise. This seriously undermines the credibility of the WFD. 

Moreover, the communication found that methodologies and approaches on some key issues 
(such as designation of heavily modified water bodies, criteria for assessing risk or addressing 
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groundwater quantitative status) require improvement. 

Finally, it states that the existing data gaps and shortcomings of the Article 5 analysis 
(characteristics of the river basin district, review of the environmental impact of human 
activity and economic analysis of water use) need to be considerably reduced.

Does the Commission consider that Member States a) acknowledge these shortcomings and b) 
take sufficient action to overcome them? What action will the Commission take to help 
overcoming these shortcomings, and will infringement proceedings be part of theses actions?

7. Developments in the new Member States (Richard Seeber)

What are the latest developments of the Water Framework Directive in the new Member 
States; what effects of the introduction of pricing are to be identified in the new Member 
States?

8. Influence of demographic changes (Richard Seeber)

We find ourselves in a situation of increasing demographic challenges. What long-term effect 
will the change in demographic structures have on the future implementation of the Water 
Framework Directive, especially regarding the public participation?
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