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Foreword 

The authorities in the Member States monitor bathing waters in order to do every­
thing possible to secure the best water quality for citizens, whether tourists or 
local residents. 

I am convinced that all the relevant authorities are committed to this task and are 
doing their utmost. Unfortunately, factors which are beyond our control, such as 
heavy precipitation, or unavoidable, like pollution incidents, can have an adverse 
effect on bathing water quality. On the other hand a great deal can be, and has 
already been, done to collect and treat urban waste water and minimise the 
impact of the subsequent discharges into the sea and rivers. Moreover, every 
time that the public is informed, at the earliest possible stage, of any event impair­
ing water quality and of the measures taken to remedy it, the authorities apply the 
precautionary principle, consequently enabling the public to make an informed 
choice. 

I conclude that the commitment shown by the Member States and the 
Commission has produced results and that bathing water quality has improved 
considerably over the years, particularly along Europe's coasts. It must neverthe­
less be added that in recent years this improvement has been less clear-cut. Have 
we reached the limit of what is feasible? I do not think so. More than that, I be­
lieve that action taking account of the hinterland would bring further improvements 
in water quality. That said, it must be added — as my predecessors have often 
stated — that there is still room for improvement in freshwater quality, which 
remains far below the standard attained in coastal waters. Could the integrated 
approach improve the results there as well? 

This report shows that continuous progress has been made towards improving 
coastal and freshwater bathing areas, even if it has been less marked over the last 
two or three years. Nevertheless, I hope that this progress will be sustained. 

fifaufl· UMUvë™^ 
Margot WALLSTRÖM 
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1* Introduction 

A. About the report 

the requirements of the bathing water qua­
lity directive. This means, in practice, that 
they have to establish and implement 
monitoring programmes. This is a step­
wise process containing the following ele­
ments: 

1. Subject of the report 

This report is published annually (') by the 
Commission prior to the bathing season of 
the current year. Its purpose is to inform 
the public of the quality of bathing areas in 
the Community's various Member States 
over the past year. This report therefore 
relates to the 1999 bathing season. It also 
covers the evolution in the quality of 
bathing water in relation to previous 
bathing seasons (from 1992 to 1999). 

The report is based on the results of bathing 
area monitoring programmes implemented 
by the Member States. The following parts 
explain how these monitoring programmes 
are established and how the Commission 
makes the quality assessment. 

The purpose of this report is not to com­
pare the various Member States. There are 
considerable differences between countries 
as to the number of beaches monitored, 
sampling frequencies and geographic situa­
tions. Moreover, the different meteorologi­
cal conditions (which are at times extreme) 
present in the various Member States in the 
same bathing season place them in very dif­
ferent conditions, which means that each 
Member State begins each bathing season 
on a different starting block. We should, 
however, note that the standards set by the 
directive are the same for all Member States 
and that regardless of the country or region 
being examined and regardless of its clima­
tic conditions, the compliance or non-com­
pliance values allocated to the various 
bathing areas have exacdy the same mean­
ing and therefore the same value. 

2. What are the requirements 
under Directive 76/160/EEC (s)? 

The competent authorities in the Member 
States are responsible for the execution of 

1. The identification of bathing areas 
according to the definition given in 
Article 1 (2a) of the directive: 

All running or still fresh waters or 
parts thereof and sea water, in 
which: 

— bathing is explicitly authorised by 
the competent authorities, 

— bathing is not prohibited and is tradi­
tionally practised by a large number 
of bathers. 

This means that not every stretch of water 
must be identified as bathing water. In prac­
tice this means that at least all natural 
stretches of water which are (commercially) 
exploited — for example entrance fee to be 
paid, those equipped with sanitary accom­
modation, which is often the case with 
freshwater bathing areas — and most of 
Europe's coastal beaches in well-known 
tourist areas are identified by the compe­
tent authorities. 

2. The determination of the length of the 
bathing season according to the definition 
given in Article 1 (2c) of the directive: 

The bathing season is the period during 
which a large number of bathers can be 
expected in the light of local custom, and 
any local rules that may exist concerning 
bathing and weather conditions. 

This can be done locally, regionally or 
nationally. In average, within the EU, this 
means from the end of May till the end of 
September. 

(') Pursuant to Article 13 of Directive 76/160/EEC of 8 
December 1975 (see annex to this report) modified 
by Article 3 of Directive 91/692/EEC (the so-called 
'reporting directive'). 

0 OJL 31, 5.2.1976, p. 1. 



3. The sampling of the bathing waters 
during the bathing season. According to 
Article 6 of the directive, samples should 
be taken at the place where most bathers 
can be found and with a specific frequency. 
The sampling cannot thus be done at ran­
domly chosen moments. The basic rule is a 
fortnightly sampling and visual and olfac­
tory inspection of the water during the 
bathing season, plus one additional sample 
14 days before the start of the bathing sea­
son. For some bathing areas a frequency 
reduction is granted on the basis of good 
bathing water quality during the previous 
two years. The additional sample before 
the season remains obligatory. 

4. The analysis of the water samples by 
a qualified laboratory (or laboratories). 
The samples are, in general, analysed as 
quickly as possible after they have been 
taken. However, when this is not possible 
(for example if there is a long distance be­
tween the sampling point and the labora­
tory) utmost care is taken to carefully store 
and transport the samples. The samples 
should normally be analysed for all para­
meters listed in Annex 1 of the directive. 
However, for some of these parameters no 
limit values are set and/or derogations on 
the sampling frequency are foreseen. 
Priority is therefore given to those param­
eters that are taken into account for the sta­
tus calculation as reported in this yearly 
report: two microbiological parameters 
— total and faecal coliforms — and three 
physico-chemical parameters — mineral 
oils, surface active substances (lasting foam 
as a result of the presence of detergents) 
and phenols. 

5. Information to the public during the 
bathing season. Although the directive 
does not foresee an explicit in-season 
reporting, the Commission recommends 
that the analysis results be posted at a cen­
tral point of the bathing area. This recom­
mendation is followed at almost all identi­
fied bathing areas in the Member States, 
often accompanied by other relevant infor­
mation, such as provisions on beach safety, 
zoning, etc. 

6. Reporting to the European Commis­
sion. Before 31 December, Member States 
report the results of the sampling to the 
Commission. The Commission then 
publishes, on the basis of these results, this 
report with the quality assessments and 
updates the Internet site before the start of 
the next bathing season. 

3. How does the Commission come 
to the results that are presented in 
this report? 

The Commission receives from the 
Member States the pass/fail assessment (3) 
of the samples for the different parameters. 
The Commission does not' receive the 
actual analysis results, the so-called 'raw 
data'. The Commission first checks if the 
required number of samples is taken on the 
basis of the length of the bathing season 
and whether a frequency reduction has 
been allowed. Secondly, according to the 
number of passed or failed samples, an 
assessment is made as to whether the 
water is in conformity with the imperative 
(minimum) values or with the stricter guide 
values. 

B. Things you need 
to know to better 
understand the issue 
of bathing water quality 

1. Microbiological contamination of 
bathing water 

The following pages illustrate the processes 
involved in microbiological contamination 
of bathing water. 

Q This means whether the sample did or did 
not comply with the imperative values and with 
the guide values set out in the annex of the direc­
tive. 



1.1. Setting the scene 

Imagine an agglomeration (big or small) near 
a bathing area, consisting of urban settle­
ments and some industrial development. 
The agglomeration is, in principle, connec­
ted to a waste water collection network, 
because first of all it is obligatory (under EU 
Directive 91/271/EEC - urban waste water 
treatment) for all agglomerations producing 
waste water quantities for more than 2 000 
people and secondly because there is 
concern about the importance of the nearby 
bathing area for the development of its 
tourism. The collection network should 
be connected to a waste water treatment 
plant. 

Industry uses water in its production pro­
cesses for cooling, cleaning, etc. Nearby agri­
cultural activity is a particular source of pol­
lution if it is situated in the catchment area of 
a (litde) river discharging direcdy into a 
stretch of water with bathing areas. 

example, can get into the waste water net­
work when pavements and streets are 
'flushed' after heavy rainfall. Farmers spread 
manure (from pigs or cows) onto their land 
as fertiliser. They are not always careful 
when doing this or diere is a wash-off effect 
after heavy rainfall and as a result some of it 
ends up direcdy in a nearby river or stream. 
Similarly, if farmers are not careful when stor­
ing manure, some of it leaches into surface 
or groundwater. In these cases, the polluted 
water does not go through a waste water 
treatment plant before reaching the bathing 
area. 

The third possible microbiological contami-
nator is certain types of industry, in particu­
lar the agro-food industry: slaughter houses 
and meat processing factories, tanneries, 
milk processing, etc. 

The presence of microbiological pathogens 
are generally measured by means of the pre­
sence of faecal indicator germs, such as fae­
cal coliforms or faecal streptococci. 

1.2. Microbiological contamination, 
what causes it 

and 

Besides the clearly visual pollution by 
discharges of chemicals, some of which 
might be accidental, and illegal dumping or 
wash-off of solid waste, a major part of 
water pollution is caused by potentially 
health-threatening micro-organisms, such as 
bacteria and viruses. 

1.3. Waste water treatment 

There are approximately three types of 
waste water treatment and a preliminary 
process called pre-treatment. 

Pre-treatment is the removal of stones, sand 
and fat/grease, using mechanical processes, 
such as screening, setdement or flotation. 

The first possible microbiological contami-
nator is humans. You always have someone 
somewhere carrying pathogens in their body 
(whether they make this person ill or not). 
The larger the city, the higher the risk that a 
human contaminator is present. The human 
pathogens then get into the waste water net­
work via toilets. 

The second possible microbiological conta­
minator is animals. All animals carry a cer­
tain quantity of micro-organisms in their 
digestion system that are potentially threat­
ening for humans. Dog droppings, for 

Primary treatment is the removal of suspen­
ded solids (bigger than 5pm) by passing 
waste water (sometimes after particular che­
micals are added) through setdement or flo­
tation tanks. This treatment does not re­
move many of the indicator germs, nor the 
pathogens. 

Secondary treatment is a biological treat­
ment: waste water passes through tanks 
where bacteria eat pollutants (mainly orga­
nic material) and transform it into sludge. If 
the sludge does not contain too many heavy 
metals or other dangerous substances, it can 



be used as a fertiliser. Otherwise it must be 
disposed of by incineration or in a landfill. A 
well-functioning treatment plant with 
secondary treatment can reduce the quanti­
ties of organic material by up to 90 % and 
reduce the presence of faecal indicator germs 
(thus, we can assume the presence of patho­
gens) by up to 99 %. One also has to bear in 
mind that a number of the faecal indicator 
germs disappear naturally (they die or are 
eaten by germ predators). The fact that a cer­
tain quantity of indicator germs is not re­
moved is not necessarily harmful, depending 
on the quality and quantity of the receiving 
water. However, if the treatment plant has to 
cope with heavily polluted water, a large 
number of the indicator germs are still pre­
sent after secondary treatment. The same 
situation might occur in case of a plant fail­
ure or an overflow. 

Moreover, currents, wind and the tide and 
the enormous volume of the sea play an 
important role in the dilution of treated or 
untreated waste water. Sunlight provides 
natural UV radiation which is more effective 
when treated or untreated waste water is 
sufficiendy diluted. 

All this explains why inland waters (rivers 
and lakes) are in general much more vul­
nerable to discharges of waste water than 
sea water. 

However, if the discharged quantities of 
waste water are too large and natural condi­
tions are not favourable, further natural 
water treatment is not sufficient and waste 
water may appear or reappear at a bathing 
area. 

More advanced treatment involves nutrient 
removal or disinfection. Nutrients, such as 
nitrates and phosphates, can be removed by 
certain specific bacteria or by adding chemi­
cals. The best known techniques of disinfec­
tion are chloration, UV radiation or ozone 
treatment. However, while chloration might 
kill the indicator germs, the pathogens might 
be resistant to this treatment, which might 
create a false idea of safety. UV radiation or 
ozone treatment are more reliable. One has 
to bear in mind that this more advanced 
treatment is not always necessary. It largely 
depends on the type and quality of the 
receiving water and the original level and 
type of pollution of the waste water. 

1.5. Contamination of bathers 

The only way of getting pathogens in your 
body is by swallowing quantities of water, 
sometimes even small quantities, which 
happens when you submerge completely in 
the water when swimming or playing in the 
water. Everybody can get contaminated, but 
small children, the elderly and people al­
ready weakened by illness or fatigue are 
more vulnerable to microbiological contami­
nation. 

1.6. Full circle 

1.4. Receiving water bodies and 'natural' 
water treatment 

The behaviour of indicator organisms and 
pathogens differs according to the character­
istics of the receiving water body. We have 
to make a clear distinction, on the one hand, 
between sea water and fresh or inland v/ater 
and, on the other hand, between cold and 
warm water. Sea water, because of its high 
salinity is particularly hostile to pathogens 
and indicator germs. Pathogens and indica­
tor germs go to an inactivated status (and 
can thus survive longer) in colder water. 

Some bathers become carriers of microbiolo­
gical contaminants. Although the micro­
organisms are then back in their natural host 
environment and will multiply, they will not 
necessary make all their hosts ill. The most 
common symptoms associated with bathing 
are: gastric-intestinal symptoms, such as 
diarrhoea or vomiting, ear/eye/respiratory 
symptoms and skin irritation. There is no 
real need to panic; they can ruin your holi­
day but they are not lethal. In any case 
humans return a fair quantity of microbiolo­
gical pathogens back into the contamination 
circle. 

10 





2. Causes of (continued) non­
conformity with the requirements 
for the two microbiological param­
eters set out in the directive 

Since its adoption in 1976, the directive has 
led to an enormous improvement of bathing 
water quality, in particular for seaside 
beaches, in most Member States. However, 
since nowhere in the Union has reached 100 % 
compliance (more than 20 years after the 
adoption of the directive) and some bathing 
areas have remained non-compliant with the 
requirements of the directive for many years 
(even during the 1997 bathing season), the 
question is often asked: how is that pos­
sible? 

Without accepting this situation, the 
Commission feels that it is important that 
citizens know that there are different sources 
of pollution which need different remedial 
action or that some remedial actions contain 
larger action plans than simply waste water 
treatment. 

The easiest to detect and to tackle are 'point 
sources' of pollution: this means that the 
pollution is attributable to a particular 
source, for example the waste water dis­
charge of a factory into a river. In the case of 
bad bathing water quality the following 
situations are the most common 'point 
sources' of pollution: 

— direct discharges of untreated or insuffi­
ciently treated waste water into the 
bathing area or its feeding waters; 

— malfunctioning of treatment facilities; 

— temporary failure of treatment facilities 
or waste water pumping stations; 

— stormwater overflows from combined 
collecting networks (waste water and 
rainfall are collected and transported by 
the same sewering system) or the treat­
ment plant. 

collection networks and their connection to 
treatment facilities, the construction of treat­
ment facilities, the repair of installations and 
installation of some sort of remote or video 
control of the pumping stations, and the 
modification or extension of existing collec­
ting and treatment installations including 
stormwater retention and treatment. 

It is also to be borne in mind that the actual 
deadlines for different types of treatment 
depending on the size of the agglomeration, 
as set out by the urban waste water 
treatment directive f), are 1998, 2000 and 
2005. 

On the other hand, experience across the 
whole Community has shown that, whilst 
the major cause of non-compliance was 
removed by waste water collection and 
treatment, smaller or 'diffuse' sources of pol­
lution were revealed and, in certain cases, 
sources of some pollution remain unidenti­
fied for the moment. The most important 
'diffuse' sources of pollution are: 

— leaks in older sewering networks or at 
joints between houses and public sewers; 

— agricultural run-off (both from pasture 
and arable land); 

— changes in tidal or current movements 
which cause discharged (treated or 
untreated) waste water to come ashore 
and contaminate bathing areas. 

These problems are less evident to identify 
and less easy to tackle. In many cases it takes 
several bathing seasons before the actual 
source or process is identified. In the case of, 
for example, agricultural run-off, only a lar­
ger programme of improved agricultural 
practices might bring a solution. In any case, 
it is much better that the source and its scope 
is identified than not knowing at all what is 
going on. 

The solution to this kind of problem is, in 
most cases, the construction of waste water O OJ L 135, 30.5.1991, p. 40. 

12 



C. Legal proceedings 

By joining the European Union, Member 
States agree to accept the obligations set out 
in the EC Treaty and the laws made under it. 
However, Member States often fail to fulfil 
these obligations. When this occurs, the 
European Commission may start an infrin­
gement procedure against a Member State 
on the basis of Article 226 (ex-169)0 of the 
EC Treaty. A Member State fails to fulfil an 
obligation if it has failed to transpose EC law 
into national legislation on time, has incor-
recdy transposed EC law or has incorrecdy 
applied EC law in practice. 

An infringement procedure follows a strict 
pattern consisting of four stages. The pri-
cipal aim of the procedure is to solve the 
problem at the earliest possible stage, and 
not to end up at the Court of Justice. The 
first two stages take place in strict confi­
dence between the Commission and the 
Member State. A press communication will 
normally be delivered when a reasoned 
opinion has been decided. 

What do the different stages entail? 

Stage 1: 'Apre-226 letter'. Such a letter would 
be sent to the national authorities of a 
Member State to inform them about an 
alleged breach of EC legislation. The 
Commission frequendy receives informa­
tion concerning alleged breaches of EC law. 
This information is often incomplete or 
does not clearly specify the exact problem 
in the relevant Member State, which may 
lead to a misunderstanding about certain 
elements of a case. 'A pre-226' letter allows 
for an exchange of information between the 
Commission and the Member State and 
enables the Commission to clarify the fac­
tual situation and gain a greater legal 
understanding of the alleged breach. This 
stage is not obligatory, as the Commission 
can start the procedure direcdy from stage 
2, for example where there is a clear breach 
of EC law. 

Stage 2: A letter of formal notice. If it is clear that 
a Member State has not fulfilled its obliga­

tions, then the Commission may send a let­
ter of formal notice to the Member State 
stating the elements of the infringement. A 
Member State then has two months to 
reply. The reply generally contains the 
national legal texts through which the EU 
legislation has been transposed, or the mea­
sures that have been taken to fulfil these 
obligations. 

These first two stages are not a 'public' pro­
cess. This procedure is carried out on a bila­
teral basis between the services responsible 
within the Member State and the 
Commission, involving, of course, the res­
pective legal services. In many cases the pro­
cedure ends here. 

The following stages are the 'public' part of 
the procedure. There are no more direct 
contacts between the services responsible 
and the procedure is now taken up fully by 
the legal services. 

Stage 3: A reasoned opinion. If the Commission 
is not satisfied with the reply given by the 
Member State, it may send a reasoned opin­
ion, detailing the reasons why the Member 
State has still not complied with EC legisla­
tion. A Member State then has two months 
to comply with the reasoned opinion or to 
explain why it does not agree with the 
Commission's opinion. 

Stage 4: Court of Justice in Luxembourg. The 
Commission may decide to put the case 
before the Court and so would send an 
application to the Court. The Court case is 
similar to a normal legal case with legal 
statements prepared by lawyers, questions 
posed by the judges and finally a ruling of 
the Court. If the Court considers that a 

(5) Article 226 of the Treaty states 'If the Commission 
considers that a Member State has failed to fulfil an 
obligation under this Treaty, it shall deliver a rea­
soned opinion on the matter after giving the State 
concerned the opportunity to submit its observa­
tions. If the State concerned does not comply -with 
the opinion within the period laid down by the 
Commission, the latter may bring the matter 
before the Court of Justice.' 

13 



Member State is indeed in breach of its obli­
gations under EC law, it will declare that in 
its ruling. The rulings of the Court of Justice 
are published in the European Court 
reports. The judgment of the Court is only 
declaratory, which means that it does not 
change the legal situation. Therefore, a 
Member State would need to take the 
necessary measures to comply with the 
Court's ruling, for example by adopting 
new legislation. 

The whole procedure takes quite some time, 
depending, of course, on the complexity of 
the issue. It is difficult to set an average 
time span, but one should count at least on 
one year for stages 1-3 and two years for 
stage 4. 

D. Revision of the bathing 
water directive 

At the July 1998 Council meeting the 
Member States indicated that they preferred 
the Commission to start work on a new pro­
posal rather than to pursue adoption of the 
1994 proposal for revision of the directive, 
which had become outdated. 

The Commission therefore started working 
intensively on a new proposal. In the light of 
the comments made by the Member States 
and by the scientific, technical and manage­
ment experts, the Commission will take the 
time to allow an in-depth review. 

An infringement procedure generally ends 
with the ruling of the Court. The Member 
State must then take the necessary mea­
sures to comply with the Court's ruling. If a 
Member State fails to do so, the 
Commission has the power to go a step 
further and to start a new procedure which 
may result in the Court imposing a finan­
cial penalty on the Member State. This is 
called Article 228 (ex-171) procedure, 
which refers to the particular provision of 
the Treaty ("). 

Q Article 228 of the Treaty states: 
1. If the Court of Justice finds that a Member State 
has failed to fulfil an obligation under this Treaty, 
the State shall be required to take the necessary 
measures to comply with the judgment of the 
Court of Justice. 

2. If the Commission considers that the Member 
State concerned has not taken such measures it 
shall, after giving the Member State the opportuni­
ty to submit its observations, issue a reasoned opin­
ion specifying the points on which the Member 
State concerned has not complied with the judg­
ment of the Court of Justice. 

If the Member State concerned fails to take the 
necessary measures to comply with the Court's 
judgment within the time limit laid down by the 
Commission, the latter may bring the case before 
the Court of Justice. In so doing it shall specify the 
amount of the lump sum or penalty payment to be 
paid by the Member State concerned which it 
considers appropriate in the circumstances. 

If the Court of Justice finds that the Member 
State concerned has not complied with its judg­
ment it may impose a lump sum or penalty pay­
ment on it. 

A series of bilateral meetings were held with 
the competent authorities and representa­
tives of the various parties concerned during 
the spring and summer of 1999. The 
Commission consulted a group of indepen­
dent experts on issues related to water qua­
lity monitoring. A feasibility test was carried 
out on a management approach during the 
summer of 1999. Further consultations of 
experts and feasibility tests will follow 
during 2000. 

Around June 2000 the Commission will 
publish a communication oudining the prin­
ciples of a new proposal. This communica­
tion will also mark the start of a broader 
consultation process with all stakeholders. 
These consultations should culminate in a 
bathing water conference in the autumn of 
2000. On the basis of all the inputs the 
Commission will come forward with a new 
proposal at the beginning of 2001. 

E. Information to the 
public 

Most of the Member States distribute infor­
mation on the quality of their bathing areas 
through the written press, television, video-
text or via the Internet during the bathing 
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season and present a summary report short­
ly after the bathing season. 

For more detailed information, citizens may 
always contact the national authority re­
sponsible for this sector in their country. 
Similarly, they may request any documenta­
tion by contacting the Commission's repre­
sentative in each Member State. 

In order to identify and monitor more 
bathing areas, citizens are invited to contact 
their national competent authority or the 
Commission's representative office (see 
page 17), as well as the Commission depart­
ment in Brussels which is in charge of this 
area, if they see that a bathing site which 
they regularly visit could be governed by this 
directive, but is not mentioned in the Adas. 

15 
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© (34) 915 96 20 85; ESE (34) 915 96 44 09 

Commission européenne 
Représentation en Belgique 
Rue Archimede 73 — B­1000 Bruxelles 

Europese Commissie 
Representatie in België 
Archimedesstraat 73 — B­1000 Brussel 
© (32­2) 295 38 44; ¡mi (32­2) 295 01 66 

Europa-Kommissionen 
Repræsentation i Danmark 
Østergade 61 — Højbrohus — Postboks 144 — DK­1004 København Κ 
© (45) 33 14 41 40; ESE (45) 33 11 12 03 

Europäische Kommission 
Vertretung in der Bundesrepublik Deutschland 
Zitelmannstraße 22 — D­53113 Bonn 
© (49­228) 53 00 90; ESE (49­228) 530 09 50/12 

Ευρωπαϊκή Επιτροπή 
Αντιπροσωπεία στην Ελλάδα 
Βασιλίσσης Σοφίας 2 —Τ© 11002 — GR-10674 Αθήνα 
© (30-1 ) 725 10 00; ESE (30-1) 724 46 20 

Comisión Europea 
Representación en España 
Paseo de la Castellana, 46 
E­28046 Madrid 
© (34) 914 31 57 11; ¡mi (34) 915 76 03 87, 915 77 29 23 

France Ministère de l'emploi et de la solidarité 
Direction générale de la santé — VS4 
1, place Fontenoy — F­75350 Paris 07 SP 
©(33)140 56 57 35; ¡ml (33) 140 56 50 56 

Ireland Environmental Protection Agency 
PO Box 3000 — Johnstown Castle Estate 
Co. Wexford — Ireland 
© (353­53) 606 00; ESE (353­53) 606 99 

Italia Ministero della Sanità 
Dipartimento della prevenzione e dei farmaci 
Via della Sierra Nevada, 60,1­00144 Roma 
© (39) 06 59 94 42 01;ΓϋΕ (39) 06 59 94 41 10 

Luxembourg Administration de l'environnement 
Division des eaux 
1a, rue Auguste Lumière — L-1950 Luxembourg 
© (352) 40 56 56-413; ESE (352) 49 18 84 

Nederland Ministerie van Verkeer en Waterstaat 
Directoraat-generaal Rijkswaterstaat 
Rijksinstituut voor Integraal Zoetwaterbeheer en Afvalwaterbehandel ing/RIZA 
Postbus 17 — 8200 AA Lelystad 
Nederland 
© (31-320) 29 84 11; ESE(31-320) 24 92 18 

Österreich Bundesministerium für Arbeit, Gesundheit und Soziales 
Stubenring 1 — A-1010 Wien 
© (43-1 ) 711 72; ESE (43-1 ) 718 71 83 

Portugal Ministério do Ambiente 
Instituto da Agua 
Direcção de Serviços de Recursos Hídricos 
Av. Almirante Gago Coutinho, 30 — P-1000 Lisboa 
© (351)218 43 00 00;EÃx](351) 218 40 92 18 

Finland Kansanterveyslaitos 
PL 95 
FIN-70701 Kuopio 
© (358-17) 20 13 74; ESE (358-17) 20 11 55 

Commission européenne 
Représentation en France 
288, boulevard Saint-Germain — F-75007 Paris 
© (33) 140 63 38 00; ESE (33) 145 56 94 17/18/19 

European Commission 
Representation in Ireland 
18 Dawson Street — Dublin 2 — Ireland 
©(353-1)662 51 13; ESE (353-1 ) 662 51 18 

Commissione europea 
Rappresentanza in Italia 
Via Poli, 29,1-00187 Roma 
© (39) 06 69 99 91,ESE (39) 06 679 16 58, 679 36 52 

Commission européenne 
Représentation au Luxembourg 
Bâtiment Jean Monnet 
Rue Alcide De Gasperi — L-2920 Luxembourg 
©(352)43 01-1; ESE (352) 43 01-34433 

Europese Commissie 
Representatie in Nederland 
Postbus 30465 — 2500 GL Den Haag 
Nederland 
© (31-70) 346 93 26; ESE (31-70) 364 66 19 

Europäische Kommission 
Vertretung in Österreich 
Kärntnerring 5-7 — A-1010 Wien 
© (43-1) 516 18-0; ESE (43-1) 513 42 25 

Comissão Europeia 
Gabinete em Portugal 
Centro Europeu Jean Monnet 
Largo Jean Monnet, 1-10.° — P-1200 Lisboa 
© (351) 213 50 98 00JISE (351) 213 50 98 01/02/03 

Euroopan komission Suomen edustusto/ 
Europeiska kommissionens representation i Finland 
Pohjoisesplanadi 31/Norra esplanaden 31 
FIN-00100 Helsinki/Helsingfors 
© (358-9) 622 65 44; ESE (358-9) 65 67 28 

Sverige Naturvårdsverket 
Blekholmsterrassen 36 — S-106 48 Stockholm 
©(46-8)698 1518; ESE (46-8) 698 15 85 

United Department of the Environment, Transport and Regions 
Kingdom W a t e r Quality 1 — Zone E/15 

Ashdown House — 123 Victoria Street 
London SW1E 6DE — United Kingdom 
© (44-20) 78 90 53 47; ESE (44-20) 78 90 52 09 

Europeiska kommissionen 
Representationen i Sverige 
Nybrogatan II, 3 tr. — Box 7323 — S-103 90 Stockholm 
© (46-8) 56 24 44 11; ESE (46-8) 56 24 44 12 

European Commission 
Representation in the United Kingdom 
Jean Monnet House — 8 Storey's Gate 
London SW1P 3AT — United Kingdom 
© (44-20) 79 73 19 92,171x1 (44-20) 79 73 19 00/10 
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The EU Internet site and those of the Member States 

The information in this report is merely a snapshot of the water quality status during a particu­

lar bathing season. Although more and more elements are introduced to allow a multi­annual 

evaluation for the water quality in each Member State as a whole, a paper report does not 

present multi­annual information for each and every bathing area. The Commission — which 

is always looking to facilitate the dissemination of results and encourage citizens to commit 

themselves to, and participate in, the monitoring of the quality of bathing water — therefore 

presents this information on the Internet. 

You can find this 'extended' version of the 'Quality of bathing water' report on the 

'Water' homepage of the DG Environment site at the Commission's 'Europa' site: 

http://europa.eu.int/water/water­bathing/index_en.html 

If you want more EU information or want to ask particular questions about water-related issues please 

contact: 

European Commission 

D G Environment/D. 1 

200 rue de la Loi 

B­1049 Brussels 

E­mail: water@cec.eu.int 

More and more Member States have information concerning their bathing areas on the Internet. 

Some have information almost on­line. Others take a bit more time to update their sites. 

België/Belgique: Vlaanderen: http://www.vmm.be/ 

Wallonie: http://mrw.wallonie.be/dgrne/data/eau/baignade 

Danmark: http://www.mst.dk/ 

Deutschland: Baden­Württemberg: http://www.landesgesundheitsamt.de/Wasser/Index.htm 

Bremen: http://www.bremen.de/ 

Bremen: http://kbs45.informatik.uni-bremen.de/start.html 

Niedersachsen: http://homepages.emsnet.de/~nlga-aur 

Ελλάόα/Gieece : http://www. minenv.gr/ 

España: http://www.msc.es/salud/ambiental/ 

France: http://www.sante.gouv.fr/htnt/dossiers 

Ireland: http://www.epa.ie/ 

Italia: http://www.sanita. it/balneazione 

Luxembourg: http://www.mev.etat.lu/ 

Nederland: http://www. waterland, net/homepage/zwemwater, html 

Österreich: http://www.bmags.gv.at/ 

Portugal: http://www.inag.pt/ => SNIRH => Dados de Síntese =¡> Anual (relatónos) =t> 
Zonas balneares 

Sverige: http://www.environ.se/dokument/fororen/bad/bad.html 

United Kingdom: England and Wales: http://www.environment-agency.gov.uk/gui/dataset1/1frame.htnt 
Scodand: http://www.sepa.org.uk/stateenv/ 
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