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Subject: Draft DIRECTIVE OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE

COUNCIL amending Directive 2000/60/EC establishing a framework for
Community action in the field of water policy, Directive 2006/118/EC on the
protection of groundwater against pollution and deterioration and Directive
2008/105/EC on environmental quality standards in the field of water policy
(first reading)

- Adoption of the Council's position at first reading and of the statement of
the Council's reasons

= Statements

Latvia has requested that the following statement be entered in the Council minutes

Latvia supports the final compromise text proposal for a Directive on Priority Substances
amending the Water Framework Directive, the Groundwater Directive and the Environmental
Quality Standards Directive (EQSD).

5970/26 ADD 1 REV 2 1
GIP.INST EN

www.parlament.gv.at


https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RAT&code2=&gruppen=Link:5970/26;Nr:5970;Year:26&comp=5970%7C2026%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RAT&code2=&gruppen=Link:5970/26;Nr:5970;Year:26&comp=5970%7C2026%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:CODEC%20156;Code:CODEC;Nr:156&comp=CODEC%7C156%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:ENV%2089;Code:ENV;Nr:89&comp=ENV%7C89%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:CLIMA%2045;Code:CLIMA;Nr:45&comp=CLIMA%7C45%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:AGRI%2087;Code:AGRI;Nr:87&comp=AGRI%7C87%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:FORETS%2015;Code:FORETS;Nr:15&comp=FORETS%7C15%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:ENER%2046;Code:ENER;Nr:46&comp=ENER%7C46%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RMA&code2=&gruppen=Link:TRANS%2045;Code:TRANS;Nr:45&comp=TRANS%7C45%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=INT&code2=&gruppen=Year:2022;Nr:0344;Code:COD&comp=0344%7C2022%7C
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RIL&code2=&gruppen=Link:2000/60/EC;Year:2000;Nr:60&comp=
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RIL&code2=&gruppen=Link:2006/118/EC;Year:2006;Nr:118&comp=
https://www.parlament.gv.at/le/link?gp=XXVIII&ityp=EU&inr=58796&code1=RIL&code2=&gruppen=Link:2008/105/EC;Year:2008;Nr:105&comp=

It is in Latvia’s interest to safeguard surface and groundwater from the impact of chemical
substances and other micropollutants, while assessing chemical water quality against harmonised
EU environmental quality standards. Throughout the negotiations, Latvia has consistently expressed
support for updating the requirements of these three directives and has engaged in a constructive

and cooperative manner.

At the same time, we acknowledge that the transposition and implementation of the proposed
amendments will be complex and will impose significant financial and administrative burdens

on Member States.

Latvia remains concerned about the expected scale and cost of monitoring. Many EQSD
priority substances are not detected in our waters using testing methods that meet the required
quality standards, yet the Directive continues to obligate regular monitoring of these substances.

Latvia considers the inclusion of DDT, para-para DDT and cyclodiene pesticides in the priority
substances list to be unjustified, as it increases monitoring obligations without corresponding
environmental benefits. These substances have long been banned from use, and the proposed
change in status would require substantially more frequent sampling and testing, escalating costs
that we consider disproportionate. We believe that these substances relevant in certain Member
States could instead be designated as river basin-specific pollutants with EU-level environmental

quality standards.
Lithuania has requested that the following statement be entered in the Council minutes
Lithuania supports the final compromise text on priority substances in the field of water policy and

welcomes its objectives of strengthening water quality and environmental protection.

However, while we recognise the importance of updating monitoring standards and aligning them
with scientific progress, we note that implementation may require considerable administrative and

financial efforts at national level.
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Hungary has requested that the following statement be entered in the Council minutes

We would like to thank the presidencies involved in the negotiations for their efforts and hard work
in reaching an agreement. We broadly agree with the objectives of the legislative amendment

package to improve water quality and support the compromise text.

At the same time, we would like to recall that during the negotiations we repeatedly expressed our
concerns about the financial and human resources required for implementation, and we therefore
wish to reiterate the importance of establishing the Joint Monitoring Instrument without delay.
Hungary believes that the new rules can only be successfully implemented if the Joint Monitoring

Instrument is available to support Member States in their implementation efforts.

Poland has requested that the following statement be entered in the Council minutes

As a result of negotiations on the Directive on priority substances in water, amending the Water
Framework Directive (2000/60/EC) and its two related specific Directives, 2006/118/EC and
2008/105/EC, key elements for Poland have been retained in the text, such as the

22 December 2039 deadline for achieving good water status in relation to new substances, a
transposition period of more than 18 months, linking the revision of the annexes containing the lists
of priority substances to the six-year planning cycle, and maintaining the level of involvement of
Member States in this revision by ensuring that changes are introduced through the ordinary
legislative procedure, as well as not introducing ecological status for groundwaters and maintaining

a limited number of substances on watch lists.
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However, Poland continues to have concerns about several specific issues in the text, including,
above all, the failure to adapt the environmental standard for the sum of 24 PFAS after adding TFA,
the lack of sufficient scientific justification for the indicated 0.2 standard for the sum of pesticides
in the case of surface waters, the lack of an available methodology for effect-based monitoring
(EBM) which would enable research to be conducted in all Member States with adequate
comparability of results, and the incorrect interpretation of the provisions regarding the
determination of the limit of quantification under footnote 30 to Annex VI, amending Annex | to
Directive 2008/105/EC, as not fully consistent with the provisions of Directive 2009/90/EC. In the
case of groundwaters, there are concerns about introducing microplastic monitoring, as it is
impossible to determine whether microplastics detected in groundwater samples actually came from
the aquifer or the sample was contaminated during sampling due to the plastic components of the
monitoring and sampling equipment. Then there is the introduction of provisions for additional ad-
hoc monitoring to verify ex-post negative impacts on water status under Article 4(7a) of the Water
Framework Directive. Poland considers this excessive regulation, which is not reflected in other

provisions of the Water Framework Directive.

Poland also reiterates its previous position regarding the provisions in the preamble to the Directive
introducing the possibility of testing bisphenol-B, bisphenol-S, and other bisphenols as substances
specific to river basins. Poland is of the opinion that the appropriate tool for testing for the presence

of these substances at EU level should be a watch list for surface waters.

Poland also emphasises that the implementation of the Directive will entail a significant increase in
the costs of monitoring surface waters and groundwaters. In the case of surface waters, the

estimated cost increase will be approximately 70 % compared to current expenditures.

In view of the above, Poland is abstaining from voting.
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