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1 Introduction 
The purpose of this report is to provide background document for the workshop with Member States on Reporting under the Bathing Water Directive(s) in Brussels, 4.October 2010. The following item from agenda is covered: (2) Review of BWD reporting for 2009 season. This item covers the issues dealt with by ETC/W in the process of preparation of 29 national bathing water reports (27 MS, Croatia and Switzerland) for the 2009 season. Problems during QA/QC phase and assessment phase by MS are identified together with clarifications and proposals for discussion with MS (blue boxes). It is a purpose of this discussion to improve the 2010 season reporting. 
2 Review of BWD reporting for the 2009 season 
2.1 Report on general issues of communication by MS
	QA/QC phase (February-March 2010) 


Main issues (ETC/W asked MS): 

· for reasons of de-listing of bathing waters (Belgium, France, Italy, Lithuania);

· for reasons of closing of bathing waters and the length of a ban/closure (the Czech Republic, Italy, Poland, Portugal; Germany, Spain);

· for confirmation in regard to new, re-opened, de-listed bathing waters or bathing waters with replaced NumInd/BWID (Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Spain); 

· for confirmation in regard to closed, not sampled bathing waters (Germany; Austria, Greece);

· coordinates (Denmark, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Romania, Spain, the United Kingdom). 

	The first draft assessment (sent on 23./24.3.2010, deadline for MS to reply: 1.4.2010)


Main issues: 
· updated data (some MS found and corrected errors during QA/QC, additional data received after the reporting deadline …); 
· updated general information by MS authorities (if not reported);
· updated region and province names and division (check of WISE data viewer) as requested;
· sampling frequency criteria; 

· issues raised by countries: transition period assessment rules (the Netherlands), not sampled bathing waters (the United Kingdom), several samples per day (Germany), BW groups (Hungary).
	The final draft assessment (sent on 26.4.2010)


No changes of status calculation were performed. MS contributed mostly comments to text of the report.
National bathing water reports are made for two non-EU countries for the first time (Croatia and Switzerland). Both countries participated in producing the national report by providing updated data and general information and by giving comments to draft assessments.   
	Response by MS


Questions were sent to 16 MS during QA/QC phase. Only one MS (Portugal) did not reply. Only a few MS did not provide complete data/information as requested. 

Most MS (23) provided comments to the first draft assessment and some MS (8) provided comments to the final draft assessment as well.   

ETC/W had additional correspondence with some MS (Germany, Hungary, the Netherlands, the United Kingdom, Luxembourg, Sweden, Spain, Finland, Slovakia, Lithuania …) due to special issues raised or further clarifications needed during assessment period.  

	General findings


There is significant improvement compared to the previous season (e.g. de-listed bathing waters, coordinates).

Communication with MS (two-way flow of information, clarifications and expertise between MS and ETC/W) has a key role in producing national assessments. ETC/W appreciates quick response by MS when needed. 

Communication with MS could be reduced if some specifications in Data Dictionary would be more specific (not ambiguous, additional categories in some attributes).

Checking of draft assessments by MS is also an opportunity to check the reported data. Sending corrections and additional data improves the quality, but the time to produce the assessments is shorter. This means time pressure for EEA-ETC/W to process the printed EU and electronic national reports. 

National bathing water reports can be made for non-EU countries (e.g. Switzerland, Croatia). Some modifications were needed (Switzerland). 

2.2 Specific problems identified during QA/QC and assessment phase for the 2009 season including clarifications and proposals for discussion
2.2.1 Reporting files in Reportnet Central Data Repository (CDR) 
In 2009, 13 MS reported under the Directive 76/160/EEC and 14 MS reported under the Directive 2006/7/EC. Files are uploaded under existing reporting obligation folder (e.g. “Directive 76/160/EEC Report”). Folders are created and named by NFP or Eionet Helpdesk. NFP or Eionet Helpdesk make link(s) of each folder to corresponding reporting obligation(s). The majority of MS that reported under the Directive 2006/7/EC still uploaded files in CDR under folder linked to reporting obligation “Bathing Water Directive 76/160/EEC Report”, except for Cyprus, Estonia, Finland, the Netherlands and Sweden.  
ETC/W appreciates that several MS that reported under the Directive 76/160/EEC used Excel templates (Ireland, Poland, Romania, Slovenia, the United Kingdom) which are easier to manage. 
	Reporting under the Directive 2006/7/EC: Files should be uploaded in Reportnet - CDR under folders linked to reporting obligation for “New Bathing Water Directive 2006/7/EC Report - Monitoring and classification”. 
Inventory of identified bathing waters table (reporting before the start of the bathing season) should be put under folder linked to reporting obligation for “New Bathing Water Directive 2006/7/EC Report - Identification of bathing areas”.   
There are two possibilities: 

· create new folder for the reporting obligations under the New Bathing Water Directive;
· add a link of the reporting obligations under the New Bathing Water Directive into the existing BWD folder (e.g. Estonia; http://cdr.eionet.europa.eu/ee/eu/bathing). 
In the second case, deliveries for the reporting obligations under the Old and the New Bathing Water Directive are placed in the same folder.

Contacts (with authority to create and organize folders in CDR): 

· National Focal Points (NFP). The list of National Focal Points is available at 

http://rod.eionet.europa.eu/contacts?roleId=eionet-nfp-mc; 
· Eionet Helpdesk (helpdesk@eionet.europa.eu).


2.2.2 Before the start of the bathing season reporting

MS (Directive 2006/7/EC) re-delivered Inventory of bathing waters table at the end of the year 2009, except for Cyprus and Finland. 

New bathing waters can be opened during the season or bathing waters can be de-listed during the season after the list of bathing waters was reported to the European Commission before the start of the bathing season. This was the case for one new bathing water in Germany and three new and five de-listed bathing waters in the Netherlands. 
	MS have to notify changes in annual reporting on 31. December in two attributes: “BW type” and “Change”, Inventory of bathing waters table. 


2.2.3 Banned/closed, not sampled and de-listed bathing waters
There are different interpretations of de-listed, banned/closed (B) and not sampled (NS) bathing waters:

· Some MS reported banned/closed bathing waters that were not monitored (Italy, Spain, part of bathing waters in Germany). 
· In Italy, bathing waters are banned for several years and not monitored. No reasons for a ban were provided by MS when requested. 
· The United Kingdom classified not accessible (and therefore not monitored) bathing waters as not sampled. 
· Hungary explained “The Directive at least in Art 2. 7) (h) and Art 5. 4) (a) (i) clearly though indirectly obliges Members States to close bathing waters in order to prevent bathers’ exposure to pollution and in the same time to monitor bathing waters until a permanent bathing prohibition is introduced. Thus a bathing water that is closed because of poor water quality must not be deleted, and should be monitored and the monitoring results should be reported”. They reported one such bathing water, while they defined as de-listed other bathing waters that are closed and not monitored because of other causes (e.g. access for the public being denied). ETC/W re-classified them as not sampled. 

Austria and Greece (Directive 76/160/EEC) did not report not sampled bathing water in reporting tables according to the instructions given bellow (blue box). When identifying new, closed and de-listed bathing waters ETC/W found small inconsistencies between ETC/W database and a few national inventories of bathing waters. 
	Instructions for reporting of banned/closed, not sampled and de-listed bathing waters: 
· Reporting under the Directive 76/160/EEC: bathing water that is a) banned, should be included in all files (with data in Parameter data table, if available; attr. “Banned” should be “B”), or b) not sampled, bathing water should be included in all files with attr. “ParNoB” equals “0”, or c) de-listed, bathing water is not needed to be reported. If, however, reported, bathing water should be included in Geographic data table; under attr. “Rem” a remark “de-listed” should be given. 
· Reporting under the Directive 2006/7/EC: bathing water that is a) closed should be included in all files (with data in Monitoring results of bathing waters table, if available; attr. “Closed” should be “Y”; attr. “BWType” should be “1”), or b) not sampled attr. “Closed” should have “N” and “BWType” should be “1”; not reported in Monitoring results of bathing waters table, or c) de-listed attr. “Closed” should have “Y” and “BWType” should be “3”; not reported in Monitoring results table.
The following formula should be used for checking if all bathing waters are included in the list of bathing waters (Inventory of bathing waters table) compared to the previous season and if BW type (new, existing, de-listed) is correct compared to the previous season: 
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The number of reported “active” bathing waters (existing and new) in the current season minus number of reported “active” bathing waters in the previous season equals to the number of new bathing waters minus number of de-listed bathing waters in the current season. An example is given in the table below: 
MS

BWs 2008 

BWs 2009 

BWs 2009 –

BWs 2008  
New BWs (2009)
De-listed BWs (2009)
New –
de-listed BWs
EE
56
55
-1
1
2
-1



Some MS did not report temporarily closed bathing waters as closed bathing waters (attr. “Closed” is “Y”, Inventory of identified bathing waters table), but provide this information elsewhere: 
· Germany under attr. “Change”, Inventory of identified bathing waters table;
· Finland under attr. “ManMeas”, Seasonal information of bathing waters table; 
· Slovakia in separate text report on general information; 
· Latvia and Hungary under comments to the first draft assessment. 
Hungary explained that three temporarily closed bathing waters were listed in Abnormal situations table - they were temporarily closed because of abnormal situation. 
Germany has a comment: “We appreciate that temporarily closed bathing waters (>= 14 days or 3 days resp.) are made visible to the public. They should, however, not have the same category as bathing waters that are closed throughout the season. We suggest to use a different classification for temporarily closed bathing waters e.g. Bt”.   

	Banned or temporarily closed bathing water are categories used for the Directive 76/160/EEC reporting. They have the same meaning (Outline questionnaire for reporting on Directive 76/160/EEC). Bathing waters that are closed throughout the season are categorised as banned (special attribute in the General data table). They are not classified into quality class and they are treated as banned (or closed). Closed is the only category used in reporting under the Directive 2006/7/EC. 

(1) In 2010 assessment bathing water has not been classified into quality class and was treated as closed (equal to temporary closed): 

· if bathing water is closed >= 14 days per season;
· in case of microbiological contamination that exceeds the short term pollution (approximately 3 days).

(2) Reporting under the Directive 2006/7/EC: Information in regard to closed or temporarily closed should be presented in two attributes (Inventory of identified bathing waters table):

· “Closed” with “Y “ (“Y” also apply for closed bathing waters throughout the season); 
· “Change” with a remark “temporarily closed” (important information given in a national report under General information).
In 2009 ETCW proposed to add third category in the attr. “Closed” (YT); existing: Y, N

To be further developed: temporary closed, permanently closed (Directive 2006/7/EC): 

Article 5. 4 (b): 

· However, notwithstanding the general requirement of paragraph 3 (“sufficient” by the end of 2015), bathing waters may temporarily be classified as ‘poor’ and still remain in compliance with this Directive. In such cases, Member States shall ensure that the following conditions are satisfied: 

· in respect of each bathing water classified as ‘poor’, the following measures shall be taken with effect from the bathing season that follows its classification: (i) adequate management measures, including a bathing prohibition or advice against bathing, with a view to preventing bathers' exposure to pollution; (ii) identification of the causes and reasons for the failure to achieve ‘sufficient’ quality status; (iii) adequate measures to prevent, reduce or eliminate the causes of pollution; and (iv) in accordance with Article 12, alerting the public by a clear and simple warning sign and informing them of the causes of the pollution and measures taken, on the basis of the bathing water profile.

· If a bathing water is classified as ‘poor’ for five consecutive years, a permanent bathing prohibition or permanent advice against bathing shall be introduced. However, a Member State may introduce a permanent bathing prohibition or permanent advice against bathing before the end of the five‑year period if it considers that the achievement of ‘sufficient’ quality would be infeasible or disproportionately expensive.

Should the fourth category in the attr. “Closed” (YP) be added? Existing: Y, N , (YT)  


2.2.4 Re-opened bathing waters

There are two types of re-opened bathing waters: 
· re-opened bathing waters after being closed in the previous season(s);

· re-opened bathing waters after being de-listed in the previous season. 
MS did not report re-opened bathing waters, except for Germany. Germany explained: “There is a general problem with re-opened bathing waters that have been closed before the reporting under the new Directive started. Some of the Länder classify them as existing (since they existed in former times and have an old NUTS code). Other Länder classify them as new since they were not listed in the list of 2008”. 
	If a bathing water is re-opened, attr. “BWType” is “1” (existing) and a remark “re-opened” under attr. “Change”, Inventory of bathing waters table should be given. 
If a bathing water is re-opened according to NumInd/BWID, but not reported as re-opened, ETC/W should ask MS for confirmation.

If a bathing water was (temporarily) closed in the previous season and already re-opened before the end of that season, this bathing water is defined as re-opened in the next season.    


2.2.5 Change of attributes
Attr. “NumInd” (Directive 76/160/EEC) and “BWID” (Directive 2006/7/EC): if NumInd/BWID is changed, new and de-listed NumInd/BWID of a bathing water is created, while a bathing water is the same (existing), only its NumInd/BWID is different. This was the case for one bathing water in Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Greece and not reported by MS and for several bathing waters in Spain.  Spain reported bathing waters with changed BWID as de-listed and new with a remark on replacement under attr. “Change”, Inventory of identified bathing waters table (name of bathing water that replaced old BWID or was replaced by new BWID is given). 
Attr. “Codeau” (Directive 76/160/EEC) or “BWaterCat” (Directive 2006/7/EC): if the water type/category of a bathing water is changed from coastal to freshwater or opposite, the statistics by coastal and freshwater bathing waters are not consistent when the current and the previous seasons are compared. Consequently, ETC/W is interested if this change is correct or it is a mistake. The reason can be consistency with WFD classification of water bodies when starting reporting under the Directive 2006/7/EC (a case of the Netherlands in 2009). 
	NumInd can change due to changes of NUTS codes, while BWID should be stable. If it, however, changed, provide the old BWID/Numind under attr. “Change”, Inventory of bathing waters table. Attr. “BWType” should be “1” (existing!). If NumInd is changed (Directive 76/160/EEC), provide old NumInd under attr. “Rem”, Geographic data table. 
If the water type/category of a bathing water is changed from coastal to freshwater or opposite, reason for the change should be provided under attr. “Rem”, Geographic data table (Directive 76/160/EEC) or attr. Change, Inventory of bathing waters table (Directive 2006/7/EC). 


2.2.6 Coordinates and visualisation in WISE
Some MS reported bathing waters with missing, wrong or duplicated coordinates. 

During QA/QC phase, MS sent coordinates for new bathing waters with missing coordinates (France, Greece, Italy - partially, Spain), corrected wrong coordinates (Greece, Romania, the United Kingdom …) or coordinate duplicates (Denmark, Germany, Greece, Romania). Problem with missing and wrong coordinates is the highest in Italy with also the highest number of bathing waters in EU.
For existing bathing waters, ETC/W used coordinates from the 2008 season if coordinates for the 2009 season were not reported (France) or were not reported in ETRS89 system for all bathing waters (Italy). 
Some MS provided corrections of region and province names and division in WISE Bathing Water 
Quality data viewer as requested by ETC/W. This is welcomed since there can be different region and/or province division or recent changes of their names or boundaries, but not shown in WISE data viewer. 
In the 2009 report, Spain added a table with regions, provinces and communes for each bathing water. This is very helpful for ETC/W for the purpose of updating of WISE data viewer.
Some MS did not fill-in all attributes (e.g. attr. ShortName, attributes dealing with River Basin Districts (RBDs) and WFD water bodies, Inventory of bathing waters table). RBDs are used sometimes by ETC/W for checking coordinates when assigning bathing waters to geographic regions (for EU bathing water report). 
	QA check for correct coordinates of bathing water locations should be done nationally since MS know their bathing waters the best. ETC/W can do general QA check only (bathing waters located within country; inland bathing waters in the mainland, coastal bathing waters on the coast). Inland bathing waters should not be displaced within country territory. Coastal bathing waters should not be inland or in the middle of the sea. 
Attr. “ShorName”, Inventory of bathing waters table should be filled-in, especially if BW name is long (and therefore too long for visualisation of bathing water names on maps and unreadable).


2.2.7 Not sampled bathing waters and assessment rules

Not sampled bathing waters (NS) are included in total number of bathing waters and assessment results of bathing water quality. However, the United Kingdom would like to exclude them from the percentage compliance by using argument: “If the 3 bathing waters that could not be sampled are included, the percentage compliance figure is the same as it would be if they were sampled and failed mandatory standards”. To be consistent with the valid assessment rules (assessment in the previous years), ETC/W could not satisfy the request by the United Kingdom. The results of assessment without not sampled bathing waters were added in the text under Section 4 of the national report “Development of bathing water quality”.

2.2.8 Status definition and transition period assessment rules

The Netherlands does not agree with one of the transitional period assessment rules: a bathing water is CI if Escherichia coli (EC) is CG and intestinal enterococci (IE) is not CG. The Netherlands has the following position: “In our opinion the assessment during the transitional period of the Intestinal enterococci parameter should be done by comparing with the non mandatory G-value of faecal streptococci. Non complaints of the faecal streptococci parameter (monitored as Intestinal enterococci) with the non mandatory G-value can never lead to a status for a location of C(I). Total coliform are not relevant any more during this period”. 
ETC/W did not satisfy the request by the Netherlands to change the results of the assessment for the Dutch bating waters in line with their opinion. This rule was applied for all countries that were assessed during the transition period. 
	ETC/W applied the following rules under the transitional period assessment: 
· rule no.1: bathing water is CG* if: EC is CG and IE is CG;

· rule no.2: bathing water is CI** if: EC is CG and IE is not CG;

· rule no.3: bathing water is CI if: EC is CI and IE is CG;

· rule no.4: bathing water is CI if: EC is CI and IE is not CG. 
CG*: Compliant with the mandatory value of the Directive 76/160/EEC for Escherichia coli and the more stringent guide values for the Escherichia coli and intestinal enterococci

CI**: Compliant with the mandatory value of the Directive 76/160/EEC for Escherichia coli and not compliant with the guide values of the Directive 76/160/EEC for Escherichia coli or intestinal enterococci. 

IE (equal to FS) has no mandatory value according to the Directive 76/160/EEC. 


2.2.9 BW groups and assessment rules

Hungary (Directive 2006/7/EC) grouped part of their bathing waters (125 out of 260) into 42 groups. Attr. “GroupID” for one group is taken from one bathing water in the group (i.e. “representative bathing water”). Monitoring data are available also for some “associated bathing waters” in the group. They reported the biggest bathing water as group representative. They re-nominated the group representative if it was not sampled (NS) or insufficiently sampled (NF) to avoid the status NS or NF for a group.  

Two assessments of bathing water quality (transition period) were done for Hungary. In the first case, the assessment is done by groups and other not grouped bathing waters. Each group is represented by “representative” bathing water. On the map, associated bathing waters in groups that have no samples are presented with the status category of the representative bathing water of a group, while associated bathing waters with samples are presented with their own status category. In the second case, all reported bathing waters are assessed separately (groups as reported are not considered).
	Only when BW profiles are established and one representative bathing water is defined for a group, assessment with BW groups is possible. 

If MS already grouped their bathing waters, they have to inform the European Commission and ETC/W if BW profiles have been already established. The deadline for establishment of BW profiles is 24.3.2011. 
Assessment with BW groups is in initial phase and should be developed further. There are two options: include only “representative bathing water” of a group or all bathing waters in a group.


2.2.10 Samples of parameters under the Directive 2006/7/EC for the previous seasons 

In 2010 national report, three MS are assessed according to assessment rules of the Directive 2006/7/EC using data for 4 consecutive years (2006-2009) (Luxembourg, Malta, Sweden - partially). Luxembourg started to monitor under the Directive 2006/7/EC in the 2006 bathing season, while reported for the first time in the 2007 season. Malta reported samples of Escherichia coli and intestinal enterococci for the previous three seasons in the 2009 report. Sweden reported samples of Escherichia coli and intestinal enterococci for the previous seasons (2005-2007) already in the 2008 report. Samples of intestinal enterococci were available only for a part of bathing waters. 

Hungary informed ETC/W that they have samples of Escherichia coli and intestinal enterococci for the previous seasons and made classification under the Directive 2006/7/EC (attr. “Class”, Seasonal information on bathing waters table), but they did not report monitoring data in the 2009 report to the European Commission. Therefore, Hungary was assessed under transition period rules for the 2009 season. 
	MS can report samples of Escherichia coli and intestinal enterococci for the previous seasons (Monitoring results of bathing waters table) and be assessed under the Directive 2006/7/EC (four or three consecutive years needed). 

If MS monitored intestinal enterococci or Escherichia coli only for a part of bathing waters for the previous seasons, assessment under the Directive 2006/7/EC will be done for bathing waters with sufficient data set, while the overall assessment (including all bathing waters) will be done under transition period rules.  


2.2.11 Analytical methods under the Directive 2006/7/EC

The minimum detection limit of the analytical method used is needed for status calculation under the Directive 2006/7/EC. The Directive states: “If a zero value is obtained, take the log10 value of the minimum detection limit of the analytical method used instead”. The minimum detection limit can very within country. 

	MS should provide information on the analytical methods used and the minimum detection limit of the methods. 

If the minimum detection limit equals to zero (0), the zero is replaced by one (1) in status calculation. 


2.2.12 Sampling frequency
ETC/W calculated frequency under the Directive 76/160/EEC considering the list of bathing waters with reduced frequency, while attr. Frequency, Parameter data table was not checked.   
Almost 40 % of bathing waters (830 out of 2107) in Greece (Directive 76/160/EEC) were sampled only part of the season with three samples taken in majority. The reason was delay in the start of monitoring (after 1 July 2009). A case of Greece was treated separately. ETC/W introduced new category “incompletely sampled”. Two assessments of bathing water quality were done for Greece (all reported bathing waters; without incompletely sampled bathing waters). 
Germany, Estonia, Finland, Latvia, Switzerland (Directive 2006/7/EC) reported several day samples for one bathing water. Germany gives explanation that there are extended bathing waters where the authorities regularly take several (2-3) samples per sampling date (day) at different places in order to better detect possible problems with pollution. 
ETC/W calculated average of day samples. Germany disagrees with this approach: “They should be treated as single samples. In some cases if you take the single samples you get “red” and with the average you get “green” or even “blue”. If you take more samples the statistical chances in getting not the median but very good or very bad results in the distribution is higher”. ETC/W compared three different approaches for Germany: 

· average of day samples; 

· the maximum value of day samples; 

· all day samples (treated them equally with other samples). 

The differences between these approaches are small. There are changes at 7 bathing waters (out of 77) if we take all samples: the status is worse at 2 bathing waters and the status is better at 5 bathing waters. ETC/W satisfied the request by Germany and included all day samples individually into assessment. 

The first check of monitoring data of MS (Directive 2006/7/EC) for the 2009 season showed that several bathing waters did not meet the frequency criteria as set out in the Directive 2006/7/EC. Therefore, ETC/W applied less strict frequency criteria for the 2009 season as set out in the Directive with an approval of the European Commission. The frequency criteria were stricter compared to the criteria for the 2008 season when only criterion “season duration in days/number of samples per bathing water <= 31” was applied (at least one sample per month, distribution of samples was not considered). 
Criterion “interval 41 days between two samples” was firstly used by mistake for all samples taken, i.e. during the season and out of the season (before and after the season). Hungary and the Netherlands reminded ETC/W that this criterion regards only to samples taken during the bathing season. This criterion was corrected accordingly. 

Spain explained that the initial samples (taken shortly before the start of each bathing season) are not included in the reported data series because they believe that it is not necessary to send them. They sent these samples afterwards on ETC/W request and the problem was solved.  

	The methodology of transition period assessment and assessment under the Directive 2006/7/EC for the 2009 season is as follows: 

· The interval between two samples during the 2009 bathing season should not be larger than 41 days. The interval is longer than 31 days as defined in the Directive 2006/7/EC, since we are approaching the year 2012 only when the assessment rules will be in full compliance with the rules of this Directive. 

· The first sample that should be taken shortly before the start of the bathing season could be taken even 10 days after the start of the 2009 bathing season. 

For assessment under the Directive 2006/7/EC, two additional criteria were considered: 

· at least 16 or at least 12 samples (bathing season not exceeding eight weeks);

· at least 8 samples if a bathing water is new.
Frequency criteria for the 2010 season need to be discussed at workshop with the European Commission and MS.
The figure shows two examples of insufficiently sampled bathing waters (NF) in transition period assessment (interval > 41 days): 
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2.2.13 Short term pollution and abnormal situations

Some MS did not include samples taken during the short term pollution or abnormal situations in Monitoring results of bathing waters table. 
In Finland, temporary high concentrations of Escherichia coli and intestinal enterococci were detected at five bathing waters after samples taken according to the monitoring calendar were analyzed. After that municipal authorities started management measures to protect bathers’ health (public information) and to investigate the reasons for high microbiological numbers. This information was provided under attr. “ManMeas”, Seasonal information of bathing waters table. Finland did not report this as short term pollution since they think that short term pollution can be only predicted. 

Some MS did not take replaced samples after the end of the short term pollution or abnormal situation. For example, in Sweden, two bathing waters were considered to be effected of a dam building before the start of the 2009 bathing season. During the 2009 bathing season the water level was about one meter lower than usual at the bathing water sites. However, none of the samples showed an enhanced degree of indicator bacteria Escherichia coli or intestinal enterococci during the bathing season. Sweden reported this as abnormal situation which lasted for the entire bathing season. No replaced samples were taken. 
Some MS added new fields in reporting tables in regard to short term pollution: 

· Cyprus added attr. “Comments” in Monitoring results of bathing waters table for noting samples taken during the short term pollution and replaced samples;
· Lithuania added attr. "Remarks” in Short term pollution table for noting reasons for short term pollution and actions taken. 
Some MS did not describe the reasons for short term pollution or abnormal situation and actions taken. 
	If a bathing water is temporarily closed during the abnormal situation, attr. “Closed” is “Y” and a remark “bathing water is closed due to abnormal situation” should be provided under attr. “Change”, Inventory of bathing waters table. 

Short term pollution is not normally expected to affect bathing water quality for more than approximately 72 hours (3 days) after the bathing water quality is first affected. It can last shorter or longer. 

Short term pollution can be predicted or unpredicted (i.e. pollution noticed after receiving results of samples according to the monitoring calendar). 

Samples taken during short-term pollution may be disregarded...If necessary to replace a disregarded sample, an additional sample is to be taken seven days after the end of the short-term pollution (Article 3, Annex IV, Directive 2006/7/EC). During abnormal situations, the monitoring calendar may be suspended. New samples shall be taken as soon as possible after the end of the abnormal situation to replace samples that are missing due to the abnormal situation (Article 3, Directive 2006/7/EC).

Samples that are taken during short term pollution and abnormal situations are not included in status calculation, while they are considered in calculation of frequency. These samples should be reported in Monitoring results of bathing waters table. 

ETC/W checks if replaced samples after the end of the short term pollution or abnormal situation were taken (see figure below). 
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2.2.14 General information as provided by MS authorities 
The Section 5 of the national report “General information as provided by MS authorities” varies by MS in the length and involved themes. 

Some MS did not report or send updated general information for the 2009 season. Some MS updated only parts of information. 
Some MS did not provide the links to national websites on bathing water quality (may include links to regional/communal websites). ETC/W found some of them and put a link in the report. 

ETC/W had some difficulties with some translations from national languages (more time needed for clarification of translated text). 
	Data Dictionary under the Directive 2006/7/EC has been updated in 2009 also in regard to definitions of attributes dealing with general information by MS (e.g. attr. “ManMeas”, Seasonal information on bathing waters table). 
Under attr. “ManMeas”, Seasonal information on bathing waters table, management measures for individual bathing waters are noted. It is difficult to make conclusions in case of many bathing waters. Summaries (on national or regional level) are welcomed for the national reports. 
The Section 5 of the national report “General information as provided by MS authorities” includes:
· monitoring including analytical methods; 
· banned/closed bathing waters with reasons for closing and length of temporal ban/closure;
· de-listed bathing waters with reasons for de-listing;
· short term pollution and abnormal situations (reasons and actions);
· public participation in regard to the lists of bathing waters;
· information to public (active participation in SEIS - Eye on Earth to be included); 
· actions and long-term measures; 
· other issues. 
General information are interesting and useful (to support classification of bathing waters) for journalists (press conference in June), experts, general public …
National bathing water reports are published on the European Environment Agency’s bathing water website (http://www.eea.europa.eu/themes/water/status-and-monitoring/state-of-bathing-water-1/) and the European Commission’s bathing water quality website (http://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-bathing/report_2010.html).
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2.2.15 Checking and comments on national draft assessments by MS 
	ETC/W would appreciate your careful check of status calculation and text of the draft assessments. 
If you find any mistakes in the figures/text or if you have some additional notes that could be added in the text (e.g. reasons for increase or decrease of water quality, Section 4 on development of bathing water quality), please let us now. 
Your notes on our translated text in English (if something was misunderstood …) would be also welcomed. 
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