








1. GENERAL 

This was the most highly attended meeting of EUREAU I in the last several years. 
Whether this is due to the location or a new enthusiasm for European affairs has yet to be 
seen. D G Miller and P T McIntosh attended for the UK. 

2. DRINKING WATER DIRECTIVE 

2.1 National and European Seminars 

Several national seminars had been planned or were about to take place. An account was 
presented of the UK meeting in London, including a summary of the specific points made 
about the EUREAU proposals. These would now be included by the rapporteurs for the 
Madrid meeting. Specific points arising from the presentation of the UK conclusions 
included the question of converting WHO Guidelines, which are based on lifetime 
consumption, to absolute MACs, the monitorin g implications of a rigorous statistical 
approach and the problems of meeting the coliform standards due to contamination at the 
tap. 

The organising Committee for the European Seminar in Madrid (3-4 March 1993) had 
met on the previous day and final arrangements had been discussed. Specifically it had 
been agreed that two-page summaries of the presentations would be made available to 
delegates and that a summary report of the main conclusions would be drawn up and 
published. The detailed national reports would not be published. 

Concerning invitations to the seminar, it was agreed that there would be no restrictions on 
attendance, including environmental and other pressure groups and the media. Generally 
invitation would be made by the National Associations. It was agreed that effort should 
be put in to ensuring that the media did not distort the message being given by EUREAU 
as had partially been the case with the UK press following the London meeting. In 
particular suggestions that EUREAU was seeking to weaken the Directive should be 
guarded against. 

2.2 WHO Revisions 

M Rapinat the Chairman gave an account of his attendance at the final meeting in Geneva 
of the Guideline revision group and in particular addressed the question of the philosophy 
of WHO in deriving their guidelines. This included the ground rules for toxicology, 
constraints introduced due to economic impact and limitations on analytical techniques 
and the question of translating WHO values into national standards. There was a short 
discussion on the durability of the provisional standard for bromate and the treatment by 
WHO of the acceptability (formerly comfort) parameters. 
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