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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Petition 0354/2006 by Mr. Rodney Maile (British), on alleged pollution along side the 
Cleddau Estuary as a result of the activity of the two companies Exxon and Qater

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner maintains that Exxon and Quater companies' project to transport Liquefied 
Natural Gas (LNG) into Cleddau Estuary (West Wales, UK) represents a serious threat for the 
lives of people and property in the area. The petitioner alleges that the port and the Cleddau 
Estuary are totally unsuited for receiving cargos with LNG, which poses a serious risk of 
pollution. He argues that public opinion was never consulted about this project and asks the 
European Parliament to have the situation investigated.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 20 September 2006. Information requested from the Commission 
under Rule 192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 7 May 2007.

I. Background

The project concerns the supply of liquefied natural gas (LNG) to a port terminal located in 
the Cleddau Estuary, West Wales.

II. The petition

The petitioner complains that the port terminal and the Cleddau estuary are unsuited for 
receiving LNG cargo and that the planned project will pose a considerable risk to people and 
property in the vicinity of the terminal. The petitioner states that in proposing to undertake 
this operation, the companies concerned have ignored the manual of safety procedures for 
LNG operators, ships and terminal operators by placing ships transporting LNG in a position 
where ignition sources have not been excluded. The petitioner complains that the significant 
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risks associated with the project, and the consequences to the local community were an 
accident with one of the LNG ships to occur, have not been fully addressed by the companies 
concerned. 

III. The Commission's comments to the petition

On the basis of the limited information available to the Commission to date, the following 
could be stated:

The assessment has to limit itself to possible infringements of Community law. The 
Commission cannot go beyond its competence according to Article 211 EC and raise issues 
which are not linked with Community law. The issue here appears to concern compliance 
with obligations under the Seveso II Directive1 which are aimed at the prevention of major 
accidents which involve dangerous substances and the limitation of their consequences for 
man and the environment. The Directive applies to establishments where dangerous 
substances are present in quantities equal or in excess of the quantities listed in Annex I 
(Threshold Liquefied extremely flammable gases (including LPG) and natural gas : 50/200 
tons).

Exclusions from the provisions of the Directive are set out under Article 4. In particular, 
under Article 4(c) the Directive shall not apply to "the transport of dangerous substances and 
intermediate temporary storage by road, rail, internal waterways, sea or air, outside the 
establishments covered by this Directive, including loading and unloading and transport to 
and from another means of transport at docks, wharves and marshalling yards".

With regard to the dangerous goods transport rules, the transport of LNG by ships to the port 
in question is regulated by the international agreement "International Maritime Dangerous 
Goods Code". There is no relevant Community legislation for sea transport.

The transport of LNG from the terminal further into inland is regulated by two EU Directives, 
94/55/EC by road transport and 96/49/EC by rail transport, which effectively apply two 
international agreements on dangerous goods transport to the territory of EU: "European 
Agreement concerning the International Carriage of Dangerous Goods by Road" and 
"Regulations concerning the International Carriage of Dangerous Goods by Rail".

IV. Conclusions

In light of the exclusion in the relevant Community legislation for projects of this type and on
the basis of the information provided, the Commission is not in a position to identify an 
infringement of Community law in the present case.

  
1 Council Directive 96/82/EC of 9 December 1996 on the control of major-accident hazards involving 
dangerous substances, OJ L 10, 14.1.1997, p.13
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