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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0804/2006 by Raúl Urquiaga Cela  (Spanish), on behalf of 
Plataforma Jarama Vivo, on irregular activities which cause the drying of 
the river Jarama (Comunidad de Madrid) and risks to affect the protected 
areas in its vicinity

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner argues that river Jarama is running the risk to get dry as result of the irregular 
exploitation of the water by the Canal Isabel II, public enterprise in charge with the water 
management in the region. The petitioner maintains that the operation by the company of the 
El Vado dam led to the release of insufficient water. According to him the insufficient water 
risks to cause irreparable damages to a number of 36 birds species protected by the Birds 
Directive as well as to fauna and natural habitats protected by the Habitat Directive. The 
petitioner criticizes the lack of action of the controlling organism, La Confederación 
Hidrografica del Tajo and asks the European Parliament to have the situation investigated.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 22 February 2007. Information requested from the Commission under 
Rule 192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 21 September 2007.

I.  The Petition

The petitioner argues that the River Jarama may dry out as a result of the irregular 
exploitation of the water by the Canal Isabel II, the public enterprise in charge of  water 
management in the region. The petitioner maintains that the management of the water 
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resources contained in the El Vado dam is leading to insufficient water release into the river. 
According to him, the insufficient water flow risks causing irreparable damage to the 36 bird
species protected by the 79/409/EEC Birds Directive1 as well as to the fauna and natural 
habitats protected by the 92/43/EEC Habitats Directive2. The petitioner criticises the lack of 
action by the controlling body, La Confederación Hidrografica del Tajo and asks the 
European Parliament to investigate the situation.

II.  Comments from the Commission

According to available information, the River Jarama water flow regime is largely regulated 
by the management of two main dams, the “El Vado” and “El Atazar”. These dams are 
managed in a way that guarantees a minimum average of 104 lit/sec (8.986m3/day) being 
released from the dams during the driest part of 2006 (from May to October).

The petitioner raises concerns about the allegedly negative effects of the water flow 
management regime adopted in 2006 for these dams on the conservation status of the Sites of 
Community importance (SCIs) ES3110001 “Cuenca de los ríos Jarama y Henares” and 
ES3110002 “Cuenca del río Lozoya y Sierra Norte”.

In the case of projects which are likely to have a significantly negative impact on such sites, 
an assessment must be carried out in accordance with articles 6.3 and 6.4 of the 92/43/EEC 
Habitats Directive. Depending on the conclusions of the assessments, the competent 
authorities may approve the plan or project only after having ascertained that it will not 
adversely affect the integrity of the site. In the event of a negative assessment, the plan or 
project can only be carried out in the absence of alternative solutions, for imperative reasons 
of overriding public interest and whilst taking all the compensatory measures necessary to 
ensure that the overall coherence of Natura 2000 is protected.

The Commission has no evidence that the above water regime adopted in 2006 for the dams 
“El Vado” and “El Atazar”, together with other human water uses in the River Jarama basin,
leads to significant negative impacts on the conservation status of the features for which these 
Natura 2000 sites have been designated.

III.   Conclusions

The Commission has no indication that Community law is currently being infringed and it 
therefore does not intend to take any further action.

                                               
1 OJ L 103, 25.4.1979, p. 1-18

2 OJ L 206, 22.7.1992, p. 7-50


