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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0539/2007 by Barry Curtin (British), on behalf of Watergrasshill 
Community Association, on the alleged breaches of EC legislation in 
connection with the decision of the Cork Council to allow for quarrying over 
a regionally important aquifer 

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner challenges the decision of the Cork Council to allow J.A.Woods Ltd to quarry 
over a regionally important aquifer in Watergrasshill. The petitioner fears that the quarrying 
activities would seriously impact on the quality of the water and considers that the decision 
breaches the Water Framework Directive (2000/60) and the Drinking Water Directive 
(Council Directive 98/83/EC). According to the petitioner, despite the size of the quarry (34 
hectares), no environmental impact assessment has been conducted. The petitioner explains 
that the permission to quarry has been subject to a number of conditions which J.A. Woods 
Ltd has appealed against to the Irish appeals board. The petitioner manifests his distrust as 
regards the decision of the authorities which will rule on the appeal and asks the European 
Parliament to have the case investigated

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 28 September 2007. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 12 February 2008.

The petitioner claims that the permit for the operation of a quarry issued by Cork Country 
Council would endanger the water supply of the local community of Watergrasshill and 
would be in breach of several elements of EU legislation, notably the Water Framework 
Directive, the Drinking Water Directive, the Directive on Surface Waters for the Abstraction 
of Drinking Water, the Birds and Habitats Directives and the Environmental Impact 
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Assessment Directive.

The Commission's comments on the petition

Good status for groundwater is defined in the Water Framework Directive1 in terms of 
chemistry as well as quantity, i.e. the balance between abstraction and natural recharge.  
Furthermore, any deterioration of groundwater status (from good status to bad status) is 
prohibited (article 4(1)(b)(i)). For waters used for the abstraction of drinking water, the 
authorities have to ensure the necessary protection of these waters (article 7). All the 
necessary measures within a river basin to achieve/maintain good water status have to be 
elaborated and summarised within a river basin management plan due by 22nd December 
2009; this plan must be subject to a broad public consultation and participation by citizens, 
local communities, NGOs, stakeholders and other interested parties (articles 13 and 14). 

The question of which measures are necessary to protect the drinking water supply source has
to be assessed and decided by the responsible authorities against the provisions of article 7 of 
the Water Framework Directive, in order to ensure that drinking water supplied to consumers 
will meet the requirements of the Drinking Water Directive2. However, the petition does not 
provide information about the deterioration of the groundwater used for the abstraction of 
drinking water, but voices concern that future developments might impact on drinking water 
supplies.

The Drinking Water Directive establishes legally binding drinking water quality standards to 
be complied with at the tap. The petitioner does not claim that the drinking water supplied 
would not meet these standards, but voices concern that future developments might impact on 
drinking water supplies.  The petitioner mentions the Surface Water Directive, 75/440/EEC.  
This directive has been repealed and is no longer applicable.

The petition does not claim that the area in question is designated as a protected area, but that 
it would merit such designation under the Habitats and Birds Directives.

The Environmental Impact Assessment Directive3 submits quarries with a surface of more 
than 25 hectares to an environmental impact assessment (article 4(1) and annex I(19)). Certain 
other quarry projects are included under point 2 a) of Annex II. In this case, an EIA is 
required if they are likely to have significant effects on the environment (article 4(2)). The 
primary responsibility for determining whether this is the case rests with the competent 
authority in the Member State concerned, through a procedure called "screening". 
The Commission will request information from the Irish authorities on the size of the quarry 
and whether a screening has been made and, if necessary, an environmental impact 
assessment under that Directive (articles 5 to 10) has been performed. 

Conclusion

                                               
1 Directive 2000/60/EC, OJ L327 of 22.12.2000, as amended
2 Directive 98/83/EC, OJ L330 of 5.12.1998, as amended
3 Directive 85/337/EEC, OJ L175 of 5.7.1985, as amended
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On a number of the elements of EU legislation mentioned by the petitioner, the Commission 
cannot identify a breach of Community environmental law and has, thus, no legal basis for 
intervention.

However, on the issue of an environmental impact assessment for the quarry in question, the 
Commission will enquire with the Irish authorities, and will inform the Petition Committee of 
its findings in a complementary communication.


