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EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT 2009 - 2014

Committee on Petitions

7.07.2009

NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1501/2008 by Dionisia Avgerinopoulou (Greek), and 3 co-signatories, on 
failure to enforce EU legislation in connection with a mining operation on the 
Greek island of Milos

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner refers to a long series of violations of EU legislation in connection with the 
intensive mining operation being carried out by the multinational concern S & B Industrial 
Minerals on the Greek island of Milos. The petitioner considers that the necessary 
environmental impact assessment was not carried out, and that the mining operation is taking 
place in areas on the Natura 2000 list. She also mentions that waste from the mining, 
including toxic waste and heavy metals, is discharged straight into the sea, and that the 
islanders are exposed to particulate pollution, leading to serious eye and respiratory 
complaints. Since the mining operation is having negative effects on the landscape, the 
environment and historic monuments, it also affects the island’s tourist industry. The 
petitioner therefore calls on the European Parliament to follow up this serious matter with a 
view to preventing further devastation of the environment and damage to public health on the 
island of Milos.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 13 March 2009. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 7 July 2009.

‘The petitioner has already complained to the Commission on the same subject (letters of 
14 August 2008 and 6 October 2008). Contrary to what she maintains, however, her 
complaint was not submitted “without success”: it has been officially registered by the 
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Commission in accordance with the procedures in force. The facts of the case are still being 
investigated; the complaint has not, therefore, been rejected.

The Commission has the following comments to make about the directives which the 
petitioner believes to have been infringed:

Water Framework Directive (Directive 2000/60/EC)1

The Commission keeps the implementation of this directive carefully under review, 
specifically with reference to the time-frames. For example, in a judgment handed down on 
31 January 2008 (Case C-264/07) Greece was found to have infringed Articles 5(1) and 15(2), 
but it has since complied with the Court’s ruling. Regarding the provisions mentioned by the 
petitioner,

- as regards Article 8, an infringement procedure has begun;

- as regards Articles 10, 11, and 13, the obligation to draw up management plans will lapse at 
the end of 2009, and the obligation of implementing the programmes will cease to apply at the 
end of 2012.

Bathing Water Directive (Directive 2006/7/EC)2

On the basis of the information supplied, no infringement has been established.

Waste directives

“Horizontal” infringement proceedings have been instituted on this subject (cases C-502/03 
and C-286/08) in order to make Greece comply with Community law.

Directive 2004/35/EC on environmental liability3

The complaint does not mention specific facts. Damage has to be concrete and quantifiable, 
and a causal relationship has to be established between an instance of damage and those 
identified as the polluters.

Directive 96/62/EC on ambient air quality assessment and management4

Ambient air quality assessment and management is indeed the subject of this directive; on the 
other hand, the directive does not relate specifically to physical installations.

Directive 85/337/EEC on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects 
on the environment

                                               
1 OJ L 327, 22.12.2000, p. 1.
2 OJ L 64, 4.3.2006, pp. 37-45.
3 OJ L 143, 30.4.2004, pp. 56-75.
4 OJ L 296, 21.11.1996, pp. 55-63.
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Under this directive the Commission cannot bring its influence to bear when national 
authorities decide whether or not to carry out a project; nor can it check on the substance of an 
impact study or the environmental stipulations approved (except where the judgement of the 
Member State concerned is manifestly faulty).

Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora1

No information has been given regarding any deterioration of breeding sites (Article 12(1) or 
the effect on the integrity of the site (Article 6(3) and (4)).

Directive 2006/11/EC on pollution caused by certain dangerous substances discharged into 
the aquatic environment of the Community2

This directive may have been infringed.

Conclusion

The conclusion to be drawn from the foregoing is that Community legislation might have 
been infringed, albeit in one case only, the legislation is question being Directive 2006/11/EC; 
the Commission thus thought fit to register the complaint. The petitioner has, moreover, been 
informed accordingly.

The information supplied is still being assessed, not least with a view to determining whether 
Directive 2006/11/EC might have been infringed; the Greek authorities will be contacted in 
due course. The complaint has not, therefore, been submitted “without success”.’

                                               
1 OJ L 206, 22.7.1992, pp. 7-50.
2 OJ L 64, 4.3.2006, pp. 52-59.


