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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0892/2009 by Dan Merca (Romanian), on behalf of the Independent 
Environmental Resource Development Centre, bearing 134 signatures, on two 
projected quarries in the municipality of Ocoliş (country of Alba, Romania)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner expresses concern at the disastrous impact on two Natura 2000 sites of a 
projected limestone quarry and a projected dacite quarry, the former covering an area of 14 
hectares initially and the latter an area of 10 hectares, situated in the Trascău mountains.  He 
maintains that the National Mining Resources Agency (ANRM) issued operating licences 
after the areas concerned were classified as Natura 2000 sites.  He expresses concern at the 
lack of transparency with regard to the environmental impact survey procedure and the fact 
that a great deal of preparatory work on the future quarries was commenced prior to the 
completion of the survey.  He is accordingly seeking action by the European Parliament to 
launch an investigation into possible infringements of European Directive 85/337, 2003/35 
and 2003/4.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 20 October 2009. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 19 February 2010.

Two companies (SC Trans Bitum SRL and SC Kemna SRL) intend to start the exploitation of 
the deposits of limestone and dacit in Ocolis commune, Romania, in open quarries and using 
explosives. They had obtained preliminary approval from the National Agency for Mineral 
resources in 2007 and 2008. Both projects are now subject to the EIA procedure under the 
competence of the Alba Environmental Protection Agency. However, the petitioner mentions 
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that works have already started (the roads to the quarries have been cut). 
Both quarries are located within the Trascau ROSCI 0253 and Muntii Trascaului ROSPA0088 
Natura 2000 sites. 
The petition raises concerns in relation to the transparency of the EIA procedures and the 
access of the public to the environmental information. The petitioner also argues that the 
public participation to the decision-making on environmental issues is obstructed by the 
competent environmental authorities by means of lacking information. 

Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA)

The same petition was submitted to the Commission in June 2009. The Commission replied 
directly to the petitioner, whilst requesting additional information from the Romanian 
authorities. 
With respect to the compliance of these projects with Directive 85/337/EEC1 on the 
assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment, as 
amended by Directive 97/11/EC2 and Directive 2003/35/EC3 (the EIA Directive), from the 
information available on the Environmental Protection Agency sites and the information 
submitted by the Romanian authorities, we can conclude that the EIA procedure is ongoing
for the Kemna SRL project, whilst for the Trans Bitum SRL, it has been cancelled. 
As regards the works that would have been started by the two promoters before the 
finalisation of the authorisation process, which could constitute a breach of the EIA Directive, 
the Romanian authorities told the Commission that inspections were organized in this respect. 
According to these inspections, no deforestation activity in order to create access roads for the 
quarries would have taken place.

The EIA procedure for the SC Trans Bitum SRL project had started in 2007. In June 2009, on 
the grounds that the developer did not submit the required information on the impact on 
Natura 2000 sites, the Albe Environmental Protection Agency rejected the request for an 
environmental permit. 

In the case of the SC Kemna SRL project, the procedures started in March 2009, the last 
information being provided by the promoter on 14th December 2009. This project faced 
opposition by NGOs and local inhabitants, as can be seen in the local press. The Romanian 
authorities provided evidence as regards compliance with the provisions relevant to public 
participation.
The Commission communicated the information submitted by the Romanian authorities in 
respect to the two above-mentioned projects to the petitioner, who did not submit any further 
evidence concerning his complaint.

Natura 2000
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Art. 6.3. of the Habitats Directive, 92/43/EEC1, requires a project that may have a significant 
effect on Natura 2000 site to be "subject to the appropriate assessment of its implications for the 
site in view of the site's conservation objective".
It should also be stressed, that according to Art. 6.3., "the effects in combination with other plans 
or projects should be subject to appropriate assessment". From this point of view, the assessment
for each project should address, in particular, the connection with the other projects.

From the information available, it appears that the assessment included in the environmental 
impact report has been focussed, so far, on stressing that the species envisaged for the conservation 
by the two Natura 2000 sites are not actually present in the area, so there will be no impact on 
them.  

Taking into account the above elements, it is the competence of the Romanian authorities to 
finalise the EIA procedure and take the necessary measures to ensure that the provisions of the 
EIA Directive and the corresponding transposing legislation are fully applied. Based on the 
information available at this stage, the Commission has not found any evidence of improper 
application of the EIA Directive.
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