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Committee on Petitions

22.4.2010

NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1042/2009 by Ms. Anne Bland (Finnish), on the detrimental 
environmental impact of the artificial ground water project of Turun Seudun 
Vesi Oy (Turku region, Finland)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner denounces the detrimental environmental impact of the artificial ground water 
project of Turun Seudun Vesi Oy (Turku region, Finland). She argues that when approving 
this project - which aims to filter over 100.000 cubic meters per day of chemically treated 
Kokemäenjoki-river water through Virttaankangas Ridge to create artificial ground water for 
consumption of Turku region - the authorities have not taken into account alternatives which 
would prevent the destruction of the special soil type, of the flora and fauna existing in the 
area and of its Natura 2000 surroundings. According to the petitioner, less-environmental 
costly options could have been envisaged. She asks the European Parliament to have this case 
investigated in order to establish whether there are any breaches of the European 
environmental legislation (including Ground Water Directive and Water Framework 
Directive).   

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 11 November 2009. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 22 April 2010.

The petition

According to the petitioner, the Finnish Supreme Administrative Court has, by decision of 13 
August 2008, authorised the Turku Region Water Company to filter over 100 000m3 of water 
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a day from River Kokemäen in order to produce drinking water. The river is allegedly 
polluted and filtering its water through the ridge risks damaging both the groundwater as well 
as the natural surroundings, including a nearby Natura 2000 site.

The letter contains a request that the Commission examines, firstly, whether Directive 
2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 23 October 2000, establishing a 
framework for Community action in the field of water policy (WFD)1 and/or Directive 
2006/118/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 12 December 2006 on the 
protection of groundwater against pollution and deterioration2 have been violated in this case. 
Secondly, there is a request to examine whether Finland has correctly transposed this EC 
legislation into Finnish law.

The Commission’s comments on the petition

As regards the first question, whether EC legislation has been breached, it should be kept in 
mind that, on the basis of the judgement of the EC Court of Justice in case C-209/04, 
Commission/Austria (paragraphs 60-62), EC legislation does not apply to those cases where 
the procedure of authorisation of the project had been formally initiated before the date of 
accession of the Member State in question. Finland joined the EU on 1 January 1995. It 
follows from the decision by the Finnish Supreme Administrative Court that the water project 
was formally initiated on 16 February 1993 when the Turku Region Water Company applied 
for a permit to build an installation for artificial groundwater and for extracting artificial and 
natural groundwater. The WFD and the Groundwater Directives do not, therefore, apply to the 
project. 

However, the fact that the project was initiated prior to accession does not mean that Finland 
has no obligations under EC legislation in relation to this project. The main aim of the WFD 
is to achieve a good status of water bodies across Europe by 2015. For this purpose, Member 
States have adopted river basin management plans setting out the measures to be taken to 
reach the 2015 goal. In the period between the adoption of the directive and 2015, Member 
States shall refrain from taking measures which may endanger the achievement of this 
objective and shall implement the necessary measures to prevent the deterioration of water 
status (Article 4.1 WFD).

In relation to the Groundwater Directive 2006/118/EC, it follows from its Article 12, that the 
directive shall be transposed by 16 January 2009. Finland was late in transposing the directive 
and the Commission, therefore, launched an infringement procedure. Legislation transposing 
the directive was notified to the Commission in June and December 2009. The transposition is 
now complete and the infringement case was closed by the Commission on 18 March 2010.
As regards the WFD, the Commission has launched an infringement procedure against 
Finland for incorrect transposition of the WFD into Finnish law. The case is currently open 
and the assessment of Finland's reply to the first warning is ongoing.

However, the information provided does not allow a conclusion to be reached that the 
provisions of the WFD and the Groundwater Directive 2006/118/EC have been violated in 

                                               
1 OJ L 327, 22.12.2000, p. 1-73
2 OJ L372, 27.12.2006
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this situation. For instance, there is no indication of which obligations in the directives would 
have been breached. There is no precise information on the project's impact on the 
surrounding nature and on the reasons therefore. Also, there are no precise and reliable 
indications if the river water is indeed polluted and, in the event that it is, by which 
substances. 

Conclusions

Based on the information available, the Commission cannot identify any breach of Directives 
2000/60/EC and 2006/118/EC. 


