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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0905/2009 by Fernando Moreno Gonzáles (Spanish), on behalf of 
Ecologistas en Acción, on possible infringement of the Habitats and Natura 
2000 Directives through barbed wire fences inside the Saja-Besaya National 
Park

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner has written to the Spanish authorities - but received no answer - to protest 
against the erection of barbed wire fences inside the Saja-Beaya National Park on the grounds 
that such fences prevent the free movement of wildlife. They allege that the limitation of 
wildlife breeding grounds will ultimately endanger certain species and have a negative impact 
on the landscape, in contravention of the Habitats and Natura 2000 Directives.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 22 October 2009. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 2 September 2010.

The petition

The petitioner denounces the project of putting up of barbed wire fencing within the limits of 
the Parque Natural Saja-Besaya. The petitioner claims that this fencing would contravene the 
provisions of the Habitats Directive, 92/43/ECC1 and compromise the Site of Community 
Importance "Río Viaña". The petitioner has contacted several regional administrations 
without receiving any answer from them.
                                               
1 OJ L 206, 22.7.1992



PE448.689 2/2 CM\829423EN.doc

EN

The Commission's comments on the petition

The Commission notes that the sites ES1300021 "Valles altos del Nansa y Saja y Alto 
Campoo" and ES1300020 "Río Saja" have been proposed by the Spanish authorities as sites 
of Community interest under the Habitats Directive. However, there is no site named "Río 
Viaña" in the Natura 2000 network.

The Commission considers that it might be useful to recall the obligations arising under 
Articles 6(3) and 6(4) of the Habitats Directive, which states that any plan or project not 
directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site but likely to have an effect 
thereon, either individually or in combination with other plans or projects, shall be subject to 
the appropriate assessment of its implications for the site in view of the site’s conservation 
objectives. In light of the conclusions of such an assessment and subject to the provisions of 
the Habitats Directive, the competent authorities shall agree to the plan or project only after 
having ascertained that it will not adversely affect the integrity of the site concerned. 

The Commission is unaware of the fencing project referred to by the petitioner. The 
information provided by the petitioner does not include any evidence of the likely effects that 
the project could have on the integrity of the Natura 2000 network nor on the natural habitat 
types and species of Community interest that motivated the designation of these sites as sites 
of Community Importance.

Conclusions

The information provided is insufficient to assess whether there may be a breach of the 
Habitats Directive. The Commission, therefore, cannot take further action at this stage unless 
the petitioner provides more extensive information.


