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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1686/2009 by Xavier Geoffroy d'Assy (French), on behalf of the
Association for the protection of the Erve, Treulon and Vaige river valleys 
and land management, bearing 1200 signatures, on the projected 
development of the Erve river basin under the framework directive on water 
policy.

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner is critical of the Erve basin development project announced by the local 
authorities, fearing that it will be seriously detrimental to the environment, including the 
aquatic environment. He questions the findings of the environmental impact survey and in 
particular the accuracy of the findings on which it is based. He takes the view that the project 
has been incorrectly presented as being necessary to comply with obligations under the 
framework directive on water policy (Directive 2000/60/EC) and that it would involve the 
demolition of a number of dams with serious consequences for local biodiversity. He has 
annotated the project authorisation file with a number of comments and is seeking action by 
the European Parliament to ensure that local residents are consulted and involved in the 
decision-making process.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 25 February 2010. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 2 September 2010.

The Water Framework Directive requires Member States to achieve good status in all water 
bodies as a rule by 2015. This includes good ecological status and good chemical status. 
Annex V of the directive indicates the quality elements for the classification of ecological 
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status. These include biological elements, but also elements supporting the biological
elements, such as river continuity. 

In the case of the water body being heavily modified because of a certain sustainable human 
development activity, Member States can designate a water body as ‘heavily modified’, in 
accordance with Article 4(3) of the directive. In order to allow the sustainable human activity 
to continue, good ecological potential should be achieved instead of good ecological status. In 
many cases, restoration measures still have to be taken to achieve good ecological potential. 
In the case of designation as a heavily modified water body, justification should be provided 
as to why the beneficial objectives of the modification cannot be achieved by a significantly 
better environmental option. It is for the Member State to designate a water body as heavily 
modified, to set the specific objective of the water body and to design and implement the 
necessary measures to achieve the objective.

Where certain modifications are taking place in a water body, an assessment needs to be made 
as to whether such modifications are leading to a deterioration of the water status. If this is the 
case, strict conditions apply as listed in Article 4(7) of the directive.

The Water Framework Directive (Article 14) requires the public to be consulted on the draft 
River Basin Management Plans. 

In the petition, there is no indication of which obligations in the directives could have been 
breached. In addition, there is no indication that the project would lead to a deterioration of 
water status. In France, the draft River Basin Management Plans were made available for 
public consultation in due time, and they have been transmitted to the Commission. The 
Commission will carefully assess all River Basin Management Plans and publish its findings 
in 2012. 

Conclusions

On the basis of the information available, the Commission cannot identify any breach of 
Water Framework Directive.


