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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1783/2009 by Mrs Stella Pendleton (British), on alleged breaches of 
her individual rights in connection with the project of a new high speed 
railway track Tours-Bordeaux (France)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner challenges the quality of the information provided to the public in connection 
with the consultation concerning the planned high speed railway track Tours - Bordeaux. The 
petitioner, who is directly concerned by this project, as the track as planned will run about 500 
meters away from her house, argues that she has not received concrete data on the rationale
behind choosing the trajectory. According to the petitioner, the proposed line has many curves 
and even a U-turn, thus not responding to the criteria of a high speed track. She questions the 
very objective of the project as described in the promotional material distributed to citizens 
(to improve the time on this route) and asks whether European funding is involved. 

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 19 March 2010. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 2 September 2010.

The Commission's comments on the petition

In this case, the rationale provided by France for implementing this high speed line is based 
on the saturation of the existing double track connection – where a mixed traffic of freight, 
regional and long distance trains leads to a low level of service. The existence of a strong 
demand is at the base of the use of a Public Private Partnership where a significant amount of 
income would justify a large contribution of private capital.
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No EU funds have been allocated to the construction of this line.

Offence to Human dignity

As a general rule no public infrastructure can be built without an impact on private lands – but 
land acquisition or the existence of a high speed line can hardly be seen as a threat to Human 
dignity.

On the lack of information that would have been detrimental to the human dignity of the 
petitioner, and potentially be a breach of EU laws: As to the information available to the 
Commission via the petition, the website of the project (see footnote 1) and the media 
(fr.wikipedia.org/.../LGV_Sud_Europe_Atlantique, aquitaine.fr › Direct Région), public 
debates - a structured procedure in France developed at different stages for any large project 
aimed at informing and involving the local population - took place and were largely echoed.

These debates fulfil the obligations arising from the EIA Directive (Art. 6 of Dir. 85/337/EEC 
as amended by Dir. 97/11/EC as well as from the Aarhus convention and its related EC 
legislation). 

The statement according to which it was impossible for the petitioner to assess which effects 
the project could have is in contradiction with the knowledge of the exact location of the line 
(at 500 m from the petitioner's garden) and of the nature of the project.

Impact on the Environment / Pollution

Based on the alleged badly planned alignment the line would be inefficient and induce more 
environmental pollution than necessary.

According to the official map of the new line available on the web site of the "ligne à Grande 
Vitesse Sud Europe Atlantique" no such U turns nor "turns and twist" comparable to a 
Formula 1 circuit can be found – on the contrary, the alignment is fully compatible with a 
high speed line of 300 km/h as planned.

Effect on rights of individuals to free movement within the EU

The crossing of motorways/national roads by the railway is assumed to negatively affect the 
individuals' right to free movement in the EU. 

This assumption is simply not justified since such crossings are not level crossing, do not 
interfere nor impose restrictions to the traffic on these infrastructures. 

In addition, the new high speed line, which runs parallel to the two roads mentioned by the 
Petitioner, actually provides a better sustainable alternative transport mode on the same path 
for medium to long distance travels in its operational phase.

Additional questions / statements
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The answer to the question whether the EU had been asked to fund either in part or in full the 
new proposed LGV for TGV's is no : the EU is not financing the implementation of this line, 
nor has it been officially requested to.
Conclusion

Based on the elements provided, it is not possible to identify specific breaches of EU laws or 
principles, notably on the obligation to inform and consult the public, nor to the human 
dignity of the petitioner.

Specific negative impacts on the environment due to the alleged bad planning of the 
infrastructure should not be present since the official alignment of the line is fully compatible 
with High Speed and not abnormally twisted. 

Lastly, the line, in its operational phase, will facilitate mobility of EU citizens. No EU rules 
on free movement of EU citizens within the EU are affected as these rules only apply to cross-
border movements.


