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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1465/2007 by Mr. Luis de la Rasilla Sánchez-Arjona (Spanish), on 
behalf of Proyecto Inter/Sur para la Ecociudadania, on lack of reply to his 
complaint to the European Commission on breach of EU competition 
legislation by the Empresa Pública de Géstión Medioambiental de Andalucia 
(EGMASA)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner asks the European Parliament to investigate the lack of reply to the complaint 
he submitted to the European Commission in 2000. The petitioner explains that the complaint 
(reference number 2000/4447) denounces the Empresa Pública de Géstión Medioambiental de 
Andalucia (EGMASA) for alleged abuse of dominant position and, therefore, breaches of EC 
competition and public procurement Directives.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 29 May 2008. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 21 October 2008.

This petition refers to a complaint filed by the petitioner with the Commission in 2000 ( ref. 
2000/4447). That complaint was treated and analysed diligently by the relevant services of the 
European Commission. After careful analysis and after a series of correspondance with the 
Spanish Authorities, which led to an overall satisfactory solution at the time, the Commission 
decided to close the case on 30.04.2003.

In point 4 of the petition, the petitioner refers to the fact that he never obtained a reply from 
the Commission after 29.01.2003 as regards the evolution of his complaint. However, the 
Commission sent a letter to the complainant on 20.02.2003 prior to the closure of the case 
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(ref. 2000/4447). This letter can be resent to the complainant/petitioner if he so wishes.

The petitioner filed a new complaint with the Commission on 31.10.2007 (registered as 
complaint 2000/4447), which also involved EGMASA (Pública de Gestión Medioambiental 
de Andalucía), but this time contained allegations related to EU funds. The Commission 
responded to the complainant/petitioner by post on 11.12.2007 as regards the EU funds 
aspects of the new complaint. This letter is also available to be resent to the 
complainant/petitioner if he so wishes.

The services of the Commission seize this opportunity to ask the petitioner for an electronic 
address and a telephone number, if possible, in order to facilitate future communication with 
the responsible services of the Commission. For any enquiries as to the treatment of his file, 
the complainant/petitioner can contact markt-c2@ec.europa.eu.

4. Commission reply, received on 2 September 2010.

As a follow up to previous communications, the Commission would like to inform the 
Committee on Petitions that the petitioner has been extensively informed about the position of 
the Commission on the issue that he has raised (concerning EGMASA).
No evidence of breach of the EU public procurement rules can be ascertained in relation to 
the convention between EGMASA and the municipality of Lepe which is the object of the 
dispute.

The complainant has further been informed that relations between public bodies in the wide 
sense (the so called public-public relations) are the object of internal reflection by the 
Commission, on the basis of the case law of the CJEU.


