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Subject: Petition 1121/2008 by Mr Manuel Fernandez Santamaria (Spanish), on a 
planned fuel storage facility in Almodóvar del Campo (Ciudad Real) 

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner criticises the plans of Compañía Logística de Hidrocarburos S.A. (CLH) to 
build a fuel storage facility in Almodóvar del Campo (Ciudad Real).  The petitioner maintains 
that the local population has strongly protested against this project and argues that several EC 
Directives would have been breached (EC Directive 97/11/EC, 2003/105/EC, 92/43/EEC, 
2003/4/EC, 2002/3/EC and 2000/60/EC). He asks the European Parliament to intervene and 
have the Spanish authorities and CLH abandon this project. 

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 26 January 2009. Information requested from the Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 19 February 2010.

The petitioners are against the project to enlarge facilities to store fuel derived from oil being 
promoted by the company CLH, in the municipality of Almodóvar del Campo, in the province 
of Ciudad Real, in the Autonomous Community of Castile-La Mancha, Spain.

According to the petitioners, the local population has strongly protested against this project. 
They complain about the negative effects of the project on the environment and the possible 
poor application of various EU Directives by the Spanish authorities.

The Commission services have examined the arguments and information supplied by the 
petitioners in relation to the project in question, in the light of the EU environmental law that 
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may apply in this particular case.

Firstly, it is appropriate to highlight Directive 85/337/EEC 1on the assessment of the effects of 
certain public and private projects on the environment. Article 2 of this Directive states that 
projects likely to have significant effects on the environment by virtue of their nature, size or 
location must be subject to a procedure for applying for consent and an assessment with 
regard to their effects before consent is given.

The provisions of Directive 85/337/EEC apply to the projects listed in Annexes I and II of the 
Directive. Under Article 4(1), projects listed in Annex I must be made subject to an 
environmental impact assessment procedure. Under Article 4(2), for the projects listed in 
Annex II, the Member State concerned will determine: a) on the basis of a case-by-case 
examination, or b) on the basis of thresholds or criteria established by the Member State 
(screening phase), whether the project should be subject to an assessment in accordance with 
Articles 5 to 10. A Member State may decide to apply both procedures.

According to the information available in the file, this is a project that could be covered by 
Annex II(6)(c) of Directive 85/337/EEC, which covers ‘storage facilities for petroleum, 
petrochemical and chemical products’. Consequently, the competent Spanish authorities must 
analyse the characteristics of this particular case and determine whether this project should be 
subject to an environmental impact assessment procedure before it is authorised. This decision 
must take into account the criteria laid down in Annex III of the Directive.

In addition, if this project could have a significant impact on a Special Protection Area for 
birds (SPA) or a site of Community importance (SCI) belonging to the Natura 2000 network, 
the provisions of Article 6 of Directive 92/43/EEC 1(Habitats) must be applied by the Spanish 
authorities.

Moreover, the provisions of Directive 96/82/EC2on the control of major-accident hazards 
involving dangerous substances (Seveso II Directive) could indeed apply to this facility.

In view of the above, the Commission has contacted the Spanish authorities to ask for their 
comments regarding the facts put forward by the petitioners and regarding the application of 
the relevant environmental directives to this particular case.

In order to ensure the correct application of the provisions of the relevant EU environmental 
directives in this case, the Commission contacted the Spanish authorities to ask for additional 
information on this case, including regarding the environmental impact assessment procedure 
to be followed by the project in question before it can be authorised.

The Commission will keep the Committee on Petitions informed of any developments in the 
investigation of this matter.

                                               
1Council Directive 92/43/EEC of 21 May 1992. OJ L 206, 22.07.1992.
2Council Directive 96/82/EC of 9 December 1996. OJ L 10, 14.01.1997.
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4. Commission reply, received on 11 February 2011.

In its earlier communications, the Commission informed the European Parliament’s 
Committee on Petitions of the EU environmental legislation that might be applicable in this 
case.

Following Petition 1121/2008 and parliamentary question E-4333/08, the Commission 
contacted the Spanish authorities to ask them for their comments on the facts stated and on the 
application of the obligations arising from Community environmental law in this case.

In response to the Commission’s request, the Spanish authorities forwarded two reports drawn 
up by the General Administration of the State, notably the report by the Directorate-General 
of Energy and Mining Policy of the Ministry of Industry, Tourism and Trade, and the report 
by the Directorate-General of Environmental Quality and Assessment of the Ministry of the 
Environment and Rural and Marine Affairs, accompanied by a number of annexes.

To summarise, the Spanish authorities explain the different administrative steps taken in 
relation to this project. They stress that this project has complied with all of the conditions 
laid down in the Spanish legislation transposing the European environmental directives 
mentioned by the Commission.

The Spanish authorities explain that, following the opposition of the local residents, the initial 
project was amended, as was the environmental impact assessment, so that a site further away 
from the municipality of Almodóvar del Campo could be chosen from the various alternatives 
examined. In fact, the environmental authority (Ministry of the Environment) asked the 
project promoter to find an alternative site. Following the exchanges between the promoter 
and the local authorities, a consensus was reached, and this consensus was also approved by 
the competent environmental authorities, who confirmed that it did not affect any protected 
natural area.

It should be mentioned that this project, promoted by Compañía Logística de Hidrocarburos 
(CLH), was subject to an environmental impact assessment procedure before consent was 
given. This assessment ended with the environmental impact statement (EIS) adopted by the 
Ministry of the Environment through a decision of 12 February 2010, published in the 
Spanish Official Gazette (BOE) No 52 of 1 March 2010 (pages 20062-20079).

This EIS summarises the outcome of the environmental impact assessment procedure, 
including consultations with the authorities concerned and the public, the various alternatives 
studied, the changes made to the project, the environmental conditions laid down, the 
environmental checks during implementation of the project, etc. This environmental impact 
procedure seems to be sufficient to clearly identify and assess the project’s effects on the 
environment as well as to take the necessary measures to avoid or minimise its effects.

It is important to note that through a decision of 5 March 2010, the Directorate-General for 
Energy and Mining Policy finally granted authorisation for this project to build a fuel storage 
facility in the municipality of Almodóvar del Campo in the province of Ciudad Real. This 
decision was published in the Spanish Official Gazette (BOE) No 77 of 30 March 2010 (pages 
34925-34928). The decision refers to the EIS mentioned above but also imposes further 
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conditions on the promoter in relation to other technical aspects.

The Spanish authorities also state that no administrative appeals against this project have been 
lodged with the Spanish courts.

Conclusion

The Commission has examined the arguments and the information provided by the petitioner 
in relation to this project in the light of the EC environmental legislation applicable in this 
case, taking account, too, of the response by the Spanish authorities and all of the information 
available on the matter.

In conclusion, the Commission’s examination of the file has not led it to conclude that the 
applicable EU environmental legislation has been infringed in this case.


