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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1595/2009, by Alex Lesbros (French), on behalf of the Vendeuil 
municipal authorities, on the processing of hazardous waste and contaminated 
minerals near the river Oise within a conservation area in Vendeuil

1. Summary of the petition

The petitioner expresses concern at plans by the ARF company to set up and develop a plant 
for the treatment of hazardous waste and contaminated minerals near the Oise river in 
Vendeuil, close to a protected area within the meaning of Directive 79/409/EEC on the 
conservation of wild birds. According to the petitioner, the prefectural decree of 2006, under 
which the ARF company obtained the necessary authorisation, was subsequently overturned 
on 21 April 2009 by the Amiens administrative court. The petitioner indicates that the 
company appealed against the decision and continued illegal building activity with a view to 
exploiting the site. He also indicates that the company filed an application for authorisation to 
develop the site but that the Prefect of Aisne responded with a two-year suspension of the 
decision, given that the Vendeuil local development plan had not been finalised. The 
petitioner indicates that the company is disregarding this and is seeking urgent action by the 
European Parliament to put an end to these wrongful actions, which are detrimental to the 
environment and biodiversity.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 15 February 2010. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 8 October 2010.

In 2004 the ARF company submitted a request for authorisation to set up a plant for the 
treatment of hazardous waste. The committee of inquiry and State services consulted issued 
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favourable opinions accompanied by recommendations, and on 2 June 2006 a prefectural decree 
granted the ARF company authorisation to establish the plant in question.

On 26 June 2009 the Amiens administrative court overturned this authorisation for the following 
reasons: the authorisation request file was incomplete, the ARF company had shown itself to be 
incapable of complying with the rules applicable to it and it had not demonstrated that it could 
comply with the standards aimed at preventing or limiting the risks and disadvantages of its 
activity.

The ARF company submitted a new request for authorisation on 30 June 2009 and at the same 
time asked the Prefect to allow it to benefit from temporary rules pending the decision of the 
Douai administrative court of appeal. This court is due to rule on the decision by the 
administrative court to overturn the authorisation.

On 25 September 2009 the Douai administrative court of appeal decided that until such time as it 
had ruled on the appeal lodged by the ARF company, application of the ruling of the 
administrative court would be deferred.

The appeal procedure is still ongoing and, as far as the Commission is aware, no decision has 
been taken.

The Mayor of Vendeuil asks for the European Parliament’s support to oppose the treatment of 
hazardous waste by the ARF company in the area. In support of his request, he argues that this 
activity infringes several environmental Directives. He has also submitted a complaint to the 
Council of Europe regarding violation of the Convention on the Conservation of European 
Wildlife and Natural Habitats.

The Commission considers that it is inappropriate and premature to intervene in a case that is 
currently the subject of ongoing legal and administrative procedures at national level.

The Commission proposes waiting for the decision by the court of appeal, which is due to rule 
on the authorisation for the ARF company and respond to the concerns expressed by the 
petitioner.

4. Commission reply (REV), received on 26 October 2011

On 30 June 2011, the Douai Administrative Court of Appeal handed down its judgment 
(09DA00764) rejecting the appeal from the Minister for Ecology, Energy, Sustainable 
Development and the Sea and the application from the ARF company contesting the judgment 
which overturned the Aisne Prefectural Decree of 2 June 2006 authorising the ARF company 
to carry out waste treatment operations. The Court of Appeal concluded that the public 
inquiry file submitted was incomplete.

The petition is therefore in principle now without substance, given that the treatment of 
hazardous waste has not been authorised.

However, the judgment by the Court of Appeal does not concern the new application for
authorisation to operate the plant entered by ARF with a view to regularising its situation,
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concerning which a new procedure should be launched.


