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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0830/2011 by Polikarpos Markaras (Greek), on the environmental 
destruction of the 'Pedio tou Areos' green area in Athens

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner refers to the construction works that are being carried out in the 'Pedio tou 
Areos' green area in Athens in the context of a programme to promote recreational areas in 
Attika, for which EU support has been given. The petitioner points out that the planned 
measures, which include the felling of a large number of trees, are in contravention of the 
EU's environmental principles and guidelines for the protection of the soil and the protection 
and conservation of trees. As 'Pedio tou Areos' is one of the Athenians' few opportunities to 
exercise and enjoy nature during their leisure time and one of the few areas where children 
still have enough space to play and explore, the petitioner asks the European Parliament to 
intervene with the aim of rescuing this unique recreational area from mismanagement and 
environmental destruction.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 28 November 2011. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 17 February 2012

This petition relates to a complaint on the same subject which was closed by the Commission 
on 23 September 2010.

The Commission had pointed out to the complainant/petitioner that assistance under the 
Structural Funds is provided in line with the shared management principle, under which the 
Member States are responsible for the selection and implementation of co-financed actions at 
the most appropriate territorial level and according to the institutional system of each Member 
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State.

This means, in particular, that the Commission may not intervene in the selection of the 
projects (except for major projects where the Commission appraises that they are consistent 
with the priorities of programmes and other Community policies), as this comes under the 
exclusive competence of the national management authorities, provided that their choices are 
in line with the principles laid down in the programming documents adopted in consultation 
with the Commission, and that they comply with current legislation.

According to the Greek authorities, the project had obtained the necessary approval from the 
managing authority by way of a tendering and placement procedure, and approval from the 
Minister of the Environment, Planning and Public Works. 

Conclusion

The petitioner's claims and the information provided by the national authorities did not offer 
grounds for the Commission to conclude on the existence of a presumed breach of the 
regulations applicable to the Structural Funds. Neither could the Commission consider that 
there had been a violation of any relevant EU environmental law such as the Directive 
85/337/EEC on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the 
environment1 (it should also be noted that there is currently no EU directive on soil 
protection).

Concerning any decisions taken by the national management authorities that the 
complainant/petitioner would consider detrimental to himself, it was suggested to him to seek 
redress at national level.

                                               
1 OJ L 175, 5.7.1985, p. 40–48.


