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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 0576/2011 by Anna Marie Thøgersen (Danish), on the expansion of a 
gas storage facility in a Natura 2000 area in Lille Torup in northern 
Denmark

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner complains of the planned expansion of a gas storage facility in the vicinity of 
Lille Torup in northern Denmark. The area is a Natura 2000 area and is covered by Council 
Directive 92/43/EEC on the conservation of natural habitats and of wild fauna and flora. The 
expansion is to take place by irrigating the salt caverns, which will release large quantities of 
salt, environmentally harmful nutrients and heavy metals into the nearby Limfjord. The 
petitioner disagrees with the conclusions of the environmental approval and the EIA, which 
states that the project will not have a considerably negative impact on the habitats in question, 
and she therefore asks the European Parliament to investigate whether this expansion of the 
gas storage facility and the consequent irrigation of salt into the Limfjord is consistent with 
the provisions of the Habitats Directive.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 26 September 2011. Information requested from Commission under 
Rule 202(6).

3. Commission reply, received on 27 January 2012

At EU level, nature protection is regulated by Directive 2009/174/EC1 (Birds Directive) and 
Directive 92/43/EEC2 (Habitats Directive). The objective of these directives is to ensure a 
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good conservation status of habitats and species covered by the directives. As a key measure 
to achieve this, Member States have to designate sites as special protection areas (SPA) for 
birds pursuant to the Birds Directive and as special areas of conservation (SAC) for habitats 
and species covered by the Habitats Directive. These sites form the Natura 2000 network.

Projects that can have a significant impact on a Natura 2000 site are to be subjected to an 
appropriate assessment having regard to the conservation objectives of the site before being 
authorised. The project can only be authorised if the assessment shows that the project will 
not affect the integrity of the site. Projects that will have a significant impact on a Natura 
2000 site can only be authorised if no alternatives exist, if they are necessary for imperative 
reasons of overriding public interest and if compensation measures to ensure the coherence of 
the Natura 2000 network are provided (Article 6 of the Habitats Directive).

In this case, the petition as well as related complaints received by the Commission indicate 
that the project in question has undergone an assessment process. The concerns expressed 
relate to the quality and the completeness of the assessment.

Conclusion

The Commission is currently assessing the issues raised by the petitioner as well as other 
related complaints, with a view to identifying any possible breach of EU nature legislation.

4. Further Commission reply (REV.), received on 27 June 2012

The Commission has received an identical complaint from the petitioner as well as a 
complaint on the same issue from a second complainant. The Commission is handling the 
petition and the related complaints jointly.

The expansion of the storage facility is carried out by flushing an existing cavern in an 
underground salt dome (which constitutes the gas storage) with water from a nearby bay 
which is located within a Natura 2000 area. The used water from the flushing is then diluted 
to its original salinity and returned to the bay under constant monitoring.

Following an initial assessment, the Commission was not able to immediately identify a 
breach of EU nature legislation. By letter of 20 December 2011, the Commission, therefore, 
forwarded a questionnaire to the complainants requesting additional information. The filled-in 
questionnaires were received by the Commission in February 2012.  These did not, however, 
provide substantial new information concerning a possible breach of EU nature legislation

Conclusion

The Commission is continuing its assessment of the petition and the related complaints, 
including the additional information received, with a view to identifying any possible breach 
of EU nature legislation.


