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WRITTEN QUESTION P-2090/02
by Ioannis Averoff (PPE-DE)
to the Commission

Subject: Construction of a hydroelectric power plant at Rona, district of Anilios, Metsovo, by 
the firm Lakmos Energiaki AE

In its answer to my question P-1521/021, the Commission informed me that the Greek authorities had 
confirmed that a limited capacity hydroelectric power plant was to be built at Anilios and that a 
decision had been taken to approve the environmental criteria. I would also submit the following, 
additional information for the Commission's attention.

The residents of Anilios, in conjunction with the municipality of Metsovo, applied to the Court of 
First Instance at Ioannina for the immediate suspension of the work. The application was granted  by 
decision No. 2150/2001, which provisionally prohibited the work pending a final judgment in a case 
already before the Metsovo County Court due to be heard on 20 September 2002. The application for 
suspension of the works claimed that the authorisation of the project was illegal on the following 
grounds:

- the hydroelectric plant's capacity (function of the difference in elevation between the dam, the 
plant and the water supply) is obviously more than 1MW since the effective difference in elevation 
between the dam and the plant is more than the 182m shown on the plans, and the water supply 
greatly exceeds 400lt/sec, even if only the Rona sources are taken into account when, in fact the 
project will also use the waters of the Metsovitikos II and Arkoudorema sources. These false data 
were deliberately issued by the accused company in an attempt to represent the hydroelectric power 
plant as having less capacity in order to circumvent the statutory procedure for approving the project's 
location in advance (Joint Ministerial Decision 30557/96), which makes its implementation illegal;

- the water collection point is built in a Natura 2000 area (GR 2130006), which is also home to 
the brown bear Ursus arctos, a priority protected species, while the water pipeline crosses an area of 
particular natural beauty with a wealth of flora and fauna, facts which were not taken into account 
when the project was authorised.

In the light of the foregoing, will the Commission say whether the annexes accompanying the Greek 
authorities' answer refer to the above data? What action will it take after examining those annexes, 
bearing in mind that the Ministry of Development has incorporated the project in the 3rd CSF?
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