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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

Subject: Petition 1506/2007 by Ekatarini Tsamadia (Greek), on behalf of the 
association for citizens' solidarity in the holy city of Messolunghi, on the 
alleged failure and lack of transparency of urban planning in Messolunghi 
(Greece)

1. Summary of petition

The petitioner refers to a series of failures and the lack of transparency in urban planning in 
Messolunghi. Under the local plan, building work should be extended to eight residential 
areas, and the petitioner maintains that the competent authorities have been guilty of serious 
irregularities in connection with remuneration for the associated public sale and purchase of 
building plots. On top of that, it later transpired that some of the areas concerned by the 
amended town plans were located in wetland habitats protected under the Ramsar Convention, 
and the petitioner therefore calls on the European Parliament to take action.

2. Admissibility

Declared admissible on 2 June 2008. Information requested from Commission under Rule 
192(4).

3. Commission reply, received on 22 October 2008.

The petition

The petitioners complain of inaccuracies and procedural errors in the matter of the detailed 
content of land-use plans at Messalonghi, covering several years, and including the prospect 
that some wetland bird habitat, previously in public ownership, would pass into private 
ownership.
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The Commission's observations

The Commission has to reiterate that the detailed content of local land-use planning is not 
something which falls within the scope of Community law. The Commission notes that, as 
has been the case with numerous other petitions about local planning, and recently in the case 
of Petition N° 148/2005, these matters have been taken to local judicial authorities, which is 
as it should be.

On the matter of the wetland bird habitat, which the petitioners imply should be a protected 
site under the Ramsar Convention, the Commission should point out that the area has been 
designated as a Special Protection Area in accordance with the birds directive 79/409/CEE. 
The petition does not contain any further relevant information as regards potential negative 
effects on the site.

Conclusion 

On the basis of the above, the Commission has no reason to intervene.
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