
DT\658131EN.doc PE 386.518

EN EN

IMPLEMENTATION OF EUROPEAN ENVIRONMENTAL LAW

ENVIRONMENT COMMITTEE MEETING ON 2/3 MAY 2007

GENERAL QUESTIONS

HORIZONTAL QUESTIONS 

1. Climate protection (Adamos Adamou)
We all agree that the EU will have to play a leading role in international climate protection 
and that international collective action will be critical in driving an effective, efficient and 
equitable response on the scale required to face climate change challenges. The EU is 
committed to reducing by 30% greenhouse gas emissions by 2020; provided that other 
developed countries commit themselves to comparable emission reductions. However it has 
been decided that until a global agreement is concluded on this 30% percent, the EU will be 
committed to reducing its greenhouse gas emissions by 20% only. 

How does the Commission explain this differentiation? Why is environmental protection and 
also - in the long run - public health so much dependent on what course of action others 
decide to take? Should the EU simply rely on economic criteria and assessments of 
competitiveness?

In what ways does the Commission plan to exercise pressure to the US in order for them to 
abide by the Kyoto Protocol and commitments beyond 2012?

2. EU action to reduce incidental mortality of seabirds as bycatch (Bart Staes)
At the meeting of Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO) Fisheries Committee in 1999, 
EU committed to producing a Community plan of Action for reducing seabird bycatch. 
300,000 seabirds, out of it 100,000 albatrosses, perish every year globally, mostly in longline 
fisheries-many of them operating under EU flag. In the Communication on Integrating 
environmental considerations into the CFP(COM(2002)186) a target of proposing 
Community legislation on this by 2003 was set. Recently published Commission 
Communication on Halting loss of Biodiversity by 2010 includes the target again, without 
any clear deadline. Could Commission tell us what progress has been made on this issue?

IMPLEMENTATION OF DIRECTIVES - SPECIAL CASES

3. Pollution of River Rába (Peter Olajos)
The only river in Hungary which is suitable for whitewater canoeing, the Rába, has for years 
been polluted by industrial plants along the river on the Austrian side of the border: the
Lyocell factory, the tannery and Fürstenfeld geothermal power station. The large quantities 
of substances which they discharge into the river, containing chemicals, oil and also salt, 
cause the river to foam, which, apart from the resultant aesthetic damage, raises serious 



PE 386.518 2/3 DT\658131EN.doc

EN

ecological issues. Research shows that the river's biodiversity is constantly declining because 
of this pollution, while interest in the ecotourism, angling and water sports which depended 
on it has almost completely dwindled away.
In recent years, Austria has made numerous promises to halt the pollution and restore the 
river to its original ecological condition. Most recently, on 27 February 2007 the Chancellor 
of Austria announced that State subsidies would be paid to those plants which were not 
operating in accordance with EU rules and where the technology in use was damaging to the 
environment; these included the three plants mentioned above.

In the past two years I have tabled two questions on the same subject to the EU institutions (a 
Written Question of 9 December 2005 to the Commission concerning the foaming of the 
River Rába (P-4838/05) and an Oral Question for Question Time in June 2006 concerning 
the foaming of the River Rába (H-0075/06), which I addressed directly to the Austrian 
Presidency), to which I did indeed receive answers, but no substantive action has followed 
since then either. Indeed, the situation has continued to deteriorate.

What will the Commission do to stop the pollution of the River Rába and the destruction of 
the living world there? How will Austria, for its part, enforce binding environmental 
regulations? What guarantee does it see that an appropriate remedy will be found for this 
situation, which has persisted for more than five years?

4. Renewable energies (Roberto Musacchio)
Taking into account the high importance of adopting appropriate measures to improve and 
support renewable energies underlined by all the recent EC communications regarding 
climate change, we ask if the European Commission is aware of the coherent transposition in 
the Italian legislative framework of the Directive 2001/77 by means of the legislative act 
n.387 as issued on 29.12.2003. In particular we ask if the inclusion within the statement of 
renewable energies, as written down in the captioned EC directive, of energy produced from 
hybrid power plants and in particular using  fossil fuel waste by driving them to incineration 
plants even if they are not bio-degradable waste is consistent with the aim of the Directive.

5. Question to the Commission concerning the implementation of environmental 
legislation by the Member States (Evangelia Tzampazi)

Article 3 of Directive 2001/77/ΕC on the promotion of electricity produced from renewable 
energy sources requires Member States to set indicative national targets for electricity 
consumption. Under Article 27 of Law 3468, Greece undertook to ensure that, by 2010, 
20.1% of its electricity was generated from renewable sources. Despite the requirement to 
adopt a plan for the deployment of renewable energy sources, this has not yet been done, 
with the result that projects are behind schedule, creating a climate of investor uncertainty.

Does the Commission consider the 20% target achievable by 2010 and, if not, what measures 
will it take to promote the generation of electricity from renewable energy sources in 
Greece?

Does the Commission intend to recommend that a binding target be established for the 
generation of electricity from renewable energy sources at EU level?
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6. End of life vehicles Directive (Chris Davies)
Is the Commission satisfied that the UK is meeting the requirements of the Directive, and in 
particular that all vehicles are disposed of through Authorised Treatment Facilities and that 
Certificates of Destruction are issued in all cases?

7. Designation of Natura 2000 sites in Romania and Bulgaria:
According to the Habitats Directive, Bulgaria and Romania were required to submit their 
proposed lists of Natura 2000 sites to the European Commission by their date of accession, 
January 1, 2007. Have these two countries now submitted their official lists of sites? If not, 
when does the Commission expect to receive their lists, and what measures are in place at 
national or EU level to ensure that potential Natura 2000 sites are not destroyed by illegal 
activities meanwhile? 
Specifically, there are already reports that a number of existing protected areas under 
national legislation, including potential Natura 2000 sites, are being significantly damaged 
by illegal construction, logging and poaching. Examples include illegally constructed ski 
facilities in Pirin National Park in Bulgaria; illegal construction of holiday homes in Stranzha 
Nature Park and other areas of Bulgaria’s Black Sea coast; illegal construction of 
tourism/recreation facilities in Ceahlau Nature Park in Romania; and illegal logging in Piatra 
Craiului National Park in Romania. 

Is the Commission aware of these illegal activities and what measures does it propose to take 
with the national governments on this?


