
Question submitted to the Court

Does the Union have the requisite competence to sign and conclude alone the Free Trade Agreement with Singapore? More 
specifically:

— Which provisions of the agreement fall within the Union’s exclusive competence?

— Which provisions of the agreement fall within the Union’s shared competence? and

— Is there any provision of the agreement that falls within the exclusive competence of the Member States?
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Question referred

Does EU law, in particular Directive 2011/92/EU (1) of the European Parliament and of the Council of 13 December 2011 
on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the environment, in particular Article 1(4) thereof, 
or Council Directive 85/337/EEC (2) of 27 June 1985 on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects 
on the environment, in particular Article 1(5) thereof, preclude a provision of national law whereby projects subject to an 
obligation to carry out an environmental impact assessment, which have not benefited from a consent granted under the 
national Umweltverträglichkeitsprüfungsgesetz 2000 (Law on Environmental Impact Assessments of 2000) (UVP-G 2000) 
but have benefited only from consents granted under individual sectoral laws (such as the Abfallwirtschaftsgesetz (Law on 
Waste Management)) which, since 19 August 2009 (date of entry into force of the UVP-G-Novelle 2009 (Law of 2009 
amending the Law on Environmental Impact Assessments)), can no longer be annulled following the expiry of a three-year 
time-limit laid down in national law (Paragraph 3(6) of the UVP-G 2000), are regarded as approved under the UVP-G 2000, 
or is such a provision consistent with the principles of legal certainty and the protection of legitimate expectations 
established in EU law? 

(1) OJ 2012 L 26, p. 1.
(2) OJ 1985 L 175, p. 40.
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