A hundred times nothing killed the donkey

Stanislav Brezina
The authority of the Krkonose Mts. National Park
(sbrezina@krnap.cz)
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Large part of the NP is covered by tradltlonally mana
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In total there is about
10 000 ha of the
meadows in the NP.



zone |: 0,5%

zone ll: 1,9%

bufferzone: 58,2%







The area of NP is attractive for tourists (5-8 mills of
visitors / year)...
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and supporting infrastructure is often concentrated into the
peripheral zones of NP...
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Into the most valuable meadow vegetation
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...and despite functional Appropriate Assessment

procedures.

Investor

Is it possible to realize
an investment project
in the SCI or SPA
Krkonose?
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The Administration of the
KrkonoSe Mts. National Park

Quick estimate

Could the investment project
potentially have significant
Impact on the SCI or SPA
Krkonose?
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Authorised experts

Approppriate Assessment (part
of EIA procedure)

Does the investment project
have significant negative
effect on the SCI or SPA
Krkonose?




Most often they are not golf

: . ensions or houses w
greens with profound size... P

negligible size.

BUT
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Such projects either do not enter AA procedure or do not hav
significant effect according to AA.

The results of assessments of the projects situated in the
habitat 6510 (2004-2008)




It was necessary to take into account cumulative effect of
all the projects.

The limit

0,15ha + 0,1 ha + 0,1 ha + 0,15ha + 0,15 ha ...
£ £ i £




The limits are percentage of total cover of the meadows In
area of individual municipalities in NP...

Habitat 6230 6510 6520

Quality I | + 11 I | + 11 I | + 11
Limit (%) 1 2 3 6 3 6

...their current state is registered by Administration of NP...

(LZ(I)S VEC KATASTR ROK ZAM/KONC | LZE/NELZE |BIOTOP RZE:;_I‘:J PLOCHA VRC{:\‘V%ST—
1 [Intenzifikace COV Spindlertv Miyn 2004 z L X
2 rekonstrukce chaty Zamecek v Janskych Laznich Janské Lazné 2004 Z L X
3 |oprava cest, svaznic a chodniki v r. 2004 (18 akci) KRNAP 2004 z L X
4 [zamér vystavby parkovacich domu a piijezdu k nim Pec pod Snézkou 2004 z L X

Rekonstrukce mistni komunikace (sport. areal Sv. Petr-nam.-

5 autokemp KRNAP) SpindlerGv Miyn 2004 z L X
6 |"Cista horni Upa" KRNAP 2004 K L N
7 |"Cisté horni Labe" KRNAP 2004 K L N
3 @?am gmeny €. 4 UPSU Benecko, Horni Stépanice, Mrklov, Dolni - 2005 z N N
Stépanice
9 4. zména UPSIJ Benecko, Dolni Stepa- nice, Horni Stepamce, B 2005 z N N
Mrklov - doplnék
10 |Rekonstrukce &.p. 185 a 186 v k.u. Cerny Dul Cerny DUl 2005 Z N N
11 |Rekonstrukce a nadstavba €.p. 185 a 186 v k.u. Cerny Dal Cerny Dul 2005 Z N T2.2 B/B 0.2 )
12 [0P, sjezdova dréha a LV Vapenice, varianta |l Doni Dvir 2005 Z N N
13 |Vystavba 4 RD na pozemku p.p.¢. 481/2 v k.t. Dolni Stépanice Dolni Stépanice 2005 z N T1.1 BIA 1,00 N
14 |Spalladio Harrachov Harrachov 2005 Z N X
15 |Ubytovaci komplex Praha - Harrachov Harrachov 2005 Z N X

...and summarized every year online.


http://www.krnap.cz/natura-2000
http://www.krnap.cz/natura-2000
http://www.krnap.cz/natura-2000

Sar | ‘ PEC POD SNEZKou UZEMNI PLAN 2009

re-Eamgept works)

It is accepted by
munipalities during spatial
planning.

It is accepted by
Authorised experts
during AA
procedures.

It was accepted by Ministry
of Environment of the CZ
as official methodology for AA.




Key points:

« Significant losses to nature result from cumulative effects
of small projects.

* AA can efficiently reduce such losses only If it estimates
the cumulative effects really approppriately.

« Approppriate estimates of cumulative losses are
enhanced by transparent, simple and consensual
methodology.

« Any such methdology will be useless without reliable
evidence of projects opened to the public.






