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Setup of the presentation

I. Transpositionof HD Article 6 (3)-(4)

II. Appropriateassessmentin forestmanagementplanning

III. CasestudyïcarfactoryonaNatura2000site

IV. CasestudyïmotorwayonaNatura2000siteandnationalpark



Transposition of HD Article (3)-(4)

GovernmentDecreeNo. 275/2004 on Natura2000 sites,Articles 10
and10/A

Appendix 14: requirements for the content of an appropriate
assessmentdocumentation(in line with EC guidance)

Appendix15: whatto takeinto accountwhenassessingtheimpacts

Appendix 8: format of informing or requestingthe opinion of the
EuropeanCommission(throughthe ministry responsiblefor nature
conservation).

The appropriate assessmentdocumentation is prepared by the
proponent. Expertsmaybeinvolved(butnot compulsory)



Transposition of HD Article (3)-(4)

Diverse authorities may have to carry out AA, not only nature
conservationauthority

Separatelegislationdescribesin which procedureandhow the nature
conservationauthority hasto be consulted(compulsoryto include
natureconservationopinionor not).

AA is part of the SEA, EIA or IPPC permitting procedureif the
activity falls underany of these. Already in line with 2014/52/EU
directive

If notpartof SEA,EIA or IPPC,AA is carriedoutseparately

Authoritiesoftenconsultthenationalparkdirectorate



First instanceauthoritiesareat county

level in Hungary
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AA in forestry

ÅDuring the drafting of the district forest managementplan,
forest authority reviews all the possibleeffects of the plan
(screeningphase).

ÅFor this procedure, forest authority uses a methodological
handbook jointly made by the ministerial departments
responsiblefor nature protection and forestry

ÅEachtriggerhabitatandspeciesof all sitesaffectedby theplan
areconsidered

ÅNational park directorate is consultedïmitigationmeasures

ÅIf significant effect remains Ÿ full -scale AA, with
involvementof nature coservationauthority



Examples for AA in forestry

2.3.1 List of Natura 2000 habitats, Nagykanizsa (SDF)

2.3.2 List of Natura 2000 species, Zempléni-hegység a Szerencsi-dombsággal és a Hernád-völggyel

Hungarian 

name
Scientific name Conservation status

Affected by

forest

management

Imperial Eagle Aquila heliaca
Population A

affected
Conservation B

EU 

code
Name Nature conservation status

Affected by

forest

management

91L0
Illyric Hornbeam-oak

woodland

Cover(%) 20

affected
Representativity B

Conservation

status

B



EU 

code

Habitat name Forest activityaffecting

thehabitat

Measuresto preventlong-term

effects

91L0

Illyric

Hornbeam-

oak

woodland

Final cutting, Logging

for forest health reasons, 

artificial regeneration

Raisingof final cutting age

(more old-growth forest). 

Conversionto selectivefelling

in forest blocks. Creation and 

leavingout of microhabitats

(deadwood, hollow trees, rare

plants etc.) natural

regenerationin someplaces

Example for Impact Assessment MATRIX

(DFMP of Nagykanizsa)



Example for Impact Assessment MATRIX

Natura 2000 

trigger

species

Habitat for

trigger species

Measure to avoid harmful 

effects

Imperial eagle (Aquila 

heliaca)

Strong, old trees, 

undisturbed old forest 

(nesting sites)

Ensuring the presenceof old forests, old trees

with large canopy to remain when forests are

clearcut, no disturbance zonesin breeding season

and (smaller) no felling zonearound nest.



Case study ïcar factory on a Natura 2000 site

200 hectaresof priority habitat(Pannonicsandsteppe)to be lost by a
carfactoryextension

No alternative(carfactoryalreadyexistednextto thesite)

Major developmentfor Hungary(tenthousandnewjobs)IROPI

ECopinionrequestedandreceivedwithin 4 months

Greenlight if compensationratio reaches3.5 (around700hectares)



Case study ïcar factory on a Natura 2000 site

Severalnew Natura 2000 sites, restorationof habitatsand habitat
maintenancemeasuresplannedandimplementedin a six year-term,
financedby thecarfactory

Conclusion: hugeloss,but at leastsomecompensation(without HD,
probablynothing)

Enormouseconomicand political pressurespeededup the process
despitethe large numberof organisationsinvolved (about 40-50
meetingsin 1,5 yearsof preparation)



Case study ïmotorway on a Natura 2000 site and 
national park

Natura2000siteaffectedis about50km longnorthïsouth

Bridgealreadybuilt on the
Danube(noviablealternative
to continuethemotorwayeast)

TEN-T project


