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According to the electronic message received from the Secretariat to Convention on 
Environmental Impact Assessment in a Transboundary Context (Espoo, 1991):  
 
„The Committee noted at is 15th session (28-30 October 2008) that Hungary had notified 
only once under the Convention in the period 2003-2005, despite your country having a high 
level of economic activity (reflected in Gross Domestic Product), a high population density 
and relatively long land borders with other Parties.” 
 
On behalf of the Committee the Convention's secretariat requested to provide written 
clarification on the above mentioned issue. 
 
 
The reasons of the situation that „Hungary had notified only once under the Convention in the 
period 2003-2005” are as follow: 
 

- List of activities in Appendix I to the Convention itself presents a restricted circle of 
activities which is further limited by the high thresholds attached to numerous 
activities. Thus the occurrence of such activities can be rare, independently of the level 
of GDP or density of the population. A further limitation factor of occurrence of 
possible Espoo cases exists when such an activity is proposed: to investigate whether 
it is likely to cause a significant adverse transboundary impact.  E.g. for a certain part 
of the listed activities a well elaborated and established planning system exists in 
Hungary, which makes possible to screen out the environmentally not acceptable 
options and in that way the likelihood of significant transboundary impact also can be 
diminished at an earlier stage. Furthermore, for the majority of the listed activities 
there are very strict international and national environmental requirements. It also 
promotes and enforces initiation of such activities only, which are environmentally 
acceptable what may result in less transboundary effect as well. 

 
- The only one major activity when the risk of possible adverse transboundary impact 

has emerged in hypothetical case of a serious accident was the lifetime extent of Paks 
NPP.  

 
- In the referred period the likelihood of transboundary impact emerged in several other 

cases when the activities did not fall under the scope of the Appendix I to the 
Convention, e.g. thermal power plants and mining activities at a smaller scale or major 
amusement centres. All of these projects/activities planned to be located close to the 
border.  Preliminary discussion took place in all cases how to treat these activities. At 
last in the referred period not even one environmental impact assessment procedure 
has been initiated by the developers. One project was initiated at a later period, in 
2008, and the notification took place accordingly. 
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- The experience gained in the later period (after 2005) has confirmed that among 
activities initiated in Hungary along the border the smaller scale ones or activities out 
of the scope of the Espoo Convention remained typical, and when the likelihood of 
theirs transboundary impacts arose, notification or preliminary discussion took place 
accordingly (e.g. in case of a minor road, biomass power plant, cement works). 

 
- In the referred period relatively limited practical experience was acquired in Hungary 

related to the implementation of the Espoo Convention. To help the work of the 
environmental protection, nature conservation and water management authorities, 
which are the competent authorities in the EIA procedure, the Ministry of 
Environment and Water regularly organises meetings to discuss the issue of 
implementation. The next meeting is scheduled in spring 2009 and it will focus on the 
tasks to deal with properly in case Hungary is the Party of origin.   

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


