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l. Introduction

Natura 2000:
Stretching the safety net for nature
across the new EU Member States

In 1992, in response to the significant and ongoing
deterioration of many habitat types and the growing
number of threatened or rare species, EU Member
States adopted the Directive on the Conservation of
Natural Habitats and of Wild Fauna and Flora (CE/
92/43), also known as the ,,Habitats Directive*. The
Habitats Directive aims to contribute to the protection
of biodiversity by setting up a European wide network
of protected areas called Natura 2000 and by protect-
ing threatened species in their natural range. It com-
plements the 1979 Birds Directive, which establishes
protected areas for threatened bird species.

WWEF and its partners strongly support the implemen-
tation of the Habitats Directive and the establishment
of Natura 2000 for the following reasons:

The Habitats Directive represents a real attempt

to conserve Europe’s biodiversity based on sound
scientific evidence. The sites will not just be a col-
lection of national or regional parks designated for
a variety of reasons;

The sites to be designated under Natura 2000 are
intended to protect a representative sample of all
Europe’s most threatened habitats and species, as
listed in the annexes of the Directives;

The Habitats Directive does not seek to rule out
economic activities in Natura 2000 areas, but rather
aims to promote sustainable activity in support of
the conservation objectives for these areas.



The implementation of the Natura 2000 network
of nature conservation areas in the existing 15 EU
Member States has been plagued by difficulties
and delays. Lack of information and explanation at
national and local levels concerning the implications
of Natura 2000 have provoked opposition that has
lead to blockages and delays at European level. Gov-
ernments largely underestimated the scientific work
required to gather the necessary data to propose a co-
herent list of sites for all the habitats and species listed
in the Directive. Furthermore, there was reluctance at
the beginning to involve nongovernmental organisa-
tions (NGOs) in the site selection process. However,
these difficulties should not detract from the tremen-
dous progress that has already been achieved through
the implementation of Natura 2000 to date. In the EU-
15, although site selection is not yet quite complete,
existing and proposed sites already represent some
18% of the Union’s territory (approximately 60 mil-
lion hectares).

Implementation of Natura 2000 in the marine environ-
ment is still lagging behind, especially as regards off-
shore areas. The Natura 2000 European Marine Expert
Working Group established in 2003, is considering
aspects of implementation of both directives in the
marine environment in order to make concrete pro-
posals to complete the network at sea, including area
beyond territorial waters to the limit of the European
Exclusive Economic Zone.

1) May 1, 2004 for 8 countries in Central and Eastern Europe (Czech
Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Slovakia, and
Slovenia) and Cyprus and Malta in the Mediterranean; Bulgaria and
Romania are currently expected to join in 2007. Turkey has candidate
country status but has yet to open negotiations for membership in
the EU. The European Commission has issued a positive opinion on
Croatia’s application for membership that will be considered by the

European Council in mid-June 2004.
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The Natura 2000 site selection process
The selection of sites to be included in the Natura
2000 network is a shared responsibility between the
EU’s new Member States and the European Commis-
sion. By their date of accession', acceding countries
must propose to the European Commission a list of
sites (referred to as proposed Sites of Community
Importance, or pSCI) to protect those habitats and
species listed in the annexes of the Habitats Directive
and occurring in their territory. Once these national
proposals have been submitted, the Commission
should evaluate them in order to adopt a final list of
Sites of Community Importance (SCI).

The Natura 2000 site selection process is based on
biogeographic regions. The European Union is cur-
rently divided into seven biogeographic regions,
including the Alpine, Atlantic, Boreal, Continental,
Macaronesian, Mediterranean and — added as a result
of the present enlargement— Pannonian biogeo-
graphic regions. With the future accession of Roma-
nia and Bulgaria, two more regions will be added to
this list: the Black Sea and the Steppic biogeographic
regions. The evaluation of the new Member States
proposals should be carried out through a series of
seminars for each biogeographic region. In these
seminars, representatives from the new Member
States, the European Commission, environmental
NGOs and independent experts assess whether the
areas nominated by the national governments are
sufficient and whether together they provide proper
protection for all endangered species and habitats
within the bio- geographic region concerned

Ensuring

Favourable Conservation Status

The aim of the Habitats Directive is to establish
a ‘favourable conservation status’ for habitat types
and species selected as being of Community Impor-
tance. Favourable conservation status of habitats
and species is defined in Article 1 of the Directive.
This is defined broadly for both habitats and species
by reference to factors such as species population
dynamics, trends in the natural range of species and
habitats and the area of habitats remaining.
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The list of Sites of Community Importance that will
together form the Natura 2000 network should host
a sufficiently large sample of each habitat type and
species to ensure that, through the implementation
of the appropriate conservation measures, they will
be maintained in a favourable conservation status at
the EU and relevant biogeographic level.

Protection and Management of Natura
2000 Sites

According to the Common Position Papers, by date
of accession the new member states must apply Arti-
cle 6 of the Habitats Directive to proposed Natura
2000 sites. The new members must take appropriate
steps to avoid the deterioration of the habitats and
species for which the areas have been selected.

While there are provisions for providing Community
support, including co-financing, the main responsi-
bility for implementation of the Natura 2000 network
clearly lies with the Member States themselves.
Measures required to be taken in Natura 2000 areas
range from adopting management plans for each site
to avoid deterioration of habitats as well as distur-
bance of the species for which the areas have been
designated. In addition, all plans and projects likely
to affect a Natura 2000 site should be subjected to an
assessment of the implications for the conservation
objectives of the site.

However, the designation of a Natura 2000 site
should not lead to a total ban on development, pro-
vided that this is ecologically sustainable and that
is does not adversely affect the integrity of the site
in question, or the favourable conservation status
of the habitats and species present. Indeed, invest-
ment in socio-economic development is urgently
needed in many of the larger Natura 2000 sites, in
particular in some of the more marginal regions of
the EU, where rural abandonment and unemploy-
ment present a genuine social problem. Natura 2000
is an opportunity to promote new models of devel-
opment, which build on natural values rather then
degrading them, and which enable the local popula-
tion to benefit from their natural capital.

Natura 2000
and the new EU Member States

The extension of Natura 2000 to 12 additional coun-
tries is a new challenge. These countries bring with
them a prodigious store of natural wealth, including
Europe’s last great wilderness areas and rich cultural
landscapes. Unfortunately, extension of the Common
Market to the east and south brings with it a myriad
of threats to these natural treasures, from increased
infrastructure development to intensified agricultural
practices. Already, many of these valuable areas are
threatened if not already lost.

In order to join the European Union, new EU Member
States have had to transpose the requirements of the
Birds and Habitats Directives into their national leg-
islation and prepare for the establishment of Natura
2000 on their territory by the date of accession. This
includes submitting by May 1, 2004 their lists of pro-
posed Sites of Community Importance (pSCI) to the
European Commission. The lists of pSCI will then
be evaluated through a moderation process for each
biogeographic region or through a bilateral process
for certain countries.

To avoid irreversible losses, it is imperative that the
Natura 2000 network is implemented in the new
Member States effectively and without any delay, and
that great care is taken in making development deci-
sions that could well have costly and irreversible con-
sequences for the EU’s common natural heritage.

Implementation of the Habitats and Birds Directives
should be seen as an opportunity to evaluate our store
of natural values, re-consider development plans, and
identify the best path for improving living standards
while ensuring the long-term preservation of our natu-
ral resources.



Natura 2000 status report
and NGO list of sites

The purpose of this report is to provide an overview of
the status of progress in identification and designation
of the Natura 2000 network in the new Member States
and to create a common yardstick, applied across the
countries, to help gauge the relative quality of official
preparations for site designation as well as to identify
some of the remaining gaps in coverage. It is a joint
effort of eight nongovernmental organisations includ-
ing:

Daphne Institute of Applied Ecology, Slovakia
Estonian Fund for Nature

Federation of Ecological and Environmental
Organisations in Cyprus

Lithuanian Fund for Nature
Nature Trust Malta

Slovenian Society for Bird Research
and Nature Protection (DPPVN)

Veronica, Czech Union for Nature Conservation

WWE, including: WWF-Danube Carpathian Pro-
gramme, WWF-Hungary, WWF-Latvia, WWF-
Poland, WWF-Baltic Ecoregion Programme, WWF-
European Endangered Seas Team and with support
and assistance from WWF-Austria and WWF-Bel-
gium.

The present project builds on previous experience
with the WWF Initiative for a European Shadow List
of Natura 2000 Sites for the EU-15, which was pub-
lished in June 2000. This earlier NGO contribution to
the Natura 2000 site selection process in the EU-15
together with subsequent work has proven to be a val-
uable tool for promoting effective implementation of
the Directives, helping to increase significantly the
scope and quality of the sites proposed.

This project also follows on previous reports of the
partners in the acceding countries, including a status
report on preparations for Natura 2000 in the future
EU Member States, Progress on Preparation for
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Natura 2000 in Future EU Member States, published
in January 20032, as well as a report and conference
proceedings focussed on financing for Natura 2000 in
the enlarged European Union.?

List of sites for selected habitats and species
NGO lists for selected habitats and species are pre-
sented for:

Czech Republic
Hungary
Lithuania
Malta

Poland
Slovakia and
Slovenia

It must be emphasised that the lists of sites proposed
in the present report are limited to a selection of 24
habitats and 18 species and are by no means exhaus-
tive. This exercise is not intended to replace or par-
allel ongoing efforts of the respective governments,
which carry the full responsibility for implementing
the Habitats and Birds Directives in their respective
countries.

Sites have been identified according to the best
available information, and based on their relative
importance for the selected habitats and species from
annexes I and II of the Habitats Directive (see table 1).
This limited number of habitats and species have been
selected according to a number of criteria, including:
geographic and taxonomic distribution (including both
species and habitats that are widely distributed and
others that are endemic to specific countries); suitabil-
ity to serve as “keystones” covering a number of habi-
tats and species; data availability; possibility of being
neglected in political decision making on proposed
Natura 2000 sites; and organisational or conservation
priorities of the respective partner organisations.
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The other habitats and species of European importance
that are listed in Annexes I, II and IV of the Habitats
Directives have not been included in the scope of this
multi-country exercise. However, for some countries,
including the Czech Republic, Estonia, Malta, Poland,
Slovakia*, and Slovenia, a full list of sites based on
all relevant species and habitats of European impor-
tance has been or is being developed by NGOs at the
national level. Reference to these full lists is included
in the individual country reports.

Bird species and the requirements of the Birds Direc-
tive are not included in this list, or only marginally, as
they are already covered by the valuable work under-
taken by member organisations of BirdLife Interna-
tional to identify Important Bird Areas.

2) Progress on Preparation for Natura 2000 in Future EU Member
States: Synthesis and country reports for Bulgaria, Czech Republic,
Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Poland, Romania,
Slovakia, and Slovenia (WWF-European Policy Office/Accession
Initiative, January 2003). Available at: www.panda.org/downloads/

europe/n2000progressmailing20030122.pdf.

3) Financing Natura 2000 in an Enlarged Europe — report from
Conference on Financing Natura 2000, Budapest, October 28, 2003
(WWEF-European Policy Office/Accession Initiative, December
2003). Available on the Internet at: www.panda.org/downloads/
europe/n2000conferencereportfinal.doc.

Financing Natura 2000 in an Enlarged Europe — Synthesis and coun-
try reports for the Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Latvia, Lithua-
nia, Malta, Poland, and Slovakia (WWF-European Policy Office/
Accession Initiative, December 2003). Available on the Internet at:
www.panda.org/about_ wwf/where we_ work/europe/what we_do/

policy and_events/epo/initiatives/accession/downloads.cfm

4) For Malta and Slovakia, the full list, covering all relevant habitats

and species, is included in annex 3 in this report.

Table 1:

List of selected habitats and species evaluated
across participating countries for this report.

Habitats

Sandbanks which are slightly
covered by sea water all the time
Coastal lagoons

Reefs

Vegetated sea cliffs on the Atlantic and Baltic coast
Shifting dunes along the shoreline with
Ammophila arenaria (white dunes)

Oligotrophic to mesotrophic standing waters

Natural dystrophic lakes and ponds
Alpine rivers and its vegetation
European dry heath on lowlands and mountains

Xeric sand calcarous grasslands *
Semi-natural dry grassland and scrubland facies
on calcarous substrates (...) *

Sub-pannonic steppic grassland *

Lowland hay meadows *

Fennoscandinavian wooded meadows *

Active raised bogs *

Transition mires and quaking bogs

Petrifying springs with tufa formation (Cratonerion) *

Caves not open to the public

Natural old broad-leaved deciduous forests with epi-
phytes

Tilio-Acerion forests of slopes, screes and ravines *
Mixed ash-alder alluvial forests of temperate

and Boreal Europe (..)

Riparian mixed forests of Quercus robur,

Ulmus laevis (...)

Pannonian woods with Quercus pubescens *
Acidophilus Picea forests of the montane

to alpine levels (Vaccinio-Picetea)

Species

Fauna

Bombina bombina
Cottus gobio

Emys orbicularis
Lampetra planeri

Lutra lutra

Lynx lynx

Maculinea nausithous
Margaritifera margaritifera
Osmoderma eremita *
Pteromys volans *
Rhinolophus hipposidererus
Salmo salar
Spermophilus citellus
Ursus arctos *

Flora

Cypripedium calceolus
Liparis loeselii
Pulsatilla patens
Saxifraga hirculus

*  asterisk denotes priority habitat or species

code
1110

1150
1170
1230

2120

3130
3160
3220
4030
6120

6210

6240
6510
6530
7110
7140
7220
8310

9020
9180
91E0

91F0
91HO
9410

1188
1163
1120
1096
1355
1361
1061
1029
1084
1910
1303
1106
1335
1354

1902
1903
1477
1528

a) occurs only in Estonia and Latvia and will be covered by a later report



The Carpathian Mountains contain many of the most
spectacular natural treasures now being brought into
the EU fold. The arc of low mountains stretching
from the Czech Republic in the west to Romania in
the southeast are Europe’s last bastion for large carni-
vores, including lynx, wolf, and bear, and home to the
continent’s largest remaining areas of virgin forest.

Countries of the region have already committed to pre-
serving these unique natural riches in the Carpathian
Convention®, signed by national representatives
during the 5th Ministerial Conference Environment
for Europe in Kiev in May 2003. Effective implemen-
tation of the Natura 2000 network in the relevant EU
Member States of the region will take an important
step towards putting the Convention into practice.
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I. Introduction

The present list of sites, even for the limited number
of species and habitats included here, is not intended
to be definitive. It is rather expected to be the start-
ing point for a dynamic process of consultation and
improvement among the partner organisations, other
NGOs and experts leading up through the biogeo-
graphic seminars. Thus, this report and accompany-
ing data sets are expected to be periodically added
to and improved. Toward this purpose, an interac-
tive version is under development and will be made
available either on Internet or CD-ROM. For further
information, please see www.panda.org/epo (sec-
tion on Natura 2000) or contact Andreas Beckmann,
andreas.beckmann@wwf.at

Status reports

Brief reports on current status of preparations for
Natura 2000 are included for all 10 new Member States
that have joined the European Union on 1 May 2004.
Somewhat more detailed reports are also included for
Bulgaria and Romania, which are currently expected
to join the EU in 2007. Information is based on the
experience of staff of WWF and partner organisations
that have been closely monitoring and, in most cases,
actively involved in preparations for Natura 2000 in
the different countries.

The national reports and the synthesis presented below
cover not only preparations of the lists of proposed
Natura 2000 sites (pSCI), but also touch on other
important aspects including communications (educa-
tion and awareness raising), planning for future fund-
ing of the network, and current threats to potential
sites.

We believe this synthesis and country reports provide
a clear and concise snapshot of the progress that has
been made to date in implementing the Habitats Direc-
tive across thel2 new and future Member States.

5) Carpathian Convention text at:
www.unece.org/env/documents/2003/ece/cep/ece.cep.104.e.pdf

For further information on the Carpathians, see: www.carpathians.org
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Il. Synthesis of national reports

Il. Synthesis

of national reports

Status of official preparations
in new Member States

Most of the new Member States are expected to submit
their list of proposed Sites of Community Importance
within several weeks of their date of accession on
May 1, 2004. At time of writing (mid-May), official
lists of sites had been received by the European Com-
mission for: Latvia, Estonia, Lithuania, Poland, and
Slovakia; while those for Malta and Slovenia were
reportedly on their way.

The greatest delays are expected with lists from
Cyprus, the Czech Republic, and Hungary. The
present status of the Cypriot list is presently unclear;
at time of writing this report, there were no reports that
the list would be sent any time soon. Czech authorities
have been among the most thorough in their identifi-
cation of sites, and a proposed list of sites does exist.
But problems in gaining passage of the Act on Nature
Conservation have led to delays in consultation of the
list with relevant stakeholders. As a result, according
to latest information, the Czech list of pSCI could be
submitted to the European Commission by the end of
the summer.

The case of Hungary is more disconcerting. The neces-
sary amendments of the Act on Nature Conservation
has still not been passed by Parliament. Optimistic
estimates see passage of the law occurring in early
June; if everything goes smoothly with subsequent
consultation and processing, the list could theoreti-
cally be sent to the European Commission by the end
of June. A more sceptical, and perhaps more realistic,
appraisal puts the estimated time of arrival at some
time in early autumn or even later.

WWF and its partners call on the European Commis-
sion to develop aclear calendar to ensure that the
biogeographic seminars relevant for the new Member
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States do take place in the course of 2005 and 2006,
and that the necessary steps to finalise the national pro-
posed lists are not further delayed. In addition, national
authorities and the European Commission must ensure
that no funds are allocated to infrastructure and other
projects which endanger potential Natura 2000 sites.
This may require delaying allocation of EU funds
where the lists of pSCI are not yet complete.

Comments on national lists

Some of the lists proposed are quite substantial, reflect-
ing the rich store of natural wealth in the region as well
as relatively good site identification. Slovakia has pro-
posed to designate 28.9% of the country’s territory as
Natura 2000, of which 11.72 % is according to the Habi-
tats Directive (pSCI) and remainder as bird areas desig-
nated according to the Birds Directive (SPA). Though
impressive, the complete NGO list of sites included
in this report suggests that the proposed pSCI will be
insufficient to protect Slovakia’s exceptional biodiver-
sity, and that additional sites will need to be added.

Scientific preparation for Natura 2000 in the newest
Member States has been relatively good — indeed,
even brilliant if compared with the generally lacklus-
tre progress that has marked implementation of Natura
2000 in the older EU Member States. Experience from
the EU Member States has shown that timely prepa-
rations, though difficult in the short-term, cause less
problems in the longer-term.

In most countries, the agency or organisations charged
with the compilation of the scientific list of pSCI have
produced fairly comprehensive and complete lists of
sites. Many of the countries, e.g. the Czech Republic,
Slovakia and Hungary, have been able to build on
arelatively good existing base of scientific data and
expertise, and made concerted efforts to fill in gaps — in
the case of the Czech Republic, over 700 experts were
involved in data collection for the pSCI at one point.

There have been much greater problems when it has
come to finalisation of the pSCI. Moving from the
scientific work of site selection to gaining support and
approval for these sites from political decision makers
and local stakeholders has been difficult.

Il. Synthesis of national reports

In most countries, the initial lists of proposed sites have

been subjected to extensive ‘pruning’ by various minis-

tries, departments, and stakeholders. For example:
In Cyprus, the initial list of sites, identified through
a LIFE project according to the scientific criteria of
the Habitats and Birds Directives, covered 26 % of
the island’s territory, but was cut down to 14 % by
various ministries; it is now being further whittled
by a stakeholder body.
In Poland, the list published in May 2003, which
covered some 18 % of the country’s territory, has
been halved to approximately 9 %, in part, appar-
ently, because the Water Authorities fear loss of
control over rivers when they are designated as
a Natura 2000 sites. It is worth remarking that the
Polish Government has omitted from its proposal
two of the four pSCI that will be seriously affected
by the Biatystok route favoured by the Polish Gov-
ernment for the Via Baltica motorway (see annex 1,
sites n° PL 024, PL 137, PL 143, PL 130).
In Estonia, following a storm of criticism from land
owners, the Ministry of Environment decided not
to designate any sites on those private lands where
owners objected to this designation.

Such problems echo those already faced — and in many
cases still being faced — in the older EU countries.
Throughout the European Union, implementation of the
Natura 2000 network has required people to re-examine
plans and options, face restrictions but also new oppor-
tunities. The example of the Lech in Austria (see boxed
text page 12) shows that the process is not easy, but can
lead to new opportunities. And there are already many
examples throughout the new Member States and can-
didate countries that demonstrate a very practical vision
for local social and economic development that is based
on and indeed profits from maintaining natural and cul-
tural heritage (see boxed texts, pages 12, 14).

The newest Member States do have one great advan-
tage over their older neighbours in the Union: they
can learn from previous experience and mistakes.
Unfortunately, though much has been learned in terms
of site identification, much less seems to have come
through with regard to gaining political and stake-
holder support. At least a part of the problems now
being faced probably could have been avoided given
better preparation and timely action in terms of both
communications and financing for Natura 2000 (see
separate items below).
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Stakeholder involvement

NGOs have been consulted on and in some cases even
directly responsible for identification of the proposed
Sites of Community Importance — as in the case of
Slovakia, where the Daphne Institute of Applied Ecol-
ogy and a consortium of other NGOs and institutes
was responsible for preparing the scientific proposal
of pSCI. Throughout the countries, national partners
of BirdLife have played a key role in identifying bird
areas (SPA).

There are considerable differences in the level of
involvement of local stakeholders. Consultations
with local stakeholders have been held for example in

Communications
and awareness raising

The experience of existing EU Member States has
shown the importance of beginning as early as pos-
sible to raise awareness and inform relevant stakehold-
ers of Natura 2000 and its various implications. All
EU members, including the newest Member States,
have endorsed the so-called El Teide declaration of
June 2002, Natura 2000: a Partnership for Nature, in
which signatories committed to promoting awareness
and understanding of Natura 2000 as well as the devel-
opment of partnerships involving a broad range of
stakeholders in the management of Natura 2000 sites.

Lithuania and Slovakia, where there is a legal obliga-
tion to consult local stakeholders on site boundaries.

In April 2004, the European Parliament approved revised guidelines for development of the Trans-European
Networks for Transport (TEN-T), a network of pan-European transportation corridors to connect the enlarged
EU from the Black Sea coast to the Cliffs of Moher. The guidelines include a list of 30 priority projects, includ-
ing “removing bottlenecks on the Danube” as well as development of the Struma motorway, which is presently
planned to pass through the Kresna Gorge in Bulgaria. How the projects are developed and evaluated will be of
critical importance — official recommendations for the Danube have called for dredging to more than 2.7 meters,
which could affect natural values along up to 1,000 km of the river, including large sections of the Danube in
Hungary and the most valuable intact stretches along the lower Danube between Bulgaria and Romania. Under
pressure from environmental groups, initial proposals put forward by the European Commission, which made
little reference to the Habitats and Birds Directives, have been significantly improved, and provisions for envi-
ronmental assessments strengthened.

These safety-catches should help. But the greater concern is that the rush to promote transportation links threat-
ens to repeat the worst mistakes of existing EU member countries — building roads, rails, canals and airports
for their own sake, without careful cost-benefit analysis that takes into account not only economic, but also
social and environmental costs. The commitment made by EU statesmen at Gothenburg in 2001 to sustainable
development, including breaking the link between (“de-coupling”) economic growth and further development
of transportation infrastructure, is being put to a severe test.
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The Lech river in Tyrol in Austria is one of the last
remaining free-flowing Alpine rivers. When Austria
joined the EU in 1995, the river easily qualified for
designation as a Natura 2000 site. Unfortunately, des-
ignation conflicted with another planned use of the
river for hydro-power. WWF and other NGOs cam-
paigned against the building of the planned dams and
hydropower stations, taking the case all the way to the
European Court of Justice — a case that they eventu-
ally won. Today, the Lech is protected as a Natura
2000 site. Local community leaders, many of which
supported construction of the hydropower plant as
a source of development for their communities, now
support protection of the area’s natural qualities,
which have become a point of pride for area residents
and an attraction for tourists and recreationists.®

1l. Synthesis of national reports

Many locals opposed protection of the spectacular
Biebrza wetlands in the early 1990s, seeing establish-
ment of the national park as harming their opportuni-
ties to make a living in this poor area of north-eastern
Poland. Local opinions have changed dramatically
since then. The Park is increasingly seen as a chief
asset for development. For the past decade, WWF has
been working with local residents and park authorities
to develop eco-tourism services, local crafts and prod-
ucts; to promote and market high-value products from
nature-friendly farming; develop sustainable energy
sources; and to revive local culture, traditions, and,
ultimately, pride in this special region.
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6) For other examples where Natura 2000 support local and regional
development, see Promoting the Socio-economic Benefits of
Natura 2000 (IEEP/WWEF, 2002), available as pdf at: www.panda.org/

downloads/europe/natura2000socioeconomicbenefitscolour.pdf
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Nevertheless, most accession countries have been
relatively slow to inform key stakeholders and even
responsible authorities, let alone the general public,
about Natura 2000, its implications and also benefits.
As aresult, the ground often has been only poorly
prepared when the time has come to gain political
approval for proposed sites, or when rumours have
spread concerning new demands from Brussels. Some
rather ad hoc communications activities have been
undertaken, ranging from publication of posters and
brochures to development of websites. But what has
been almost universally missing has been a more
strategic approach — a comprehensive communica-
tions strategy backed by serious financial support. The
promising start taken in this direction in early 2003
in the Czech Republic, where the Agency for Nature
Conservation planned an 18 million CZK (€ 550,665)
communications campaign, seems to have gotten
derailed. A portion of the funding and activities have
been taken over by the Protected Landscapes Area
Administrations, with uncertain results. In Hungary,
the government has provided € 20,000 in support for
communications efforts by a coalition of NGOs. As
mentioned in the section on stakeholder involvement
further below, a number of countries have organised
fairly extensive consultations with stakeholders at the
local level.

Threats to Natura 2000 sites
and integration into sectoral policies

All countries report threats to potential Natura 2000
sites. The threats range from construction of motor-
ways, such as the planned Via Baltica motorway
through the Biebrza National Park in Poland, to the
intensification of agricultural practices in Slovenia.
In Estonia, there is discussion of two alternatives for
connecting Saaremaa Island with the mainland. The
choice is between building a bridge, which will seri-
ously impact Natura 2000 sites, or digging a tunnel,
which would probably be less environmentally dam-
aging. In Slovakia, tourism is putting increasing pres-
sure on the fragile ecosystems of the Tatra Mountains.

EU funds are likely to have a significant impact on
Natura 2000 sites in the region — possibly positive,
but quite probably negative, if applied inappropri-
ately. Most of the infrastructure projects that are being
developed now or in future, including construction
of motorways, development of shipping on inland
waterways, and flood defenses, will expect to receive
significant support from EU Structural and Cohesion
Funds as well as the European Investment Bank. It is
essential that the European Commission ensures close
co-ordination and supervision of EU funds and the
application of EU environmental legislation.

The European Commission has clearly stated on
numerous occasions that all EU funding must be made
conditional on respecting the requirements of the EU
Environmental Impact Assessment Directive as well
as the Habitats and Birds Directives, particularly the
conservation of Natura 2000 sites. Future decision
making on projects including development of the Via
Baltica motorway in Poland, the Struma motorway
in Bulgaria, and shipping on the Danube will pro-
vide lithmus tests for these intentions in the newest
Member States as well.

It will be important to see not only whether or not an
environmental assessment has been undertaken, but
what the quality of that assessment is, and whether it
has indeed served as a firm basis for decision making.
Particularly in this respect, the present situation with
regard to the Via Baltica is, again, unsettling: while
the Polish government has committed to undertaking
a Strategic Environmental Assessment for the motor-
way, including an examination of all alternatives, it
nevertheless appears to be moving forward with con-
struction of the Bialystok route. Whatever its quality,
the Strategic Environmental Assessment will be little
more than a fig leaf for what is for all intents and pur-
poses a fait accompli.

In order to ensure that the significant investments now
flowing into the new Member States indeed benefit
these countries over the long term, it is essential that
existing EU legislation on Strategic Environmental
and Environmental Impact Assessments is fully and
meticulously applied. Also of critical long-term impor-
tance is the full integration of environmental concerns
into decision making in all sectors, especially with
regard to agriculture, transportation, energy, regional
development and spatial planning, as called for by EU
statesmen at the Gothenburg Summit in June 2002.
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A rather unusual coalition of environmental groups,
communities, local farmers and businesspeople have
joined forces to promote development, and conserva-
tion, in the White Carpathians. The rolling, patchwork
landscape stretched along the Czech-Slovak border
consists of a rich mixture of forests, orchards, fields
and brilliant flowering meadows, home to the rare
orchids that are the region’s hallmark. The area is also
one of the poorest in the Czech Republic, with a high
rate of unemployment. The partners have developed
a myriad of small-scale initiatives, ranging from devel-
opment of local products to landscape stewardship.
A small juicing plant has been established in the vil-
lage of Hostétin, and provides an economic incentive
for local people to care for the rich genofund of apples
and other fruit in the region. Environmental groups
have teamed up with local farmers to return sheep
and cattle to the area’s meadows, helping to restore
and maintain the rich meadow ecosystems. A range of
public-private partnerships have also been established
around the care of these areas. Taken together, these
initiatives and many others are creating an alterna-
tive — and increasingly very practical — vision for
sustainable development in the region.’

Il. Synthesis of national reports

Unfortunately, relatively little progress has been made
in integrating environmental concerns in general, and
requirements of the Habitats and Birds Directives in
particular, into sectoral policies and programming by
the EU newcomers. Some progress has been made with
regard to agriculture and rural development, where
preparation of the Rural Development Plans, and
especially agri-environmental measures, has forced
a certain measure of co-operation between authori-
ties responsible for agriculture and environment. But
no headway seems to have been made with regard
to infrastructure and regional development. Current
plans of the Polish government for developing the Via
Baltica motorway through the Biebrza National Park,
or of the Bulgarian authorities for pushing the Struma
motorway through the spectacular Kresna Gorge, are
symptomatic of a general approach that tends to disre-
gard natural capital, and pay little more than lip serv-
ice to EU environmental requirements. The situation is
not helped by the fact that, even if the environmental
authorities are fully aware of their rights and respon-
sibilities, they tend to be on the bottom of the political
totem pole.

The challenge is to guide new developments and shape
future patterns of investment and land use in a way that
uses and profits from natural capital without undermin-
ing or destroying it. Enlargement offers the European
Union an opportunity to put its paper commitments to
sustainable development into actual practice.

7) There are a large number of similar initiatives throughout these coun-
tries — for further examples, see among others Rural Livelihoods for
Sustainability: Stories of Rural Regeneration from Central Europe
(Environmental Partnership, 2004); Caring for the Land: A Decade of
Promoting Landscape Stewardship in Central Europe (Environmental
Partnership, 2000); or PAN Parks (www.panparks.org/), which pro-
motes development for local communities through improved conser-

vation of protected areas.
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Financing

Community co-financing

Article 8 of the Habitats Directive requires Member
States to provide to the European Commission, in
parallel with their lists of proposed sites for priority
habitats and species, estimates relating to the Com-
munity co-financing for these sites. Financing for the
management and protection of the Natura 2000 sites is
a responsibility shared by national governments and
the European Community.

In 2002, the European Commission established
a working group (the so-called “Article 8 Working
Group”) to explore solutions to the question of co-
financing for the Natura 2000 network as a whole.
Taking a conservative approach, the Working Group
has estimated that for the EU-15, between € 3.4 and
5.7 billion (and possibly as much as € 8.8 billion) per
year is needed between 2003 and 2013 for the imple-
mentation of Natura 2000%. In addition, the report out-
lined three options for financing Natura 2000:

1. the use of existing EU funding instruments (such as
CAP or Regional funds);

2. the expansion of the EU LIFE Nature fund;

3. the establishment of a new independent, dedicated
Natura 2000 fund.

Following the stakeholder consultation, the European
Commission was expected to publish its recommenda-
tion on Community co-financing for Natura 2000 in
a Comminication to the European Parliament and the
Council in Autumn 2003. At the time of writing this
report in mid-May 2004 the Communication was still
expected.

Recognising the importance of Natura 2000 to ensure
the integration of environmental concerns in sectoral
policies as well as the limited political support that
a dedicated fund for Natura 2000 is likely to receive,
WWEF as well as other environmental organisations (cf
joint BirdLife, EEB, WWF position paper on Financ-
ing Natura 2000) have supported a position that would
allow for a combination of the three alternatives. This
‘combined approach’ should make use of the Structural
Funds, the Common Agricultural Policy and the exist-

Many of the sites listed in this report reflect the rich-
ness in biodiversity that is a ‘by product’ of traditional,
extensive agricultural practices that are still wide-
spread in the new Member States. A special example
of this is the Hungarian Puszta, a semi-natural grass-
land ecosystem stretched between the Alpine and Car-
pathian mountain ranges that is the result of centuries
of extensive grazing by Hungarian grey cattle and
sheep.
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8) Final report on financing Natura 2000, Working Group on Article 8
of the Habitats Directive (November 2002), http://europa.eu.int/

comm/environment/nature/final_report_en.pdf



Ensuring connections between individual sites will be
essential for securing and maintaining favourable con-
servation status for many of the habitats and species
protected under the Habitats Directive. For this reason,
special attention has been paid in developing the NGO
list of proposed sites to ensuring links between sites,
either in the form of corridors or “stepping stones”,
and especially in cross-border areas. Examples of this
are the Tatra Mountains, comprising connecting sites
in Poland and Slovakia; the Carpathians or Beskydy
Mountains in the Polish, Slovak and Czech Republic
border region; and the corridor function that Slovenia
has for the Balkan and Alpine populations of brown
bears (Ursus arctos). These mountain areas are still
covered to aremarkable extent by near natural and
even virgin forests. Also exceptional are the last
remaining stretches of virgin lowland forest, the most
well-known being the Bialowieza forest on the Polish-
Belarussian border.

Il. Synthesis of national reports

ing funding possibilitites provided under the LIFE
fund, and can be summarised as follows:

Structural Funds. The Structural Funds account for
the second largest part of the EU budget. Until now,
funding for regional development paid only little
attention to the protection and maintenance of the
environment and natural resources, despite the fact
that they are of key importance for attaining harmo-
nious, sustainable development in the EU. Regions
that are rich in biodiversity, such as Natura 2000 sites,
should be eligible for Structural Funds in order to
promote development, which respects and preserves
the regions’ natural resources for the benefit of present
and future generations.

This is especially true for the new EU Member States
and candidate countries. A proportion of the Struc-
tural Funds should therefore be dedicated to nature
conservation, including funding for establishing and
maintaining infrastructure, facilitating training, educa-
tion and public awareness activities, land purchase and
other essential investment activities on Natura 2000
sites. This could be achieved by including a new envi-
ronment objective dedicated to maintaining natural
resources as a basis for sustainable development.

WWEF and its partner organisations welcome both the
proposal put forward in the Third Cohesion Report
for a thematic priority focussed on environment and
risk prevention as well as the specific reference to
Natura 2000 that has been included in the proposal
for the Financial Perspectives for 2007-13. Neverthe-
less, we believe that in order to effectively apply the
integration principle — to ensure that environmental
considerations are properly taken into account in all
sectoral policy making — the EU’s main financing
instruments must be legally required to support cor-
rect management of the Natura 2000 network. The
current approach of leaving this to the discretion of
the Member States has not worked.

Moreover, we believe that funding for Natura 2000
should be ring-fenced, i.e. clearly earmarked for sup-
port of Natura 2000, and rules be set to ensure that the
planned expenditure is effectively targetted to achieve
objectives for the network. Earmarking part of these
funds for Natura 2000 will ensure that they are indeed
used for this purpose, and will also make it easier to
follow the amount of funds spent on the network of
Special Protection Areas.
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Common Agricultural Policy. There should also be
an obligation that a proportion of the CAP budget
be allocated to the management of Natura 2000 sites
through the proposed Rural Development Fund. This
would make use of higher rates of modulation, allow
non-farmers to apply for rural development funds,
and give greater incentives to Member States to use
national options for farming that would enhance the
environment.

LIFE Nature. The EU LIFE Nature fund has been
instrumental in the management and restoration of
habitats on Natura 2000 sites, as well as for the conser-
vation of priority species of EU importance across the
EU and in third countries. There are many activities
related to the management of Natura 2000 sites that
need a dedicated environment fund. Environmental
NGOs therefore call for the maintenance of a substan-
tially increased ,,LIFE fund“ to finance essential costs
not covered by the above policies. This fund would
make it possible to guide management of Natura 2000
while covering substantial gaps in financing.

National co-financing

Experience in the existing EU Member States has
shown how inadequate attention to the issue of
financing can undermine the Natura 2000 process as
a whole, causing unnecessary anxiety among various
stakeholders. In some countries, competent authorities
have been in a situation where they have been unable
to provide answers to questions of land owners and
land users that are concerned about the implications of
site designation and the lack of financial schemes for
sites management. In many cases, this has affected the
consultation process as a whole and lead to opposition
to Natura 2000 site designation.

Where it has not yet been done already, it is essential
that the new Member States develop their plans for
financing implementation of Natura 2000 as quickly
as possible in order to be able to effectively use exist-
ing opportunities to cover some of the current costs
related to Natura 2000 through existing EU funding
programmes, and to influence the negotiations on
the EU’s next financial perspectives. National status
reports show however that where financing plans exist,
they are generally inadequate, with unrealistic estima-
tions of costs.’

Worth special mention is the Czech Republic, which
has been particularly thorough in its identification of
Natura 2000 sites and, in contrast to a number of coun-
tries that have relied heavily on foreign support for the
preparatory work, has funded most activities from
its own state budget. A special team has now been
established within the Ministry of Environment that
is responsible for securing funding sources for Natura
2000 in the country.

Main sources of funding, both today and in the next
financial perspective 2007-13, lie in agricultural
support and Structural Funds as well as related pro-
grammes at national level. There is ample evidence,
for example from the province of Lower Austria, that
substantial — if not entirely adequate — funding can be
mobilised even under current programmes for Natura
2000, given the right conditions as well as a fair amount
of creativity and determination'. Unfortunately, those
funds that do exist are not being fully used. Navigat-
ing through the thicket of measures and programmes
is difficult enough, without facing established priori-
ties and political interests. It will be essential in future
not only that funding opportunities are increased and
made easier to access, but that capacity is developed
from national to local levels to actually grasp hold of
these opportunities.

Generally, it seems that there is a great expectation that
the bulk of support for Natura 2000 will come from EU
funds. These are, however, unlikely to cover all needs,
and in any case require co-financing from national
sources. Recognising the burden that implementation
of Natura 2000 can place on Member States, article 8
of the Habitats Directive provides for Community co-
financing to shoulder some of this burden. But this does
not detract from the fact that ultimate responsibility for
implementing the Habitats and Birds Directives clearly
lies first and foremost with the Member States.

9) See footnote 3), page 6.

10) See for example results of a seminar organised by WWF
in co-operation with the Province of Lower Austria and the Austrian
Federal Ministry of Agriculture, Forests, Environment and Water
Management: Implementation of Rural Development Plans in the
CEE Accession Countries (November 24-25, 2003), available at:

www.panda.org/downloads/europe/rdpseminarreport.pdf
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The ‘green backbones’ of mountainous and forested
areas are complemented by the blue life lines, the
rivers that pass through the newest Member States.
The Danube is the most important artery, passing
through four and draining another three of the new
Member States and candidate countries. The river,
its tributary the Tisza and their floodplains feature
prominently particularly in the Hungarian NGO list of
sites. Also important are the Polish Vistula, Oder and
Biebrza rivers; the Czech and Slovak Morava river;
and the Slovenian Mura, Sava, Drava, Soca and Kolpa
rivers. All of these rivers play vital roles as both cor-
ridors and core areas.

The Vistula, for example, often called the “Queen of
Polish Rivers”, supports 75 % of Polish breeding bird
species and is one of the most important corridors for
migrant birds in Europe. In contrast to most other
rivers in Europe, which have been dammed and regu-
lated over the past decades and centuries, relatively
large sections of Central and Eastern European rivers
still display natural processes, including meanders and
formation of sand and gravel banks.
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Management

For the areas that already enjoy protection under
national law, management plans usually already exist
in one form or another. However, more often than not,
these plans are not very detailed and miss any financial
basis. For some other countries, existing management
or spatial plans are not in line with securing favourable
conservation status or the objective of a plan is not tar-
geted to ensure protection of the species or habitats of
concern.

However, a significant part of the Natura 2000 net-
work will consist of previously unprotected areas.
Management of these lands will need to be carried out
by land owners or land users, be they farmers, forest-
ers or hunters. Clarity must be provided by national
authorities as to what is and is not permitted, and how
to receive compensation for additional cost incurred.
Positive in this respect is that Slovakia increased its
budget for 2004 for compensation payments from
approximately € 250,000 to € 2,500,000 — though still
insufficient, a significant increase nonetheless.

Though sufficiently represented in the Natura 2000
network, many important habitat types, e.g. alkaline
fens, wooded meadows, and semi-natural dry grass-
lands, suffer from abandonment or mismanagement.
Delimitation of boundaries and formal nomination
of sites is not an end of the process, but rather the
beginning of the long-term duty of site protection and
management in order to ensure the favourable conser-
vation status as required by Article 1 of the Habitats
Directive.

In addition, all plans and projects likely to affect
a Natura 2000 site should be subject to an assessment
of the implications to the conservation objective of the
site (Articles 6.2—6.4).
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Conclusions

Compared to the significant delays in site designa-
tion suffered in the older EU countries, the process is
relatively well on track in the 10 new Member States.
A number of the lists of pSCI have already been
received by the European Commission, and others
are expected to be on their way. Only in the case of
the Czech Republic, Hungary and possibly Cyprus are
there expected to be significant delays.

In most cases, the scientific preparation, including
identification of sites, has been relatively good. But
greater political will and commitment will be needed
for establishment of the network. Most if not all of
the lists will require additions. In some cases, as with
Poland or Cyprus, these additions will need to be sub-
stantial. Even the relatively solid Slovak list is missing
anumber of key natural values that will need to be
added.

The challenge lies now in dealing with any insuffi-
ciencies — including not only those highlighted in this
report — and moving quickly ahead to secure effective
implementation of the Natura 2000 network. Secur-
ing adequate financing, particularly at atime when
decisions are being made regarding future use of EU
funds, will be critical to future implementation of the
network. Here it is critical that funding opportuni-
ties are not only created at EU level, but also pulled
through to practical implementation on the ground.
Raising awareness and understanding of Natura 2000,
its implications and benefits, will also be essential to
developing understanding and support for the network
among different stakeholders and the general public.

In light of national status reports and previous experi-
ence of Natura 2000 implementation process, WWF
and its partners recommend that:

The Baltic Sea’s shallow areas, including coastal
lagoons, shallow sandbanks, and both coastal and
offshore reefs, serve importantly as spawning and
nursery areas for fish as well as important feeding
and wintering areas for large numbers of sea birds.
The Baltic Sea is also home to harbour porpoises
(Phocoena phocoena) and large numbers of grey seals
(Halichoerus grypus), ringed seals (Phoca hispida)
and harbour seals (Phoca vitulina). Fish populations,
including cod (Gadus morhua), represent an important
value for fisheries.

The shallow and largely enclosed Baltic Sea is by its
very nature vulnerable, and the low diversity makes the
food chains very sensitive to disturbance. The sea sus-
tains a heavy load of pollutants from bordering coun-
tries and is subject to a high degree of human activity,
including fishing, shipping, coastal exploitation and
development of offshore wind power, etc. To prevent
further habitat degradation, many habitats and species
require urgent protection. Unfortunately, knowledge of
the distribution of many marine species and habitats is
still limited, making it difficult to select Sites of Com-
munity Importance and to define their borders. How-
ever, it is clear that as marine species and pollutants
move over long distances, marine Sites of Community
Importance generally need to be quite large.
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Site identification and designation

National authorities must not limit site identifica-
tion to already protected areas and must take into
full account all areas that fulfil the scientific criteria
of the Habitats Directive, with specific considera-
tion to corridors, buffer zones and stepping stones.
It is essential that the areas designated form an eco-
logically coherent network, rather than a patchwork
of already protected areas that have been desig-
nated according to various types of criteria.
Countries must establish a process for reviewing and
completing their lists of proposed sites at national
level with the involvement of NGOs and on the basis
of the scientific criteria set up in the Directive, with-
out waiting for the European mitigation process.
Where insufficiencies have been identified in the
lists, further inventories and research must be
undertaken at national level in order to propose
additional sites, and without further delay. These
tasks should be prioritised for the allocation of EU
funding under the LIFE programme for 2005-06.
The European Commission should develop a clear
calendar to ensure that the biogeographic seminars
relevant for the new Member States do take place
in the course of 2005 and 2006, and that the nec-
essary steps to finalise the national proposed lists
are not further delayed. WWF and its partners call
on the European Commission to develop a clear
calendar to ensure that the biogeographic seminars
relevant for the new Member States do take place
in the course of 2005 and 2006, and that the neces-
sary steps to finalise the national proposed lists are
not further delayed. In addition, national authorities
and the European Commission must ensure that

no funds are allocated to infrastructure and other
projects which endanger potential Natura 2000
sites. This may require delaying allocation of EU
funds where the lists of pSCI are not yet complete.
It is essential that coastal states — Poland, the Baltic
countries, Cyprus and Malta — take part in the work
of the Marine Natura 2000 expert group to also
facilitate their full implementation of the Birds and
Habitats Directives in the marine environment.
Support should be made available to ensure the
transfer of relevant expertise and best practice from
EU countries and, especially, between the future
Member States, particularly when considering
biogeographic scales, such as the Carpathian moun-
tains, which include the territory of several different
countries.
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Implementation

Administrative and institutional capacity must be
strengthened to ensure that the whole Natura 2000
process can be handled as an opportunity for pro-
moting nature conservation and sustainable rural
and regional development. To achieve this aim,
efforts for the implementation of Natura 2000 must
not be limited to the Ministry of Environment but
must be brought to the attention of all other rel-
evant ministries and institutions.

Where not done already, countries should submit to
the European Commission their estimated costs and
needs for EU co-financing wihout further delay in
order to ensure that these needs will be taken into
consideration in the forthcoming decision on EU
financial perspective and co-financing scenarios for
Natura 2000.

Financing for Natura 2000 must be made a clear
priority both by the EU institutions and the new
Member States and candidate countries. Provi-
sions for adequate levels of co-financing for Natura
2000 from Community sources must be included in
the next financial perspective (2007—13). Support
should be earmarked for Natura 2000 in the Struc-
tural Funds, the Common Agricultural Policy, as
well as LIFE Nature or successor programme.
National governments must provide for adequate
support for the Natura 2000 network, recognising
that this is not only required as co-financing for
Community support, but also that responsibility for
implementation of Natura 2000 lies first and fore-
most with the Member States themselves.

In planning their support for the network, the new
Member States should not overlook the substan-
tial opportunities that already exist for drawing
down Community co-financing for implementation
of Natura 2000, including from agricultural and
regional development funds.

National authorities and the European Commis-
sion must ensure that no funds are allocated to
infrastructure and other projects which endanger
present or future Natura 2000 sites. Many potential
Natura 2000 sites are already under threat. National
governments must ensure that all decisions on spa-
tial planning comply with the EU’s environmental



Il. Synthesis of national reports

acquis. In addition to the requirements set out by
articles 6.3 and 6.4 of the Habitats Directive, com-
pliance with the obligations concerning environ-
mental impact assessment, access to environmental
information, water protection as well as river basin
management is essential to ensure that new devel-
opments and land use planning is done in a way
that uses and profits from natural capital without
undermining or destroying it.

Substantially greater efforts are needed to raise
awareness and understanding of Natura 2000,
including the implications it will have for land and
resource use as well as the benefits and opportuni-
ties that it can yield. Awareness raising and educa-
tion is especially urgent among relevant authorities
at regional and local levels; as well as special inter-
est groups such as farmers, land owners, business
owners, hunters and fishermen.

Summary of reports
for Bulgaria and Romania

Like the new Member States, Bulgaria and Romania
must submit their lists of proposed Sites of Com-
munity Importance by their date of accession, which
for both countries is currently expected to be in 2007.
Those responsible at the Ministries of Environment,
although well aware of the enormity of their task, gen-
erally lack the capacity and the financial as well as the
human resources to meet the challenge of implement-
ing Natura 2000 in their countries. Preparations for
Natura 2000 that are being undertaken by or on behalf
of the Bulgarian and Romanian governments are
largely financed from foreign sources and with con-
sultation and supervision from foreign experts, as has
been the case in some other countries such as Lithua-
nia. In Bulgaria, the Danish aid programme DANCEE
has been supporting a two-year project focussed on
data compilation and site identification as well as
capacity building. A similar project, financed by the
Dutch agency Senter International, has just concluded
the conception phase in Romania. NGO involvement
in both projects is relatively strong.

In both Bulgaria and Romania, relevant legislation
has been transposed into national law, though imper-
fectly — in both cases, additional points or changes will
still need to be incorporated into the national legisla-
tion. As in other countries, requirements of the Habi-
tats and Birds Directives are scarcely taken note of in
sectoral planning, especially with regard to regional
and infrastructure development.

A very positive development in both countries has been
the increasing activity of nongovernmental organisa-
tions. In Bulgaria, NGOs including WWF, Green Bal-
kans, Balkani Wildlife Society, and BirdLife Bulgaria
have been closely involved in preparations, including
site designation, capacity building, and legal analysis
of relevant legislation. Work by Bulgarian NGOs has
for example led to the adoption of 15 new habitats to
the working lists for pSCI identification. A national
meeting of stakeholders, organised by the NGOs and
with involvement of the Ministry of Environment, is
scheduled for June 29, 2004.
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Activity among NGOs in Romania has gone from vir-
tually nothing in September 2003 to a very substantial
programme of activities today. The NGO Coalition
on Natura 2000 in Romania, which was established
in October 2003, includes 32 active members that
are involved in information gathering and evaluation,
capacity building, and awareness raising. Here too,
a national stakeholder workshop was organised with
involvement of the Romanian Ministry of Environ-
ment on May 22-23, 2004.

Threats to potential Natura 2000 sites in Bulgaria and
Romania are numerous and similar to the threats faced
in the newest Member States. Improved navigation of
the Danube, one of the priority projects planned by the
EU as part of its Trans European Network for Trans-
portation (TEN-T), could have far-reaching impacts
not only on the river’s mid-section passing through
Slovakia and Hungary, but also on the most valuable
lower stretch between Bulgaria and Romania. Sig-
nificant dredging and other modifications could have
disastrous consequences for nature values within the
Lower Danube Green Corridor, a series of protected
areas and restoration projects that are being developed
by Bulgaria, Romania, Moldova and Ukraine''.

Another priority project of the Trans-European Net-
works for Transportation is the Struma motorway'?,
which according to current plans of the Bulgarian
government will pass through — and destroy — the
outstanding natural values found in the Kresna Gorge.
As in other cases, such as the Via Baltica in Poland,
viable alternatives exist; the question is not so much
whether or not to build the motorway, but rather where
it should be built and under what conditions. Smaller-
scale infrastructure projects, which could have equally
far-reaching consequences if poorly implemented,
include construction of smaller hydro-power plants on
virtually every Bulgarian river.

1ll. Synthesis of national reports

There is generally a low level of awareness among
relevant actors of what the consequences are of imple-
menting Natura 2000, especially about the positive
effects on rural development. Priority in the coming
years should be given to capacity building in the rel-
evant institutions, the organisation of broad consulta-
tions involving all relevant stakeholders and securing
financing both from national as well as EU sources. At
the same time, it is imperative that threats to potential
Natura 2000 sites are dealt with at the earliest possible
stage in order to ensure the long-term and sustainable
use of these countries’ prodigious natural capital.

11) See: www.panda.org/about wwf/where we work/europe/where/
danube_carpathian/danube_river basin/lower danube green

corridor.cfm

12) See: www.kresna.org
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Bulgaria

WWF Danube — Carpathian Programme,
Bulgarian Country Office

Vesselina Kavrakova, Ivan Hristov

Tcanko Tcerkovski Str. 67/3/3

1421 Sofia, Bulgaria

tel/fax: +359 29640545

tel: +359 29640546
kavrakova@internet-bg.net
ihristov@internet.bg.net
www.panda.org/about_ wwf/where we work/europe/
where/danube_carpathian/

Cyprus

Federation of Ecological and Environmental
Organisations in Cyprus

Antonia Theodosiou

28, Athalassas Avenue, Strovolos 2012,
Nicosia, Cyprus

tel: +35722 313750

fax: +35722 879241

info@oikologiafeco.org

Czech Republic

Arnika

Viastimil Karlik

Hudeckova 1, 40501 Décin, Czech Republic
tel: +420 412510650

mobile: +420737551108
priroda@arnika.org

Veronica Ecological Institute

Dr. Mojmir Viasin

Pansk4 9, 602 00 Brno, Czech Republic
tel: +420 542422775

fax: +420 542422752
mojmir.vlasin@een.cz
WWWw.veronica.cz

lll. Contacts

Estonia

Estonian Fund for Nature

Kdirg Kama, Natura 2000

Riia 185A, Tartu, Estonia

P.O. Box 245, Tartu 50002, Estonia
tel: +372 7428443

fax: +372 7428 166
karg@elfond.ee

www.elfond.ee

Hungary

WWF-Hungary

Brigitta Bézso, Natura 2000 Officer
Németvolyi ut 78/b, 1124 Budapest. Hungary
tel: +36 12145554

fax: +36 12129353

brigitta.bozso@wwf.hu

www.wwf.hu

Latvia

WWF-Latvia

Ints Mednis

Elizabetes Str. 8-4, 1010 Riga, Latvia
tel: +371 7505640, Fax: +371 505651
IMednis@wwf.org.lv

www.wwi.lv

Lithuania

Lithuanian Fund for Nature

Dr. Pranas Mierauskas, Executive Director
Algirdo St. 22-3

LT-03012 Vilnius

tel: +370 52310700

fax: +370 52310441

Pranas.m@glis.1t.

www.glis.It

Malta

Nature Trust (Malta)

Vincent Attard

P.O. Box 9, Valletta CMR 01, Malta
tel/fax: +356 21313 150
info@naturetrustmalta.org
www.naturetrustmalta.org
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Poland

WWF Poland

Katarzyna Nowak, Natura 2000 Officer
ul. Wisniowa 38

02520 Warszawa

tel: +48 2284984 69

fax: +48 226463672

knowak@wwf.pl

www.wwi.pl

Slovakia

Daphne — Institute of Applied Ecology

Eva Viestova, Natura 2000 Officer

Podunajska 24, 821 06 Bratislava, Slovak Republic
tel/fax: +421 245524019

viestova@changenet.sk

www.daphne.sk

Slovenia

Slovenian Society for Bird Research and Nature
Protection

Milan Vogrin

Ptujska c. 91, SI-2327 Race, Slovenia

tel: +386 27883050

milan.vogrin@guest.arnes.si

Romania

WWF Danube-Carpathian Programme,
Romanian office

Erika Stanciu

Str. Lnuga 39

2200 Brasov, Romania

tel/fax: +40 268477054

erikas@zappmobile.ro
www.panda.org/about wwf/where we_ work/europe/
where/danube_carpathian/

General

WWF Accession Coordinator

Andreas Beckmann

c/o WWF Austria

Ottakringerstr. 114-116, A-1160 Wien, Austria
tel: +43 148817238

mobile: +43 676 83488 238

fax: +431 48817277
andreas.beckmann@wwf.at
www.panda.org/accession

WWF European Policy Office

Sandra Jen

WWF European Policy Office

36 avenue de Tervuren Box 12, 1040 Brussels,
Belgium

tel: +32 27438813

fax: +32 27438819

sjen@wwfepo.org

www.panda.org/epo

BirdLife International

Zoltan Waliczky, Accession co-ordinator
c/o RSPB, The Lodge

Sandy, Bedfordshire, SG19 2DL, UK
tel: +44 1767 680551
zoltan.waliczky@rspb.org.uk

CEEWESB Policy Office

Dorottya Papp, Natura 2000 co-ordinator
Ulloi ut 91/B, 1091 Budapest, Hungary
tel/fax: +36 12170803

www.ceeweb.org
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IV. National reports and lists of sites

IV. National reports

and lists of sites

[ EU Member States
I Accession to EU on May 1, 2004
I Accession to EU expected 2007

Expected to begin accession negotiations
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Legend: Map of proposed sites
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Map with distribution of sites with
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IV. National reports and lists of sites — Czech Republic

Czech Republic

Compiled by: Dr. Mojmir Viasin,
Veronica Ecological Institute,
with support from 10 experts'?

Area: 78,866 km?
(approximately the size of Austria)

Terrain: Bohemia in the west consists of roll-
ing plains, hills, and plateaus surrounded by low
mountains; Moravia in the east consists of very
hilly country, bounded by the Carpathians in the
east. The Vltava (Moldau) river flows south to
north in the west, meeting the Labe (Elbe) river
just north of Prague; the Morava (March) river
flows through Moravia in the east.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Elbe
River — 115 m, highest point — Snézka in northern
Bohemia — 1,602 m.

Land use: arable land — 41 %, permanent crops —
2 %, permanent pastures — 11 %, forests and wood-
land — 34 %, other — 12 % (1993 est.).

Protected areas: 4 National Parks (110,304 ha);
24 Protected Landscape Areas (1,041,565 ha) —
together comprise 14.6 % of Czech territory;
approximately 1,500 small sites protected as natu-
ral reserves or monuments.

Population: 10,264,212 (July 2001 est.).

Capital: Prague (1,181,000 inhabitants).

Comments on sites proposed by NGOs
for selected habitats and species

Many of the Natura 2000 sites proposed for the Czech
Republic are located along the country’s borders. This
reflects not only the richness of biodiversity found in
the low mountains that ring the country, but also the
relative state of preservation and limited development
of this area, much of which was recently protected
within the folds of the Iron Curtain.

The largest area proposed by NGOs for inclusion in the
Natura 2000 network consist of three connected sites
stretched along the Czech-Slovak border up to Poland:
the White Carpathians, Hostynské a Vizovické High-
lands and Beskydy Mountains. They are not only rich
in habitats but are also home to large carnivores such
as the brown bear (Ursus arctos), lynx (Lynx lynx),
wolf (Canis lupus) and also the otter (Lutra lutra).
Together with the adjacent Slovak and Polish territo-
ries of the Carpathians (which are also proposed as
Natura 2000 sites) they form an area that is of a vital
interest for the survival of these species.

A similar situation exists on the German-Austrian
border, along which there is alarge area (mostly
within the Sumava National Park) bordering Natura
2000 sites in the neighbouring countries. Also very
valuable are sites that have been relatively preserved
within former and present military training areas
including Stinava, Doupovské hory, Libava, Boletice,
and Mlada.

A complete list of sites proposed by NGOs, covering
all habitats and species on the annexes of the Habitats
Directive, will be available from June 1, 2004 on the
Internet at: www.veronica.cz, or from Dr. Mojmir
Vlasin of CSOP Veronica (mojmir.vlasin@ecn.cz)

13) Doc. Karel Hudec DrSc; RNDr. Josef Chytil; Doc. Véra Zelena;
RNDr. Martin Culek; Doc. Milan Chytry PhD.; Dr. Kvéta
Moravkova; Doc. Vlastik Kostkan PhD.; Dr. Jan Farkag;

Petr Filippov; Mirek Mikat.
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Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

The Act on Nature Conservation needed for imple-
menting Natura 2000 in the Czech Republic failed to
pass Parliament by a single vote in the autumn 2003,
but was finally adopted in April 2004. The law includes
significant flaws that will need to be addressed, includ-
ing unclear responsibility. Late passage of the Act on
Nature Conservation has delayed finalisation of the list
of pSCI for the Czech Republic. The preliminary list
of pSCI is complete, but must still be consulted with
relevant stakeholders before being submitted to the
European Commission, which is not expected to occur
until the end of summer 2004.

The Czech Ministry of Environment, which is respon-
sible for Natura 2000 in the Czech Republic, charged
the Czech Agency for Nature Conservation and Land-
scape Protection with collecting data and preparing
the official list of sites. The Protected Landscape
Areas Administration and National Park Administra-
tion are also involved.

Financing

A total of approximately 200 million CZK or € 6 mil-
lion to be used over a five-year period (1999-2004)
was available and used for Natura 2000 mapping and
creation of the first proposal, carried out by the Agency.
Of the 200 million CZK, 5 million CZK or € 150,000
went to species mapping, the rest was used for habitat
mapping and technical work. This amounts to an esti-
mated 75 % of the costs of implementing Natura 2000
all coming from a separate budget for Natura 2000
at the Ministry of Environment. In addition to this,
an unknown portion of the budget of the Agency for
Nature Conservation is also reserved for Natura 2000.
Certainly compared to the funds reserved for technical
environmental measures, such as water treatment and
clean air (20.1 billion CZK or € 638 million in 2001,
80.1% of which was used for air pollution and clean-
ing of water), the budget is very small.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Czech Republic

Communications and awareness raising

A governmental communications strategy that was
prepared by the Agency for Nature Conservation and
submitted to the Ministry of Environment in Febru-
ary 2003 called for 18 million CZK (€ 540,000) in
funding for activities including a national awareness
raising campaign. Administration of the funds was
unexpectedly taken over by the Protected Land-
scapes Areas Administration, with uncertain results
and impact. A portion of the support went toward
a series of activities organised by the Czech Union
for Nature Conservation and other NGOs and target-
ted both at the general public and certain stakeholder
groups. Examples of these activities are excursions to
potential Natura 2000 areas and the planned distribu-
tion of information brochures. Activities are running
from November 2003 through July 2004. A number
of articles in newspapers and specialist magazines
have appeared and seminars organised for scientific
experts and government officials. Two documentaries
on Natura 2000 have been produced; the first is being
broadcast on Czech Television (Channel 2) at the end
of May.

Stakeholder involvement
To date, consultation with stakeholders has only been
organised for SPA, in the form of hearings financed
by the Government and organised by NGOs (Czech
Ornithological Society, Czech Union for Nature Con-
servation — Veronica, etc).

Co-operation between the Ministry of Environ-
ment and NGOs on preparation for Natura 2000 has
been fair. From the beginning, NGOs including the
Botanical Society, the Czech Society for Ornithology
(Czech BirdLife partner), Czech Union for Nature
Conservation and Arnika, have been involved in site
identification for Natura 2000. The Czech Society for
Ornithology has prepared, on behalf of the Ministry of
Environment, a comprehensive and elaborate proposal
of Special Protection Areas (SPA). Starting in 2001,
NGOs have been working with the Ministry of Envi-
ronment and Nature Conservation Agency in organi-
sation of various workshops and seminars related to
Natura 2000. An NGO coalition for Natura 2000 (Koa-
lice Natura) was established in early 2003.?



IV. National reports and lists of sites — Czech Republic

Site management

For two pilot areas management plans where written
during a project funded through the Dutch MATRA
programme that ran from 2001-2003. It was carried
out by a consortium of Arnika and a number of foreign
consultancies such as DHV from the Netherlands. In
January 2004, the Ministry of Environment together
with the Ministry of Finance and with financial sup-
port from the European Commission — DG Environ-
ment put out a tender for a capacity building project
focusing on the implementation of Natura 2000 in
15 sites, including the development of management
plans. The tender has been won by a consortium of
Dutch, Danish and British companies together with
the Czech NGO Arnika and Palacky University in
Olomouc. The project will run from April 2004 until
the end of September 2005. Apart from the activities
undertaken in the framework of these two projects, no
management plans have yet been written.

Threats to sites
The following sites are currently under threat from
large infrastructure projects:

pSCI Ceské stfedohoii and Griinwald and SPA
Vychodni Krusné hory, threatened by construction
of the D8 highway from Praha to Dresden.

pSCI Rozsitené Poodii as well as SPA Hetmansky
stav-Odra-Poolzi and Hrani¢ni meandry Odry,
threatened by the D47 highway from Lipnik

nad Bec¢vou to Katowice in Poland.

SPA Pélava and pSCI Palava a Podluzi, threatened
by the construction of the R52 motorway from
Pohotelice to Mikulov.

SPA Bzenecka Doubrava-Straznické Pomoravi,
threatened by the construction of the R55 motorway

SPA Komarov threatened by the construction of the
R35 motorway

pSCI Labské piskovce, threatened by development
of the Elbe waterway from Hfensko to M¢lnik.

pSCI Palava a Podluzi, threatened by oil extraction
near Breclav as well as the SPA: Soutok-Tvrdon-
icko, Bzenecka Doubrava-Straznické Pomoravi

pSCI: Skatiny, Osypané bichy, Filena a Zahlinické
rybniky, Zastudanci, Slavikovy ostrovy, Hrabanov-
ska Cernava, Poodii, Hefmansky stav-Odra-Poolzi,
Litovelské Pomoravi a Labské Piskovce — all threa-
tened by planned construction of the Danube-Oder-
-Elbe Canal.

pSCI Jeseniky, threatened by the construction of
the Nové Herminovy dam.

pSCI Sumava and SPA Boletice, threatened by the
development of a ski resort.

In many cases, including the R52 and D8 motorways
as well as the Danube-Oder-Elbe canal, the projects in
question will seek significant support from EU funds.
It is imperative that a full Strategic Environmental
Assessment be conducted for each project before any
funding is provided, and that, if necessary, alternatives
are followed, mitigation measures are undertaken, or
projects even cancelled.

Conclusions and priority actions

Publish official list of pSCI and SPA.
Broad discussion with stakeholders
(including NGOs).

Preparation of good management plans.
Establishing Natura 2000 sites

(with wardens, clear borders

and favourable conditions)
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IV. National reports and lists of sites — Hungary

Hungary

Compiled by: Brigitta Bozso, WWF-Hungary

Area: 93,030 km? (somewhat larger than Austria)

Terrain: mostly flat, with hills and low mountains
to the western part of the country and along its
border. The feet of the Carpathians and the Alps
stretch along the Slovak and Austrian border. Two
main rivers run through the country: the Danube
and the Tisza.

Lake Balaton, Central Europe’s largest lake, lies
in the west; Lake Fert6 (Neusiedler See) is in
the northwest, divided by the Austro-Hungarian
border.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Tisza River
78 m, highest point — Kekes 1,014 m

Land use: 51 % arable land, 3.6 % permanent

crops, 12.4% pastures, 19 % forests and woodland
19 %, other — 14 % (1999)

Protected areas: 10 national parks (484,883 ha),

36 Protected Landscape Areas (309,817 ha), and
142 Protected Sites (25,927 ha), Nature Reserves
and Natural Monuments (together with locally pro-
tected reserves ca. 10 % of the country’s territory).

Population: 10,197,119 (2001)

Capital: Budapest (1,775,203 inhabitants, 2001)

Comments on sites proposed by NGOs
for selected habitats and species

At the moment, approximately 10% of the country’s
territory is protected. Extension of this protected area
network through implementation of the Natura 2000
network (resulting in roughly a doubling of area under
protection) is a very important step and would be
a great achievement.

Thanks to better environmental conditions and tradi-
tional farming practices, some species such as the otter
(Lutra lutra) and suslik (Spermophilus citellus) that
are rare in western countries are still quite common
in Hungary.

Hungary’s main rivers, including the Danube, Tisza,
and Drava, are among the most important biodiver-
sity corridors, providing living conditions for many
freshwater species of European importance. Alluvial
forests are potentially very valuable habitats, although
they have been significantly degraded as the result of
intensive forestry practices. Remaining core habitats
are threatened in some cases with extinction.

Cross-border sites are very important, as are grassland
habitats, especially in view of rural development activ-
ities. Border areas, such as the Northern Mountains
are especially important for large carnivores. Most
of these territories contain protected areas, includ-
ing national parks, but the extension of the protected
network is very important for species that need large
areas and have complex habitat requirements.

Thanks to varying climatic and special soil condi-
tions, the surroundings of Budapest, especially the
Buda Hills, are among the most precious biodiversity
areas. They are home to valuable habitats and species,
including the endemic Dolomite flax (Linum dolo-
miticum) or the yellow lady’s slipper (Cypripedium
calceolus). Unfortunately, these areas are under strong
pressure from urban and infrastructure development
and other human pressure. Extension of the Natura
2000 network should help mediate needs for develop-
ment without threatening the future survival of this
outstanding natural heritage.
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Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

The government’s list of proposed Sites of Community
Importance (pSCI) is completed and available on the
Ministry of Environment’s website (www.kvvm.hu/
dokumentum.php?content_id=426). In order to
be officially adopted, however, the Law on Nature Con-
servation must first be amended. At the time of writing
mid-May), draft legislation had been submitted to the
Parliament, which was expected to vote on the amend-
ments by their last session in early June. The amended
law will give the Government the power to adopt by
governmental decree the list of pSCI and SPA. The
proposed list of sites must then be made available for
consultation by local stakeholders for a period of 15
days. Comments and objections will be collected and
considered by the Ministry of Environment, though
the authorities are not bound to respect these opinions.
This all must take place before the final list of sites is
agreed. Current planning sees these steps occurring in
very short order, so that the final list of pSCI and SPA
can be submitted to the European Commission by the
end of June. It is quite possible, however, that this pre-
cise timeline will suffer delays, and the submission of
the list of sites will slip into autumn.

Financing

According to rough cost estimates for financing of
Natura 2000 (based upon Article 8. Working Group
report), the establishment and management of the
network in Hungary would cost 2 billion HUF (ca. € 8
million) per year. According to the National Conser-
vation Plan ca. € 7 million should be spent for Natura
2000 (monitoring and research, reporting, communi-
cations, management) in the first two years. However
this amount is not secured and allocated in the state
budget yet. All financing options that to date have
been planned to contribute to Natura 2000, including
the state budget, “Green source” Central Environmen-
tal Fund and national Agri-environmental Programme,
are in flux following merging of the Central Environ-
mental Fund with the Water Funds as well as general
cuts in the state budget, which inevitably will affect
support available for nature conservation.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Hungary

Communications and awareness raising

The Hungarian government does not have a compre-
hensive communications strategy for Natura 2000.
A communications initiative on Natura 2000 is now
being undertaken by the Hungarian Natura 2000 NGO
working group with support of € 40.000 from the Hun-
garian Ministry of Environment as well as additional
sources, including the EU PHARE programme. The
initiative, which was launched on May 6, 2004 and
will run for a couple months, will consist largely of
training and awareness raising for key stakeholders,
including local governments and farmers, as well
as mobile exhibits on Natura 2000. The agreement
signed by the NGOs with the Hungarian Ministry also
mentions further cooperation on awareness raising for
Natura 2000, support for which should come from the
Central Environmental Fund.

Stakeholder involvement

Members of the NGO working group on Natura 2000
(National Society of Conservationists, MME/BirdLife
Hungary, CEEWEB and WWF-Hungary) were con-
sulted by the national authorities at an early stage of
preparation for Natura 2000. BirdLife Hungary has
been closely involved in the creation of the official list
of Special Protection Areas (SPA).

The governmental decree that will publicise the list of
proposed Sites of Community Importance also states
that the government must put a map with location
of the site on display at the local government office
together with the list of relevant species and habitats.
Further distribution of information is carried out by
the town clerk according to local procedures. Local
residents have the opportunity to express their opinion,
which should then be considered by the Conservation
Authority, though they are not bound to follow these
opinions.



IV. National reports and lists of sites — Hungary

Site management

The draft Natura 2000 legislation does not contain any
provisions regarding site management. According to
current legislation, when a site is designated as a pro-
tected area, the authorities send the management plan
to land owners informing them of the measures that
must be taken and the possibilities to receive subsidies
or compensation. It is likely that the same procedure
will be followed with Natura 2000 sites, although the
legislative and financial background for provisions
(e.g. compensation) has not yet been established.

Apart from sites already protected like National Parks,
no management plans have been written nor are they
under development. The Conservation Authority will
kick off planning work after the sites are designated.

Threats to sites

Some sites that are proposed for the Natura 2000 net-
work are already deteriorating. Their current status is
not protected, and it is likely that the valuable species
and habitats they contain are going to disappear before
the sites are even officially designated, let alone pro-
tected. Examples of such areas include clear fellings in
the Nagykodrds forest. An especially controversial case
is the planned — and already authorised — construction
of a NATO radar on Zeng6 Hill.

Another typical threat is the urban sprawl that is espe-
cially significant around Budapest. The Buda Hills are
in fact one of the most important biodiversity hotspots
of Hungary. It is likely that the short-term benefits of
selling land for housing development will be claimed
as “overriding public interest” in the future, under-
mining the long-term public benefits of favourable
environmental conditions, rich in biodiversity. Many
examples of this could be mentioned here, though one
in particular is the old clay-mine in Szazhalombatta
that is surrounded by protected areas and a pSCI site.

Major transportation projects, such as development of
shipping along the Danube waterway transport corri-
dor, also pose a serious threat. The Danube project is
one of 30 priority projects being promoted by the EU
as part of the Trans-European Network for Transporta-
tion (TEN-T), and that are expected to enjoy priority
for funding from the EU as well as European Invest-
ment Bank. It is imperative that a full Strategic Envi-
ronmental Assessment is undertaken for these projects
before any investment or work begins, in order to
ensure that economic interests will not overrule envi-
ronmental legislation.

In Croatia, gravel mining in the Drava river and the
planned construction of the Novo Virje hydropower
dam will have a serious impact on the river and hydro-
logical regime, not only in Croatia but also in Hungary
as well — affecting valuable riparian areas including
the Drava National Park. Gravel mining is also taking
place on a smaller-scale on the Hungarian side of the
Drava river. Despite close monitoring of authorities
and NGOs, in many cases information on the destruc-
tion of sites comes too late, after damage has already
been done.

Conclusions and priority actions

Publication and communication of list of proposed
Sites of Community Importance.

Capacity building (increase of staff and resources)
for relevant National Park administrations.

Ensure proper financing for establishment of
Natura 2000 network (including compensation fund,
Hungarian agri-environmental programme,
Central Environmental Fund, co-financing

for LIFE-Nature).

Update and collection of new scientific data.

Strict implementation of conservation legislation,
including governmental decree on Natura 2000
expected in early May, Strategic Environmental
Assessments, etc.
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Legend: Map of proposed sites
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Lithuanian sites, size 600-301 km?

Map with distribution of sites with
Active raised bogs — 7110




IV. National reports and lists of sites — Lithuania

Lithuania

Compiled by: Pranas Mierauskas,
Lithuanian Fund for Nature

Area: 65,200 km? (roughly the size of Ireland).

Terrain: alternation of lowlands with highlands,
many scattered small lakes, fertile soil, Baltic coast
with sandy, stony bottoms and shallow areas.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Baltic Sea
0 m, highest point — Juozapines/Kalnas 293.6 m.

Land use: arable land — 39 %, permanent crops —
9%, permanent pastures — 6 %, forests and wood-
land — 31 %, other — 15% (2001).

Protected Areas: 5 National Parks (152,294 ha),
4 State Nature Reserves (23,805 ha), 30 Regional
Parks (409,911 ha), 54 Landscape Reserves
(58,428 ha).

Population: 3,610,535 (July 2001 est.).

Capital: Vilnius (600,000 inhabitants).

Comments on sites proposed by NGOs
for selected habitats and species

The selected sites are important in terms of breeding
and feeding grounds, as well as stepping stones for
migratory species. The main principle for selection
of sites was to suggest arelevant percentage of dis-
tribution of habitat types as well as population size of
(especially priority) species, and to ensure favourable
conservation status.

The proposed marine sites represent sea areas (coastal
lagoons, sandbanks and reefs) that are important for
marine biodiversity in Lithuania and the Baltic Sea
e.g. important spawning and nursery areas for fish and
feeding and wintering areas for sea birds. Knowledge
of the distribution of many marine species and habitats
in Lithuania is still insufficient, making it is difficult to
select SCIs and to define the borders.

Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites
The Ministry of Environment adopted the first portion
of 57 pSCI on March 2, 2004; additional sites were
adopted by the ministry in April, bringing the total
number of pSCI to 274. Lithuania’s list of pSCI was
received by the European Commission in early May.
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Financing

The Lithuanian Government and the Ministry of
Environment have no special budget for implement-
ing Article 6 of the Habitats Directive, which deals
with site management. An estimated 5 million LTL
(€ 1.4 million) is however needed to carry out the
necessary management measures (habitats and spe-
cies management). For information and recreation
facilities, on the other hand there an annual budget
was allocated, though the exact amount varied every
year. For 2004—2005 there are plans to get support
from EU structural funds: 2.3 million LTL (€ 0.66 mil-
lion) for preparation or amendment of existing plan-
ning schemes (spatial plans), 1.7 million LTL (€ 0.46
million) for monitoring activities and necessary equip-
ment, 10.5 million LTL (€ 3 million) for implementa-
tion activities (building or restoration of information
centres, museums, exhibitions, nature trails, and
some amount for nature management), 3 million LTL
(€ 0.86 million) for removing of abandoned build-
ings in protected areas (e.g. collective farms, garages,
former military camps and other buildings from the
soviet times). Though the amount seems to be signifi-
cant, the majority of resources would be allocated not
for implementing article 6 of the Habitats directive,
but for building and improvement of recreation and
tourism information facilities with lower priority for
nature conservation.

Communications and awareness raising

A series of meetings have been held with local stake-
holders to discuss sites designated for Natura 2000
(see below, stakeholder involvement) In the past 2-3
years numerous meetings and communication activi-
ties such as newspaper articles and TV programmes
have been organised in Lithuania in the framework of
a DANCEE project and carried out by a Danish con-
sultancy. Unfortunately there are no plans for future
stakeholders’ involvement in the Natura 2000 imple-
mentation process.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Lithuania

Stakeholder involvement

Lithuania has strict procedures for establishing pro-
tected areas and virtually always follows this pro-
cedure. According to Lithuanian law, land owners,
municipal and governmental representatives should
agree with the establishment of a protected area,
including future Natura 2000 sites. Plans to establish
protected areas must be announced in advance, and
stakeholders invited to a public meeting at which they
can express their opinion on site designation, site
boundaries, management regimes and conservation
status. The government is then obliged to take into
account these local opinions, but is not obliged to
decide in their favour. Since it is required by law, in all
cases meetings have been held with local stakeholders.
In the case when land owners and other stakeholders
do not agree on the designation of sites, the areas are
not designated and the State Protected Areas Service
removes this site from the Natura 2000 list.

Management plans

To date, no management plans have been prepared
for pSCI. There are prepared planning schemes (ter-
ritorial or spatial plans), but they are not in line with
the Habitats directive article 6 requirements. There
is a PHARE project for the preparation of 60 (40 for
pSCI and 20 for SPA) management plans. But it is no
guarantee that plans will be developed as management
plans. They could also develop as spatial planning
schemes which do not necessarily contribute to imple-
mentation of Article 6 in the selected sites. The State
Protected Areas Service is planning to develop new
or to amend existing planning schemes for a certain
amount of protected areas which are going to be des-
ignated as Natura 2000.
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Threats to sites

Part of the forest in Europe’s Centre landscape reserve
has been proposed as a pSCI. Unfortunately, the State
Protected Areas Service has made an agreement with
the county authorities and a number of private busi-
nesses to turn the site into an entertainment area.
The State Protected Areas Service has also agreed
to decrease the total area of the landscape reserve in
order to accommodate more commercial interests, e.g.
golf fields.

The Padauguvos and Babtai-Varluva forests qualify as
pSCI, but the land owners do not agree to designate
these as protected areas.

The Baltoji Voke fish pond is a very important area for
breeding and migratory birds. It qualifies as an SPA,
and has been nominated as a pSCI for certain amphib-
ian species. However, land owners have objected to
establishment of the Natura 2000 site. In fact, a major-
ity of the fish ponds in Lithuania could be established
as SPA, but the situation is the same — in many cases
land owners do not agree with site designation as an
SPA. According to Lithuanian law, it is very difficult
to designate a protected area against the objections of
land owners.

Development of the Warsaw-Kaunas railway, a pri-
ority project for the EU’s Trans-European Network
for Transportation, could, depending on its routing,
have a negative impact on potential Natura 2000 sites.
A comprehensive Environmental Impact Assessment
report has not been developed and made public.

Conclusions and priority actions

Effectively implement relevant

nature conservation legislation.

Change the institutional structure by establishing
a nature conservation agency or department within
the Environment Protection Agency;

Change priorities at the Protected Areas Service
from facilities/visitors management

to nature management.

Establish a monitoring system to estimate

the effectiveness of nature management

in protected areas.
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IV. National reports and lists of sites — Malta

Malta

Compiled by: Vincent Attard, Nature Trust Malta

Total area: 316 km?

Terrain: mostly low, rocky, flat to dissected
plains; many coastal cliffs

Elevation extremes: lowest point —
Mediterranean Sea 0 m; highest point —

Ta‘Dmejrek 253 m (near Dingli)

Land use: arable land — 31.25 %, permanent
crops — 3.13 %, other — 65.62 % (1998 est.)

Population: 400,420 (July 2003 est.)

Capital: Valletta

Comments on NGO List of sites

The Maltese islands feature some extraordinary natu-
ral areas of high ecological importance. Among exam-
ples are endemic fauna (lizards) and flora, important
breeding grounds for birds on the western cliffs as
well as typical Mediterranean habitats such as the Gar-
rigue (a low-growing, secondary vegetation, whose
dominant plants are aromatic herbs and prickly dwarf
shrubs). Many of Malta’s endemic species already
enjoy legal protection.

Pressures on the land are high on the relatively small
and densely populated islands that make up Malta. In
February 2004, Nature Trust Malta submitted a list of
sites for Natura 2000 to the Malta Environment and
Planning Authority. While creating this list Nature
Trust Malta was well aware of the existing pressures
on the potential sites and therefore made sure that their
proposal would ensure that a representative sample of
the Maltese natural values would be preserved. This
report includes the complete list of Natura 2000 sites
that has been proposed by Nature Trust Malta. Their
presentation is in a slightly different format from those
given for other countries.
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Status of official preparations

Status of government list of sites

Responsibility for preparing a list of pSCI and SPA for
Malta lies with the Malta Environment and Planning
Authority, which is under the charge of the Ministry of
Rural Affairs and Environment. The list of pSCI has
been completed, approved by the Ministry for Rural
Affairs and Environment, and sent to the European
Commission. The list is available on the website
of the Malta Environment and Planning Authority
(www.mepa.org.mt).

Unfortunately, two of the most important sites have
not been included in the government’s proposed list of
sites. They are:

1. The Ta* Cenc cliff area, which has long been
an important bird area for various species such
as the rare Spectacled Warbler (Sylvia conspicil-
lata), the Corn Bunting (Miliaria calandra), the
Blue Rock Thrush (Monticola solitarius) as well
as holding one of the most impressive colonies of
Cory’s Shearwater (Calonectris diomedea) in the
Maltese islands and a small colony of the other-
wise elusive Storm Petrel (Hydrobates pelagicus).
The area includes a rich plant biodiversity in its
garigue and rupestral habitats with several rare
and/or endemic species such as: the National Plant
Maltese Rock Centaury (Palaeocyanus crassifo-
lius), Ophrys lutea, Centaurea melitensis, Hyoseris
frutescens, Darniella melitensis. Needless to say,
the area is also of great interest in terms of geol-
ogy, natural history, and archeology, and has a high
landscape value.

2. The Qortin il_Kbir, Tal-Magun and ta‘ Isopu
(and associated valleys) are all very ecologically
rich garigue areas which should be afforded Level 1
protection status as they hold some very rare plant
species such as Iris pseudopumila, Cistus mon-
speliensis, Crepis pusilla, Althaea hirsute, Ononis
ornithopodioides, Serapias vomeracea, Plantago
bellardi, Romulea melitensis and Echinaria capi-
tata.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Malta

Stakeholder involvement

Initially, the Maltese authorities called on environ-
mental organisations to propose sites for consideration
as part of the future Natura 2000 network. BirdLife
Malta submitted its list of Important Bird Areas
(IBA’s), while Nature Trust Malta submitted a list of
suggested areas for designation under the Habitats
Directive (pSCI). Apart from these initial consulta-
tions, there has not been any further involvement
of environmental organisations in preparations for
Natura 2000. Nature Trust Malta is also not aware
of any consultations that have taken place with other
stakeholders such as land owners or local authorities,
despite provisions in the Environmental Protection
Act that require nationwide public consultation.

Financing

No budget has been allocated for implementation of
Natura 2000 in Malta. While the Government has set
up an Environmental Fund, no funds have as yet been
designated and no funding allocated for Natura 2000
sites. Small Funding Grants from the Malta Environ-
ment and Planning Authority have been budgeted as
part of the Planning gain. This means that in case
a project developer damages a site, the bank guarantee
of the developer can be used to finance repair activi-
ties. Only very limited support has been provided by
the authorities for work undertaken by NGOs. Nature
Trust Malta has been awarded a LIFE grant (total of
€ 320,000, of which € 210,000 comes from the Euro-
pean Commission), which will be used for the protec-
tion of Dwejra, a proposed Natura 2000 and possible
UNESCO World heritage site.
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Communications and awareness raising
To date, the Government has not undertaken any com-
munications or awareness raising activities regarding
Natura 2000. We are not presently aware of any plans
to do so in future.

Nature Trust Malta has been doing considerable media
work focussed on Natura 2000, including regular
press releases on potential Natura 2000 sites and the
threats they face. We have also been preparing and
distributing publications documenting important sites.
A mobile exhibition on nature protection organised by
Nature Trust is also travelling from school to school. In
addition, Nature Trust Malta organises regular guided
walks in various localities to raise public awareness
on the importance of the Natura 2000 sites and why
locals should be proud and protect these areas in their
localities. Nature Trust Malta also has a green line for
people to report environmental damage happening in
any area.

Management plans
Management Plans have been written or are being
written for those sites where NGOs are involved in
management, including Dwejra, Wied Ghollieqa
Nature Reserve, Marsaxlokk Salt marsh and White
Tower Bay sand dunes. For other sites, no manage-
ment plans have yet been developed.

Threats to sites

Most of the proposed Natura 2000 sites are under
threat from intense pressure on the limited areas avail-
able on the Maltese Islands. Strong pressure comes
especially from agriculture and housing development.
Other threats come from illegal activities such as bird
trapping, off-road driving in four-wheel vehicles and
illegal dumping of waste. A key problem is that law
enforcement on the Islands is very weak. Another
example is the continuous burning by vandals, prob-
ably for land speculation, of a valley in the west of
Malta which is home to endemic fauna.

It is of crucial importance that the Environmental
Police Unit and the Environment Inspectors get more
staff (currently there are only 23 policemen who cover
not only environmental crimes but also other crimes
such as gambling and prostitution). In addition, more
specialised Green Wardens are needed who can carry
out surveillance of areas. This is something Nature
Trust Malta has been lobbying for the last four years.
Some of the sites, such as the Bahrija valley and the Ta
Cenc Cliffs, are still deteriorating as a result of uncon-
trolled human activities and tourism development.

Bird trapping has negative impacts, not only for the
birds concerned, but also for the Garigue habitat in
which it takes place, mostly because of the use of her-
bicides to clear the vegetation in order to put up nets.

There is a site at Xemxija where there are plans to con-
struct a road as part of the European Road Network.
Nature Trust Malta has asked the Malta Environmen-
tal and Planning Authority if an Environmental Impact
Assessment will be carried out for the project, but to
date no response has been received.

Conclusions and priority actions

An adequate consultation process

Proper law enforcement and allocation

of human resources for wardening

Allocation of adequate funding

Development of management plans

More human resources and greater political will
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IV. National reports and lists of sites — Poland

Poland

Compiled by: Katarzyna Nowak, WWF-Poland with

input from Malgorzata Znaniecka, WWZF-Poland,
regarding the Via Baltica

Area: 312,685 km? (nearly the size of Germany).

Terrain: mostly flat plain; mountains along south-
ern border (Carpathian, Jizera, and Eagle moun-
tains); Baltic Sea coast in the north (shallow areas
with sand, gravel and boulders).

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Raczki
Elblaskie -2 m, highest point — Rysy 2,499 m.

Land use: arable land — 47 %, permanent crops —
1 %, permanent pastures — 13 %, forests and wood-
land — 29 %, other — 10% (1993 est.).

Protected areas: 23 National parks (3,442 km?),
including e.g. Biebrza and Bialowieza National
Parks; 120 Landscape Parks (25,692 km?); 1,346
nature reserves (1,481 km?).

Population: 38,633,912 (July 2001 est.).

Capital: Warsaw (1,610,000 inhabitants).

Comments on sites proposed by NGOs
for selected species and habitats

The proposal indicates the size and number of sites
needed to adequately protect the species and habitats
from the annexes of the Habitats Directive that have
been selected for this exercise. The sites included in
the first proposal elaborated by the National Founda-
tion on behalf of the Polish government, covering
some 18 % of the country’s total area, have been care-
fully analysed with regard to their natural value, and
some additional sites proposed by NGOs. The bounda-
ries and area of some sites from the first government
proposal have been either reduced or extended.

The proposed marine sites represent sea areas, includ-
ing coastal lagoons, sandbanks and reefs, that are
important for the marine biodiversity in Poland and
the Baltic Sea, e.g. important spawning and nursery
areas for fish as well as feeding and wintering areas
for sea birds. Knowledge of the distribution of many
marine species and habitats in Poland is still insuffi-
cient, making it difficult to select SCIs and to define
borders.

Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

The official list of Special Protection Areas (SPA)
and proposed Sites of Community Importance (pSCI),
that was published on April 5, 2004, is a dramatically
reduced version of the first list published in May 2003.
The total area proposed under Natura 2000 has been
cut from an initial 18 % to some 9% of the country’s
area. The initial list of 278 pSCI has been reduced to
184 sites covering 1,171,600 ha, or 3.7 % of the coun-
try’s area. The list includes eight marine sites ranging
in size from approximately 1,000 to 40,000 hectares.
Similarly, initial proposals for SPA have been cut from
114 to 72 sites (8.6 % of the country’s area).
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As aresult of these site reductions, the present gov-
ernment list of pSCI does not sufficiently cover a rep-
resentative part of Polish populations for numerous
species from Annex Il and numerous habitats from
Annex [ of the Habitats Directive.

Of the 43 species of Annex Il plants found in Poland,
only 8 species are adequately covered in the govern-
ment’s new proposal. For 6 plant species from Annex
I1, all Polish sites have been omitted entirely. Among
them there are 2 endemic species of Poland (Galium
cracoviense and Cochlearia polonica) that were
added to Annex II as the result of a Polish request. For
12 plant species, the main Polish populations are not
covered in the governmental proposal.

With regard to animal species, all sites important for
the fish Gobio albipinnatus (7 sites), the fish Gobio
kessleri (3 sites) and butterfly Polyommatus eroides
have been omitted. No one fish species is adequately
covered; for the salmon (Salmo salar), 8 out of 11 sites
have been crossed out. The most important Polish
populations of the pond turtle (Emys orbicularis),
wolf (Canis lupus), and brown bear (Ursus arctos)
have been ommitted. Even the European bison (Bison
bonasus), a priority species, will be protected in only
two out of the five sites where this species occurs.

Bird areas proposed by the Polish goverment do not
cover the single site in Poland for Tringa glareola and
do not contain areas of key imporance for Haliaeetus
albicilla, Pandion haliaetus, Caprimulgus europaeus,
Aegolius funereus, Tetrao tetrix, Milvus migrans,
Milvus milvus, Bubo bubo and Dendrocopos medius.

With regard to habitats, the governmental proposal is
also inadequate. For some habitats, such as European
dry heaths (4030), Oligotrophic lakes (3110), Alkaline
fens (7230), Medio-European limestone beech forests
of the Cephalanthero-Fagion (9150) or Euro-Siberian
steppic woods with Quercus spp. (9110), the best
Polish sites are not included in the proposal.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Poland

The most dangerous decision of the Ministry of Envi-
ronment is the elimination from the official list of 22
pSCI in major river valleys, especially sites along the
Wista (Vistula), Odra (Oder), and Warta river valleys.
This will practically lead to the disappearance of pre-
cious European habitats like Rivers with muddy banks
(3270), Mixed ash-alder alluvial forests of temperate
and Boreal Europe (91E0*), Alluvial meadows of
river valleys of Cnidion dubii (6440) and Riparian
mixed forests of Quercus robur, Ulmus laevis (91F0).
A possible reason for eliminating pSCI from river val-
leys is a lack of consensus both between the Depart-
ment of Nature Conservation and the Department of
Water Resources within the Ministry of Environment.
The water authorities oppose the inclusion of sites
from major river valleys into the Natura 2000 network
because they are afraid that Natura 2000 would hinder
planned investments and cause threats of flooding.

Also most large forests have been eliminated from the
official list, probably as a result of opposition from the
Polish State Forests (a governmental agency). This
is followed by inadequate coverage for animals con-
nected with bog forests (wolf, bear, bison), forest birds
and for some forest invertebrates (e.g. Lucanus cervus,
Cerambyx cerdo and Osmoderma eremita).

In short, the list of pSCI published April 5, 2004 is
very inadequate. Altogether, about 60 important pSCI
have been excluded from the present official list. The
content of the list will fail to meet not only the require-
ments of the Habitat Directive requirements but also
would affect the realisation of international commit-
ments related to recommendation 44/1995 of the Bern
Convention.
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Financing

According to estimates made by the Ministry of Envi-
ronment (March 16, 2004), the cost of establishing
SPA is 30 million PLN (ca € 6.35 million) per year for
five consecutive years. It is assumed that 70 % of this
amount will be co-financed by the European Commis-
sion (21 million PLN or € 4.4 million). The National
Fund for Environmental Protection and Water Manage-
ment and Ecofund will cover 20% (6 million PLN or
approximately € 1.2 million), and the national budget
will cover 10% (3 million PLN or € 0.6 million).

The cost of establishing sites according to the Habitats
Directive, according to the Ministry of Environment,
will total 218 million PLN (about € 46.157 million)
per year for five consecutive years. It is assumed that
the European Commission will co-finance 70 % (152.6
million PLN or € 32.4 million) and the National Fund
for Environmental Protection and Water Management
and Ecofund would cover 20 % of costs (43.6 million
PLN or € 9.2 million). From the national budget, 21.8
million PLN or € 4.6 million per year will be spent on
establishment of Sites of Community Importance.

The Polish NGO coalition on Natura 2000, however,
points out that the methodology used by the govern-
ment for estimating the costs is not clear, and the
criteria used are not publicly known. Activities such
as education, communication and promotion of the
Natura 2000 network have not been taken into con-
sideration. Generally, the impression is that too much
money is reserved for the purchase of new equipment
rather then spending it on much more needed conser-
vation measures. Moreover, it should be taken into
consideration that possible sources of national financ-
ing are still not secured.

Communications and awareness raising

The Ministry of Environment organised one interna-
tional seminar with NGO participation in the frame-
work of the PHARE twinning project (PL.0105.02) in
November 2003 where several examples of processes
of designation from Great Britain, the Netherlands,
Germany, France and Finland were presented, though
without comment on the current situation in Poland.

The Ministry of Environment organised public consul-
tations on the pSCI list in voivoidships in 2003, but
stakeholders did not have free access to the Standard
Data Forms and detailed maps for each proposed site.
The governmental list was placed on the Ministry of
Environment’s website in summer 2003, but only for
a few days. Since that time, there has been no precise
information available on the status of preparations of
the list of proposed Sites of Community Importance.
On March 16, 2004 the Ministry officially submitted
the government proposal for public consultation. The
time for response and comments was only seven days,
which is far from sufficient to analyse such extensive
material. Nevertheless, the Polish NGO Coalition on
Natura 2000 submitted an analysis of the proposal. No
response to this evaluation was received, and none of
the NGO recommendations were incorporated into the
government’s final proposal.

Stakeholder involvement

A number of stakeholders have taken part in the proc-
ess of site designation: scientists, water authorities,
foresters, the general and regional directorates of the
state forests, hunters, voivodships, nature conserva-
tion authorities, local communities (gminas) and
environmental NGOs. The co-operation between
NGOs and the Department of Nature Conservation
in the Ministry of Environment responsible for the
sites designation has been poor, hampered by a lack of
transparency concerning the preparation of the pSCI
and SPA. In December 2003, the Polish NGO coali-
tion on Natura 2000 was established, consisting of the
majority of the largest and most active environmental
NGOs in Poland: the Polish Society for Nature Pro-
tection ,,Salamandra®, the Polish Naturalist Club, and
the Polish Society for Protection of Birds (BirdLife
Poland), and WWF-Poland. The coalition co-operates
with other NGOs such as the Polish Society of Friends
of Wildlife, Pro Natura, and the Lower Silesian Foun-
dation for Sustainable Development.
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This NGO coalition is now developing a national
“Shadow List” of sites (i.e. a comprehensive list,
extending beyond the scope of this exercise), which
will be submitted (probably in July) for consideration
to the Polish government as well as the European
Commission. For more information please contact
WWF-Poland (see contact list). In addition to this, the
list can be used by the Polish Government during the
biogeographic seminars to improve their official pro-
posal of pSCI. The NGO Coalition is also evaluating
the government list of proposed sites and examining
the future Act on Nature Conservation with regard
to proper implementation of the Birds and Habitats
Directives.

Members of the scientific community have been
working closely with the NGO Coalition to evalu-
ate the government’s list of proposed sites. Foresters,
hunters and water authorities have generally opposed
the designation of Natura 2000 sites, and have been
lobbying the Ministry of Environment for amendment
or removal of particular sites.

Management plans
No management plans have been developed to date.
However, an international tender supported through
a PHARE twinning project (PL.0105.02) is expected
shortly to select authors of the management plans for
seven pilot areas.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Poland

Threats to sites

All major river valleys and six other pSCI which pro-
tect important habitats from Annex I of the Habitat
Directive are not included in the official list of pro-
posed Sites of Community Importance (April 2004).
If the list remains in its current form, the likely result
will be deterioration of riparian forests and other
unique habitats of European importance. The same
applies to Special Protection Areas for birds, with
omission from the government list of approximately
80 sites that meet the criteria for priority areas and in
some cases represent areas that are significantly more
valuable than sites included on the list. The proposed
list does not cover and protect to the same extent the
particular bird species listed in the Birds Directive. For
some species, the percentage proposed to be covered
by Natura 2000 is too small for sufficient and effective
protection.

The Via Baltica. The Via Baltica expressway in Podla-
sie region is now planned to cut through the most valu-
able areas proposed for Natura 2000 sites and protected
under Polish law as well as international conventions.
The expressway is part of the Trans-European Net-
works for Transportation that is being promoted by the
EU (though not one of the present list of 30 priority
projects). Despite the existence of viable, and possibly
more economic alternative routes, the Polish govern-
ment continues to promote the route via the vicinity of
Bialystok which will cut through the following sites:
Biebrza Valley (the Biebrza National Park, a Ramsar
site, Important Bird Area, and a potential Natura 2000
site); Knyszynska Primeval Forest (the Knyszynska
Forest Landscape Park, an Important Bird Area and
potential Natura 2000 site); Augustowska Primeval
Forest with unique Rospuda river valley (an Important
Bird Area and potential Natura 2000 site); and in close
proximity to the Narew National Park, an Important
Bird Area and potential Natura 2000 site.
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Following intense pressure from WWF-Poland and
other NGOs, the government decided in August 2003
to submit the entire corridor of the Via Baltica in
Poland to a Strategic Environmental Assessment. The
tender for execution of the Strategic Environmental
Assessment is expected soon. Despite this, the Min-
ister of Infrastructure stated during a press conference
in Biatystok option for the Via Baltica would in any
case be constructed. Indeed, preparatory work to build
the expressway near Bialystok is well underway and
indicates that authorities are trying to push through
their alternative by fait accompli. In this light, it
seems more than coincidence that the Augustow and
Knyszyn primeval forests, two potential Natura 2000
sites that will be heavily affected by the Biatystok
route, have been eliminated from the government’s
proposed list of sites.

To date, no EU funds have been allocated for construc-
tion of the Via Baltica route via Bialystok, but the
World Bank is reportedly seriously considering financ-
ing the project. Nevertheless, EU support through the
PHARE programme is currently being used to upgrade
an alternative route for the Via Baltica, route number
61 via Lomza — though, it must be added, not to the
standard of an expressway, i.e. possible further sug-
gestion that the Polish government is in effect plan-
ning a fait accompli in favour of the Biatystok route.

Proposals for financing 15 projects within the frame-
work of the Oder 2006 Investment Plan have been pre-
pared for financing by the Cohesion Funds, including
dams and large reservoirs at Raciborz and Kamieniec
Zabkowicki. Together with the planned Danube-Oder-
Elbe canal, these projects could threaten 26 potential
Natura 2000 sites on the Polish side of the Oder river
and at least 2 sites on the Czech side of the border.

Smaller but numerous projects of river regulation, con-
struction of dams and reservoirs are being prepared for
support from EU funds. The projects could threaten ca.
50 potential Natura 2000 sites in small river valleys.
The precious marine coastal habitats in the pSCI Puck
Bay and Hel Peninsula (PLH220034) could be threat-
ened by investment plans for construction of camping
and parking areas.

Conclusions and priority actions

Add additional sites to the present proposal in order
to fully meet requirements of the Habitats and
Birds Directives Monitoring of implementation of
requirements of the Birds and Habitats Directives
in the Polish Act on Nature Conservation

Develop a comprehensive communications
strategy on Natura 2000

Improve estimations of the costs

of implementing Natura 2000

Ensure that in follow up to the PHARE project
which will develop management plans for 7 pilot
areas, management plans will be written

for all relevant Natura 2000 sites.
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Slovakia

Compiled by: Rastislav Lasdak, Eva Viestova,
Jan Seffer, Daphne Institute of Applied Ecology

Area: 49,035 km?

Terrain: rugged mountains in the central
and northern part and lowlands in the south

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Bodrog
River 94 m, highest point — Gerlach Peak 2,655 m
(High Tatra Mountains)

Land use: 49 % of agricultural land, 41 % of for-
ests land including temporary non-forested sites,
2% of waters, 5% of building areas and 3 % of
other types of land (1998 est.)

Protected areas: 9 National Parks, 14 Protected
Landscape Areas, 197 Protected Sites, 397 Nature
Reserves, 249 National Nature Reserves, 248
Nature Monuments and 62 National Nature Monu-
ments (all protected areas together currently cover
about 23 % of Slovak territory)

(June 2003, 1st est.)

Population: 5,414,937 (July 2001 est.)

Capital: Bratislava (450,000 inhabitants)

Comments on the full list of sites
proposed by NGOs for Slovakia

The full list of sites presented here represents the
complete list of pSCI — i.e. not only the 24 habitats
and 18 species that have been selected for comparison
across the newest Member States for this report, which
are noted for purposes of comparison with other coun-
tries. The NGO list, which has been developed and
co-ordinated by Daphne, contains a total of 856 sites,
which cover a total of 888,958 ha, covering a total of
18.20% of the country’s territory. Comparing this list
with the 382 pSCI, covering 11.72% of the country,
that have already been approved by the Slovak gov-
ernment, a total of 474 sites must still be added to the
government’s list in order to fully meet the require-
ments of the Habitats Directive.

The most important comment to this NGO list of
sites is that it is still not the final version. The present
version has been prepared from data that is currently
available from mapping, which is still ongoing and
which will continue for the next few years — new data
will be necessary especially for non-forest habitats
(e.g., one-third of grasslands data is missing) as well
as species of fauna.

Among the largest areas proposed are Slanske vrchy
(22,026 ha) and Kojsovska hol'a (17,921 ha). Worth
mentioning are larger mountain areas that have impor-
tant nature values but do not enjoy any form of protec-
tion. These include the Slanske vrchy, Spisska Magura,
parts of Strazovské vrchy, the southern portion of the
Mala Fatra, KojSovska hol'a as a part of Volovské
vrchy, Povazsky Inovec as a part of Strazovské vrchy,
and others. The NGO list also includes valuable rivers
which are missing in the government’s list: the Poprad,
Hornad, Hnilec, Horna Topl'a, Horna Ondava, the
upper part of the Hron river, the Ipel’, and other rivers.
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A number of valuable areas are not included in many
of the existing protected areas; they are now included
in the NGO list. Among the additions proposed here:
larger sites within the protected areas of the Malé
Karpaty, Horna Orava, Ponitrie, Slovensky kras, Biele
Karpaty, as well as smaller areas were included in
other already protected areas. With only few excep-
tions (mostly small settlements located in mountain-
ous areas), inhabited areas are excluded from the
Natura 2000 sites that we have proposed.

IV. National reports and lists of sites — Slovakia

Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

The official list of proposed Sites of Community
Importance (pSCI) and Special Protection Areas
(SPA) for Slovakia has been received by the Euro-
pean Commission. The future Natura 2000 sites that
have been proposed by the Slovak government cover
some 28.9% of the country’s territory. Much of this
substantial amount is made up of bird areas. Accord-
ing to our analysis, a substantial number of areas — 474
sites — are missing from the list of proposed Sites of
Community Importance, which only covers 11.72 % of
the country’s territory.

Proposed Special Protection Areas (SPA) were dis-
cussed with the relevant stakeholders prior to their
approval by the Slovak Government on July 9, 2003.
The list of bird sites includes a total of 38 SPA, cover-
ing 25.2% of the Slovak territory. Some 55.15% of
the territory of the proposed SPA overlap with cur-
rently protected areas.

Proposed Sites of Community Importance (pSCI)
were prepared and discussed with stakeholders in
fall 2003 and submitted to the Slovak Government
on December 17, 2003. Approval of the list by the
government was delayed for a few months, mainly
due to opposition from the Ministries of Agriculture,
Economy and Finance. Only on March 17, 2004, after
three months of media activities by NGOs, pressure
from the Ministry of Environment, and, probably most
importantly, pressure from the European Commission,
which threatened to withhold Structural Funds if the
country did not fully observe EU environmental leg-
islation, did the Slovak government finally approve
the list. Among the list of pSCI are 382 sites, covering
11.72% of Slovak territory (86.1 % of the sites overlap
with existing protected areas).

The Slovak Ministry of Environment together with
the State Nature Conservancy are responsible for the
establishment of the Natura 2000 network in Slovakia.
To date, more than 435 experts from 37 expert govern-
mental and non-governmental organisations and insti-
tutions have worked on preparation of sites proposals.
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Financing

Most of the activities related to preparing for the
establishment of Natura 2000 in Slovakia have relied
on support from foreign sources, as funds made avail-
able from the state budget were entirely inadequate
for the task. Initial activities were based on existing
data and additional inventories developed through the
Dutch supported project “Establishment of Natura
2000 in Slovakia”. Bird areas (SPA) were identified
in parallel to the pSCI. Together with the implementa-
tion of Natura 2000, projects on specific habitat sites,
like the peatlands project (supported by the Danish
government) and the grasslands project (supported
by the Dutch government and GEF) have significantly
boosted conservation activities in Slovakia.

At present, a positive sign is the increase of support
available for compensation measures (from 10 mil-
lion SKK or € 0.24 million to 100 million SKK or
€ 2.47 million for the year 2004), but this amount for
compensation is still insufficient. The State Nature
Conservancy will need to have a clear strategy for the
future regarding how to use EU sources and match
these to domestic sources in order to ensure effective
nature protection in Slovakia.

Communications and awareness raising

A first communications strategy for Natura 2000 in
Slovakia was developed by the Awareness Team that
was part of the “Establishment of the Natura 2000
network in Slovakia” project, which was co-ordinated
by Daphne and financially supported by the Dutch
PIN MATRA programme. The proposed strategy was
included in the annexes to the project results and sub-
mitted to the State Nature Conservancy and the Min-
istry of Environment. The basic outline of the strategy
was one of the materials used by the State Nature
Conservancy and Ministry of Environment to prepare
amore detailed communications strategy, including
specific activities and financial budget. The strategy,
which is to be implemented by the State Nature Con-
servancy with several important stakeholders, was
approved by the internal ministerial committee of
the Ministry of Environment in January 2004 but still
awaits implementation.

The Ministry of Environment together with the State
Nature Conservancy and several other organisations
and NGOs have prepared several information bro-
chures as well as a series of conferences and seminars
focussing on Natura 2000.

At the national level, three national conferences have
been organised by for Natura 2000 (two for experts
and one for stakeholders), and four types of brochures
have been disseminated to the public. However, the
topic of Natura 2000 has been insufficiently explained
in the national media, especially regarding its implica-
tions. Efforts to prevent misunderstandings and fears
have not had the necessary effect.

At the local level, the most important awareness rais-
ing activities have been the meetings held during the
preparation phases in the proposed protected areas.
These meetings provided an opportunity to explain in
detail the reasons for and implications of the Natura
2000 network as well as potential opportunities and
benefits. Unfortunately, not all protected area adminis-
trations used these opportunities fully.
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Stakeholder involvement
All relevant stakeholders from the proposed Natura
2000 sites were involved in the designation process.
This is an obligation according to §27, section 3 of
Act No. 543/2002 on Nature and Landscape Protec-
tion. According to this paragraph, the Ministry of
Environment must involve owners, administrators,
and tenants of lands nominated for protection under
Natura 2000. The Ministry must explain the reason for
including a site in a national list, define those activities
that require approval of the nature protection body or
which are prohibited according to this Act, and inform
stakeholders of compensation available for restriction
of common cultivation (§61).

To identify all stakeholders, an inventory of the land
parcels was carried out and a database of owners,
administrators, and users of relevant lands was pre-
pared. A total number of 42,850 subjects on 67,605
parcels were identified. The number of parcels was
obtained from the database of the cadastre offices
(April 2003). Altogether, 362 meetings were organised,
involving 59% of owners, administrators, and users
of relevant lands participated. The meetings covered
some 79.4% of relevant lands. Of those who partici-
pated, 30.94% approved the site designation, 15.77 %
expressed conditional acceptance, 12.61 % expressed
disapproval, 38.03 % refused to give an opinion, and
2.65% requested additional time to decide. Most of
the disagreements were connected with doubts regard-
ing the ability of the State to pay compensation for
restrictions.
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Management plans

The existing Slovak methodology for conservation
management planning was not comprehensive enough
to support management planning for Natura 2000 sites.
Consequently, international standards have been used,
and management planning started with a review and
discussions of a few European conservation-oriented
management-planning guidelines. At the same time,
new nature conservation legislation that was compat-
ible with the EU Birds and Habitats Directives and
other sites of international importance was being
drafted. A working group was established comprised of
experts from the management teams of the GEF-sup-
ported “Central European Grasslands — Conservation
and Sustainable Use” project, the Dutch PIN MATRA
supported “Establishment of Natura 2000 Network in
the Slovak Republic” project, and the DANCEE sup-
ported project “Conservation and Sustainable Use of
Peatlands in Slovakia”, as well as further experts from
the State Nature Conservancy. All of these projects
were co-ordinated by Daphne.

The working group prepared draft guidelines, which
were discussed and modified several times. The final
draft of the management guidelines were submitted
in December 2002 to the State Nature Conservancy.
A modified set of guidelines has been approved by
the Ministry of Environment as obligatory guidelines
for the development of management plans for Natura
2000 sites as well as sites of international importance
(e.g. according to the Ramsar Convention or World
Heritage Convention). The guidelines have been
incorporated into the new regulation of the Ministry
of Environment which will serve as one of the admin-
istrative tools for implementatio of the new Act on
Nature and Landscape Protection (No 543/2002).
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Threats to sites

The greatest pressure is on the Tatra National Park and
Zahorie Protected Landscape Area, which includes the
Morava river, mainly from investments in tourism and
industry. However, there are also some smaller activi-
ties (construction of tourism resorts, highways and
roads), which might influence several other protected
areas and proposed Natura 2000 sites. These activi-
ties include smaller economic and industrial measures,
which may impact other Natura 2000 sites in Slovakia,
but whose effect is not yet known. Examples of these
are water regime control, road and building construc-
tion, inappropriate forest management and construc-
tion of tourism infrastructure.

Local infrastructure, which means in fact different
projects but is related to overall economic develop-
ment of the above-mentioned regions, is being co-
funded from EU Pre-Accession funds and is starting
to be co-financed also from the Structural Funds.

Conclusions, priority actions

The State Nature Conservancy should prepare

a clear strategy on how to combine state budget
with the EU financial resources for proper nature
protection not only in Natura 2000 sites.

The Ministry of Environment should actively
explain and discuss the aim of the future Natura
2000 network in Slovakia with other ministries and
authorities who are, one way or another, involved
in the entire process of implementing Natura 2000.
Continue co-operation between several governmen-
tal and non-governmental organisations involved
in the preparing for Natura 2000 not only until the
Slovakia’s entry into EU but also beyond.

Control the proper implementation and designation
of Natura 2000 sites; monitor the influences and
threats on all sites.
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Slovenia

Compiled by: Pieter de Pous, WWF Accession
Initiative on the basis of research by OIKOS,

and with input from Milan Vogrin, Slovenian Society
for Bird Research and Nature Protection (DPPVN)
and Mateja Nose from DOPPS/BirdLife Slovenia

Area: 20,253 km? (half the size of Switzerland).

Terrain: a short coastal strip on the Adriatic, an
alpine mountain region adjacent to Italy and Aus-
tria, mixed mountain and valleys with numerous
rivers to the east.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Adriatic Sea
0 m, highest point — Triglav 2,864 m.

Land use: arable land — 12 %, permanent crops —
3%, permanent pastures — 24 %, forests and wood-
land — 54 %, other — 7% (1996 est.).

Protected Areas: 1 National Park (84,805 ha),
2 Regional Parks (15,413 ha), 37 Landscape Parks
(60,298 ha), 49 Nature Reserves.

Population: 1,930,132 (July 2001 est.).

Capital: Ljubljana (270,000 inhabitants).

Comments on sites proposed by NGOs
for selected habitats and species

Though small in area, Slovenia is one of the most
densely forested countries in Europe. This and its
geographical location make it an extremely important
habitat for large carnivores such as the brown bear
(Ursus arctos), both as a core area and as a corridor
between the Balkan Mountains and the Alps. This cor-
ridor function is reflected in the sites in this list. The
most important areas are in the south on the border
with Croatia with two wide ‘corridors’, one pass-
ing Ljubljana on the west through the Sneznik and
Trnovski Gozd areas, and the other passing east of
Ljubljana through the Slovenian Alps.

Apart from these large carnivores and their ecosys-
tems, our selection of sites takes into consideration
special features such as the country’s intermittent
lakes and Karstic rivers. Large sections of the Drava,
Mura, Soca, Kolpa and Sava rivers remain relatively
preserved, flowing wild and unregulated. The Sava
river has been included as a whole. Because the most
valuable stretches are located in the upper and lower
parts of the river, designation for parts of the Sava
include only the water body itself while for others the
larger floodplain of the river is included. In a number
of cases, sites partially overlap. This is usually done to
ensure that certain small areas with special features are
included in a larger area of protection. The list of sites
in this report is a selection of a more elaborate NGO
list of Natura 2000 which includes more species and
habitats then just the 18 focal species and 24 habitats
that were the focus of this report. This ‘full’ NGO list
was commissioned by the WWF-Alpine Programme,
produced by Oikos and can be found on the Internet at:
www.panda.org/about_wwf/where_we_work/
europe/what_we_do/policy_and_events/epo/
initiatives/accession/downloads.cfm
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Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

The government’s list of pSCI has not yet been offi-
cialy submitted to the European Commission (mid-
May 2004). A map showing the proposed sites, which
cover approximately 35% of the country’s territory,
can be found at the Ministry of Environment’s web-
site: www.sigov.si/mop. Data for this list, some of
which can be found at www.natura2000.gov.si/
projektivec/pregled_nalog.htm, has been gath-
ered from available literature and field mapping.

A few weeks before May 1, 2004, farmers and land
owners began realising that their lands had been
nominated as Natura 2000 sites and the perceived
consequences this could have. The protests they
organised as a response were directed more at the site
designation procedure rather than against the Natura
2000 network per say. In response to these protests, the
government sent a map to all municipalities (without
any additional information) and gave them six days to
reply. Shortly after the unofficial proposal was sent to
the Commission, around 50 communities announced
legal action against the designation of parts of their
lands as Natura 2000.

Financing

According to recent comments in the media by the
Minister of Environment, Mr. Janez Kopac, the costs
of establishing Natura 2000 in Slovenia will be 2 bil-
lion Tolars or € 8.4 million per annum. In contrast, in
2004 a total of € 284,000 was available for financing
Natura 2000, which included money needed for co-
financing LIFE projects as well as park management.
Strangely enough, the amount allocated for 2005 was
amere €46,400. The money needed to collect the
necessary data for the site designation was insufficient,
and only covered an inventory of already published
materials. At the moment, there is a small amount of
money available to cover basic needs for local promo-
tion activities in the form of brochures or leaflets.
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Communications activities by the government
On the web page of the Ministry of Environment there
1s information about Natura 2000, what it is and how
it works, as well as the areas proposed. Also leaflets
about each area are or will be published and put on the
Ministry’s website. The Ministry of Environment put
out a tender for NGOs for activities promoting Natura
2000 with a total budget for the year 2004 of about
€ 21,000.

Stakeholder involvement
The Ministry of Environment is responsible for the
proposed Natura 2000 sites in Slovenia. Also some
other governmental stakeholders including regional
offices for nature conservation under the Ministry
of Environment have been involved as well as other
Ministries (mostly from agriculture). Small expert
NGOs have been consulted for specific informa-
tion and data. Designation of bird areas (SPA) has
been undertaken by the Slovene BirdLife partner,
Drustvo Za Opazovanje in Proucevanje Ptic Slovenije
(DOPPS)/BirdLife Slovenia.

According to Slovene law, land owners and munici-
palities should agree to establishing a protected area
and the designation of protected areas should be
officially published. This is done for existing pro-
tected areas, but often leads to enormous delays in
the establishment. For example, attempts to designate
Pohorje as a Regional Park have been going on for the
last 15 years, so far unsuccessfully. Up to this point
few awareness raising activities have been undertaken
by the government, and it seems that most stakehold-
ers, both land owners and local authorities, are simply
not informed about Natura 2000 and its implications,
nor whether their land has been designated as part of
the network. The recent signs of resentment coming
from local communities is a direct consequnces of the
lack of a clear and effective strategy for stakeholder
involvement.
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Management plans
The responsibility for preparing management plans
lies with the Ministry of Environment. Management
plans are under preparation, although still only at an
early stage. For some areas that were already pro-
tected, like the Triglav National Park (although only
for a small part of it) and Secovje salina, management
plans already exist in the form of general guidelines.
For one SPA, Skocjanski zatok, which is managed by
DOPPS/BirdLife Slovenia, a plan has already been
developed. DOPPS/BirdLife Slovenia will prepare
management guidelines for at least three other SPA
within a LIFE project focussed on protection of the
corncrake (Crex crex).

Threats to sites

Large infrastructure projects that impact Natura
2000 sites are taking place or in some cases have
already been completed, for example the highway
E70 Ljubjana-Koper (already constructed) which cuts
through the Karst regional park. A highway still under
construction is the Maribor-Murska-Sobota, which
will affect a large area of Mura river floodplain soft-
wood forest and hilly country in north-east Slovenia,
which is both a proposed SPA and pSCI. The planned
motorway will also affect the proposed SPA Drava
river (e.g. the spectacular Landscape Park Sturmovci,
already seriously deteriorated due to draining and the
subsequent lowering of the ground water level by ten
meters).

In the energy sector, the controversial planned con-
struction of the Moste II dam will, if carried out, have
a severe impact on the Sava Dolinka river (pSCI). In
the lower Sava river, extensive floodplain forests and
orchid meadows are threatened by the planned con-
struction of two more hydro-power plants.

The planned construction of 85 wind turbines on
Mount Goli¢, Mount Vrem§¢ica and Mount Sneznik in
the Kras region will threaten a proposed SPA and pSCI,
the largest dry grassland area in Slovenia, which hosts
many rare large raptors as well as several endemic
insect and plant species and is a migration route for
large carnivores. In fact, the proposed construction
site on Mount Sneznik, Volovja reber, has been omit-
ted from the government proposal for Natura 2000 and
authorisation for the construction has already been
granted. Of similarly great importance and under simi-
lar threat are the southern slopes of Trnovo forest and
Nanos (also in the proposed Karst regional park).

Lower parts of the Mura and Drava river are threat-
ened by changes in the border with Croatia as well as
gravel extraction. The lower Mura is also threatened
by plans, although at this moment still in an early
stage, for a hydro-power plant.

Mass tourism, including skiing and rafting, is espe-
cially a problem in the Alpine region. For example, in
Pohorje (both SPA and pSCI), in a ski resort, part of
the infrastructure for snow cannons is already devel-
oped (including small artificial lakes), and there are
plans to further develop ski slopes and lifts. There are
also plans to upgrade the forest service road network
for the establishment of a ‘panorama road’, which will
have a serious impact on the region.

A special case is the Triglav National Park, which
has been proposed in its entirety as a Natura 2000
site. Legislation for a new national park law is now in
parliament which, amongst other things, would greatly
reduce the core zone of the Triglav National Park and
effectively open it for a range of developments that
will have a negative impact on the nature values of the
area. This would directly contravene the area’s pro-
posed Natura 2000 status, and call for infringement
proceedings.

Intensive agriculture is already taking place in 50 %
of the proposed SPA, and this number is increas-
ing. The total area of arable land is spreading at the
cost of grasslands. The remaining grasslands that are
important, for example, for survival of the corncrake
(Crex crex) are under growing pressure from intensive
agriculture.

Conclusions and priority actions

Awareness raising among local stakeholders, espe-
cially land owners and local officials

Dealing with threats to sites such

as on Mount Sneznik, Volovja reber.

Ensure that all relevant sites are in fact
designated as Natura 2000

Securing sufficient financing for implementation,
including development of management plans
Development of a network of caretakers

and setting up a regular monitoring scheme

for sites and species
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Cyprus

Compiled by: Antonia Theodosiou, Federation
of Environmental and Ecological Organisations
of Cyprus

Area: 9,250 km? (of which 3,355 km? are under
Turkish occupation)

Terrain: central plain with mountains to north
and south; scattered but significant plains along
southern coast. The distance from the highest
point and a certain part of the coastal area

in only 50 kilometres.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Mediterra-
nean Sea 0 m; highest point — Olympus 1,951 m

Land use: arable land — 10.61 %, permanent
crops — 4.65 %, other — 84.74 % (1998 est.)

Nature protection: Troodos National
Forest Park (9000 ha)

Population: 771,657 (July 2003 est.)

Capital: Nicosia

Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

Between 1998-2001 a LIFE Third Countries project
was carried out which identified the Natura 2000 sites
on the island of Cyprus. For the Turkish-occupied,
northern areas of the island, the project relied on data
from the national forest service and from the personal
experience of various officials who had the chance to
visit these areas recently and were able to cross-check
old data and re-confirm their accuracy. Due to a halt
to major building development in the greatest part of
the Turkish-occupied areas, this data was still more or
less valid.

The LIFE project determined that approximately 26 %
of the island’s territory meets the scientific standards
of the Habitats and Birds Directives for inclusion in
the Natura 2000 network. The Ministry of Agriculture,
Natural Resources and the Environment (MANRE) is
responsible for designating these areas to be included
in the Natura 2000 network. The Ministry of Interior
is also involved in the process, responsible for desig-
nation of birds’ sites and the Cyprus mouflon (Ovis
orientalis ophion).

In the course of 2002, an ad-hoc committee composed
only of representatives of governmental departments,
reduced — indiscriminately and without scientific
basis — the area of sites allocated initially in the frame-
work of the LIFE Third Countries project to about
14% of the country’s territory. During this process, the
Forestry Department also reduced many forest sites,
particularly the Pafos forest (only a quarter of the area
originally identified is now included), in order to main-
tain control and management of these sites as forest
areas. The Pafos forest, however, supports endemic
birds and flora, found only in this site, as well as the
endemic Cyprus mouflon (Ovis orientalis ophion). The
Town Planning Department further reduced the scope
of the proposed Natura 2000 network by claiming that
some of these sites are ‘potential’ development sites.
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The Cyprus Parliament has recently passed legisla-
tion to transpose the two EU Nature Directives into
national law. Under this legislation, two laws separate,
without scientific basis, responsibility for species
among two Ministries — the Ministry of Agriculture,
Natural Resources and Environment on the one hand
and the Ministry of Interior on the other. It also estab-
lishes a Scientific Committee to decide on areas and
boundaries of pSCI. Consultation with local commu-
nities took place from January through mid-March.
The Scientific Committee is now reducing the pro-
posed sites even further. After the final decision of
the Scientific Committee is made, these sites will be
published in the Government Gazette and there will
be one month for filing any complaints. The Scientific
Committee, after taking into account these complaints,
will make its final decision on the proposed Sites of
Community Importance to be sent to the European
Commission. At time of writing (mid-May) the status
of the government’s list of pSCI was unclear.

The continuing division of Cyprus presents a special
situation for implementation of the Habitats and Birds
Directives on the island. The entire island is joining the
EU, but the acquis communautaire is suspended in the
northern part until such time as a settlement is found
for the division. Though the LIFE project mentioned
above included mapping of sites in the north based on
historical data and incidental recent knowledge, there
is at present no way of enforcing EU legislation there.

Financing

The national budget available for financing establish-
ment of the Natura 2000 network in Cyprus is entirely
inadequate. Only 250,000 CYP (€ 424,282.47) are in
the budget for preparation of management plans. Since
no protected areas have had management plans so far
and there are no appropriate organisations to imple-
ment them, it is difficult to make a reliable estimate of
what the financial needs in fact are. However, consid-
ering the original 26 % of the country to be designated
as sites, one can assume the reserved 250,000 CYP
will not be sufficient to cover costs.
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Communications activities by the government
The Ministry of Agriculture, Natural Resources and
Environment has organised a number of seminars for
public information. It has also organised meetings in
the area of proposed Natura 2000 sites and informed
the public and affected communities.

Stakeholder involvement
Governmental departments and academics created the
initial list of proposed Sites of Community Importance
during the LIFE project mentioned earlier. NGOs were
not involved in this project. A governmental ad hoc
committee then made a first reduction of the list.

The Scientific Committee established under the new
national legislation will make a final decision regard-
ing the list of pSCI. The Scientific Committee is com-
posed of twelve members: one representative each
from the Environment Service, the Forestry Depart-
ment, the Fisheries Departments, the Agricultural
Research Institute, the Game Fund, the Town Planning
and Housing Department, the Union of Municipali-
ties, the Union of Communities, the Hunter’s Federa-
tion, the Federation of Environmental and Ecological
Organisations, and two experts who are designated by
the Minister of Agriculture, Natural Resources and
Environment. Unfortunately, the Scientific Committee
is not taking into account the initial allocation of sites,
but rather the second, reduced one, i.e. they are start-
ing with a flawed approach for the final designation of
these sites. We are also concerned that some members
of the Scientific Committee are not scientists with rel-
evant expertise, as prescribed by law.

Information meetings have been organised throughout
spring 2004 by the Ministry of Agriculture, Natural
Resources and Environment in co-operation with
affected communities and relevant governmental
departments.

Management plans
No management plans have yet been written apart
from a preliminary plan for the Larnaka Salt Lake
(alykes).
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Threats to sites
Nearly all of the originally proposed sites are under
severe threat after the first governmental committee
reduced the area to be designated from 26 % to 14 %.
As a result, most sites were either omitted, have been
reduced in size, or had their boundaries redrawn, often
excluding vital parts.

The following sites face the most serious threats:

Akamas — Tourism and resort development, indis-
criminate access.

Pafos Forest — Road construction, logging.
Madari Papoutsa — Resort construction,

road construction.

Diarizos Valley — Road construction,

excess water drilling.

Xeros River — Excess water drilling

in riverbed, road construction.

Alykes Lanakas (Salt lakes) — Housing
construction, hunting and illegal hunting, airport,
shooting range (last year 55 flamingo’s died
from lead pollution)

Nearly all of the areas that are close to the coastal zone
(Periochi area, Polis-Yialia, Cha Potami, Periochi
Skoulli, Kavo Gkreko, Episkopi, Akamas) are severely
threatened by uncontrolled development for tourism
and residential housing. All forest sites (i.e. Pafos
forest, Dasos Lemesou, Machairas, Starvovouni) are
also threatened by indiscriminate road construction
and increased public access.

Sites important for birds which will be designated
as Special Protection Areas (SPA) are threatened by
excessive and illegal hunting (including trapping), use
of pesticides and housing construction.

Nearly all the sites are problematic because the size of
the area which appears to be designated as Natura 2000
will not be sufficient for the adequate protection of the
relevant species. Particularly problematic appears to
be the area allocated for Akamas, Pafos forest, Dia-
rizos Valley, Xeros River, Periochi area, Polis Yialia,
Machairas forest. There are no specific projects yet for
which EU support has been committed.

Conclusions and priority actions

Creation of a full and complete list of proposed
Sites of Community importance based on scientific
arguments. The area has already been reduced, for
various political reasons, from 26 % to about 14 %
by an ad-hoc committee composed of government
officials, and the Scientific Committee is now
pressing for even further reductions in areas to be
designated.

Ensure adequate financing. The Government has
not secured adequate funds for these sites. Co-
financing should be made available by the Euro-
pean Union.

Communication between involved government
departments to overcome conflicts. Intergovern-
mental Departments have serious disagreements
with each other regarding designation of these sites.
Particularly the Forest Service, the Game Fund, the
Town Planning and Housing and the Environment
Service have disagreements on the approach and
procedures which have been followed to date. The
real reason is that designation as Natura 2000 will
remove control over sites from some state authori-
ties and organisations, including the Forest Depart-
ment with regard to forested areas, the Game Fund
and Hunters Association with regard to hunting
grounds, the Town Planning department with regard
to development issues and zoning. The goal of
these communication activities should be to ensure
the correct, adequate and scientific designation of
these sites.

Communication with affected communities and
land owners regarding the benefits of the Natura
2000 sites in relation to sustainable development.
The public has not been adequately informed about
the real implications and potential benefits of the
Natura 2000 network, causing unnecessary confu-
sion and in some cases opposition.
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IV. National reports and lists of sites — Estonia

Estonia

Compiled by: Kdrg Kama, Estonian Fund for Nature

Area: 45,227 km? (approximately the size
of The Netherlands or Denmark).

Terrain: marshy, lowlands; flat in the north, hilly
in the south. Baltic Coast with archipelago of
islands and shallow areas with sand,

gravel and boulders.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Baltic Sea
0 m, highest point — Suur Munamaégi 318 m.

Land use: arable land — 25 %, permanent crops —
0%, permanent pastures — 11 %, forests and wood-
land — 48 %, mires: 7 %, others: 9% (1996 est.).

Protected areas: 4 National Parks (144,204 ha),
47 Nature Reserves (184,451 ha), 91 Protected
Landscape Areas (145,100 ha), 221 other reserves
(94,290 ha) — ca. 10.7 % of territory.

Population: 1,423,316 (July 2001 est.) —
approximately one tenth of that in The Nether-
lands. Population density ca. 33 km?, 69 % urban

Capital: Tallinn (365,305 inhabitants)

Current status of official preparations

Status of official list of sites

Maps of the pre-selected sites have been published
(most recently updated on February 26, 2004) on
the websites (http://maps.ekk.ee/natura) of the
Ministry of the Environment and the Estonian Land
Board. Information given on the maps (March 2004)
includes the names and boundaries of the sites, but no
justification concerning values is included. Also, the
maps cannot be downloaded. From February 12 to
27, 2004 the maps were publicly available for local
land owners and other interest groups in local munici-
palities. Any objections or proposals had to be filed by
March 5. The number of objections received was high.
As aresult, the Ministry of Environment announced
they would not propose for Natura 2000 sites any
privately-owned lands, which owners have officially
declared objection to. Integration of Natura 2000 into
sectoral planning has been limited — to our knowledge,
consultation between government ministries has been
limited to communication between the Ministry of
Environment and the Ministry of Agriculture concern-
ing the Rural Development Plan; no special inter-min-
isterial working group has yet been established. Most
important marine areas will probably be a part of the
Natura 2000 network as SPA.

Financing

Support for implementation of the Natura 2000 net-
work has been earmarked from the State budget until
2007, as stated in the state programme Natura 2000 in
Estonia for 2000—07. It appears that investments both
for scientific research and communications activi-
ties have not been used effectively, though lack of
transparency in allocation of the funds makes clear
evaluation difficult. There is a clear need for increas-
ing the rates and total amount of support available for
management of semi-natural grasslands.
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Communications and awareness raising

No targeted communications programme has been
undertaken during the last phase of site designation
in 2003—-04. Items on Natura 2000 have appeared in
national and local newspapers, TV and radio inter-
views. Numerous leaflets and posters have been pub-
lished and two video films produced featuring Natura
habitat types. Natura 2000 information days were held
with the support of the Baltic Environmental Forum
(BEF) in 2000-01. The indicative boundaries of the
sites have been available at the Ministry of Environ-
ment’s website.

Stakeholder involvement
Designation of Natura 2000 sites has taken place
largely within the Ministry of Environment, without
involvement of stakeholders. The Natura Council,
which was formed four years ago to bring together
various stakeholders, has met only twice, the last time
in November 2000.

Land owners: distribution of information to land
owners has largely been the responsibility of the Min-
istry of Environment’s regional departments. Official
public hearings were organised at the last minute and
only three weeks given for review and comments.

Non-Governmental Organisations (NGOs): the
Estonian Ornithological Society was contracted by
the Ministry of Environment to analyse favourable
conservation status of Annex I species as well as to
prepare documentation for Special Protection Areas
(SPA). Aside from a couple of environmental organi-
sations which were contracted to provide information
to the Ministry of Environment regarding specific
habitat types (mainly grassland and water habitats),
involvement of NGOs in site designation for the Habi-
tats Directive has been very limited.

Academic institutions: Data and information for site
designation has largely come from experts from the
University of Tartu, who also participated in Natura
2000 field work and compiled the handbook on Natura
2000 habitats in Estonia (J. Paal, 2000). Scientific
representivity of proposed Sites of Community Impor-
tances has not been evaluated by academic institu-
tions.
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Other Ministries: there has not been any cooperation
with ministries other than the Ministry of Agriculture,
despite the fact that the Ministry of Interior, the Min-
istry of Defence and the Ministry of Economic Affairs
and Communication are important stakeholders who
should be involved. The co-operation between the
Ministry of Environment and the Ministry of Agri-
culture has focussed on development of the Rural
Development Plan, the benefits of which for Natura
2000 sites are presently unclear. The communication
was initiated by the Ministry of Agriculture, for exam-
ple by involving representatives from the Ministry of
Environment into working groups developing specific
measures of the national Rural Development Plan.

The only organised initiatives have been the above
mentioned Natura Council, which was established in
2000 and left unconsulted since the end of the same
year, and the recent cycle of public hearings for land
Owners.

Management plans

No management plans have been written specifically
for Natura 2000 sites, except for some forest sites.
Under the project Protection of priority forest habi-
tat types in Estonia, financed by a grant from LIFE-
Nature, 20 forest sites have been proposed as new
protected areas as well as Natura 2000 sites. The work
with these forest sites has also involved the develop-
ment of management plans. Some of the plans have
been finalised and are waiting for approval; others are
still in the process of being written. No other manage-
ment plans for Natura sites have been initiated.

Threats to sites

Viinameri pSCI and SPA and Kiidema pSCI and SPA:
There are two ongoing development projects — Saare-
maa bridge/tunnel on the eastern and Saaremaa harbour
on the western coast of Saaremaa island. Together, the
two projects would create a new transit route across
the island and could have a negative impact on these
two potential Natura 2000 sites.
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The bridge/tunnel project will threaten the sites of
the Vidinameri strait in case the construction will be
a bridge, as the area is an intensively used migration
route for arctic waterfowl (North Atlantic Flyway) as
well as for the local seal population. At the moment,
it seems that construction of a bridge is strongly pre-
ferred by developers over construction of a tunnel,
which would probably have far less negative impact
on natural values. The harbour project may threaten
the breeding and wintering waterfowl populations.

Number of pre-selected forest sites: There is strong
opposition to Natura 2000 from the State Forest Man-
agement Centre, which is interested in maintaining
large forest areas for commercial production without
any restrictions. At the moment, there are complicated
discussions going on between the Ministry of Envi-
ronment and the State Forest Management Centre
regarding the number and coverage of forest habitats
which will be included in the Natura 2000 network.

The final feasibility study regarding the Saaremaa
bridge/tunnel is being co-financed by the EU’s ISPA
pre-accession programme. The harbour project is
being financed by local companies, mainly Tallinn
Harbour.

Conclusions and priority actions

Carry out scientific analysis regarding: the total
coverage of each habitat and its the importance
within Estonia and the boreal biogeographic region;
principles of selection of certain sites according to
each habitat type (representativity analysis); need
for protection and comparison with existing levels
of protection (including both existing protected
areas and pSCI). Without such analysis, we cannot
adequately evaluate whether the planned Natura
measures will be sufficient. To date, such analysis
has been conducted for the Birds but not for the
Habitats Directive. With increasing criticism from
land owners and encouraged by the media, such an
analysis is of vital importance for justifying site
designation.

Address discrepancies in the new Nature Conser-
vation Act. The new law will enable protection of
newly selected pSCI, but the process is two years
behind schedule. The law was only approved by the
government and submitted to Parliament in Febru-
ary 2004. Nevertheless, in the rush to meet the May
1 deadline for submission of proposed sites, many
discrepancies are still contained within the draft
legislation. As a result, there is much work to do at
the level of Parliamentary committee before final
approval of the Act.

Improve co-operation between the Ministry of
Environment and different stakeholders (other Min-
istries, state agencies, academic institutions, NGOs)
from which future work with designation and man-
agement of the sites and successful communication
work would benefit considerably.

Improve communication work targeted at land
owners and local communities. Widespread criti-
cism and opposition to the Natura 2000 network,
including largely negative reports in the press, have
been almost inevitable given the hurried process of
public consultation. Without improved communica-
tions and awareness raising regarding Natura 2000,
its implications and potential benefits, the process
of site designation and implementation in Estonia is
likely to be as torturous as it has been in neighbour-
ing Finland.

Compilation and approval of management plans

for all protected areas including existing reserves
and pre-selected Natura 2000 sites. The Ministry
of Environment is already facing serious problems
with approving management plans for existing
protected areas, although some of the plans have
already been developed some years ago and there
is already a need for revisions. Temporary legal
protection for pSCI is planned to be approved all
together in one legal act during 2004, but man-
agement plans are expected to be prepared and
approved one by one. The resulting lag in develop-
ing and implementing management measures could
result in serious damage to the sites before a clear
understanding is reached regarding which actions
are permitted on the sites and which are not.
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IV. National reports and lists of sites — Latvia

Latvia

Compiled by: WWF-Latvia based on interviews with

the following experts: Erika Klavina, Nature Con-
servation Board; Otars Opermanis, co-ordinator of
Emerald project at Darudec; Edmundas Racinskis,

project co-ordinator (for birds), Latvian Ornithologi-

cal Society; Liene Salmipa, project co-ordinator (for
habitats), Latvian Fund for Nature.

Area: 64,589 km? (about twice the size
of Belgium)

Terrain: undulating plain with flat lowlands alter-
nating with hills, with a mosaic of large forests
alternating with fields, farmsteads, and pastures.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Baltic Sea
0 m, highest point — Gaizinkalns 311.6 m

Land use: Agricultural land — 38.5 %, forests —
45 %, lakes and rivers — 3.7 %, other — 12.8 %

Protected Areas: 4 nature reserves, 3 national
parks containing reserves and restricted areas,

1 biosphere reserve, 211 restricted nature areas,
22 nature parks, 6 protected landscape areas.

8.7 % of Latvia’s territory has been classified

as Special Protection Areas.

Population: 2,346,000 (2002),
37 inhabitants/km?.

Capital: Riga (788,000 inhabitants).

Status of official preparations

Status of government list of sites

Latvia was the first country to submit its list of pSCI
to the European Commission. At the beginning of
April, the Latvian government adopted the list of new
Protected Areas developed by the Ministry of Envi-
ronment. After establishment of these new Protected
Areas, the Minister of Environment formally nomi-
nated these areas as proposed Natura 2000 sites.

The official list of proposed Protected Areas, i.e. Natura
2000 sites, comprises 336 sites (247 Nature Reserves,
4 State Reserves, 3 National Parks, 38 Nature Parks,
9 geological monuments, and 23 Micro-reserves) cov-
ering altogether 11.9% of the country’s land area. In
total, 122 new sites are proposed and borders of 46 pre-
viously protected areas will be harmonised.

Almost all currently protected sites are included in the
list of proposed Natura 2000 sites, e.g. National Parks
and strictly protected parts of Biosphere reserve. It is
important to note though that only 4 marine areas have
been included in the Natura 2000 network — and only as
part of a larger Protected Area covering terrestrial areas.
Nomination of other marine areas has been postponed
until political issues at European level are resolved.
New inventories, i.e. Latvian Breeding Bird Atlas and
Woodland Key Habitats Inventory have shown that still
new areas of high biodiversity value might be found
outside the proposed Natura 2000 network.

Financing

The real “bottleneck” for implementation of Natura 2000
in Latvia is an insufficient budget for the elaboration of
management plans as well as a lack of human resources.
It is estimated that by the end of 2004, roughly 100 pro-
posed Natura 2000 sites might have management plans
drawing on international and local financial sources. In
terms of domestic support, most money for manage-
ment comes from the Ministry of Environment and the
Latvijas Valsts Mezi (LVM, the state body responsible
for state forest management). In many cases, develop-
ment of official management plans for Natura 2000
sites is not urgently needed as many sites are not pres-
ently facing serious threats to their integrity. This is the
case for example of some raised bogs.
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Limited funding has clearly been a factor in the proc-
ess of identifying future Natura 2000 sites, influenc-
ing both the scope of field work and the process of
site designation. For the time being, there are 9 LIFE
projects that are either finished, planned or being
implemented. Some of these projects deal with man-
agement planning and implementation issues within
existing Protected Areas; others, on the contrary, are
aimed at establishing new Protected Areas or ensur-
ing management in numerous areas. The Nature Con-
servation Board outsourced funding from the State
budget for elaboration of 11 management plans for
Protected Areas in 2003. This year, State funding is
available for development of management plans for
two additional areas.

Communications and awareness raising

The Ministry of Environment financed and organised
a communications campaign targeted at the general
public. The campaign, called “Propose a Protected
Area”, included calls, published in newspapers, for
people to propose sites for new Protected Areas. In
response, at least 50 sites were proposed for protection.
Also part of the campaign was publication and distribu-
tion of booklets to private land owners describing the
implications and benefits of the Natura 2000 network.

Articles devoted to the Natura 2000 process have been
published in local and regional newspapers. Within
the framework of the DANCEE project, 5 seminars
were organised for staff of the State Forest Service, the
Latvian Ministry of Environment, as well as officials
from other public bodies.

In general, communication regarding Natura 2000
still needs to be improved, with special focus placed
on main stakeholders, i.e. local municipalities and
land owners. This communication should be done in
a comprehensive and understandable manner.

Stakeholder involvement
The process of identifying and designating Natura
2000 sites has been the responsibility of the Ministry
of Environment, which organised a special project,
running from 2001-2003, to take care of this work.
This was the Project Co-ordination of Latvia’s System
of Special Protection Areas with the Emerald / Natura
2000 Network of Protected Areas funded by the Danish
Aid Agency DANCEE and carried out by the Danish
consultancy Darudec. After the first year of the project,
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the Nature Conservation Board (DAP) was appointed
to supervise and communicate project results and also
make a final delineation of proposed sites. This board
included representatives from the Ministry of Agricul-
ture and the State Forest Service (VMD)

For designation of bird areas (SPA), Darudec sub-con-
tracted the Latvian Ornithological Society or Latvijas
Ornitologijas Biedriba (LOB/BirdLife Latvia). The
experts were responsible for the collection of data on
relevant species and identification of potential sites.
The final data sets, i.e. maps and databases, were
submitted to the Latvian Environmental Agency (VA)
which was responsible for information storage and
database administration.

For the designation of proposed Sites of Community
Importance (pSCI), the Latvian Fund for Nature or
Latvijas Dabas Fonds (LDF) was sub-contracted by
Darudec. The experts involved were responsible for
collecting data on habitats and species except birds,
and designating potential Natura 2000 sites. The final
data sets, i.e. maps and database, were submitted to
the Latvian Environmental Agency

The State Forest Service and JSC Latvijas Valsts Mezi
(LVM) were involved in order to provide information
where possible species or habitats might be found in
the forests. The representatives of the State Forest
Service also participated in field work and further dis-
cussions in the site designation process.

The Nature Conservation Board was also responsible
for negotiating project results with local communities,
forest owners and other stakeholders affected by site
designation. During local workshops, the implications
of Natura 2000 were explained and land owners given
the opportunity to express their opinion on site desig-
nation and boundaries. In some cases, the result was
a modification of boundaries of proposed Natura 2000
sites, e.g. when a valuable tract of forest had already
been logged after experts’ fieldwork. In most cases,
though, objections by land owners were not followed
by the authorities in charge of site designation. Gener-
ally, forest owners were less enthusiastic about site
designation than farmers and owners of agricultural
land, mostly because of lack of State support for the
former. Following this series of local consultations,
the final updated version of sites was submitted to the
Ministry of Environment.
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Management plans

Management plans have not been developed for Natura
2000 sites in particular, but are being prepared for Pro-
tected Areas, of which more than 90 % have been nomi-
nated as Natura 2000 sites. Since 1999, more than 70
management plans have been developed, of which more
than 50 % are now approved and are being implemented.
The quality of the management plans is improving with
growing experience. In 2003, development began of 17
management plans. The Nature Conservation Board
supervises development of management plans, which
then must be approved by the Minister of Environment.
More than 10 existing management plans will expire in
the next two years and need to be updated.

Threats to sites
A detailed analysis of current and forthcoming threats
does not exist. Based on discussion with experts
involved in the Natura 2000 designation process and
representatives of state institutions, the following gen-
eral treats have been identified:

Threats outside proposed Natura 2000 sites.

This kind of threat covers a wide range of problems,
including increased logging, intensive agriculture,
environmental pollution (local and cross-border),
etc. It leads to the conclusion that it’s absolutely
necessary that also outside the designated sites the
appropriate measures for nature protection

are taken.

Lack of management of particularly valuable
grasslands. With changes in land use, natural suc-
cession is taking place and the area of valuable
grasslands rapidly decreasing. Still it is not clear
how much of these grasslands should be protected
and what would be the most suitable/cost-effective
management measures.

Construction of new forest roads. There are plans
to renovate and develop new forest roads with

a total length of 3,000 km over the next five years
on State Forest Land.

Construction of highways, ¢.g. the Via Baltica and
West-East highway is already being financed by the
EU’s Cohesion Funds. Further support is expected
from the Structural Funds (ERDF).

Overgrowth of raised bogs, caused by drainage of
adjacent areas.

Development, especially building construction
adjacent to river banks and coastal areas on pri-
vately owned land.

Conclusions and priority actions

Elaboration of a common approach for ensuring
favourable conservation status for Natura 2000
sites, ensuring their functioning as a network and
not as single sites for single species. This will
require development of legislation and incorpora-
tion in other sectors (land use, agriculture, spatial
planning). Such legislation is needed to avoid
major conflicts in future, e.g. infrastructure
developments, etc.

Elaboration of management plans for proposed
Natura 2000 sites where this is urgently needed.
Establishment of a supervising body that will
ensure that in those Natura 2000 sites without an
administration, such as farm and other private lands,
the appropriate measures are taken. This has also
been suggested by representatives from the Nature
Conservation Board.

Evaluation of the Natura 2000 network. There

are several steps to be taken in order to evaluate
the quality of the Natura 2000 network in order

to achieve the long-term favourable conservation
status of habitats and species:

Representativity analysis of different habitat and
species in various geographical regions of Latvia;
Gaps in protection, i.e. the extent to which respec-
tive habitats and species are presented in network
of existing SPA and SCI.

Additional measures outside existing Natura 2000
network including restoration of degraded habitats
and establishment of key ecological processes, e.g.
introducing large herbivores for management of
selected areas of high conservation value
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Bulgaria

Compiled by: Ivan Hristov and Vesselina Kavrakova,

WWF-Danube Carpathian Programme

Area: 110,912 km? (roughly half the size of the
United Kingdom).

Terrain: mostly mountains with lowlands
in the north and southeast.

Elevation extremes: lowest point —
Black Sea 0 m, highest point — Musala 2,925 m.

Land use: arable land — 43 %, permanent
crops — 2 %, permanent pastures — 14 %,
forests and woodland — 38 %, other — 3 %.

Protected areas: 3 National Parks (193,048 ha),
11 Nature Parks (247,604 ha), 90 Reserves
(81,496 ha), 146 Protected Sites (39,000 ha),

473 Nature Monuments (23,318 ha) — total

of 5% of the country’s territory.

Population: 7,845,841 (2002 est.).

Capital: Sofia (1,220,000 inhabitants).

Status of official preparations

Status of government list of sites
The Bulgarian Ministry of Environment and Water and
its regional units, the Regional Inspectorates of Envi-
ronment and Water and the Executive Environmental
Agency, are in charge of developing the list of pro-
posed Sites of Community Importance for Bulgaria.

According to the Bulgarian Act on Biodiversity
adopted in August 2002, the list of protected zones
of the National Ecological Network (equivalent to the
Natura 2000 network) must be submitted to the Coun-
cil of Ministers by 2006. The date of formal submis-
sion of the list of proposed Sites of Community Impor-
tance (pSCI) to the European Commission depends on
the date of accession to the European Union, which is
currently expected to take place in 2007.

Bulgaria has a number of natural values that will be
new to the European Union, including the Black Sea
biogeographic region, with new habitats and species,
and beech forests. The WWF-Danube Carpathian
Programme has submitted documentation proposing
the addition of two new habitat types and extension
of four existing habitat types in the annexes directly
to the European Commission as well as the European
Topic Centre in Paris. However, an official request to
add habitats and species to the annexes of the Directive
must come from the Bulgarian authorities. Though no
official deadline has yet been set for receiving addi-
tions to the annexes, this must occur relatively soon.

Availability of scientific information

Certain progress in the development and update of
scientific information has been achieved through the
Ministry’s Natura 2000 project. Occasional updates of
scientific information, mainly investigations into the
distribution of certain species, have been carried out
by NGOs such as Green Balkans, the Bulgarian Soci-
ety for the Protection of Birds/Birdlife Bulgaria, the
Bulgarian Herpetological Society, Balkani Wildlife
Society, and others.
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Overall, progress has been insufficient for adequate
preparation of the list of pSCI. Given the present stage
of data availability and quality, a comprehensive list
of sites could be prepared only for less than one-third
of the country’s territory. There is a serious lack of
information concerning the number, distribution, and
national coverage of habitat types in Bulgaria. There
are in particular gaps in knowledge about the habitat
types of the Black Sea biogeographical region, some
widespread habitats such as beech forests, but also
rare habitats with restricted distribution. Furthermore,
the Institutes of the Bulgarian Academy of Science
have not been fully involved in the process, and their
capacities and resources not used efficiently. The co-
ordination and information exchange between the
Ministry of Environment and Water and other Minis-
tries concerning GIS models and maps of the country,
types of land use, types of property, forest cover, etc.
is very inadequate.

Filling the gaps
The only steps that have been undertaken by the Bul-
garian government to fill these gaps in information
have taken place within the framework of the Minis-
try’s Natura 2000 project.

To address some of the information and data gaps,
WWEF-Danube Carpathian Programme has undertaken
an analysis of available scientific information regard-
ing the distribution of habitat types and plant species
from the Annexes to the Birds and Habitats Direc-
tives. Reports with proposals for amendments to the
Annexes of the Biodiversity Act have been developed
and distributed widely (available for downloading
as pdf at: www.panda.org/downloads/europe/
bgn2000report.pdf). In the beginning of 2004,
a discussion was initiated by the Ministry’s Natura
2000 project. This resulted in the acceptance of all pro-
posals and extensions put forth by the WWF-Danube
Carpathian Programme, which included an addition of
15 new Habitats to the working lists for pSCI identi-
fication.
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Legislative gaps

The Bulgarian Act on Biodiversity, adopted in August
2002, transposes the EU Habitats and Birds Directives
into national legislation. According to the previously
mentioned legal analysis, the Act on Biodiversity
generally corresponds to the Directives and can serve
as a sufficient basis for the creation of a National Eco-
logical Network. Omissions identified by WWF con-
cern the Annexes of the Act listing habitat types and
species to be protected under the National Ecological
Network. Certain habitat types included in the Habi-
tats Directive and occurring in Bulgaria are omitted
from the Biodiversity Act and some corrections for the
annexes of species are also necessary.

The Natura 2000 requirements are practically not inte-
grated into sectoral policies and programming. Legis-
lation and planning for other sectors have already been
developed and enforced. In addition, other sectors are
economically more powerful. Any significant changes
arising from the introduction of new legislation in the
area of nature protection, and especially those related
to the establishment of a wider network of protected
area (particularly one that has not involved consulta-
tion with other sectors), will lead to conflicts.

Financing
For 2004 the Ministry of Environment and Water has
allocated approximately 40,000 BGN (€ 20,000) from
its budget for preparation for Natura 2000.

At present the Ministry of Environment and Water is
preparing an application to the PHARE National Pro-
gramme to secure the continuation of activities after
the end of the present Ministry’s Natura 2000 project.
If approved, the PHARE project is expected to start
in 2005. No detailed information about the scope of
activities and budget is available at the moment.

The previously mentioned project, Conservation of
Species and Habitats in Bulgaria: EU Approximation,
is funded by the Danish aid programme DANCEE
with a budget of € 520,000 for the period 2002—-04.
Expected outputs, as defined by the project, are:
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A systematic network of candidate Natura 2000
sites established in accordance with the criteria of
the European Natura 2000 network.

Increased capacity of the Ministry of Environ-
ment and Water, Ministry of Agriculture and For-
ests, their regional offices, scientific institutions
and NGOs to carry out inventories and to identify
potential Natura 2000 sites.

Enhanced participation of local authorities and
stakeholders in biodiversity planning and manage-
ment.

Raised awareness of conservation of biodiversity
among public authorities and the general public.

There were significant difficulties in starting the
project, which was postponed for almost a year. Due
to cuts in Danish funding, the duration of the project
was reduced from 36 to 21 months, and the budget
was cut to a third of the original amount planned. As
a result, not all outputs will be delivered.

The WWF-Danube Carpathian Programme is cur-
rently implementing the project Natura 2000 in
Bulgaria with support from the Austrian Ministry of
Agriculture, Forests, Environment and Water Manage-
ment and WWF-Austria. The activities implemented
through this project in 2003 included:

Study and evaluation of the distribution on national
level of habitat types and habitats of species from
the Annexes to the Habitats Directive. Gap analysis
of available scientific information, creation of an
expert pool, initiation of expert networking.
Comparative analysis of the lists of habitats and
species of the Birds and Habitats Directives with
those included in the Bulgarian Act on Biodiversity;
elaboration of proposals for amendments and rec-
ommendations for future steps.

Elaboration of proposals for amendments to the
Annexes to the EU Habitats Directive to be pro-
posed by the Bulgarian government to the European
Commission.

National workshop “Proposals for Additions of
Habitat Types to the European Directives” with dis-
cussions, co-ordination of efforts and planning of
future activities.

Activities in 2004 will focus on:

Improvement of the legal basis and available scien-
tific information regarding key habitat types.
Support for the process of developing the Bulgarian
list of pSCI.

Capacity building and strengthening of institutions
in charge of preparation for Natura 2000 and of
potential partners; raising the level of expert knowl-
edge.

Initiation of networking among major stakeholders.
Ensuring public control of the processes; monitor-
ing of the quality and efficiency of preparation for
Natura 2000.

There are a number of ongoing projects devoted to
improving existing databases, preparation of propos-
als for pSCI as well as mapping of bird populations
that are being implemented by NGOs, including the
Bulgarian Biodiversity Foundation, the Bulgarian
Society for the Protection of Birds/BirdLife Bulgaria,
the Balkani Wildlife Society, Green Balkans, and the
Bulgarian Herpetological Society.

Communications and awareness raising

The level of awareness of Natura 2000 at national,
regional and local levels continues to be very poor.
Relevant institutions are not sufficiently informed
about the network, i.e. the changes and possible ben-
efits arising from its establishment, as well as future
procedures that will be implemented. Most people,
especially local communities around or in potential
Natura 2000 sites or national protected areas, are not
aware of the fact that the protected areas network may
present a sustainable source of income and do not see
what possibilities exist in this regard. The reasons for
insufficient development of the awareness are the
absence of a communication strategy, broad consulta-
tions and information campaigns during last year.

There has been certain improvement in capacity and
understanding of Natura 2000 at expert level in the
Ministry of Environment and Water, several NGOs
and scientific institutions, mostly as aresult of the
Ministry’s Natura 2000 project and other smaller NGO
projects.
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No information regarding a governmental communica-
tions and awareness raising strategy is available. Other
communications activities related to Natura 2000 that
have been undertaken to date include the following:

Natura 2000 Awareness Project South-East Europe
implemented by the Carl Bro Group in 1998-99 and
funded by the PHARE Multi-country programme —
Environment. This was a trans-boundary project
between Bulgaria, Macedonia and Albania focussed
on support for the protected areas network. Target
groups in Bulgaria were the national authorities, the
Ministry of Environment and Water and the National
Park administrations.

Assisting the preparation of Bulgaria to set out the
Natura 2000 Network, carried out by the Bulgarian
Society for the Protection of Birds/BirdLife Interna-
tional in 2001-02. The project included an informa-
tion campaign, “Natura 2000 — for people and birds”,
which was implemented in those regions hosting
Important Bird Areas.

Educational and awareness raising project Parks in
Bulgaria — partnership for Europe, carried out by the
Civil Society Development Foundation and funded by
the PHARE Access programme in 2001. The project
targeted the Park directorates (both nature and national
parks) in the country. The standard Natura 2000 data
forms and an instruction manual were translated into
the Bulgarian language, and directorate staff trained in
how to complete the forms.

Stakeholder involvement

Consultations, involving NGO representatives, were
organised during the elaboration of the Act on Biodi-
versity. NGOs have been involved in preparation and
implementation of the Ministry’s Natura 2000 project
as well as in thematic seminars at the Ministry of Envi-
ronment and Water and its Regional Inspectorates. The
Advisory Board of the Ministry’s Natura 2000 project
includes two elected NGO representatives.

NGOs have supported the Ministry’s Natura 2000
project with data on biodiversity and capacity for car-
rying out field inventories. NGOs have also started
a discussion about national populations of species and
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habitat types from the Birds and Habitats Directives.
The Bulgarian Society for the Protection of Birds/
BirdLife Bulgaria, for instance, has completed the
Natura 2000 standard forms for two pSCI sites. Pro-
posals from other organisations are under preparation.

It is of great importance that key stakeholders are
aware of the Natura 2000 network. This includes:

Governmental institutions at national level: Min-
istry of Environment and Water, Ministry of Agri-
culture and Forests, Ministry of Finance, Ministry
of Regional Development and Public Works. Train-
ing, capacity building and a communication strat-
egy are urgently needed. This is especially impor-
tant for the Ministry of Environment and Water,
where beside the interim staff of the Ministry’s own
Natura 2000 project (3 persons) there is no ministe-
rial officer responsible specifically for Natura 2000.
Local stakeholders: State Forestry Units, local
authorities, farmers and other land owners in poten-
tial Natura 2000 sites. Except for isolated cases, as
in the Kresna Gorge, this group of stakeholders has
not been targeted in information campaigns to date.
Scientific institutions and NGOs: the resources

in these organisations are still not utilised effec-
tively because of lack of awareness. Continuous
information campaign and networking is needed.
National meetings of NGOs and key stakeholders
that are currently being planned with support from
the MATRA-KNIP fund of the Royal Netherlands
Embassy should help address these needs.

Bottlenecks
The difficulties identified so far for the preparation of
the pSCI list have not changed during last year. They
are as follows:

Insufficient funding and lack of human capacity for
mapping and field work.

Conflict of interests (mainly with the economic
sector).

Lack of integration of nature protection issues with
other sectoral policies. The establishment of the
Natura 2000 network is not reflected in planning
and programmes of other sectors, including agricul-
ture, transportation and regional development, and
will lead to conflicts during implementation.
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Lack of public awareness and lack of adequate
information among local communities — a negative
approach and opposition of locals to the designa-
tion of Natura 2000 sites can be expected.

Threats to sites
Kresna Gorge — is threatened by current plans for the
construction of the Struma motorway. Recent recom-
mendations, that the site needs to be protected and
a negative impact must be prevented, from the Bern
Convention Committee to the Bulgarian Government
are a positive development in this issue.

Pirin National Park — despite efforts of environ-
mental NGOs, a ski zone, including various types of
extensive ski facilities, was constructed in the heart
of the Park according to the investor’s plans and in
contradiction to national and international legislation
on nature protection.

Hydropower. There are new plans — already adopted
by the Ministry of Environment and Water — for the
construction of about 1,000 small-scale hydropower
stations on the middle and upper stretches of almost all
Bulgarian rivers. Implementation of the scheme has
already begun, and numerous hydropower stations are
currently under construction. These plans will affect
practically all river-dependent habitats in the moun-
tainous and semi-mountainous areas of Bulgaria. The
investors in most cases are private companies from
Bulgaria but also for example from Austria.

Wind farms. New too are plans for the construction of
wind farms. There is a project for the construction of
a wind farm next to the town of Balchik on the Black
Sea coast. The project has been the subject of broad
discussion during 2003. The wind farm is planned
on a “bottle neck” of the Via Pontica, one of the two
major bird migration routes in the country, and a po-
tential Natura 2000 site.

Danube. The project Protection of the Danube and
Black Sea Banks from Abrasion and Erosion, which
falls under the National Programme for the Reinforce-
ment of the Danube Banks, threatens the biological
integrity of valuable natural areas along the Lower
Danube. The project includes the construction of
anti-erosion facilities along the Danube banks in

seven sections. Two of the sections have already been
completed in 2003. The project is managed by the
Ministry of Regional Development and Public Works,
and financed by the European Investment Bank. No
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) has been
conducted for the project as it has had the status of
“emergency works®.

Current EU plans for development of the Trans-Euro-
pean Networks for Transportation (TEN-T) are also
ominous. “Removing bottlenecks along the Danube”
has been included by the European Commission in
a list of TEN-T priority projects of European impor-
tance. Considerably deepening and channelling of the
Danube, as called for in the Van Miert report released
in July 2003, would have a devastating impact on
potential Natura 2000 sites along the most valuable
sections of the Lower Danube. A feasibility study to
this end has been carried out and funded by PHARE,
but so far there have been no applications for EU
funds for the implementation of this project.

Conclusions and priority actions

The priority actions needed for the establishment of
Natura 2000 have not changed during the past period
and are:

Improve available scientific information — carrying
out of inventories, field surveys, gap analysis, map-
ping of habitats, preparation of maps, and improve-
ment of GIS database.

Capacity building for responsible institutions

and their potential partners — raising the level of
expert knowledge, training, issuing of specialised
materials.

Broad consultations between responsible institu-
tions — NGOs, scientific institutions and other key
stakeholders.

Awareness raising and broad public campaign,
work with the media, stakeholders, small-scale pilot
projects in proposed sites, involvement of inter-
ested groups.

Adequate funding for the implementation of the
above activities and planning of mechanism for
financing the future Natura 2000 network

in Bulgaria.
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Romania

Compiled by: Erika Stanciu and Maria Mihul,
WWF-Danube Carpathian Programme, with input
from the Romanian Ministry of Waters

and Environmental Protection

Area: 237,500 km? (about the size
of the United Kingdom).

Terrain: Mountains (31 %), hills and plateaus

(33 %), plains (36 %). The Romanian Carpathians,
with their three branches (Oriental, Southern and
Occidental Carpathians) separate the country into
three main areas: Central Transylvanian Plateau,
Moldavia and the Walachian Plain). Danube river
and various tributaries. Black Sea coast in east.

Elevation extremes: lowest point — Black Sea
0 m; highest point — Moldoveanu mountain peak —
2,544 m in the Fargaras Mountians,

Southern Carpathians.

Land use: Irrigated land: 31,020 km? (1993 est.),
arable land — 41 % permanent crops — 3 %, perma-
nent pastures — 21 %, forests and woodlands:

29 %, other — 6% (1993 est.).

Nature protection: Total of 845 protected areas,
including 9 national parks, 6 nature parks, as well
as 3 UNESCO-designated biosphere reserves
(Danube Delta, Retezat, and Pietrosul Rodnei) —
altogether, ca. 5.4 % of the country’s territory.

Population: 22,395,848 (July 1998 est.).

Capital: Bucharest (2,066,723 inhabitants).

Status of official preparations

After a brief period from July 2003 until April 2004
during which responsibility for the environment and
nature conservation was incorporated into a ‘super
Ministry’ responsible for Agriculture, Forests, Waters
and Environment, the Ministry of Environment and
Waters has now been re-established as a separate and
independent Ministry, the Ministry of Environment
and Water Management.

Despite this short institutional experiment, no changes
are foreseen in the timing for implementation of the
Natura 2000 network in Romania. Reference made
in this report to ‘the Ministry’ refer to the short-lived
‘super Ministry’ covering environment in addition to
agriculture, forests, and water management.

The Romanian Ornithological Society (SOR)/BirdLife
Romania has signed a Memorandum of Understand-
ing with the Ministry for cooperation on designat-
ing bird areas (SPA). The list of SPA will be based
on information received from BirdLife Romania.
A Ministry report shows that standard forms have
been completed for 9 sites in Romania. Another 7
sites are described through the Emerald Network, 2 of
which already have management plans. In addition, 44
Important Bird Areas have already been identified by
BirdLife Romania, which is now collecting informa-
tion for another 73 possible sites with financial support
from international sources. The Ministerial Order no
850/27.10.2003 (Ministerial Journal 793/11.11.2003)
regarding the entrustment procedures for the adminis-
tration or custody of natural protected areas contains
provisions that should assist the identification of pSCI.
Administrators and custodians have the contractual
obligation to carry out an inventory of the habitats
and species present in the protected areas according
to the Natura 2000 standard data form and to develop
management plans.
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The Ministry is also developing Methodological
Guidelines for identifying and inventorying Sites
of Community Importance and Special Protection
Areas as well as for data reporting. The data-reporting
format will adopt the standard data form for character-
izing Natura 2000 sites.

Romania has anumber of natural values that will
be new to the European Union. According to latest
reports, the Romanian government has not yet submit-
ted any proposal to nominate additional habitats and
species for inclusion in the annexes of the Habitats
Directive.

Stakeholder involvement

No consultation on preparations for Natura 2000 has
been organised at any level. The only NGO that has
actively participated in the preparation process has
been BirdLife Romania, which has signed a partner-
ship agreement with the Ministry. One LIFE-Nature
project developed by BirdLife has been co-financed
by the Ministry. BirdLife Romania has also developed
a proposal for aleaflet on Natura 2000 targeted at
representatives of the Ministry at the county level, i.e.
for the Environmental Protection Agencies, which it
has offered to co-finance together with the Ministry.
No confirmation for the project has yet been received
from the Ministry.

A major constraint for improving NGO involvement in
the process of preparing for Natura 2000 is the fact that
the Ministry cannot offer funds for any NGO activity
or project from its available budget. Another constraint
is a lack of transparency within the Ministry.

A seminar on Natura 2000 organised by WWF in
co-operation with the Romanian Environmental
Partnership Foundation in October 2003 led to the
establishment of an NGO platform on Natura 2000.
The NGO Coalition on Natura 2000 in Romania cur-
rently includes 32 members, which are now undertak-
ing a gap analysis of data available among NGOs as
well as organising arange of capacity building and
awareness raising activities, all focussed on preparing
for Natura 2000 in Romania. The Ministry of Environ-
ment has shown an interest in working together with
the coalition.
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Availability of scientific information

No significant progress has been made on gathering
scientific information. Most of the existing data is in
the property of institutions, organisations or individual
specialists who are unwilling to provide the informa-
tion without payment. In addition, there is no com-
prehensive inventory of studies, information or data
that was developed with support from those financial
sources that usually fund public studies. Therefore, the
Ministry has no access even to information that should
be public data. There is no capacity within the Minis-
try to overcome this situation.

Filling gaps in scientific information

As part of alarger project, Romanian Biodiversity
Conservation Management Project, supported by the
World Bank/GEF, a Biodiversity Information Manage-
ment System has been designed under co-ordination of
the Ministry. The system has been developed should
support co-operation and exchange of data between
institutions and organisations. The eventual result
should be a database and maps that can help identify
priority areas for biodiversity conservation.

However, many specialists consider that the Biodiver-
sity Information Monitoring System will only become
fully operational in the long-term, with collection of
relevant data requiring years of intense work by vari-
ous institutions and organisations. Lack of financial
resources to support institutions, organisations, and
specialists in their work may hinder the entire proc-
ess.
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Transposition of the Habitats Directive
into national legislation.

Legislative gaps

Both the Birds and Habitats Directives have been
transposed into the national legislation, i.e. into Law
no 263/2001 Regarding the Regime of Protected
Areas, Conservation of Natural Habitats, of Wild Flora
and Fauna. However, several specialists have pointed
to inconsistencies and gaps in the annexes, and these
should be corrected. To date, the Romanian Govern-
ment has taken no measures to address these gaps, but
the Ministry is planning a consultation process.

Cross sectoral integration

Sectoral policies, especially regarding agriculture,
regional and infrastructure development, do not prop-
erly integrate or take account of requirements of the
Habitats and Birds Directives. An analysis and harmo-
nisation process is needed to identify relevant gaps or
problems, and to propose amendments to the existing
legislation. To name but one problem as an example of
many, the law that regulates hunting is not consistent
with the Birds and Habitats Directives.

Communications and awareness raising
Awareness of Natura 2000 even among relevant pub-
lish authorities and most affected stakeholders at all
levels is minimal. There are currently no integrated
plans or actions developed to address this issue in
Romania.

Members of the NGO Coalition on Natura 2000 in
Romania have begun organising activities targeted at
raising awareness and understanding of Natura 2000
with the Romanian NGO community. In January 2004,
WWEF, the Romanian Environmental Partnership Foun-
dation, and CEEWEB organised a Train-the-Trainers
workshop for Romanian, Bulgarian, and Croatian
NGOs on the Birds and Habitats Directives and role
of NGOs in securing their implementation. Additional
training organised by WWF and involving Romanian
NGOs has focussed on the biogeographic seminars as
well as communications planning. Following on these
workshops, a series of training and awareness raising
activities are being developed under the project Natura
2000 in Romania — Role of Environmental NGOs in
the implementation of the European Ecological Net-
work in Romania. The project has been initiated with
financial support from the EU’s PHARE pre-accession
instrument by three NGOs, UNESCO Pro Natura, the
Romanian Federation of Speleology, and BirdLife
Romania, and in close co-operation with the NGO
Coalition on Natura 2000. Several of the Coalition’s
members have been publishing articles on EU conser-
vation policy and Natura 2000 in their journals as well
as the media.

The members of the NGO Coalition are now in the
process of developing a communications strategy for
communications and awareness raising related to
Natura 2000. At least partial support for implemen-
tation of this strategy is expected to come from the
Romanian Government.
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Future needs for stakeholder involvement

The development of astrategy for stakeholder
involvement is crucial. Such a strategy will identify
key actors and ways of implementation of awareness
raising activities. The NGO Coalition can play a major
role in this process as well in implementing awareness
raising activities. The provisional list of key actors
would be: relevant Ministries and their representatives
at the regional level, land owners and land owners
associations, administrators of natural resources (e.g.
National Forest Administration), regional and local
authorities.

Ensuring adequate financial resources

for the establishment of Natura 2000
In 2003, € 300,000 was allocated from the national
budget for various kinds of studies related to Natura
2000. This is separate from the funds used for co-
financing the LIFE projects mentioned below. The
amount allocated from the national budget for 2004
is not yet known (proposals have been developed by
the Ministry but not yet approved). Generally there is
a lack of transparency, both regarding the total amount
of funding available as well as the way the available
funding is distributed.

A mainstay of support for work related to implementa-
tion of Natura 2000 in Romania has come from the
EU’s LIFE-Nature financial instrument. The following
table provides an overview of past and ongoing LIFE
projects in Romania:

Project Title | Beneficiary | Duration

1. In situ Conservation of the Romanian Meadow
Viper (Vipera ursinii) | Danube Delta Research and
Design National Institute | 10.1999—-01.2002

2.Iron Gates Natural Park — Habitat Conservation
and Management | University of Bucharest/CCMESI
| 06.2001-11.2004

3. Functional Ecological Network in Central Transyl-
vania Plain | Environmental Protection Inspectorate,
Cluj | 08.2001-11.2004

4. Conservation Programme for Bats’ Underground
Habitats in SW Carpathians | Green Cross Romania
and GESS | 08.2001-08.2004
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5. Conservation of Dolphins from Romanian Black Sea
Waters | National Institute for Marine Research and
Development “Grigore Antipa” | 07.2001-06.2004

6. In Situ Conservation of Large Carnivores in Vran-
cea County | Environmental Protection Inspectorate
Vrancea | 09.2002—11.2005

7. Restoration of Comana Wetland | Forest Research
and Management Institute | 03.2002—06.2004

8. Conservation of the Natural Wet Habitat of Satch-
inez | Environmental Protection Inspectorate Timi-
soara | 10.2002-10.2005

9. Natura 2000 Sites in the Piatra Craiului National
Park | Piatra Craiului National Park Administration |
08.2003-07.2006

10. Restoration of Forested Habitats from Pietrosul
Rodnei Biosphere Reserve | Forest Research and Man-
agement Institute, Bucharest | 06.2003—-06.2007

11. Participatory Management of Maécin Mountains
Protected Area | Environmental Protection Inspector-
ate Tulcea | 07.2003-06.2006

The EU’s PHARE Cross-Border Co-operation (CBC)
pre-accession instrument has also been useful for sup-
porting preparations for implementation of the Birds
and Habitats Directives. Approved projects (2003)
include:

Promotion of Sustainable Development and Conser-
vation of Biodiversity in Bulgarian-Romanian Cross
Border Region (€ 2.25 million, project PHARE RO
2003/005-701.04).

Romanian Hungarian Corridor for Biodiversity Con-
servation (€ 1.95 million, project PHARE RO-2003/
005-702.01).

Protection of Wetlands of the Danube — a pilot project
for Cama-Dinu islet area (RO0103.03) — begun in
January 2004, will contribute to implementation of
Natura 2000 by contributing to identification of poten-
tial Natura 2000 sites around the Cama-Dinu islets as
well as raising understanding and awareness of local
stakeholders regarding the area’s biodiversity and
Natura 2000.
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Other financial sources
A project financed by the Dutch government through
Senter International called Implementation of the
EU Nature Conservation Legislation in Romania
completed the conception phase in April 2001. It will
run for three years, is carried out by a consortium of
Dutch consultancies and WWF-Danube Carpathian
Programme and has the following expected outcomes:

Institutional and organisational structure strength-
ened for the implementation of the Birds- and Habi-
tats Directive, including improved knowledge in
the field of the EU Directive.

Relevant species and habitats for Romania selected,
species distribution and habitat maps prepared.

List of sites of Community Importance (SCI) and
Special Protection Areas (SPA) ready, described in
Standard Forms and inserted in the Database con-
form EU Directives.

(Blueprint) management plan elaborated on N2000
sites, if possible implementation with a pilot project
Information campaign developed for the public
(and partly implemented) in the field of the mean-
ing and the importance of Natura 2000.

Bottlenecks
Capacity at the level of the Ministry is extremely low
at the moment (only one person who spends part of
it’s time on Natura 2000). Three new experts will soon
establish a national nature protection agency with 8
regional offices which will have a department that will
be responsible for implementing Natura 2000.

Lack of knowledge/awareness among stakeholders
such as land owners, land users, local officials, espe-
cially at the regional and local level.

The main problem is the non-transparent distribution of
the existing (possibly scarce) funds. As a result of this
lack of transparency it is difficult to asses if the funding
is enough and if the distribution is done correctly.

Difficulty for NGOs and other stakeholders to access
existing information and a general lack of transpar-
ency on the site designation process and the results.

Among promising steps is the fact that, since October
2003, NGOs, often consisting of ecological experts,
have become much more active in preparing for Natura
2000 and are organising their contribution through the
NGO Coalition on Natura 2000 in Romania.

Threats to sites
The route of the Targu Mures-Dumbravita highway
initially was planned to pass through the Dumbravita
Important Bird Area. SOR/Birdlife Romania, the
Faculty of Forestry and the Romanian Academy have
managed to secure a change in the planned route that
would not affect this potential Natura 2000 site.

There is currently no information available on major
plans or projects that could threaten possible Natura
2000 sites. In December 2003, the NGO Coalition
requested the Romanian Government to provide a list
of planned highway projects, but to date no reply to
this request has been received.

Apart from the IBAs identified by and available at
SOR/BirdLife and 7 Emerald sites there is no estima-
tion or map of potential Natura 2000 sites. With no
information about either infrastructural projects or the
location of potential Natura 2000 sites it is difficult to
identify threats at this point

Conclusions and priority actions

Ensure adequate allocation of resources at the min-
istry level for implementation of Natura 2000.
Develop and implement a strategy for awareness
raising on Natura 2000 targeted at key stakeholders.
Identify existing information, gap analysis and pre-
liminary map of potential pSCI.

Develop project proposals and identify funding for
studying the identified priority areas and fill in the
standard forms for those that qualify as pSCI.
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Annexes

I. Habitats and species covered in this report
II. Lists of sites per country

III. Links and information sources
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Annex I:
Selected habitats

and species

covered in this report

Code

Habitats

Prior-

ity

1110

Sandbanks slightly covered by sea water all
the time

1150

Coastal lagoons

1170

Reefs

1230

Vegetated sea cliffs

2120

Shifting dunes along the shoreline

3130

Oligotrophic to mesotrophic standing waters

3160

Natural dystrophic lakes and ponds

3220

Alpine rivers and its vegetation

4030

European dry heath

6120~

Xeric sand calcarous grasslands

6210*

Semi-natural dry grassland/scrubland
on calcareous substrates

6240*

Sub-pannonic steppic grassland

6510~

Lowland hay meadows

6530

Fennoscandinavian wooded meadows

7110*

Active raised bogs

7140

Transition mires and quaking bogs

7220*

Petrifying springs with tufa formation

8310

Caves not open to the public

9020

Natural old broad-leaved deciduous forests with
epiphytes

9180*

Tilio-Aceron forests of slopes, screes and
ravines

91EQ

Mixed ash-alder alluvial forests

91F0

Riparian mixed forests along the great rivers

91HO*

Pannonian woods with Quercus pubescens

9410

Acidophilus Picea forests
of the mountaine to alpine levels

Code

Species

Prior-

ity

1188

Bombina bombina

1163

Cottus gobio

1902

Cypripedium calceolus

1120

Emys orbicularis

1096

Lampetra planeri

1903

Liparis loeselii

1355

Lutra lutra

1361

Lynx lynx

1061

Maculinea nausithous

1029

Margaritifera margaritifera

1084~

Osmoderma eremita

1910

Pteromys volans

1477

Pulsatilla patens

1303

Rhinolophus hipposideros

1106

Salmo salar

1528

Saxifraga hirculus

1335

Spermophilus citellus

marine & shore

heats freshwater

grasslands

Annex Il:

Annexes

List of sites per country

Key to tables

Column Description

Id Code of site

Name of Site  English and national names of site
separated by |

Size size of the site in km?

BG biogeographical region
(see table below)

Longitude longitude of a centroid of the site
(degrees and minutes E)

Latitude latitude of a centroid of the site
(degrees and minutes N)

Hxxx habitats — presence indicated by
(see Annex I)

Sxxx species — presence indicated by ¢

(see Annex I)

Key to biogeographical regions

Abbreviation Region

A Alpine

B Boreal

C Continental
P Pannonic
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Czech Republic
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CZ001 |Beskydy | Beskydy 1201,37| C|18°22" |49°25 ° o olele ole ° ° . olole
CZ003 |White Carpathians | Bilé Karpaty 740,80( C|17°51" |48°59 ° o o oIS - [ ° ° . olo|e ole
(CZ004 |Blanice | Blanice 3,27| C|13°58" |48°56 . °
(CZ005 |Blansky les woodland | Blansky les| 216,31 C|14°16" |48°55 ° ° . . ° ole ole
CZ006 |Bohdanecsky rybnik a rybnik 2,55| C|15°41" |50°06 . . °
Matka fishponds | Bohdane¢sky
rybnik a rybnik Matka
(CZ008 |Brouskuv mlyn | Brouskav mlyn 1,92| C|14°41" |48°53° ° . ° .
CZ009 |Celakovicke mokrady wetlands | 16,83| C|14°52" [50°10° ° .
Celakovické mokrady
CZ014 |Ceske stredohori | Ceské 1052,69| C|14°08" [50°35" ° ° o o o O ole|e olele . ° °
stfedohofi
CZ015 |Cesky kras karst | Cesky kras 129,64| C|14°12" |49°56" ° ° ole ° . . ole °
CZ018 |Dokesko | Dokesko 149,23| C|14°50" |50°37" ° o o . ° ole ° °
CZ019 |Doupovske hory mountains | 330,25| C|13°07" [50°15° o o ole ° ° olo|e
Doupovské hory
CZ021 |Dunajovicke kopce hills | 9,42| P|16°34" |48°51° olle °
Dunajovické kopce
CZ022 |Filena a Zahlinicke rybniky 4,94| C|17°28" |49°17" ole °
fishponds | Filena a Zahlinické
rybniky
CZ023 |Grunwald | Grunwald 60,83| C|13°38" |50°40" ole .
(CZ024 |Hobsovicky rybnik fishpond | 0,37| C|14°08" |50°16" .
Hobsovicky rybnik
(CZ025 |Hodoninska doubrava | 38,96| P|17°07" |48°53" °
Hodoninska doubrava
(CZ027 |Hostynske a Vizovicke vrchy hills | | 369,94| C|17°52" |49°17" ole ° ° olele ole ° olele
Hostynské a Vizovické vrchy
CZ028 |Hrabanovska cernava and Mlada | 45,06| C|{14°53" |50°16" ° . ° . °
Hrabanovska ¢ernava a Mlada
(CZ030 |Meanders of Malse river | Hraniéni 3,33| C|14°30" |48°38" . ° ° .
meandry MalSe
CZ031 |Meanders of Odra river | Hraniéni 1,65| C|18°21" |49°56" ° . ole . .
meandry Odry
CZ033 |Chriby hills | Chiiby 182,33| C|17°17" |49°08° ° o olele °
(CZ034 |Jankovsky potok creek | Jankovsky 5,07| C|15°22" |49°27" ° ° . °
potok
CZ035 |Jerabi | Jefabi 179,53| C|12°43" |50°23° ° ole °
CZ036 |Jeseniky mountains | Jeseniky 863,71| C|17°20" |50°06" ole silel o . 2l o ° . . . o °
(CZ038 |Jirikovsky rybnik fishpond | 0,27| C|15°32" |49°44° .
Jitikovsky rybnik
CZ039 |Jizerky mountains | Jizerky 172,32 C|15°13" |50°49° olole ° olo|e ° ole ° °
(CZ040 |Kladinsky potok creek | Kladinsky 0,12| C|15°20" |49°27" . ° .
potok
CZ042 |Koutecke a Zabrezske louky 13,69| C|18°05 |49°55° °
meadows | Koutecké a Zabrezské
louky
CZ043 |Kozohludky | Kozohludky 0,72| C|14°39" |49°13° . .
CZ044 |Krkonose mountains | Krkonose 302,22| C|15°40" |50°43" ° ollo s ° ° ° . ° .
(CZ046 |Krivoklatsko | Kfivoklatsko 615,33| C|13°51" [50°00" ole o o o ole . ° ° °
(CZ047 |Labske piskovce sandstones | 317,73| C|14°14" |50°52" ° ° o . S olo|e ole|e ole
Labské piskovce
CZ048 |Libava | Libava 418,50| C[17°40° [49°40° . olele ole .
CZ049 |Litovelske Pomoravi | Litovelské 92,46| C|17°06" |49°42" ° . ole ole .
Pomoravi
(CZ051 |Luzni potok creek | Luzni potok 7,51| C|12°08" |50°17" ° ° . ° ° .
(CZ052 |Meanders of Dyje river | Meandry 1,99| P|16°12" |48°47" ° ole ° .
Dyje
ICZ053 |Meanders of Smeda river | 1,51| C|15°02" |50°59" ° ° ° . ole ° .
Meandry Smédé 8 7
CZ054 |Melnicke luhy | Mélnické luhy 15,70| C|14°30" [50°19° °
CZ056 |Wetlands of Libechovka and 53,28| C|14°35" |50°31" o °
Psovka | Mokfady Lib&chovky a
PSovky
CZ057 |Moravsky kras karst | Moravsky 77,35 C|16°43" |49°21" ole|e . ole . °
kras
CZ058 |Na Plachte | Na Plachté 0,31| C|15°52" |50°11° . . .
CZ060 |Luha and Rybnik floodplain | Niva 1,76| C|{17°55 |49°35° °
Luhy a potoka Rybnik
CZ061 |Floodplain of Orlice river | Niva 7,88| C|15°60" |50°11" . . . . .
Orlice
CZ064 |Novodomske raseliniste bog | 156,05| C|13°22" |50°34" 2l o
Novodomské raselinisté
CZ065 |Novohradske hory mountains | 93,72| C|14°40" |48°39° . . 2l o 2l o ° A ole
Novohradské hory
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CZ067 |Olsina | Olsina 4,20( C|14°06" |48°48" o
CZ068 |Orlicke hory mountains | Orlické 230,88| C|16°26" |50°15" ole olele ole . ° . ole|e
hory
CZ069 |Ostravsko — bohuminska rybnicni 3,81| C[18°21" |49°53° °
soustava fishponds | Ostravsko —
bohuminska rybniéni soustava
CZ071 |Palava and Podluzi | Palava a 308,04| P|16°44" |48°47" ° oleo|ole ° olelo|e . ole
Podluzi
CZ073 |Podebradske luhy meads | 10,75| C|15°10" |50°06° ° ole °
Podébradské luhy
CZ074 |Podyji | Podyji 61,16] P[16°01" [48°51° . ol ol |e o lolele ol |e R .
CZ077 |Pouzdranska step — Kolby | 0,72| P|16°39" |48°57" o
Pouzdranska step — Kolby
CZ079 |Rajcherov | Rajchéfov 26,17| C|15°11" |48°58" ° o ° ole
CZ081 |Enlarged Poodri | Roz$ifené Poodf|  82,31| C|18°04" |49°42" o olele ° olele °
CZ083 |Rybnik Stepan fishpond | Rybnik 0,47| C|18°12" |49°52° °
Stépan
CZ084 |Rezabinec fishpond | Rezabinec 1,14| C|14°05" |49°15" ° ° . °
CZ085 |Skariny | Skafiny 24,46| P|17°03" |48°47" ole
CZ087 |Slavkovsky les woodland | 602,01 C|12°45" |50°04" ° . Sl . ole . ole
Slavkovsky les
CZ088 |Soos | Soos 2,18| C|12°24" |50°09" ° ol o i
CZ091 |Stinava | Stinava 48,03| C|16°56° [49°27 o olele .
CZ092 |Straz | Straz 51,52| C|13°03" [50°24" ° .
CZ094 |Central Pobecvi valley | Stfedni 12,65| C|17°52" |49°31" ° ole ° °
Pobegvi
CZ096 |Sumava | Sumava 1133,49| C|13°31" |49°00" ololo|e ole ° ole ole ° ole
CZ097 |Travni dvur | Travni dvir 3,35| P[16°26° |48°47" ole .
CZ098 |Trebonsko | Treboriské rybniky a 447,26| C|14°49" |48°60° ole ole|e ° . ole ° °
raselinisté
CZ099 |Klokocka and Bela river valley | 0,59| C|14°55" |50°29" °
Udoli Klokocky a Bélé
CZ102 |Vosecky rybnik fishpond | Vosecky 0,05| C|16°03" |49°27" ° .
rybnik
CZ105 |Vyrovka | Vyrovka 0,01| P|17°30° |49°06" ° °
CZ107 |Zastudanci | Zastudanci 1,13] C|17°19" |49°24° ole
CZ108 |Zhejral | Zhejral 0,22| C|15°19" |49°13" ° ° °
CZ109 |Zdanicky les woodland | Zdanicky | 139,72| C[16°59" [49°06" o ° ole .
les
CZ110 |Zdarsko — center | Zdarsko — stfed | 324,94| C|15°58" [49°40° . ole ole . ° ° . °
CZ111 |Zebracka | Zebragka 2,26| C|17°28" |49°28° ole
CZ112 |Zehunsky rybnik fishpond | 2,55| C|15°19" |50°09" °
Zehurisky rybnik
CZ113 |Zelezne hory mountains | Zelezné | 281,58| C|15°42 |49°49" o ° ° ole ° ° ° ole|e °
hory
CZ118 |Dzban | Dzban 89,94| C|13°53" |50°15" O O .
CZ119 |Tynistsko | Tynistsko 18,71| C{16°05" |50°11" ° .
CZ120 |Luh by Moravsky Pisek | Luh u 18,03| P|17°20" |48°58" ole °
Moravského Pisku
CZ121 |Prestavicky les forest | Prestavicky 15,85| C|{17°32" |49°24" ° °
les
CZ122 |Malenik | Malenik 33,40| C|17°40" |49°31" ° ° olele
CZ123 |Kralicky Sneznik | Kralicky Snéznik| ~ 93,39| C{16°50" |50°10° ole ° ° ° °
CZ124 |Podkomorské lesy woodland | 28,36| C|16°28" |49°15° °
Podkomorské lesy
CZ125 |Bily potok creek | Bily potok 19,15| C|16°25" |49°17" ° ole °
CZ126 |Bukovec woodland | Bukovec 12,61| C|16°35" [49°21" °
CZ127 |Svratecka hornatina highland | 65,62| C|16°23" |49°27" ° o °
Svratecka hornatina
CZ129 |Hrebecovsky hrbet highland | 10,07| C|16°35" |49°45" o
Hrebecovsky hrbet
CZ130 |Litencicke vrchy hills | Litenciské 47,47| C|17°09" |49°14° o °
vrchy
CZ131 |Nedakonicka niva floodplain | 12,43| C|17°24" |49°01" ole
Nedakonicka niva
CZ132 |Strabisov | StrabiSov 6,86| C|17°12" |49°11° o °
CZ135 |Udoli Dlouhe Loucky valley | Udoli 30,82| C|17°15" |49°52" ole
Dlouhé Loucky
CZ136 |Udoli Bystrice valley | Udoli 13,39| C|17°26" |49°41" o
Bystfice
CZ137 |Rokytna | Rokytna 47,75| C|16°22" |49°02° °
CZ138 |Stredni Pojihlavi valley | Stfedni 13,74| C|16°13" |49°06° ole o ° °
Pojihlavi
CZ140 |Udoli Oslavy a Chvojnice valley | 29,55| C|16°14" |49°09" ° o ole °
Udoli Oslavy a Chvojnice
CZ141 |Mastale | Mastale 9,07| C|16°07" |49°50"
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CZ142 |Slavikovy ostrovy oxbows | 2,97| C|15°33" |50°03" ole ° .
Slavikovy ostrovy
CZ143 |Rostejn and Stramberk | Rostejn a 12,50| C|15°24" |49°14° oo . .
Stamberk
CZ144 |Suchy vrch hill | Suchy vrch 13,98 C|14°37" |50°50° . ° . ° oo
CZ145 |Kiic | Kli¢ 7,78| C[14°34" [50°48° R ol |e ole
CZ146 |Jezevci vrch hill | Jezevei vrch 1,09| C|14°42" |50°47" . ole
CZ147 |Sloupsko | Sloupsko 16,07| C|14°37" |50°45° ° o o . ole
CZ148 |Tlustec hill | Tlustec 3,63| C|14°45" |50°44° o ole
CZ149 [Hamr | Hamr 4,50| C[14°51" [50°42° o lol le ole .
CZ150 |Machniska break trough | 14,91| C|14°56" |50°47" ° . oo °
Machninska prurva
CZ151 |Jested | Jested 15,56| P|15°01" |50°43" ° o . ° ole ° °
CZ152 |Bor | Bor 8,01| C|15°57" |49°15° .
CZ153 |Jizera river by Spalov | Jizera u 11,21| C|15°20" |50°39° ° A . ole
Spalova
CZ154 |Jizera break trough | Pralom Jizery 7,05| C|15°12" |50°37" A o ole ole °
CZ155 |Prachov | Prachov 5,94| C|15°18" |50°28" A o . °
CZ156 |Tabor | Tabor 4,10| C|15°21" |50°30° o - (1P
CZ157 |Plakanek | Plakanek 1,56| C|15°08" |50°29" ° . oo °
CZ158 |Zehrovka | Zehrovka 7,57| C|15°11" |50°31° ° ° . ole
CZ160 |Budejovicke fishponds and 14,73| C|14°24" |49°02° . . .
wetlands | Budé&jovické rybniky a
mokiady
CZ161 |Rychlebske hory mountains | 116,03| C|16°59" |50°20° ole ° .
Rychlebské hory
CZ162 |Sipin | Sipin 9,00| C|13°02" |49°52° o ole
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HUOO1 |Ablanc-volgy | Ablanc valley 5,50| P[16°45" |47°22" °
HU002 |Aggteleki-karszt | Aggtelek Carst 991,90| P|20°38" |48°30" ° olole ° ° ° . .
HUO03 |Aggteleki-karszt (Szelce) | 6,60| P|20°33" |48°31" o
Aggtelek Carst (Szelce)
HU004 |Aggteleki-karszt (Szin) | Aggtelek 1,35| P|20°37" |48°26° o
Carst (Szin)
HUO05 |Aggteleki-to | Aggtelek Lake 0,01| P|20°30" |48°28" °
HUO06 |AlsoTisza | Lower-Tisza 119,39| P|20°12" |46°27" ° B
HU007 |Asotthalom (t6zegbanya) | 0,15| P|19°50" |46°12° .
Asotthalom peat mine
HU008 |Bajna | Bajna 7,72| P|18°43" |47°35° o
HUO09 |Bakony és Veértes | Bakony and 190,59| P|17°50" |47°15° ° . ° °
Vertes Mountains
HUO010 |Bakonyalja (Nyirad) | Bakony 62,79| P[17°39" [47°09" N
Foothills
HUO11 |Balaton | Balaton 1196,00| P|17°52" |46°55° ° . °
HUO12 |Balaton-felv, Keszthelyi-hg. | 35,65| P|17°36" |46°54" °
Balaton-Uplands — Keszthelyi
mountain
HUO013 |Balaton-felvidék | Balaton-Uplands |  28,62| P|17°46" |46°56" o
HUO014 |Balaton-felvidék (Kali- Pécselyi- 32,24| P|17°44° |46°56" o
medence, Fekete-h | Balaton-
Uplands (Kali — Pecselyi basin,
Fekete Hil
HUO015 |Balaton-fv. — Keszthelyi-hg. — D- 713,51| P|17°28" [46°53" o
Bakony NY | Balaton Uplands-
Keszthely Hills — South-Bakony
HUO16 |Balatonkenese | Balatonkenese 5,25| P[18°06° |47°03" o
HUO017 |Baranyai Drava-sik | Drava 251,38| P|17°57" |45°51° ole °
floodplains in the Baranya region
HUO18 |Baranyai-ds. | Baranya Fells 10,73| P|18°30" [46°05° ° .
HUO19 |Barsonyos (Bokod-Kérnye) | 60,64| P|18°12" |47°29" °
Barsonyos (Bokod-Kérnye)
HU020 |(Batorliget — Nagylegel6 | Batorliget 6,96| P|22°14° |47°46" °
field
HUO021 |Batorligeti 6slap | Batorliget bogs 0,53| P|22°16° |47°46" .
HU022 |Béda holtag | Béda oxbow 0,46| P(18°46" |45°56" ° °
HUO023 |Béda-Karapancsa | Beda- 105,00| P|18°45" |45°56° ° °
Karapancsa
HUO024 |Bels6-Somogy — Zselic — Kis- 33,70| P|17°22" |46°27" B B .
Balaton | Inner-Somogy — Zselic —
Small-Balaton
HU025 |Bels6-Somogyi Drava-sik | Inner- 266,01| P|17°17" |46°04" ° °
Somogy Drava floodplain
HUO026 |Beregi-siksag (Csaroda- 22,14| P|22°29" |48°11° °
Beregdaréc) | Bereg plains
HUO027 |Bereg-Szatmari-sik | Bereg- 128,59| P|22°35" |48°06° °
Szatmar plains
HU028 |Biharugrai halastavak | Biharugra 27,90| P|21°37" |46°57" . .
Fishponds
HUO029 |Bodrogkdz | Bodrogkoz 34,09| P|21°42" |48°16" ° °
HUO30 |Bodrogkéz és Bereg-Szatmari-sik | 70,57| P|22°06" |48°10° ° °
Bodrogkdz and Bereg-Szatmar
plains
HU031 |Bodrogzug | Bodrogzug 37,82| P|21°28" |48°13" ° °
HUO032 |Bodva-mente (Edelény) | Bodva 2,02| P|20°42" |48°18" o
region (Edeleny)
HUO033 |Borsodi-dombség és Cserehat | 76,04| P|20°54" |48°22" o
Borsod Fells and Cserehat
HUO034 |Borsodi-dv. | Borsod Fells 86,69| P|20°25" |48°22° ° °
HUO035 |Borzsony | Bérzsony 899,24| P|18°53" |47°55" olollo o o O
HU036 |Borzsony | Borzsény mountain 236,01| P|18°54" |47°56" °
HUO037 |Borzsony, Cserhat, Naszaly, 101,64| P|19°10" |47°49° ° °
Godollsi dmbsg | Borzsony —
Cserhat — Naszaly — G6doll6 Fells
HU038 |Budai-hegység | Buda Hills 230,13| P|18°56" |47°32" Ao ° .
HUO039 |Buijtosi halastavak | Bujtosi 0,10| P|21°44° |47°58" . °
fishponds
HU040 |Biikk | Bukk 1865,49| P|20°31" |48°03" o o ole o o o ° . °
HUO041 |Blikk (Biikkszentlaszlo) | Bukk 1,39| P|20°41" |48°05" o B .
(Bukkszentlaszlo)
HUO42 |Biikk (Csinge-vdlgye) | Bukk 1,54| P|20°43" [47°59° A
(Csinge-volgye)
HU043 |Biikk (Hor-patak) | Bukk (Hor- 1,47| P|20°33" |48°02° o °
patak)
HUO044 |Blikkalja — Tarna-vidék | Bukk 567,45 P|20°31" (48°02" o o ° °
Foothills
HUO045 |Blkk-fennsik | Bukk Highlands 9,96| P|20°29" |48°05" o ole
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HUO046 |Csaplari-erdd | Csaplar Fo 2,89| P|18°34" |47°25 A
HUO047 |Csepel,Kavics-banyaté | Csepel 0,70| P|19°03" |47°23 °
gravelpit pond
HU048 |Cserehat DK | Cserehat mountain 100,22| P|20°50" |48°17 °
(south-east)
HU049 |Cserhat | Cserhat 467,24| P(19°26" |47°54" o o o °
HUO050 |Csornéc-Herpenyd (Sétony) | 33,05| P|16°50" |47°06" .
Csornoc-Herpenyd
HUO051 |Csornyeberek | Csornyeberek 0,10| P|17°13" |46°36" °
HU052 |Dél-Dunantul | South-Transdanubia| 309,06/ P|17°18" |46°22" .
HU053 |Déli-Bakony | South-Bakony 588,71| P|17°37" |47°01" o
HU054 |Déli-Bakony — Balaton-fv. | South- | 103,52| P|17°33" |46°56° o °
Bakony — Balaton Uplands
HUO055 |Déli-Biikk és Biikkalja | South Bukk| 24,65 P|20°33" |47°59° °
and Bukk Foothills
HU056 |Derit6to (+ két mocsarto) Tata | 0,85 P|18°18" |47°39" ° °
Tata ponds
HU057 |Dinnyési-fert6 | Dinnyesi ferto (bog) 5,45| P|18°33" |47°10" ° °
HU058 |Dérégdi-medence (Kapolcs- 22,98| P|17°35" |46°58" o
Taliandorogd) | Dérégd basin
(Kapolcs — Taljandérogd)
HUO059 |Drava | Drava River 91,59| P|17°21" |46°00° ° ° °
HUO60 |Drava menti siksag | Drava 100,00| P|17°35" |45°56° . .
floodplanis
HU061 |Dravasik (Dravafok-Sellye) | Drava 33,41| P|17°46" |45°54° .
plains (Dravafok — Sellye)
HU062 |Dravasik (Szaporca, Matty) | Drava|  25,28| P|18°14" |45°49° o
plains (Szaporca, Matty)
HUO063 |Duna Dunaujvéros-Paks kozootti 111,28) P|18°58" |46°46° . ° °
szakasza | Danube (Dunaujvaros
and Paks streach)
HUO064 |Duna szigetkozi szakasza | 91,39| P|17°26" |47°54" ° °
Danube (Szigetkdz region)
HU065 |Duna-Komarom-Esztergom kozotti 44,68| P[18°43" |47°47" ° ° °
szakasza | Danube (Komarom and
Esztergom streach)
HU066 |Dunantuli-kézéphegység | 31,26| P|18°24" |47°30" .
Transdanubian Mountains
HUO067 |Duna-Tisza-kéze | Danube-Tisza 217,00( P|19°22 |46°50" ole °
Interfluvia
HU068 |E-Bakony | Bakony 690,35| P|17°44° |47°17" o o
HU0B9 |Eszaki-Kézéphegység | Northern 52,03| P|20°22" |48°10° °
Mountains
HUO70 |Eszak-Mez6féld 18szvdlgyei | 241,93| P|18°44" 47°24" o
Northern-Mez&fold
HUO71 |Eszak-Zala, Dél-Zala, Zakanyi- 233,60| P|16°50" |46°44" .
dombok | Northern and Southern
Zala — Zakany Fells
HU072 |Fancsikai-tavak (I, I, Ill) | Fancsika 1,86| P|21°47" |47°30° ° °
lakes
HUO073 |Fehér-t6 (Hansag) | Feher Lake 2,70| P|17°21" |47°41° . .
HUO074 |Fehértoi viztarozo és kornyez6 3,00| P|21°43" |47°27" . .
szikes tavak | Feherto reservoir
and surrounding lakes
HUO075 |Felsé tiszaszakasz | Upper-Tisza 188,03| P|21°55" |48°15" ° °
HUOQ76 |Felsé-kiskunsagi tavak | Upper- 4,70| P|19°26" |46°54" . .
Kiskunsag lakes
HUO077 |Fényes forrastavak | Fenyes ponds 0,80| P|18°15" |47°39" ° .
HUO078 |Fert6-melléki-dombsag | Ferto 2,04| P|16°38" |47°42° o
region Fells
HUO79 |Fert6-t6 hazai teriilete | Fertd Lake 84,32| P|16°42" |47°41" . .
HUO080 |Folyasér-Szilvarészzug | Folyaser- 1,00| P|20°59" |46°55° °
Szilvaerzug
HU081 |Fét, Somlyo | Fot — Somlyo Hill 2,80| P|19°12" |47°38" o
HU082 |Gemenci erdd | Gemenc Forest 178,73| P|18°53" |46°15° .
HUO083 |Gerecse | Gerecse 575,53| P|18°33" [47°40° ° o o
HU084 |Gerecse és Gete | Gerecse and 39,14| P|18°38" |47°38" °
Gete
HU085 |Gerecse, Pilis, Visegradi-hg., 81,20| P|18°51" |47°39" .
Budai-hg. | Gerecse-Pilis-Visegrad
and Buda Hills
HUO086 |Gerence-volgye (Bakonybél) | 9,86| P|17°45" |47°11" .
Gerence basin (Bakonybel)
HU087 6 — Monori sombség | 252,77| P|19°31" |47°27" °
Monor Fells
HU088 |GodollGi-dv. | Godollo Fells 387,79| P|19°21 |47°35" o o
HUO089 |Gyongyos-patak (Molvany) | 7,46| P|17°44° |46°02" °
Gyodngyods stream (Molvany)
HUO090 |Hajmaskér | Hajmasker 3,56| P|17°59" |47°08" o
HU091 |Hansag | Hansag 16,90| P|17°16" |47°43" . . °
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HU092 |Harkany-Nagynyaradi-sik | 7,07| P[18°30" |45°53" .
Harkany-Nagynyarad plains
HU093 |Harka-t6;Dong-ér | Harka Lake, 1,33| P|19°35" |46°28° .
Dong stream
HU094 |Harmas Koros torkolati szakasza | 62,24| P|20°16" |46°50" ° °
Koros Rivers Influx
HU095 |Hazai Als6-Duna-vidék | South- 281,14| P|18°50" [46°07" ° ole o °
Danube
HU096 |Hazai Also-Tiszavidék | Lower- 64,07| P|20°10" |46°29° ° °
Tisza region
HU097 |Hazai Kézép-Duna-vidék | Middle- | 116,07| P|18°58" |47°12" ole °
Danube region
HU098 |Heves — Borsodi-dombsag | 12,84| P|20°09" |48°08" o
Heves-Borsod Fells
HU099 |HA&dtéi csatorna | Hodtoi channel 0,50| P|20°21" |46°26" .
HU100 |Hortobagy és Nagykunsag | 8,42| P[21°10" |47°36" ° °
Hortobagy and Nagykunsag
HU101 |Hortobagy halasté | Hortobagy 20,00| P|21°00" |47°36" ° °
fishpond
HU102 |lllancs nyugati pereme 29,82| P|19°09" |46°23" o
(Csaszartoltés- Nedmesnad.) |
West- lllancs (Csaszartéltes —
Nedmesnad)
HU103 |lIpoly vélgye | Ipoly basin 22,28| P|18°48" |47°58" ole °
HU104 |lIpoly-vélgy (Ipolysz6g) | Ipoly valley|  42,81| P|19°22" |48°05° ° °
(Ipolyszdg)
HU105 |Izsaki Kolon-t6 | Kolon Lake 29,62| P|19°22" |46°48" ° °
HU106 |Jaszsag s Zagyva-sik | Jaszsag 5,86| P|20°02" |47°24" °
and Zagyva plains
HU107 |Josva-vélgye (Josvafé) | Josva- 6,72| P|20°31" |48°27" o °
volgye (Josvafd)
HU108 |Karancs | Karancs 4,45| P|19°48" |48°09° 5
HU109 |Karancs-Medves | Karancs — 393,71| P|19°53" |48°07" ° ° °
Medves
HU110 |Kardoskuti Fehér-t6 | White Lake 4,88| P|20°37" |46°28" ° °
at Kardoskut
HU111 |K-Bakony — D-Bakony K | East- 494,31| P|18°05" [47°11" o o
Bakony
HU112 |Kecsegészugi holtag | 0,07| P|20°55° |46°56" .
Kecsegészug oxbow
HU113 |Kék Kallé Volgy | Kek Kallo valley 4,00( P|21°60" |47°29° .
HU114 |Keleméri Mohos tavak | Kelemer: 10,33| P|20°26" |48°20" °
Mohos lakes
HU115 |Keleti-Bakony és Eszaki-Bakony | 78,04| P|18°05" |47°14" °
East and Northern Bakony
HU116 |Kelet-Zalai-dombsag é-i része | 3,05| P|17°00" |46°53" °
East-Zala Fells (northern part)
HU117 |Kercaszomor — Szentgydrgyvolgy | 26,58| P|16°21" |46°46" '
Kercaszomor — Szentgydrgy valley
HU118 |Kerka-mente (Csesztreg) | Kerka- 23,80| P|16°33" |46°41" o °
region (Csesztreg)
HU119 |Kerka-mente (Dobri) | Kerka-region| 29,81| P|16°35" |46°34" o .
(Dobri)
HU120 |Keszthelyi-hegység | Keszthely 4,66| P|17°17" |46°48" ° ° .
mountain
HU121 |Keszthelyi-hegység. — Balaton- 664,94| P|17°50" |46°58" °
felvidék — Varpalota | Keszthely
mountain — Balaton-Uplands —
Varpalota
HU122 |Kisalf6ld — Raba-volgy | Small 590,43| P|17°02" |47°25° ° °
Plains — Raba floodplain
HU123 |Kis-Balaton | Small-Balaton 147,45| P|17°12" |46°39° ° °
HU124 |Kisberény (Kiils6-Somogy NY) | 4,76| P|17°40" |46°38" °
Kisbereny
HU125 |Kis-Duna | Small-Danube 3,80| P|18°39" |47°45° . ° .
HU126 |Koloska-volgy (Balatonaracs) | 4,66| P|17°53" |46°59" o
Koloska valley
HU127 |Komaromi siksag a Duna-kanyarig 10,13| P|17°56" |47°44° °
| Komarom Plains till the Danube
bend
HU128 |Komlé | Komlo 24,64| P|18°26" |46°13" .
HU129 |Korcsina (Dravasik-Kétujfalu) | 20,83| P|17°46" |45°58" o
Korcsina (Drava plains — Ketujfalu)
HU130 |Kornye | Kornye 2,56| P|18°18" |47°33" o
HU131 |Koros-vidék | Kords region 296,77| P|21°08" (46°49" ole B
HU132 |Kdszeg, Alsé-erdd | Kdszeg: 6,91| P|16°34" |47°24" °
Lower-Forest
HU133 |K&szegi-hegység | Koszeg Hills 79,60| P|16°30" |47°21" ° ° ° °
and Foothills
HU134 |K6zép-Mez6fold 16szvolgyei | 96,31| P|18°45" |46°53" o
Middle-Mezofold
HU135 |Kozép-Tisza | Middle-Tisza 167,64| P|20°15" |47°11° ° °
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HU136 |K&zép-Tisza-vidék és Zagyva-sik | | 358,10| P|20°23" |47°18" ° °
Middle-Tisza and Zagyva plains
HU137 |Kiils6-Somogy | Outher Somogy 38,30| P|18°08" |46°34" ° °
HU138 |Kiils6-Somogy ENy-i része | 125,57 P|17°53" |46°48° °
Outher Somogy (north-western
part)
HU139 |Kils6-Somogy és Tolnai hegyhat | 19,11| P|18°14" |46°33" . °
Outher-Somogy and Tolna Hills
HU140 |Kiilsé-to (Tihany) | Outher Lake 0,48| P|17°52" |46°55° ° .
(Tihany)
HU141 |Lendvajakabfa | Lendvajakabfa 8,46| P|16°27" |46°40° .
HU142 |Lesence nadasmezd | Lesence 2,00| P|17°23" |46°48" °
reedbeds
HU143 |Manfa | Manfa 3,21| P|18°15" |46°10° o
HU144 |Maros torkolati szakasza | Maros 24,54| P|20°22" |46°14° . °
Influx zone
HU145 |Matra | Matra 1353,86| P[19°55" [47°52" ° ° ° ° .
HU146 |Matra (Gyongyosoroszi) | Matra 5,12| P|19°51" |47°51" ° °
(Gyongyosoroszi)
HU147 |Matra (Matrahaza- 19,32| P|19°54" |47°53" o
Matraszentistvan) | Matra
(Matrahaza-Matraszentistvan)
HU148 |Matra (Parad) | Matra (Parad) 5,04| P|20°02" |47°53° o o
HU149 |Matra és Kelet-Cserhat | Matra and| 622,85 P|19°48" |47°56° A
East-Cserhat
HU150 |Matra, Karancs, Medves, Biikk- 148,57| P|20°06" |48°02° .
hegység | Matra — Karancs —
Medves — Bukk mountains
HU151 |Mecsek | Mecsek 424,18| P(18°18" |46°10" ole ole o o ole °
HU152 |Mecsek (Jakab-hegy) | Mecsek 17,54| P|18°09" |46°06° o
(Jakab Hill)
HU153 |Mecsek és Geresdi-dombsag | 245,36| P|18°29" [46°10° °
Mecsek and Geresd Fells
HU154 |Medves (Somoské) | Medves 18,61| P|19°53" |48°09° °
(Somoskd)
HU155 |Mez6fold | Mezofold 136,02| P|18°37" |46°53° o ole °
HU156 |Miklosfai halastavak | Miklosfai 4,00| P|16°58" |46°24° . .
fishponds
HU157 |Monok | Monok 13,41| P|21°10" 48°12° °
HU158 |Mosoni Duna | Moson-Danube 7,27| P|17°21" |47°50° ° °
HU159 |Muraratka | Muraratka 8,91| P|16°37" |46°29° .
HU160 |Nadasladany | Nadasdladany 3,74| P|18°13" |47°06° o
HU161 |Nadasladanyi Tézeg banyak | 4,50| P|18°16" |47°08" ° .
Nadasdladany peat mines
HU162 |Nagy-berek | Great-Berek 15,37| P|22°33" |48°03" .
HU163 |Nagyhorcsoki tavak | Nagyhdrcsok 3,00/ P|18°32" |46°55" ° .
Lakes
HU164 |Naszaly | Naszaly 11,12| P|19°08" [47°50° . . ° °
HU165 |Nyiresi-to | Nyirjes lake 0,06| P|22°30" |48°11° o
HU166 |Nyirség | Nyirseg 114,38 P|22°01" |47°36° ole °
HU167 |Nyugati- és Magas-Bakony | 51,80| P|17°41" |47°04" °
Western- and Upper-Bakony
HU168 |Nyugati-Dunantul | West- 75,13| P|16°30" |46°59" .
Transdanubia
HU169 |Nyugat-Mez6fold 16szvolgyei | 85,75| P|18°22" |46°54" o
West- Mez6fold
HU170 |Ocsi Nagy-t6 | Ocs Great Lake 11,66| P|17°37" (47°01° .
HU171 |OImédi-rét | Olmod field 2,54| P|16°35" |47°25° o
HU172 |Oltarc-Varfélde | Oltarc-Varfolde 8,52| P|16°48" |46°32" °
HU173 |Onga-Kerecsend (L6gé-part) | 6,12| P|20°36" |47°57" A
Onga-Kerecsend (Logo-shore)
HU174 |Oreg-t6 (Hortobagy) | Old-Lake 19,00| P|21°05" |47°38° ° .
(Hortobagy)
HU175 |Orfii | Orfu 1,81| P|18°09" |46°08° °
HU176 |Orség (Ispanktol északra) | Orseg 14,42| P|16°26" |46°52° . 93
HU177 |Orség, Vend-vidék, Gécsej, Hetés | 140,81| P|16°24" |46°48° . . .
| Orseg — Vend region — Gocsej —
Hetes
HU178 |Ortilosi dombsor | Ortilos Fells 4,55| P|16°54" |46°17" o
HU179 |Os-Késely | Os-Kosely 0,20( P|21°24" |47°26° .
HU180 |Pannonhalmi-dombsag | 3,27| P|17°43" |47°30" °
Pannonhalmi Fells
HU181 |Péteri to | Péteri Lake 2,20| P|19°55" |46°35° ° .
HU182 |Petémihalyfa, Templom-to | 8,69 P|16°45 |46°59° .
Church Lake at Petomihalyfa
HU183 |Pilis | Pilis 122,76| P|18°53" |47°41" ° °
HU184 |Pilis — Visegradi- és Budai-hg. | 1066,77| P|18°53" |47°34° ° ° °
Pilis-Visegrad and Buda Hills
HU185 |Pilis-hegység | Pilis Hills 22,79| P|18°54" |47°41" O .
HU186 |Pogany, Székéd | Pogany — 1,40| P|18°14" |45°59° o
Szoked
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HU187 |Principalis-csatorna | Principalis- 10,76| P[16°59" |46°37" o .
channel
HU188 |Rabakéz és Marcal-medence | 28,10| P|16°59" |47°21" ° °
Raba region
HU189 |Raba-mente (Kérmend) | Raba 4,36| P|16°35" |46°60° o
region (Kérmend)
HU190 |Réba-sik (Szany) | Raba Plains 19,68| P|17°16" |47°26° O
(Szany)
HU191 |Rakaca-Szalonna | Rakaca — 6,20( P|20°45" |48°26° °
Szalonna
HU192 |Répce-mente | Repce region 10,37| P[16°57" |47°24" ° °
HU193 |Sag-h. | Sag Hill 5,62| P|17°07" |47°14" °
HU194 |Sajo-vidék | Sajo region 25,37| P|21°04" |47°59" ° .
HU195 |Sirok, Nyirjes-t | Sirok: Nyirjes 14,84| P|20°12" |47°56° °
Lake
HU196 |Somlé | Somlo Hill 7,84| P|17°22" |47°09" o o
HU197 |Somogyi Drava-sik | Drava 26,72| P|17°13" |46°06° ° °
floodplains in the Somogy region
HU198 |Sopron kornyéke | Sopron 69,56| P|16°37" |47°42" ° ° . ole
HU199 [Soproni-hegység (Agfalva) | 17,75| P|16°34" |47°40° ° .
Sopron Hills
HU200 |Soproni-hg., Készegi-hg. | Sopron 71,32| P|16°30" |47°34" °
Hills — Készeg Hills
HU201 |Soskut | Soskut 16,00| P|18°43" |47°26° o
HU202 |Szarhalmi-erd6 | Szarhalmi Forest 6,08| P|16°38" |47°43" o
HU203 |Szentkiralyszabadija | 2,95| P|17°59" |47°02° o
Szentkiralyszabadja
HU204 |Szigetkdz | Szigetkdz 228,25| P|17°25" |47°52" . o .
HU205 |Szécei patak volgye | Szoce 6,83| P|16°35" |46°54" .
stream valley
HU206 |Szuhafé | Szuhafo 7,46| P|20°25" |48°23" o
HU207 |Tapolcai-medence (Gyulakeszi) | 7,89| P|17°30 |46°51" °
Tapolca basin (Gyulakeszi)
HU208 |Tapolcai-medence és a tanthegy | 10,19| P[17°28" |46°52" °
Tapolca basin and Tanu Hill
HU209 |Tekeres-volgy (Nemesvamos) | 6,10| P|17°51" |47°05" °
Tekeres basin (Nemesvamos)
HU210 |Tétényi-fennsik | Teteny Highland 13,98| P|18°53" |47°25° o
HU211 |Tihanyi Kiilsé-t6 | Tihany Outher- 0,48| P|17°52" |46°55" ° °
Lake
HU212 |Tihanyi-félsziget | Tihany Peninsula| 5,24| P|17°51" |46°55" °
HU213 |Tisza-t6 | Tisza Lake 0,13| P|20°39" |47°36" . .
HU214 |Tokaj-Hegyalja | Tokaj Foothills 6,12| P|21°20" |48°17° o .
HU215 |Tokaj-Tiszakeszi Tisza | Tisza 149,71| P|21°08" |47°59" ° °
between Tokaj — Tiszakeszi
HU216 |Tokod-Esztergom | Tokod- 6,95 P|18°41" |47°45" o
Esztergom
HU217 |Tolnai-hegyhat | Tolna Hills 178,69| P|18°29" |46°40° . °
HU218 |Tomorkény és Csanytelek to 9,83| P|20°05" |46°35" . °
rendszer,Csaj-té | Tomorkény and
Csanytelek pond system
HU219 |Tornai-karszt, Cserehat, Zempléni-| 132,33| P|20°50" |48°23" .
hegység | Tolna Karszt — Cserehat
— Zemplen mountains
HU220 |Turjanvidék (Ocsa) | Tujan region 14,10| P[19°13" |47°17" °
(Ocsa)
HU221 |Upponyi-hegység | Uppony Hills 18,63| P|20°24" |48°11° °
HU222 |Véc kornyéke | Vac region 57,91| P|19°11" |47°48" o
HU223 |Vekeri-t6 | Vekeri Lake 0,20| P|21°41" |47°27" .
HU224 |Velem | Velem 4,98| P|16°29" |47°21° o o °
HU225 |Velencei madarrezervatum | 12,00| P|18°34" |47°12" ° ° °
Velence Lake
HU226 |Velencei-hegység | Velence 34,06| P|18°36" |47°15" ° ° .
Mountain
HU227 |Velencei-t6 | Velencei Lake 24,00| P|18°36" |47°12° . °
HU228 |Vendvidék | Vend region 120,77| P|16°12" |46°53" ° °
HU229 |Vendvidék (Apatistvanfalva) = 6,55| P|16°14" |46°53" o
kapalogytimélcsos | Vend region
(Apatistvanfalva)
HU230 |Vértes | Vertes Hill 467,09| P(18°24" |47°26" ° O o . .
HU231 |Vértes és Vértesalja | Vertes and 469,15| P|18°19" |47°27" . .
Vertes foothills
HU232 |Vértes-hegység és Délnyugat- 49,66| P|18°24" |47°26° °
Gerecse | Vertes Hills and South-
West Gerecse
HU233 |Villanyi-hg. | Villany Hills 128,88| P|18°17" |46°01° allo o o
HU234 |Villanyi-hg. (Kistétfalu) | Villany 1,56| P[18°21" [45°54° R
Hills (Kistotfalu)
HU235 |Vindornyafok | Vindonyafok 13,73| P|17°09" |46°53° o
HU236 |Visegradi-hegység | Visegrad Hill 177,36| P|18°55" |47°45" o
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HU237 |Visegradi-hegység | Visegrad Hills 33,25| P|18°59" |47°42" o
HU238 |Visegradi-hegység és Dél- 19,05| P|18°58" |47°46° °
Borzsony | Visegrad Hills and
South-Borzsoény
HU239 |Voros-to (Aggteleki NP) | Red-lake 0,00| P|20°33" |48°28" .
(Aggtelek)
HU240 |Zala: Lasztonya, Sojtor | 44,44| P|16°47" |46°36" o
Zala:Lasztonya — Sojtor
HU241 |Zalai-dombidék | Zala Fells 289,49| P|17°00° [46°54" o
HU242 |Zalalové — Csode | Zalalove — 9,32| P|16°33" |46°50° ° .
Csode
HU243 |Zala-vélgy (Bagod-Boncodfélde) | 3,64| P|16°48" |46°51° ° °
Zala basin (Bagod-Boncodfélde)
HU244 |Zala-vélgy (Batyk-Zalaszentgrot) | 14,22| P|17°04" |46°55° . .
Zala basin (Batyk-Zalaszentgrot)
HU245 |Zala-vélgy (Pakod-Zalabér) | Zala 4,90| P|16°59" |46°55° o .
basin (Pakod-Zalaber)
HU246 |Zala-volgy (Zalaszentivan) | Zala 12,76| P|16°52" |46°52" °
basin (Zalaszentivan)
HU247 |Zala-volgy (Zalavar) | Zala basin 10,88| P|17°06" [46°41° . .
(Zalavar)
HU248 |Zamardi kérnyéke | Zamardi 38,68| P|17°57" |46°50" o
HU249 |Zempléni-hegység | Zemplen 1231,60| P|21°24" |48°26" ollo o o ° °
Mountain
HU250 |Zempléni-hg. (Bézsva-volgye) | 6,92| P|21°25" |48°25" °
Zemplen Mountain (Bozsva valley)
HU251 |Zempléni-hg. (Telkibanya) | 4,65| P[21°20" [48°26" .
Zemplen Mountain (Telkibanya)
HU252 |Zempléni-hg. Eszak | Zemplen 4,80| P|21°29" |48°33" o A
mountains (Northern)
HU253 |Zsambéki-medence | Zsambek 80,52 P|18°41" |47°36" o
basin
HU254 |Zselic | Zselic 43,34| P|17°50" |46°19° ° °
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LTO01 |Zuvintas strict nature reserve | 64,32 C|23°36" |54°28" ° olole . ° °
Zuvintas (aly-h8)
LT002 |Menteliai | Menteliai (any-h1) 0,23| B|24°49" |55°34" °
LTO03 |Azuolynas forest | Azuolyno 0,68| B|25°23" |55°35" °
miskas (any-h2)
LT004 |Kirmeliukai | Kirmeliukai (any-h4) 0,55| B|24°44" |55°35° o
LTO05 |Sateksna river valley | Sateksnos 0,26| B|25°18" |55°39" o o
upes slenis (any-h8)
LT006 |Kirdonys | Kirdonys (bir-h2) 1,67| B[24°40" [56°09" .
LTO07 |Pusnis swamp | Pusnies pelke 7,93| B|26°27" |55°30° °
(ign-h2)
LTO08 |Upninkai | Upninkai (joa-h1) 1,06| B|24°30" |55°05" ole o
LTO09 |Verziai forest | Verziu miskas (joi- 0,84| B(23°14" |56°18" °
h2)
LTO10 |Vilkija river valley | Vilkijos upe (joi- 0,43| B|23°25" |56°21° °
h3)
LTO11 |Berzyne forest | Berzynes miskas 0,18| B|23°23" |56°15" °
(joi-h4)
LT012 |Gystus river valley | Gystaus upe 0,98| C|23°14" |55°06" °
(jur-h4)
LTO13 |Smilga river | Smilgos upe (ked-h5), 0,11| B|23°50" |55°18" °
LTO14 |Azuolija forest | Azuolijos miskas 1,16| B|21°29" |55°42° °
(kla-h1)
LT015 |Kairiai | Kairiai (kla-h3) 3,00| C|21°11" |55°35° o o
LT016 |Pajuris regional park | Pajurio RP 2,87| B|21°04" |55°51" °
(kla-h5)
LTO17 |Notygale swamp | Notygales pelke 8,73| B|25°18" |55°57" ° o
(kup-h2)
LT018 |Kalviai, Kaviskis lake | Kalviai ir 0,12| C|23°35" |54°01° oo
Kaviskio ez. (laz-h2)
LT019 |Prelomciskes | Prelomciskes (laz- 0,17| C|23°39" |54°19" °
LT020 |Rinkotas forest | Rinkoto miskas 1,09| C|23°427 |54°19" °
(laz-h5)
LT021 |Sunskai forest | Sunsku miskas 10,71| C|23°217 |54°37" °
(mar-h3)
LT022 |Bukta forest | Buktos miskas (mar- 27,35| C|23°28" |54°26" °
h4)
LT023 |Liubavas Il | Liubavas (mar-h6) 1,25| C|23°02" |54°21" o
LT024 |Pagrauziai | Pagrauziai (mar-h11) 0,44| C|23°03" |54°23" o
LT025 |Domeikiai | Domeikiai (mar-h12) 0,31| C|23°21" |54°41" °
LT026 |Visako Ruda | Visakio Ruda (mar- 0,92| C|23°28" |54°51° °
h13)
LT027 |Vilkaraistis forest | Vilkaraiscio 3,85| B|25°21" |55°09° °
miskas (mol-h1)
LT028 |Dubingiai surroundings | Dubingiai 1,87| B|25°28" |55°03" ° °
(mol-h2)
LT029 |[Nagliai | Nagliai (ner-h2) 15,51| C|21°06" |55°29" °
LTO30 |Nida | Nida (ner-h3) 1,41| C|20°59" |55°17° .
LT031 |Vadakteliai | Vadakteliai (pan-h2) 1,20| B|24°07" |55°37° olo o
LT032 |Lepsyne forest | Lepsynes miskas 3,23| B|24°13" |55°60" °
(pas-h1)
LT033 |Grusmiskis forest | Grusmiskio 0,63| B|24°14" |56°05" °
miskas (pas-h2)
LTO34 |Aukstasis Tyras swamp | Aukstasis 3,18| B(21°48" |55°44" ° °
Tyras (plu-h2)
LTO35 |Reiskiu Tyras swamp | Reiskiu 6,50| B|21°34" |55°49" ° ° .
Tyras (plu-h4)
LTO36 |Siberija swamp | Siberijos pelke 0,75| B|21°49" |56°02" °
(plu-h7)
LTO37 |Osvencia river valley | Osvencios 2,10| C|24°01" |54°40" °
upes slenis (pri-h4)
LT038 |Valatkaiciai | Valatkaiciai (rad-h1) 0,68| B23°31" |55°32" ’
LTO39 |Pravirsulio Tyrelis swamp | 14,91| B|23°27" |55°31° ° °
Pravirsulio Tyrelis (rad-h2)
LT040 |Panemuniai regional park | 19,96| C|23°18" |55°04" olele
Panemuniu RP (sak-h1)
LT041 |Stakiai forest | Stakiu miskas (sal- 4,01| C|25°33" |54°18" °
h4)
LT042 |Pleine swamp | Pleines pelke (siu- 2,82| C|21°40" |55°12" °
h1)
LT043 |Ziogys | Ziogys (siu-h6) 0,30| C|21°30" |55°12" o
LT044 |Mergezeris lake | Mergezerio 5,23| C|22°03" |55°03" o o
ezeras (siu-h7)
LT045 |Mozuriske | Mozuriskes (sve-h10) 0,14| B|25°49" |55°11° olo o
LT046 |Purviniskiai | Purviniskiai (sve-h11) 5,35| B|25°38" |55°01" .
LT047 |Kerotis lake | Kerocio ezeras (sve- 0,30| B|25°56° |55°13" °
h5
LT048 |Eserinis | and Eserinis Il lakes | 0,20| B|25°45" |55°13" °

Eserinis | ir eserinis Il (sve-h6)
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LT049 |Labanoras forest | Labanoro giria 13,72| B|25°51" |55°12° ° ole
(sve-h7)
LTO50 |Laukagalis | Laukagalis (sve-h8) 2,46| B|25°46" |55°15° .
LT051 |Labanoras river valley | Labanoro 2,28| B|25°47" |55°14° ° °
upes slenis (sve-h9)
LT052 |Viesvile strict nature reserve | 30,71| C|22°25" |55°08" ole
Viesviles rezervatas (tau-h1)
LTO53 |Bijotai forest | Bijotu miskas (tau- 0,26| C|22°26" |55°20" .
h4
LT054 |Akmena river mouth | Akmenos 1,07| B|22°13" |55°21" °
upes ziotys (tau-h5)
LTO55 |Salotas lake | Saloto ezeras (tel-h2 0,71| B|22°16" |55°50" °
LT056 |Tautiske | Tautiskes (tra-h11) 2,14| C|24°38" |54°33" ° °
LT057 |Lentvaris forestry district | 4,14| B|25°04" |54°40° ° .
Lentvario girininkija (tra-h12)
LT058 |Jurgionys forest | Jurgioniu miskas 6,15| C|24°30" |54°28" ° °
(tra-h5)
LT059 |Semeliskes | Semeliskes (tra-h9) 0,37| C|24°41" |54°39" °
LTO60 |Milasiunai forest | Milasiunu 0,81| B|24°36" |55°13" .
miskas (ukm-h4)
LT061 |Laumenai forest | Laumenu miskas 3,44| B|25°10" |55°12° .
(ukm-h5)
LT062 |Jaciske, Sventoji river | Jaciskes, 1,23| B|25°33" |55°37" ° °
Sventosios upe (ute-h4)
LT063 |Povilnis strict nature reserve | 2,99| C|24°32" |54°06° . °
Povilnio rezervatas (var-h2)
LT064 |uosija forest | Uosijos miskas (vik- 1,25| C|23°00" |54°37" °
h2)
LT065 |Silelis forest | Silelio miskas (vik- 0,81| C|22°46" |54°24° o °
LT066 |Smalvos | Smalvos (zar-h2) 17,73| B|26°23" [55°37" ° ° °
LTO67 |Sventas lake | Svento ezeras (zar- 4,21| B|26°18" |55°37" °
h3)
LT068 |Adomiskis forest | Adomiskio 0,37| B|22°45" |56°16° °
miskas (akm-a1)
LT069 |Pasakarniai forest | Pasakarniu 1,65| B|22°55" |56°18" °
miskas (akm-a2)
LT070 |Luokava forest | Luokavos miskas 1,58| B|23°00" |56°23" °
(akm-a3)
LTO71 |llagsale iland in Baluosas lake | 0,07| B|26°03" |55°24" °
ligasale, Baluoso ezeras (ign-a1)
LT072 |Juodupe swamp | Juodupes pelke 1,05| B|26°03" |55°25° °
(ign-a2)
LTO73 |Trainiskes, Baluosas lake | 0,02| B|26°02" |55°24" °
Trainiskes, Baluoso ezeras (ign-
a3)
LTO74 |Suminai | Suminai (ign-a6) 0,32| B|26°04" |55°24" ole
LTO75 |Ziumiskis | Ziumiskis (joi-a1) 0,86| B|23°13" |56°20" °
LTO76 |Vabaliske forest | Vabaliskes 0,91| C|23°48" |54°17" °
miskas (laz-a1)
LTO77 |Staciskes (Silas forest) | Staciskes 0,43| C|23°48" |54°16° °
(Silo) miskas (laz-a2)
LT078 |Skilvonys forest | Skilvioniu miskas 0,48| B|24°02" |55°33" °
(pan-at)
LT079 |Pranonys forest | Pranioniu miskas 1,28| B|24°03" |55°44° °
(pan-a2)
LT080 |Naudvaris forest | Naudvario 0,89| B|24°02" |55°45" °
miskas (pan-a3)
LT081 |Paplatele | Paplatele (plu-a2) 0,39| B|21°52" |56°03" °
LT082 |Staniuliskes | Staniuliskes (pri-a1) 4,17| C|24°24" |54°33° °
LT083 |Purvinas lake | Purvino ezeras 5,31| B|25°38" [55°01" °
(sve-a2)
LT084 |Pabrads military ground | Pabrades 1,37| B|25°51" |55°05° ° 97
poligonas (sve-a4)
LT085 |Brazuole river valley | Brazuoles 0,99| B|24°53" |54°43" ° °
upes slenis (tra-a7)
LT086 |Zabarauskai village | Zabarausku 0,35| C|24°30" |54°33" °
kaimas (tra-a8)
LT087 |Cepkeliai swamp part Il | Cepkeliu 0,80| C|24°29" |53°58" °
rezervatas (var-a2)
LT088 |Netiesos and Rudnia villages | 0,13| C|24°06" |54°11° ° °
Netiesu ir Rudnios kaimai (var-a4)
LTO89 |Bizai | Bizai (var-a5) 0,16| C|24°24" |54°08" °
LT090 |Vilnius | Vilnius (vil-v1) 8,96| B|25°19" |54°47" °
LT091 |Birzai forest | Birzu giria (1) 333,71| B|24°57" |56°16" °
LT092 |Simonys forest | Simoniu giria (13) | 244,86| B|25°11" |55°39" °
LT093 |Suvainiskis forest | Suvainiskiu 135,87| B|25°32" |56°02° °
giria (14)
LT094 |Karsuva forest | Karsuvos giria (I5) | 456,76 C|22°26" |55°09" °
LT095 |Vidzgiris | Vidzgiris (aly-ar5) 5,42| C|24°04" |54°23" °
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LT096 |Laukysta fish ponds | Laukystos 3,28| C|24°35" |54°54" .
zuvininkystes tvenkiniai (kai-ar15)
LT097 |Strosiunai | Strosiunai (kai-ar8) 29,41| C|24°32" |54°50° ° °
LT098 |Kietaviskes fish ponds | Kietaviskiu 5,15 C|24°38" |54°45’ .
zuvininkystes tvenkiniai (kai-ar9)
LT099 |Papis lake and Baltoji Voke fish 11,02| C|25°07" |54°29" °
ponds | Papio ez. ir Baltosios
Vokes zuv.tv. (sal-ar10)
LT100 |Kuculiskes | Kuculiskes (laz-ar2) 5,05| C|23°55" |54°11" °
LT101 |Petroskai | Petroskai (laz-ar3) 7,87| C|23°38" |54°07" .
LT102 |Zagare forest | Zagares miskas 0,46| B|23°11" |56°18" ° °
(joi-h5)
LT103 |Veliuona | Veliuona (jur-h1) 0,19| C|23°15" |55°05" o o
LT104 |Seredzius | Seredzius (jur-h3) 0,17| C|23°24" |55°05" °
LT105 |Kalnaberze forest | Kalnaberzes 0,63| B|23°57" |55°25" °
miskas (ked-h2)
LT106 |Stalai | Stalai (laz-h1) 0,15| C|23°34" |53°58" °
LT107 |Spindzius forest | Spindziaus 8,21| C|24°41" |54°34" ° ole .
miskas (tra-h2)
LT108 |Kapiniskes | Kapiniskes (var-h1) 18,13| C|24°17" |54°03" o ° °
LT109 |Pavistytis | Pavistytis (vik-h7) 0,25| C|22°47" |54°25° o o
LT110 |Raisiai | Rasiai (vik-h6) 0,15| C|23°05° |54°27" °
LT111 |Velenija swamp | Velenijos pelke 0,16| B|21°48" |56°01" .
(plu-at)
LT112 |ligis lake | llgio ezeras (zar-a1) 0,37| B|25°52° |55°47" .
LT113 |Dubysa river (mouth — 1,83| C|23°31" |55°13" °
Maslauskiskis village) | Dubysa
(ziotys — Maslauskiskis) (z7)
LT114 |Neris river (border — mouth) | Neris 21,68| B|25°44" |54°52° ° .
(siena — ziotys 235 km) (z8)
LT115 |Sventoji (Kavarskas — mouth) | 5,09| B|24°50° |55°15" °
Sventoji (ziotys — Kavarskas ) (z9)
LT116 |Mera river | Meros upe (10,1 km) 0,13| B|25°54" |55°00" °
(z13)
LT117 |Saria river (Karvine village — 0,08| B|25°54" |55°03" °
mouth) | Sarios upe (Karvine —
ziotys) (z14)
LT118 |Lakaja river (Lakajai lake — mouth) 0,47| B|25°54" |55°07" .
| Lakaja (nuo Lakaju ez. iki ziociu)
(z15)
LT119 |Persoksna river | Persoksna 0,17| B|25°49" |55°10° °
(Persoksn. ez. — ziotys) (z17)
LT120 |Skroblus river | Skroblaus upe 0,15| C|24°18" |54°03" .
(17,3 km) (z20)
LT121 |Gruda river (Darzeliai village — 0,18| C|24°23" |54°05" °
moouth) | Gruda (nuo Darzeliu iki
ziociu) (z21)
LT122 |Ula river (Rudnia — mouth) | Ula 1,08| C|24°28" |54°07" .
(nuo Rudnios iki ziociu) (z22)
LT123 |Derezna river | Deresnos upe (z23) 0,12| C|24°27" |54°12" .
LT124 |Nedinge and Amarnia rivers | 0,09| C|24°22" |54°13" .
Nedinges — Amarnios upes (z24)
LT125 |Verseka river | Verseka (nuo 0,09| C|24°22" |54°13" °
Kruminiu v.s. iki ziociu) (z25)
LT126 |Nemunas river | Nemunas nuo 46,70| C|23°36" |55°00° .
Kauno iki Kursiu m. (z33)
LT127 |Minija river (mouth — Sausdravas 7,15| B|21°24 |55°53° ° ° °
village ) | Minija nuo ziociu iki
Sausdravo (z3)
LT128 |Veivirzas and Salpe rivers | 1,65| B|21°36° |55°37" °
Veivirzo ir salpes (upes z4)
LT129 |Jura river | Juros upe iki Taurages 1,61| C|22°32" |55°17" °
(26)
LT130 |Merkys river (border — mouth) | 5,62| C|24°37" |54°17" . °
Merkys nuo v.sienos iki ziociu
(z19)
LT131 |Zeimena river (Zeimenys lake — 2,68| B|25°54" |55°05° ole .
mouth) | Zeimena nuo zeimenio
ez. iki zio (z11)
LT132 |Gilutis lake | Gilucio ez. pelke (ign- 0,89| B|26°08" |55°26" °
ab)
LT133 |Daunoriai swamp | Daunoriai (ute- 0,39| B|25°57" |55°26" .
1
LT134 |Zalioji forest | Zalioji giria (12) 360,62| B|24°36" (55°49" .
LT135 |Kabeliai fish ponds | Kabeliu 5,69| C|24°22" |53°60" °
tvenkiniai (var-ar17)
LT136 |Plynoji reserve | Plynosios 8,90| B|22°08" |55°20" ° °
draustinis (tau-h2)
LT137 |Ringe — Sunija rivers valleys | 4,98| B|22°24" |55°24° o ole
Ringe — Sunija (tau-h6)
LT138 |Adutiskis swamp | Adutiskio pelke 8,34| B|26°43" |55°16" ole
(sve-h22)
LT139 |Gauja | Gauja (sal-h10) 2,12| C|25°40" |54°11°
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LT140 |Verkiai | Verkiai (vin-h13) 3,16 B|25°19" |54°47 oIS
LT141 |Rudninkai forest | Rudninku giria 13,35| C|25°06" [54°24 .
(sal-a2)
LT142 |Cepkeliai swamp part | Cepkeliai 0,62| C|24°27" |53°59 .
(var-a9)
LT143 |Kruonis | Kruonis (kai-a1) 0,10| C|24°14" |54°45 °
LT144 |Streva, Spindzius forest | Streva, 2,62| C|24°41" |54°35 °
Spindziaus miskas (tra-a9)
LT145 |Grazute forest | Grazutes miskas 9,07| B|26°10" |55°40° .
(zar-a8)
LT146 |Zaduojys lake | Zaduojys ez. (zar- 0,20| B|25°53" |55°48" ° °
a7)
LT147 |Vykas lake | Vyko ez. (zar-a6) 0,79| B|25°56" |55°47" °
LT148 |Eglinis lake | Eglinio ez. (zar-a5) 0,16| B|25°53" |55°46" °
LT149 |Balnis lake | Balnio ez. (zar-a4) 0,09| B|25°53" |55°46° °
LT150 |Anyksciai forest part | Anyksciu 0,50| B|25°04" |55°29" .
silelis, 13 kv., 37 skl (any-a1)
LT151 |Dumblinis lake, west bank | 0,25| B|25°51" |55°05" ° °
Dumblinio ez. vakarinis krantas
(sve-a7)
LT152 |Mazalote | Mazalote (sve-a6) 1,87| B|25°51" |55°04° °
LT153 |Pabrade | Pabrade (sve-a5) 1,95| B|25°47" |55°03° °
LT154 |Milgaudziai | Milgaudziai (tau-h16) 0,41| C|22°33" |55°15° °
LT155 |Sesuvis river valley | Sesuvis (tau- 6,75| C|22°36" |55°19" ole olele
h17)
LT156 |Grauziai | Grauziai (tau-h12 0,83| B|22°21" |55°24" A
LT157 |Ciausa | Ciausa (kel-h5) 0,64 B|22°56" |55°52° .
LT158 |Dabrupine | Dabrupine (tau-h21) 0,49| B|22°07" |55°19° .
LT159 |Tyralupis | Tyralupis (tau-h20) 0,46| B|22°06" |55°19" .
LT160 |Salpe river valley | Salpes upes 0,70| B|21°41" |55°40" .
slenis (kla-h8)
LT161 |Didziagiris forest | Didziagirio 8,01| B|26°18" |55°20" °
miskas (ign-v2)
LT162 |Dubrava forest | Dubravos miskas 6,18 C|24°09" |54°50° °
(kau-v4)
LT163 |Sventoji river valley near Micionys 0,84| B|25°16" |55°39" ole
village | Sventosios upes slenis,
Micionys (any-h6)
LT164 |Sirvintas forest | Sirvinto miskas 2,02| C|23°46" |54°17" °
(laz-h24)
LT165 |Jalove village, Cirvija river valley | 1,03| C|24°55" |54°28" .
Jaloves km. Cirvijos upes slenis
(tra-h19)
LT166 |Merkine | Merkine (var-h8) 0,07| C|24°11" |54°10" o
LT167 |Raistas swamp | Raisto pelke (zar- 0,50| B|25°54" |55°47" .
h8)
LT168 |Zalve river, Pakancine village | 0,16| B|25°53" |55°49" .
Pakancines kaimas, Zalves up. sl.
(zar-h9)
LT169 |Dusetos forest | Dusetu giria (rok- 1,21| B|25°48" |55°48" ° .
h2)
LT170 |Salantas river (the lower reaches 0,24| B|21°32" |55°59° °
of river) Il | Salanto zemupio
hidrografinis dr. (kre-h5)
LT171 |Mosedis surroundings | Mosedzio 0,73| B|21°36" |56°07" °
apyl. saukliu riedulynas (sku-h4)
LT172 |Notenai surroundings | Notenu 0,31| B|21°38" |56°08" °
apyl. Kulaliu riedulynas (sku-h3)
LT173 |Anyksciai forest landscape reserve 0,28| B|25°02" |55°28" o
| Anyksciu silelio kr. dr. (any-h22)
LT174 |Anyksciai regional park, Gecionys 1,19| B|25°19" |55°31° .
botanic. Reserve | ARP Gecioniu
botan. draustinis (any-h19)
LT175 |Anyksciai regional park, Bijeikiai 0,14| B|25°16" |55°29" °
village | ARP Bijeikiu km. (any-h18)
LT176 |Skaistis | Skaistis (any-h10) 2,06| B|25°08" |55°31° ° .
LT177 |Trakabale | Trakabale (laz-h19) 0,13| C|23°47" |54°13" o
LT178 |Liubelis strict nature reserve | 0,75| C|23°38" |54°08" °
Liubelio rez. (laz-h33)
LT179 |Ancia swamp near Davainiskiai 0,29| C|23°40" |54°05° °
village | Ancios kr. dr. Dainaviskiu
km. (laz-h29)
LT180 |Baravykai village surroundings | 0,08| B|26°09" |55°41" °
Baravyku km. (zar-h14)
LT181 |Tiltiskes | Tiltiskes (zar-h21) 0,13| B|26°08" |55°38" o
LT182 |Dukstas | Dukstas (iga-h14) 1,36| B|26°21" |55°35° .
LT183 |Koplyckalnis | Koplyckalnis (laz- 0,33| C|23°36" |54°17" °
)
LT184 |Dyburiai, Minija river | Dyburiai, 5,14| B|21°33" |55°57" ° ° ° °
Minijos gamtinis rezervatas (kre-
h3
LT185 |Pundziai forest | Pundziu miskas 0,19| B|22°24" |55°34" °
(sil-h1)
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LT186 |Dukstos oak forest | Dukstu 2,74| B|24°58" |54°50° °
Azuolynas (vin-h14)
LT187 |Kerkiskiai forest | Kerkiskiu miskas 1,53| B|25°18" |55°06" ° °
(mol-h8)
LT188 |Pezai and Ropkepiai villages | 2,29| B|23°20" |55°34" °
Pezu km, Ropkepiu km. (kel-h12)
LT189 |Venta river | Ventos upe (amk-m1) 3,32| B|22°27" |56°15" °
LT190 |Nemunelis river valley | Nemunelio 7,93| B|25°09° |56°09" .
up. slenis (bir-m1)
LT191 |Nemunas river (Kulautuva — Vilkija)|  26,71| C|23°35" |55°01" °
| Nemunas tarp Kulautuvos ir
Vilkijos (kau-m1)
LT192 |Zemaitija national park | Zemaitijos | 180,02| B|21°53" |56°03" °
NP (plu-m1)
LT193 |Jura and Sesuvis river | Juros ir 1,93| C|22°12" |55°08" ° °
Sesuvio up. (tau-m1)
LT194 |Nemunas delta regional park | 285,54| C|21°24" |55°18~ .
Nemuno deltos RP (svu-m1)
LT195 |Asveja regional park, lakes | 17,90| B|25°26" |55°02° °
Asvejos RP (sve-m2)
LT196 |Baltic See near Kursiu Nerija | 124,35| B|21°04" |55°30° | o
Baltijos jura ties Kursiu Nerija (ner-
h4)
LT197 |Reefs near Palanga | Rifai ties 10,74| B|21°02" |55°54" °
Palanga (kre-h6)
LT198 |Curonian lagoon | Kursiu marios 420,24| B|21°07" |55°27" °
(kla-h9)
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Malta

Natura 2000 sites proposed by Nature Trust Malta, february 2004

Pembroke garrigue
and Wied Harq
Hammiem

maritime communities.
Wied Harq Hammiem is close to a main leisure and touristic resort but still harbours an interesting variety of very rare species such as Aristolochia
clusii. This valley also holds an underground freshwater cave which is unique in its kind for the Maltese Islands.

Site name Site description Island
1. A candidate World Heritage Site and proposed as a marine reserve and National Park; rich in archaeological, historical, ecological, geological (exten- | Gozo
Dwejra sive fossil beds) and geomorphological features (amongst others, a triad of Miocene collapse depressions). An area of High Landscape Value and
defined as a Coastline of International Value. Also a prime touristic and diving destination. Holds numerous endemic/rare and legally protected spe-
cies. An islet in the area (Fungus Rock) also supports interesting flora as well as an endemic lizard. Also holds one of the few perennial freshwater
pools of the islands.
2. Important for its ecologically rich rupestral habitats and considered as a site of scientific importance which is also of geological interest. The rare and | Gozo
San Dimitri endemic Cremnophyton lanfancoi grows along the cliffs.
3. The area, together with area 4, is of high landscape value and of geomorphological interest. This small river valley continues underwater and its Gozo
Wied il-Ghasri mouth is characterised by a pebble beach (locally uncommon shore type). Maritime vegetation holds some rare plant species.
4. Area has historical tradition of salt pan industry. A site of great geomorphological interest both above land and underwater. Rare species of plants are | Gozo
Xwejni-Qbajjar area encountered.
5. Probably the best preserved site supporting a locally very rare type of habitat — sand dunes. Numerous rare, endangered and/or endemic species of | Gozo
Ramla I-Hamra plants and sand dune animals have been recorded here. Also a site of historical, hydrological and great scenic value. An area of heavy human pres-
sure in summer months.
6. A system of valleys and coralline limestone plateaux hold what is probably the best local example of a mature garigue habitat with healthy popula- Gozo
Qortin ta’ Isopu, tions of otherwise rare plants such as Cistus sp. and Iris pseudopumila. Under threat by nearby quarrying activities.
Tal-Magun, lI-Kbir
7. A highly picturesque valley which is of great naturalistic value both as a habitat for maquis and garigue vegetation (with a good number of very rare | Gozo
Mgarr ix-Xini and Wied | plants) as well as numerous bird species which find shelter here. Mgarr ix-Xini Bay is a suggestive diving site with its fjord-like appearance and
Hanzira intricate system of underwater caves.
8. The Lower Coralline cliffs from Wied is-Sabbara all the way to Xlendi are of great scenic importance and of high ecological value supporting rupestral | Gozo
Ta’ Cenc Cliffs and garigue vegetation with several endemic plant species. It also supports the largest local colony of Cory’s Shearwater and is also one of the best
breeding sites for other smaller birds. Under threat by a proposed golf course and by trapping and hunting activities.
9. The Xlendi-Lunzjata valley system is one of the most important on the islands having a permanent watercourse supporting an endemic freshwater Gozo
Xlendi — Valley crab and other very rare freshwater organisms. The area is thus of great scientific and ecological value also due to the fact that several rare plant
and Kantra area species have been recorded. The valley is also valuable for its bat populations and for giving temporary refuge to migrating birds.
10. Comino is officially a nature reserve where hunting cannot be practised. The Island is used as a base for international bird research of migratory Comino
the islands species (operated by a local NGO). and
of Comino Comino boasts a rich and mature garigue supporting some 10 endemic/sub-endemic plant species as well as other rare species with a restricted Cominotto
and Cominotto distribution in the Mediterranean region or in the Maltese Islands. It also supports a small sand dune and remnants of a marshland (which could
benefit greatly from ecological restoration).
1. Ecologically important a sit hosts one of the last remaining sand dunes on the Island with several species of scientific importance and of very Malta
White Tower Bay restricted local distribution (sandy beaches make up less than 2.5% of the coastline). Nature Trust is actively participating in the management and
protection of the site.
12. An area which comprises several important habitats such as boulder scree, clay steppe maritime garigue, sandy beach and a small temporary saline | Malta
Rdum il-Qammieh/ marshland all of which are in a relatively pristine state and therefore giving shelter to a variety of species. The area is also a geological paradise with
Rdum il-Qawwi/ clear examples of stratigraphy, scientifically important fossil beds and a large solution subsidence structure.
Paradise Bay
13. One of the very few localities in the Maltese Islands which supports a healthy wild population of the Sandarac Gum Tree (Tetraclinis articulata) — the | Malta
Ta’Pennellu/Gnien National Tree — considered as rare on a European level and as such granted international protection. A population of the locally rare Iris pseudopum-
Ingraw (Mellieha) ila and fine garigue is found near to Ta Pennellu whilst Gnien Ingraw is also important as it holds a permanent freshwater supply in its valley.
14. The rugged coast here holds a myriad of habitats such as a rare type of garigue dominated by Cistus species and harbouring numerous rare and Malta
Selmun, Mgiebah endemic plants, boulder scree, coastal clay slopes, highly rare remnants of old oak woodland and associated species.
towards Ghanj Zejtuna
15. The site at Wardija includes some fine and old Evergreen Oak trees (possibly over 900 years of age) — remnants of the original Mediterranean scle- | Malta
Wardija/San Martin rophyll woodland; as well as rare garigue and Mediterranean maquis species.
San Martin’s permanent freshwater spring supports the rare endemic Maltese Freshwater Crab.
16. A sandy beach with a high degree of anthropogenic impacts. The site of a once more widespread sand dune Malta
Ramla tal-Mixquga
(Golden Bay)
17. The bay (adjacent to No.16) is also a sandy beach with a sand dune and impressive clay slopes. Site of a current management project by a local Malta
Ghaijn Tuffieha NGO.
18. Unique headland of great scenic beauty and geomorphological interest. Also the type locality of an endemic pseudoscorpion. Malta
|l-Karraba
19. Fomm ir-Rih Bay is located at the edge of the main Great Fault dividing Malta and exhibits interesting syncline features. Ecologically the bay is Malta
Fomm ir-Rih Basy and | unique for its pebble beach, its clay slopes and boulder scree habitats and pristine vegetation.
Wied Gerzuma, Wied | Wied Gerzuma and Wied Bahrija are within the same area and both are of high scientific and ecological importance for being the type localities of
tal Bahrija several rare and endangered species. The Bahrija Valley supports the largest population of the Maltese Freshwater Crab as well as other freshwater
species requiring a permanent spring.
20. One of the four localities supporting a few old Evergreen Oaks as well as rare maquis species. The site requires immediate protection which should | Malta
Ta'Baldzu/ Wied be considered a high priority also for the other sites holding copses of oak.
Hazrun
21. This is practically the only semi-natural woodland of a comparatively large size and which represents a rare ecosystem in the local context. The Malta
Buskett valley, Wied il-Lug, is one of the few riparian habitats and is ecologically important not just for supporting a good number of otherwise rare trees
and Wied il-Luq (Poplar and Ash), but also the only local amphibian, freshwater species and a rare iris. The woodland is a highly important resting and feeding
ground for large numbers of migratory species — especially birds of prey whilst the higher rocky ground supports maquis and garigue which is largely
self-regenerating and which supports several rare species of orchids and other plants.
22. A valley supporting temporary freshwater habitats along the valley bed and a rich garigue/maquis along its sides. Several rare and/or endemic spe- | Malta
Wied il-Ghasel cies are found here including the National Tree (Tetraclinis articulata) and a number of freshwater organisms (especially in the karstic freshwater
(and nearby Tal Wej) pools at Tal-Wej). The valley is endangered by encroaching development and quarrying activities.
23. The garigue at Pembroke has been recognized as a site of ecological importance as it supports several rare species (such as orchids) as well as Malta
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24. All the coast from Ghar Lapsi to Maghlaq valley and towards Wied iz-Zurrieq can be considered as a coastline of great scientific and geological Malta
Maghlaq valley importance. The rugged beauty of this coast is as yet quite free from major developments (although it ahs been propsed that a major landfill be sited
and coast to Ras just next to Wied Maghlaq and close to a World Heirtage prehistoric temple site) and supports maritime communities as well as garigue which is fast
il Hamrija regenerating after a great reduction of grazing activities with species such as Periploca angustifolia on the increase. The rare Scilla sicula (a sub-

endemic) is also found in this area.
25. A highly interesting solution subsidence structure which was highlighted as one of the first known localities in the Maltese Islands where the rare Malta
Il-Magluba Sandarac Gum Tree (Tetraclinis articulata) was found growing wild along its cliff face which also supports an established population of the endemic

Maltese Salt-Tree (Darniella melitensis) and serves as a breeding ground for the National Bird of Malta — the Blue Rock-thrush (Monticola solitarius).
This is also one of the few localities where a copse of Bay Laurel grows wild.

26. This scenic valley is highly important for its rupestral and maquis/garigue habitats which comprise several species of rare distribution and of scientific | Malta
Wied Babu interest such as Coronilla valentina, a number of rare orchids, the National plant (Palaeocyanus crassifolius) etc. as well as established mature
shrubs of Erica multiflora and Rosmarinus officinalis and large specimens of Ceratonia siliqua.
27. This islet is a nature reserve which is of great ecological and scientific importance both for its endemic forms as well as for its role as a major breed- | Filfla
Filfla ing site (on a Mediterranean scale) for the Storm Petrel (Hyrdobates pelagicus) as well as supporting other marine birds. An endemic lizard and two
endemic land snails are only known from this islet.
28. The valley system leading to Marsaxlokk Bay supports a population of the very rare Wild Pear. Malta

Wied Zembag/Saptan

29. Arestored saline marshland managed by Nature Trust. Although small in size, it is of great ecological and scientific value as it is one of the only two | Malta
Il-Maghluq ta’ Mxlokk | similar habitats found in the South of the Islands and shows variation from the other (very few) saltmarsh localities in the North. This habitat is one of
the rarest in the Maltese Islands (together with sand dunes) and holds some species which only survive in this marsh. This is also the type locality for
an endemic brackish water snail.

30. The headland of Munxar is of geological interest for its locally unique cliffs and for its Pleistocene deposits. It supports a typical maritime garigue and | Malta
Munxar rupestral habitat with a thriving population of the endemic Darniella melitensis and also the site of endemic insects.
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PLO01 |Babia Gora | Babia Géra 48,16 A[19°32" |49°35 o - (1P ° olo|e
PL002 |Drweca Bog Valley | Bagienna 31,47| C|19°33" |53°16 ole|e ole ole ole .
Dolina Drwecy
PL003 |Niemodlin Pine Forest | Bory 105,79| C|17°36" |50°36 ° ° ° ° . °
Niemodlinskie
PL004 |Catowanie Fen | Bagno Catowanie 31,46| C|21°20° |52°01 ole ° ° ° °
PLO05 |Chlebowo Bog | Bagno Chlebowo 12,84| C|16°46" |52°44° ° ° ol o [P
PLO06 |Bobolice Lobelia Lakes | 44,24| C|16°43" |53°56" ° . ol o ° . °
Bobolickie Jeziora Lobeliowe
PLO07 |Silesian Beskid | Beskid Slaski 388,00( A|18°57" [49°41" ° o olo ° ole|e ° ole ole|e olole
PLO08 |Zywiec Beskid | Beskid Zywiecki 358,70( A|19°15" |49°33" ole o olo|e . ole ° ° . olele °
PLO09 |Biale Bloto Bog | Biate Btoto 0,10| C|17°53" |54°29° ole
PLO10 |Bialogora | Biatogora 10,13| C|17°56" |54°49° ° o
PLO11 |Biedrusko | Biedrusko 102,45| C|16°54" |52°32° N -lo o . ole o .
PLO12 |Bieszczady | Bieszczady 1073,17| A|22°24° |49°12" ole ole ° . ° ole|e
PLO13 |Brzezianek | Brzezianek 4,92| C|18°18" |53°45° ° ° . .
PLO14 |Brzeznicka Wegorza Valley | 4,34| C|15°41" |53°32" °
Brzeznicka Wegorza
PLO15 |Szprotawa-Piotrowice Beech 15,88| C|15°40" |51°31° .
Forest | Buczyna Szprotawsko-
Piotrowska
PLO16 |Lagow Beech Forest | Buczyny 63,68| C|15°18" |52°23" olele ° ° ° °
tagowskie
PLO17 |Jakubowice's Bystrzyca | 2,94| C|22°40" |51°17° o o . .
Bystrzyca Jakubowicka
PLO18 |Cieszyn Tuff Springs | Cieszynskie 2,64| C|18°47" |49°49° o ole
Zrédta Tufowe
PL0O19 |Czarna Orawa | Czarna Orawa 0,37| A|19°43" |49°30° ° . ° .
PL020 |Krotoszyn Oak Forest | Dabrowy 378,36| C|17°38" |51°43" ° ° ole .
Krotoszyniskie
PL021 |Obrzycko Oak Forest | Dabrowy 9,61| C|16°34" |52°42° o ole
Obrzyckie
PL022 |Debnianskie Wetlands | 47,51 C|16°33" |51°20" o ole . . .
Debnianskie Mokradta
PL023 |Devil Rocks | Diable Skaty 0,16| A|20°51" |49°45" . °
PL024 |Biebrza Valley | Dolina Biebrzy 1238,32| C|22°40" |53°31" o ole|e . . ole
PL025 |Bobr Valley | Dolina Bobru 100,81| C|15°39" |50°59° o o ole ° .
PL026 |Brodek Valley | Dolina Brodka 3,00| C|17°13" |54°18" ole . .
PL027 |Czarna Valley | Dolina Czarnej 84,99/ C|20°12" |51°10° ol o (1P . ° .
PL028 |Drweca Valley | Dolina Drwecy 21,62| C|20°05" |53°40° ole ° . . .
PL029 |Upper teba Valley | Dolina Gérnej 20,99| C|18°02" |54°26° ° .
teby
PLO30 |Grabowa Valley | Dolina Grabowej 81,72| C|16°43" |54°10" ° o oIS . ° ole .
PLO31 |llanka Valley | Dolina llanki 20,13| C|14°54" |52°22" o ° ° P ° °
PL032 |Ina Valley near Recz | Dolina Iny 46,63| C|15°23" |53°15" ole ° ° ole . .
koto Recza
PLO33 |Kilodawa Valley | Dolina Ktodawy 0,10 C|18°32" |54°11" °
PL034 |Krasna Valley | Dolina Krasnej 17,37| C|20°37" |51°05° ° olele . . .
PLO35 |Krapiel Valley | Dolina Krapieli 2,29| C|15°09" |53°21° olo o .
PLO36 |Leniwa Obra Valley | Dolina 80,87| C|15°40" |52°18" ° .
Leniwej Obry
PLO37 |tacha Valley | Dolina tachy 9,85| C|16°45" |51°28" ° ° . .
PLO38 |Mata Panew Valley | | Dolina Matej | 280,74| C|18°24" |50°38" ole ° ° . . ole ° .
Panwi |
PLO39 |Mata Panew Valley Il | Dolina Matej| 173,24| C{18°48" |50°35° o . . ° .
Panwi Il
PLO40 |Notec Valley | Dolina Noteci 470,43| C[17°12" |53°05" . A o ole ° °
PLO41 |Nysa tuzycka Valley — Muzakéw 30,29| C|14°59" |51°26" ° ° ole ° °
Arch | Dolina Nysy tuzyckiej — Luk
Muzakowa
PL042 |Pilica Valley | Dolina Pilicy 309,07| C|20°45" [51°38" ole o . ole ° .
PL043 |Pitawa Valley | Dolina Pitawy 38,49| C|16°29" |53°30" ° ° o °
PLO044 |Pliszka Valley | Dolina Pliszki 32,16| C|15°05" [52°14° o |ole . . .
PLO45 |Ptonia Valley & Miedwie Lake | 212,70| C[14°58" |53°11 olel |e . ole .
Dolina Ptoni i Jezioro Miedwie
PLO46 |Plytnica Valley | Dolina Plytnicy 15,42| C|16°40" |53°33" ° ° ola .
PL047 |Pradnik Valley | Dolina Pradnika 21,46| C|19°48" |50°13" o o ole ole ° °
PL048 |Radew, Chociel & Chotla Valleys | | 211,60/ C|16°34" |54°03" ° ° oo o . ol ole . ole
Dolina Radwi, Chotli i Chocieli
PL049 |Reknica Valley | Dolina Reknicy 0,66| C|18°26" |54°17" .
PLO50 |Stupia Valley near Soszyca | 15,86| C|17°32" |54°16° ° ° . °
Dolina Stupi koto Soszycy
PL051 |Stobrawa Valley | Dolina Stobrawy | 230,05/ C|17°45" |50°55" ° ole ° ° ole ° ° °
PL0O52 |Middle Wieprz Valley | Dolina 13,12| C|22°54" |51°17" o o . . . . .
Srodkowego Wieprza
PL053 |Middle Wietcisa Valley | Dolina 3,62| C|18°15" |54°07" ole .
Srodkowej Wietcisy
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PL054 |Wkra Valley | Dolina Wkry 0,19 C|20°41" |52°30 °
PLO55 |Zwolenka Valley | Dolina Zwolenki 19,36| C|21°43" (51°17" ole ° ° ° °
PL056 |Juraisic Valleys | Dolinki Jurajskie 9,16| C|19°42" |50°10" ° ° ° ° . .
PLO57 |Lower Odra | Dolna Odra 237,51| C|14°24° |53°03" o SIs o ole ° °
PL058 |Lower Vistula | Dolna Wista 85,72| C|18°51" |53°52" o o °
PLO59 |Lower Wieprz | Dolny Wieprz 69,70| C|22°18" |51°36" ° ° ° . °
PLO60 Earse:a River System | Dorzecze 280,40/ C|16°01" |53°59" ° . olole|e ole oo ole .
arsety
PLO61 |Dybow Vistula Valley | Dybowska 13,50| C|18°29" [53°02° ° ° °
Dolina Wisty
PL062 |Wild Boar Forest & Tywa Valley | 78,05| C|14°41" |53°01" ° o ole ° ° °
Dziczy Las i Dolina Tywy
PLO63 |Santa Anna Mountain | Géra Sw. 51,75| C|18°15" |50°26" ° ° ° °
Anny
PLO64 |Bialskie Mountains & Snieznik 157 45| C|16°51 [50°14° 5 o leole . . .
Group | Gory Bialskie i Grupa
Snieznika
PLO65 |Kaczawskie Mountains & Foothills | 455,27| C|15°57" |50°57" ole ° ole ole . ° .
| Gory i Pogérze Kaczawskie
PLO66 |Opawa Mountains | Gory Opawskie| ~ 44,24| C|{17°27" |50°17" o S - . .
PLO67 |Stonne Mountains | Gory Stonne 562,56| A|22°29" (49°33" ° ° o . . olele .
PLO68 |Sowie & Bardzkie Mountains | 98,32| C|16°37" |50°36° ° ole °
Gory Sowie i Bardzkie
PLO69 |Stotowe Mountains | Géry Stotowe | 109,80| C|16°24" |50°27" ° ole ole ° ° ° °
PLO70 |Gorzno-Lidzbark Forest Complex | | 236,59| C|[19°45" |53°12" ° ole ol oMo ole ° ° ololo|e
Gorzniensko-Lidzbarski Kompleks
Lesny
PLO71 |Border Odra Meander | Graniczny 1,66| C|[18°19" |49°56° ° ole ole
meander Odry
PLO72 |Grady in Odra Valley | Grady w 69,46| C|17°19" |50°60" ° ole °
Dolinie Odry
PLO73 |Bochotnica Caves | Groty w 0,17| C|22°00° |51°20" °
Bochotnicy
PLO74 |Herta | Herta 2,38| C|17°23" |54°13° ole
PLO75 |Izbica Wieprz Gorge | Izbicki 15,34| C|23°09" |50°06° ° ° . .
Przetom Wieprza
PLO76 |Janiewice Bog | Janiewickie Bagno 1,62| C|16°43" |54°16° ’
PLO77 |Radunia Ravine | Jar Rzeki Raduni 0,84| C|18°18" |54°18" ole
PLO78 |Jaroszowiec | Jaroszowiec 5,38| C|19°38" |50°20" o °
PLO79 |Pszczew Lakes & Obra Valley | 151,89| C|15°54" |52°22" o . . . .
Jeziora Pszczewskie i Dolina Obry
PLO80 |Radunia-Ostrzyca Lakes | Jeziora 58,76| C|18°02" |54°16" ° ole ° ° .
Radunsko-Ostrzyckie
PLO81 |Szczecinek Lakes | Jeziora 197,50| C|16°39" |53°49" ° ole|e ° ° ° ole
Szczecineckie
PLO82 |Usciwierz Lakes | Jeziora 16,77| C|23°06" |51°22" ° ol (i . .
Usciwierskie
PLO83 |Wdzydze Lakes | Jeziora 129,19| C|17°56" |54°01° ° ° B - . . . °
Wdzydzkie
PL084 |Chosnice Lakes | Jeziorka 1,93| C|17°43" |54°16° ° .
Chosnickie
PLO85 |Dabie Lake & Miedzyodrze | 80,36| C|14°39" |53°28" o ° °
Jezioro Dabie i Migdzyodrze
Szczecinskie
PLO86 |Druzno Lake | Jezioro Druzno 31,76| C|19°29" |54°06" . . .
PLO87 |Gopto Lake | Jezioro Gopto 136,60| C|18°21" |52°34" ° ole o ° ole ° °
PLO88 |Karas Lake | Jezioro Kara$ 8,16| C[19°29" |53°34" °
PLO89 |Kozie Lake | Jezioro Kozie 1,84| C|14°58" |52°52" o
PLO90 |Kubek Lake | Jezioro Kubek 9,87| C|16°05" |52°42° ° °
1 04 PL091 |Lubie Lake & Drawa Valley | 111,70| C|15°56° |53°27" ° ° ’ ole ° ole °
Jezioro Lubie i Dolina Drawy
PL092 S;teaht Bytyn Lake | Jezioro Wielki 18,16| C|16°16" |53°18" ole ° °
y!
PL093 |Zgierzynek Lake | Jezioro 5,32| C|16°16° |52°27" ° ole °
Zgierzynieckie
PL094 |Kalina-Lisiniec | Kalina-Lisiniec 0,03| C|20°13" |50°21" o °
PLO95 |Kargowa Odra Meanders | 30,38| C|15°43" |51°58" ° ole .
Kargowskie Zakola Odry
PLO96 |Karkonosze & Izera Mountains | 391,74| C|15°37" |50°50" ° olole oo .
Karkonosze i Gory Izerskie
PL097 |Katy | Katy 0,17| C[23°08" [50°41° . R
PL098 |Ryman Kames | Kemy Rymanskie 26,04| C|15°31" |53°58" o ol (i .
PLO99 |Near Grobla | Koto Grobli 6,23| C|20°22" |50°06" . o .
PL100 |Zioty Stok Mines | Kopalnie w <0,01| C|16°50" |50°26" .
Ztotym Stoku
PL101 |Kostrza | Kostrza 0,39| A[20°23" |49°47" °
PL102 |Krosno Odra Valley | Kro$nienska 170,72| C|15°09" |52°03" ° ole ° °
Dolina Odry
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PL103 |Krowie Bog | Krowie Bagno 2,80| C|23°22" |51°26° A ° °
PL104 |Kurze Grzedy | Kurze Grzedy 13,09| C|{17°59" |54°24" ° .
PL105 |Barucice Forest | Lasy Barucickie 65,06 C|17°31" |50°58" ° . .
PL106 |Bierzwnik Forest | Lasy 138,15| C|15°34" |53°02" . ° . . . ° . . °
Bierzwnickie
PL107 |Cisowo-Orfowino Forest | Lasy 147,75| C|20°53" |50°46" . . ° °
Cisowsko-Ortowirskie
PL108 |Gostynin-Wioctawek Forest | Lasy | 389,50| C|19°22" |52°33" oo olo|e ole . . . °
Gostyninsko-Wioctawskie
PL109 |ltawa Forest | Lasy ltawskie 252,79| C|19°32" |53°45" oo oo . .
PL110 |Sobibor Forest | Lasy Sobiborskie 66,21| C|23°34" |51°25" ° o ole|e . ° . . °
PL111 |Spata Forest | Lasy Spalskie 19,71| C|20°09" |51°32" ° o
PL112 |Suchedniow Forest | Lasy 195,79| C|20°26" |50°59° ° ° . .
Suchedniowskie
PL113 |Brda & Wda Valleys Forests | Lasy | 550,33| C|18°11" |53°39° ° ° ole|e ole|e ° ole . ele|eole
w dolinach Brdy i Wdy
PL114 |Walcz Forest | Lasy Wateckie 689,60| C|16°42" |53°17" ° ole ololole ° ° ° ° °
PL115 |Witnica-Debno Forest | Lasy 279,30| C|14°45" |52°45" . ° ° . ole . ° ° .
Witnicko-Debnienskie
PL116 |Wioszczowa Forest | Lasy 114,08| C|19°51" |50°53" ° olo|e .
Wioszczowskie
PL117 Zerkc’)w-Czeszewo Forest | Lasy 101,31| C|17°29" |52°09° ° . . .
Zerkowsko-Czeszewskie
PL118 |Beczkowice Meadow | Laka w 0,25| C|19°43" |51°11° . . °
Beczkowicach
PL119 |Czarna Struga Alluvial Forest | 0,40| C|21°05" |52°22" .
tegi Czarnej Strugi
PL120 |Odra Alluvials | tegi Odrzarskie 167,00 C|16°28" |51°30° o o ole . . .
PL121 |Stubice Alluvials | tegi Stubickie 7,10| C|14°33" |52°22° ole
PL122 |Lysogory | Lysogory 56,26| C|21°00" |50°52° °
PL123 |Sleza Massive | Masyw Slezy 75,54| C|16°44" |50°52" ° . ole °
PL124 |Mawra-Biata Bog | Mawra-Bagno 3,00/ C|18°14" |54°35" ole
Biata
PL125 |Sulgczyno Fens | Mechowiska 0,65| C|17°47" |54°14" ole °
Suleczynskie
PL126 |Michatowiec | Michatowiec 0,12| C|19°41" |50°20° °
PL127 |Sarbia Bar | Mierzeja Sarbska 11,06| C|17°42" |54°47" °
PL128 |Miosino | Mtosino 7,30| C|17°47" |53°57" ° ° - (1P .
PL129 |Polica | Na Policy 0,73| A[19°37" |49°38" °
PL130 |Narew Fens | Narwianskie Bagna 73,50| C|22°51" |53°04° . ° .
PL131 |Niebieskie Springs | Niebieskie 0,29| C|20°02" |51°31" A .
Zrédta
PL132 |Nieszawa Vistula Valley | 36,50| C|18°49" |52°54" o . °
Nieszawska Dolina Wisty
PL133 |Nowa S¢l Odra Valley | 59,35| C|15°46" |51°51" o ole . .
Nowosolska Dolina Odry
PL134 |Rumot Alder Forest | Olszyny 1,50| C|20°14" |53°04° °
Rumockie
PL135 |Opole Odra Valley | Opolska 37,40| C|18°03" |50°26° ° ° ole ° °
Dolina Odry
PL136 |Orle | Orle 2,55| C|18°09" |54°39° ° °
PL137 |Augustéw Site | Ostoja 928,25| C|23°15" [53°56" . oo . ° olelele|e
Augustowska
PL138 |Borki Site | Ostoja Borecka 252,91| C[22°06" [54°08 ole . . .
PL139 |Goczatkowice Site | Ostoja 11,60| C|18°51" [49°57" . .
Goczatkowicka
PL140 |Goleniow Site | Ostoja 84,65| C|14°49" |53°41" oo . ° .
Goleniowska
PL141 |Gorce Site | Ostoja Gorczanska 184,45| Aj20°10" |49°35° ole olo|e . ° olele
PL142 |Jasliska Site | Ostoja Jasliska 209,11| A[21°51" [49°24° ole ole o lo| lolele
PL143 |Knyszyn Site | Ostoja Knyszyniska | 730,55/ C|23°28" |53°16" ole ole ° olelele °
PL144 |Magury Site | Ostoja Magurska 194,39 A|21°27" |49°29° ° ole ° ° olele
PL145 |Barycz Site | Ostoja nad Baryczg 855,70 C|17°13" |51°31" o . ole ° . . 1 05
PL146 |Bug Site | Ostoja Nadbuzanska 493,82| C|22°33" 52°28° olele ° ole ole|e .
PL147 |Warta Site | Ostoja Nadwarcianska| 269,34| C{17°58" |52°11° ° ° A o ole . . °
PL148 |Napiwoda-Ramuki Site | Ostoja 199,15| C|20°45" |53°28° o ole ° . . ole °
Napiwodzko-Ramucka
PL149 |Nida Site | Ostoja Nidziariska 273,24 C[20°31" [50°34° ole| lolole| |o ole . ole . ole
PL150 |Olsztyn-Miroéw Site | Ostoja 22,48| C|19°16" |50°46" oo ° °
Olsztyrisko-Mirowska
PL151 |Parczew Site | Ostoja Parczewska 57,95| C|22°55" |51°32° . olele ° ° °
PL152 |Pisz Site | Ostoja Piska 507,89| C|21°32" [53°44" ° ole . ° . .
PL153 |Polesie Site | Ostoja Poleska 101,86| C|23°11" |51°27" ° o ol o (1P . ° . . ole
PL154 |Poprad Site | Ostoja Popradzka 540,43| A|20°46° |49°26° . ° . ole ° . olo|e
PL155 |Przedborz Site | Ostoja 115,25| C[20°03" [51°00° ol lolele ole . .
Przedborska
PL156 |Przemysl Site | Ostoja Przemyska | 380,64| A|22°38" |49°43" o A ° ° ° ole
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PL157 |Sieradowice Site | Ostoja 121,06 C|20°57" |51°01° ° ° °
Sieradowicka
PL158 |Suwatki Site | Ostoja Suwalska 62,69| C|22°51" |54°16" . ° ole . ole ° .
PL159 |Middle Jura Site | Ostoja 56,44| C|19°32" |50°25° ° ° Y . ° oo . L]
Srodkowojurajska
PL160 |Wielkopolska Site | Ostoja 100,53| C|16°46" |52°17" ° ole ° ole . . .
Wielkopolska
PL161 |Wigry Site | Ostoja Wigierska 150,85| C|23°07" |54°02" ° o/o|e|e . . . ole|e|e
PL162 |Zioty Potok Site | Ostoja 49,31| C|19°25" |50°41° . oo ole|e
Ztotopotocka
PL163 |Pakostaw | Pakostaw 13,39| C|21°09" |51°12° ° .
PL164 |Patuki | Patuki 294,60| C|17°48" (52°42" ° olele ole . .
PL165 |Paraszyno Beech Forest | 31,26| C|17°58" |54°32" ° °
Paraszynskie Buczyny
PL166 |Krowiarki | Pasmo Krowiarki 25,16| C|16°45" |50°20" ° ° ole ° ° °
PL167 |Petcznica | Peicznica 2,72| C|18°15" |54°32° °
PL168 |Piekielna Valley near Polanica | 1,10| C|{16°30" |50°24" ole ° .
Piekielna Dolina koto Polanicy
PL169 |Pieniny | Pieniny 23,46| A|20°24° |49°25° . . ole . °
PL170 |Floating Islands near Rekowo | 0,82| C|17°28" |54°05° ° ol o
Ptywajace Wyspy pod Rekowem
PL171 |Stowinskie Coastland | Pobrzeze 215,00| C|17°25" |54°44" | o | o ° . hd
Stowinskie
PL172 |Brodnica Lakeland | Pojezierze 164,58| C|19°21" |53°22° ° ole ole . . olojo|e
Brodnickie
PL173 |Drawsko Lakeland | Pojezierze 414,30| C|16°10" |53°40" ° ole|ole ° ° . .
Drawskie
PL174 |Gniezno Lakeland | Pojezierze 323,43| C|17°55" |52°30" ° ole Y . oo . . L]
Gnieznienskie
PL175 |Insko Lakeland | Pojezierze Inskie | 177,63| C|15°30° |53°26° ° ° olo|e ° ° ole °
PL176 |Miedzychdd-Sierakéw Lakeland | 217,48| C|16°06" |52°30" ° . ° ° Y
Pojezierze Miedzychodzko-
Sierakowskie
PL177 |Mysliborz Lakeland | Pojezierze 42,76| C|14°50" |53°02" ole ° ° ° °
Mysliborskie
PL178 |Stawa Lakeland | Pojezierze 209,47| C|16°15" |51°56" ° Y . . . L]
Stawskie
PL179 |Polesie Bug Valley | Poleska 82,33| C|23°39" |51°22" ° ° ° ° ° °
Dolina Bugu
PL180 |Bzura-Ner Spillway | Pradolina 178,20| C|19°22" |52°06° . ° ° ° . . .
Bzury-Neru
PL181 |Matopolska Vistula Gorge | 102,08| C|21°48" |51°01" ole ° ole . ° .
Przetom Wisty w Matopolsce
PL182 |Narew Gorge Valley | Przetomowa 70,50| C|22°12" |53°07" ole ° oo . . o
Dolina Narwi
PL183 |Nysa tuzycka Gorge Valley | 16,28| C|14°58" [51°03° ° ole °
Przetomowa Dolina Nysy tuzyckiej
PL184 |Petcznica Gorges near Ksigz | 2,31| C|16°17" |50°50" . ole
Przetomy Pelcznicy pod Ksigzem
PL185 |Coastland Bogs | Przymorskie 15,79| C|16°46" |54°33" ollo (i
Btota
PL186 |Btedow Desert | Pustynia 20,07| C|19°31" |50°21" o
Btedowska
PL187 |Barlinek Great Forest | Puszcza 236,27| C|15°18" |52°54" ° ole . . . L]
Barlinecka
PL188 |Biatowieza Primeval Forest | 629,21| C|23°47" |52°46° ° eolo|e ole ° ° o|lo|o|e
Puszcza Biatowieska
PL189 |Bieniszew Great Forest | Puszcza 9,53| C|18°11" |52°17" . . .
Bieniszewska
PL190 |Boliméw Great Forest | Puszcza 172,70| C|20°14" |52°02" olele ° ° ° oo °
Bolimowska
PL191 |Drawa Great Forest | Puszcza 927,44| C|15°58" |53°06" ° . olo|ole ole o/ olo|o|o|e ° °
Drawska
PL192 |Kampinos Great Forest | Puszcza 375,03| C|20°35" |52°21" olele ° ° ° olo|e
—— Kampinoska
PL193 |Kozienice Great Forest | Puszcza 296,77| C|21°28" |51°33" ° elele ole ° ° ° ° °
1 06 Kozienicka
PL194 |Piasek Great Forest | Puszcza 92,80| C|14°17" |52°56° ° ole ° ° ° . .
Piaskowa
PL195 |Rominty Great Forest | Puszcza 146,20| C|22°32" |54°20° ° ole ° oo
Romincka
PL196 |Wkra Great Forest | Puszcza 119,90| C|14°22" |53°38" ° ° ° . . L]
Wkrzanska
PL197 |Zgorzelec-Osiecznica Great Forest| 910,60| C|15°11" |51°26° ° ° ° ° . . .
| Puszcza Zgorzelecko-
Osiecznicka
PL198 |Zielonka Great Forest | Puszcza 108,96| C|{17°01" |52°33" ° ° ° ° .
Zielonka
PL199 |Rogalin Warta Valley | Rogalinska | 129,61| C[16°57" |52°11" ° . ole ° .
Dolina Warty
PL200 |Middle Roztocze | Roztocze 84,82| C|23°04" |50°36" olole ° . ole|e ole .
Srodkowe
PL201 |Janowice Rudawy | Rudawy 82,85| C|15°59" [50°50" . ° . oo
Janowickie
PL202 |Gryzyna Stream Valley | Rynna 27,15| C|15°17" |52°09" ° ° ° °
Gryzynskiego Potoku
PL203 |Pasteka River | Rzeka Pasteka 61,10| C|20°09" |54°02" ° ole ° oo °
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PL204 |Brda Outwash Plain | Sandr Brdy 70,07| C|17°34" |53°50 ° ° ol o (1P - (1P ° . ° ole °
PL205 |Sikérz | Sikorz 1,43| C|{19°34" |52°38 °
PL206 |Stowinskie Bog | Stowinskie Btoto 2,21| C|16°29" |54°22 °
PL207 |Solec Vistula Valley | Solecka 72,70| C|18°19" |53°16 o . ° . .
Dolina Wisty
PL208 |Staniszewskie Bog | Staniszewskie 8,54| C|18°02" |54°23 ° °
Bloto
PL209 |tezczok Ponds | Stawy tezczok 5,83 C|18°17" |50°08" ° .
PL210 |Sterczéw-Scianka | Sterczow- 0,06| C|20°10" |50°20° o °
Scianka
PL211 |Studzienice Fens | Studzienickie 1,90| C|17°34" |54°06" ole
Torfowiska
PL212 |Suchy Mill | Suchy Miyn 5,31| C|19°46° |50°41" o . . ° . .
PL213 |Szachownica Cave | Szachownica 0,13| C|18°49" |51°03" °
PL214 |Tatra Mountains | Tatry 210,70 A|19°57" |49°16" ole olololole ole ° ole|e °
PL215 |Chetm Fens | Torfowiska 20,62| C|23°36" |51°10" A . .
Chetmskie
PL216 |Orawa-Nowy Targ Bogs | 73,81| A|19°46" |49°26° ole
Torfowiska Orawsko-Nowotarskie
PL217 |Chiopiny Bog | Torfowisko Chtopin: 5,40/ C|15°03" |52°50" ° ° ° °
PL218 |Mtodno Fen | Torfowisko Miodno 2,01| C|14°47" |52°08" ° ° ° ° °
PL219 |Zieleniec Bog | Torfowisko pod 2,09| C|16°25" |50°21" ole
Zielencem
PL220 |Rzecin Bog | Torfowisko 18,62| C|16°18" |52°46° ° ° ol o[
Rzecinskie
PL221 |Sobowice Fen | Torfowisko 0,96| C|23°24" |51°07" ° .
Sobowice
PL222 |Sniatycze Fen | Torfowisko 0,15| C|23°33" |50°39" ° . °
weglanowe Sniatycze
PL223 |Trzebiatow-Kotobrzeg Coastland | | 181,62| C|15°13" |54°07" ° °
Trzebiatowsko-Kotobrzeski Pas
Nadmorski
PL224 |Three Mills | Trzy Mtyny 7,71| C|18°12" |54°45° .
PL225 |llanka Mouth | Ujscie Ilanki 7,89| C[14°39" [52°17° . ol |e . ol lo| le .
PL226 |Note¢ Mouth | Ujscie Noteci 36,77| C|15°22" |52°44" o o ole .
PL227 |Odra Mouth & Szczecin Lagoon | 448,00| C|14°30" [53°43" ° ° ° . .
Ujécie Odry i Zalew Szczecinski
PL228 |Warta Mouth | Ujscie Warty 327,75| C|14°53" [52°38" o ° . .
PL229 |Janow Forest Ranges | Uroczyska 42,39| C|22°27" |50°37" ° ole|e . . .
Laséw Janowskich
PL230 |Solska Great Forest Ranges | 153,45| C|23°04" |50°22° ° ole|e . . .
Uroczyska Puszczy Solskiej
PL231 |Stepnica Forest Ranges | 25,80| C|14°39" |53°36° ole °
Uroczyska w Lasach Stepnickich
PL232 |Waly | Waly 0,06 C|20°13" |50°21° o
PL233 |Warnie Bog | Warnie Bagno 5,58| C|15°56" |54°09" °
PL234 |Wda near Krepki | Wda koto 1,70| C|18°21" |53°50° ° °
Krepek
PL235 |Great Obra Alluvial | Wielki teg 231,88| C|16°24" |52°05" o o .
Obrzanski
PL236 |Middle Vistula | Wista Srodkowa 40,21| C|21°45" |51°33" o o . . .
PL237 |Wioctawek Vistula Valley | 56,00 C|18°59" |52°46" o o ole ° .
Wioctawska Dolina Wisty
PL238 |Wolin & Uznam | Wolin i Uznam 350,50| C|14°32" |53°55" ole olla ole o ° . .
PL239 |Przemkéw Heathland | 66,07| C|15°41" |51°26° .
Wrzosowisko Przemkowskie
PL240 |Eastern Krzywin Lakeland | 247,73| C|16°59" |51°59" . . . . ° . °
Wschodnie Pojezierze Krzywinskie
PL241 |Lucynéw-Mostowiec Dunes | 4,80| C|21°27" |52°32" °
Wydmy Lucynowsko-Mostowieckie
PL242 |Elblag Plateau | Wysoczyzna 52,20| C[19°29" |54°17" ° o . .
Elblaska
PL243 |Bukowe Hills | Wzgérza Bukowe 116,52| C|14°42" |53°18" ° ° ° ° ° °
PL244 |Checiny-Kielce Hills | Wzgérza 76,66| C|20°24" |50°48" ° . . .
Checinsko-Kieleckie
PL245 |Western Krzywin Lakeland | 45,61| C|16°44" |51°55° ° o . °
Zachodnie Pojezierze Krzywinskie
PL246 |Western Wolyn Bug Valley | 15,14| C|24°04" |50°41° A o ° ° ° °
Zachodniowotyriska Dolina Bugu
PL247 |Wel River Meander | Zakole rzeki 166,36| C|19°52" |53°20" ° olo|e oo . . ° °
Wel
PL248 |Vistula Lagoon & Vistula Bar | 407,37| C|19°26" |54°21" | o | o ° °
Zalew Wislany i Mierzeja Wislana
PL249 |Zalecze Warta Arch | Zatgczanski 90,55| C|18°45" |51°07" olla o ole . ° .
tuk Warty
PL250 |Puck Bay & Hel Penisula | Zatoka | 400,00] C|18°34" |54°41" | o | o ° .
Pucka i Pétwysep Helski
PL251 |Zurawce | Zurawce 0,35| C|23°33" |50°24" o .
PL252 |Losie Orthodox Church | Cerkiew 13,03| C|21°05" |49°56° °
w Losiach
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PL253 |Nawojowa Court | Dwér w <0,01| C|21°15" |49°56" °
Nawojowej
PL254 |Czerna Closter | Klasztor w Czerne|  <0,01| C|20°03" |50°16" °
PL255 |Szczawnica Church | Kosciot w <0,01| A|20°28" {19°26" °
Szczawnicy
PL256 |Great Gorki Church | Kosciot w <0,01| C|19°26" |50°18" .
Gorkach Wielkich
PL257 |Radziechowy Church | Kosciot w <0,01| C|19°13" |50°05" .
Radziechowych
PL258 |Szyk Church | Kosciot w Szyku <0,01| C|20°30" [50°19" .
PL259 |Szczyrzyc Closter | Opactwo <0,01| C|20°19" |50°18" .
Cysterséw w Szczyrzycu
PL260 |Wejherowo Forest | Lasy koto 424,07| C|18°31" |53°56" ole ° °
Wejherowa
PL261 |Oliwa-Sopot Forest | Lasy Oliwsko-|  60,00| C|18°22" |54°31" ° ° ° °
Sopockie
PL262 |Piersiec Mill | Mtyn w Piersécu <0,01| C|19°22" |50°23" .
PL263 |Biedrusko | Biedrusko 103,76| C|16°54" [52°32" olole| |o| |e ole R R
PL264 |Ciemino Bog & Lake | Bagno i 7,75/ C|16°20" |53°23" ° . ole .
Jezioro Ciemino
PL265 |Bytow Lobelia Lakes | Bytowskie 28,13| C|17°34" |54°11" ° o °
Jeziora Lobeliowe
PL266 |Stropna Valley | Dolina Stropnej 25,52| C|17°55" |54°22" o ° ° ° ° °
PL267 |Wieprza & Studnica Valley | Dolina| 127,70| C|16°10" |54°17" ° ol olle o . . olele .
Wieprzy i Studnicy
PL268 |Bukowo Lake | Jezioro Bukowo 28,79| C|16°19" |54°21" ° ° ° °
PL269 |Bobecino Lake | Jezioro 33,75| C|17°21" |54°01" ° ollo [ ° °
Bobiecinskie
PL270 |Karsibér Swidwinski | Karsibor 8,14| C|16°50" |53°41" ° ole ° °
Swidwiniski
PL271 |Rekowo Forets | Lasy Rekowskie 26,88| C|17°26° |54°05° ° ole
PL272 |Stawno & Old Krakow Forest | 68,90| C|16°06° |54°05" ° ole ° ° °
Lasy Stawienskie i
Starokrakowskie
PL273 |Miastko Lobelia Lakes | Miasteckie|  13,63| C|{17°07" |54°01" ° °
Jeziora Lobeliowe
PL274 |Czarnkéw Moraine | Morena 9,00| C|16°30" |52°51" ole o °
Czarnkowska
PL275 |Trzebielino Bog | Torfowisko 4,20| C|17°07" |54°11° o
Trzebielino
PL276 |Borne-Sulinowo & Okonek 65,48| C|16°45" |53°20" ° ole °
Heathlands | Wrzosowiska
Bornego-Sulinowa i Okonka
PL277 |Zbojecka Cave in topien | Jaskinia <0,01| Aj20°17" |49°42" °
Zbojecka w topieniu
PL278 |Villa Maria in Szczawnica | Willa <0,01| A|20°29" |49°25" °
Maria w Szczawnicy
PL279 |Stowinskie Coastland — marine 111,71 C[17°10" |54°40° | o ° °
part | Pobrzeze Stowinskie [czg$¢
morska)
PL280 |Odra Bank and adjacent areas to 700,00| C|14°25" |54°19" | o
the east | Lawica Odrzanska
PL281 |Slupsk Bank | tawica Stupska >280,00| C|16°40" |54°34" | °
PL282 |Dobromierz — Chwaliszéw — 2,50| C|16°15" |50°53" o
Jaskulin | Dobromierz —
Chwaliszéw — Jaskulin
PL283 |Nysa Ktodzka Gorges | Przetomy 1,50| C|16°41" |50°29° o
Nysy Ktodzkiej
T — PL284 |Ostrzyca Proboszczowska | 0,25| C|15°46° |50°03" ° °
Ostrzyca Proboszczowicka
1 08 PL285 | Zioty Potok Ravine near Zloty Stok 0,50| C|16°52" |50°25" °
| Wawoz Ztotego potoku k. Ztotego
Stoku
PL286 |Suche Mts. — Unislaw | Géry 1,50| C|16°15" |50°41° o
Suche — Unistaw
PL287 |Suche Mts. — Gluszyca | Géry 1,50| C|16°21" |50°42° o
Suche — Gluszyca
PL288 |Bardzkie Mts Il | Gory Bardzkie |1 9,00| C|16°45" |50°29" °
(na SE od Barda)
PL289 |Chetmiec Massive | Masyw 1,00| C|{16°12" |50°47" o
Chetmca
PL290 |Czarne Urwisko near Lutynia | 0,70| C|16°54" |50°22" o
Czarne Urwisko k. Lutyni
PL291 |Bystrzyca & Strzegomka Valley | 70,00| C|16°47" |51°00" °
Dolina Bystrzycy i Strzegomki
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SK001 |Tri peniazky 1,42|A |20°14° |48°37" o O .
SK006 |Rieka Latorica | River Latorica 73,64|P (21°51" |48°29° . ole . ole
SK014 |Lazky 0,76|A (22°04" |49°11° o o .
SK015 |Dolna Bukovina | Lower Bukovina 2,93|A [18°57" |48°24° ° ° ° ° °
SK016 |Kosariska 1,11]|A |21°58" |49°14° o o o °
SK019 [Tarbucka 1,71|P [21°47" |48°22" ol |e ole
SK020 |Lesik Bisce | Woodlot Bisce 0,27|P |21°46" |48°41° °
SK024 |Hradna dolina | Castle valley 0,14|A |18°01° |48°37" .
SK026 |Raskovsky luh | Radkovsky mead 0,17|P |21°56" |48°34" ° .
SK029 |Vysoka 0,24|P |21°58" |48°25" O .
SKO030 |Horesské Iuky | HoreSské 0,77|P |21°57" |48°25° olo . ole
grasslands
SK032 |Ladmovskeé vapence | Ladmovskeé 3,32|P |21°46" |48°25" ole o . °
limestones
SK034 |Lesik pri Borsi | Woodlot by Bor$ 0,08|P |21°43" |48°23" .
SK036 |Rieka Litava | River Litava 26,30|A |19°06° |48°13" ° ° ° ° . ° ° .
SK037 |Oborinsky les | Oborinsky forest 0,10|P |21°55" |48°32" ole ole
ISK038 |Oborinske jamy | Oborinske pits 0,07|P |21°54" |48°32" . °
SK044 |Badinsky prales | Badinsky 1,54|A |19°03" |48°41° ° olele
primaeval forest
SK048 |Dukla 68,86|A (21°48" |49°22° o o N - o[ ole °
SK056 |Habariovo 0,03|A |19°40" |48°35" °
SKO057 |Raseliniska Oravskej kotliny | 8,40(A |19°46" |49°24" ollols o °
Peatlands of Oravska basin
SK059 |Jelsie 0,28|A |19°34" |49°02" ° olele
SK060 |Chraste 0,14|A [19°32" |49°02° °
SK064 |Bratislavské luhy | Bratislavské 6,81|P |17°04" |48°08" ole ole
meads
SK065 |Marcelovské piesky | Marcelovské 0,42|P |18°19° |47°47" ° ° °
sands
SK067 |Cenkov 1,49|P [18°32" [47°47 ole R R R
SK075 |Klatovské rameno | Klatovskeé river 2,84|P |17°42" |48°01° ° ole ° .
arms
ISK077 |Dunajské trstiny | Dunajské reeds 1,76|P |17°51" |47°46" ° ° ° .
SK082 |Margitin haj | Margitin grove 0,22|P |17°37" |48°03" °
SK084 |Zatoi 0,87|P |18°12" |48°01" ° ° °
ISK085 |Dolny héj | Lower grove 0,50|P |18°13" |48°10° . .
SK090 |Dunajskeé luhy | Danube meads 45,50|P |17°28" |47°54° o o ole o olele °
SK092 |Dolnovazske luhy | Dolnovazske 1,87|P |18°06" |47°48" o . ° .
meads
SK101 |Klokocovské raseliniska | 0,37|A |18°33" |49°29" ° o .
Klokocovské peatlands
SK103 |Cachtické Karpaty | Cachtické 7,08|A |17°44" |48°42" O o . .
Carpathians
SK104 |Homolské Karpaty | Homolské 51,86|A [17°09" |48°17" ole . ole ° ole
Carpathians
SK105 |Travertiny pri Spi§skom Podhradi | 2,28|A |20°46° |48°59° ° . ole|e .
Travertines by Spisské Podhradie
SK112 |Slovensky raj | Slovak Paradise 168,40|A |20°21" |48°54" ole|e olele ole ° . olololele .
SK115 |Bahno 0,41|P |17°16" |48°37" °
SK117 |Abrod 1,63|P [16°60" [48°32" ol ol e ole R
SK120 |Jasenacke 0,52|P [17°09" [48°33" . o 109
SK121 |Marhecké rybniky | Marhecké 0,91|P |17°02" |48°25" ° ° °
fishponds
SK124 |Bogdalicky vrch | Bogdalicky hill 0,57|P |16°54° |48°25° ° ° ° .
SK125 |Gajarské alGvium Moravy | 12,40|P [16°57" |48°32" o o ole ole ° . .
Gajarské alluvium of Morava
SK127 |Temes$ska skala | Teme$ska rock 1,64|A |18°29" |48°53" ° ° ° ° ° .
SK128 |Roko$ 56,85|A |18°25" |48°46" ° ° ° olele . .
SK129 |Cerovina 3,54|P |18°42" |48°03" ° °
SK130 |Zoborskeé vrchy | Zoborské 19,05/A (18°07" |48°22" ° olel|e . olo|ole . . .
mountains
SK133 |Horky 0,82|A |18°11" |48°29" ° ° °
SK139 |Dolina Ganovského potoka | Valley 0,18|A |20°20" |49°02" o o ole ° ole °
of Ganovsky brook
SK140 |Spigskoteplické slatiny | 0,26|A [20°14" [49°02° ol [o lole R olel |e
Spisskoteplické fens
SK141 |Rieka Bela | River Bela 3,13|A |19°48" |49°06" ° . olele
SK142 |Hybica 0,08|A |19°51" |49°04" o ° . O .
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SK143 |Biely Vah | White Vah 0,34|A |19°60" [49°04" o o ° ° ° olo|o|ole °
SK144 |Belianske Ilky | Belianske 1,01|A |20°23" |49°13 ° . ° °
grasslands
[SK145 |Medzi bormi 0,06|A [19°38" [49°16" ° °
SK146 |Blata 1,85|A [20°02" |49°06" o . ° ololole
[SK151  |Vrchovisko pri Pohorelskej Masi | 0,20|A |20°01" |48°51" 2l o . °
Raised bog by Pohorelska Masa
ISK155  |Altvium Starej Nitry | Alluvium of 4,55|P [18°08" |47°49° ° ° ° °
Old Nitra
SK159 |Aldvium Zitavy | Alluvium of Zitava 0,28|P |18°08" 47°51" ° ° °
SK161  |Aldvium Moravy pri Suchohrade | 0,56|P |16°52" |48°24" . ° . °
Alluvium of Morava by Suchohrad
SK163 |Rudava 21,44P [17°16" [48°32' ole| |o| |e N N ol leole N
SK165 |Kutsky les | Kutsky forest 3,51|P [16°58" |48°39° . .
[Sk166 [Ciglat 1,71]P [16°59" [48°34° o . o B ol e
[SK168 |Horny les | Upper forest 6,42|P |16°53" 48°21" . A ° . ° .
[SK172 |Beznisko 8,61|P [17°13" |48°32" ole °
[SK173  |Kotlina 4,92|P [17°20" |48°38° ole °
[SK174 |Lindava 3,71|P |17°22" |48°22" °
SK176 |Dvorciansky les | Dvorciansky 1,47|P |18°07" |48°16" .
forest
SK177  [Smolzie 0,66|P [16°55" [48°23" . . .
SK182 |Cigovské luhy | Cugovské meads 4,92|P |17°44" |47°46" ° O ole o ole °
SK183 |Velkolélsky ostrov | Velkolélsky 3,28|P [17°56" |47°45° ° O ole ° .
island
SK184 |Burda 15,06|P {18°48" |47°50" olallo o o ole °
SK185 |Pramene Hrustinky | Springs of 2,18|A |19°15" |49°17" o o ° ° ° olele
Hrustinky
SK187 |Raseliniska Oravskych Beskyd | 1,32|A [19°15 |49°30" ole o °
Peatlands of Oravské Beskydy
SK189 |Babia hora | Babia hill 5,05|A [19°30" |49°34° . . ° o °
[SK190 |Slana Voda 2,23|A |19°30" [49°32" o . o .
[SK191 |Rageliniska Bielej Oravy | 0,39|A [19°17" [49°28° olele ol |e
Peatlands of White Orava
SK192 [Prose¢né 23,00(A [19°30" [49°11 . ol |e N o lo |e N
SK193 | Zimniky 0,38|A [19°40" [49°24" . o .
[SK194  |Hybicka tiesfiava | Hybicka canyon 5,67|A |19°53" |49°05" ° ° ° ° ° ° °
[SK197 [Salatin 33,47|A [19°20" [48°59" o |e ol le . olele .
[SK198 |Zvolen 25,93|A |19°14° |48°54" o o . o ° o ° °
[SK201 |Gavurky 1,11|A [19°08" |48°28" ° ° °
SK203 |Stolica 27,94|A |20°12° |48°46° o o ° o °
[SK205 |Hubkova 28,50|A |21°54° |48°59° ° ° olele °
[SK206 |Humenska 2,27|A [21°57" [48°55° . . ol lol |e N
SK207 |Kamenna Baba 3,08|A (20°56" |49°04° O o ° - (1P olo|o|ole °
[SK208 |Senianske rybniky | Senianske 2,09|P |22°05" |48°42" . ° °
fishponds
[SK209 [Morské oko 160,07|A [22°15 [48°50° . olol® N . o |o|e|e
[SK210 |Stinska 15,26|A |22°30" [48°60" o ° olele
SK213 |Gazarka 1,07|P {17°08" |48°38" ° °
SK216 |Sitno 7,73|A [18°53" |48°24° o ° ole °
[SK218 |[Modciarka 2,22|P |17°02" |48°22" ° °
SK219 |Malina 4,39|P [17°06" [48°25" ° o .
SK221 |Varinka 1,22|A |18°56" |49°14" ° ° ° ° ° ° olele °
SK222 |Jelediia 0,67|A [19°41" |49°24" o . olele
SK224 |Jerefiad 1,37|A |20°46" |48°58" olele °
SK225 |Muranska planina | Muranska plain| 202,21|A |19°60° |48°46 ° . . . ole ole olo/o|o|o|ele °
110 SK228  [Svihrova 0,06|A [19°46" [49°07" . o °
SK229 |Beskyd 292,30(A |22°22° |49°04° ololo . ole ° ° olele
[SK236 |Rieka Bodrog | River Bodrog 1,12|P |21°47" |48°24° . . olele
SK238 |Velka Fatra 463,64|A (19°05" |48°59° o o olele ole ° ° ° olele °
SK241 [Svréinnik 2,20|A [18°60 [48°48° . N ol |e N
[SK243 |Rieka Orava | River Orava 4,45|A |19°217 |49°15° ole ° ° oleole °
[SK245  [Boky 1,68|A [19°01" [48°34° . . ol |e
SK250 |Krivostianka 7,09|A 21°53" |48°53° o O . o o . olele
[SK251 [Zazrivské lazy 29,44|A [19°10" [49°17 ol Tol NG o o |e .
SK252 |Mala Fatra 222,51|A |19°03" [49°11° o o ole|e ole ° ° ° . olele °
SK253 |Rieka Vah | River Vah 2,17|A |19°15" |49°06" o . ° ° olele °
SK254  |Mogiar 0,08|A [19°09" [49°09" o o ole o ° °
[SK256 |Strazovskeé vrchy | Strazovské 298,88|A |18°27" |49°00° ° ° olo|e oo ° olelole|e °
mountains
[SKk258 [Tisty vrch | Tisty hil 11,27|A [18°52" [48°18° NEE R A olelole
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SK259 |Stara hora | Slana hora 26,33|A |18°56" |48°19 . . . ° ojo|oe
SK260 |Masiarsky bok 2,97|A |19°06° |48°24 ° ° ole . . ole
SK262 |Cejkovské bralie | Cejkovské cliffs 16,22|A (18°36" |48°20 o o
SK263 |Hodrusska hornatina | Hodrusska 102,57|A |18°41" |48°23" olole ° ole ° . . olo|e
highlands
SK264 |Kloko¢ 23,25|A [18°47" |48°29° ° ° oo ° ° oleole
SK265 |Sut 99,76A 18°54" |48°32" Ld Ld Ld o0 Ld Ld Ld o e 0 0|0
SK266 |Skalka 103,95|A [19°01" |48°29° ° ° ole ° ole Y ejo|o|o|e
SK267 |Biele hory 101,41|A |17°19" |48°28" olole ° ole . . oo .
SK269 |Ostrovné lucky 7,05/P |17°10" |48°03° ° ole oo
SK270 |HruSovska zdrz 3,55|P |17°12" |48°03" ole
SK273 |Vtacnik 100,63|A |18°35" |48°37" ° ° ole olo|ee
SK274 |Baske 40,33|A |18°17" |48°53° ° . ole . ° . . . °
SK275 |Knazi stol 42,27|A |18°19° |48°50° ° ° ole ° . ole|e
SK276 |Kuchynska hornatina | Kuchynska 32,01|A |17°13" |48°22" ole °
highlands
SK278 |Brezovské Karpaty | Brezovské 26,35|A |17°33" |48°38" ° ° ole ° ° ole .
Carpathians
SK279 |Sur 4,35|P [17°14" |48°14° ° °
SK280 |Devinska Kobyla 6,43|P |16°60" |48°11" ° . ° ° . .
SK281 |Tistie 0,29]A |19°59" |48°40° ole oo o|o|e °
SK282 |Tisovsky kras 14,69|A [19°54" |48°41" . . . ° ° . K] .
SK283 |Luky na Besniku | Grasslands on 0,80|A |20°13" |48°51" ° . . oo .
Besnik
SK284 |Teplické strane 3,55|A |20°17" |48°37" ° ° ° o|o|e ° °
SK285 |Rieka Murari s pritokmi | River 2,00|A |20°15" |48°37" ° ° ole ° elojeje|o|e|e .
Muran with tributaries
SK287 |Galmus 31,14|A |20°47" |48°54° olo|e ° ° ° ° ° ejo|o|o|e °
SK288 |Kysucké Beskydy a Riecnica | 69,94|A |18°58" |49°26° o ° ° . ole . o|o|e
Kysucké Beskydy and Rie¢nica
SK290 |Horny tok Hornadu | Upper stream 2,43|A |20°23" |48°59° ° ° ° ° . elojo|e|e
of Hornad
SK293 Kl’uéovské rameno | Klucovské 4,62|P [17°41" |47°4T" ° oo ° oo °
river arms
SK295 |Biskupické luhy | Biskupické meads 9,16|P |17°11" |48°05° ° olele ole
SK297 |Brezinky 0,08|A |20°10" |48°51° ° ° ° °
SK299 |Baranovo 8,61|A [19°08" |48°47° ° ° ° ° ° . . . .
SK302 |Dumbierske Nizke Tatry 440,83|A [19°27" |48°55" elo|o|e ° oo ole ° ° ° °
SK303 |AlGvium Hrona | Alluvium of Hron 2,25|A |20°117 |48°50" ° ° ° o|o|ojo|e|e|e .
SK305 |Choc¢ 16,26|A [19°20" (49°08° ° ° ° ° ° ° Y Y °
SK306 |Pod Suchym hradkom 7,59|A [19°49° |49°07" o ° o .
SK307 |Tatry 641,00|A [19°58" |49°12° ole ° ° olele ° ole oo ° ° ejo|o|o|e °
SK308 |Machy 1,89|A |19°54° |49°07" ole . . oleje
SK309 |Rieka Poprad | River Poprad 0,20|A |20°10° |49°04° ° ° ° ° NI
SK310 |Kralovoholské Nizke Tatry 305,10(A [19°59" [48°56" ° . ° ° ole ° ojo|oe .
SK311 |Kacenky 2,39|P |16°57" |48°37" ° ° °
SK312 |Devinske alGvium Moravy | 1,60|P |16°58" |48°14° . ° . .
Devinske alluvium of Morava
SK313 |Devinske jazero | Devinske lake 13,13|P [16°55" (48°18" . ° ole ole ole . °
SK314 |Rieka Morava | River Morava 3,90|P |16°54" |48°29° . ° ole ole oloje|e oo
SK315 |Skalické alivium Moravy | Skalické 2,51|P |17°11" |48°51° °
alluvium of Morava
SK317 |Rozporec 0,83|P |16°54" |48°21" ° o °
SK318 |Pod Celom 6,26|A [21°51" [49°15° . . .
SK319 |Polana 30,72|A [19°29" |48°41" ° . ° ° ole . . o|o|e
SK327 |Milic 49,55|A |21°28" |48°35° ° ° ole ° ° Y
SK328 |Stredné Pohornadie 71,50|A |21°09° |48°50" olele ° ole ° o/o|e|e|e
SK329 |Kovadske luky | Kovacske 1,59|P |21°43" |48°23° . . oo
grasslands
SK331 |Cergovsky Min&ol 40,27|A |21°02" |49°14° ° ° o/o|e|e|e
SK332 Cergov 63,03|A |21°09° |49°11° ° ° ° ° K]
SK334 |Velké osturnianske jazero | Velké 0,52|A [20°13" |49°21° ° ° ° ° °
osturnianske lake
SK335 |Malé osturnianske jazera | Malé 0,08|A |20°12" |49°20" o °
osturnianske lake
SK337 |Pieniny 13,00|A |20°25" |49°24° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° o|eole °
SK341 |Dolny vrch 15,41|P (20°43" |48°34" . . ° . ° o/o|o|e|e
SK342 |Driefiovec 2,20|A |20°41° |48°38" olele ° ° ° ole|e .
SK343 |Plesivské strane 4,02|A |20°24" (48°35" olole . ° . . .
SK345 |Kecovskeé Skrapy | Kecovské lapiés 3,52|P |20°30° |48°30° ole|e ° ° elele
SK346 |Pod Straznym hrebefiom 1,78|A |20°23" |48°34" ° ° ° ° ° Y °
SK347 |Domické $krapy | Domické lapiés 1,11|P |20°28" |48°29° ° ° ° . o|e
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[SK348 |Dolina Ciernej Moldavy | Valley of 19,11|A |20°48" |48°41" ° . ololole|e
Cierna Moldava
SK349 |Jasovské dubiny | Jasovské oak 0,35|A |20°58" 48°41" ° ° ° olelo|e
woods
SK350 |Brzotinske skaly | Brzotinske rocks 4,38|A |20°29" |48°36" o o o ole olele °
SK352 |Hrusovska lesostep | HruSovska 0,42|P |20°38" 48°36" olele ° ° ° ° ° ° °
steppe woods
[SK353 |Plesivska planina | Plesivska plain 28,53|A [20°26° 48°37° olele ° ° ° olele ° °
[SK354 |Hnilecké raseliniska | Hnilecké 0,51|A |20°35" |48°49° . . ° ° olele
peatlands
SK355 |Fabianka 6,62|P |20°33" 48°34" alolo ° o A oo I8 .
SK356 |Horny vrch 60,44|A |20°47" |48°39° olollo ° o o ole|ole|e °
SK357 |Cerova vrchovina - lesné biotopy | 25,84/P |19°54" |48°12" olo ° 5 o o ole °
Cerova upland - forest habitats
SK360 |Belezir 0,62|P [19°60" [48°10" ° °
[SK361 |Vodokas 1,37|P |20°00" |48°12" ° °
ISK366 |Driencansky kras | Driencansky 15,90|A |20°05" |48°32" olele ° ° ° olelo|e|e
karst
[SK367 |Holubyho kopanice 39,00|A [17°47" |48°52° ° ° ole . ° ° °
[SK368 |Brezovska dolina | Brezovska 0,03|A |18°09" |49°05" o o o
valley
SK369 |Pavukov jarok 0,28|A [17°40" 48°46" ° .
SK371 |Zalostina 2,19|A [17°26 [48°49° ol |e . N
SK372 |Krivoklatske Iuky | Krivoklatske 0,04|A |18°08" [49°04" o °
grasslands
SK374 |Zahradska 0,09|A [17°41" |48°50" o °
SK375 |Krasin 0,64|A |18°00" [48°58" o °
[SK376 |Vrsatskeé bradla | Vrsatské klippes 2,18|A |18°09" [49°05" o o . o . °
[SK380 |Tematinske vrchy | Tematinske 25,23|A |17°56" |48°40° olo|e ° ° ° °
mountains
SK382 [Turiec a Blatnigianka 2,64|A [18°48" [48°54° ol lol lole N N olele N
[SK386 |Hostovickeé luky | Hostovické 0,13|A |22°07" |49°08" ° .
grasslands
[SK387 [Beskyd 54,13A [22°01" [49°13 ol |e ole olele
SK388 |Vydrica 0,07|A [17°06" [48°12" ° .
[SK392 |Brezova strai 0,63|P [19°00" |48°10° ° °
SK393 |Dunaj | Danube 13,22|P |18°44° |47°48" o . ° ole °
[SK395 |Pohrebiste 1,18|P |18°17" [47°46° ol |e N
SK401 |Dubnicke bane | Dubnicke mines 2,59|A |21°28" |48°56° ° ° ole ° ole
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SK500 |Valaska Bela 19,59|A |18°26" [48°53 ol lol le . ol |e
SK501 |Adidovce 21,52|A [22°01" [49°02 R olele
SK504 |Badin 7,49|A [19°06" [48°41 ol le . o lol le
SK505 |Banska Stiavnica 7,49|A [18°53" |48°26 o ° . olle .
SK507 [Benatina 5,07|A [22°21" [48°49 . ol e o ol le
SK512 |Bobrovnik 0,13|A [19°28" [49°07 ol |e ol |e R
SK517 |Brdarka 16,99|A [20°21° [48°46 ol |e o leole olelelele
SK520 |Breznicka 4,02|P [19°44" [48°24 N N elelele
SK523 |Busov 38,30[A [21°14" [49°24 ol |e . olel|e
SK533 |Celovce 6,46|A [19°06" [48°09 ol To o o . ole
SK534 |Certizné 1,02[A [21°49" [49°21 ol le . .
SK536 |Cierne 0,04|A |18°48" |49°30 ° .
SK543 |Povodie stredného toku Bodvy | 1,85|A [21°00" [48°39 . ol e o lelelele
River basin of the middle part of
Bodva
SK545 |Detva 2,82|A [19°25" [48°36° ol lol le . ol |e
SK550 |Dobsina 28,05|A [20°19" [48°49 ol |eo ol R ololelo|e
SK558 | Dolny Vadicov 1,24/A [18°51" [49°17° ol |e R o |e
SK565 |Driencany 0,71|A |20°05" [48°29" R ololelo|e
SK567 |Slovensky kras - vychod | Slovak 26,57|A |20°54" |48°39" . o ° olo|olo|o|e
karst - east
SK573 |Gbelany 10,97|A [18°51" [49°14° ol |e R R R olel|e
SK576 |Gemerska Horka 0,46|P [20°23" [48°32" o o olelo| |e
SK577 | Turecka v Roznavskej kotline | 20,99|A |20°27" |48°41° S - olo|olo|e °
Turecka in Roziavska basin
SK581 |Haniska | Haniska 1,00/P |21°14" |48°38" ° ° .
SK582 [Staré hory zapad - Kremnické 131,54|A [19°03 [48°46° ol lol lol lo| lolel |ole| |e o lolele R
vrchy | Staré hory west -
Kremnické mountains
SK587 |Hiadel 0,05/A |19°19" |48°49° o A
SK589 [Hnilec 11,85|A [20°53 [48°50° ol lol le . . olelelele
SK594 |Horna Topla 3,90(A [21°27" [49°12° ol |e ole
SK597 |Hornad 7,82|A [20°57" [48°55 olele . . o lelelele|e .
SK603 [Horné poiplie 6,15|P [19°31" [48°11" N o lo| |e
SK607 |Horné Topolniky 10,80|P [17°51" [47°58" . ole . olel lo| |e
SK608 |Horny Vadicov 9,15A [18°54" [49°16° ol To o . o |e
SK609 |Horsa 3,52|P [18°42" [48°14° . . . . R
SK611 |Horka pri Poprade 0,02|A |20°24" |49°01" ° ° °
SK612 |Hrabicov 10,20|A [18°42" |48°33" o o o
SK614 [Hrboltova 4,37|A [19°16 [49°07" ol [o lole ol |e R
SK615 |Hrifiova 10,45|A [19°28" [48°36° ol lol le . R olel le
SK617 |Hron 3,03|A [19°18" [48°47° . . o lol lolele R
SK620 |Hrusovo 0,64/A [20°03" [48°31° ole olelelele
SK623 |Hybe 8,53|A [19°51" [49°04° ol lol o |e ol |e
SK624 |Chocholna-Velgice 21,55|A [17°53" [48°53° ol |e . . . o |e
SK626 |Chvojnica 61,14|A [17°24" |48°47" ol le R . . .
SK627 |Muranska planina - Chyzné | 20,86|A [20°12" [48°42" ol olel|e
Murénska plain - Chyzné
SK637 |Jarovce 0,72|P |17°06° |48°05° . .
SK639 |Jastraba 0,43|A [18°57" [48°39° . . ol |e
SK642 |Jesenské 0,29|P |20°03" |48°17" ° °
SK643 |Jestice 1,44|P |20°04" [48°13 ol |e R
SK644 |Spisska Magura - Jezersko 70,52|A |20°21° |49°17" ° ° ole ° ° olele
SK645 |Povazsky Inovec sever | Povazsky 64,15|A [17°60" |48°45" ° ° ° ole ° ole .
Inovec north
SK650 |Kamienka 1,02/A [20°34" [49°21" o |e o |e
SK653 |Kecovo 2,39|P [20°29" [48°30° ole|e R . olele 113
SK654 |Kechnec 1,18|P |21°17" |48°33’ ° .
SK659 |Kliz 0,27|A |18°24° |48°31° ° °
SK661 |Klizske Hradiste 1,05A |18°24" |48°32" ° ° .
SK662 |Klokocov 1,18|A |18°36" |49°30" ° ° .
SK664 |Klucovec 35,96|P [17°41" [47°47° . R ol R
SK665 |Kluknava 44,04|A [20°59" [48°56° ol le olel le olelolele
SK666 |Kobylnice 12,11|A [21°32" [49°07 ol le R . .
SK668 |Kolagno 0,57|A [18°26" [48°34° ol |e . R
SK669 |Koliiany 1,99|P [18°11" [48°21" ole . R R
SK671 |Komjatna 1,89|A [19°14" [49°09° ol lol le o |e .
SK674 |Kopcany 3,46|P |17°04" |48°45° ° °
SK680 |Krasnohorska Diha Luka 0,98|A [20°34" [48°37° ol e olel lo| |e R
SK682 |Krupina 6,58|A [19°03" [48°247 ol |e . . o |e
SK683 |Krugetnica 23,60|A [19°17" [49°24° ol |e R olele R
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SK684 |KSinna 14,25|A |18°24" |48°50 o o o o olele ° °
SK685  |Kuty 3,52|P [17°03" |48°41° ole .
SK686 |Kysucké Nové Mesto 0,29|A |18°45" [49°18" o . o °
[SK693  |Liptovska Kokava 2,45|A [19°51" |49°06" o o ° o °
SK694 |Liptovska Luzna 8,82|A [19°20" 48°57" o o o ° o ° °
[SK697 |Liptovska Stiavnica 3,05|A [19°20° |49°02° ° ° ° ° °
[SK698 |Liptovska Teplicka 7,15|A |20°04" |48°58° o o . ° olelole
[SK701 [Liskova 1,37|A [19°20" [49°06° o ol le ol |e .
SK702 |Litava 6,00|P [19°02" [48°12" o O o . .
[SK709 [Holubyho kopanice okolie | 78,17|A |17°41° |48°51° ° ° ° ole ° °
Holubyho kopanice surrounding
SK713  |Lukavica 3,48|A |21°18" |49°16° o °
[SK715 |Lutila 0,97|A |18°50" [48°38" o o ° o °
[SK727 |Medovarce 1,88|P [18°58" |48°14" ole ° ° °
SK733  |Mlynky 1,69|A [20°24" |48°51" o o . ° olele °
[SK739 |Mokradska Hola 4,89|A [19°17" |49°17" o o . ° ° olele °
SK740 |MoSurov 7,44|A 21°14° |49°08° o . o °
SK743  |Myjav 3,98|A (17°26" |48°42° o .
SK747 |Neslusa 4,36|A |18°44" |49°19" o o o o °
[SK749  |Nitrianske Rudno - sever | 36,88|A |18°29" |48°51° . A A olele °
Nitrianske Rudno - north
SK750 |Nivky 1,91|P [17°03" |48°32" ° °
SK752  |Pohronsky Inovec 102,41|A [18°36° [48°27" ole|e o |ole| |e o ole R
SK754 |Novy Tekov 4,19|P |18°28" 48°16" o o o
[SK762 |Oravska Jasenica 4,98|A |19°24" |49°27° ° . olele
SK763 |Oravska Lesna 34,13|A [19°17" |49°22" o o . ° olele °
[SK764 |Oravska Polhora 2,35|A |19°25" |49°33° olele ° olele
SK765 |Oravské Veselé 0,52|A [19°23" |49°30" o .
[SK767 |Ostra Lika 6,30|A [19°05" [48°33° . . olelele
SK772 |Pariovce 3,39|P (21°03" |48°40° . O o °
[SK776 [Pecenice 2,89|A |18°47" [48°18° olollo o o o . o |e
SK777 |Petrova 4,18|A |21°06" [49°26" o o °
[SK780 |Pila pri Zarnovici 9,54|A |18°36" [48°33" ° ole ele|eole
SK783 |Pitelova 7,02|A |18°56" |48°37" o o o o ° o °
[SK784 |Plastovce 3,30|P [18°58" |48°10° ° ° o ° °
SK785 |Plavecky Peter 0,01|A |17°18" |48°33" °
SK786 |Plesivec 21,32|A |20°26° |48°36" olele ° . ° olelo|e|e °
SK787 |Ploské nad Torysou 3,97|A (21°21° |48°4T° o °
ISK789 |Podhradie pri Novakoch 11,10|A {18°40" |48°41" ° ole °
SK791 |Podolinec 0,48|A |20°32" [49°17" . o °
SK792 [Polomka 1,31]A [19°50° [48°52" o |e elel le
[SK793 |Poluvsie nad Raj¢ankou 4,52|A |18°42" |49°09° ° . ° ° olele
ISK796 |Rieka Poprad 2 | River Poprad 2 2,06|A |20°21" |49°06° ° ° ° °
SK803 |Rabca 0,17|A |19°28" |49°29" o o . o °
[SK804 |Rabcice 1,00/A {19°31" |49°32" ° ° . ° .
SK806 |Radvari nad Dunajom 0,20|P |18°20" [47°46" o
SK808 |Rakova 0,11|A |18°45" |49°26" . o .
SK814 |Riadok 15,62|P |17°07" |48°26" o .
[SK815 |Roskovce 0,28|A [21°51" |49°14° A . °
SK818 |Rudriany 2,13|A |20°42" |48°52" o O . ole ° °
SK822 |Ruzina 7.27|A [19°32" [48°25° o |e . elel le
SK823 |Ruzomberok 13,29|A |19°17" |49°02" o o o olele °
SK830 [Sihelné 0,07|A [19°24" [49°32° . ol |e
SK831 |Sihla 0,50|A [19°38" [48°41" o . o °
[SK832 |Silica 3,03|P (20°32" |48°34° Al olell® .
SK833 |Silicka Brezova 3,49|P (20°30" |48°32° o o . . o ole|e °
SK835 |Skala 0,96|A |18°04" [48°55" ° o A ° .
114 SK836 |Skalité 8,31/A [18°56 [49°31° o lele ol |e
[Sk838 [Sklene 0,32|A [18°48" [48°49° . olele
SK839 |Tribe¢ - vychod | Tribed - east 28,29|A |18°30° |48°33" . o O . ole o ole °
SK840 |Slana - dolny tok | Slana - lower 2,61|P |20°19" |48°25" o o ° o olo/o|o|o|ole
stream
SK841 |Slanske vrchy | Slanske mountains| 220,26|A (21°29" |48°50° o o ole ole ole
SK842 |Gombasek 1,39|A |20°28" |48°34" . o .
SK846 [Sneznica 15,79|A [18°48" |49°16° ol |e ole N N olele
SK848 |Sokolany 0,06|P [21°14" 48°36" °
SK850 |Spisska Nova Ves 2,43|A |20°33" 48°55" alolo . o I8 . °
SK855 |Stankovany 19,54|A |19°11" |49°10° o o olele o ° olele °
SK856 [Stara Bystrica 0,05/A [18°57" [49°21° o lele .
SK857 |Lucanska Mala Fatra 133,02|A [18°45" |49°02° o O o ° olele °
SK858 |Stratena 0,95|A |20°21" 48°51" o o . o ° °
[SK859 |Straze pod Tatrami 0,20|A |20°20" [49°03" o ole ° °
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SK867 |Sudovce 9,52|P (18°50" |48°15 o ° ° . . .

ISK868 |Sucha nad Parnou 1,42|P |17°27" |48°24 . .

SK876 | Stiavnik 0,02|A 18°25" |49°19 o

SK878 |Sumiac 2,84|A |20°06° |48°50 A o . ole|olo|o|e °

SK879 |Svabovce 3,49|A (20°21" |49°01 o o ole . ole .

SK8s1 |Telgart 7,54|A [20°13" [48°51 ol ol e R olele| |eo .

SK882 |Tepla 13,22|A [18°55" [48°29 ol leo ole R olololele

SK883 |Terchova 24,83|A [19°04" [49°17 ol ol e N . olele R

SK891 |Trnava Hora 16,53|A [19°01° |48°36 ° ° ° ° . . ole .

SK892 |Krivostianka - juh | Krivostianska - 10,96|A (21°56" |48°51 ° ° ° ° ° oleole
south

SK893 |Trnové 1,00/A {18°49" |49°11 ° °

SK894 |Trstena 0,34|A [19°36" |49°27 ole o .

SK895 |Meandre dolného toku Hornadu | 4,26|P |21°19" |48°34 ° . ole
Meanders of the lower stream of
Hornad

SK896 |Tuhar 7,16|A |19°28" |48°26° . ° . ole .

SK897 |Turany 9,23|A (19°02" |49°08" o ° ° ole|e

ISK898 | Turcianky 0,73|A |18°20" |48°35° ° . ° ° °

SK904  |Valkov 0,22|A (21°39" |49°04" ° ole

SK905 |Vazec 6,69|A |19°57" |49°05° ° ° elo|e|e °

SK907 |Tribet - Velcice 3,17|A [18°16" |48°26" ° ° ° ole . . .

SK909 |Velka Lesna 8,30|A |20°26° |49°20° ° ° ° ° olele

SK910 |Velka Maiia 0,97|P (18°18" |48°10" o ° °

SK911 |Velké Hoste 0,31|A [18°09" |48°40" ° .

SK915 |Velky Pesek 0,47|P (18°42" |48°04" ° °

SK919 |Visiiové pri Stre¢ne 2,32|A |18°48" |49°10° A o ° ° . °

SK925 |Vysné Slovinky 37,06|A [20°46° |48°51° olelo ° ole elo|ele .

SK927 |Vysny Slavkov 7,11|A [20°54" [49°04’ ol |eo ole olelo|e|e .

SK930 |Zavada pri Levogi 1,77|/A |20°39" |49°04° o ° ole .

SK932 |Zavadka pri Nalepkove 4,77|A |20°37" |48°52° ° ° olele °

SK937 |Zlatno 34,42|A [18°17" |48°31° ° ° ° ole ° . .

SK938 |Zobor 0,21]A |18°05" |48°20° ° ole °

SK942 |Zarnovické strane 11,16|A |18°41" |48°28° ° ° ° ° °

SK947 |StraZovske Vrchy zapad | 146,66|A [18°14" |48°55" ole|e ole ole ° olo|o|e|e
Strazovské mountains west

SK948 |Malé Karpaty 109,82|A |17°15" |48°23" ° olele . ole ° ole olo|e ole

SK949 |Hrabovec nad Laborcom 46,22|A |21°54" |49°05° ° ° . . .

SK952 |Dvorniky nad Nitricou 16,01|A [18°28" [48°41" ° ole ° ° ole °

SK953 |Vah Turcianskej kotliny | Vah of 3,64|A |18°53" |49°09° ° ° ° ° olele
Turcianska basin

SK954 |Handlova 32,53|A |18°44" |48°48° ° ole olele

SK955 |Javorie - sever | Javorie - north 31,07|A |19°09" |48°32" ° . ole ° ° elo|ole

SK956 |Pieniny 2 10,71|A [20°30" [49°23° ol ol e ol |olele R

SK958 |Cergov - Kriva hora 10,87|A |21°06" [49°18° ° ° elele

SK960 |Uhorna 1,04|A [20°39" [48°44 R ol |e

SK962 |Slovensky Kras 2 34,25|A [20°42" |48°38° ole|e ° ° ° ole|ole|o|ole °

SK963 |Latky 4,83|A |19°39" (48°33" ° ° ole .

SK964 |Podtatranské IUky | Podtatranské 18,41|A [19°43" |49°08" ° ° ° . olo|e °
grasslands

SK965 |Hagansky potok | Hagansky brook 1,05|A |20°10° |49°04" ° ° . ° elo|ole

SK966 |Spisska Teplica 4,18|A [20°11" [49°03° ol ol e N ol e ole|e|e

SK968 |Kravany 2,79|A (20°12" |49°00° ° ° ° . ole .

SK969 [Silicka Jablonica 7,07|P |20°36° [48°34 ol |e ol |e o olele| |eo

SK970 |Stés a Smolnik 16,93|A |20°45" |48°42 o[ o °

SK971 |Kojsovska hora 179,21|A [20°55" [48°46° ol To ol |ole ol e R .

SK973 |Henclova 1,27|A |20°36" |48°46° ° . ° . .

SK974 |Levodské Vrchy vychod | Levocské|  26,06|A (20°47° |49°08" ° olo|ole|e
mountains east
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Complete shadow list of sites 8 o
Proposed by Slovak NGOs — addition to Governmental proposal 8l o "é’ :—3
(sites from previous table are shaded). Id Name of Site o3 S
= SK560 |Domaniky 0,31/ P [18°59" [48°16
3 9 SK561 |Donovaly 0,78/ A |19°13" |48°53
. 8l 2 2 SK562 |Dovalovo 1,36 A[19°49" [49°04
Id Name of Site a3 3 SK563 |Drahfiov 0,23| P [21°59" [48°35
SK500 |Valaska Bela 19,59 A|18°26° |48°53" SK564 |Drieéna 0’01 A 121°48° 149°19
SK501 |Adidovce 21,52| A |22°01° |49°02 SK565 |Driencany 0.71| A|20°05" |48°29
SK502 |Antol 0,24| A |18°57" (48°26° SK566 |Drienov 0,22/ A[21°18" |48°52
SK503 |Bactch 1,13| A|19°47" 148°50° SK567 |Slovensky kras — vychod | Slovak |  26,57| A [20°54" [48°39
SK504 |Badin 7,49/ A|19°06° |48°41° karst — east
SK505 |Banska Stiavnica 7,49 A |[18°53" |48°26° SK568 |Dubova pri Svidniku 2,37| A [21°28" |49°21
SK506 |Bazantnica 0,46| P |17°04" |48°21" SK569 |Dubravy 1,16/ A[19°24" |48°36
SK507 |Beniatina 5,07| A|22°21" |48°49° SK570 |Dulova Ves 1,40/ A 21°20" |48°56
SKS508 |Betliar 0,23/ A|20°34" |48°45" SK571 |Dvorniky 0,14/ P |17°46" |48°22
SK509 |Bina 0,16/ P |18°40" |47°56° SK572 |Filice 0,30| A 20°19" [49°01
SK510 |Senné 2 6,42| P|22°05" |48°41 SK573 |Gbelany 10,97| A[18°51" |49°14
SK511 |Blhovce 1,53/ P |19°58" |48°17" SK574 |Gbelce 1,43| P [18°29" |47°51
SK512 |Bobrovnik 0,13| A |19°28" |49°07" SK575 |Gbely 0,21|P [17°05" |48°42
SK513  |Bodiky 0,06| P |17°29" |47°55 SK576 |Gemerska Horka 0,46/ P |20°23" (48°32
SK514 |Bohelov 0,19/ P [17°41" |47°54 SK577 |Turecka v Rozfiavskej kotline | 20,99| A [20°27° [48°41
SK515 |Borov 0,84| A [21°54" |49°18° Turecka in Roznavska basin
SK516 |Bottovo 2,59| P |20°09° [48°19° SK578 |Gemerské Dechtare 0,05| P [20°02" [48°13
SK517 |Brdarka 16,99| A [20°21" [48°46° SK579 |Gocovo 5,08|A[20°27" |48°45
SK518 |Bretejovce 2,63/ A|21°16" |48°50° SK580 |Hadava 0,53| A [20°51" |48°40
SK519 |Bretka 0,03| P [20°21" [48°30° SK581 |Haniska|Haniska 1,00 P [21°14° |48°38
SK520 |Breznicka 4,02/ P [19°44° |48°24° SK582 |Staré hory zapad — Kremnické 131,54/ A |19°03" |48°46
SK521 |Budatinska Lehota 2,00/ A [18°49" [49°18 ‘Igrcemlfgg ggza"l":;t—
SK522 |Bukovec pri KoSiciach 0,25/ A |21°10" |48°42
SK523 |Busov 38,30 A[21°14° [49°24° SK583 |Harvelka 0,21/ A[19°08" [49°21°
SK524 |Buzica 1,93[P[21°07" [48°31° SK584 |Hazin nad Cirochou 1,11| A |21°57" |48°55"
SK525 |Bystricany 131|A[18°30" [48°41" SK585 |Helcmanovce 8,71/ A |20°52" |48°51"
SK526 |Bzenica 0.47| A[18°45 148731 SK586 |Hervartov 5,70| A [21°09" |49°14
SK527 |Cejkov 116|P [21°26" [48°27" SK587 |Hiadel 0,05/ A [19°19" (48°49°
SK528 |Cerova-Lieskové 0,31|A[17°24" |48°35° SK588 |Hnilcik 1,69 A|20°33" |48°51°
SK529 |Cinobana 10.86| A|19°39" |48°29" SK589 |Hnilec 11,85| A [20°53° 48°50"
SK530 |Cabalovoe 11.73| A [21°58" |49°12° SK590 |Hontianske Tesare 0,03| P |18°57" |48°13"
SK531 |Gadca 021/ Al18°51 [49°28° SK591 |Horna Marikova 12,75/ A [18°19" |49°18°
SK532 |Capor 0.27P18°02 [48°16" SK592 |Horna Ondava 2,56| A [21°38" |49°13"
SK533 |Celovee 6.46| A|19°06 [48°09° SK593 |Horna Suca 2,47/ A[17°58" |49°00"
SK534 | Certizng 1,02 Al21°29" [49°21" SK594 |Horna Topla 3,90/ A [21°27" [49°12
SK535 |Cerveny Kameni 0,09/ A|18°10" |49°05’ SK595 |Horna Trnévka 0,27| A |18°46" |48°35°
SK536 |Gieme 0.04| A[18°48" |49°30" SK596 |Horna Zdafa 1,29/ A[18°44° |48°35"
SK537 |Gierny Balog 5,04| A [19°45° |48°40° SK597 |Hornad 7,82| A|20°57" |48°55°
SK538 |Gifare 0.27/P 18725 |48°16" SK598 |Horné Hamre 3,72| A [18°40" |48°31°
SK539 |Coltovo 0,33 P [20°23" |48°30" SK599 |Horné Jabloriovce 0,15/ A |18°48" |48°21"
SK540 | Gremosne 0.22| A[18°54" |48°50" SK600 |Horné Kockovce 2,90/ A [18°22° |49°07"
K541 |Cunovo 2.25/P[17°13 4802 SK602 |Horné Myto 0,02| P [17°43" [48°01°
SK542 |Davidov 0,24 A|21°36 |48°50° SK603 |Horné poiplie 6,15/ P [19°31° [48°11"
SK543 |Povodie stredného toku Bodvy | 1,85 A [21°00" [48°39" SK604 |Horne Saliby 0,01] P |17°42" |48°07"
River basin of the middle part of SK605 |Horné Srnie 2,71/ A |18°03" |49°01"
o Bodva SK606 |Horné Strhare 2,61|Al19°24" [48°16°
116 SK544 |Dedinky 0,15|A[20°24" |48°52 SK607 |Horné Topolniky 10,80| P [17°51° |47°58"
SK545 |Detva 2,82| A[19°25 [48°36° SK608 |Horny Vaditov 9,15| A [18°54" [49°16°
SK546 |Devin 0,14| P [16°60" [48°10° SK609 |Horsa 3,52| P [18°42" [48°14
SK547 |Devinska Nova Ves 0,12|P[17°00" |48°12 SK610 |Tribe& — Hostovce 5,08|A[18°20" [48°27°
SK548 |DIha Ves 1,51| P[20°27" [48°30" SK611 |Hérka pri Poprade 0,02| A [20°24" [49°01°
SK549 |DIhé Straze 0,48| A[20°31" [49°02 SK612 |Hrabitov 10,20 A |18°42" |48°33°
SK550 |Dobsina 28,05/ A |20°19° |48°49° SK613 |Hrabusice 0,50| A [20°25" [48°59°
SK551 |Dolna Migina 0,06 A|19°13" |48°41° SK614 |Hrboltova 4,37/ A [19°16° [49°07"
SK552 |Dolna Rimava 2,54| P [20°10" [48°18° SK615 |Hrifiova 10,45| A [19°28° [48°36"
SK553 |Dolna Tizina 0,23|A[18°55" [49°13" SK616 |Hrochot 5,32| A [19°26° |48°40°
SK554 |Dolna Zdafa 0,22|A[18°46" [48°32 SK617 |Hron 3,03/ A[19°18" [48°47"
SK555 |Dolné Hamre 0,54|A[18°46" [48°28" SK618 |Hronec 1,31/ A[19°34" [48°48"
SK556 |Dolné Jabloriovce 0,61|A[18°49" |48°19° SK619 |Hronsky Beriadik 0,25|A[18°34" [48°21
SK557 |Dolné Strhare 0,87|A[19°24" |48°16° SK620 |Hrusovo 0,64| A [20°03" [48°31°
SK558 |Dolny Vaditov 1,24/ A[18°51° [49°17° SK621 |Hubova 1,22| A[19°12° [49°07"
SK559 |Dolny Vinodol 0,15/ P |18°14" |48°11" SK622 |Humenné 1,20/ A[21°54° |48°58"




Annexes — Lists of sites per country — Slovakia

%

2 8

ol |© 2

Id Name of Site % 8 5 E
SK623 |Hybe 8,53| A |19°51" 49°04
SK624 |Chocholna-Velcice 21,55/ A|17°53" |48°53
SK625 |Chramec 1,85/ P |20°10" |48°16
SK626 |Chvojnica 61,14\ A|17°24" |48°47
SK627 |Muranska planina — Chyzné | 20,86| A |20°12" |48°42

Muranska plain — Chyzné
SK628 |lhrac 0,62| A |18°58" 48°39
SK629 |lliasovce 0,78 A |20°31" 48°59
SK630 |Imel 0,01| P |18°07" |47°53
SK631 |Ipelské Predmostie 0,43/ P |19°01" 48°05
SK632 |Ipelské Urany 1,64| P [19°03" |48°09
SK633 |Ipelsky Potok 3,08/ A |19°43" 48°34
SK634 |Janova Lehota 0,30| A |18°46" 48°39
SK635 |Janova Ves 0,86/ A |18°19" |48°33
SK636 |Jarabina 1,10| A |20°41" |49°21
SK637 |Jarovce 0,72| P |17°06" (48°05
SK638 |Jasenové 0,66| A |18°37" 49°07
SK639 |Jastraba 0,43| A |18°57" |48°39
SK640 |Jedlové Kostolany 9,40/ A |18°31" 48°29
SK641 |Jelenec 0,11 A |18°11" |48°24
SK642 |Jesenské 0,29| P |20°03" 48°17
SK643 |Jestice 1,44| P |20°04" |48°13
SK644 |Spisska Magura — Jezersko 70,52| A |20°21° |49°17
SK645 |Povazsky Inovec sever | Povazsky 64,15/ A|17°60" |48°45
Inovec north

SK646 |Kamenica 0,18/ A |20°58" |49°12
SK647 |Kamenica nad Cirochou 1,43| A [22°01" |48°55
SK648 |Kameni¢na 1,29| P |18°03" |47°50
SK650 |Kamienka 1,02| A |20°34" |49°21
SK651 |Kavecany 2,16| A |21°12" |48°46
SK652 |Kecerovské Peklany 1,10| A |21°24" |48°50
SK653 |Kecovo 2,39| P |20°29" |48°30
SK654 |Kechnec 1,18| P |21°17" |48°33
SK655 |Krak — luky 0,87| A |18°38" 48°35
SK656 |Klastor pod Znievom 3,45/ A |18°44" |48°59
SK657 |Klatova Nova Ves 0,52| A |18°17" |48°32
SK658 |Kl¢ov 0,70| A |20°39" |49°01
SK659 [Kliz 0,27| A |18°24" |48°31
SK660 |Klizska Nema 0,71| P |17°50" |47°45
SK661 |Klizske Hradiste 1,05| A [18°24° |48°32
SK662 |KlokoGov 1,18/ A [18°36" |49°30
SK663 |Klucové 1,02| A |18°05" |48°57
SK664 |Klucovec 35,96\ P |17°41" |47°47
SK665 [Kluknava 44,04| A |20°59" |48°56
SK666 |Kobylnice 12,11 A |21°32" |49°07
SK667 |KokoSovce 0,10/ A |21°19" |48°57
SK668 |Kolacno 0,57| A |18°26" |48°34
SK669 |Kolifiany 1,99| P [18°11" |48°21
SK670 |Kolta 0,06| P |18°26" 48°02
SK671 |Komjatna 1,89| A [19°14" |49°09
SK672 |Koru$ 1,41\ A|22°16° |48°47
SK673 |Kopanice 0,66| A |18°49" 48°26
SK674 |Kopcany 3,46| P |17°04" 48°45
SK675 |Korunkova 4,66| A |21°47" |49°12
SK676 |Kostolna - Zariecie 0,28 A |17°59" |48°53
SK677 |Kostolna pri Dunaji 0,53| P |17°27" |48°10
SK678 |Krajné Cierno 3,88/ A |21°41" |49°20
SK679 |Krasna Ves 0,14| A |18°14" |48°52
SK680 |Krasnohorska DIha Luka 0,98| A |20°34" 48°37
SK681 |KrniSov 1,01| A|18°59" |48°22
SK682 |Krupina 6,58| A [19°03" |48°24
SK683 |Krusetnica 23,60/ A|19°17" |49°24
SK684 |KSinna 14,25/ A |18°24" |48°50
SK685 |Kuty 3,52| P |17°03" |48°41
SK686 |Kysucké Nové Mesto 0,29| A |18°45" |49°18
SK687 |Lacnov 1,53| A |20°56° |49°05

_:Ic)

2 3

ol |© 2

Id Name of Site % 8 9 E
SK688 |Ladomirov 0,59| A |22°16" |48°55
SK689 |Ladzany 1,12| A|18°53" 148°17
SK690 |Lazy pod Makytou 0,53/ A |18°14" |49°17
SK691 |Cerveny Klastor 0,42| A |20°26° |49°23
SK692 |Lipovec v Gemeri 1,80| A |20°04" |48°32
SK693 |Liptovska Kokava 2,45/ A |19°51° |49°06
SK694 |Liptovska Luzna 8,82| A |19°20" |48°57
SK695 |Liptovskéa Osada 2,02| A|19°16° |48°56
SK696 |Liptovské Poruibka 1,46| A [19°44° 149°00
SK697 |Liptovska Stiavnica 3,05/ A |19°20° |49°02
SK698 |Liptovska Teplicka 7,15/ A |20°04° (48°58
SK699 |Liptovské Revice 3,13 A|19°10° (48°56
SK700 |Liptovsky Jan 1,22| A|19°40° |49°03
SK701 |Liskova 1,37| A[19°20° |49°06
SK702 |Litava 6,00 P |19°02" |48°12
SK703 |Litmanova 1,69/ A|20°36° |49°23
SK704 |Lodno 0,82| A |18°52" (49°20
SK705 |Lov¢a 1,011 A[18°49" |48°34
SK706 |Lovcica 2,91/ A |18°44° 48°39
SK707 |Luba 0,85| P |18°37" |47°51
SK708 |Lubietova 0,26| A |19°27" |48°42
SK709 |Holubyho kopanice okolie | 78,17/ A|17°41" |48°51

Holubyho kopanice surrounding
SK710 |Luboriecka 0,05/ P [19°31° 48°15
SK711 |Lugenec 6,39| P [19°38" (48°19
SK712 |Luka 0,05| A |17°54° |48°40
SK713 |Lukavica 3,48/ A |21°18 |49°16
SK714 |Lupé&ianka 0,41/ A |19°24" |49°02
SK715 |Lutila 0,97/ A |18°50" |48°38
SK716 |Lysica 0,45/ A |18°55" |49°15
SK717 |Malacky 0,13/ P |17°02" |48°28
SK718 |Malcov 1,00/ A |21°01° |49°20
SK719 |Malcice 0,61/ P |21°49" |48°34
SK720 |Marcelova 0,21/ P |18°18" (47°45
SK721 |Markuska 0,98| A |20°20° (48°43
SK722 |Martinéek 1,09] A [19°20° |49°05
SK723 |Martovce 0,01| P |18°07" (47°52
SK724 |Matejovce nad Hornadom 0,98| A |20°41" |48°55
SK725 |MatiaSovce 0,58| A |20°20" |49°21
SK726 |Matysova 0,32| A |20°44" |49°20
SK727 |Medovarce 1,88/ P [18°58" |48°14
SK728 |Medzany 0,77/ A |21°10° |49°03
SK729 |Medzev 0,09| A |20°54° 48°42
SK730 |Meliata 0,77\ P |20°20" |48°30
SK731 |Michajlov 2,04| A |22°20° (48°54
SK732 |Mirola 8,83| A |21°44" |49°20
SK733 |Mlynky 1,69 A |20°24° |48°51
SK734 |Moca 0,20| P |18°25" |47°47
SK735 |Mocenok 0,11/ P |17°54" |48°13
SK736 |Zakylske luky 3,80 A |18°57" |48°33
SK737 |Modry Kameri 0,73| A|19°20° 48°15
SK738 |Mochovce 6,69 P |18°25" |48°16
SK739 |Mokradska Hola 4,89/ A|19°17" |49°17
SK740 |MoSurov 7,44\ A |21°14 |49°08
SK741 |Motycky 0,34/ A|19°11" |48°51
SK742 |Muzla 0,48| P |18°35" |47°48
SK743 |Myjav 3,98/ A |17°26" |48°42
SK744 |Nechvélova Polianka 0,75| A |22°06° |49°04
SK745 |Nemecky 0,09 A |18°06° |48°41
SK746 |Nemesany 0,19/ A |20°41" |49°01
SK747 |Neslusa 4,36/ A|18°44° |49°19
SK748 |Nesvady 0,12| P |18°09° (47°56
SK749 |Nitrianske Rudno — sever | 36,88/ A|18°29" |48°51
Nitrianske Rudno — north

SK750 |Nivky 1,91/ P [17°03" |48°32
SK751 |Nizny Orlik 0,26| A |21°32" |49°20
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SK752_|Pohronsky Inovec 102,41 A[18°36° |48°27 SK817 |Rozhava 1,68] A[20°34" [48°45"
SK753 |Nova Sediica 3,09|A|22°31 [49°03° SK818 |Rudriany 2,13[A[20°42" [48°52°
SK754 |Novy Tekov 4,19/ P|18°28" [48°16° SK819 |Ruska Nova Ves 0,02|A [21°21" [48°59°
SK755 |Obora 3,76/ P |17°08" [48°29° SK820 |Ruska Vola 1,73[A[21°35" |49°06°
SK756 |Obyce 4,49/ A[18°27" [48°28° SK821 |Rusky Hrabovec 1,54/ Al22°21" [a8°51"
SK757 |Ogova 1,93 A[19°25" |48°38" SK822 |Ruzina 7,27|A[19°32" [48°25°
SK758 |Olsavka pri Gribove 1,16] A[21°41" |a9°18’ SK823 |Ruzomberok 13,20|A[19°17" [49°02°
SK759 |Ondrochov 0,21/ P |18°11" [48°07° SK824 |Rybnik nad Turcom 0,13[A|20°07" [48°32°
SK760 |Opatovska Nova Ves 0,37|P|19°17" [48°08' SKk825 |Salka l 2,39| P [18°42 [47°53°
SK761 |Oravce 1,27] A[19°16" |a8°42" SK826 |Sasa 0,77|A[19°07" [48°26°
SK762 |Oravska Jasenica 4,98[A[19°24" [49°27° SK827 |Sebechleby 0,41|A|18°56" [48°18°
SK763 |Oravska Lesna 34,13 A[19°17" [49°22" SK828 |Selce 2,96/ A[19°11" [48°47°
SK764 |Oravska Polhora 2,35/A[19°25" [49°33° SK829 |[Sielnica 0,68/ A [19°03" [48°40°
SK765 |Oravské Veselé 0,52[A|19°23" [49°30° SK830 |Sihelné 0,07|A[19°24" [49°32°
SK766 |Osrblie 2,50 A|19°32" [48°44° SK831_|Sihla 0,50|A|19°38" [48°41°
SK767 |Ostra Luka 6,30/ A|19°05 [48°33’ SK832 |Silica 3,03P |20°32" [48°34°
SK768 |Osturiia 6,74/ A|20°16" [49°21° SK833 |Silicka Brezova 3,49|P [20°30" [48°32°
SK769 |Os¢adnica 0,48|A|18°56 [49°25° SK834 |Sitnianska Lehotka 1,25/ A[18°58" |48°19"
SK770 |Ozdany 0,28/P|19°51" [48°24° SK835 |Skala 0,96/ A[18°04" [48°55"
SK771_|Panické Dravce 0,77|P|19°38" [48°18' SK836 |Skalits 8,31|A[18°56" [49°31"
SK772_|Patiovce 3,39| P |21°03" [48°40° SK837 |Skaros 0,84/ A |21°25' [48°37°
SK773_[Papin 0,16/ A |22°04" [49°07° SK838 |Sklens 0,32|A|18°48" [48°49°
SK774_|Patince 0,19[P|18°16 [47°44° SK839 _[Tribe& — vychod | Tribe& — east 28,29|A[18°30" [48°33"
SK775 |Paviovce nad Uhom 0,83| P [22°07" [48°37° SK840 |Slana — dolny tok | Slana — lower 2,61/ P [20°19" [48°25°
SK776 |Petenice 2,89|A|18°47" [48°18° stream
SK777 |Petrova 4,18/ A|21°06° |49°26° SK841 |[Slanske vrchy | Slanske mountains | 220,26| A |21°29° |48°50°
SK778 |Petrovany 2,58/ A |21°18" |48°54
SK779 Petrovee 0.54/ P [20°03 [48°13" SK842 |Gombasek 1,39| A[20°28" |48°34°
SK780 |Pila pri Zarnovici 9,54/ A[18°36" |48°33 SK843 |Slavkovece 0,14/ P|21°55" |48°37"
SK781 Pihov 262 Al20°41 [49°24" SK844 |Slovenska Lupta 1,01/ A[19°16" |48°46°
SK782 IPincing 112 P 19°a7” l4s721" SK845 |Smolenicka Nova Ves 1,86| A[17°26" |48°29"
S REEG 702 A 16°56 [48°37° SK846 |Sneznica 15,79| A[18°48" [49°16°
SK784 |Plastovce 3,30/ P|18°58" [48°10 SK847_|Snina 0,31]A 2211 49°01°
SK785 |Plavecky Peter 0,01]A[17°18" [48°33° SK848 |Sokorany 0,06/ P[21°14" [48°36°
e . 21.32| A20°26" 148736 SK849 |Spisska Bela 0,05 A |20°28" [49°12°
SK787 |Ploské nad Torysou 307/ Al21°21 [48°47" SK850 |Spisska Nova Ves 2,43[A[20°33" [48°55°
SK788 |Podhradie 0.57/ A [18°02 [48°39" SK851 |Spisska Stara Ves 1,07] A[20°21" [49°23°
SK789 |Podhradie pri Novakoch 11,10/ A[18°40° [48°41° SK852 |Spisské Vlachy 1,00| A|20°47" |48°58°
SK790 |Podkonice 0,39|A|19°15 [48°49° SK853 |Stakein 4,83 A 22713 4857
S [Pasllines 0.48/ A 20732 [49°17° SK854 |Stakéinska Roztoka 1,08/ A[22°17" |49°00°
Sk REEETG 131/ A|19°50 [48°52 SK855 |Stankovany 19,54/ A[19°11" [49°10°
SK793 |Poluvsie nad Raj¢ankou 4,52 A[18°42" [49°09° SREo0 StanEVEtiios sl T e A
SK792 Pondelok 0.45/ A [19°51 [48°27" SK857 |Luganska Mala Fatra 133,02| A |18°45 [49°02°
SK795 |Poniky 1.67| A[19°23 [48°41" SK858 |Stratena 0,95/ A |20°21" [48°51°
SK796 |Rieka Poprad 2 | River Poprad 2 2,06/ A[20°21" [49°06° el oiers sen el LDV e
SK797 |Posa 1.52| A|21°48" 48°50° SK860 |Strecno 0,19|A|18°54" [49°10°
SK798 |Povina 230 A[18°51 [49°18" SK861 |Stredné Plachtince 3,73[A[19°17" [48°16°
SK799 |Pricchod 069 Al19°13 lag7a7" SK862 |Strelniky 9,62|A|19°25" [48°42°
SK800 |Priekopa 0.36| A|22°17" |48°45° SK863 |[Stretava 0,39|P [21°58" [48°38°
SK801 |Prievaly 0.06| A|17°18" 148733 SK864 |[Stretavka 0,31|P [21°60" [48°37°
118  |is02 Prosrot 157 A|18°43" 48°36 SK865 |Strihovce 0,16|A[22°16" [48°54°
S [Peven 0.17/ A19°28 [49°20" SK866 |Stupava 0,19 A |17°03" [48°16’
S 1.00[ A[19°31" [49°32 SK867 |Sudovce 9,52|P |18°50" [48°15°
SK805 |Radola 1.58| A|18°48" [49°17" SK868 |Sucha nad Parnou 1,42|P[17°27 |48°24’
SK806 |Radvai nad Dunajom 0,20/ P |18°20" [47°46" SK869 _|Sulov-Hradna 018/ A |18°35" |49°07°
SK807 |RAKoS 0.95/ A [21°26 [48°39" SK870 |Svidnik 0,49[A[21°35" [49°19°
S0 R 011 A18°45" |49°26° SK871_|Sarisske Cieme 4,78/ A[21°22 [49°20°
SK809 |Rakovec nad Ondavou 1,09/ A[21°49" |48°46° SK872_|Sastin 0,08|P |[17°07" |48°36°
SK810 |Rakovnica 2,17|A[20°27 [48°39" SK873 _|Savof 0,22/P|19°50" 48°19"
SK811 |Regetovka 0,04[A[21°17" [49°25° Sk&74 _|Siba 343|A 217127 49713
SK812_|Resica 1,63[P|21°02" [48°32° SK875_|Sisov 0,09/A|18°10" |48°40"
SK813 |Revistské Podzaméie 1,73 A|18°43 [48°31" S izl (O e i
SK814 |Riadok 15,62| P [17°07" |48°26° SK877 |Strba 1,59] A |20°03" |49°02°
SK815 |Roskovce 0,28/ A[21°51" [49°14’ SK878 |Sumiac ZEA LY e
SK816 |Rovné nad Udavou 0,28/ A[21°60 [48°59" SK879_|Svabovee i ) e A
SK880 |Tekovska Breznica 0,29/ A |18°38" [48°23°
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SK881 |Telgart 7,54/ A |20°13" |48°51° SK944 |Ziar nad Hronom 1,21] A|18°52" |48°36
SK882 |Tepla 13,22| A [18°55" (48°29 SK945 |Povodie Herlianskeho a Rankovské| 12,45/ A|21°27° |48°47
SK883 |Terchova 24,83/ A|19°04° |49°17°
SK884 [Tedmak 0,24| P |18°60" |48°06° SK946 |Zupkov 0,75/ A|18°39" |48°31
SK885 |Tomasikovo 0,04/ P [17°40° |48°05° SK947 |Strazovské Vrchy zapad | 146,66| A [18°14" (48°55"
SK886 |Tomasova 2,73 P [19°60" [48°22° SUERBEIC Ui e
SKB37 Tomasovee 0,39/ Al19°38" [48°23" SK948 |Malé Karpaty 109,82/ A [17°15" |48°23
SK888 |Topola 2,30/ A [22°21° [49°03" SK949 |Hrabovec nad Laborcom 46,22| A|21°54" |49°05
SK889 Tone 0.13|P|17°a4 [47°54" SK950 |Zapadné Beskydy 12,33| A|21°23" |49°26
SK890 |Trengianska Zavada 9,37/ A |18°03" [48°60" SK951 |Danova 2 15,33 A |22°02" |49°17
SK891 |Trnava Hora 16,53| A [19°01° |48°36° SK952 Dvornl’ky nad Nitricou 16,01| A|18°28" |48°41
SK892 |Krivostianka — juh | Krivostianska—|  10,96| A [21°56" [48°51° S W el kil | Vel er SHEng i g Jotehe
south Turcianska basin
SKB93 [Trmove 1,00 A|18°49" [49°11° SK954 |Handlova 32,53 A |18°44 [48°48
SK894 |Trstena 0,34|A[19°36" [49°27" SK955 |Javorie — sever | Javorie — north 31,07| A|19°09" |48°32
SK895 |Meandre doIného toku Hornadu | 4,26| P [21°19" |48°34"
Meanders of the lower stream of SK956 |Pieniny 2 10,71] A|20°30° |49°23
Hornad SK957 |(Topla — Lukov 0,38/ A |21°06" |49°16
SK896 |Tuhar 7,16 A [19°28° |48°26° SK958 Cergov—KriVé hora 10,87| A [21°06° |49°18
SK897 |Turany 9,23/ A [19°02° |49°08° SK959 |Pod Jaminou 0,17| A |20°38" (48°45
SK898 [Turgianky 0,73|A[18°20" |48°35 SK960 |Uhorna 1,04/ A |20°39" |48°44
SK899 |Turecka vo Velkej Fatre 0,40| A [19°06" |48°52 SK961 |Dolny vrch 2 1,48 P|20°42" |48°35
SK900 |Turie 0,72| A |18°45° |49°07" SK962 |Slovensky Kras 2 34,25/ A|20°42° |148°38
SK901 |Turfia nad Bodvou 0,29| A |20°52" |48°36° SK963 |Latky 4,83 A|19°39" |48°33
SK902 |Udica 1,49| A [18°22" |49°09° SK964 |Podtatranské luky | Podtatranské 18,41| A|19°43" |49°08
SK903 |Valaska Dubova 1,11[A[19°18" [49°08’ JEESEES
SK904 |Valkov 0.22|A[21°39" [49°04" SK965 |[Hagansky potok | Hagansky brook 1,05/ A |20°10° |49°04"
SK905 |Vazec 6,69 A [19°57" |49°05’ I ; !
SK906  |Veelince 0,06/ P [20°19" |48°23" SK966 |Spisska Teplica 4,18/ A 20°11" |49°03
SK907 |Tribed — Veltice 3.17|A[18°16" [48°26° SK967_|Bystra 2,47| A [20710" 148°58"
SK908 |Veliéna 14,98|A[19°14" [49°17° St |INeEWE O e )
SK909 Velka Lesna 8.30| A|20°26° |49°20° SK969 §I|I0ké Jablonica 7,07| P |20°36" |48°34"
SK910 |Velka Mana 0,97/ P|18°18" [48°10° SK970 |[Stés a Smolnik 16,93| A|20°45" |48°42°
SK911_|Velkeé Hoste 0.31] A|18°09" |48°40° SK971 |KojSovska h’o.l‘a ' 179,211 A 20"55: 48°46:
SK912 Velké Lovce 144] P 18°23 48°04° SK972 Starovod’ske jedliny 2 5,48 A 20°39’ 48°46’
SK913  |Velké Orviste 0,13|A[17°47" |48°38° SK973 _|Henclova i | 1.27]A|20°36" |48°46°
SK914 Solty’sa 2.92[A 20029: 49021: SK974 Ir_negfrftili(r?s\g:g vychod | Levocské 26,06| A |20°47" |49°08
SK915_[Velky Pesek 0.47|P 18°42" 48°04° SK975 |Dukla 2 4,78/ A|21°43" [49°24°
SK916 |Velky Sari§ 0,81| A |21°11" |49°03
SK917 |Vernar 0,68/ A [20°14" |48°55°
SK918 |Viglas 0,57| A [19°23" (48°33"
SK919 |Visiiové pri Strecne 2,32| A |18°48" |49°10°
SK920 |Vojiiany 1,91| A|20°27" |49°15°
SK921 |Vyhne 2,26/ A |18°48 |48°31"
SK922 |Laborec — Vyrava 3,62| A |21°56" |49°07"
SK923 |Vysna Sebastova 0,04| A |21°21" |49°01°
SK924 |Vysné Repase 3,86| A |20°40" |49°03"
SK925 |Vysné Slovinky 37,06| A |20°46° |48°51°
SK926 |Vysny Blh 0,62| A [20°08" |48°28°
SK927 |Vysny Slavkov 7,11/ A |20°54" |49°04°
SK928 |Zahorce 0,04/ P [19°19" [48°07" 119
SK929 |Zavada pri Chrtanoch 1,62| A[19°29" |48°18"
SK930 |Zavada pri Levoci 1,77/ A |20°39" |49°04"
SK931 |Zavadka nad Hronom 2,46| A |19°57" |48°49°
SK932 |Zavadka pri Nalepkove 4,77\ A |20°37" |48°52°
SK933 |Zbehriov 0,70| P |21°36" |48°42"
SK934 |Zbojné 1,20/ A |22°01" |49°08"
SK935 |Zbora 7,44\ A |18°18" |49°12°
SK936 |Zbyriov 1,89| A [18°39" |49°08"
SK937 |Zlatno 34,42\ A|18°17" |48°31°
SK938 |Zobor 0,21| A [18°05" |48°20°
SK939 |Zvolen — Straze 1,71/ A[19°06" |48°34°
SK940 |Zvolenska kotlina sever 15,12/ A |19°11" |48°43°
SK941 |Zalobin 10,92| A [21°46" |48°58"
SK942 |Zarnovické strane 11,16| A [18°41" |48°28"
SK943 |Zelezna Breznica 1,88/ A[19°01" |48°39"
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SI001 | The Soca river (the spring — Most 12,00| A[13°30" |46°18" ° o . . A
na Soci) | Soca
SI002 |the Tolminka River | Tolminka 3,00| A[13°44" |46°12° ° ° olele
SI003  |ldrijca river | Idrijca river 4,80| A|14°00" |45°58" . . ole °
S1004  [The Trebusa river | Trebula 2,60| A|13°50" |46°04" ° olele
SI005 |Rasariver | Rasa 3,50| C[13°52" |45°48" o
SI011  |The Bloke plateau | Bloke 4,30 A|14°29" |45°48" o o °
SI014  |ISka and Zala rivers | Iska, Zala 5,00| A[14°30° |45°54" ° . .
S1015  |Kolpa river | Kolpa 40,00( A|14°56" |45°32° ° ° ole ° ° .
SI016 | The Krka river (the spring — 30,00| C|15°03" |45°46" o o ole o ° ° olele
Soteska) | Krka
SI017  |The Mura river | Mura 150,00| C|16°09" |46°36" o ° ° ° °
51018 [The Bohinj lake | Bohinjsko jezero 4,50| A[13°52" [46°17 N N R . ol |e
SI020 |The Sava river | Sava >58,65| A|14°08" |46°23" ° ° ole ° olele olele .
S1021  |Kokra river | Kokra 4,50 A|14°30" |46°18" ° ° o
S1022 | The Radensko karst polje | 8,00| C|14°41" |45°55° o ole
Radensko polje
S1023  |The savinja river | Savinja 8,00| A|14°47" |46°22" ° ole . oo
S1024  |Reka river | Reka (Velika voda) 1,60| C|14°18" |45°32° ° .
S1027  |The Lahinja river | Lahinja 1,80| C|15°15" |45°36" o °
SI029 | The Jovsi wet meadow | Jovsi 1,50| C|{15°41" |45°55" °
SI030 |The Mlake site | Mlake 2,70| C|14°38" |46°10" ’ °
SI031 |The Ljubljansko barje marsh | 163,00 A[14°22" |45°58° ole ° ° ° olele °
Ljubljansko barje
S1032  |The Mlake moor | Mlake pri Vipavi 2,60| C|13°57" |45°51" ° ° .
SI034 | Triglav national Park | Triglavski 840,00| A|13°51" |46°23" ° ° ° ° ° ° ° olololele .
narodni park
SI035 | The Kamnisko-Savinjske Alpe and | 750,00 A|14°33" |46°21° ° ° oo ° oo °
Karavanke | Kamnigko-Savinjske
Alpe in Karavanke
SI037 |Olseva, Raduha, Peca | Olseva, 14,00| A[14°42" |46°27" ° °
Raduha, Peca
S1038  |Pohorje | Pohorje 458,00 A|15°12" |46°30" o . °
SI040 |The region of Suha krajina | Suha 8,70| C|14°52" |45°48" ° ° o
krajina
SI041  |The region of Kozjansko | 475,00| C|15°33" [46°05" o ° °
Kozjansko
S1042  |the region of Kras | Kras 673,00 C|13°51" |45°45" ° ° ° .
S1043 |Golte | Golte 14,00| A|14°54" |46°22° o ° o
SI054  |Ucja | Ucja 0,25| A[13°28" |46°18" ° o ° ° olele
SI057 | The Rinza river | Rinza 2,20| A[14°51" |45°39° ° ° ° °
[SI061 | The forest of Krakovski gozd | 2,70| C|15°24" |45°54" ° . A °
Krakovski gozd
S1063  |Koritnica | Koritnica 6,00 A[13°39" |46°25° - [
SI064 |Nadiza | Nadiza 3,00| A[13°29" |46°15° ° olele
SI066 | The Kocevska regio | Kocevsko 1048,00| A|14°56" |45°36" S - . ole|e
[SI067 |Radovna | Radovna 5,00| A|14°06" |46°24" ° ° . .
S1068 |Sori (Selska Sora and Poljanska 2,70| C|14°21" |46°09° ole ° olele
Sora) | Sori (Selska Sora and
Pooljanska Sora)
SI069  |Sotla valley, Sotla river | Sotla 2,60| C|15°43" |45°57" ° ° °
SI070  |Kobariski | Kobariski Stol 130,00 A|13°28" |46°17" o .
SI072 | The Goricko region | Goricko 448,00 C|16°10" (46°48" ° °
S1073  |Jelovica | Jelovica 90,00| A|14°05" |46°16" olele .
SI074  |The Dravinja river | Dravinja 3,60| C|15°47" |46°21° ° ° °
—— SI075  |Planja Skutnik | Planja Skutnik 7,80 A|13°27° |46°19° o .
SI076 |The Banjsice plateau | BanjSice 32,00 A|13°42" |46°03" o o .
1 20 SI077 |Davca | Davca 51,00] A[14°00" |46°11° °
SI078 | The Pesnica River | Pesnica 3,25| C|[15°56° |46°29° ° °
SI079 | The Trnovski gozd plateau | 566,00/ A|13°50" |45°59" . ° . .
Trnovski gozd
SI080 |the planned Sneznik regional park | 878,00| A|14°24" |45°42° o ° ° oleole
| obmocje Snezniskega parka
SI081 |the Drava river | Drava 18,00| C|15°52" |46°25" ole ole . ole
SI083  |The Panovec wood | Panovec 2,20| C|13°40° |45°57" o .
SI086 |The Boc — Donacka gora ridge | 61,00/ C|15°45" |46°16° °
Boc — Donacka gora




Annexes

Annex lll: Links and

information sources

General Links

European Commission — Natura 2000:
europa.eu.int/comm/environment/nature/themes.htm
europa.eu.int/comm/environment/nature/natura.htm

European Topic Centre
on Nature Protection and Biodiversity:
nature.cionet.eu.int/

European Environment Agency:
www.eea.eu.int

European Community Biodiversity

clearing house — portal to information relevant
to the Convention on Biodiversity:
biodiversity-chm.eea.eu.int

NGOs

WWF Accession Initiative:
www.panda.org/accession

European Centre for Nature Conservation —
“Establishing Natura 2000 in EU Accession Coun-
tries”
www.ecnc.nl/doc/ecnc/publicat/natu2000.html

The Central and East European Working Group
for the Enhancement of Biodiversity (CEEWEB):
www.ceeweb.org/

BirdLife International:
www.birdlife.org

European Environmental Bureau (EEB):
www.eeb.org

The World Conservation Union IUCN:
WWwWw.iucn.org

Environment in the accession countries

Large Carnivore Initiative for Europe (LCIE):
large-carnivores-Icie.org/

Carpathian Ecoregion Initiative:
www.carpathians.org

Baltic States’ Regional Preparation
for Natura 2000 (BANAT):
www.bef.lv/nature/index.htm

Baltic Sea region:
www.helcom.fi/environment.html

Baltic Sea Environment Home Page:
www.envir.ee/baltics/

Danube Environmental Forum:
www.de-forum.org/

Danube River:
archive.panda.org/livingwaters/danube/index.cfm
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Accession Countries
Bulgaria

Ministry of Environment and Water:
Www.moew.government.bg

The Ministry’s Biodiversity Portal:
http://chm.moew.government.bg

National Forestry Board at the Ministry
of Agriculture and Forests:
www.nug.bg

BlueLink — Portal of the Bulgarian
Environmental NGO’s:
www.bluelink.net

Portal of the National
and Nature Parks in Bulgaria:
www.bg-parks.net

Cyprus

Cyprus Governmental website:
WWW.CYprus.gov.cy

Czech Republic

Natura 2000 website:
www.natura2000.cz

Ministry of the Environment:
www.env.cz/

Czech Agency for Nature Conservation
and Landscape Protection:
www.nature.cz/

Estonia

Estonian Ministry of the Environment:
WWWw.envir.ee

Estonian Environment Information Centre:
www.envir.ee/itk

Estonian Fund for Nature:
www.elfond.ee

Hungary

Ministry of Environment and Water:
www.ktm.hu/index_uk.htm

Hungarian National Parks:
www.madartavlat.hu/sajle.htm

WWF Hungary:
www.wwf.hu

Latvia

Latvian Environment Agency:
www.lva.gov.lv/eng/

WWEF Latvia:
www.wwif.lv

Lithuania

Natura 2000:
www.natura2000.1t

Lithuanian Ministry of Environment:
www.am.lt

Lithuanian Fund for Nature:
www.glis.It

Lithuanian Ornithological Society:
www.birdlife.lt

Malta

Nature Trust (Malta):
www.naturetrustmalta.org

The Malta Ecological Foundation:
www.ecomalta.org

Malta Environment and Planning Authority:
www.mepa.org.mt



Poland

Ministry of the Environment:
WWW.mos.gov.pl/

WWEF Poland:
www.wwi.pl

Romania

Ministry of Waters and Environment Protection:
WwWw.mappm.ro/

Slovakia

Slovak Ministry of Environment (in Slovak):
www.lifeenv.gov.sk/minis/

Daphne Institute of Applied Ecology:
www.daphne.sk

Slovenia
Ministry of the Environment,
Spatial Planning and Energy:

WWww.sigov.si/mop/en/index.htm

Birdlife Slovenia/DOPPS
www.birdlife.net/worldwide/national/slovenia
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www.panda.org/accession

WWF’s mission is to stop the degradation of the planet’s natural environment
and to build a future in which human live in harmony with nature, by:

+ conserving the world’s biological diversity
» ensuring that the use of renewable natural resources is sustainable
» promoting the reduction of pollution and wasteful consumption

Enlargement

WWF European Policy Office

Avenue de Tervuren, 36 Box 12
1040 Brussels
Belgium

tel.: +32 2 743 8800
fax: +32 2 743 8819

© 1986, WWF — World Wide Fund For Nature (Formerly World Wildlife Fund) ® WWF Registered Trademark owner.



