COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

©COM(80) 313 final

'v‘;BcnsseLs} 31tﬁ June 1980

; PROPOSAL FOR A COUNCIL DIRECTIVE
. CONCERNING THE ASSESSMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS
‘ OF CERTAIN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PROJECTS

(presented by the Commiséion to the Council)

COM(80) 313 final


collsvs
Text Box

collsvs
Text Box

collsvs
Text Box

collsvs
Text Box

collsvs
Text Box

collsvs
Text Box

User
Rectangle


| EXPLANATORY MEMORANDUM & -

Re.. Frepeeal for a Council: Emrectlve concernlng the assessmentcﬁ’the env1ron- ;
ntel effects of certaln publlc and prlvate progects. :

‘. T ;,Imcmcrxoé;_ =

Jd The aim of this propOSal is. to introduce 1nto the. 1eglslat10n and admlnlstr—"
‘ative practice of the Member States certain common principles for the prior
' assessment of ‘the effect on the environment of public ‘and private prOJects
likely to have major effects on' the environment and living conditions. The ~
competent authority in the Member States would have the task of seeing to
it ‘that, before certaxn projects are authorizedor approved, an approprlate -
aeenvsmcnt 6f the effecteon the environment is made, so that its decision -
is ‘taken on the basis of aﬁequate Lnformatlon.regardlng ma;qr envlronmental,’
aspecta of the muestlon.f‘\ : L s ; , ; :
2.,Ihxs proposal for a Dlreetlve is made on the be51s of the’ programme of :
. Action of the European Communities on the Enviromment (1). It is a response
to the need increasingly felt notably by the industrialised countries, to
,foreeee and také into acoount environmental aspects in the decisions concern~ g
: lng a_ large: variety of publlc and private works. It is a fact that thef .
w,varloue ‘economic . act;vxtzes and the populatlcn put a growing pressure
on environmental resources.. Thls pressure results not only in pollution and RSy
- nuisances, inapproprlate and conflicting uses of land, congestion of certain Lo
areas, in particular urban centres, unhealthy living COHdlthns industrlal ‘
accidents, but also in catastrophes which are often caused by poor lahd
- _management. “Such impacts frequéntly result in damage
~to human health and-to resources, and entail economic losses¢ Tb thls must
" be added a greater social ewareness anid a demand for more acceptable living
and worklng condltlons whlch are frequentiy behlnd the op9051tion tO‘publlC
or prlvate 1n1t1at1ves,‘

3. Tb date, a system of etandards and admlnlstratlve controls has been the -

: 4kpr1nc1pa1 instrument used, mainly in an attempt to repair -the worst of the.
- damage done. Those controls have often remained limited to the pollutlon ;
‘effects or ‘to specific sectors of activity and to the protectzon of certain

’],env1ronmental medla essentlally water and air. .~ . o

‘Standards wull of course contlnue to\be as 1mportant an 1nstrument S
. as ever, H0wever a number of Member States, as’ well as several other

‘ industrialized countries, have felt it necessary to reinforce the tradltlonal e
~ mechanisms of leglslatlve and admlnlstratlve controls, in partlcular by o
-introducing measures which are more specmflcally preventlve that is to- say.
able to include all relevant environmental considerations in the dec131ons ’
- of the: publlc and private sectors and apt to prevent the majar negatlve :
i‘effetc of development actlvitles. : :

1) o7 ¢ 112 of 20.12.1973 and OJ C 139 of 13.6.1977.
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The approprlate assessment of envxronmental effects sf a prcject at the Soann
earliest planning stage aims at meeting these needs, It consists . S
in the preparatian through the cooperation of the developers of the-prsu e
ject, the authorities and the publlc -of the most complete information i
possible on the major effects of a project on the enviromment, to’ assess P

» | the magnitude of these effects and to examine possible alternatlves o
~ the proposed project and lastly to provide the measures to minimize the- ‘
- adverse impacts. Such a procedure would be 1ntrsduced in the wader frame~‘f:«

- work of p&annxng permlsslon procedureso

fs‘.The . sssesswent is ~thus deulgned.above aLl as .an lnstrumen* of know-
e ledge and - 1nformatlon for both developers and decision-makers. ts aim is.

“on the one hand o ralse developers! awareness of the- essential

,»‘cnv1ronmentai 1nteresﬁs which deserve careful attention. On the other hand
" thanks to the data provided by the developer, the assessment process aims
&t informing the. competent authority  of the likely effects of the preject il

on the environment, before it decides to allow it to procee@ and. the .
candltlons un&er which it should be allewed : ,

One of the mmn advantaqes of such an mstrument alcmgsme the trad:x.t:: cmal r"'antrc»l

* mechanisms, is that it adds an element of flexibility. It does not aim at

| setting up new environmental standards but rather at ensuring that exist- =
~ing standards and - pretective measures are well adapted to the specific

 conditions of the sxte 1n questeon on. the baszs of aomplete advaﬁce 1nfcrm~ Sl

“atlonﬁ

Environmental 1mpact assessment is thUu an 1nstrument of good admlnlstratlve o

- management: because of the close assocxatlon of the authorities in-

volved and the public,- it can efficiently coordinate administrative action

while securing larger support from public Oplnlcnforaﬂmlnisﬁratlve actlon,~f

This, together with advance information and consultation,can help ratzonal~«’ee,~,

”'1ze dec1sxon~mak1ng and shorten the time taken to-reach dec.tsmns°

Over the 1ast few years spec1f1c leglalatlon on the assessment of envxron—'

‘mental . effects has ‘been introduced in various forms in some Member States

(Ireland France ‘the Federal Repdbllc of Germany, Luxembourg), although

kt‘some features of it can be found in the legislation and practice of other

‘Member States. This proposal for a Directive which is:the result of numerous
studies carried out by Commission departments (1) largely takes account of

‘these national measures and of numerous consultations with the administra-

tive authorities of the Member States 1ndustry the trade unlons and a

i"“iv group of experts. T . ‘ )

R ?he 1ntroductlon of envmronmental 1mpact statements in the E C., May 1976

anmronmental);mpact assessment -of phys1cal plans in the E. C., December 197?
Methods of environmental 1mpact assessment for major pr03ects and phys1cal i e

‘plans, December 1977 (Lee and Wood).

;‘"Les etabllssements classes en dr01t compare" December 1977 (Klss) e 4
" The selectlon of progects for enVLronmental impact assessment July 1978(Battelle:

Citizen partlcipatlon in decisions of public authcrltles w1th1n the Member RO
_States of the E.C., February 1979 (Tﬁmmermans).,_;;‘ . = e
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REASONS 'ffOR COWUNiTY",Ac'rI'ON |

6. Thls proposal for a Dlreets.vm meets essential dbjectlves of Cbmmunlty

7env1ronmental pollcy.

e In the first place 1t represents an 1n1t1al appllcatlon of the prlnc1p1es ;‘;c
~of a preventlon pOllcy as theseare-set out in the Programme ‘of Action of

the European Communities- on the EnV1ronment which states that "the best

£ env1ronment pollcy conszsts in preventing the creation of pollutlon or -
_‘nuisances at seurce rather than subsequently trylng to counteract thelr
'; '.effects.."' . ) " e A A

e

"IfThe Programme of Action states “that "effects on ‘the envmrenment should be

taken into account at the earliest possible stage in all technical plannlng ;f‘“’

and dec151on—mak1ng processes" ‘and that it is necessary to "evaluate the

.~ effects on the quality of life and on the natural environment of any. measurexx 3
;-that is’ adopted or contemplated at natlonal or Cbmmunlty level" Rt

. \l:Assessment\of the effects on the envzronment is thus consxdered as a means s
. of implementing a policy of prevention. The 1977 Action Programme (1)
' declares that '"the. appllcatlan at the appropriate administrative levels = .
- of procedures for assessing environmental impact meets the need to 1mp1ement S

‘the objeCulvesand prlnelples 1a1d down 1n the 1973 Actlan Programme"

J{Mbre generally speaklng,,the systematlc obllgatlcn to assess in advance -
the possible effects on. the environment of the activities enV1saged and-
‘the search for acceptable alternative solutions represent a constant :

» 51ncent1ve to integrate env1ronmental criteria from the very beglnnlng O
lethe planning’ process, contrlbutlng in this way. to ~good management of thej T
. resources of the environment in all-their many uses: production of o L

"o ensure that more account is taken of environmental aspec%s in town
« planning and land use".(2) In this sense impact assessment can also be
. seen as an instrument of 1ntegrated planning and management of envxron~i
- mental resources-and. can- make a powerful contribution toward ensurlng .
LA balanced ‘development of | economic act1v1t1es and llvzng cenditlcns for g
"~ the’ 1nhab1tants of the Communlty L e R e o

~ economic goods, protection of the blologlcal basis of ecosystems and of iffe“ﬁmhu
~+ living conditions. . Chad

This meets one .of the’objectlves of the Programme of Actlon whlch is |

l) GJ C. 139 of 13. 6 1977 Tltle IV Chapter l par‘ 207

2)

OJ C 139 of 13. 6 1977 Title I par 12. :~‘;~ 3~
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ch - tmdcubted economic advantages. i

Mtharmora ‘a preventlve assessment ef envuomnental effects presents : _{ :

The :an.lus:mn of e.nv&ronmental ccms:_deratlc:ns from the very baglnnlng

b of the planning of development pro;ects makes it possible to foresee 'majcr

© adverse effects and measures to minimize them, A large number of exper:unentsw\f
5 and studies has . shown that the cost of preventive action, including assess~
. ‘ment studies, ‘is lower than that whlc:h would have to be borne subsequentlw
v ‘There .would thus be an. advantage for the economic. ‘operators, who are more -
. frequently being required to bear the costs of the measures needed for the

~reduction or elimination of impacts (reduction of pollution, compensation,

-Q,ffAs fmr the costs lncurred in maklng the assessments experlence shows thatt
. they are usually low. For example the pilot axperlmental studies carrled
~ out in the Natharlands ‘show that the cost of carrying out assessment ‘
. studies is, on average, 0.25 % of the total cost of development pro;xects'
. in France, a study by the Ministry for the Environment and .the Quality of
. "Life /&hows an average cost of 0.25 to 0.75 %. In the USA a study by the
 Environmental Protection. Agenc:y puts the percentage at 0,19 % and an .
o enqulry by 18 countries states tha’r the cost df impact studies 1s, on aVer--
. ageage, 0.5 % of the total cost of development projects. At any rate, we -
- must bear in mind the fact that these costs are destined to diminish in.

- line with the development of know-how and of available data. (data servn,ces,
technlcal ‘expertise, quallflcatlon of spemallzed staff ) and as a result
of repeatmg assessment operatlons in similar cases. Furthermre, ‘the
 costs of assessment are not meant to be borne exclusively by the economic
S operatcrs. ‘On the contrary ‘under the system provided for in the gmposed o
. Directive cooperatlon Jbetween develapas ‘and public authorities in gettlng S

 ‘restoring Of sites, etc.), just as there would be advantages for the general’f"
 -public, which is: often obl:tged to bear the external costs of economlc act:x.v-—
ities and Wrcmg declsmns, P : s : : s

“together the necessary mfoxmatlon on a development project makes it

: _congiderable financial advantages derived from shortemng the time
o needed for the grantmg of authorlzata.on by us:mg assessment procedures.,

s Emphasis should be 3.a.1d on the very tanglble advantages whlch may be
derived from appropriate recourse to impact assessments*as a way of -
~ dealing with the opposition mcreaslrgly expressed by local populatmns.;.ﬂ £ 1
elthar vmlently or by 1egal or admmstratlve ac:tion, oppomtx.on which

‘posslble to reduce the costs tO the developer Of assessment operations., :

M:»reover the cost of development pro;;ects is substantially mfluenced A
~ by the time needed to plan, authorize and’ carry out development’ pro;ects.
- This time may be shortened by planning a project correctly from the =
envn.ronmental point of view and thus ant1c1patmg, redumng or avmdlng
~ delays and opposition on the part both of the competent ‘authorities and

of the public. A recent study by British Gas for example, showed the
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ﬁl;causes hlghly expensive delays even blockages of prOJects already
under way. In so far as ‘assessment procedures 1nyolve close part1c1pat—

ion by the public, they help to make the. decision~making process. more.

“'i',transparent and therefore. fac1litate a wmder social consensus for action %

' L-by the publlc authorltles.

That thlngs do 1n fact develop along thcse llnes has been proved by the

- highly positive experience of -those countries where coherent assessment Solw
" gystems have been introduced, In those countrles there has been a cons;der—‘Mi=

- able fall in court actions, and. these actlons are nowadays lumlted to

T’genulnely coatrovers1al cases,

3.0.
. of view, there is a. partlcular reason for Cbmmunlty action in this area,

vdeyond the merlt of an assessment system from an. env1ronment pollcy p01nt‘}fi’

-ﬂ;for 51gn1ficant dlvergence in the principles and criteria of assessment
existing at present in the Communxty“ﬁay well peruce dlsparltles in-

investment conditions. betvieen one region of ‘the Community and another

'e.fand thus create dlstortlons of competltlon with negatlve effects on

= {;lthe functlonxng of the commcn market.f‘,'»:~' I MR 'f'*f;f:;f

o

,Therassessment systems whlch hdve been set up in the Member States or

- which are belng ‘proposed seem falrly disparate, partlcularly as regards -
“ their’ ‘scope -and the obllgatlons on  the economic operators. For instance,-
- different sectors are submitted to the obllgatlcn of ‘an advance assess-

" _ment..The environmental features which must be considered and the 1mpacts“ﬁ
" which have to be taken into account dlffer a great deal thus reSultlng
odn dlfferent 1nvestment eondltlons, : NSRS Do S S

Thls means that a branch of 1ndustry.might be Obllged fo observe one set

- of restrlctlonu in one Member State- and a dxfferent set in: another

" of the environment for which protectlon‘ls demanded, Aﬁmlttedly it is - L
y’not the purpose of impact assessments to. impose the same level of protect~e~,fi
jon in all ‘parts of the Community for 'the same features of the’ envirenment, g

- for the importance of these in relation ‘to other 1nterests will vary in’ ';’:‘
 relation to the priorities established in each Member State. However, thls~]yj

‘dependlng on the scope of ‘the impact studies requlred and on the features

in no way diminishes the need to make sure that the assessments on’ whlch
Judgement of a development project. ls made should be made according to

: vcommon crlterla and prlnelpleso ¢

It is, therefore pmovzng necessary to harmonlze certaln features and

. ,pr1nc1ples of - the assessment procedures used in’ ‘the Member States, so as, S
© to avoid distortions of. competltlon and thereby promote a balaneed develoy»yygﬂ

";ment of economlc act1v1t1es throughout the Communlty. VR

o

Flnally, a partlcular advantage may he derlved from assesement of new L
development projects likely to have cross-frontier 1mpects for the

i consultatlons which might: be held between ~the authorltles of neighbouring

?r,Member States in connection with &n assessment procedure couldAmake 1t

‘ “__ee51er to solve env1r0nmental pxoblems in border areas.*_1»=‘3 N




,,m | LEGAL SITUATJ?QN INMWR SIAES

12. In all the Member States the bulld:.ng and operatmn of large—scale develop—-
" ment projects are regulated by means of administrative procedures. These
are usually procedures for. authorz.z:.ng individual development projects
~ ‘and in some Member States, land use plans Whlch def:me the ss.tmg of

several pro;iects , ;

e 13 'Adfmttedly, embryonlc features of an assesément procedure have been develop
' _ed, toagreater or lesser degree, as part of existing authorization or =~
- planning procedures and in the environmental legislation relating thereto, °
. One example is the United Kingdom's Town and Country Planning Act of 1972,
. which requires that particular attention be paid to effects on the env1ron—- '
" ment when drawing up plans and when granting permissions, and which pro-"
‘vides for a system of publlc enqulrles with a wide consultation of the
o pubhm Danish law likewise requires. that ample ‘documentation be prov1ded
‘ f on envzrenmental aspects -when land use plans are dram up.f T

- EEa
However generally speaklng, . ;t i._, true that the ext:ent to which the
,env.u:ormtent is taken into account varies' considerably and, also that .
legislation and controls often concentrate on specific’ env1ronmental medla
~.and are limited malnly to pollution and nulsance control. This does not
. enable the authority  to take comprehensive and effective account of _
. - the wider range of effects including those on the use of’ land 1n bun.lt—-up
. areas and those on. lz.v:mg condltlons. ; : «

G

L 14. Recently, several Member States have felt the need to strengthen the ;
- mechanisms of control by introducing the obllgatlon to assess in- ‘advance
. the environmental effects ‘of projects and steps have been taken ‘in- that
. direction. However, the assessment systems which have been set up vary
-, in scope from Menbw State to Member State, particularly in so far as = L
- they are concerned with dlsparate actlvz.ts.es and mvolve different Obllg-— S
' an::v_ons° : , BN . .

S 15, ‘;In France, Jmpact assessment has been made a mandatory feature of the pro- :
., .cedures for the authorisation of" projects. The French law on the protectlon
 of nature of 1 July 1976 lays down that an mpact study must be carried =
- out before decmlng to allow publi¢ or private projects whlch might attack
'the natural envn.romnent by reason cf the:u:' ste or the scale af the:l,r 1mpact.

~ Pw:suant to ﬂ'xe decree of 12 October 197'7 one of the bases for a decw:.on o
on authorizations in respect of projects - in partlcular, classified J.nstall-~?
ations and mfrastructure pregec:ts must be an mpact study covermg, N
partlcular o : e : i
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an analy51s Qf the 1n1t131 etate of the 31te anﬁ 1ts envnronment'l ,;
e an analysis of the effecto on the env1r0nment* L
- the reasons why' the project was. adepted°"“

- the pratectlve measures envxsaged

In conformlty w1th the general aims Of the law the 1mpact studles have to

" take account of - the—need to protect natural areas and landscapes, “to conserve v:

:' ganlmal and plant species, to maintain the blologlcal equilibrium to protect
- natural resources -against causes of degradation and and to protect the

'harmonlous balance of the pOpulatlons of tcwn and country areas..

‘;,UIn the cases where a pmogect belongs to the llst Of 1nstallations cla531f1ed
-« _for the purpose of environmental protectlon, publlc enqulry procedures are.
‘f*prov1ded for the 1mpact studles.vj_;‘ : .

k-In respect of phy31cal planning’, on the other hand the law contalns only
~“the’ s;mple lnstructlcn to "respect env;ronmental cons;deratlons"‘

: g,
' Local Government (Planning and Dvelopment) Act of 1976 and the regulation .

o

In Ireland a flex1b&e system of 1mpact assessment was hrought in with the

© relating to it. The 1976 Act requires impact studies only for Eglvate
B 1ndustr1a1 pro;ects, publlc pmo;ects remalnlng exempt. o

TS When autherlzatlon 1s sought for-a prOJect the relevant authorlty must o
. be. furnished with an 1mpact study if, in thls“authorlty s view, the pro-
" ject involves a cost of more than & 5 million and seems 11kely o cause

,pollutlon. Impacts other than pollution do not appear to be regarded as”

“criteria for requiring impact studies to be carried out. The ‘regulation of‘

1977 gives discretionary powers to the public authorities to request the

~“,1nterested party to carry out an. 1mpact study as descrlbeﬂ above. -

In Luxembougg, recent legislatlon lntroduced assessment of the 1mpact on

- the enviromment of projects. The law of 27 -July on: ‘protection of the . . ,
~natural environment lays down that phyelcai plannlng or ‘individual - progects o
 outside conurbations shall be subject to' an impact study, if their size or

- the scale of effects on the naturdl env1ronment could have an adverse effectefﬁj

upon the latter.

e,_Furthermore the law of 16 Aprll 1979 on bulldlngs whlch are dengerous, ok
" unhealthy or used for noisy or noxious trades stlpulates that 1mpact assess-

ment may be- recuired in respect of any public or private industrial, trade
or commercial building or manufacturlng‘process the existence, operatlon ,
or implementation of which may endanger or have an adverse effect on the

_environment. Luxembourg law prov1des for part1c1patlon by the publlc and by Aﬁ
‘associations. -~ . i - :



,*18 . In the Federal Repubhc of Germany, a June 19'76 decmmn by the Federal
‘ * Government provides that the federal ‘authorities mst examine whether
- "public measures' taken by the Federal authorities and’ government—-owned
c:orporata.ons ‘institutes .or trusts subject to federal public . law are -
compatlble with the environment. Public measures can include draft legal
provmmns and general administrative provisions, ‘administrative acts,
- programmes and plans established in fulfilment of a ‘public duty. This
. examination must aim at _protecting human beings, animals, plants and aJ.l
. materials worthy of protection against degradation of the environment..
Although such examinations of compatibility.are left to the dlscretlon , ,:
~of each federal department, the field of appllcatlon of the decisions 1s 3
neverthelesa extremely w1de, A nurber of Linder are at present studymg
‘ways of mtroduc:».ng these prlmlples in their administrative practices.
‘The States of Saarland and Berlin have adopted administrative regulations
for the introduction of such pr1nc1ples for the examnatwn of cmpatlbll‘
u:y m thelr own Jurlsdlctlons., SN e :

19 In the cther: Member States pro;;ects are subject to the class:Lc contrcl
. procedures: planmng permsss.on procedures ‘licensing procedures or: :
- 'land use planning. In some cases assessment requirements are indeed -

= included in those procedures for a. -limited number of pregects Examples
~ can be found in Italy, the United Kingdom, Danemark. But such a require-
ment is by no means systematlcally observed. The Netherlands ‘and Belglmn
- have announced thez.r mtention of introducmg leglslatlon on :tmpact:
assessment. Sk L R e R T T L : , :




IV COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSAL FOR A DIRECTIVE

Coy

W‘,~Whét is the SéQpefoffassessmeht !

20 The potentlal range of actlv1t1es llkely to have s;gnlflcant effects on
; ‘the environment and thus requiring prior assessement is very wide. Such
activities may include public or private-individual progects e e.g.
- industrial- re51dent1al or commercial complexes and 1nfrastructures) but
“ also regional programmes, land use plans and economic programmes whlch
" usually should condition the sztlng of . projects, as well as new
\ﬁtechnolcgleg and prcducts, ' R DR s L b B P EEE

v f'In a coherent system, prov1s1ons for. the advance' assessment of enV1rQn~~ S
-iﬁmental effects should obviously be present at all the administrative
: levels at which these activities are controlled ‘given the 1nterrelatlon-
- ship ex1st1ng bBetween them: at the level of autherlzatlon procedures for:
. projects, for the preparation of regional programmes,--land use or economlc
- .. plans and the procedures for licencing certain products.. However, desplte
~ . all the aévantagea inherent in 1ntrodu¢1ng assessment principles ‘at ‘the
- various-levels of administrative action, care should be taken that this
. does not result in overburdenlnq admlnlstratlens thus slowing down their
”,fwork and causing delays in reaching decisions. Assessment requxrements
" should, therefore, be introduced step by step, allow1ng technlcal and
admlnlbtratlve methads tlme to adaot. R, :

- 21. That is why the CommASSLOn s 1n1tlat1ves whlch so far have been almed at
- introducing some features of assessment procedures are concerned with '
s 'spe01f1c flelds ‘and not the whole fleld of potentlal appllcatlon. ‘

",As regard products ‘the Dlrectlve of 18 September 1979 (1) 1ntroduced.rulesv;" 

;:concernlng the study of the effects on man and the env1ronment of new -
substanceg before they are marketed '

, The proposal fcr a Dlrectlve of 19 July 1979 (2) prov1des that where

‘”,jcertaln industrial. act1v1t1es are capable of causing major accxdents, the -  }§'|; 

>f‘_manufacturer must make a prlor assessment of such hazards.

EERES

oo
Y

gj'l) Counc¢l Lﬁr@Clee of 18 September 1979 amendlng Dlrectlve 67/548/EEC on T-~,V-
. the approwumatlon of laws, regulatlons and administrative provisions

=~ velatxng to the ClaSSlflcatlon packaging and labelllng of dangarous
substances (07 L 25° of 15 October 1979) .

- 2) Proposal for a Oouncxl Dlrectlve of 19 July 1979 on the major acc1dent
K ,hazard of certaln 1ndustr1a1 act1v1t1es (OJ c 212 of 24 August 1979) i
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'Q‘BY the same token,“ the present proposal for a Dlrectlve limits the aSSessf“' 
' ment requirements to certain individual projects. In partlcular censmderm S

ation of assessment procedures for land use plans and oth,,r actions has v

: been posfponed untll a 1ater stage.; S N

“Thls decxslon was ju&tlfled essentlally by the Lact rhat in moqt cases,
. the control of development activities takes place really at the stage of 4
ipmo;ect authorization procedurem, for not all Member States have brought

. voherent legislation on land use plannlngb Even in those Member States
where such legislation is in force, land use plans ‘have not always been

“drawn up, In other cases, the pldns in force can subseqaently be modified -

‘  or contradicted by‘dec151ons to authorize ‘a project. It is, therefore, in’ \” o

these dec1slonmmak1ng processes that the most urgent need to apply'ﬂssess»‘

. ment principles is seen. Furthermora, the fact that project authorization = -
. procedures exist in all the Member States makes it possible to ‘introduce - v b
‘asseasment proceﬁureg w1th0ut requlrlng the creatlon QA new procedures.“ e

ﬁ\?zk

&

,However it mus% be bmrne in mind that the a&sessment of‘pr03ects is: not
-seen as an a]ternatlve to assessment of land use plans or other activities
but, rather, as a cammlement;each of  them performing different tasks., As-

'3xegards gﬂans for example, the assessment would;lnev1tab1y ke of a general ,

character and would be concerned, prxncxpaily, with the major options of
‘land utilization, while in respect of projects it would be more precise and
‘would be concerned with the specifications of the projects in question. -

- Clearly, the forms and content of assessment procedures in this field would

“,*,have to te adapted to the paxtlcular featurbs of land use plannlng prmresses

;What pro3ects are to be made subject ta an assessment o

V2v3w o
- assessment of environmental effects only in respect.of certain new projects

P

Tbls proposal for a DLrectlve makes 1t mandatory to carry out a pxiar

those which appear. llke}y to have blgnlflcapt effects on the envxrenment.
These can be public or private projects and are normally subject in the‘

NG

:;’Member States to some formi of authorization or appr@val..They include -

'j.lndustrlal mining, energy, commerclal re51dentlal agrlcultural or 1nfrd—»"

: .structure progectsﬁ

L The effects of the varlous progects f@ be. submltted to an assessment prccedure 3
_[fdlffer consmﬁerably, In order to take due account of these dlfferences the .
- “proposal has identified. three groups of projects and two types of assess—y«~:[

‘ 'y~went procedure *”a Bfulln assessment and a ”51mp11f1ed" assessmpnt A

 The flrst group{Annex 1) 1nc1udes proJects that k& reason Of thelr size

and/or - the amount of pollution they cause, are. llkely o 81gnlflcantly

: ‘,;affect the envirchnment under any clrcumstances regardless of their scale . . °

. or site, The proposal, therefore, requires that such projects are made =

- subject to what may be described, as a "full assessment”, that is in
- accordance with the provisions of Articles' 6 to ll. It is envisaged that :

. exemptions may be made by Member States for some of these projects but ¥ ;

\Gﬁly in exceptional cases to be agreed.by the Cbmm1s51on.v e

of o
f



Other classes of d‘evelopment pro:Jects those llsted in Armex 2 ~ are S
‘likely to produce’ significant effects on the environment enly_ under . S
', certain conditions : for example, ‘when they x:each a certain size or prom W
~t o duce: a. spec:uflc amount. of pollutlon, As regards ‘these classes the v
G ¥ competent authority < "in Member Statés will have to set up errcerla 3 S
for the selection of those: pro_';ects which ‘actually d.eserve to be subject~
ed to a full or a s:t_mpl:s.fied assessment. The Commission does not. consider < -
,necessary, at this stage to present Meuﬂeer States with .a set of common -
criteria for project’ selectlen. The potentlally great variety of local
eltuatlons which will ‘in practice command the exclusion or the inclusion S
_of a glven progect belengmg to the classes in Annex 2, coupled with the U
“need to built up experience pregressz.velY in the management of the system, T
pomts to the need to rely on the _competent authorltv ; of. Member States . both
~ for the identlflcatlon of seleetlon crlterla and fer the. actual selection e
,of progects, e : s T ,

o Hewever xt is envwaged tha*:: Membex States w:.ll 1nform the Cem1551on cf the b
eriteria and thresholds. adopted and that the 'Commission w,lll regularly G
.?'review them with Member States, with a V‘Lew to ensurnx; comlstency 1n

the appl::.catmn of the Duectwe, - ‘ ( : :

>\,

SR

It is, important to note that the 1nclu510n of one partlcular class of
pro_}ects in Anriex 1 or 2 does not necessarlly indicate the szgnlf:a_cance ,
“of the environmental effects of ‘each project belonging to tnis cless..,'rhus, gire)
it n‘ay will e, under certain cxrcurstames that an individual pm;ect :m S

: »‘Annex 2 has emxal or dreater effects than a certaln other preject in-

bE Annex 1. L L oA ,

N

Finally, there are’ other progect:s whlch can be descrlbed a prlorl as une
- likely to produce significant effects on the environment. As a general
- rule, such projects do not require ‘an assessment. This could be requ.u:ed
only if a project were located at a site with a partlculerly
sensitive environment. The propOsal proviaes that the competent author-—
. dties of Member States should determine whether such pz‘o;;ects should be
made subject to an assessment anci whether thls should be in full or m
smpllfled fomu R . : , E . :

What are the components of an assessment

24 An assessment of the effects on 'the envn_ronment as env1saged in- thls i
. proposel for a Directive, is made up of a number ‘'of steps taken by the i
- various parties concerned Dby the Mplenentatlon of a project: the col‘?ect-"
~ion and supply of the’ ‘relevant information on the ‘likely effects on the =~
. environment bv the developer of ithe project; the consultatlon of govern- .
- mental departmernts ‘and bodies and of the: publa_c: by the competent author- .
Jj:tg, and the draw:.ng up of an assessment document by the compentent euthor-
In thé case of progects :anluded in Annex 1 the assessment must 1nclude
. -all ‘the steps referred to abave, “although . suc:h obllgetlens rust-be
interpreted with the-appropriate flexibility (see comments on Article 6 L
" ‘below). In respect of the other types of project, the assessnent may take L
“a ss.mpl:.fled form, as. explalned in para 23 aﬁove. U e e

- o/i e e




25., Pe in the classm authorlzatlon procedures 11: is for the developer to
i »‘provzde the competent authcra.ty with the basic mfermatmn on the pro- -
. posed progect. Thus, the draft Dlrect:we p:mva.des that" the developer o
i shall provs.cie along ’Wlth the appllcata.on for autherlzatmn, in particuler*

o T-- a descrl%:.j:mn of the proposed pro;ject and shere appllceble of the
: reasonable alternatlves for the site and/or des:tgn of- the progec:t'

a descrlptmn of the env1romnental features 3.1ke1y to be mgnlflcantly
 affected by the proposed project, :mcludmg where appllcable those ‘
¥ ‘,;located in another Member State;

- an assessment of the llkely szgmfs.c:ant effect,s of the pro;;ect ‘on the
. -environment, mclmlmg, where applu.a’ble effecm on ‘the env:z.renment
- of another. Member State° - : . :

S -a ciescrmptmn of the measures env;eaged to elm:.nate ‘ reduce er conpens«-‘
: ate those mpacts' . : : : ; e

l""

' -- review of the rélatmnsh:.p between the proposed pzogect and ex;stmg &k
SR envimnmental and land—use plans and standards fer the area llkely to . Zﬂ

«e;:in the case of smgnlfz.cant effects on the env;..renment ‘an explanatlon SR
~ of the reasons for the choice of the site and/or desz.gn of the pmposed CE
. project, compared with reasonable alternamve solutlons hav:mg less e
effects cntheenvz.romnent if any, ' : , O

S a non-«technlcal summary of ‘the items abevev S e

I seemed appreprlate to entrust the preparatmn of the docurrentat:e,on tc» e
- the deve'ieper and not to other bodies such as, for example, the public -~
- . . authorities - for a number of reascns. First’ of all the develOper knows e

. the basic ‘facts. This is certainly true as regards the technical specific- "
Ry 'atmne of his pr03ect but less so as regards the. envn.ronmentaE. data of -
R ~ the site in question, an area where collaboratwn with the relevant autbor»-
i 1t1es ceuld profltably be mtroduced as ‘che ciraft Darectlve prov:.des. N

Furthermcre makmg ‘che developer respon31ble tor drawmg up the documeht--
G ation would encourage him to adapt his project to environmental criteria -

. which would not only favour a more positive attitude towards the protectlon

- of the relevant environmental resources, but also save the developer future
1 costs for env1romental rehablhtatmn (see also par. 8) ‘ ;

Tne competent authurxties, in turn have a number of tasks ’Ihey must Eag s
 first of all, see to it that the bas:m information provided by the developer
. is as complete as possible, To this end they may. request the developer to
~°  supplement the information he has already provided or, if appropriate; add‘

, 'ﬁ*eny informatmn m thelr possessmn te the &c&mentatmn provz.ded by the
»idevemper SRR , : : : :




o, e
PTE
i 2

27 Secondly, the competent authorltles are requz,red to obtaln the oplnlons : R
. of the wvarious parties which may be cmcerned in-any way by the carrying B
' out of the project and the effects it is llkely to have' adnimstrative e G
! f/_authorltles and the publlc. Do SCEECT TR = o .

e

ER "Ihe flrst serz.es of consultatlons should concern 'the adm:.nlstratlve author- S e
¢ ities and bodies responsable “for. ‘environmental matters, Frequently,
. different departments are responsible for dlfferent controls {for example
‘water pollution, air pollution, etc.)} and for authorization of different
parts of the project. The documentation drawn up by the developer should _
 therefore be sent to these public authorltles to enable them to gn.ve thelr
~opinion on the project in questlon, . It is hot tobe " e
~excluded that’ an assessment process may thus in the medium term fulfll ~
©an mportant function of coordinating -administrative action and help to
o shorten the tme recxulred for grantmg authorlzatlons. : ~

)

28 ':che authoritmes of a nelghbourmg Member State could llkew;Lse be concerned .
- by the mplanentatlon of the project. Where a p}:o;»ect is llkely to have- s:.gm.fz»
. cant effects on the environment of a neJ.ghboumng Member State, the author-
. ities of that State should be included in the consultations ‘and be sent.
L the documentatwn dravm up by the developer for comment. P -

‘v‘

B s should be pomted out that thls would not mean seekmg the approval of
- ranother Member State for a pro:}eot but only enabling the competent authorm' ,’;g
ity in any given Member State. to have at their disposal the opinions and
information needed to assess the trans-»frontler environmental effects OF i ot
. the project in questlon. It goes. Wlthout saymg that the con'petent author~ s

© ¢ ities would keep their- dlscretmnary powers in respect of the fmal '
e ‘fdecztsmn on the progect. SO 4 . 5 i

29, F:mally, the competent authorltles would have to consult the gmbllc on,
. the project by publishing the documentation provided by the. developer
This consultation would take the ‘form considered appropriate in- each
. case: written consultation, public enquiry, public hearlng, dlrect
S c:onsultatx.on of the pfubllc or of elected bodles etc. : ; ;

i »‘Ihe prov1s¢ons on- the consultatlon of ‘the publlc haVe a twofold 1ntent¢ .
'~ Firstly, from the technical point of view, the public is able to make.
‘an indispensable additional contribution to: the assessment of those
impacts which are mainly subjective {such’ as the congestlon effects in
town centres, visual intrusion, noise pollutlon and the like), It is

' generally recogmzed that. there are no technically reliable methods to f .
-express in objective terms those effects (either physical or monetary).
o In such cases it is generally admitted that the most reliable assessment :
.~ method is to allowthepeople directly affected to express their views
. on the 11ke1y effects on their enmronment and’ liwng conmtmns. :




-15"Secondly, thls consultatlon could prov1de the publlc w&th addltlonal
; 'T,opportunltles to express an opinion and take a more congtruetlve part

o 14“

‘e

in the action of public authorities, Experience in this field undoubtedm‘fﬁ

ly shows that a greater transparency of the public decision-making
‘process improves the relations between admlnlstratlons and the’ people S
while achzev1ng at ‘the same time a wzder soc&al consensus on the publlc
'authOIltleS actlon, ‘ i ‘

At the end of the consultatlons, it would then be up to the responslble

authoritiés to make a final assessment of the effects of the proposed . .
project on the environment. This assessment would be made ‘on the basis of o
““the information provided by the developer and that gathered in the. course- ol
- of the consultations. And it is this’ assessment which they will have to'

Q[take into account when they come to make a decison on the application forf"

a p&annlng perm1531on:ﬂxrtfmzmeJect ‘On-the basis of this assessment, they
‘may decide eithetr to grant permission with or without conditiocns. attached

e‘vor “to withhold it, as appropriate. A decision of this kind means, of course”

that the competent authorltles must weigh up the 1mp0rtance of\the effects .
' assessed and of the other economic and soc1al factors related to: 1mplement~g
~ation of the prOJect,bl,k; i i . B

Tl

g-In conclu51on 1t can be seen that although the competent authorltles i
. are regarded as having the final respon31b111ty for the definitive assess«‘fj B s
. ment, this is meant ‘to be the outcome of eollaboratlon between the var10us/,43j~

partles 1nvolved : . ¢ S ‘

ol

The po;nt should be made that the aim of the assessment process is not R
- to prejudice administrative decisions systematlcally in favour of env1r0n~+
mental: considerations, to the detriment of the economic and social advant~ v

ages which might be derived from a prOJect The aim is simply to enable

the public authorities to strike a proper balance between the various

~ factors involved, enVLronmental and others. To do that, the competent

e authorities must have a serious basis of information at their disposal - ff  i
. such as is prov:ded by an assessment procedure - so that they can welgh up}f/f'f‘
o;ﬂall the 1nterests at stake when maklng thelr decision. : SRRy

* 33,

;The asseesment procedures do not aim at 1ntroduc1ng new envmronmental
‘standards. What makes this instrument different from the classic control
‘procedures is that it does not limit itself nerely to. examining’ whether

 the project conforms to the egvironmental standards which may- already -

. of the project on the environment which constitute factors in decxslonrmakéf;ffm’
‘mWJ'SOEHm&ﬁing the project to be adapted to the specific characterlstlcs .

exist but provides complete information on all those significant effects

5f of the site. Furthermore, the comprehen51ve nature of the assessments

would enable the authorities to cut across the sectoral approaches to S

\'-;control somethlng whlch would certalnly benefit administrative managemenf.%ffj5
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~specific comments onfcertaiﬁ’articlés-ot4the'poo§osatsfor*a Directive .

:Artwcte 1

2 Thws artﬁcte states the purpose of the D1rect1ve, wh1ch is to subm1t to :
' an assessment of the envvroomentat effects certain public or pr1vate e

S

"'»_prOJects, j.e. those likely to'have' svgn1f1cant effects on the ‘environ-

"75e_ed kaety to produce ”s1gn1f1cant" effects.f;‘%f

‘fffThe concept of "envzronmentat effects“ is def1ned, in order to suppty a f it
. basis _for the 1nterpretat1on of. the directive, To this end, the effects.
" t0 be: cons1dered in'an assessment-.are those which occur onh the envwron*l‘

5

:iArt1cLe 2
The generat pr1ncipte is then stated that a decws1on - negattve or pos1t1ve'”
‘:assessment of their effects on the envwronment, an ‘assessment whose form

~ should be appropriate, for. exampte, to the1r svze and the effects they ar
flikety to have. s e R R

‘/Art1cte 3 .'t’~- ;i‘\f;?,f\afi‘n' _:v o

ment. Article &4 indicates the projects. ‘which , ‘are to be cons1der“ f*

S

gl

‘on the authorization or approval of projects: cannot be made withéut ‘an

~ Lo . k STl

- mental media: water, air, flora, fauna, the built-up ‘environment and the‘" ea

rfvgreference to :»,

- the needM"to protect and 1mprove human heatth and L1v1ng cond1t1ons

T thé‘oeed "to preserve the Long term product1ve capac1t1es" of the env1ronme tal
nE med1a, which are to be constdered as .resources ' for the varaous uses
by man: econom1c act1v1t1es, Lewsure, bwotogtcat support. iy

,V}‘1.; The f1etd of appt1cat1on of the airect1ve is clearLy 1nd1Cated.s;‘s
" In fact, the use of the concept of “pro;ects takely to produce s1gn1f1can

';ﬁThe proyects 1ncLuded in the cLasses Lusted 1n Annex 1 are made subgect

" the obt1gatwon on the developer to supply ™ 1nformat10n on h1s pro;ects,

o proposed pro;ect (Artmcle 10)

.-Landscape. It is through these media that a potlut1on or a nutsance takes
"ptace. However, the protectton of these media is not considered an end

in-itself. The. 1mportance of the effects on. them 15 to ‘be. assessed by

and,‘

effects" in "Article T would not allow a coherent 1dent1f1cat1on of the.
pro;ects wwthout a further spec1f1catton. Arttcte 4 a1ms at that.

to a mandatory rful L") assessment, that is an assessment to be executed .
according to the provisions specified in Art1cles 5 to 11: that compr1ses
(Article 5), on the competent authority - to carry out the appropriate.

consultation of the authorities concerned (Artwcte 7) and of the public
(Article 8), ‘and to make an- assessment of the env1ronmental effects of the




G Fhe pro3ects in Annex 1 have been 1nctuded by reason ezther of thear scate
~or of their effects or of both, and are to be made subject to an assessment,,;w
i regardtess of the s1te on which they are to be developed.~ L - i
HQwever, allowerce is mace for Member States to- axempt “from the Oblwgat1on 8
specific nreject, if. they consider that, telow a given limit, it is untikety to
: prmduce a:significant effect on the @ﬁvvrenmenﬁ However, these exemat10ns must
'rema?n an: exceptvan and Lin any. case, u:tt have to be agreed by the Comm1sswon~

g ;32. The’ ciasses L1sted in Annex 2 1nc£ude projects which are not aLwaz
'”7L1keLy to. prcduce s1gn1f1cant effects on the environment. That might depend
‘on their size and/or the nature of their env1ronmentat effects (e.g. poLLutﬁ\
don toad). Therefore, .it cannot be claimed a priori that such pro;ects are
. fo be submitted always to a full assessment as described under para 1. ~ The
T ¢ompetent authorities in Member States will have to 1dent1fy the pro;ectq wh1ch
fwu. deﬁerve the same treatment as anyproject in: Annex 1, or al.tematwety
‘which- . will have to undergo a simplified form of assessment. They will’ do
80 on the basis of the crvterwa that they w1ll determwne according to the1r

°:tegis{at1on or practmce.

 The same appLTes to: projects conswstxng 1n m0d1f1cat1ons of the pro;ects
"1ncluded in Annexes 1 or 2 . : : , , o

'73. Finally, outswde the pro;ects 1nctu6ed in Annexes 1 and 2, there may‘
S x1st a variety of other pro;ects for which there is a presumption that ‘
 they wzll ‘not have s1gn1f1cant environmental effects. ‘These would be ma1nly

”i,prQJects of small s1ze which might show swgn1f1cant 4dmpacts if located 1n
*envvronmentatly sensitive areas. Although the ‘draft Directive does not

. establish a pr?OP] a mandatory obtvgat1on, it neverthetess sets out the
fﬂlobl1gation on  the competent authorities of Member States to review those'
~projects with a view to determining if they will have to be made subject

. to an assessment, either full or simplified. In so determ1n1ng, they wiLL

‘<{tave ;egard, in particular, to tbe env1ronmentat charactérast1cs of the o
- locat on.. , : & : : ;

i[,Art1cte 5

At atl events, the Member States are requ1red to 1nform the COmm1551on on
the criteria and/or threshotd ‘adopted for the ‘selection of the projects.‘/“j‘
' That will enable the Commission to regutarty review with the Member States :
;those criteria, - w1th a v1ew to ensur1ng consistency in the appL1c~
at1on of the Dwrect1ve.~ L : v

,f« 1. This art1cte Lays down the first stage of the assessment process
2 - which involves the suppty by the developer of the informatwon needed to
i assess the environmental effects af the propcsed pro;ect. i




2. The art1c£e sets out the ccntent of the 1nformat10n wh1ch the S

3 developer ign requwred to prov1de.,ln preparing this 1nformat10n the deveLop*

f er may, of course, call on the assistance of the competEﬂt authority, whxle

; ‘remawﬂing responsible for providing the facts and: figures requested of him.
It ‘is to be noted that the developer is ‘expected to supply, where approprwate,

:‘:1nformat10n on. the L1keLy transfront1er envlronmentat effects.’

. The artwcte refers to Annex- 3, wh1ch gives a detawLed breakdown of fhg';f»]‘j}ﬁ“'f
: jsubjects which the 1nf0rmat1on provided by the devetoper shoutd cover, How= -

. ever, the developer's obligation to provide such data is not an uﬁtiﬁﬁtedﬁf;‘

" one: the facts he is’ requ1red to prov1de must be relevant, that is to Say,""
i ‘they must have a bear1ng on' aspects of -the environment .or.on effects which
. are expected to carry an’ ‘important we1ght 1n the fwnaL decas1on. Also the.
- _developer is required to supply data in as much-as he may reasonably be ik
 ;}'expected to obtain them, taking: “account- of: ex1st1ng knowledge, in’ part1cu1ar f:?[
. on assessment ‘methods, - In other words, the developer must . carry out research.
- o to obtain the requ1red data,using the best: avaiLabLe means of analysis, - ﬂs"
~~“but he should not be obt1ged to embark upon or191na£ research, atthough that
5 1s of course not tc be ruled out.\ » a0 o

,1-43. 2 The competent authorwty may requ1re the devetcper to ccmp&ete wts
‘?31nformation at the appropriate stages of the planning procedure. That may
~occur. after the developer has suppLied his 1nformat1on, or. after the i

 ﬁ}¢;consuLtat1ons reéferred to below. The competent “authority atso has the duty tof
f;_rcomp{ete th1s 1nformat10n 1tself,where that 15 apprapr1ate.‘;v' , :

\.'

L Art1cles 7 and 8 are concerned w1th the second stage of the assessment
»,7process, whxch 1nvotves consuttat1on of the var1ous part1es concerned

__,'Artwcte 7 concerns consuttat1on of the pubtwc adm1nlstrat1ve auth0r1t1es
- -or other statutery bodies wvth specific reSpons1b1L1ty for envwronmentaL f
' matters, This consultat1on is 1mportant since it may serve ‘to coordwnate
‘the comments of the various administrations in respect of the project in

- question. This funct1on is particularly relevant in those Membér States

~ where responsibility for envwronmentat matters 13 spread ~ :
“amOng a- muLt1tude of bodles. ' :

As;The draft dvrectwve prov1des That, where a prclect xs L1keiy to. have T

5 51gn1f1cant environmental effects beyond the front1ers of “its. State, ,~»-“:"”‘“
‘The competent authority should. 'send "~ to #he appropr1ate “authorities |

~of. the Member State Likely to be affected the informat1om on ‘the project:

L provided by the deveLoper, The purposé of this provision js to give the ',
~competent authority af a Meomper State an opportunity tc obtain data and commenta
. from the authorities f i nglac of the Member- State. kaehy to be affected

~ just as it obtains such hp?ﬁ?OnS and data in- consuLtat1ons w:thin its own:

.»'country.,At the same time, it is not meant to give a Member State “the rvght

of veto on administrative decision to be taken by -another. In fact, the =
 f1competent author1ty would obviously retain its d1scret1onary pawers in A

iy dec1d1ng upon the author1sat1on of the prOJect. Sl , SefeDemlaae




.‘"\atwnn of the public. To this end it requires that the responsible author=

. It is left to the Member States to determine the type of consultation, the

“ 1sfrom the pubt1c.

Art1cte 8 deaLs wath consuttatvon of the pubt1c concerned The artncte v
vcovers the various steps, which seem 1nd1spensabte to an effect1ve consult="

ity fully inform the public by publishing the fact that an appl1catian for;afﬁ
. a pianning permission has been made and by making public the app[icat1on £
. .as well as the information supplied by the deve&oper. But, in addition, it
"requvres that the responsibte author1ty shall organize the. ‘consultation of.
the public, that is to say play an active part 1r1ascerta1n1ng pubL1c op1n10n.
f‘ﬂepending on the size’ and 1mportance of the project, a consultation may be
~direct =-as it generaLLy is - or be carried. out indirectly ‘through etected
" bodies (for exampte, in the case of projects surpassing Local interests).

appropriate means of. 1nformat1on and the length of t1me aLLoued for reptves _'f;s;

i

”f?j'Artwcte 10 <

 siderations of adifferent hature (ecomomic, social, technical). The competent

,"Ws’Annex 1 (See Art1cte 4 1)

~ set out in Articles 6 to 11, whatever their size or site. These classes

: ot Tcutar, poltut1on and nuvsance) andku' thewr scaLe. e

”°;§Assessment is regarded as mandatcry for any new pro;ect faLL1ng w1th1n the~‘(5mﬁ”k

f?f}fshoutd be- sub;ect to a full assessment within the meaning of Artictes 6 to
1. To this end they will have to determane the cr1ter1a fcr fixing the '
. technical thresholds’ (s1ze, production, emissions, etc.) or f1nanc1al

In the L1ght of the 1n1t1at informatvon rece1ved from the devetcper and of

- the information and comments received dur1ng the consuttatwan the cnmpetent

f1~author1ty is expected to make its own assessment of the 1mportance of the
-~ Likely’ environmental effects of ‘the proposed project. This ‘assessment. w1£l Lon
~form the basis for the decision on the’ ptann1ng appl1catwon, along wwth other COﬂ

,,f,author1ty is requwred to make public the elements of the assessment, but no by
°1further pubtwc consultat1an s envwsaged.*«'hfm

,

This Annex L1sts the cLasses of proJects subject to a futL assessment, as

 5[~were determined on the basis of their technical Spec1f1catwons (1n part-‘

classes set out in this Annex, while: mod1f7cat1ons of new or ex1st1ng pro;ects
uiishouhibesub3ect to assessment’ onty 1n cases determ1ned by the compétent
s;authorit1es (Art1cLe b 2) £ e 5 ; :

;xj'Annex 2 (See Artwcle 4 2)

'”Th1s Annex t1sts those ctasses of pro:ectsregarded as capabte of hav1ng
significant environmental effects ‘only under certain cond1t1ons der1v1ng
from their own characterwst1cs lwhen they are larger ‘than a gvven size or e
,,cause a given amount of. poliution. The competent authorities in. the Member \%f A
‘States will, thprefcre, have to consider which of these devetopment pro;ects : .

’4;thresholds (construction costs, etc.) beyond which a project becomes. sub;ect
to an assessment and finally, on the bas1s of those cr1teria and threshotds,-
lactualty select the projects.]sff,,a , : : \
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Annex 3

o «]Thws Aﬂnex deals with the deta1Ls of the 1nf0rmat1on which the devetcper
17 must submit.to the responswae author1ty along with his application for ‘
's~‘author1zat10n or approval of a project. The most important features. are - - °
%Wthose describing ‘the environment likely to be affected .those assessing
- the most s1gn1f10ant effects of the prOposed project and those expLa1n1ng
~ . the reasons for. choos1ng that project among ather atternat1ves wh1ch
",f_mught reasonab{y have been c0ns1dered, S '

A

i Partwcutar 1mportance is: attached to th1s tast p1ece Of 1nformati®n, for L
it should enable the competent authority and the other administrative

“authorities and the public which have been consulted,. to make a chojce .

répresenting the best compromise between environmental ‘considerations ‘and

. the other economic and social interests at stake. In this regard,a comptete
’g'fdescrwpt1on of the various atternat1ves - desirable as this might be -

-~ does not seem to be a reasonabte requ1s1te, as it wouLd swell the informi = . =

",atwon cons1derabty, However, the developer is. requwred to state the’ reasons o

. for his ‘choice among the avatLabLe aLternat1ves wh1ch 1mpL1es a br1ef Sty

(;summary of these,‘ : : ;

- ,F1natly at 15 to be noted that among the poss1bte effectS«on the env1ron~f-
‘ment, wnformataon must be ngen where appropr1ate on the risk of acc1dent that
a given project may present.  Such a pPOJect would also be EN B

L subJect to the provisions env1saged by the proposaL for: a D1fect1ve

g;on "the major accident hazard of certain 1ndustr1al act1V1t1es" presentty

~_under discussion in the Council (JO € 212 of 14.8.79). ‘The two. groups of

’**prov1s1ons are - compat1ble w1th each other.,ﬁ. ‘ S :

v CONSULTATION OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND. THE ECONOMIC AND. socmu- S

'S1nce th1s proposaL for a D1rect1ve is based on Artwcte 100 of the f}j“~3/f:
~Treaty establishing the European Economic Commun1ty, the ‘European = -
\Part1ament and the Economic- and Sac1at Comm1ttee must be: consutted.; a»~ :

S




Proposat for a Councxl D1rect1ve concernang the assessment of the env1ro :
mental effects of certa1n pubt1c and pravate pro;ects. ) '

THs 6ooNciLfoF'TQE'EURorEAN’go@MQNifiES:,

“Hav1ng regard to the Treaty estabtwshwng the European Economac Communat
and in: part1cular to Art1cte 100 thereof, : :

ﬁéVithregard to the proposal from the Comm1ss1on,
Haﬁ{n§"regard to the opwnwon of the European Part1ament, fﬁ{toFV

}jHaVihg regard to the op1n1on of the Economwc and Socwat Commattee,gl

r'whereas the 19?3 and 1977 Actwon Programmes of the European Commun1t1es’on
the Env1ronment (1) provwde thaf "the ‘best envwronmental pot1cy

preventing the creatwon of poLlut1on or nuwsances at source rather than:‘_
i»subsequently try}ng to counteract the1r effects"' whereas they aff1rm that
o effects on the env1ronment should be taken 1nto account at the eart1est

7fpgss1bte stage in all, the techn1caL pLann1ng and decws1on-mak1ng protesses"
;}ﬂand that; 1t 1s therefore necessary to evatuate the effects on the quat1ty
o of lwfe and on the natural envwronment of any measure that 15 adopted or
‘fcontemplated at natvongt or cOmmun1ty levet"' . _4':3{57“’f_ﬁ_ﬁ3'""

;rwhereas the 1977 Att1on Programme acknowledges (2) that "the apptwcatwon

Chapter 1"

ra

-&}<2> Off1c1al Journal c 139 of 13 June 1977, T1tte 19,




Whereas to thws end,k’ and 1n aecordanee wvth the Action Programme,

fji generat prwnC1pLes for the assessment of environmentaL effects should be

‘9i31ntroduced, wwth a v1ew to 1mprov1ng good management of plann1ng procedure

:ngovernvng pr1vate and publ1c act1V1t1es L1kety to have s1gn1f1cant effects

Ji:on the env1ronment' in partwcutar, ptannvng and dec1s1on—mak1ng w1th
i respect to 1nd1v1duat pro;ects, land use ptans, reg1onat development pro-'x“fhw
'5,grammes, econom1c prcgrammes 1ncLud1ng those 1n part1cular sectors,' o

. e s

&flwhereas, however, it is appropr1ate to 1ntroduce prwnc1ples of assessment

”‘step by step 1n order to avo1d an excess1ve burden on adm1n15trat1ons,f;qﬁj:IN;SJ?
?"whereas prior1ty has to be g1ven, as a f1rst step, to the 1ntroduct1on of
:‘vassessment pr1nciptes 1n pLann1ng and dee1swon~mak1ng procedures for atlow1ng
l*fDPOJeCtS:,1n view of the urgency of prevent1ng the most s1gn1f1cant negat1ve 5

_teeffects, and because the avamlabat1ty 1n att Member States of procedures for the
“7”controt of pro]ects perm1ts the introductuon ef assessment pr1n019195 ﬂf”
bf,iwwthout requ1r1ng the creat1on of new precedures,

!M;Whereas to thws effect plannwng permess1on for pro;ects wh1ch are t1kety

7to have s1gn1f1cant effects on the env1renment should be granted only

Leffectsofthe env1saged pro;ect, as we{L as on the reasonab[e étternat1ve

;’;Ewhereas, moreover, over:. the Last few years Member States have . ,
k'}adopted a conswderable body of: Laws and regulat1ons 1n the genera( f1eld
 1'.of envwronmenta{ protect1on and a number of them spec1f1calty in. the'“
\Tl‘f1eLd of the assessment of envwronmental effects,,,e jij;,»,iiijﬁ")

r,siMember States wvth regard to the assessment of\environmenta& effeets




Lr;create unfavcurable compet1t1ve cond1t1ons and thereby d1rectty affect the
rlfunct1onwng of the common market and whereas, therefore,)1t s necessary
lsfto undertake the approxwmatwon of natxonat taws in th1s f1eld pursuant
:\to Artwcte 190 of the Treaty, i

VZVWhereas, therefore, the general pr1nc1ples of assessment shouid be harmo 1z*

,:\ed, as regards in partwcular the main obl1gat1ons of the devetopers, the"
"'*prOJects which shoutd be subm1tted to the essessment;‘the confent of the

-*assessment and the envwrnnmentaL features whvch ought to be taken 1nto

;gf;jcons1derat1on 1n an. assessment,

’Whereas such assessment 15 a comprehen31ve process and requwres that the

,whete range of, retevantsectorqat envwronmentat effects be taken into accounb

i ‘:jfand wherees, to thws end, it 1s necessary that all statutory bod1es wh1ch

V>e‘fffcarry asectorwat or an’ overa[L responsvb1t1ty for env1ronmental matters
"*fEare properly consutted dur1ng the assessment process,_’" : o

: whereas the pubt1c at Large has a bas1c 1nterest in the correct assessment 5?

of the t1kety environmental effects,whereas it cwwsupplyessentlat1nformat1on

‘;fltotheconpetentauthor1t1es,andwhereas1tcantherefore,thecompetentauthor1t1eef
'shoutdseethatthepubtwc1591ventheepportun1tyto make1ts v1eusknownso e

that due account is taken of them in’ the assessment process,~ 5’

'Tﬂ Whereas 1t appears necessaryy where 1mportanttrans~frent1er effects of a  }~.,,
PPOJGCt mvght arise, to extend consu{tatwons to: competent author1t1ee}733%7

.of other Member States, thus assur1ng equaL1ty of treatment ‘of pr0366t51j"“
skocated in front1er Pegwons w1th those 1n other reg1ons,J_"fes,f

" HAS ADOPTED THIS DIRECTIVE =




‘“'U:1. - Th1s Dwrectxve shaLL appty to the assessment of the envaronmentat

: f;.(a) ‘to construct buwtdwngs, 1nstaLLat10ns or facwt1t1es§

'TAEtiiiév1_flf51wf57 f 

 §effects of those pubtzc and prwvate pro;ects wh1ch are lwkely to have iV" ‘
<swgn1f1cant effects on the env1ronment.’ B T e e
Re - Fof;thepufpdSesof'thi§ DirepfiVé’:v%; 

”‘devetcpment pro;ect means a3 proposat

" (b) to extract mwnerals,

‘;,;Cs) to make suhstantﬂat changes 1n the tandscape,

m0d1f1°at1°n ”’OJQCt means a proposat e . .
p‘(a) to cohstruct ah extens%an or medwfwcat1on of buwidwngs, 1nstattatwcﬁs
- or facit1g1es, - 7 ,

(b} to make a subvtaﬂtiai change in the use of buvid1ﬂgs, 1ﬁstaliatxons OP

fac1{1t1es,f

‘"(c) to extend or modwfy mwﬁerat workxng“°j"f; e ﬂi:1~ e
' “'grajectnmeansgeither.é dégetopmént'prbjegt'qf‘a mpdificatiah bfojeci; :

 ccmpetent authoraty meaﬁs the authar.ty or the author1t1es respons1bte 1n

',each Member state for- execuf«ng the tasks set aut in the preaent Darectuve  f"

oin rGSpect of a q1ven pro, ct,

,devetoper means the appt1caﬂt fcr ptannxng permvsswon for a pr1vate pro~’f

'°1ect or the publac authorwty wh1ch proposes a. aro;ect,-ﬁ

:,«}"",,

"pLannwng permwss1on means the dec1s1on of the competent autherwty to perm$t ? ';~‘:
“a pro;ect 1n the” pr1vate sector or the correspondwng deC1swon to proceed :
f1n the case of a pro;ect 1n the pubt1c sector,f ' '

lArticlerz

Member States shatL adopt aLL necessary measures to ensure that, before a"Y}; ﬁi
',plannwng permission is 91V9”' pro;ects £1kely to have a s1gn1f1cant effectifJ"‘;
_on. the environment by vwrtue of thewr nature, srze andior {o€at1on -are ‘\ i
,:made subject to an appropr1ate assessment of these effects, in. accardanCe ffz;”if_

r_.‘w1th the foltow1ng Art1ctes.ﬂ‘;tf' ‘ ‘ L N ) e




if* water, a1r, so1l clvmate;ftora, fauna and thewr 1nterretat1onsh1ps.
= the bu1lt-up env1ronment 1ncludwng the archvtecturat her1tage, and the
tandscape. \  g ; L Sk . . - : N

ﬂ2.z~ The effects on these resources shatL be assessed by reference to
fthe need to protect and 1mprove human heatth and l1v1ng cond1t1ons as:
\iuelt as to preserve the Long term productwve capac1t1es of the resources.

 3 Art§cte 6 oo

:11 Development pro;ects of the classes l1sted in Annex 1 shall be made‘
‘ifsubject to an assessment o accordance wwth Artmcles 6 to 11a.gjf -

‘1‘For the: purpose of excludﬁng exceptaonal cases wh1ch are unt1kely to

i have any swgnwfwcant effect on the env1ronment, the competent author1ty
may, w1th the agreement of the Commwss1on, exempt a part1cutar pro;ect

'»nbelow a spec1f1ed threshotd from the assessment mentwoned above and,

7‘ where apprOpr1ate, make 1t subgect to a swmpl1f1ed form of assessment..es Sy

1112..k Projects of the cLasses L1sted in knnex 2 and mod1f1cat10n pro;ects
'”1;of the classes Listed in Annex 1 shaLL ke made sub;ect to an . assessment in :
\:f:v]accordance with Art1cles 6 to 11, whenever the1r character1st1cs so requireefﬁﬁ?

'~‘The competent author1ty shaLL estabtish the crater1a and thresholds necess~ ;f[_
‘»uary to determine which of those pro;ects are to. be made sub;ect to an .

7rasse$swent in accordance w1th Articles 6 to 11 or, where appropriate’ to
mfa simptif1ed form of assessment. i o ,

5f3 The competent author1ty shaLL exam1ne wbvch pro;ects other than those
;vmentmoned ‘above. are tmkely to have 2 s1gn1f1cent effect on the env1ronment,
/\ika;hav1ng regard in. particutar to the env1ronmental sens1tav1ty of the site of
'~}{ffthe pro;ects w%th a v1ew to determ1n1ng whzch projects shoutd be made sub;ec
‘{gto an assessment in accordance with Articles 6 to 11'er‘7where appropriate,
=fjto a s1mpt1fied form of assessemnt.; e '




‘%MemberStates shall 1nform the Comm1551on of the cr1ter1a and thresholds
!adopted for the seLectaon of pro;ects referred to 1n Art1cte 4(2) end(3)

V‘VThe Commission shall regutarty rev1ew thh Member States these cr1ter1a and
thresholds, with a v1ew to ensurwng‘eonswstency in the apptwcat1on of the

*f D1rect1ve. ’ / :
e | ’ i Ant'i‘c,tefe Sl
1. A_ The Member States shaLL adopt the necessary measures to ensure that

che develeper prepares, wwth the ass1stance of the competent author1ty ~ 15‘9
when necessary, and supplves w1th h1s appt1cat1on for ptann1ng perm1ss1on s
‘s,the foLLoang 1nformatwon in an approprwate form'~ i ' ‘

'f?« a descr1pt1on of the proposed pro;ect and, where appt1cabte, of the
' jreasonable aLternat1ves for the s1te and des1gn of the pro;ect,

f i*' a descr1pt1on of the. env1ronment l1keLy to be s1gn1f1cantty affected

‘by the propoSed pro}ect, 1nctud1ng where appL3cab[e, the env1ronment 1n

"x«other Member States, w0 S "whvv

,._'en assessment of the l1kely swgn1f1cant effects on the enV1ronment,, e“”:
‘f1nclud1ng, where appt1cabte, effects on the‘env1ronment 1n other Member

vStates, o S
-

5

- ‘a descr1pt1on of the measures env1saged to el1m1nate, reduce or

;compensate adverse effects on the env1ronment,
: i

o

' - o descrwpt1on of the retat1onsh1p between the proposed pro;ect and
‘yestt1ng envwronmental and Land~use pLans and standards for the area
L1kety to be affected‘ - o ' E

= in the case of s1gn1f1cant effects/on the' env1ronment, an exptanatxon ';ffn

: of the reasons for- the cho1ce of the 'site and des1gn of the proposed
»prOJect, compared w1th reasonable aLternat1ve sotut1ons whxch mvght
Lhave less adverse effects, 1f any, on. the env1ronment,m ;:f~“,?_"rﬁ“sVif}g~

-2 non techn1cal summary of the 1tems above. s

L

‘l ,[;’;nkf‘kv ,



Lﬁe2:5t‘ The 1nfermat1on to be suppL1ed 1n accordance w1th paragraph 1 shaLt atso
%itcontawn the data referred tQ in Annex 3 to the extent that they are reLevantig
S to the: stage of the ptannwng procedure and to. ‘the. spec1f1c character1st1cs‘ .
Je'of the pro;ect and of the environment Likely to ‘be affected, and to the

H'rextent that the devetoper can: reasonabty be’ expected to be able to 0bta1n
f, them, tak1ng 1nto account ex1st1ng knowledge and assessment methods.’t__t

3.. At the appropr1ate stages of the ptanning procedure, the competent
'faauthoruty shall requwre completion of, or ass1st 1n completang when
k“?u'approprwate, the 1nformat1on te be suppt1ed by the developer." P

. u’Articlef?:

f tf;ﬂ;‘t' The competent authorwty shalt send for epln1on the applwcatvon for L
"f;a ptann1ng perm1ss1on as wetl as the 1nformat1on gathered pursuant to -

”f,_Art1cle 6 to all relevant adm1nwstrat1ve authorwtwes and other statutory
'author1t1es or bodtes wwth spec1f1c responsxb1t1tyfor envwronmental matters.5f
e The competent author1ty shatl determ1ne the author1t1es and bodaes to be

':consulted and shatl f1x, where necessary;a suwtable tame mewt w1th1n whwch ;f
‘”fcomments sha[t be delwvered ‘ ' ‘

: ‘t2.,xf the pro;ect is kaely to prcduce a s1gn1f1cant effect on the env1ron~ f;
*.ment in another Member State, the competent authortty shatt atso ensure thatff

Jthe 1nformat1on gathered pursuant to Art1cle 6 1s sent for comment to the
"competent authcrwty in that Member State and f1x a suttabte t1me L1m1t - |
'7vw1th1n wh1ch comments shoutd be returned. A

L .

#rtﬁeté{8
f The competent author1ty shatl publ1sh the fact that the appl1cat1on for*fi;f}w
G ptanning permwssion has been made, shatl make pubttcty avattabte the apptxc-jf
R ’~atwonefor . plannwng perm1331on, as well as the 1nformat1on gathered |

'pursuant to Art1cle 6, ‘and. vhatt arrange appropr:ate consuttattcn w1th the




77{P,the views of the pubtwc.; :

; _5 _ ,’ ~ . }‘-27,

; mpub£1c concerned. In the L1ght of the 1mportence of the L1keLy envwron-st'°” B
,f' mental effects and of the number of persons Likely to be affected theigrv
leffcompetent author1ty shaLL dec1de the best means for 91V1ng the 1nform—fi'
'”mat1on to’ thepubt1cw1th1n a su1table tlme L1m1t and for ascertawnung :

*.Aéfiaté,9 S e

S The prov1s1ons of Art1cles 7 and 8 do not affect the obL1gat1on of theﬂ'

conpetent author1ty to respect the t1m1tatwons 1mposed by nat1onaL laws, v

'.;-regutat1ons, adm1n1strat1ve prov1swons and accepted practwces w1th

i reSpect to mdustmet and commercwat secrecy, as. weLL as to the pubHC mterest,

«
[‘ (e
BN

 Article 100

“:1-> The competent authorwty AN dts dec1s1on on an} appL1cat1on for plann1n

‘s\permwss1on shatl take 1nto conswderat1on the 1nformat10n gathered pursuant f
‘ito Articles 6, Z and 8, and shaLL,,to that end, make an assessment of

'[fthe kaety s1gn1f1cant effects of the proposed prOJecte

2';} The competent authoraty, except when the pLann1ng perm1ssaen 1‘
o“refused on grounds other than env1ronmentat, shall’ make publ1cly ava‘ al
\eather in a separate document or as part of the decwsvon on appt1cat1on fer

L fptann1ng permwss1on, the foltou1ng.

its assessment of the kaely s%gn1f1cant effects on the env1ronment of
the proposed pro;ect, L ' : e ‘

-a synthesls of ‘the mawn comments and opwnmons recewVed pursuant to

Art1cLes? and 8 : ',n u i oL ‘

the reasonSffor grant1ng or. mefuswng the ptannwng perm1ss1on, ’:

i;

the cond1t1ons, 1f any, to be attached to the plenn1ng perm1ssiona



ERRE T

:,The competent authorvty shatl check per1od1cally uhether the cond1twons'7f \
 attachedxunder Art1cte 10 to a pLann1ng permwss1on are bewng compl1ed uwtb,f
'thether they are stwLL adequate, whether other _Y']_,‘3ﬁ provwswons to :
protect the envvronment are bewng obeyed and whether 1t needs to take \;_;

further measures to protect the envwronment from the effects of the;:ro:ect,

e Art%eteeazlj}

aiﬁ-f‘ The Member States and the Comm1ss1on shaLL exchange 3nformat1on on
exper1ence in the fweLd of assessment of env1r0nmentat effects, in partn

"1cutar .on the funct1on1ng of the procedures la1d down‘nn this Dwrect1ve
and on the improvement of assessment methods. H"

";2.** F1ve years after the adoptwon of the present D1rect1ve, the gk[{
Comm1ss1on shatl send to the COuncwt, andrto the European Parl1ament a
report on the - operatwon “and. effect1veness qf the Dwrect1ve, based on

th1s exchange of 1nformat1on.

D T LT PSR

 "1;;/ The ﬂember States shatl take the measures necessary te comply u1th
‘ thws D1rect1ve w1thwn two years of 1ts not1f1cat1on.vr et ; /

L TR

,'2 The Member States shall communwcate to the Comm1ss10n the texts of/

S

o 0 Articled o

'3~}eTh§s,nirebtiVesﬁs7eddfesseditd;fﬁeiﬁembeE&Stetes;af'




 ANNEXE 1

“bevelophent prdjec{sf(1i‘réfékréd"fo,ih Ahtiélé 4.1

1. Extréctive‘industfy  f :‘; ' R o

f{Ektracfﬁohjand br1quett1ng of solid fueLs (11)

QExtraction of b1tum1nous shaLe (133) - 4’“‘f o -:-~ o  ‘ .

Extra¢t{on of ores conta1n1ng f1ss1onable and fert1le matehia['(i51)‘

,AExtfacfﬁon and_pggparatwon,pf metaLwaerous ores €21

g'Energy 1ndustry

; oke ovens: (12)

Petroleum ref1nwng (140. 1)

Productwon and process1ng of f1ss1onab£e and fert1te mater1als (152)

”Generat1on of eLectr1c1ty from nucLear energy (161.3)

”D1sposat fac1L1t1es for rad1oact1ve waste.

~Coal gaswficatwon- plants\

Produciion'and'pretimiharY'p}océssihg'of metéts‘(ZZ)

7Iron and stee[ 1ndustry, exctud1ng 1ntegrated coke ovens (221)

Cold rottwﬁg of steel (223)

’,‘aLLoys (224)

4.

L},Mahufaéturgyof cement (242.1)

Productwon and pr1mary processwng of non-ferroqs metats and ferro-»:

Manufacture‘of non-metaLLic.mﬁheré{‘prodﬁcfs‘(éé)

“Manufacture offasbestos—cement products (243 1)

‘[Mahufaeturé‘of blue asbestos. 5

i\Chem1cat 1ndustry (25)

Petrochem1caL complexes - for the product1on of otef1ns, O@ef1ne der1vat1ves,:
_buLk monomers and poLymers :

Chem1ca[ compiexes for the production of organwc baswc 1ntermed1atesi' S

1Comptexes for the product1on of bas1c 1norgan1c chemwcalsa

1

Deve&opwen* progects ‘are cLacs1f1ed, as far as posswbte, 1n the CLQSS&S,V

groups and sub-groups of the 'General Industrial Classification of Ecohomic

=

Activities" within the European Cemmun1ty adopted by the Statistical Office
ﬁof the Eurgpean Communwtwes, 19706, Reference numbers of the cLassnf1catwon ,

are - 1nd1catec, where applwcabte. I ,
' : ‘ of o



’fdeundfﬁesp(3115'

‘JMetat'manUfééfuééf(3)

S

 <Forg1ng 312, 1)

‘graed industry‘<41242):‘

Treatment and coatwng of metats (313 5)

l'Manufacture of aerop{ane and helzcopter eng1nes (364 1) /g,~”"v

istaughter-houses (412 1)

4_'Manufacture and refwnwng of sugar (420 1 &20 ?)

8.

 Manufacture of starch and staruh products (ﬁ18}

PPOCESSTDQ af rubber (48)  ;;\"1;71 f :.]“ ;f“'  5_1j2ff€',$t“{J"

,Fantorwes for the prlmary product?on cf ”Ubbep<”
u Manufacture of rubber tyres (481 1) ‘ :

-‘Bu1tdwng and c1v1l eng1neer1ng (50}

,'Constructson of motorways-*

'Intercwty ra}iways, 1nc{ud1ng h1gh speed tracks g;"“f¥

f&Awrports

'1C0mmere?at harbours

: “C0nstrurt1on af waterways for Tntand navwgatwon”,

":gPermanent mwtor and matcrcycte racwng tracks :

TInstahtatron of surface p1pel1nes for Long dastance transport;f71‘




' 1{;ProjeCfse(1}frefef?ed}to.ﬁbfﬁnﬁiéke:4i?77j;ez7*7"‘” .
1. gf1cutture 1,u A

Pro;ects of tand reform ‘  N R i
Pro;ects for cuttwvatwng naturat areas and abqndoned Land ;LV*
Water management prO}ects for agricutture (drawnage, 1rrvgat1on)

Intens1ve vaestock rear1ng unTts 5 : ; e
Major changes 1n management pLans for 1mportant forest areas .:j“

-l¥ 2, ExtractiVe 1ndustry

\ *E§tract4on of petroleum (131)

~ Extraction andpurwfywngof natura{ gas c132>
~ Other deep drillings

Extrédtion of mwnerats other than metaLL1ferous and energy~produc1ng
mwnerals (23) S .

s 3, Energy 1ndustny

Research ptants for the product1on and processvng of fiss10nabte and
fertvte mater1al g S . . W S S

Productxon and d1str1but1on of etectr1c1ty, gas, steam and hot water
(except the product1on of electrwcwty from nuctear energy) (16)

Storage of naturaL gas.‘

’ ;4w i"oductwon “and prel1m1nary processwng of metals i

s ; Manufacture of steeL tubes (222) L
. Drawing and cold folding of steel (223)

s Méhu?acfure;df7gtassﬂfibresjg247,s>,gtass‘gbet_ghd'sitéﬁate,wéqta;_’

" “6. Chem%cal 1ndustry

Productwon andtreatmewtof 1ntermed1ate products and fwne chemwcats,,v7ﬁ

?roductwon of pest1c1des and:pharmaceutwcat products, pavnt and
varn1shes, etastomers and parox1des, ,.'», FRE e,

storage facat1t1es for petroteum, petrochem1cat and chem1cat produCts,f"o

0 The pro;ects are class1fwed, as far as posswbte, in the ctasses, grouogfryj
- and sub"groups of the "GeneraL Industrial Classification of Economic = =
, Actwvvtwes“ within the European Communwty adopted by the Statwstxca{ :
- “0ffice of the European Commun1t1es, 1970. Reference numbers of the e
o ctass1f1catwon are 1nd1cated where apptwcabie. T e R

4



f'Fish~meaL and fwsh-o1L factor1es it
.

'."WOol washwng and decrecs1nq factorwes

"Instattat1ons for the d1sposa£ of 1ndustr1at and domestzc wastef  5

= 11.:

7.’MetaL manufacture (3)

x 'Secondary transformat1on treatment and coat1ng of metats (313)
"Bo1lermak1ng, manufacture of reservo1rs, tanks and other sheet-metal

e iMahufacture and assembty of motor veh1cles (1ncLud1ng road tractors)
‘}kand manufacture . of. motor vehwc{e enganes C3S1) Nl w

'f;Manufacture of other means of transport (36)

j;food 1ndustry (41142)

\

containers (315)

Sy

“a fManufacture of vegatable and an1mat owls and fats (411);”*
‘CProcess1ng and conserv1ng of’ meat (412 2) ‘
, xManufacture of da1ry products
'“Brew1ng and maltung 427)

‘Textwte, leather‘ wood, paper 1ndustry

:*fTannvng and dress1ng factorwes (441.1)
"7 Manufacture of veneer and pLywood (462 1) , g
   "Manufacture of f1bre board and of partwcle board (462 2)} ;
‘:J:Manufacture of pulp, paper and board (4?1) : L
“{hTCetluLose m1lls %

:Bu1ld1ng and c1v1l engxneer1ng (30)

i Pa MaJcr pro;ects for 1ndustr1al estates
”“€£ ;MaJor urban prOJects ’

k? , Major tourist 1nstatlat1ons . e e
'vicOnstruct1on of roads, harbours, a1rf1eLds C e
- River draining and flood relief works Gl
kﬁﬂHydroeLectr1c and 1rr1gat1on dams S

 ”Impound1ng reservo1rs

Storage of scrap 1ron j“i

.Modificétionsut0~deve£cbment‘broject included in Annex I



* ANNEX 3

~ Conteépt of the inféormation required under Article 6 -

N

1. The descr1pt10n of the proposed pro;ect and, where appt1cable, of the
- reasonable alternatives’ for the: s1te and deS}gn of the pro;ect, 1ncLud1ng
iy 1n partreular : 3 . ; S

the descr1ptwon of the physvcat characterwst1cs of‘the main and the ‘
:;assocwated proposed pro;ects and the Land-use requ1rements durxng the
‘}constructwon and operat1onat phases,

i% The desnr1pb1on of the main characterwstwcs of the product1on processes
‘and the processwng materaats expected to be used (tYpe and quantwty)
'1nclud1ng water. and energy, : W

j,*fthe forecast, by type and quantvty, of the expected res1dual quu1d, _
>;sol1d and gaseous poLtutants,yrad1at1on, nowse, vubrat1on and odours, B

'(vresultwng from the operat1on of the proposed pro;ect,..
‘ a-'“'i:he envwsaged contrwbutxon to emptoyment, temporary and permanent, fl»f‘

- the outtune of the ma1n atternatwves as to the s1te or the dﬂswgn of
the prOposed prolect, wh1ch can- reasonabty be enV1sagedn TR i‘\«»V*ioﬂ

H 4

2. The descrvpt1on of the envwronment t1kety to be s1gn1f1cantLy affected
by the proposed project, 1ncLud1ng, in part:cutar, water, air, soil,
climate, flora and. fauna, the buwlt*up environment and the landscapep -
] tak»ng into account the esttwng use of these resourcesu : 2

‘\»3§ The assessment of - the L1keiy s1gn1f1cant effects of the proposed project
~ - on the environment (direct and indirect, cumulative, short= medium= and
T _Long—term, permanent and temporary, posvtive and negatzve) resuttxng from*'

= the, physxcal presence of the ma1n and assot1ated pro;ects,»,; S
= the use of the re50urces of the env1ronment, ' "f
~= the em1sswon of poLlut1ons, nuisances and waste, as wetl ‘as the
secondary effects anked\to thear et1m1nat1on . :
4“the r%sk of aCC1dents.,

SR

bo A descr1pt10n of the measures env1saged to" eL1m1nate, reduce or compens~r
- ate adverse effects on the env1ronment, e e

~;,.!H
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% : ; 5 \
5« The descraptwen of the reLatwcnsh:w batween the prcpesed prcject and

© i existing environmental and 1and~use ﬂtans and standards for the areas
f~{fL3keLy to be affected o :‘__ S R o - T

LS

S b An. exgtanat1on of the reasons fer the ch01ce cf the s%te and des1gm of
,;V}jthe proposed. prm;@ct in preference to the other. reasanabte aLternatsve%r
~ having regard, in particular, to the technical and economic characters

. dstic ofthe main and associated project and to the charaater1st1cs of
",the enV1r0nmeﬂt iwkeLy to be affected. S I R s )

7. A ﬁgn#técﬁhﬁcag summary,of'abovemenfiéhed,heading§£Q ‘ 




	



