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Your Excellency,

A non-govemmental organisation (NGo) recertlynotified the cMS Secretariat that in Bulgaria major

requireirents have not blen taken into due consideration in the environmental impact assessment (EIA)

#a project to establish 25 winil turbines on the Butgarian Black Sea Coast. The projeci site is said io

1ie along the second largest migratory route for soaring birds in Europe - the via Pontica-

li is my understanding that the concem is noi th at an EIA has not been undertaken. Rathel, the concem

raised is that the EI.i has not adequately assessed the poteDtial impact ofthe proposed project on

miglatory birds and' thercfore, it has not compliedwithBulgaria'sletevaniintemational obligations, as

*Jl as siandards and guideiines related to environmental impact assessment, wind turbines and the

conservation of migraLry species. These are promulgated, for example, under ihe Convention on

Biological Divelsit(Ani.tit+;Cgo COp 1"". VV7)' theEspoo Convention (ArticleM'), the Bem

Conv':ntion (Article 4 ( 1)), as well as tbe Convention on Migatory Species (Article Itr (4) O); Resoluhon

7.2 and Resolution 7.5).

In Darticutar. the NGo contests the vatidil,v, obj ectivity and usefulness ofa study that has been lelied upon

in ihe assessmentprocess, specifically claiming that the 53 day study period was too short to accuntely

establish baseline iata for rnigratory birds that use the area_ The NGO claims that its o'rm on-going r, ortri

aemonrt ̂ t"" tt e signincant 
"importance 

olthe site foI migratory birds. It informed methat the rcsults of

the first month,s w"ork have bien recently provided to the Regional Inspectorate ofthe Minishy of

Enviroment.

A number of CMS Appendix I species frequent this area including Wlite pelicans fPelecaza''
onocrotalus).Dalm liaipellcans (Petecanus crtsPxsl, Imperial eagles f'4 quil& hekaca),Spotted eagles

(Aquita clatiga),White{;iled eagles (Aardeetus albicilla) and Lesset kesiels (Falco Naunattni) As

u il.lS Contiu"iing potry, Bulgaria lras an obligaiion "to prevent, remove' compensate fororminimize'

us oppiop.iute, tt,"_oao,"ise et'fe-cts ofactiuities or obstacles that sedously impede or prevent ihe migretion

ofthi ,p.ci".'i li.t"d on Appendix I (Article III (4) (b)) ln addition, CMS CiPT.ResohLlion T 2 urges

cMS panies,.to inchrde in_dlA...ascomplete e consideretion sspossible ofelTects involving impediments

ro migmtion in firftherance of[C]vlS] Adicle llI (4) (b)' oftransboundary effects on migrJtory species

, and"of impacts on migntory pattems or on migratory radges " (Para 2) Furthennore' CMS COPT

Resolution 7-5 calls upon CMS Parties to inter alia:
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(a) identily areas where migratory species are r.ulrerable to wind turbines and where wind hrrbines should

be evaluated to protect migratory speciesl

(b) apply and stlengthen...comprchensive stmtesic environmental impact assessment plocedures to

identily appropriate measures;

(c) to evaluate thepossible negativeecological impacts ofwind turbines on nalure, particularly migfttory

species, prior to deciding upon pemission for wind turbines;

(dl to assess the cumulative environmental impacts ofinstalled wind turbines onmigratoryspeciesi and

(e) to take fu]i account ollhe prccautionary principle in the development ofwind tuftine plants, and to
develop wind energy parks taking account ofenvironrnental impact data and monitoring information as
it emerges and taking iccount ofexchange ofinfor'nation provided tkough ihe spatial planni ng processes

Migratory ipecies are a shared natuml rcsouce oftheir respective Range States. National auihorities

ofisingle dange State are, iherefore, not tull)' ftee in their decisions on }ow intensively to ptotect or to

use lhem. A"coiding to thei! intemational commilnents arising from the rcleo.2nt intemational conventioirs

in the field of environment, nat8rc conseryation and legai processes, the measurcs undertaken on the

national level shoulalmeetthe intemationally set standard s and requirements. A1so, the authodties should

be in a position to j ustiry iniemally wirhin iheir siate, and also exteftally in r€lation to the bodies of the

relevant intemational organisations, the action they have undertaken or will undertake

According to cMs Article iII(6), the confbrence ofthe Padies may reeommend to the Parties thit are

Range Sta:tes ofthe migratory species listed in Appendix I that th€y iake further meassrcs considercd

aDD;Driate to benefit the species- Tie same applies to a multitude of migralory species which are
eniancered within the definltionofthe Convention. In order to enable the ConJerence ofthe Parties to

considir making a recommeodation to the Govemment ofBulgaria, it is within the competence and

rcsponsibility ofthe cMS secretariat to request from the authoniies relevant i4fo.mation which enables

the Conference ofthe Parties to considerthe case.

I would thereforc appreciate it very much, Yorir Excellency, ifyou could advise the staffofyou. Ministy

to examine the *hoie issue and provide the CMS Secretariat with the relevant and appropnate infomation

in due course,

Amulf Miiller-Helmbrecht
6 - - ^ , r i . , a  C ' . r a rqn ,

Mr Ivaylo Zafirov, CMS Focal Point (By Fxx: +359 2 980 9641)
Ms Teodora ]vanova, CMS Scientific Councillor (Fax: +359 2 686:f04)

accept, YouI Excellency, the assurance ofmy highest consideration


