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Favédelmi szabvanyok itthon és a
nagyvilagban
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RoOvid torténet
Favédelmi tervezés mar 1970 kérnyeken is tortén Magyarorszagon
Szabvdanyba 2019-ben lett el6sz6r 6sszefoglalva

Ezt 2023-ban dtirtdk (nem a fak javdra)

Ez inditott el, hogy diplomamunkaként foglalkozzak a Magyar és kilhoni favédelmi
szabvanyokkal

Célul tiztem ki, hogy egy javaslatot tegyek a hazai szabvany megreformaldsara
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A hazai szabvany megreformalasara

Jelenleg a FV. Szabvdny szdlka a kézmitervezék kérme alatt

Megfogalmazdsai és strukturdaja zavaros, néhol szakmailag pontatlan

Haszndlhatosdgdban komoly kérdések meriltek fel
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Mivel hasonlitottam Ossze?

Magyar Favédelmi szabvdny
MSZ 12042:2023

2023. oktober

MAGYAR SZABVANY MSZ 12042

Fak védelme épitési teriileteken

Az MSZ 12042:2019 helyett.

Protection of trees in construction sites

E nemzeti szabvanyt a Magyar Szabvanyugy: Testilet a nemzeti szabvanyositasrol sz516 1995. évi XXVIII. tar-

vény alapjan tette kbzzé. A szabvai elétt gydzé: ; meg arrol, hogy modositottak vagy helyesbi-
tették-o, nincs-e vi vagy { i tartalm j b ik-e ra.

A szabvany alkalmazasa e torvény 6. § (1) b ahp]an’ ké . Az dnké ég va i lehetosé
biztosit a szabvany alkalmaz.’ssa vagy mellézése A szabvany ko gyezé if; mi-
szaki dok ynek révén altala elismert Idas érhetd el.

Haa y alkal Asat doku ban hi onként vallalja, akkor a hivatkozas vonatkozasaban a
Ha a térvény 6. § (2) b ér miszaki d hivatkozik vagy ulal e bvanyra,
akkor @ szabvany asa esetén | kell hogy érvé T azoka j

zott alapvetd ko ények lyekre e szabvany v kozi Aszabvénytbl vaté ellérés eseten megkovetel-
hetd annak i hogy a Idas is megfelel a

A any vald megfeleldség akkor valésul meg, ha val as nélkll érvényesi az eldirasai. Ezt a

szabvanyra hivatkozva kell igazolni.

ICS 65.020.40 Hivatkozasi szam: MSZ 12042:2023
© MAGYAR SZABVANYUGYI TESTULET (31 oldal)
Ll vmn'l.mm.;gg.i ~ Vg el sy ‘; Arkategéria: R

a terjesziés,
A szabvany szerzl jogl vedelem alam 3, részeiben vagy
forgaimazni, mwymnwmmmwmmmwmp
tands, felcidsnek kell viseinio.

\POK 2026
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Mivel hasonlitottam Ossze?

Magyar Favédelmi szabvdny
MSZ 12042:2023

Brit favédelmi szabvdny
BS:5837

W
e I

BSI Standards Publication

Trees in relation to design,
demolition and construction
- Recommendations

NO COPYING WITHOUT BSI PERMISSION EXCEPT AS PERMITTED BY COPYRIGHT LAW

raising standards worldwide™ [ B I | |
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ANSI A300 (Part 5)-2012
Revision of ANSI A300 (Part 5)-2005

Mivel hasonlitottam 6ssze?

nal Standard -

Magyar Favédelmi szabvdny
MSZ 12042:2023

for Tree Care Operations —

Tree, Shrub, and Other Woody Plant
Management — Standard Practices
(Management of Trees and Shrubs During Site
Planning, Site Development, and Construction)

—~
TCIA.

VOICE OF TREE CARE
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Brit favédelmi szabvdny
BS:5837

1

During Site Planning, Site Development, and Construction, a Revision of ANSI A300 (Part 5)-2005

Amerikai szabvdny
ANSI 300 - part 6

erican

pumerican Nationy,
wed sb%

@

ANSI A300 (Part 5)-2012 Management of Trees and Shrubs

rai
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Mivel hasonlitottam Ossze?

Magyar Favédelmi szabvdny
MSZ 12042:2023

Brit favédelmi szabvany
BS:5837

Amerikai szabvdany
ANSI 300 - part 6

NOC

rai

nd Shrubs

Trees a;

TREE

INSI A300 (Part 5)-2012 Management of

PROTECTION

European Tree Protection Standard

European
Arboricultural
Standards
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Legfobb eltérések

Kilonbséget tesz ajdnlott (should) és kotelezd (shall) kozt

52.10 shall: As used in this standard denotes a
mandatory requirement.

52.11 should: As used in this standard denotes
an advisory recommendation.
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Legfobb eltérések

Hivatkozik mds szabvdnyokra, mint faultetési, fadpoldsi,

FEBRUARI SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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Legfobb eltérések

Nem ir el6 pontos végzettseget!

3.3 arboriculturist
person who has, through relevant education, training and experience, gained
expertise in the field of trees in relation to construction

3.4 competent person
person who has training and experience relevant to the matter being addressed
and an understanding of the requirements of the particular task being
approached

NOTE A competent person is expected to be able to advise on the best means by
which the recommendations of this British Standard may be implemented.

Tegnap hallhattuk - kell6 jogszabdlyi hattérrel rendelkezni ehhez!
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Legfobb eltérések

A STRUKTURA!

ANSI 300

Ha el

Development
Phase

2*Y\0A

Arborist

Responsibility

2\ 0A

2AN\0A

SNV O0AGKANN\

Development

Activity

Site Design Plan

Site
Development
Plan

Tree
Conservation
Plan

l

Planning
Tree Resource
Evaluation
Design
Tree Managemeant
Repaort
Pre - ]
Construction Tree Protection Plan,
implementation
: !
Construction Tree Protection Plan,
implemeantation and
monitoing
Landscape \l‘
Tree Protection Plan,
monitoing
Post Treatment
Construction Recommendations,

including remedial
and maintenance

Construction
Project

SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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Legfobb eltérések

A STRUKTURA!
ANSI 300

BS:5837

el

Devel
Phase

Planni

Desi

Pre

Constr

Landsi

Puo
Constru

Figure 1

The design and construction process and tree care

Constru

Planning and design
(based on architects” work stages)

BS 5837:2012 recommendations and references

Site operations
(subject to expart monitaring)

Topoegraphical survey and soil assessment (4.2 and 4.3)

A egetation clearance,
Feasibility * if required for survey
Tree survey (4.4)
g
£ 1
%_ | Tree categorization (4.5) I
gl i
= Design brief | ldentify tree constraints and RPAs (4.5, 4.6 and Clause 5) I
]
o c |dentify and review polential trees for
Lﬂl_l Conceptual 1 retention and removal (Clause 5)
design []
* Produce new planting and landscape proposals (5.6)
) ]
ngé?gpmanl‘ Produce tree protection plan (5.5)
e —
R PR I ——=—SCHEMEDESIGNAPPROVALS —__ _ ________________
Ttrom client and regulatory bodies)
_ —
c E Resolve trea protaction proposals (6.2) I
i=:] Technical
4 design®™ +
- Agree new utility apparatus |locations, routes
_3 * and arboricultural methodelogies (6.1 and Clausa 7)
£ || B roguct 1
g m:.gt'm Schedule trees for removal and pre-construction
= tree works (including access facilitation) (5.4 and 8.8)
2 1 ]
3 G
8 Tender Identify tree protection measures and
documentatian include them on all relevant documents (6.2)
I Physical barriers
" erected (6.2)
. Tender
R ] Site clearance and
o demolition (Clause T)
&
ol A tar
5=} ilizati Ccoess, slorage
ﬁ Mobilization | * == and working areas
5 } ‘ Site monitoring and intervention as required (6.3) I— installed (Clause 6)
=1k
k=] Construction ‘ Construction
g to practical (Clause T)
5 completion
=3
E * Inspection of trees and surrounding environment MNew planting
- L {including relationships o new structures) (B.8) (Clausa 8)
Paost-practical *
completion

Recommendation for post-completion
managemeant (8.8}

Remadial tree works
if required

* The design development stage D in particular is an iterative process, responding to and resolving constraints as

they emerge but, once completed, there needs to be a high level of certainty for proposed outcomes.

** See Commentary on Clause 6.

OK 2026
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Legfobb eltérések

A STRUKTURA!
ANSI 300

BS:5837
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Figure 1

The design and construction process and tree care

Constru

Planning and design
(based on architects” work stages)

BS 5837:2012 recommendations and references

Site operations
(subject to expart monitaring)

Topoegraphical survey and soil assessment (4.2 and 4.3)

A
Feasibility .

egetation clearance,
* if required for survey

J Tree survey (4.4)
5 —
= | Tree categorization (4.5) I
E
m B " ©
= Design brief | ldentify tree constraints and RPAs (4.5, 4.6 and Clause 5) I
: i
o c |dentify and review polential trees for
Lﬂl_l Conceptual 1 retention and removal (Clause 5)

design []

* Produce new planting and landscape proposals (5.6)
) ]
ngé?gpmanl‘ Produce tree protection plan (5.5)
e —
R PR I ——=—SCHEMEDESIGNAPPROVALS —__ _ ________________
Ttrom client and regulatory bodies)
_ p——

c E Resolve trea protaction proposals (6.2) I
i=:] Technical
4 design®™ +
- Agree new utility apparatus |locations, routes
_3 * and arboricultural methodelogies (6.1 and Clausa 7)
£ || B roguct 1
g m:.gt'm Schedule trees for removal and pre-construction
= tree works (including access facilitation) (5.4 and 8.8)
2 1 ]
3 G
8 Tender Identify tree protection measures and

documentatian include them on all relevant documents (6.2)

I Physical barriers

" erected (6.2)
. Tender i
R ] Site clearance and
o demolition (Clause T)
&
it J A tar
5=} ilizati Ccoess, slorage
ﬁ Mobilization | * == and working areas
5 } ‘ Site monitoring and intervention as required (6.3) I— installed (Clause 6)
@ || 3
k=] Construction Construction
g to practical (Clause T)
g completion
[= 8
E * Inspection of trees and surrounding environment MNew planting
- L {including relationships o new structures) (B.8) (Clausa 8)

Paost-practical *

completion

Recommendation for post-completion
managemeant (8.8}

Remadial tree works
if required

* The design development stage D in particular is an iterative process, responding to and resolving constraints as

they emerge but, once completed, there needs to be a high level of certainty for proposed outcomes.

** See Commentary on Clause 6.
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Figure 1  The design and construction process and tree care

LY . L 14 .’
L) k ﬁ e \ ﬁ r L k Planning and design BS 5837:2012 recommendations and references  Site operations . A \
(hased on architects” work stages) (subject to expert monitoring)
L e f 6 b b e '.t é r é se k Generalkivitelez6i tervezés (a favizsgald bevonasa
9 az épitési tevékenysegbe, a védendd fak azonositasa)

A STRUKTURA!
ANSI 300

BS:5837

MSZ:12042

Organizacios terv: érint fat Organizacios terv: nem érint fat
A melléklet
A favédelmi terv elkészitése — A favédelmi terv mintaja — favedelmi terv Nem sziikséges
(l4sd az A mellékletet) dokumentacidja favédelmi terv
v B melléklet ]
A favédelem kialakitéasa — A favédelmi terv megvalosulasi  ——» favédelmi terv megvalosulasi
dokumentaciémintaja (lasd a B mellékletet) dokumentacidja

A favédelmi terv megvalosulasanak eller‘?igrzése

12 hénap
C melléklet
Utélagos ellenérzd vizsgalat — A favédelem utdlagos ellenérzé6 — favédelem utdlagos ellendrzb vizsgalatanak
vizsgalatanak dokumentaciémintaja dokumentaciomintaja
(lasd a C mellékletet)
A favédelemmel nem megfeleléen ellatott fa Minden fa egeszseges
egészséqi allapota romlott vagy kiszaradt
,l, Mincs kivitelezéi potlasi
kbtelezettseg

Kivitelezdi potlasi kdtelezettség

2. abra: A favédelmi terv folyamatabraja

wn cvev

they emerﬁe but, once compléted, there needs to be a high level of certainty for proposed outcomes.

** See Commentary on Clause 6.
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Legfobb eltérések

Eltéré védelmizona meéretek és megkotések - jellemzéen nagyobbak

FEBRUARI SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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Legfobb eltérések

Fak felmérése és kategorizdlasa
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Table 1

Cascade chart for tree quality assessment

Category and definition Criteria (including subcategories where appropriate) Identification
on plan
Trees unsuitable for retention (see Note)
Category U «  Trees that have a serious, irremediable, structural defect, such that their early loss is expected due to collapse, See Table 2
Those in such a condition including those that will become unviable after removal of other category U trees (e.g. where, for whatever
that they cannot realistically reason, the loss of companion shelter cannot be mitigated by pruning)
be retained as living trees in «  Trees that are dead or are showing signs of significant, immediate, and irreversible overall decline
It:: dczr::efx:rc;for‘:h:rc:::.lnt * Trees infected with pathogens of significance to the health and/or safety of other trees nearby, or very low
10 years 9 quality trees suppressing adjacent trees of better quality
NOTE Category U trees can have existing or potential conservation value which it might be desirable to preserve;
see 4.5.7.
1 Mainly arboricultural qualities 2 Mainly landscape qualities 3 Mainly cultural values,
including conservation
Trees to be considered for retention
Category A Trees that are particularly good Trees, groups or woodlands of particular Trees, groups or woodlands See Table 2
Trees of high quality with an examples of their species, especially if visual importance as arboricultural and/or  of significant conservation,
estimated ?emtzlinin; life rare or unusual; or those that are landscape features historical, commemorative or
expectancy of at least essential components of groups or other value (e.g. veteran
40 years formal or semi-formal arboricultural trees or wood-pasture)
features (e.g. the dominant and/or
principal trees within an avenue)
Category B Trees that might be included in Trees present in numbers, usually growing  Trees with material See Table 2
. tegory A, but are downgraded as groups or woodlands, such that they conservation or other
Trees of moderate quali ca . ) b X . .
with an estimated gema::in because of impaired condition (e.g. attract a higher collective rating than they cultural value
life expectancy of at least 9 presence of significant though might as individuals; or trees occurring as
20 yea?s y remediable defects, including collectives but situated so as to make little
unsympathetic past management and visual contribution to the wider locality
storm damage), such that they are
unlikely to be suitable for retention for
beyond 40 years; or trees lacking the
special quality necessary to merit the
category A designation
Category C Unremarkable trees of very limited Trees present in groups or woodlands, but  Trees with no material See Table 2

Trees of low quality with an
estimated remaining life
expectancy of at least

10 years, or young trees with
a stem diameter below

150 mm

merit or such impaired condition that
they do not qualify in higher categories

without this conferring on them
significantly greater collective landscape
value; and/or trees offering low or only
temporary/transient landscape benefits

conservation or other
cultural value

QYVYANVYLS HSLLIHE
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Legfobb eltérések

Es még sok mds:
Utdnkovetés

Ertesitési és dokumentadldsi kdtelezettségek kdrok, eltérések esetén

Feladat és Felel6sségi korok

Ezeket a szabvanyokat forgatni rdcsoddlkozads: Jé, ezt igy is lehet? :0

() .
Ay.‘ FEBRUARI SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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Miként kéne udjragondolni a mi szabvanyunkat?

A magyar szabvany strukturaja némileg hasonlit a kiilfoldi
szabvdnyokeéra, azonban kifejezetten kivitelezési kozpontu.

ElGirasainak kore és maddja, elvrendszere mind-mind bdvitésre és
pontositdsra szorul.

Ez nem feltétleniil jelenti a miiszaki paraméterek megszabdasat, sét,
inkabb az eléirasok céljainak meghatdrozdasa volna fontos.
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Miként kéne udjragondolni a mi szabvanyunkat?

Keriljon meghatdarozdsra egy, a hazai gyakorlathoz és
engedélyezési eljarasokhoz illeszked6 felépités és struktura. Meg
kell fogalmazni, hogy milyen tervi szinten a fadllomdny milyen
szintl ismerete sziikséges.

A jol elkiilonithetd feladatok esetében minden esetben keriiljon
meghatdrozasra, hogy mi az adott feladat célja, ki(k) késziti(k).

(] <
&y.‘ FEBRUARI SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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Miként kéne udjragondolni a mi szabvanyunkat?

ré

Epitési teriilet
Organizdcios teriilet / terv

Favédelmet tervezo
személy/személyek kore, azokkal
szemben tadmasztott elvardsok,
feladataik és feleloségiik kore

Kotelezo tartalmi elemek kore
Javasolt tartalmi elemek kore

Gyokérmanagement eszk6zok,
technoldgidk (akar altalanossagban,
akar valamilyen rendszer szerinti
kategorizaldsban

&y‘:

Favizsgalat

Kezelési javaslat
Hatdasvizsgalat
Favédelmi intézkedés
Favédelmi terv
Favédelmi zénak
Statikai véd6zona
Csurgo6zona
Favédelmi zéna

Faapoldasi naplé

Fafelmérés / fakataszter

Erintettségvizsgadlat

FEBRUARI SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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Miként kéne udjragondolni a mi szabvanyunkat?

Kommunikdcids feladatok meghatdrozasa!

Fak megtarthatdésagi kategorizaldsdnak médszerének kidolgozasa.

Hatdsvizsgdlati szempontok kibdvitése.

Utokovetési és dokumentdcios feladatok meghatdarozasa

(] <
&y.‘ FEBRUARI SZAKMAI NAPOK 2026
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K6sz6nom a megtisztelo figyelmet
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