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Introduction 

In addition to a strategic environmental assessment (SEA) of plans and programs, the 

environmental impact assessments of projects is also important for "mainstreaming" the climate 

change mitigation and adaptation, which must contribute as much as possible to achieving the 

climate goals to which the state is committed. Taking into account the precautionary principle 

and climate scenarios, the impact of projects on climate change and their resilience must be 

carefully assessed. 

Directive 2011/92/EU especially with amended Directive 2014/52/EU (preamble points 7, 13) 

addresses the impact of the project on climate. Climate change should already be considered 

in the screening phase (Annex III, point 2.f), similarly, the impact on climate change and the 

vulnerability of the project to climate change should be taken into consideration in the 

environmental impact report (Annex IV, point 4 and 5 f). 

In our study on Assessing the impact on climatic factors in SEA, we found that the impact of 

plans and programs on the climate is still hard to grasp. Therefore, the purpose of this 

questionnaire was to find out how the assessment of the impact on climate in the environmental 

impact assessments (EIA) is carried out. 

© Jenoche / Shuttertsock  

http://www.justiceandenvironment.org/fileadmin/user_upload/Publications/2020/JandE_Guidance_SEA_on_Climate_2020_fin.pdf
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Main observations 

From the answers we deducted the following main recommendations. 

 

1. CLEAR AND BINDING REGULATION AND PROCEDURES  

 Climate-related regulations as well as the EIA Directive should provide mechanisms 

where the priority of environmental protection / climate change mitigation is set high so 

that national decisions cannot ignore it. 

 There should be clarification that also cumulative as well as indirect effects must be 

considered. 

 Climate aspects must already be considered at a higher level of planning (SEA). For 

this reason, NECPs must be subject to SEA together with plans related to all sectors 

covered by the NECP. 

 It must be ensured that NECPs are taken into account in the project impact 

assessment, indicating how much an individual project has to contribute for the 

cumulative impact to achieve the climate goals. 

 Clarification that climate aspects must already be considered in the screening phase is 

crucial. 

 There should be transparent and effective regulation on scoping. 

 We need a legal basis for determining additional measures and reducing the carbon 

footprint ensuring that the emission of climate-relevant greenhouse gases shall be kept 

as low as possible or avoided. Projects carbon footprint must be in line with carbon 

budgets. 

 

2. TRANSPARENT AND UP-TO-DATE INFORMATION 

 Clear and transparent up-to-date information on climate change, mitigation and 

adaptation targets regarding national, sectoral and potentially regional level must be 

provided. 

 Specific data on climate impacts of different kind of projects are needed. 

 Examples of good practice for SEA and EIA regarding climate would help the involved 

parties. 
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3. UNIFORM METHODOLOGIES AND GUIDANCE  

 In the cooperation of the DG environment, DG Climate, Jaspers networks and IAIA 

(International Association for impact Assessment) uniform guidelines and 

methodologies for all types of projects should be developed for the EU area, with 

examples of good practice for the implementation of climate in the EIA, translated into 

national languages and addressing the assessment of a project’s impacts on climate 

as well as how climate change affect the projects 

 Additional individual data taking into account national and regional as well as the 

sectoral level is needed. 

 Clear instructions on how to deal with assessment results and draw conclusions 

regarding the respective project (alternatives) should be provided. 

 There is a lack of clear instructions on the scope of calculations. 

 Guidelines should be established to incorporate GHG emissions Scope 2 and 3 in the 

EIAs. 

 

4. SUFFICIENT RESOURCES ON DECISION-MAKING SIDE 

 Climate-focused training of EIA officials can achieve that climate impacts of the 

assessed projects are considered by the competent authorities. The pool of climate 

experts should be increased. Training of NGOs can enable them to submit well-

founded and valuable comments and participate in EIA procedures. 

 The introduce of bodies in Member States – such as the climate change scientific 

committees encouraged by the EU Climate Law – facilitates advocating particularly for 

climate issues, taking international and national/regional climate goals and strategies 

into account. 

 Clear approval criteria regarding climate impacts, designation of environmental impact 

areas and cumulative effects are needed. 

 Focus should not only be set on positive climate aspects, but also on achievement of 

general climate objectives. 

 

5. FOSTER OBJECTIVE ASSESSMENT  

 Financial dependence of EIA experts could be overcome by allocating certain financial 

resources for technical assistance to countries (as was the case with the SEA for 

NECP in Slovenia in 2021 and significantly better results such as improvements to the 

NECP were visible because of this independence). 

 Other instruments such as audits of environmental impact reports and/or accreditation 

systems can ensure objectivity. 
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6. RAISE GENERAL CLIMATE CHANGE AWARENESS OF PROJECT 

DEVELOPERS AND ENGINEERS 

 A large percentage of environmental assessments concerns projects which are not 

subject to EIA (e.g. in Slovenia 95%). It should be evaluated how to address climate 

change here. 

 The question of broader application could be addressed within increased 

communication and workshops on the issue. 
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ANNEX – SUMMARY OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE 

 

CONTEXT 

This research was caried out in April and May 2021 in 8 countries: Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia, 

Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Romania, Slovenia. There are three sources of relevant 

information gathered in this summary: 

 

1. Introductory questions were answered by national legal experts: 

- for Austria: Priska Lueger, ÖKOBÜRO, 

- for Bulgaria: Plamen Peev, Blueprint, 

- for Croatia: Enes Ćerimagić, Željka Leljak Gracin, Zelena akcija (for the province 

Zagreb), 

- for Czech Republic: Mgr. Laura Otýpková, Ph.D. (Frank Bold Society, z.s.), 

- for Estonia: Triin Jäädmaa EELC, 

- for Hungary: dr. Ágnes Gajdics, EMLA, 

- for Romania: Catalina Radulescu, Bankwatch Romania, 

- for Slovenia: Senka Šifkovič Vrbica, Legal informational centre for NGOs Slovenia (PIC). 

Their answers on five questions are explained in the Annex under the chapter 1. 

2. One question was sent by e-mail to the head of the department of the competent authority 

for EIA. The letter was sent by the legal expert under 1. The names of the competent 

persons and their answers are explained in the Annex under the chapter 2. 

 

3. Specific questions about EIA climate related experiences were as survey sent to 8- 10 

selected national experts or companies that prepare documentation for the EIA 

(environmental impact report). The results from the survey are presented in the Annex under 

the chapter 3. 
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I. Questions for national (J&E) legal professionals  
 

1. Describe the EIA regulations regarding assessment of the impact on climate - what is the 
transposition of the relevant parts of the EIA Directive (mentioned in second paragraph above)? Brief 
presentation focused on the screening, scoping and assessment phase). In the EIA for infrastructure 
and other projects. Please refer to legislative and put links into footnote. 

 
CONCLUSIONS 

All assessed countries (Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia, Czech Republic, Hungary, Slovenia, Romania) require that 
climate adaption factors such as the vulnerability of a projects to risks of major accidents and disasters, including 
those caused by climate change, are considered within the screening procedure. In some countries (Bulgaria, 
Estonia, Hungary, Slovenia), also the screening procedure must also address the project’s impacts on climate, 
whereas in Hungary and Slovenia this is not expressively required but can only be deducted from the general 
wording. 

There is usually (Austria, Bulgaria) no direct reference to climate aspects at the scoping stage although EIA 
legislation (Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia, Hungary, Slovenia) might clarify that the general principle of the EIA is to 
determine the proposal’s direct and indirect significant impacts on listed environmental factors including 
climate. 

In line with the EIA Directive, in all assessed countries the environmental impact report must include a climate 
and energy concept covering climate mitigation issues. In some countries (Austria, Hungary, Slovenia) there is 
a more definite description, e.g. GHG emissions and measures to reduce them, energy efficiency measures, 
project-related impacts on climate change and micro-climate etc. Climate adaption issues must in be included 
in Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia and Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, and Slovenia. Among the latter, some 
legislation (Austria, Croatia) however, reduces the scope of impacts relevant to adaptation the 
vulnerability/susceptibility of the project to climate change impacts. In Hungary the EIA report must also indicate 
how the activity envisaged will affect the capacity of the presumed impact area to adapt to climate change as 
well as proposals to the follow-up of the effectiveness of adaptation actions shall be provided. 

In general, can be concluded that climate related provisions, regarding climate mitigation as well as adaptation, 
in the relevant national EIA legislation are rare and/or not well elaborated. In line with the wording of the EIA 
Directive, climate is usually listed among many other environmental media, elements and sectors, e.g. human 
health, cultural heritage, air, water, and biodiversity. The impacts of a proposed project on other adaption 
measures planned (in the vicinity of the project, especially concerning the effects of project on other existing 
and/or approved projects) is sometimes not reflected in national EIA legislation. 
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OVERVIEW 
 

 screening scoping EIA report 

 mitigation adaptation mitigation adaptation mitigation adaptation 

Austria  x ?  x x 

Bulgaria x x ?  x x 

Croatia  x ?  x x 

Czech Republic  x ?  x x 

Estonia x    x x 

Hungary ? x   x x 

Romania  ?   ? ? 

Slovenia ? x   x x 
? = unclear 
X = is addressed 

 

2. Is the competent authority for screening process/decision the same or different from the authority 
carrying out the EIA assessment? 
 

CONCLUSIONS 

In most countries (Austria, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Romania) the authority carrying out 
screening procedures is the same as the one responsible for the EIA assessment. In Slovenia, if a construction 
permit is required, the authority responsible for the screening procedure (i.e. the Environmental Agency) differs 
from the authority carrying out the joint construction and environmental assessment procedure (i.e. Ministry 
for the Environment). 
 

3. Is there a specific authority/body that provides an opinion in the EIA process on the impact of the 
project regarding climate? Is this opinion binding, or can it be negative? 
 

CONCLUSIONS 

In none of the assessed countries, a body specifically focussed on climatic factors is involved in the EIA 
procedure. Some countries (Austria, Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Romania) mentioned bodies which provide their 
general environmental expertise which includes climate aspects, such as the Austrian Federal Environment 
Agency, the Bulgarian Supreme Environmental Expert Council, or a technical committee in Romania. However, 
none the experts broadly reported on a lack of focus and/or expertise on specific questions related to climate 
change. 
 

4. Are there any mechanisms for mandatory instructions, guidelines, training, information website, 
other support for quality implementation of EIA regarding climate impact assessment?  

 

CONCLUSIONS 

In most countries (Bulgaria, Czech Republic, Estonia, Hungary, Romania) no specific instructions, guidelines, 
training, information website, other support for quality implementation of EIA regarding climate impact 
assessment exist. Some countries (Bulgaria, Czech Republic) mentioned general EIA guidance material. 
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In Austria, the Federal Ministry published a Guideline for the climate and energy concept in the context of EIA 
procedure. Slovenia, prepared Guidance to producers of the environmental impact report to address the climate 
change perspective in 2019 and conducted some educational seminars for SEA/EIA experts and officials in the 
period 2005-19, one of which was dedicated to climate assessments. 
In Croatia, experts for drafting environmental reports claim the assessments are conducted based on the 
international climate protection and mitigation policy, but practical effects can hardly be noticed. In April 2020, 
a Climate Change Adaption Strategy was adopted and should be used in drafting environmental reports, but no 
specific training, instructions or other types of capacity building are known. The Ministry’s website recommends 
the use of the 2013 guidance document produced by the European Commission and there is an 
information website dedicated to climate change adaptation providing useful resources like news, FAQ’s, expert 
articles, examples of good practices (domestic and foreign) etc. The Ministry also recommends to use the 
following document for the Environmental report: European Investment Bank Induced GHG Footprint - The 
carbon footprint of projects financed by the Bank: Methodologies for the Assessment of Project GHG Emissions 
and Emission Variations. 
 

5. In your opinion, what are the weaknesses of the EIA regime with regard to the impact assessment on 
climate? 

 

CONCLUSIONS 

In all countries the EIA regime is considered insufficient regarding the impact assessment on climate. Mostly 
this is also due to a lack of legislative clarity and guidelines on how to assess climate change factors. 
Furthermore, there are no specific data on the climate impacts of individual activities. Insufficient 
environmental reports are often seen as a result of the economic dependence of their authors from project 
developers. 
According to experts from Austria and Slovenia, mostly micro-climatic aspects and aspects related to climate 
adaptation/potential major accidents are considered while the average conclusion is that impacts are not 
significant on the “project” level. Generally, climate mitigation is only addressed when it comes to the approval 
of renewable energies, as these serve the public interest of climate protection. A similar problem applies to 
Croatia, where seemingly climate positive and/or climate neutral elements are added to projects to make their 
appearance more climate friendly (e.g. solar panels added to airports). Climate parts of environmental reports 
are used for rubber stamping projects not as an assessment of their impact on climate change and hence of their 
acceptability from a climate change point of view and projects are not designed and/or adjusted to address the 
need to avert climate change. In Slovenia confusion is added since different Ministries are responsible for the 
climate long-term strategy and the NECP. 
In Bulgaria and Czech Republic, there is a lack of capacity at the EIA authorities and climate change issues are 

downplayed on a political level. Competent authorities often do not assess the overall CO2 emission chain and 

authorities constantly refuse to assess a compliance with the Paris Agreement. In Estonia, there is currently a 

first court case pending where the insufficiency of EIA regarding climate change is one of the main arguments. 

Perhaps, once climate change scientific committees are established in Member States as encouraged by the EU 

Climate Law this situation could improve.  
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II. Question for decision makers 
 
The national legal expert should send a letter (e-mail) to the head of the EIA department in national language. 
Draft letter: 
 
We are asking you if you could answer on one question about environmental impact assessment regarding 
climate. We are preparing comparative legal analysis on the implementation EIA regarding impact assessment 
on climate. The analysis is carried out in the following countries (Austria, Hungary, Spain, Croatia, Slovenia, 
Estonia, Czech Republic, Bulgaria). As part of the analysis, national legal experts will present the regulation, and 
experts for preparation the environmental reports for EIA will answer a broader survey on their practices and 
difficulties in the assessment process. We will present the findings to the European Commission and national 
authorities, experts and NGOs and suggestions for improvement the EIA in this regard. We would therefore ask 
you if you can answer the following question: 
 
What do you think would be needed to make EIA regarding climate better? Also in the way the projects would 
contribute to achieving climate goals more? (eg. more training for involved experts and / or officials; more 
guidance from EC / national level; examples of good practice or other) - describe. 
 
Person to whom the letter was addressed, authority, contact e-mail: 
Answer: 
 

CONCLUSIONS 

Suggestions for the improvement of climate assessment within EIA from decision-makers included the following: 

 Clear and binding legal regulation and approval criteria, e.g. a provision stipulating that, “Energy shall 

be used efficiently and the emission of climate-relevant greenhouse gases shall be kept as low as 

possible,” as well as in specialised environmental legislation (water, air etc.) and clear criteria for the 

screening procedure (Austria, Czech Republic, Slovenia) 

 use the guidelines and methodology of the European Investment Bank Induced GHG Footprint - The 

carbon footprint of projects financed by the Bank: Methodologies for the Assessment of Project GHG 

Emissions and Emission Variations as well as the European Commission Guidelines Non-paper Guidelines 

for Project Managers: Making vulnerable investments climate resilient. (Croatia) 

 Take into account other acts and strategies such as, e.g. in Croatia, the adopted Act on Climate Change 

and Ozone Layer Protection, the Strategy for Adaptation to Climate Change in the Republic of Croatia 

for the period until 2040 with a view to 2070 and the National Report of the Republic of Croatia under 

the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change. (Croatia) 

 Development of up-to-date additional practical guidelines (also sectoral) that include examples of good 

practice and that ultimately contribute to achieving climate goals, making sure that also indirect 

emissions are assessed. (Croatia, Estonia, Hungary, Romania, Slovenia) 

 Improvement has already been reached through environmental awareness and training of the relevant 

parties (government officials, environmental engineers and industrial stakeholders), including the 

screening procedure, and increased attention on political level. (Estonia, Hungary, Romania, Slovenia) 

 Competent body for climate issues and increased capacities on authority level (Slovenia) 

 Address climate change at the earliest stage of a project (Slovenia) 

http://www.eib.org/attachments/strategies/eib_project_carbon_footprint_methodologies_en.pdf
http://www.eib.org/attachments/strategies/eib_project_carbon_footprint_methodologies_en.pdf
http://www.eib.org/attachments/strategies/eib_project_carbon_footprint_methodologies_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/clima/policies/adaptation/what/docs/non_paper_guidelines_project_managers_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/clima/policies/adaptation/what/docs/non_paper_guidelines_project_managers_en.pdf
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 Not only emphasize the positive aspects, but also focus on achievement of general objectives. (Estonia, 

Slovenia) 

 Definition of necessary consequences of climate change that have to be taken into account (Estonia) 

 Strengthen the effective application of existing legislation (Hungary) 

 either re-establishing audits of environmental impact reports or to the accreditation system for EIA 

experts (Slovenia) 

Good practise examples included: 

a) “Vienna Central Station” urban development project: the EIA decision stipulated as a project modification, 
that cooling for room air cooling for more than half of the (air-conditioned) gross floor areas must be 
provided by “district cooling”. 

b) Urban development project “Seestadt Aspern Nord”: roof surfaces to be erected in the construction areas 
– with the exception of gravel edge strips, eaves strips, parapet cladding, technical structures and swimming 
pools – were to be designed as “green flat roof”. 

c) Offshore windfarm EIA in Estonia 
 

 

 

III. Survey for experts preparing the environmental reports in EIA 
 

The national legal expert sent a letter (e-mail) in national language to selected 8-10 experts for environmental 
reports in EIA and ask them to answer on questions in the survey (https://www.1ka.si/a/331980); after a while 
they send the reminder. To get the most honest answers as possible, the questionnaire is anonymous and the 
recipient of this the survey will not be mentioned anywhere. The list of persons to whom the survey was sent is 
kept by the national legal experts. The answers on the survey are archived at Justice & Environment. We 
received answers from 8 countries (altogether answers from 42 experts): 
- Austria (AT) - 4, but mostly there are 3 answers to the questions; 
- Bulgaria (BG) – 3, but on many questions, there are only 2 answers;  
- Croatia (CRO) - 10, but on some questions, there are only 8 answers; 
- Czech Republic (CZ) - 6; national legal expert translated the survey in national language and comment that 

“sharing the questionnaire in English would discourage the experts”; 
- Estonia (EST) – 4; 
- Hungary (HU) - 6,  
- Romania (RO) – 3 
- Slovenia (SLO) – 6; survey for Slovenia was translated into national language by national legal expert, but 

results are translated into English for the purpose of this summary. 
 

Survey questions: 

 

GENERAL 

 

1. Do you think that EIA and the climate assessment as part of it actually contributes to climate change 
mitigation and adaptation within the project? 

https://www.1ka.si/a/331980
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Other comments 

 The answer depends on the project (size, type of construction etc.) 

 EIA documents do not (sufficiently) tackle climate issues 

 No conclusions are drawn from identified effects 

 Only if existing legislation is applied properly 

 

 

Does the EIA contribute to climate change 
mitigation/adaptation within the project?

YES NO Only if it has already been done on strategic level (SEA) Other

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

Does the EIA contribute to climate change 
mitigation/adaptation within the project?

Yes No Only, if already at SEA Other
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2. Do you think that projects assessed in the EIA should contribute to the achievement of climate goals? 
 

 

 
 

Other comments 

 The answer depends on the project (size, type of construction etc.) 

 Yes, but assessment should be done properly on SEA level 

 It needs a clear differentiation between what is achievable and what is not. 

 Literally every projects have an impact on climate. 

 

Should EIA projects contribute to the achievement of 
climate goals?

YES NO it is sufficient if there are no negative impacts Other

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

Should EIA projects contribute to the 
achievement of climate goals?

Yes No Sufficient if there are no negative impacts Other
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3. In your opinion what is the quality of the legislative regulation of the EIA regarding climate in your 
country? 
 

 

 
 

Other comments: 

 It needs implementation of existing regulation 

 Regulation is not needed, rather clear instruction/guidance on identification of significant impacts. 

What is the quality of EIA regulation on climate in your 
country?

good, transparent and effective not sufficiently regulated

not a matter of detailed regulation Other

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

What is the quality of EIA regulation on 
climate in your country?

good, transparent and effective not sufficiently regulated

not a matter of detailed regulation Other
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4. In your opinion, how demanding is the impact assessment on climate in relation to impact assessments of 
other areas of assessment? 
 

 
 

Comments: 

 Lack of systemized input database and clear, unambiguous guidelines 

 Not enough experts educated in this field 

 Most demanding issues: impact of climate on project; scope 2 and 3 GHG emissions 

 Climate assessments requires understanding of all other areas of assessment 

 Very large scope – hard to focus on what is significant 

 Clients are lacking practical experience 

 Difficult to set criteria for how much an individual project must contribute to achieve cumulative 

climate goals 

 No defined/uniform methodology for assessment 

 
5. How satisfied are you with the assisting tools (up-to-date instructions, guidance, training,…) for assessing 

the impact of projects on the climate? 

How demanding is the impact assessment on climate 
compared to other areas of assessment?

no more demanding more demanding I don't know
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More support especially regarding: 

 general tools to support authorities’ work and training for decision-makers 

 support regarding mitigation assessment 

 adaptation part: impact of climate on projects 

 concrete regulations regarding cumulative impacts 

 clear instructions on scope of calculations 

How satisfied are you with the assessment tools for impact 
of projects on climate?

enough instructions/guideleines available not enough tools available more support needed other

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

How satisfied are you with the assessment tools for impact 
of projects on climate?

enough instructions/guidelines not enough tools more support needed other
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6. I use the following tools to assess the project's impact on the climate: 
 

 
 

Others included: 

 local and national relevant documentation (Estonia, Hungary) 

 national guideline for energy and climate report (Austria) 

 the Ministry of Environment’s recommendations and guideline for application of specific EIA Act 
provisions (Czech Republic) 

 Combination of more sources; 

 reports of the Environmental Agency; the assessment of climate change in 21st century, “climate adapt” 
(Slovenia) 
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IPCC reports EC Guidance on
Integrating CC and

Biodiv into EIA

EC - Climate
adaptation of major
infrastruct. Projects

EC - CC and Major
projects

Jaspers - CC
adaptation

Other

What tools are used to assess a project's impact on climate?

all
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SCREENING PHASE 

 

7. To what extent is climate change already included in the project documentation for the screening phase 
application addressed to the competent authority? 
 

 
 
In case of renewables projects, climate change is generally not included in the screening phase. In other 
cases only shortly and only in a descriptive way, without concrete results or conclusions. As climate issues 
have to be addressed in all projects (no matter the size and impact), it is generally not taken too seriously. 
 
 

8. In your opinion, what are the weaknesses of the climate impact assessment of projects in screening 
procedure? 

To what extent is climate already included in the project 
documentation for the screening application?

if it is not included, we do not deal with the application

presentation of mitigation, adaptation and vulnerability/resilience to CC

brief description on negative climate impacts

CC is not presented in the screening phase

other
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Comments: 

 the screening procedure does not provide for an opportunity to assess climate in enough detail 

 it needs assessment of cumulative impact 

 the necessity to assessment climate aspects should depend on the project 

 there must be clarity on which methodologies and instruments to apply and what the purpose of the 
assessment is (e.g. different alternatives); not only a descriptive role 

 Often even at the screening phase, there are in practice no different options or changes to the project 
open. 

 

What are the weaknesses of climate impact assessment 
in the screening procedure?

not comprehensive enough no clear methodologies for climae other

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

What are the weaknesses of climate impact 
assessment in the screening procedure?

not comprehensive enough no clear methodologies for climate other
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9. How much attention does the competent authority pay to the climate in the screening phase? 
 

 

 
 
Even if the authority does a good assessment, the next step to conclusions from the assessment is missing; 
it is not clear when the impact on climate is too high. (Croatia) The screening procedure is not extensive 
enough for a detailed assessment; EIA is not necessary due to climate impact alone. (Slovenia) 
 
 

How much attention does the authority pay to climate in 
the screening phase?

EIA would be carried out even only due to siginficant impacts only on climate

attention to climate insufficient

other

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

How much attention does the authority pay to 
climate in the screening phase?

EIA would be carried out even only due to significant climate impacts

attention to climate insufficient

other
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10. Is scoping mandatory? 
 

 
Although scoping is regulated in all countries, answers are very divided and experts are not always sure 
whether it is mandatory. 
 

11. In your practice, do you ask the competent authority for scoping instructions in relation to climate? 
 

 

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

AT BG CRO CZ EST HU RO SLO

Is scoping mandatory?

yes no (optional) other

Do you ask the authority for scoping instruction on climate?

yes no
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A consultation process particularly for climate impacts could only be identified in Slovenia. In Croatia, 
consultation with authorities takes place at a general level. 
 
 

12. If you receive information in scoping phase regarding climate - how satisfied are you with the guidance 
received? 

 

 

 
 

No particular experience with guidance in the scoping phase could be noted. 
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ASSESSMENT 

 

13. In your opinion – the comprehensiveness of addressing climate change in EIA assessment reports (in 
general, not just yours), including, adaptation, vulnerability / resilience are included, is: 
 

 

 
 
 

Is the comprehensiveness of addressing climate change in 
EIA assessment reports (including, adaptation, 

vulnerability/resilience) satisfactory?

satisfactory

satisfactory in relation to what is rewuired (by the authority)

partially satisfactory

unsatisfactory
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Comments: 
Most experts concluded that climate aspects are more descriptive, “completing the form” than sufficiently 
systematically addressed. Also, it is not clear how the results of climate assessments are then considered. More 
attentions should also be paid to climate adaptation. 
 

 

14. Do you think that any project under EIA should be defined in line with national climate strategies and 
climate objectives/goals? 
 

 
 

 

15. Do you think that the degree of adaptation to climate change should be assessed for each project under 
assessment?  
 

Do you think any project under EIA should be defined in 
line with national climate strategies and climate 

objectives/goals?

I agree I partly agree (depends on the project) I don't agree other
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16. In cases where you assess the impact on the climate, do you have a methodology (scale, criteria) for 
assessing this impact? 

 

 

Do you think the dgree of adaptation to climate change 
should be assessed for each project?

I agree I partly agree (depends on the project) I don't agree other

Do you have a methodology (scale, criteria) for assessing 
the impact on climate?

yes, and it is appropriate

yes, but I would like more detailed instructions in the scoping phase

I use one of the professional methodologies and I would like these to be unified

no, and I don't need it

other
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Comments: 
An overall lack of uniform methodology can be noted. 
 

 

17. Do you think that the assessment of the project impact on climate mitigation should contain the carbon 
footprint of the project? 
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Comments: 
Generally, yes, but there need to be conclusions deriving from it. It was also mentioned that not only large-scale 
projects, but also small sources must be considered. (Estonia) 
 

 

18. In projects where you assess the carbon footprint and find that by the implementation of the project will 
increase, do you have a methodology (criteria, scale) for assessing this impact? 
 

 
 
Comments: 
None of the experts named a methodology, but it would be welcome. 
 
 

19. What offset/mitigation measures do you most often propose in the EIA regarding climate? 
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Comments: 
Mitigations measures do not seem to be considered in renewables projects. (Austria) 
 
 
20. In your opinion, what are the weaknesses of the EIA regarding impact assessment on climate? 
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Other weaknesses include: 

 impacts on climate are only superficially or nominally addressed 

 assessment results do not have a significant impact on the planned activities 

 lack of consideration of cumulative impacts 

 climate assessments should be part of every project documentation – not only in EIA (e.g. all project 
designers should pay more attention to reduce the carbon footprint) 
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OTHERS 

 

21. What do you think would be needed to make EIA regarding impact assessment on climate better?  
 

 
 
Comments: 
Other necessities included proper and binding assessment of cumulative impacts, the courage of authorised 
persons to issue a negative EIA expert opinion, attitude shaping of project developers and engineers, clear 
and uniform methodologies, and the legal basis for determining meaningful additional measures and reducing 
the carbon footprint. 

 

22. Can you give an example of good practice where an impact assessment on climate has been carried out 
very well (project reference and link to project information and environmental report) 
 

No case of good practice could be presented. In some highway projects, the vulnerability to climate change 
is more detailed, however, the increase of GHG emissions due induction of new traffic due to the project is 
not considered. 
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