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Foreword

Major politically important development projects seem to pose chal-
lenges to Nordic Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) systems.
We have experienced during recent years several cases of quite large
negative environmental impacts occurring from major development
projects and the need for EIA is still, in some cases, being questioned.
Recently there have been several large-scale developments projects in
all the Nordic countries that have received political and public atten-
tion, not least in relation to their environmental effects. Despite im-
plementation of environmental legislation since at least the 1960-ies
and implementation of EIA legislation since the beginning of the
1990-ies the Nordic countries are still experiencing in some instances
negative environmental impacts deriving from major development
projects. The EIA systems in the Nordic countries still must be con-
sidered to be in a build up phase compared to some international expe-
riences. So far there is not a wealth of evaluation studies that could
shed light on the current achievements of the Nordic EIA systems.

The aim of the project, “The role of EIA in the planning and de-
cision process of large development projects in the Nordic countries”,
presented in this report, was to get a closer examination of some major
Nordic development cases in order to reflect on how efficient and sat-
isfactory the EIA legislation and implementation has become in the
Nordic countries, in relation to major development projects. Has the
EIA implementation failed in several major development projects? Or
are the expectations of the outcomes and effect of the EIA process too
high? Are the different Nordic EIA systems designed to cope with
highly politicised and controversial major development projects?
Where can the reasons be found for at least some of these failures?
Are there also success stories opposing the negative picture of EIA
performance in this context? Are the weaknesses found just “child-
hood sicknesses” or are there more fundamental causes to be found?
The comparative analysis aims at finding mutual or diverging experi-
ences as input to the processes of reflecting on the current status of
National Nordic EIA legislations.

The results from the project were presented and discussed at a
Nordic seminar, 17-18 September 2000, at Reykjavik Iceland. The
programme, summary of the seminar, overheads etc are found on the
home page of Nordic EA Network, www.nordregio.se.



EIA, large development projects and decision-making in the Nordic countries. Editor
Tuija Hilding-Rydevik. Stockholm 2001. (Nordregio Report 2001:6)

Five case studies, one from each of the Nordic countries, were
selected. The Norwegian case, the localisation of the national airport
Gardermoen, and the Swedish case, the construction of a railway tun-
nel through Hallandsésen, were chosen because of their importance as
national development projects, for their political interest, for the envi-
ronmental impacts that occurred and because major official evalua-
tions reports existed as a good ground for the analysis. The Finnish
case with final disposal of nuclear waste was chosen because of its
importance as a national development project, for its political interest
and because the project has been monitored by other research projects
which provided a good basis for analysis. The Icelandic case was cho-
sen because of its importance as a national development project, for its
political interest and because of the possible environmental impacts.
The Danish case, the upgrading of the railway link between Fredericia
and Arhus, was chosen because of its special outcome and the role of
public participation.

The following persons have been responsible for the analysis of
the national case studies:

Denmark  Ulf Kjellerup, Roskilde University

Finland Pekka Hokkanen, University of Tampere

Iceland Hoélmfridur ~ Sigurdadottir and Asdis HIokk

Theododrsdottir, Planning Agency

Norway Morten Stenstadsvold, Institute of Transport Eco-

nomics

Sweden Josefin Péivio and Hans-Georg Wallentinus, Upp-

sala Agricultural University.

Tore Sager, Norwegian University of Science and Technology,
has in his contribution, commented on the case study experiences
from a planning theory perspective.

The project was initiated and led by the Nordic Environmental
Assessment Network hosted by Nordregio and financed by the Nordic
Council of Ministers. Tuija Hilding-Rydevik and Holmfridur
Bjarnadottir prepared the Terms of References for the project in co-
operation with the persons mentioned above in the case study list.
Tuija Hilding-Rydevik has been the editor of the report and been the
project leader.
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