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Foreword 
Ladies and gentlemen,

Environmental Assessment in the Netherlands is going 
through a period of transition. For years, there has been a 
structured system aimed at project activities, site selection 
and a limited number of strategic plans. Now, we are 
changing to assessment of strategic decisions and a 
revision of the ‘old’ system for environmental assessment 
(EIA) will take place.

Every day, the Commission for Environmental Assessment 
(NCEA) receives inquiries into the management of these 
changes. Because of the expertise gained in advisory 
services during the course of 1600 EIA procedures, we 
are often able to assist. And if this is not the case we can 
point out where specific information can be obtained. In 
the process, the latest developments are swiftly incorporated 
into our advisory services; for instance new perceptions  
of air quality standards.

Looking back, 2005 has been a year in which Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA) was introduced to ever 
more administrators. The NCEA has provided both 
constructive and critical feedback in the planning stage 
and the implementation of SEA and in fine-tuning the 
contiguous policy areas. The changes in the environmental 
assessment system also meant a change in the role of the 
NCEA, namely giving advice at a more strategic level.  
The quality of the NCEA’s involvement in an EIA or SEA 
process will not change. The NCEA continues to concen-
trate on appropriate information in the initial phase, 
followed by an independent and expert review of the 
information provided, relevant to decision making.  
This remains unchanged. For that purpose, the NCEA 
has access to a pool of several hundreds of experts. 

In 2005, the NCEA’s activities abroad increasingly aimed 
at supporting local governments in the introduction of 
strategic environmental assessment and the capacity 
building to serve that purpose. This happened primarily 
in developing countries and in Eastern Europe. In 
addition, foreign activities concentrating on collaboration 
with strategic partners like the World Bank or the OECD 
has expanded. The focus on Africa was, among other 
things, expressed in the development of a programme for 
EIA-associations in Central Africa. 

With a view to a smooth implementation of SEA in the 
Netherlands, the disclosure of digital EIA and SEA 
information is under preparation. Project descriptions  
and advisory reports are already available on the NCEA’s 
website. In the course of 2006, recent developments, 
answers to frequently asked questions, court decisions, 
case studies and publications will be added. In the  
NCEA’s own library you are able to view the information. 
For more specific questions you can always get in touch 
with one of our technical secretaries. The new information 
system will be integrated into the existing system for the 
NCEA’s international activities, including the new SEA 
database. More information in English will become 
available in due time.

In 2006, a further implementation of SEA and EIA ‘new 
style’ will be determined and implemented. A covenant 
between the different authorities – i.e. central government, 
provincial and municipal councils – and the NCEA, intends 
to align SEA and EIA, in order to develop effective procedures 
with good results. The role of the NCEA will be part of the 
covenant as well.

The NCEA states that in the future, the Netherlands 
should pursue one single instrument for environmental 
assessment. For strategic decisions and complex projects 
more guarantees will be needed – including independent 
advice – than for simple projects. It would make sense  
to include the latter in licensing procedures, possibly  
with a simplified EIA. With a view to a reduction of  
rules, regulations and costs, this will remain our point  
of departure in the discussion on future planning of the 
entire environmental assessment system.

Niek Ketting, Chairman Netherlands Commission for Environmental Assesment
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“  Following court decisions asking 
for very detailed information,  
it is a challenge to keep the 
focus on the most relevant 
environmental information  
to come to a satisfactory 
administrative decision. This is 
also a major advantage to the 
environment.” 
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Provincial spatial plan Zeeland 

There are two grounds for mandatory SEA: one for conditioning 
future decisions, for which EIA is required and the other for 
possible significant effects on protected areas under the 
Nature Conservation Act.
The province of Zeeland explains the future policy for spatial 
planning, water management and the environment in the 
provincial spatial plan Zeeland. 
The SEA Scoping Memorandum for this spatial plan nominated 
the following activities to be subject to SEA:
–  a new industrial estate near Terneuzen; 
–  locations for large-scale wind energy projects;
–   the expansion of (locations for) water sport activities  

in the Delta waters (protected area);
–  locations for recreation concentrations on land.
 

The NCEA pointed out additional activities that were likely to 
require mandatory SEA to the province, such as the promotion of 
aquacultures and agricultural developments. After all, these 
activities could also lead to possible significant impacts to 
protected areas. Furthermore, the NCEA called for attention to 
cumulation of existing large-scale developments within the 
province.

The NCEA supported the approach of the province of Zeeland: 
take qualities of sub-areas and of the Water delta as a basis 
for environmental assessments, so as to give insight into the 
carrying capacity for new developments. 
According to the NCEA this should be based on historical 
information about harmful effects of existing wind turbines, 
marinas and ‘noisy’ sports etc. to protected species and 
habitats. With this information it is possible to substantiate 
the (cumulative) effects of increased recreation and new 
types of recreation.

It is to be expected that the Dutch regulation for Strategic 
Environmental Assessment (SEA) for plans and programmes 
will be effective from 2006. Fortunately, in the Netherlands 
and at the NCEA, ample experience has already been 
gained in the field of SEA. The introduction of SEA in  
the Netherlands should therefore cause no problems and 
should be a relatively smooth process. After all, in the 
Netherlands we have already been using environmental 
assessment for spatial plans or strategic memoranda  
like the National Plan for Shallow Mineral Reserves or  
the spatial development and infrastructure plan in the 
Randstad, the urbanised area in the west of Holland.  
In addition, the European SEA Directive came into force 
on 21 July 2004. Strategic decisions like the government’s 
key spatial planning decision on the Wadden Sea or the 
regional spatial plan for the entire province of Friesland, 
should be subject to an SEA. But SEA could just as well be 
appropriate to an amended local spatial plan for enlarge-
ment of a pig farm. A whole range of plans is now covered 
under this regulation. 

Because of its diversity, an SEA should start by exploring 
the scope and level of detail required for the environmental 
report. In 2005 the NCEA gave her advice on these 
proceedings for 16 plans. From the experience gained,  
the NCEA was able to give an indication of the subjects 
that should be considered and the level of detail required 
therein. In the period prior to January 2006, the NCEA 
has already assessed 10 SEA reports under the direct effect 
of the SEA directive. Independent review is mandatory for 
SEA reports in the Netherlands, whenever statutory nature 
conservation (Natura 2000 and the National Ecological 
Network) is at stake. For other SEAs the NCEA may advise 
on request. Below, four SEA categories and their main 
learning points are described. 

SEA for strategic spatial plans
Which issues? 
In its advice on scope and level of detail for the SEA  
provincial spatial plan Gelderland, the NCEA has elaborated 
an approach to systematically select subjects for SEA. 
Meanwhile, the development of this approach has 
continued. This is for instance, apparent from the SEA  
for the regional spatial plan Arnhem-Nijmegen.
Of course, it is necessary to have some prior knowledge  
of the decisions that will be incorporated in the new SEA 
plan. Usually there is a policy document or a preliminary 
draft plan that analyses problems and tasks in the planning 
area. It is also more common nowadays for competent 
authorities to draw up a draft memorandum for scope and 
level of detail. The NCEA responds to that memorandum 
in her advice and checks: 
– Does the plan set a framework for activities that 

require an EIA (assessment) because of a site selection 
or a choice of planned route? 

On request, the NCEA advises on the process and content of Strategic Environmental 
Assessment. In this way, she anticipates to provide added value for decision making by: 
1 paying attention to the environment at an early stage;
2 straightforward procedures;
3 processes without delay.
In order to be able to reply to the numerous questions on Strategic Environmental Assessment 
coming from people in the field, the NCEA has extended her services.

Strategic Environmental Assessment 
in the Netherlands: a Fact 

Marieke van Rhijn, deputy chairwoman

The friction between (water) recreation and the natural environment is an important subject in the provincial spatial plan Zeeland (photo: Anton Dingemanse)
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In the choice of preferred sites for ‘housing and working’  
in the Gelderland provincial spatial plan, significant 
impacts on protected natural environment were not 
investigated by means of an appropriate assessment.  
The sites were not laid down in a concrete policy decision. 
The provincial council therefore accepted the risk that  
the designated sites might not be feasible options in the 
elaboration at local spatial planning level. In cases like 
this the project will be returned to the provincial council  
in order to conduct an alternative site assessment at 
regional spatial planning level. This situation needs to  
be avoided when tackling vulnerable zones in North-
Holland’s coastal defence. The Dutch government has 

asked the provincial council to come up with a (widely  
supported) proposal to tackle the coastal issues.  
It would be implausible if a proposal such as this one, 
would fail in the subsequent phase of decision making as 
a result of nature conservation regulations. This was/is 
also apparent in a spatial plan for the Apeldoorn-Deventer-
Zutphen area. The NCEA had doubts whether the proposed 
urban development on the opposite bank of the river IJssel 
near Deventer and Zutphen was a feasible option in light 
of nature conservation regulations and national policy.  
At the NCEA’s advice, the municipalities have supplemented 
the SEA with a more detailed assessment of nature and 
safety issues of the proposed development.

– Are the competent authorities that lay down the plan 
also responsible for the realisation of the activity?

– Will there be policy intentions incorporated in the plan 
that could have negative effects on protected nature 
areas? Attention should be paid to external effects. 

– Are these policy intentions specific enough to set a 
framework for future spatial plans? Are there any 
(environmentally relevant) alternatives?

In addition, the cumulation of effects is important. 
Therefore, it is necessary to look at the impact of the 
overall plan, or at a cluster of related policy intentions.

How detailed? 
For provincial or regional plans it would usually be 
sufficient to describe the environmental consequences in 
outline, with the emphasis on quality. Therefore the 
following applies: ‘describe the consequences qualitatively 
– i.e. as a motivated expert judgement – unless quantitative 
details are essential to come to good conclusions.’ 
An advice aimed at ‘level of detail’ requires the NCEA to 
concentrate on the type of decision, the severity of possible 
consequences as well as the legal requirements. In this 
way, the NCEA tries to avoid unnecessary lengthy  
procedures. Detailed information for SEA could be 
required in exceptional circumstances. If a site selection  
is binding and permanent as a result of a plan, this choice 
should be considered in more detail than when it concerns 
a preliminary indication. A final site selection at a strategic 
level does not provide alternative sites in subsequent 
decisions. If there is any chance that significant impacts  

to protected nature areas could occur, the necessity arises 
to provide detailed information in the SEA on protected 
flora and fauna as well as possible alternatives. 

SEA for large-scale complex projects
Provincial and regional spatial plans contain a multitude 
of policy intentions; but SEA can also be appropriate for 
concrete projects. This is the case when – to this end –  
a plan has been drawn up to which mandatory SEA is 
coupled and mandatory EIA is not applicable. 
In cases like this, it could also be an advantage to conduct 
an SEA in the early stages, whether voluntarily or not.  
This happened (is happening) for example for the 
deepening of the Western Scheldt (in order to provide sea 
ships access to the port of Antwerp), the construction of 
Meerstad (a combined urbanisation – water plan in the 

Overview of assessments under the new SEA directive in which the 
NCEA was involved (until 2006)

  Project number   Advice scope  Review 

  NCEA and level of detail environmental report

Key Planning Decision/ National Spatial Plan   

Room for the River 1252 August 2002 October 2005

Development Outline Scheldt Estuary 1382 January 2004 November 2004

Zuiderzee Railway Line 1506 November 2005 

Third Wadden Sea Memorandum 1543 April 2005 February 2006

Provincial Spatial Plan / Regional Spatial Plan   

Development View North Holland North 1337 April 2003 September 2003

Provincial Plan Gelderland 1458 September 2004 April 2005

Provincial Plan Fryslân 1503 April 2005 

Provincial Plan Zeeland 1581 June 2005 

Water Vision Lauwers Lake 1660 December 2005 

Elaboration Regional Plan    

Utrecht Regional Structure Plan 1365 October 2003 Completed without NCEA

Integral Assessment Living in a Water Land 

(Waterlands wonen) 1423 May 2004 April 2005

Urban Triangle Deventer-Apeldoorn-Zutphen 1453 August 2004 August 2005

Transformation View Oude Rijn Zone 1499 No advice by NCEA June 2005

Regional Spatial Plan Perkpolder 1524 April 2005 

Haarlemmermeer Bulb-growing Area 1608 August 2005 

Regional Plan Junction Arnhem-Nijmegen 1659 November 2005  

Regional Spatial Projects   

Development Meerstad Groningen 1243 October 2005 

Renewed Sigma Plan Flanders 1389 January 2004 

Coastal Vision North Holland 1500 March 2005 

Coast Reinforcement South West Walcheren 1570 May 2005 

Wieringerrandmeer 1619 October 2005 

Local Spatial Plan   

Spatial Plan Belvédère Maastricht 1330 March 2003 

Regional Business Park Hoeksche Waard 1398 November 2005 January 2006

Breda Station Area 1504 March 2005 January 2006

Structure Plan Zwolle  1556 May 2005 

Urban Developments Breda East 1610 No advice by NCEA July 2005

Regional Business Park Heesch West 1628 No advice by NCEA September 2005

Utrecht Station Area  1649 October 2005 

Harderwijk Waterfront North 1651 No advice by NCEA December 2005

“  Look before you leap! This is a 
piece of wisdom that can be put 
into practice through EIA and 
SEA and could make the 
environment an overall winner.” 
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Hans Ouwerkerk, deputy chairman

SEA and the Nature Conservation Act
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Wadden Sea and Lauwers Lake 

In 2005 the NCEA advised several times on the Wadden Sea 
and its immediate surroundings: 
– The Dutch cabinet’s latest viewpoint is that the exploration 

of gas from fields beneath the Wadden Sea and the 
Lauwers Lake should in principle be possible, on condition 
that it remains within natural boundaries. The NCEA’s advice 
on scoping guidelines for the EIA report concentrated on 
the effects of subsidence on the Wadden system and on 
the water system of the Lauwers Lake. Because important 
nature conservation values exist in both areas it will be 
necessary – in addition to geological, hydrological and 
morphological changes – to offer a good insight into the 
effects on the natural environment. The cabinet suggests 
a ‘hand-on-the-tap’ approach: exploration can only take 
place within the natural boundaries. If these boundaries 
are exceeded, the production will be reduced or even 
stopped. Commissioned by the government, the NCEA 
was involved in the realisation of this approach. The 
review of the EIA report will be carried out early 2006. 

– Practically at the same time as the advice on gas exploration, 
the government started an SEA procedure for alterations to 
the national spatial plan of the Wadden Sea. As a result of 
the Scoping memorandum SEA, the NCEA 

 concluded that the issue at stake is how the suggested 
nature assessment should be interpreted: is it a matter  
of appropriate assessment or is it – due to (still) lacking 
conservation targets for qualifying species and habitats – 
just an indicative picture of the effects on the natural 
environment? The NCEA advised to offer a deeper insight 
into the intervention-effect relationship, for every activity 
and every qualifying habitat and/or species: i.e. which 
mechanisms will be effected, what is the magnitude of 
the effect, on which scale, how long will the impact last 
and how long will it take to recover?   

– For the SEA on the Lauwers Lake water regime, the NCEA 
has suggested to optimise four main alternatives, in line 
with the nature and water objectives (still to be defined in 
clear terms), and to consider all possible measures. This 
is how to reduce the number of alternatives that have to 
be compared whith each other. The NCEA also recommended 
to add an alternative, prepared by the nature conservation 
organisations. In some alternatives the Lauwers Lake will 
turn brackish. In the SEA, the effects on ecology in 
relation to the current directions for the protected area 
Natura 2000 Lauwers Lake, will have to be discussed.

“  Citizens require a reliable 
government, able to take well-
advised decisions. EIA and SEA 
serve this purpose very well, 
allowing for genuine public 
participation, expert argumen-
tation and a transparent decision-
making process. All this disposed 
of any nonsense.”

province Groningen) and of the Wieringerrandmeer. 
Research takes place at an early stage to gain more  
insight into the feasibility of such farreaching plans. 
Certain components already require indepth research  
in the SEA-phase. Once the minister has made promises 
with regard to deepening the Western Scheldt, it will be 
problematic to withdraw them at a later stage in the EIA 
report for the licence, on the basis of proven negative 
effects to the estuary. The same applies to water quality  
in the plans for Meerstad and Wieringerrandmeer. The 
benefit of more extensive research in the SEA phase is 
that the subsequent EIA report can be brief. A lot of 
research has been done already. Furthermore, it has 
already been subjected to public participation and  
reviewed by the NCEA. 

SEA = EIA
The situation where a plan requires an EIA as well as  
an SEA will become less common, when the Dutch SEA 
regulations have come into force. It will then be restricted 
to situations where activities requiring EIA have been 
(obligatory) laid down in local spatial plans and: 
–  also require an appropriate assessment for the plan; 
– when the plan has a framework for activities  

requiring EIA. For instance: a local spatial plan for  
an industrial estate where a company – for which an 
EIA is a mandatory requirement – could settle.

For many actors in the field, this situation gives rise to 
questions. 

The NCEA takes a practical approach: ‘In a way EIA  
is also SEA. Under Dutch regulations EIA meets the  
SEA requirements.’

Some notifications of intent emphasize the differences 
between the content requirements for EIA and SEA, like for 
instance with regard to biodiversity and climate change. 
The NCEA is of the opinion that these aspects could be 
incorporated in both procedures. However, in both instan-
ces, merely if at scoping stage they turn out to be relevant 
subjects. Differences are specific and not generic.

SEA for nature conservation
The introduction of the SEA regulations in the Netherlands 
has introduced a new category: a category requiring SEA 
but not EIA. Some plans require SEA, because likely 
impacts on protected nature areas make an appropriate 
assessment necessary.

Appropriate assessment or preliminary review?
That is why it is important to know whether research into 

Frans Evers, deputy chairman
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The most important issue facing gas exploration is if the alluvium of tidal flats can keep up with the subsidence (photo: Ingrid van der Spoel)

the impacts on protected areas, under the Nature  
Conservation Act, is an ‘appropriate assessment’ or a 
‘preliminary review’ in the orientation phase. After all, 
that is the deciding factor whether or not SEA is required. 

A preliminary review is meant to find out whether negative 
impacts on protected areas can be excluded in advance. If 
the answer is affirmative an appropriate assessment will not 
be necessary and a mandatory requirement to conduct an 
SEA will be revoked. But what if the preliminary review 
consists of a bulky report: would that automatically make it 
an appropriate assessment? The NCEA consults with the 
appropriate ministries about issues like these. The fact is 
that it is important to ministries, to receive feedback on the 
effect of the new rules in practise. 

The best approach would be to start an SEA whenever there 
is any doubt as to the significance of the effects. In that 
situation the research will be included in the SEA proce-
dure. In certain specific cases, the NCEA believes it would 
be more efficient to carry out an extensive preliminary 
review concerning the effects on natural habitats. Especially 
when the expectations are, that impacts of the plan will be 
small (insignificant) and the SEA procedure will not provide 
any added value.

Many questions
The new SEA regulations lead to many questions from 
practitioners: 
– with regard to the temporary situation, when European 

regulations came into force; 
–  with regard to the future and the situation that has 

arisen due to implementation in the Netherlands.
It is the NCEA’s intention to extend the information on 
her website (www.eia.nl). In addition, plans have been 
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Spatial plan Zuiderzee railway line 

For years discussions have been held about a high-speed 
public transport-connection between the Randstad and the 
northern provinces of the Netherlands: the Zuiderzee railway 
line. The Temporary Committee for Infrastructure Projects of 
the Dutch Parliament concluded in March 2005 that there had 
been insufficient ‘discussions on purpose and necessity’ in 
connection with large scale infrastructure projects like this 
one. That is why the Dutch parliament decided to introduce a 
Structure Vision for the national spatial plan for the Zuiderzee 
railway line project. Based on a thorough problem analysis, 
this Structure Vision will contain the following subjects:
– a purpose and necessity analysis of the Zuiderzee railway 

line; 
– a first selection of alternatives that require a closer 

examination. 
An SEA will be drafted for the Structure Vision. The NCEA has 
been asked to advise on the SEA content and how to fine-
tune the SEA and the social cost-benefit analysis.
The Structure Vision – and with that the SEA – has a high level 
of abstraction. As well as solutions to infrastructure problems – 
like the magnetic levitation railway, a high-speed railway line 
or a Hansa Line plus – different solutions, like the 

stimulation of (economic) activity and innovations, could 
serve the policy aim to enlarge economic development of  
the northern provinces. The SEA should not and cannot  
focus on detail. The NCEA endorsed in her advice the course 
of a description of impacts, focusing on hotspots for noise,  
air pollution, external safety, water and nature in the vicinity 
of existing and new infrastructure. Environmental effects of 
new spatial developments as a result of new infrastructure 
will also have to be taken into consideration. With expert 
judgement, important differences in alternatives in these 
hotspots can be assessed. This also applies to assessment  
of possible infrastructural impacts in nature hotspots like the 
lakes Naardermeer, Oostvaardersplassen and Leekstermeer. 
The NCEA is of the opinion that it is possible to work with 
expert judgement here as well; a full appropriate assessment 
in accordance with the nature conservation act is not 
necessary at this level. Taking into consideration not only  
the natural environment and severity of the impacts but also 
accumulation, it is possible to make a first assessment of non-
existence of negative impacts or possible significant negative 
impacts. The appropriate assessment is more suitable for 
the project level.

made to increase the secretariat’s capacity in order to 
provide learning experiences. One of the methods to  
convey these experiences is via the website. This will 
contribute to a smooth flow of procedures for Strategic 
Environmental Assessment, which is certainly of great 
importance in this transition period. The SEA regulations 
are still new and the systems of EIA and SEA have not 
been properly coordinated yet. 

Until everything is clear there has to be a central point 
where questions can be asked: not only concerning EIA and 
SEA but also about the interpretation of incorporated new 
regulations, like those for nature conservation and air quality.

One single environmental assessment system
It would be good if the scheduled, proposed amendments, 
would finally result in a complete and transparent system  
of environmental assessment for plans and projects that 
could have a significant impact on the environment. The 
bigger the likely impact on the environment, the stronger 
the guarantees in the decision-making process, such as: 
– more extensive public participation and consultation, 

also in the initial phase; 
– independent review.
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Likely routes for the Zuiderzee railway line (map: Project Organisation Zuiderzee railway line)

“  Thanks to EIA and SEA, nature 
and environment emerge early  
in the planning process. This  
increases the chances of 
obtaining a sustainable result 
and in the long run mainly 
money and time will be saved.” 

Gerrit Blom, deputy chairman

Wierringerrandmeer

The municipalities of Wieringermeer and Wieringen would like to construct a 620 hectare lake located just outside their 
boundaries. This would make Wieringen into an island again. The aim is to revitalise the region, to enhance nature and 
to realise housing, recreation areas and water sport activities. The plans will be laid down in a regional spatial plan.  
The province of North Holland has to revise the provincial spatial plan. These plans will be subject to SEA. In addition,  
a social cost-benefit analysis will be drawn up and – to make sure the interests of farmers are well presented – an 
Agricultural Impact Assessment. All information will be bundled in an Integral Impact Report (IIR).

The NCEA believes that water (quality) and nature are crucial aspects because they determine whether the plan is 
feasible or not. Furthermore the subject of the IIR has to be agriculture, other economic/social functions and land-
scape/cultural history. The objectives and preconditions will have to be clarified, taking into account the overall aim of 
this revitalising project. The description of effects has to be aimed at reviewing scope for objectives and preconditions. 
Due to the duration of the project, the situation after every phase will have to be analysed. Is each phase a self-contained 
unit and what are the benefits of each phase? Because of the risks involved to the environment (in case of an untimely 
ending of the project) the NCEA also asks for substantiation of financial feasibility. 
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Activities in the Netherlands 
In 2005, the NCEA issued considerably more advisory reports than in previous years.  
This is due to an increase in scoping advice for EIA reports, a substantial increase in the 
number of recreation projects (particularly golf courses) and projects on intensive livestock 
farming. Furthermore, there was an increase in advice on Strategic Environmental Assessment 
(SEA). A notable aspect of 2005 was that much of the advice provided concentrated on activities 
on, in or near water. In this chapter the wind turbine farms in the North Sea, river widening  
and coastal defence will pass in review. Competent authorities were satisfied with the NCEA’s 
role; in terms of content quality of her advice, accuracy and open communication.

In 2005, 223 advisory reports have been issued, including 
five so-called clustered advisory reports for several wind 
farms in the North Sea. This is an increase of almost  
30 percent in comparison to 2004. Approximately half of 
these advisory reports were addressed to municipal councils, 
30 percent to provincial councils and around 20 percent to 
central government.

Evaluation EIA procedure 
There are three evaluation periods in environmental 
assessment that could give an indication of the NCEA’s 
advising qualities: (1) at the moment the scoping guidelines 
have been defined, (2) following a review of the EIA report 
and (3) after the project or plan has been decided upon.

Scoping guidelines
Based on the advice on scoping guidelines, competent 
authorities decide on the scoping guidelines for the EIA 
report: for 84 percent of the projects they agreed with the 
NCEA and saw no reason to deviate from the advice. 
The competent authorities are positive about the advisory 
process, the NCEA’s role and her expertise. The benefits  
of independent advice, the accuracy and the constructive, 
practical approach were mentioned.

Advisory reviews
In 2005 the number of advisory reviews of EIA reports 
carried out by the NCEA was 74. If the NCEA is of the 
opinion that essential information in the EIA report is 
lacking, she will advice competent authorities to prepare  
a supplementary report. In 2005 this happened on  
23 occasions (=31 percent). This percentage does not  
differ from previous years. The reasons for supplementary 
advice were: air quality standards, natural habitats, traffic, 
noise and hydrology. The NCEA issues on average three  
or four recommendations for further decision making. In 
general, competent authorities appreciate and adopt these 
recommendations. Sometimes competent authorities 
indicate that the recommendations are not applicable to 

the current decisions, but will be at a later stage.
Competent authorities are also satisfied with the advisory 
reviews; the advice, the advisory process itself and the 
NCEA’s overall performance (professional, transparent, 
constructive, punctual, brief and to the point advice).  
In a limited number of cases competent authorities 
disagreed on content with the reason for a supplementary 
statement and saw no added value in the requested 
supplementary information. Of the advisory reviews 
issued in 2005, seven were of EIA reports that had been 
subjected to an ‘informal preliminary review’ at an earlier 
stage. In most cases these preliminary reviews provided 
added value: they led to improved EIA reports. 

Decisions
Regarding 19 projects, the NCEA has received information 
on the decisions that have been taken. After a decision has 
been taken the NCEA verifies which part her advice has 
played in the considerations of the government.  
In 75 percent of the decisions taken, the advice of the 
NCEA has been explicitly dilated upon. In one third of the 
decisions taken, the recommendations for advisory 
reviews were largely adopted. Equally, for one third of the 
decisions taken, an obligatory evaluation was imposed. 
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Wind turbines at sea
A remarkable development in 2005 was the substantial 
number of notifications of intent to realise wind farms  
in the North Sea. On 1 January 2005 the moratorium for 
wind farms in the North Sea was abolished. In a short 
period of time, six individual proponents submitted a total 
of 78 notifications of intent for 48 unique locations, with  
a total maximum capacity of 21,000 MegaWatt. The 
procedure was: the first to submit an admissible request 
for authorisation – accompanied by an acceptable EIA 
report – will get the licence for one location. The NCEA 
composed one working group for all procedures. It was 
soon recognized that an adequate assessment framework 
for granting licences was missing. Consequently, the 
NCEA advised the State Secretary of Transport, Public 
Works and Water Management to conduct investigations 
into the realisation of maximum wind energy potential in 
the North Sea, causing a minimum of negative effects to 
the environment and navigation safety. Because a proper 
implementation of the licensing procedure was hampered 
by the sheer number of initiatives, the State Secretary 
decided in June 2005 to postpone all procedures. During 
this period of suspension several actions have been carried 
out. The Ministry of Transport, Public Works and Water 
Management has investigated how to deal with the 
cumulation of effects. The Ministry of Economic Affairs 
has worked on a realistic perspective for the number of 
wind farms until 2010. Attempts have been made to 
reduce the number of initiatives to a realistic number.

Room for the river 
The safety along the embankments of the Rhine delta river 
branches and the River Meuse will have to be in line with 
the statutory norm in 2015 at the latest. In June 2005 part 
1 of the national spatial plan ‘Room for the River’ inclu-
ding the EIA report, was published. The NCEA decided 
that the information on this complex and large scale plan 
was very clearly presented. However, a few marginal 
comments were made as well. Most significant were:
–  Further reinforcement of dikes could be a genuine 

option. However, this has not been elaborated in great 
detail like the other alternatives have. A well-motivated 
comparison of on the one hand widening the river and 
on the other hand the reinforcement of dikes is non-
existent, as it does not comply with the trend-breaking 
decision ‘not to reinforce dikes’ that was made some 
years ago. Dike reinforcement in combination with 
more spatial quality could have its advantages, 
certainly in locations where it would be more cost-
effective. In part 3 of the national spatial plan, published 
in December 2005, the cabinet indicated that the 
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“  I believe it is possible to 
improve the quality of a 
decision itself by contributing 
to the quality of the decision-
making process, especially the 
transparency of environmental 
aspects therein.”

Aad van der Velden, deputy chairman

trend had been broken. A comparison of river-
widening and reinforcement of dikes is no longer 
relevant. 

–  The score on improvement of spatial quality – another 
key objective in addition to the self-evident safety 
factor – is rather low. In the next phase, where river 
projects will be elaborated further, spatial quality will 
require closer attention. This is recognized in part 3  
of the national spatial plan; it describes how securing 
the spatial quality can take shape (for instance by 
drawing up ‘master plans’ with concrete spatial 
images).

Wind turbines near Denmark; Similar offshore wind farms have been planned for the Dutch coast (photo: Vestas)

Environmental review of the proposed regulations

Under authority of the Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning and the Environment the NCEA has been involved  
in the assessment of the Environmental Test (ET) on proposed acts and decrees, as from January 2005. As well as the 
Environmental Test, Business Tests (by the Ministry of Economic Affairs) and the Feasibility and Enforcement Test 
(Ministry of Justice) are also being assessed. In comparison with the NCEA’s public EIA and SEA advice, the ET-work 
could be referred to as internal (informal) assessments. At the request of the Ministry of Housing, Spatial Planning and 
the Environment, the NCEA continues its activities in 2006. The NCEA now covers the whole range of available reviews: 
from concrete in a project EIA report, via global in an SEA, up to the highest possible abstract level of legislation.  
The NCEA’s practical experience proves to be useful in the assessment of an elaboration on environmental legislation. 

River Waal near Lent at high tide (photo: Ministry of Water) 
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“  EIA and SEA remain instruments 
to incorporate environment and 
nature in a decision-making 
process. Therefore, the guarantee 
of the NCEA’s independent 
reviewing is essential.” 

Leni van Rijn-Vellekoop, deputy chairwoman

“  The transparent procedure is the 
beauty of EIA and SEA: the NCEA 
can deliver new ideas to the 
proponent in the early stages  
of an advice. These could add 
value to the environmental 
assessment as well as to the 
plan or project.”
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Dick Tommel, deputy chairman

Air quality standards

The air quality in the Netherlands is not in line with the 
standards mentioned in the Air Quality Decree. Especially 
for particulates (PM10) and NO2, emissions exceed the 
legal limits in many places. This has negative impacts on 
public health resulting in for instance premature death and 
reduced lung function. Furthermore, the department of 
administrative case law of the Council of State has quashed 
several decisions concerning spatial and infrastructural 
projects because, in view of air quality standards, these 
decisions do not comply with the (motivation) requirements 
that have to be met. In the autumn of 2005, the NCEA 
embarked upon new policy developments (Air Quality 
Decree 2005) and on the decisions taken by the Council  
of State. These formed the basis upon which general 
guidelines have been formulated for the management of 
the air quality aspect. A distinction has been made 
between advising on SEA or EIA. Subjects that will be dealt 
with are the level of detail needed for the elaboration, 
requirements for the submitted model and measurement 
information, requirements for the elaboration on emission 
balance and the degree of anticipation needed for future 
national and European legislation. The general guidelines 
will form the basis for discussion in the NCEA working 
groups of experts, established to advise on plans and 
projects (EIA and SEA).

Motorised traffic in particular, contributes to air pollution (photo: Mark Wagenbuur)

The coastal defence works of North Holland are being tested in bad 
weather (photo: Marja van Eck)

Vulnerable zones in the coastal defence works 
In several places structural measures will be essential to 
keep the coastal defence works along the North Sea at  
the required standard. The State Secretary of Transport, 
Public Works and Water Management has asked all 
provinces concerned to come up with a proposal that 
includes potential measures. The provinces of Zeeland 
and South Holland have started EIA procedures.
The province of North Holland will conduct an SEA first. 
Because economical and cost related aspects will come 
under discussion, it will be classed as an integrated 
assessment. The notification of intent compares different 
measures for each coastal zone. One set of measures is 

based on the deposit of extra sand in coastal zones,  
a second set for reinforcement of existing sea dikes and  
a third for widening dikes in an inland direction. As there 
are many likely combinations, the NCEA examined the 
option to well motivate and structure the alternatives, in 
her advice on scoping and level of detail for the SEA North 
Holland coastal zone. In her opinion, continuity is an 
important starting point. Several alternatives could affect 
Natura2000 sites along the coast. The advice also contains 
recommendations to limit the required information on the 
one hand, but on the other hand give sufficient guarantees 
that the proposed measures are indeed feasible within the 
nature protection regime.



In 2003 the Polder runway (Polderbaan) at Schiphol airport 
opened and new environmental standards were introduced. 
These standards should enable the airport’s expansion and at 
the same time ‘control’ the environmental burden: the 
environment imposes restrictions to growth. In 2006, the 
cabinet will evaluate if the protective actions of the new system 
are equal to those of the old system. To this end an EIA report 
will be drafted which the NCEA will review early 2006. 
The cabinet would like this evaluation to cover a wide range. 
In addition to the EIA-procedure, two other procedures were 
started up that had to answer the following two questions:
– Is the Schiphol policy effective? 
– Which enhancements could be made to this policy? 
In an open process stakeholders and expert institutes have 
submitted over 600 suggestions for improvement. If the 
cabinet decides to elaborate some of these proposals, it 
could lead to amendments of the law and in that case an EIA 
would be necessary. It has however been decided to ask the 
NCEA’s advice at this early stage, even before there is talk of 
an EIA. During this transparent, interactive and flexible series 
of procedures, the NCEA has, in July 2005, made recommen-
dations on the alternatives (and required research) they 
considered realistic from an environmental as well as an 

economic point of view. For the surrounding area of Schiphol 
airport, the NCEA advised to project a more truthful, predictable, 
objective and verifiable image of the environmental burden 
and the economic position of Schiphol airport. This is 
necessary to be able to make a more transparent, substantiated 
assessment of the environment on the one hand and the 
economy on the other. The most important recommendations 
deriving from this approach: 
–  Weigh up Schiphol’s economical interests against the 

environmental ‘costs’ in a social cost-benefit analysis. 
This will help the government to make a comparative 
assessment for the implementation of regulations; 

–  Do not just calculate noise levels, but also measure them 
in practice. Improve models that systematically show  
a noise level that is too low with these measurement 
results and make these results accessible. Analyse the 
actual nuisance perception of people living in the 
neighbourhood;

– Take more accurate measurements of air quality in the 
surrounding area of Schiphol to gain an insight in air 
traffic exceeding the norm, in order to underpin measures 
against air pollution by air traffic; 

– Develop a new norm for calamity hazards. 
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As in previous years, in 2005 there have been court 
decisions that had major impacts on the EIA practice.  
The NCEA knows she could receive queries in connection 
with these impacts on EIA practice and will think along  
in practical terms without giving any legal guarantees. 
– In February 2005, the department of administrative 

case law of the Council of State criticized information  
in the EIA report linked to a first local spatial plan 
concerning a large scale housing project in  
Leeuwarden. Instead of a phased EIA approach – as 
with the housing project IJburg in Amsterdam – the 
Council of State demanded for Leeuwarden that all 
information should be available, as concrete and up-to-
date as possible, from the moment the EIA started, 
even though this is a case of spatial development for 
a period of approximately 30 years. This decision has 
elicited many critical reactions: it proved to be 
impossible to get some of the information required,  
as this would lead to EIA information consisting of 
‘empty words’. In the second Leeuwarden decision of 

September 2005, the Council of State eased the 
information requirement. Only for the first ten years – 
the duration of a local spatial plan – the EIA informa-
tion has to be concrete and up-to-date. 

– In the decision on the construction of the Second 
Maasvlakte (port and industry) of January 2005, the 
Council of State indicated that there should have been 
an appropriate assessment for the Wadden Sea as 
well. This indication was based on the external effect 
of the Habitat Directive/Nature Conservation Act. 
More research had to be done into possible effects on 
the Wadden Sea. This decision put the entire national 
spatial plan ‘main port development Rotterdam’ on 
hold and therefore the Minister of Transport, Public 
Works and Water Management decided to embark 
upon a series of recovery activities. 

For both Leeuwarden and the Second Maasvlakte, the 
NCEA has given feed back on the interpretation of EIA 
procedures, in terms of value, optimal quality and 
efficient procedures.

Measurements of noise and air pollution provide a better insight in the environmental effects of Schiphol airport
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Schiphol: tailor-made solutions in open EIA process

Role as knowledge provider for 
EIA and SEA 
Authorities, organisations and companies increasingly 
appeal to the NCEA’s role as knowledge provider: the 
NCEA’s experience and knowledge proves to be valuable 
at the start of planning processes, because it prevents 
errors and delays at a later stage. To be able to perform 
this role to the best of her ability, the NCEA started 
preparations for the implementation of an EIA/SEA 
knowledge platform in 2005. In the course of 2006 the 
NCEA would like to make all relevant information and 
experiences digitally available, in order for parties to be 
able to use this information quickly and easily. During the 
establishment of this knowledge platform, the NCEA will 
cooperate closely with Infomil (a service desk that 
provides information on legislation on behalf of the 
authorities). The knowledge platform consists of a new 
website where important EIA/SEA-related questions will 
be answered rapidly. In addition there will still be a 
telephone helpdesk service for specific, practically-

oriented questions. In the course of 2006 the NCEA’s 
knowledge platform should offer the following products: 
–  for each subject or each type of project the latest 

news, published advisory reports, relevant case law, 
case studies, publications, frequently asked  
questions and interesting links;

–  projects and advisory reports: good examples of 
notifications of intent, EIA reports, advice and project 
information digitally available and easy to download;  

–  relevant case law: all important judgments concerning 
EIA/SEA, immediately accessible and easy to 
download, including an interpretation if required; 

–  digital news letter containing interesting EIA/SEA-
information, news and activities if the NCEA;

–  telephone helpdesk service, to put a specific question 
to one of the staff members.

In the longer term information concerning Dutch projects 
will also be available in English on the website. This will 
meet the ever-growing demand from abroad for Dutch 
EIA/SEA experiences.

Court decisions: Leeuwarden and the Second Maasvlakte



The key sheet ‘The water sector and SEA’ lists the main 
reasons why SEA is important to the water sector:
–    SEA gives insight into the interaction of environmental, 

economic and social issues.
  A balance should be found between social (drinking 

water supplies, health), economic (costs of water) and 
environmental (water pollution) impacts.

–  SEA provides mechanisms for negotiation and 
decision making in river basins.

  An agreement that has been reached between water 
users upstream and downstream is just one example.

–   SEA provides a better understanding of cumulative 
impacts, preventing costly and unnecessary 
mistakes.  

  This is appropriate in situations where different types 
of water are discharged near each other or when 
different sectors want to use the same water sources. 

–  SEA supports the establishment of a clear policy 
framework for decentralised water management. 

  This is significant because it is increasingly common 
to manage water resources at lower levels, for 
example at the level of organisations for water 
consumers and local water boards. To them it is 
important to set clear preconditions within which they 
have the right to decide. SEA can assist in setting up 
the framework.
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SEA in the water sector SEA: Brief and to the Point 
A good message is best expressed as a brief message. This is the reason why the NCEA, in her 
international advice increasingly works with so-called key sheets, each one pursuing a subject in 
greater depth. For Strategic Environmental Assessment, for example, four key sheets have been 
developed: one on SEA in general, one on programmes for the introduction of SEA in a country, 
one for the water sector and one for strategic poverty reduction strategies. Spread over two pages 
they explain the essence of SEA for specific audiences.

In most countries environmental experts and staff of 
environment ministries do not need to be convinced any 
longer of the possibilities SEA offers. But how do you 
convince others of the potential of this instrument that 
will integrate environment into their plans and program-
mes more easily? One could think of sector ministries 
such as the ministry of agriculture or trade, and planning 
authorities at national, regional and local level. 

The main purpose of the key sheets is to leave them with 
the above mentioned parties, so they will be able to reflect 
once again – leaning back – on the meaning of SEA, how  
to get to work with this concept and what it could mean  
to the planning process or the sector concerned. 

Getting started
In the ‘general’ key sheet the NCEA indicates what, in  
her experience, are the most important moments for the 
implementation of SEA and how this can happen most 
effectively. The latter specifically deals with the ten main 
steps necessary for a good SEA and a smooth integration 
into the existing planning processes. This key sheet  
also intends to contribute to a growing international 
convergence of ‘good-practice’ SEA, by spreading its brief 
and accessible message as widely as possible. Several 

aspects from this key sheet can be found in World Bank 
and OECD documentation.

The key sheet on Introduction Programmes for SEA 
explains a plan of action for a country or development 
organisation on the essential first steps into SEA. To that 
end, the NCEA has developed her own approach, in which 
SEA will be adapted to local context. Issues like need and 
purpose, mandatory or voluntary, who is going to put  
the results into practice, the role of the Ministry of 
Environment and how the process will be embedded into 
existing procedures are under discussion. A country’s or 
organisation’s political determination to adopt SEA, 
improved cooperation both within the government and 
with other parties in a specific country, are important 
preconditions. A crucial role is played by an interdiscipli-
nary ‘SEA-team’ that focuses on the introduction of the 
instrument. The main lines in the introduction process go 
from needs assessments, via pilot studies to development 
of scope for the instrument, to legislation and finally 
training, preferably on-the-job.

Ideally, sector ministries and planning authorities take 
responsibility for SEA and incorporate this into their own 
planning processes. Therefore, the NCEA develops key 
sheets for specific sectors, written in a language they  
understand. The first examples are the key sheets for the 
water sector and for poverty reduction strategies. 
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“  Thanks to participation and 
transparency, the instrument 
(Strategic) Environmental 
Assessment contributes 
significantly to better gover-
nance in developing countries, for 
instance in the implementation 
and enforcement of existing 
environmental legislation.”

Klaas Jan Beek, deputy chairman

Water management in China
The water sector is extensive, ranging from drinking water 
to a medium of transport. SEA can facilitate the planning 
in this sector, and has sustainable water management as 
its ultimate goal. In China an SEA has been carried out 
and integrated into a master plan for the rehabilitation of 
Lake Tai, just west of Shanghai. The NCEA has prepared 
guidelines for the environmental assessment report and  
to that purpose has carried out a review. 

In view of the many services the lake provides, the concept 
of integrated water management has been applied and the 
entire water basin has been chosen as study area. Services 
such as drinking water, fish farming, flood water storage 
and potential tourist areas have all been mapped out. The 
aim of the master plan is to improve the water quality of 
the polluted lake. In the SEA alternatives like deepening 
of the lake, flushing with Yangtze water, reducing 
nutrients from rivers that run into the lake and several 
future scenarios have been elaborated. No decisions have 
been made so far. Lessons learned from this successful 
planning process have been incorporated in the recently 
accepted eleventh five-year plan and serve as an example 
for new projects in the field of water management.

Lake Tai in China (photo: Arend Kolhoff )



Market in Ghana (photo: Roel Slootweg)
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Ideally, SEA will be integrated into the planning process. For 
integration of environment in poverty reduction strategies the 
following applies:
–    Consultation of stakeholders involved in the initial phase
  Planning and environment ministries have to determine 

the need and purpose of SEA for the poverty reduction 
strategy and the framework for decision making. Addition-
ally, the most important players need to clarify the link 
between environment and poverty reduction and develop 
a common view on problem definition, objectives and 
alternatives. A consistency analysis for poverty reduction 
policies should be carried out. All of this should lead to 
guidelines for scope and detail of SEA.

–  Evaluation
  The main policies and objectives of the poverty reduction 

strategy have to be determined and evaluated and better 
alternatives have to be decided upon. The focus of 
attention should be on ‘win-win-options’ for the environ-
ment and poverty reduction as well as environmental 

functions, critical of poverty reduction. Identify environ-
ment authorities involved and receive input from both 
stakeholders and experts. Identify gaps in knowledge and 
uncertainties.

– Linking evaluation and decision making
  The quality of the information and the SEA process have 

to be guaranteed. Formulate recommendations related to 
an institutional context for environmental management. 
Administrators have to substantiate (political) decisions.

–  Monitoring of the implementation of the poverty    
  reduction strategy
  Monitor the finally formulated poverty reduction strategy, 

to make responding to unforeseen impacts possible. 

In Ghana, the environmental impacts of the existing 
poverty reduction strategy were never recorded properly. 
For that reason the Ghanaian government decided to 
conduct an SEA in which dialogue was heavily emphasised. 
Several parties were brought together to clarify and 
understand the connections between poverty and the 
environment. The potential damage of environmental 
degradation to economic growth and the possible contri-
bution of natural resources to the national economy play 
an important part here. 

A recommendation taken from the SEA was to calculate 
the costs of environmental degradation. This gives a clear 
insight into the situation: 475 million US dollars per 
annum, or 5.5 percent of the gross national product. This 
made the recovery of often unsatisfactory environmental 
quality and management of natural resources, important 
issues in the new Poverty Reduction Strategy 2006-2008. 
In the overall strategy, environmental issues have been 
integrated more effectively now. This was partly due to the 
fact that environmental recommendations were supported 
by parties involved in SEA right from the beginning. The 
translation into concrete projects and programmes with 
accompanying budget is a test to find out how much 
weight environmental issues really carry. 

The process Ghana has gone through in the last few years 
was presented in Accra during a meeting on integration of 
environmental matters into the policy making process. 
The 15 African countries and nine donors reacted enthu-
siastically to this Ghanaian experience, an example that 
will more than likely get replicated.

Future key sheets
Key sheets for additional sectors are under preparation: 
– Biodiversity and SEA;
– SEA in Conflict Sensitive Areas;
– SEA for Coastal Zone Management;
– Local Strategic Development Plan;
– EIA Systems for Projects. 

To increase the scope of the key sheets, they have – in 
addition to English – been translated into several languages. 
The first key sheets have been translated into French, 
Spanish and Arabic.

Poverty reduction in Ghana
The key sheet on SEA for Poverty Reduction aims mainly 
at effectively getting different parties around the table, in 
order to jointly conduct the environmental assessment.  
In addition, several strategies like environmental action 
plans, economic plans, social plans and strategies to 
alleviate poverty will have to be aligned. 
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Harbour in Ghana (photo: Roel Slootweg)

SEA for poverty reduction 
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Overview of international activities in 2005

Strategic partners
In 2005, the World Bank, OECD and the Biodiversity 
Convention were the NCEA’s main strategic partners. For 
the World Bank an approach for SEA in conflict-sensitive 
countries was developed and the draft SEA for the Western-
China development plan reviewed. The latter especially, was 
a real challenge: it concerned a programme that covered  
60 percent of China’s surface area with a population of  
400 million people. Additionally, the NCEA contributed to 
an evaluation of SEA experiences within the World Bank in 
the past ten years. The NCEA also supported further develop-
ment of environmental policies, outlines and lessons 
learned within the bank by providing helpdesk services.

The NCEA has also contributed to the OECD’s Good 
Practice Guidance on SEA, in particular the chapter on 
principles and essential steps for ‘good practice’ EIA. 
Furthermore a brochure for decision makers, a variant  
on the key sheets, has been initiated.

In the latter part of 2005 the draft guidelines for the 
integration of biodiversity into SEA have been presented to 
the Convention on Biodiversity. Earlier versions have been 
discussed during two conferences of the International 
Association for Impact Assessment (IAIA). The proposal is 
in line with the concept of ‘ecosystems services’ elaborated 
in the Millennium Ecosystem Assessment. Examples of 
this kind of service are the self-purification capacity of 
surface water, the absorption capacity of forest soils and the 
protection of the hinterland by coral reefs and mangroves 
against the damaging effect of tsunamis.

Africa
In Mozambique implementation of the in 2004 approved 
EIA regulation was planned. Staff changes within the 
ministry and the unforeseen cut-off of financial support by 
the Netherlands Embassy prevented this from happening. 
Nevertheless, training in negotiation techniques for the 

benefit of strategic planning was supported. During this 
training session, consultations with other donors opened 
new doors to make plans for 2006, i.e. to realise part of the 
multi-annual programme at regional and district level after 
all. 

At the request of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the NCEA 
advised on improvement of EIA in African focus areas. 
This resulted in a proposal by the Sub-Regional Secretariat 
for Environmental Assessment in Central Africa (SEACA) 
to support ten national associations. This proposal will be 
elaborated on a country-to-country basis in collaboration 
with the NCEA. 

Under the West-African Programme for the Protection of 
the Marine Ecosystem supported by the Netherlands Embassy 
in Dakar, six countries have received an introduction into SEA. 

Latin America
From 2001 to early 2004 the NCEA has worked in  
collaboration with the Central American Commission for 
Environment and Development (CCAD) and the World 
Conservation Union (IUCN), on a project to strengthen 
and harmonise EIA systems in a number of countries in 
this region. As from 2006, the cooperation will continue, 
with financial support from the Swedish Embassy to the 
CCAD. Commissioned by the Inter-American Development 
Bank (IDB), the NCEA has already provided SEA training 
in the seven CCAD countries.

In Bolivia the NCEA provided SEA training to ministry 
officials and executors: from the development of legisla-
tion to concrete implementation. The NCEA commented 
on the provisional regulations and advised on supplemen-
tary Terms of Reference for the SEA pilot for a port and 
railway connection in the Pantanal. At the moment, the 
political situation does not allow for continuation of the 
multi-annual programme. 

Activities Outside the Netherlands 
One of the most important environment documents of 2005 is the Millennium Ecosystem 
Assessment, carried out by the United Nations. Although Strategic Environmental Assessment is 
not specifically mentioned, this instrument proves to be able to contribute significantly to five of 
the fifteen steps to reduce degradation of ecosystem services. Consequently, in the NCEA’s strategic 
outlook for the period 2007-2012, this instrument will get special attention, as will the collaboration 
with strategic partners which is essential to harmonisation and improved country support.
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A Dutch company applied for funding of a dredging and 
land reclamation project in the Maldives. This happened 
at the request of the Ministry of Planning and Development 
and the Ministry of Finance of the Maldives. The project 
aims to reconstruct the island of Vilufushi, seriously 
damaged by the tsunami. The level of the island will be 
raised and in addition it will become four times its original 
size. The residents of Vilufushi have temporarily been 
moved to another island. The newly raised island should 
be a safer place both to the Vilufushi residents and to the 
residents of smaller neighbouring islands. 
Funding has been applied for at the Netherlands Develop-
ment Finance Company (FMO) and they in their turn asked 
the NCEA to draft a Terms of Reference for an EIA. The 
reason for the request is that this intervention takes place 
in an extremely vulnerable ecosystem (coral reef ) and 
likely social consequences are to be expected, as the 
native population will triplicate. The Terms of Reference 
were presented to FMO towards the end of June 2005 and 
were adopted by the Maldives. The EIA report was drafted 
and offered for reviewing to the NCEA in November. 
During the reviewing stage the NCEA observed a number 
of shortcomings, in particular in the area of social conse-
quences; these will be supplemented.

At the request of the World Bank the NCEA has drafted  
a document on the possible role and approach of SEA  
in conflict-sensitive areas. To this end, the NCEA has 
collaborated with experts in the field of ‘peace and 
safety’, like Clingendael, the Netherlands Institute of 
International Relations. 

In D.R. Congo and Haiti, draft versions have been discussed. 
The main conclusion is that SEA could certainly play a 
valuable part, but only in specific cases. In particular 

when environmental issues are a reason for conflict, and 
providing it is implemented at the right moment, which 
means: at the beginning of the reconstruction phase. In 
principle, the method of implementation is the same as in 
other areas, but public participation has to be organised 
differently in view of safety aspects. Early 2006, the paper 
will be published by the World Bank as Social Development 
Paper 29 of the ‘Conflict Prevention and Reconstruction’ 
department. Then the next steps will be decided, whereby 
ideas on paper will be put into actions. 

SEA in conflict-sensitive areas
Asia
After the tsunami hit Sri Lanka, the Central Environmental 
Authority (CEA) involved the NCEA in the set-up of an SEA 
for a reconstruction plan. To this end, three advisory 
reports have been drafted. The political situation did not 
permit the CEA to act upon these advisory reports. The 
instrument will now be used for urban planning and new 
plans for coastal zone management, in which the NCEA 
has been asked to assist. 

In Georgia the NCEA advised on the development of new 
legislation for project EIA. This is being developed by the 
Ministry of Environment and the non-governmental 
organisation CENN. Due to limited capacity within the 
ministries it is common for NGOs to participate. An SEA 
working group has been trained and implements the multi-
annual programme, starting with pilot programmes for the 
new waste law and the national waste policy. 

IUCN-Pakistan suggested to introduce SEA and to 
conduct a pilot study into the national poverty reduction 
strategy. Both IUCN and the Netherlands Embassy have 
requested the NCEA to advise on this strategy. During a 
visit to the environment authorities and ministries, the 
NCEA advised to involve the Ministry of Environment 
more actively. Moreover, the national and provincial 
Environmental Protection Agencies (EPAs) have been 
offered support in the improvement of their EIA systems. 
Elaboration of these collaboration plans is taking longer 
than was planned due to the heavy earthquake in  
October 2005.

In Yemen, the NCEA has initiated a three year programme 
for the development of a more effective EIA system and 
the introduction of SEA, in collaboration with the  
Environmental Protection Agency and the Ministry of 
Environment and Water.

Southern and Eastern Europe
At the World Bank’s initiative the NCEA, in cooperation 
with the environment ministries of Albania and Montenegro, 
is developing a programme for SEA capacity development. 
Based on a needs assessment, training sessions and pilots 
in both countries, a multi-annual programme will be 
developed. 

In 2005, the NCEA has contributed as a partner in  
a consortium to the set-up of an EIA centre in Turkey, 
linked to the Ministry of Environment. The NCEA 
contributes to the formulation of sectoral guidelines for 
sectors like tourism, mining industry, motorways and 
power stations. 

Since 2003 the NCEA has, in cooperation with Dutch 
consultancies, supported the government of Lithuania  
in the implementation of the European SEA Directive.  
In March 2005 the project terminated. The guideline was 
fully implemented in the Lithuanian legislation in 2004. 
Instructions have been formulated for screening, scoping 
and quality assurance and were introduced during 
workshops for ministries, regional and local authorities.

Knowledge and learning platform
Every month the NCEA’s digital news page provides an 
updated overview of planned and accomplished interna-
tional activities. The NCEA also introduces different topic 
papers here, like the SEA key sheets and case studies.  
The digital database is now accessible to users outside the 
NCEA via: www.eia.nl/nceia/database. In response,  
the NCEA receives questions about her advisory role  
in the Netherlands as well as abroad on a regular basis. 

The island of Vilufushi will be raised as a remedy against tsunamis (photo: Ineke Steinhauer)

Post-tsunami reconstruction in 
the Maldives
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In 2005 the NCEA received a total subsidy of H 5,203,100. 
Of this H 4,219,000 was granted by the Ministry of Housing, 
Spatial Planning and the Environment and the Ministry  
of Agriculture, Nature Management and Fisheries for the 
execution of the NCEA’s statutory tasks. The remaining  
H 984,100 was granted by the Ministry of Foreign Affairs  
to cover international activities.

Appendix 1
Composition of the consultative body of chairmen and -women, board and secretariat of the 
Netherlands Commission for Environmental Assessment in 2005

Chairman
Mr N.G. Ketting (Niek)

Deputy chairmen and chairwomen 
Mr K.J. Beek (Klaas Jan)
Mr G. Blom (Gerrit)
Mr F.W.R. Evers (Frans)
Mr H.G. Ouwerkerk (Hans) 
Ms J.G.M. van Rhijn (Marieke) 
Ms L. van Rijn – Vellekoop (Leni)
Mr D.K.J. Tommel (Dick)
Mr A. van der Velden (Aad) 

Ad-hoc chairman
Mr D. de Zeeuw (Dick)

Chairman
Mr N.G. Ketting (Niek)

Secretary/treasurer
Ms van Rijn – Vellekoop (Leni)

Board members
Ms J.M. Cramer (Jacqueline)
Mr W. Lemstra (Wolter)
Mr D.K.J. Tommel (Dick) 

Authorised representatives
Mr S.A.A. Morel (Stefan)

Mr M.P. Laeven (Marc) 

Top row from left to right: Gary Maikoe, Wen-Ny The,  

Angelina van Asperen, Greet Lesman, Leontine Pauw, Heleen Bijvank, 

Janny Lammers, AnneMay de Bruyn Prince,

Bottom row from left to right: Jamila Zomer, Elly van Hulst,  

Willeke Lucassen, Mark Wagenbuur.
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Consultative body of chairmen and chairwomen Board of governors

General secretary and director
Mr S.A.A. Morel (Stefan) 

Deputy secretaries 
Ms V.J.H.M. ten Holder (Veronica)
Mr M.P. Laeven (Marc) (Deputy director)
Mr R.A.A. Verheem (Rob)

Management team

Mr B.F.M. Beerlage (Bart) from 1 August 2005
Ms I.G.M. de Bondt (Ingrid) from 1 March 2005
Mr H.G. de Brabander (Henri)
Ms J.M. Bremmer (Marijke)
Ms N.W.M. van Buren (Nicole)
Mr F.D. Dotinga (Frans) 
Mr G.P.J. Draaijers (Geert) 
Ms M. van Eck (Marja)
Ms M.J. Monninkhof (Marianne) from 1 February 2005
Mr S. Pieters (Steven)
Ms B.C. Rademaker (Bauk)

Technical secretaries the Netherlands

Ms P.A.M. van Gent (Petrie)
Mr A.J. Kolhoff (Arend)
Mr R.A.M. Post (Reinoud)
Ms I.A. Steinhauer (Ineke)

Technical secretaries development cooperation

System manager
Mr P. Kop (Peter)

Support assistant
Mr M.J.F. Wagenbuur (Mark)

IT department

Librarian/documentalist
Ms M.J.W. van der Raay – Verdonk (Marie-Jeannette) 
until 1 March 2005
Ms H.M.E. Boerman (Heleen) from 1 July 2005

Library

Personnel manager
Ms A. Dijkstra (Aafke) until 1 April 2005

Ms E. Hennephof (Elisabeth) from 1 July 2005

Personnel department

Ms W.M.G.B. Lucassen – Janssen (Willeke) 

Mr G.D. Maikoe (Gary)

Financial administration

Head of office
Ms A.M. de Bruyn Prince (AnneMay)

Secretaries the Netherlands
Ms A.J.C. van Asperen (Angelina) 
Ms H.J. Bijvank (Heleen)
Ms J.M.E. Brouwer (Anita) from 1 December 2005
Ms A.M.E.M. Evers (Margareth)
Ms P.E.M. van Hulst (Elly)
Ms G. Lesman – Withaar bijgenaamd de Jong (Greet)
Ms L. Pauw (Leontine) from 1 November 2005
Ms G.W. Takken (Bep)
Ms W.N. The (Wen-Ny)
Ms F. Wiersma (Fleur) until 1 March 2005

Secretaries development cooperation
Ms L.M. Wildenburg (Liduina)
Ms M.E. van der Zee (Maike) until 1 December 2005
Ms J. Zomer (Jamila) from 16 October 2005

Domestic/administrative personnel
Ms G. Brakkee (Gea)
Ms J.H.M. Lammers-Zieltjes (Janny)

Administrative and domestic services



Mr H.G. van der Aa, Gouda
Mr R.J.M. van Aalderen, Haarlem
Mr G. Arends, Voorschoten
Mr V.G. Aurich, Oosterbeek
Mr C.J. Bastmeijer, Tilburg
Mr E.H.A. de Beer, Zoetermeer
Mr J. van den Berg, Amersfoort
Mr J.H. van den Berg, Zeist
Ms L. Besselink, Bilthoven
Mr L. Bijlmakers, Gorinchem
Mr P.L. de Boer, Bunnik
Mr J. Böhm, Smilde
Mr P. van der Boom, Zutphen
Mr M.M. Boone, Zoetermeer
Mr M.J. Brolsma, Assen
Mr B.A.H.V. Brorens, ’s-Hertogenbosch
Mr D.I. Brügemann, Hoogeveen
Mr F.A.M. Claessen, Lelystad
Mr F.P.T. van de Coevering, Lelystad
Mr A.H.M. Crone, Tienhoven
Mr J.J. Cuijpers, ’s-Hertogenbosch
Mr J.G. Cuperus, Epse
Mr J. Derksen, IJzendoorn
Mr P.J.L. van den Dries, Udenhout
Mr J.A.G.W. Droogers, Kamerik
Mr M.A. Elbers, Arnhem
Mr H.H. Ellen, Apeldoorn
Mr R.A. van Emous, Putten
Mr M.J. Fabery de Jonge, Gorssel
Ms A. Freriks, ’s-Hertogenbosch
Mr C. van der Giessen, Giesbeek
Mr J.P.V.M. de Graaf, Amsterdam
Mr J.R. Groenhuijse, Bunnik
Mr H.J.M. Hendriks, Langenboom
Mr F.D. van der Hoeven, Rotterdam
Mr L.J.W. van Hoof, Pijnacker
Mr W.C.M. van Hooff, Teteringen
Mr J.H. Hoogendoorn, Diepenveen
Mr J.A. Huizer, Alphen aan den Rijn
Mr P. Janse, Eindhoven
Mr J.A. Janse, Bavel
Mr R.J.M. Kleijberg, Zutphen
Mr M. Klinge, Diepenveen
Mr T.R. Knottnerus, Groningen
Mr M.J.A. Kraakman, Gouda
Mr P.A. Kroeze, Deventer
Mr H.C. Kromhout, Arnhem

Mr C. Kwakernaak, Renkum
Mr S. Lataire, De Pinte (Belgium)
Mr J.A.A.M. Leemans, Nijmegen
Ms E.J.T.M. Leenen, Bennekom
Mr A. van Leerdam, Rumpt
Mr K. Leidelmeijer, Amsterdam
Mr H.J.R. Lenders, Nijmegen
Mr L.Th. de Leu, Zoetermeer
Mr J. Ph. van der Linden, Goingarijp
Mr C.M. van Luijk, Amersfoort
Mr E.A.J. Luiten, Utrecht
Mr E. Mackay, Muiderberg
Ms Y.J. van Manen, Wirdum
Mr H. de Mars, Maastricht
Mr J.M. Mastop, Bunnik
Mr F. Mertens, Doorwerth
Mr H.J. Meurs, Ermelo
Mr H. Middelkoop, Utrecht
Mr M. Molag, Ugchelen
Mr J. Mulder, Deventer
Mr N.W.M. Ogink, Wageningen
Ms B. Olthof, Utrecht
Mr H. Otte, Gouda
Mr L. Partouns, Maastricht
Mr B. Peters, Goirle
Ms C.J.M. Philippart, Oosterend
Mr M. Pijnenburg, Ravenstein
Mr J.L.P.M. van der Pluijm, Boxtel
Ms A.H. Prins, Randwijk
Mr L. Prins, Amersfoort
Mr L.J.M. Raaijmakers, Venlo
Mr J.G.M. Rademakers, Maarn
Mr F. Rosenberg, Amsterdam
Mr J.A.F. de Ruijter, Renkum
Mr E. Rumpff, Rijswijk
Mr F. J. A. Saris, Erlecom
Mr C.J.A. Scheepers, Doesburg
Mr M.B. Schöne, Assen
Mr H.H. Schoten, Wilp
Mr R. Slootweg, Oegstgeest
Mr J.R.F. van der Sluis, The Hague
Mr B. Smolders, Rotterdam
Mr H.H. Snel, Hilversum
Mr J.T.C.M. Sprangers, Nijmegen
Mr H.E.M. Stassen, Enschede
Mr J.W. Stellingwerff, Boskoop
Mr M.J.F. Stive, Rijswijk

Mr A.P. Stufkens, Rosmalen
Mr B.C.C. Tijssen, Berkel-Enschot
Mr P.C. Tromp, Amsterdam
Ms L.J.G. Tummers, Utrecht
Mr A. Valk, Krommenie
Ms P.C. van Veen, Utrecht
Mr N. Verdoes, Uddel
Mr H.J. Verhagen, Papendrecht
Mr J. Verschuuren, Tilburg
Mr N. Verster, Rotterdam
Mr W.J. Vervetjes, Middelburg
Mr G.R. Vissers, Bloemendaal
Mr R.L. Vogel, Dieren
Mr A. Vrielink, Veendam
Mr R.F. de Vries, Wirdum
Mr A.A. de Vries, Ede
Mr F.H. Wagemaker, Harderwijk
Mr W.P.G.M. Waqué, Schiedam
Mr K. Wardenaar, Amsterdam
Mr G.P. van Wee, Amersfoort
Mr R.B. van der Werff, Enschede
Mr J.G. Westerhoven, Gouda
Mr B.J. Wiekema, Wapenveld
Mr J.H.A. Wijbenga, Wageningen
Mr J. van der Winden, Utrecht
Mr E.H. ten Winkel, Alkmaar
Mr Th. G.J. Witjes, Eerbeek
Mr M. van Witsen, Zeist
Mr T. ten Wolde, Leidschendam
Mr M. Würdemann, Arnhem
Mr J.H. de Zeeuw, Raalte

Persons who have acted as advisors for the Netherlands
Commission for Environmental Assessment in 2005

Mr R. Bak, Den Burg 
Ms O. Bina (Portugal)
Mr M.J. Brolsma, Assen
Mr J.D.G. van Duijne, Amersfoort 
Mr S. Groot, Delft
Ms G. van Ingen, Wageningen

Mr G.C. de Jong, Rotterdam
Mr J.J. Kessler, Wageningen
Mr R.W. van Oostrum, Zoetermeer
Mr J. Schittekat, Gembloux (Belgium)
Mr J.G.L. de Schutter, Aardenhout
Mr R. Slootweg, Oegstgeest

Mr P.W. Tarr, Windhoek (Namibia)
Mr H. Tembe, Maputo (Mozambique)
Mr M. Vis, Delft
Mr M.J.E. Volgers, Elst

List of experts contributing to the international activities in 2005

Mr F.G. van den Aarsen, Tilburg
Mr H.F.M. Aarts, Renkum
Mr B.J.M. Ale, Nieuwegein
Ms C.J.M. Anzion, Amersfoort
Mr J.W. Assink, Apeldoorn
Mr C.W. Backes, Schwalmthal (Germany)
Mr A. Barendregt, Voorthuizen
Mr A. van Beek, Rotterdam
Mr W.G. Been, Schiedam
Mr J.W. Beijersbergen, Kerkwerve
Mr A.J. Beintema, Doorn
Mr E.W. Bijker, Maassluis
Mr W. Bleuten, Schalkwijk
Mr G.J. van Blokland, Maurik
Mr J.P. Boon, Den Burg
Mr A.P.H.M. Boonman, Brunssum
Mr G. Boonzaaijer, Malden
Mr P.F.J. Brandsen, Heiloo
Mr J.J. Bruin, Rotterdam
Mr H.S. Buijtenhek, Deventer
Mr P.J.H. Builtjes, Wolfheze
Mr K.J. Canters, Zwolle
Mr C. Coenrady, Elst
Mr W.J. Coumans, Weert
Mr N.M.J.A. Dankers, Den Burg
Mr J.A.M. van Dijk, Amersfoort
Mr H. Dijkstra, Zetten
Mr N. van Dooren, Utrecht
Mr W.J. van Doorn, Nijmegen
Mr A.J. Dragt, Leusden
Mr J.H.A. Driessen, Hattem
Mr P.P.J. Driessen, Zeist
Mr W. van Duijvenbooden, Woudenberg
Mr P. van Eck, Leiden
Mr C.L. Eenkema, Tijnaarlo
Mr H.C. Eerens, Utrecht
Mr H.J.P. Eijsackers, Wageningen
Ms M. Epema-Brugman, Puttershoek
Mr F.H. Everts, Groningen
Mr R. Faasen, Dronten
Ms Y.C. Feddes, Amsterdam
Mr L.M. Fliervoet, Nijmegen
Mr G.J. Flóriàn, Velp
Mr G. Grakist, Doorn
Mr A.P. Grootjans, Groningen

Mr J.H.J. van der Gun, Schalkwijk
Mr F.A.C. de Haas, Voorburg
Mr D. Hamhuis, De Bilt
Mr H. Harssema, Renkum
Mr R.E.C.M. van der Heijden, Malden
Mr G.J. Hellinga, Almere
Mr C.J. Hemker, Amsterdam
Mr G.F.W. Herngreen, Pieterburen
Mr J.J.M.B. Heuer, Boxmeer
Mr E.F. ten Heuvelhof, Rotterdam
Ms H.Ch.M. Heyning, Amsterdam
Mr D. van der Hoek, Bennekom
Mr J. Hoeks, Bennekom
Mr P. Hoekstra, Utrecht
Mr Chr.J. Huyskens, Dommelen
Mr P. Ike, Groningen
Mr J.H. Jans, Groningen
Mr R.P.M. Jansen, Hazerswoude Dorp
Mr S.R.J. Jansen, Doorwerth
Mr H.H. Janssen, Zwolle
Mr R. Janssen, Amstelveen
Mr W. Joenje, Groningen
Mr A.L. de Jong, Amstelveen
Mr R.J. Jonker, Utrecht
Mr J. Joziasse, Apeldoorn
Mr W.H.A.M. Keijsers, Amsterdam
Mr A. Kiestra, Boxtel
Mr A. Klapwijk, Bennekom
Mr M.A. Kooiman, Weesp
Mr J.A.M.M. Kops, Arnhem
Mr I.W. Koster, Bennekom
Mr J.W.M. Kuijpers, Berkel en Rodenrijs
Mr R.H.D. Lambeck, Kapelle
Mr P.H.R. Langeweg, Rotterdam
Mr J.E.M. Lax, ‘s-Hertogenbosch
Mr R.S.E.W. Leuven, Nijmegen
Mr W.E. van Lierop, Hoogland
Mr H.J. Lindeboom, Den Burg
Mr H.R.J. van Maanen, Amersfoort
Mr A.J.G. van der Maarel, Warnsveld
Mr F.M. Maas, Breda
Mr R.G. Mes, Leiderdorp
Mr J.T. Meulemans, Maarssen
Mr R.H.J. Mooren, Arnhem
Mr E. Mulder, Ugchelen

Mr H. Nieboer, De Bilt
Mr L. van Nieuwenhuijze, Utrecht
Mr K. Nije, Amersfoort
Mr J.P.J. Nijssen, Brielle
Mr D.C. van Ooijen, Goes
Mr P.F.M. Opdam, Utrecht
Mr L. Oprel, Aalsmeer
Mr P.M. Peeters, Ede
Mr A.G. Posthumus, Twello
Mr C.C.D.F. van Ree, Voorschoten
Mr J. Renes, Utrecht
Mr N.M. de Rooij, Berkel en Rodenrijs
Mr C. Roos, Apeldoorn
Mr E.Ph.J. de Ruiter, Nootdorp
Mr J.B.R. van der Schaaf, Apeldoorn
Mr P.P. Schot, Abcoude
Mr F.J. Schuurman, Almere
Ms M.B. Schöne, Assen
Mr D.F. Sijmons, Amsterdam
Mr J.H. Smittenberg, Irnsum
Mr K.A.A. van der Spek, Amersfoort
Mr J.C. Stans, Olst
Mr G. van der Sterre, Oosterbeek
Mr J. Termorshuizen, Bleiswijk
Mr J.H.J. Terwindt, Leusden
Mr S.P. Tjallingii, Gouda
Mr F.P.C.L. Tonnaer, Thorn
Mr A. Tukker, The Hague
Mr H.A. Udo de Haes, Leiden
Mr H. Vaessen, Wateringen
Mr J.H.G. Verhagen, Wageningen
Mr F. van Voorneburg, Dwingeloo
Mr J.B. Vos, Almere
Mr H.J. de Vriend, Oegstgeest
Mr N.P.J. de Vries, Groningen
Mr P. Vrijlandt, Wageningen
Mr J.K. Vrijling, Rotterdam
Mr P.A. van Vugt, Capelle aan den IJssel
Mr J.J. van der Vuurst de Vries, Aerdenhout
Mr J. Wiertz, Houten
Mr J.J. van Willigenburg, Amsterdam
Mr G. van Wirdum, Wijk bij Duurstede
Ms G. Zeeman, Wageningen
Mr H.A.P. Zinger, Delft
Mr G. de Zoeten, Delft

Appendix 2
Members of the Netherlands Commission for Environmental Assessment in 2005

�0  Annual Report NCEA �005 Members and advisors  �1



Roads (C/D 1) Nicole van Buren
Railways (C/D 2) Ingrid de Bondt
Waterways (C/D 3) Ingrid de Bondt
Ports (C/D 4) Ingrid de Bondt
Seabed activities (C/D 5) Geert Draaijers
Airfields (C/D 6) Ingrid de Bondt
Military exercise grounds (C/D 7) Stefan Morel
Pipelines (C/D 8) Geert Draaijers
Land development, reconstruction (C/D 9) Frans Dotinga
Recreation (C/D 10) Bart Beerlage
House-building (C/D 11.1) Marja van Eck
Industrial estates (C 11.2/D 11.2/3) Bauk Rademaker
Greenhouse horticulture (C 11.3/D 11.4) Veronica ten Holder
Dikes, flood barriers and dams (C/D 12) Bart Beerlage
Land reclamation, impoldering (C/D 13) Bart Beerlage
Intensive livestock farming (C/D 14) Frans Dotinga
Water abstraction, pumped drainage, infiltration, 
water basins (C/D 15) Marc Laeven
Minerals extractions (C/D 16) Marijke Bremmer
Fossil fuels (oil/gas production) (C/D 17) Marijke Bremmer
Waste management plan (C/D 18.1) Marijke Bremmer
Waste processing including energy from waste 
(C/D 18.4/D 18.1/3) Marijke Bremmer
Landfill sites (C 18.5/D 18.3) Marijke Bremmer
Dredged sludge (C/D 18.3) Marijke Bremmer
Processing of hazardous waste (C 18.2/D 18.3) Marijke Bremmer
Processing manure (C 18.4/D 18.1-3) Frans Dotinga
Waste water treatment (C 18.6/D 18.4) Marijke Bremmer
Water catchment areas (C/D 19) Bart Beerlage
Wood, paper and cardboard (C/D 20) Bauk Rademaker
Industrial companies (C/D 21) Bauk Rademaker
Electricity, wind energy (C/D 22.1/2) Geert Draaijers
Nuclear power (C/D 22.3-5) Stefan Morel
Radioactive waste (C/D 23) Stefan Morel
High voltage transmission lines (C/D 24) Geert Draaijers
Gas, oil, coal (storage) (C/D 25) Marijke Bremmer
Coal gasification (C/D 26) Geert Draaijers
Water level changes (C 27) Bart Beerlage
Loss of nature reserves (C 28) Frans Dotinga
Coal mining, mineral ores (D 29) Geert Draaijers
Various other plants (D 30-47) Bauk Rademaker
Aquaducts (D 48) Ingrid de Bondt

Cultural history Nicole van Buren 
Evaluation of advice Bauk Rademaker
Sustainability Geert Draaijers
External safety Andor van Dijk
Evaluation of EIA Marja van Eck
Noise Ingrid de Bondt
Health/perception Bauk Rademaker
Transboundary aspects Steven Pieters
Legal aspects Steven Pieters
Landscape Nicole van Buren
Air pollution Geert Draaijers
Social cost-benefit analysis / economy Ingrid de Bondt
Multi criteria analysis Marja van Eck
Nature conservation Steven Pieters /  
 Frans Dotinga
Press coordination Veronica ten Holder
Strategic Environmental Assessment Rob Verheem

* the category based on amended Netherlands EIA Decree 1994 has been put in brackets

Appendix 3
Technical secretaries and their specialist topics*
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 Bart Beerlage  Marijke Bremmer  Ingrid de Bondt

 Frans Dotinga Nicole van Buren  Geert Draaijers

 Marja van Eck  Petrie van Gent

 Stefan Morel

 Veronica ten Holder

 Marc Laeven Arend Kolhoff

 Steven Pieters  Reinoud Post  Bauk Rademaker

 Ineke Steinhauer  Rob Verheem


