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Type of impact
assessment

Mandatory Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA)

Type of
project/plan

Land use plan (spatial planning)

Climate change
related issues

Greenhouse gas emissions and risk of flooding

Influence of
the SEA

Clear mitigation measures and choice of a more climate
smart alternative

In the Skive municipality, an SEA including a Life Cycle Assessment was done
for proposed renewable energy activities. The comparison of six alternatives
led to selection of a ‘climate smart’ alternative with more production of wind
energy than initially planned. The SEA also led to measures against flooding.
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