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1. Introduction

Since its first appearance in the National Environmental Policy Act (1969) of the United States of America (NEPA) (The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, n.d.); Environmental Impact Assessments (EIA) have grown in popularity and have become a staple process in assessing the anthropogenic impacts on the environment worldwide. 
The Convention on Biological Diversity (n.d) defines EIA as;
‘a process of evaluating the likely environmental impacts of a proposed project or development, taking into account inter-related socio-economic, cultural and human-health impacts, both beneficial and adverse.’
From this definition, it should be assumed that the assessment is more than addressing the environmental impacts, but also the secondary social and economic impacts that derive from environmental impacts. Therefore, the assessment should take a holistic approach, but this is often not the case (Kørnøv, Christensen and Nielsen, 2005)
Since the initial formal implementation of EIA legislation in 1988, the UK has introduced its own laws in order to keep in line with the regulations set out in the EC Directive 85/337, this came in the form of The Town and Country Planning (AEE) Regulations 1988 (The Town and Country Planning (Applications) Regulations 1988); currently known as The Town and Country Planning (EIA) Regulations 2017 in England (The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017)and The Town and Country (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2017. (The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2017)
However, even with the legislation and regulations from both the European Union and from the United Kingdom Government, there is still criticism of the process and implementation of EIA (Ortolano and Shepherd, 1995).
Using a case study from South Wales, this report will evaluate the process of EIA, using the relevant legislation and academic literature. The aim of the report is to identify gaps between the legislation and what is in fact used/done in practice.









2. Environmental Impact Assessment Process

EIA is a systematic process that examines the environmental impacts of a certain project and the different mitigation associated with the impacts. 
Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) believe that although EIA can be a positive in terms of reducing environmental impacts, some developers may see the process as time consuming and costly.  However, he also states that although it can be deemed negative, the process can be beneficial by providing a ‘framework for considering location and design issues and environmental issues in parallel’.


Throughout literature, Environmental Impact Assessments are known to be of different lengths, but it is agreed they should all contain the same content;
· Screening 
· Scoping 
· Impact Analysis
· Mitigation and Impact Management
· EIA Report
· Review
· Decision Making
· Implementation and Monitoring


2.1 Screening

The screening procedure is the initial stage of the EIA and involves determining whether the project in question will have any environmental impacts (Gov.uk, 2014)
The UK categorises projects into schedule 1 and schedule 2. Schedule 1 proposals tend to be screened in every instance due to the fact they are usually of large scale or they pose a high environmental impact; these may include large shopping centres, oil refineries. (The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011a)
 A project will only be categorised as a schedule 2 proposal if it meets certain requirements, if it does not meet the requirements then the local authority should decide the environmental impacts. (The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011b)
[bookmark: _Hlk507268370]In the case of the Cross Hands Link Road, roads that exceed 1 Hectare require screening. The proposal also required screening due to the proximity of a Site of Special Scientific Interest.
The screening process can be an ideal opportunity to engage with stakeholders and communities to discuss the EIA of a development. By engaging with different parties, they become more informed and engaged in the whole process. (Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick, 2012)

[bookmark: scoping]


2.2 Scoping

The Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (2011) define scoping as 

‘the process of determining the content and extent of matters that should be covered in the environmental information to be submitted to a competent authority or other decision-making body’


The scoping process can be considered as the most important part of an EIA due to the fact that this is where information is gathered and prioritised.
This section also enables the project leaders to consult with the relevant parties that may be affected by the proposal.; e.g. Natural Resources Wales, Highways Authorities and communities, to discuss the plans and answer any questions.
Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) believe that by involving these different parties as early in the project as possible, results in more engagement in the whole process. However, some believe that public participation at this point in the process is lacking (Ortolano and Shepherd, 1995); (The Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2011).

An important part of the scoping process is the gathering of baseline data. Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) states that an ‘environmental baseline includes both the present and likely future state of the environment, assuming that a proposed project is not undertaken.’ 
enables the operator to establish a regional context for the potential impacts of the operation. It is important that the collection of environmental data is ongoing to enable the database to cover the spatial and temporal variations observed in nature.

The reason for this is to put potential impacts into a regional context, the gathering of data should be an ongoing progress to account for ‘spatial and temporal variations observed in nature’ (Industry.gov.au, n.d.).

What is important with baseline data is the need to check validity and reliability. Although there are no regulations around the age of data, some data may be deemed unreliable i.e. a 30-year-old bat survey 

[bookmark: prediction_and_mitigation]2.3 Impact Analysis and Mitigation

Once the baseline data has been collected and the impacts predicted, there is a need to priorities the impacts into significance, to relay the information to the relevant parties. 
Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick, 2012 state that as opposed to using analysed data; evaluation of Significance tends to be based on experience and expert opinion. It is also believed ‘that Significance is influenced by the values of the individual, how the changes to the environment affect them and whether they have a stake in the project or not’ (The Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment, 2011). Therefore, what is seen is a biased opinion that tends not to be based on scientific evidence; which may be truer in the case of the public views.





Table 1 – Determinants of environmental significance
A decision by the EPA as to whether a proposal is likely to have a significant effect on the environment is made using professional judgement, which is gained through knowledge and experience in the application of EIA. In determining whether a proposal is likely to have a significant effect on the environment, the EPA may have regard to the following— 
(a) the values, sensitivity and quality of the environment which is likely to be impacted;
 (b) the extent (intensity, duration, magnitude and geographic footprint) of the likely impacts; 
(c) the consequence of the likely impacts (or change); 
(d) resilience of the environment to cope with change;
 (e) the cumulative impact with other projects;
 (f) level of confidence of the impacts predicted; 
(g) objects of the Act, policies, guidelines, procedures and standards against which a proposal can be assessed;
 (h) the public concern; 
(i) presence of strategic planning policy framework; or 
(j) the extent to which other statutory decision-making processes meet the EPA’s objectives and principles for EIA.

West Australian Environmental Protection Authority (2010)


The EC Directive 97/11, used by Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012), defines mitigation as ‘measures envisaged in order to avoid, reduce and, if possible, remedy significant adverse effects).
Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) identifies 4 types of mitigation; 

· Avoid – This aspect involves controlled actions that actively avoid any harm of the environment
· Reduce – Some impacts are difficult to avoid, therefore reducing the impact is the ideal option. This may involve carrying out work during non-breeding seasons for birds

· Repair/Rehabilitate/Restore – Some environmental impacts may be unavoidable and may be temporarily damaged or lost. These impacts however could be restored to a certain degree using mitigation measures

Compensate - If an impact is unable to be rectified using the previous three aspects, it is important to compensate for the impact. Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) uses the example of the creation of a nature reserve elsewhere due to loss of land near a project.

2.4 EIA Report and Review

The EIA report is the formal and public presentation of the data provided from the screening, scoping and includes any mitigation. 

The review stage of the EIA is the section where the quality of the report is scrutinised. Public comments are considered, as are comments from; local and national groups; Governing bodies; and businesses. All of these are collaborated and any gaps in the EIA are identified and corrected.
Table 2 - UK EIA Legislation18.— (1) Subject to regulation 9, an EIA application must be accompanied by an environmental statement for the purposes of these Regulations. 
(2) A subsequent application is to be taken to be accompanied by an environmental statement for the purpose of paragraph (1) where the application for planning permission to which it relates was accompanied by a statement referred to by the applicant as an environmental statement for the purposes of these Regulations, but this is subject to regulation 9. 
(3) An environmental statement is a statement which includes at least— 
(a)a description of the proposed development comprising information on the site, design, size and other relevant features of the development;
(b)a description of the likely significant effects of the proposed development on the environment;
(c)a description of any features of the proposed development, or measures envisaged in order to avoid, prevent or reduce and, if possible, offset likely significant adverse effects on the environment;
(d)a description of the reasonable alternatives studied by the developer, which are relevant to the proposed development and its specific characteristics, and an indication of the main reasons for the option chosen, taking into account the effects of the development on the environment;
(e)a non-technical summary of the information referred to in sub-paragraphs (a) to (d); and
(f)any additional information specified in Schedule 4 relevant to the specific characteristics of the particular development or type of development and to the environmental features likely to be significantly affected.
(4) An environmental statement must— 
(a)where a scoping opinion or direction has been issued in accordance with regulation 15 or 16, be based on the most recent scoping opinion or direction issued (so far as the proposed development remains materially the same as the proposed development which was subject to that opinion or direction);
(b)include the information reasonably required for reaching a reasoned conclusion on the significant effects of the development on the environment, taking into account current knowledge and methods of assessment; and
(c)be prepared, taking into account the results of any relevant UK environmental assessment, which are reasonably available to the person preparing the environmental statement, with a view to avoiding duplication of assessment.
(5) In order to ensure the completeness and quality of the environmental statement— 
(a)the developer must ensure that the environmental statement is prepared by competent experts; and
(b)the environmental statement must be accompanied by a statement from the developer outlining the relevant expertise or qualifications of such experts.

(The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017b)

The table above indicates the minimum requirements for an Environmental Impact Assessment Report or Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) however, Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) states that planning applications cannot be declined on the basis of an inadequate EIS which may lead to less importance being placed on the EIA process.


2.5 Decision Making

Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick (2012) states that EIA are not a substitute for decision- making but do aid in clarifying questions that stakeholders may have regarding developments. The major flaw in the legislation of EIA is that a project cannot be denied on the bases of the EIA, however, it does raise concerns regarding legal action that could be taken if an unlawful action is carried out during the project.


2.6 Implementation and Monitoring
Although not a mandatory step, monitoring the impacts after the completion is a major aspect of the process. With the continual gathering of data, impacts that were undetected during the application phase can be dealt with appropriately before any harm comes to the locality., (Glasson, Therivel and Chadwick, 2012)
















3. Case Study – Cross Hands Link Road

The project that will be used throughout this section of the report is an economic link road near to the communities of Gorslas, Pen-Y-Groes and Cross Hands in Carmarthenshire. The project is a Carmarthenshire County Council project. 
The main aim of the scheme is to ease traffic and combat congestion mainly at the “six-ways” junction near Gorslas and the A48 roundabout in Cross Hands (Shown in Figure 1). The scheme is believed to ‘improve access to and from areas identified for economic development in Cross Hands’. 
The A48 is an important road that links West Wales with the M4 at Pont Abraham 6 miles away.

[image: ]
Figure 1- Site of planned proposal
3.1 Sites of Special Scientific Interest
What makes this proposed site particularly delicate is the high number Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) and Special Area of Conservation (SAC) that are in the area. 
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) are sites that help to protect and conserve ‘wildlife, geological and physiographical heritage for the benefit of present and future generations’
(Natural Resources Wales, n.d.)
Figure 2 shows how close the SSSI’s and SAC’s are to the proposed scheme. The figure also shows different characteristics of the area, it shows that there are numerous Tree Preservation Orders (TPO’s) in force and that there are numerous communities near the proposed works. 
The reason for the SSSI and SAC statuses is due to the habitats of Marsh Fritillary butterflies, dormice and with other protected species.


[image: ]
Figure 2 – Sites of SAC, SSSI and TPO in relation to Proposal





4. Discussion

The EIA in question was compiled by Jacobs (2015); who an American company with hundreds of locations are worldwide. Jacobs (2015) have produced EIA for the Western Rail Link to Heathrow, along with another high-profile EIA.  (Environmental Impact Assessment – Scoping Report, 2015)
Jacobs (2015) state that the framework that is used for the project is the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges Volume 11 (DMRB Volume 11) (Highways Agency, 2009), however, it is brought to attention that the framework is dated in areas and that, where applicable, the context and environmental effects will be considered. 
The EIS was 295 pages long. There is debate surrounding the length of EIA, IEMA (2011) questions whether length adds value or whether it reduces the influence in the decision-making process. A study of EIA by Lee and Dancey (1993) show a positive correlation between length and quality of EIA however they do state that although the standard was higher, there was increase irrelevant information. Therefore, although the length of an EIA is important, the emphasise should be put on the quality of data and the presentation of the information given.
From the documents provided by Carmarthenshire County Council (Online.carmarthenshire.gov.uk, n.d.) it shows that numerous organisations were contacted regarding the said project. The table below shows the different stakeholder, their opinion and the reasons behind their decision. This part of the report will draw upon these objections of stakeholders, and to identify if Jacobs (2015) have carried out anything further, or if they have glossed over the points and planning has gone ahead.

Table 3 – List of Replies to EIS
	Organisation
	Objection/No Objection
	Reason

	Welsh Government Transport Division
	No Objection
	

	RSPB
	Object
	Insufficient EIA

	Public Rights of Way
	Object
	Affected Public Rights of Way

	Llanfihangel Aberbythych Community Council
	No Objection
	

	Minerals/Waste
	Not Specified
	Note: The document believes that the project will sterilise large parts of the proposed area

	Coal Authority
	Objects
	Unable to identify adequate assessment of the risks posed by the mining legacy

	Welsh Water
	No Objection
	Conditions and Advisory Notes Given

	Air Quality
	No Objection
	No adverse impact on air quality as regulated under the Environmental Act 1995. However significant impact on SSSI and SAC from Nitrogen deposition

	Public Health and Protection
	Objection
	No work to be carried out until scheme for mitigation of dust has been approved by Carmarthenshire County Council

	Planning Ecologist
	Objection
	See Appendix

	Archaeology
	Objection
	No work to be carried out until conditions met.

	Air Quality Public Protection
	
	




4.1. RSPB
A letter from Hugheston-Roberts (2015) a conservation officer from the Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) showed the objection of the Society to the proposal. The first consultation by letter, highlighted the lack of up to date bird surveys in the area. This was a cause for concern since the RSPB had reason to believe that the Lapwing population in the area could have been of National Significance. 
Reijnen, Foppen and Meeuwsen, (1996) conducted a study on the correlation between road traffic and density of breeding birds. When bird species were subject to 5000 cars a day; a loss of 12-56% of total population within 100m of roads was found but significantly reduced with distance. They also identified that with increased traffic volumes, the effected distance increased. They found that lapwing populations were reduced by 14–44% up to 1500 m. 
Therefore Lapwings, among other species, were more susceptible to increased volumes of traffic at greater distances. A more recent study by Benítez-López, Alkemade and Verweij (2010) supports this by finding that infrastructure influences bird population up to 1km.
In the EIA, Jacobs (2015) acknowledged the presence of breeding birds however only believe there are of local significance, whereas the RSPB believes there to be National Significance. A reply by Pilliner (2017) acknowledges the concern of the RSPB but states that although Lapwing are a species of conservation importance, they are not a European Protected Species. He also states that the road only occupies a small amount of the Lapwing breeding site, but as Reijnen et al (1996) have found, the effects can be seen a kilometre and a half either side of the road, which becomes a large impact area.



4.2. Coal Authority 
The Government coal authority placed substantial concern on the project since the site falls within a Development High Risk Area, this means that there are hazards and features left after the coal mining activity in which need to be considered. It is stated in the letter by the Coal Authority that this matter had been discussed in the initial correspondence prior to the EIS, but no surveys are included in the EIA.The problems link to disused coal mining features can come in the form of road subsidence Conroy and Guy (2005), 
However, Pilliner (2017) agrees that the route does cross historical coal mining features but believes the risk of subsidence from collapse is very low. He also states that more surveys are being conducted and if any abnormalities are found, mitigation in the form of additional specialised layers will be sufficient.

4.3. Planning Ecologist and Air Quality Public Protection 
Although the objections from other parties are significant. The objection from Lindsey Rendle (Planning.carmarthenshire.gov.uk, 2016) is substantial and draws upon many different flaws that occur within the EIA with significant onus on the protected marsh fritillary butterfly. 
Similarly, to the Coal Authority, concerns have been brought up in Screening meetings but not acted upon in the EIS;
‘In the WELTEG minutes dated 18th October 2012 it was stated by the CCC Biodiversity Officer that for any LBAP habitat loss of Marshy Grassland…The ES does not quantify proposed mitigation for LBAP habitats and Marshy Grassland habitats and it is currently considered the scheme as proposed will not be deliver this requirement, this must be addressed’ (p1 John Thomas 2016).
As mentioned, validity and reliability of data are paramount when drawing any conclusions regarding environmental impacts (IEMA 2011). With all the documents being made available online, it is simple for other stakeholders to access and see that there are many discrepancies within the data that has been collected, which may reduce the belief and trust they have with Jacobs (2015).  
   The EIA outlines the fact that Caeau Blaen yr Orfa will experience higher amounts of nitrogen deposition due to increased emissions from a) the construction phase and b) the car fumes after completion. Increased amounts of Nitrogen can cause a loss of diversity of plant species (Bobbink et al. 2010). However, Jacobs (2015) expects that the long-term management plan of the area will have more of a positive Significant effect than nitrogen deposition for it to cause a problem. 
A report by (Matt MacDonald, n.d.) suggested that nitrogen deposit can have potential detrimental effect on SSSI/SAC within 7km however within 200m being where the most harm is.
Regarding the Cross Hands link road, the major issue is that the Marsh Fritillary Butterfly is endangered in not only the UK but in Europe. Rendle (2016) states that the Marsh Fritillary depends on marsh land and Devils bit scabious; and with an increase in nitrogen concentration, a potential decrease in both marsh land and Devils bit scabious could be seen.
With this evidence, it is surprising that council members still believe that the project will help the butterfly to thrive. (Newsroom.carmarthenshire.gov.uk, 2018)

Table 4 – Impact and Characteristics 

	Proposed activity, biophysical change, related to receptor structure and function
	Characterisation of Impact
	Mitigation Proposals
	Summary of Characterisation

	Loss of habitat because of: 

Dust/air pollution – Operational The air quality assessment (ref. Section 4.7) indicates that the predicted nutrient nitrogen deposition and annual mean NOx concentration will increase by greater than 1% on the eastern side of the Blaen –yrorfa SSSI (transect 10-3). The increase in nutrient nitrogen deposition in particular has the potential to result in loss, due to competition from more vigorous species, of the key marshy grassland species in this part of the SSSI including devil’s bit scabious and whorled caraway 

The remainder of the SSSI and the Gorslas Bog SSSI are predicted to experience improvements in nutrient nitrogen deposition and annual mean NOx. It is considered possible that the improvements NOx and Nitrogen deposition in much of the Caeau Blaenyr-orfa SSSI will outweigh the areas where deterioration may occur.

 It is considered that the overall management of the SSSI is likely to be more important in maintaining it in favourable condition than the changes in deposition as a result of this scheme.
	SI: Negative PO: Probability CO: Cumulative EC: 0.18ha SZ: Change in species assemblages RE: Not reversible DU: Permanent
	None proposed.
	Residual Impacts: No mitigation proposed therefore the residual impact is considered to be potentially Significant Confidence of 

Predictions:
High



From the comments in the table Jacobs (2015) appear to be justifying the actions for no mitigation by stating that improvement in Nitrogen deposition elsewhere will outweigh the negative impacts elsewhere. This however is not proven and based on no scientific evidence.


Table 5 – UK SSSI Legislation 1 A section 28G authority which, in the exercise of its functions, permits the carrying out of an operation which damages any of the flora, fauna or geological or physiographical features by reason of which a site of special scientific interest is of special interest—
2 (a)without first complying with section 28I(2), or
3 (b)where relevant, without first complying with section 28I(4) or (6),
4 is, unless there was a reasonable excuse for permitting the carrying out of the operation without complying, guilty of an offence and is liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceeding £20,000 or on conviction on indictment to a fine.    
(Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006)

The legislation for SSSI in the UK is shown in Table 5. Therefore, even though Jacobs (2015) have addressed the problem of nitrogen deposition and given responsibility to the management of the SSSI, Carmarthenshire County Council could still be liable for any damages to the area.


4.4. Archaeology 

The letter by the Trust states that the WelTAG Stage 2 – Environmental Appraisal Report conducted by Jacobs (2015) found that:
‘there would be no physical impact on any features with statutory or non-statutory designations from the proposed route options. However, there would potentially be direct impacts on a number of heritage assets.’ 
It appeared that the trust was satisfied by this result however, they urge an archaeological condition should be placed on planning consent, which is in line with current planning and archaeological legislation. 

4.5.  Cumulative Effects
The IEMA (2011) identifies 2 major sources of cumulative effects: intra-project effects and inter-project effects. 
· Intra-projects effects: These effects occur between different environmental topics within the same proposal, as a result of that development’s direct effects.
· Inter-project effects: This form of cumulative effect occurs as a result of the likely impacts of the proposed development interacting with the impacts of other developments in the vicinity.
It is understood that some impacts are not being reported due to the effects being secondary rather than being directly caused by the project. However, this does not seem to be the case with the Cross Hands proposal, the cumulative effects have been identified and well presented.
Although a large majority of EIA discuss the cumulative effects, a small amount of EIA discusses the way in which a project is able to enhance the natural environment of an area surrounding the site. IEMA (2012) states that this is due to environmental enhancement being followed by additional costs. There are currently no regulations that enforce or encourage development that includes environmental enhancement. 


4.6. Consideration of Alternatives
The Consideration of Alternatives is important in the EIA process and the project identifies 3 potential sites, one of which was chosen. The other two were discounted after public consultation and options appraisal, the reasons for this were landscape and visual impact, and noise and air quality. From the EIA it seems that Jacobs (2015) and Carmarthenshire County council have described the alternatives very well, however a correspondence letter by Lindsey Rendle (Planning.carmarthenshire.gov.uk, 2016) shows that in the WELTAG (Welsh Transport Appraisal Guidance) meeting, the decision to omit two of the choices was due to peat presence, however no evidence or indication of this is in the EIA.
What is apparent is the lack of monitoring or audit plans set out in the EIA by Jacobs (2015). As mentioned, the monitoring of a finished project was not a regulatory requirement, more so just good practice. IEMA (2011) believes that monitoring plays a big part in the EIA process in order to document the outcome of the predicted impacts identified in the EIA and to inform other projects.
The UK has only recently included monitoring in its legislation but as opposed to it being a compulsory with every proposal; It is only needed if considered appropriate (The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2017b). 
Table 6 – Monitoring Legislation When considering whether to impose a monitoring measure under paragraph (1)(d), the relevant planning authority, the Secretary of State or inspector, as appropriate, must— 
    (a) if monitoring is considered to be appropriate, consider whether to make provision for potential remedial action; 
    (b) take steps to ensure that the type of parameters to be monitored and the duration of the monitoring are proportionate to the nature, location and size of the proposed development and the significance of its effects on the environment; and 
    (c) consider, in order to avoid duplication of monitoring, whether any existing monitoring arrangements carried out in accordance with an obligation under the law of any part of the United Kingdom, other than under the Directive, are more appropriate than imposing a monitoring measure.
(The Town and Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Wales) Regulations 2017a)





4.7.  Public Participation
An important aspect of the EIA process is public participation however there are split opinions. Some believe that they are crucial in involving all stakeholders in order to create transparency and smooth running of a project, whereas some find it a necessary evil. 
In regard to the EIA undertaken by Jacobs (2015) minimal public participation was made evident in the process. There are two separate correspondences with community councils and 3 personal letters from residents, these correspondences were during the first stage of the application however, there is no indication, apart from the documents online, that the public were informed of any other planned mitigations or of evidence that has been found.


5. Conclusion

With legislation, both national and international, gradually placing more importance on Environmental Impact Assessments, more should be done to increase the consistency and validity of the assessments. 
The case study highlighted Jacobs (2015) as the organisation that conducted the EIA, Jacobs is a massive company therefore few discrepancies are expected. This is not the case with figures not matching and un-reliable date being used at some points in the EIA. As the literature identifies, although EIA are a legal requirement of some projects, it is not a document that can stop a project. 
As with the case study shown, Significant impact could occur on the nearby SSSI and Jacobs (2015) state that no mitigation is possible. However, the proposal was given full planning permission, therefore, it is apparent that, as long as the impact is documented, and a reason given for the inability to apply mitigation, it is deemed that enough has been done. 
Legislation should put more of an emphasises on the monitoring and post project auditing due to the fact that although the impacts have been acknowledged in the EIA, the actual outcomes will never be understood due to no monitoring. As discussed in the report, monitoring is important not only for the locality but also for future EIA in terms of understanding the potential impacts that have risen from past projects. 
With reference to the report, although legislation has recently been updated, a call for thorough well-presented guidance and review strategy is needed, in order to produce standards across the board for EIA. 
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