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Cumulative impacts are not suitably addressed 
87 Environmental Impact Statements (EISs) were analysed across the eight 

reference countries as well as Greece. Nine topics were assessed. Most of 

them were addressed in the EISs, with the exception of cumulative effects.  

Only in Belgium and the UK were cumulative effects accounted for in all 

EISs. Addressing cumulative effects is compulsory to prevent the salami 

technique: subdividing a big project with a significant effect in small pieces 

with insignificant effects. In that case the latest project has to take mitiga-

tion or compensatory measures.

Sources of baseline data
Five different sources of baseline data were recognised. On average all 

were used equally, but there were large differences between the countries. 

In the Netherlands, a country where every square meter is mapped, EIS  

authors rely heavily on existing data, while in Greece and Austria a visit to 

the project area is always part of the EIA.

Sources	  of	  baseline	  data	  for	  EIA

Online	  mappingRecent	  site	  visitExisting	  inventoriesDatabases Scientific	  literature
Average	  (87) 65,8 71,4 68 73 62,7
Netherlands	  (14) 28,6 7,1 78,6 42,9 42,9
Greece	  (10) 100 100 20 100 100
Austria	  (5) 0 100 40 100
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%	  of	  total	  No.	  of	  EISs
Description	  of	  site 96,8
Description	  of	  road	  development	  
project 100
Location	  of	  project	  to	  habitats/species	  
of	  conservation	  interest 99,2
Description	  of	  baseline	  situation 88,4
Determination	  of	  effects	  on	  protected	  
species/habitats 94,3
Impact	  assessment	  for	  national,	  
regional	  &	  international	  conservation	  
objectives 73,9
Cumulative	  effects	  in	  combination	  with	  
existing	  or	  future	  projects 33,3
Proposals	  for	  mitigation 90,2
Monitoring	  plan 44,9
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Post-construction monitoring: a missed opportunity
In 45% of the 87 EISs a monitoring plan was incorporated.  

Monitoring the predicted effects of the project or the effectiveness 

of mitigation and compensatory measures is not obligatory according 

to the EIA Directive. It is, however, recommended by the European  

Committee, because it will increase our knowledge and improve  

future predictions of effects and effectiveness. In the revised EIA  

Directive, to be transposed by the member states into national legis-

lation by May 2017, monitoring is one of the topics to be strengthened.

Performance based mitigation is not common place yet
Proposals for mitigation form a large and important part of any 

EIS. In recent years, there has been a push for more performance 

based specification of mitigation measures. The analysis of 87 EISs 

revealed that performance based specification is not common place 

yet. Performance based specification requires a change of mindset 

of both the client and the contractor. Experiences in the Netherlands 

showed that contractors may come with more innovative mitigation 

solutions when the specifications are performance based, especially 

when the tender includes an incentive (a fictive deduction of the  

final bid for each additional mitigation measure).

Performance based specification, a performance standard is speci-

fied rather than prescribing the actual mitigation measure itself.


