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Environmental Aspect
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Mitigation Type

92

430

60

16

88
101

566

47
31

86
106

430

79

2
21

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

Avoid Reduce Repair Compensate Enhance

Mitigation type

Mitigation covered by conditions

Mitigation not covered

Extra conditions



8

Effect of Publications
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Use of EMPs
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Conclusions

• Half of mitigation measures in EIS not covered 
by conditions or obligations

• Large numbers of extra conditions and 
obligations

• Environmental aspect and mitigation type 
influence use of mitigation measures

• Change over time not attributable to single 
events

• Guidance / policies institution-specific?
• Need a greater role for EMPs or equivalent


