[bookmark: _GoBack]Appendix B

Initial review criteria to assess climate change mitigation and adaptation in EIA

Review criteria
	General project features


	Overview
Project name and location
Type
Date of ES
Competent authority

	Project details
Brief description
Stage
Timing: application date and

	The environment
Nature of area
Key issues scoped in




	1. Adequate consideration:


	1.1 Are the key climate change issues of the development identified? If so, what are they?

	1.2 How and why have they been identified as significant? 

	1.3 Are these described as capable of being avoided/reduced/remediated/unavoidable?

	1.4 Are a variety of climate change mitigations/adaptations explored? If so what are these?

	1.5 Is a justification given for the chosen mitigation/adaptation?

	1.6 Is the need for climate change mitigation explored at various stages: 
Project design
Pre-submission discussions
Post-submission negotiations
Construction
Operation
Decommissioning phases
1.6.1 If so, what is explored?

	1.7  Is the mitigation/adaptation:
- Incorporated into the project design 
- Considered (but not adopted)
- Put forward as an option or recommendation for consideration during the decision making process




	2. Degree of clarity of mitigation/adaptation


	2.1 How detailed is the description of what the measure is
2.1.1  How detailed is the description of how it will avoid, reduce or remedy the significant effect

	2.2 What level of mitigation/adaptation is it:
· Alternatives
· Physical design measures
· Project management
· Deferred mitigation

	2.3 Where in the mitigation hierarchy does it fall?
· Avoidance
· Minimisation
· Abatement
· Repair
· Compensation

	2.4 Where in the project phase does it take place?
· Construction
· Commissioning
· Operation
· Decommissioning 
· Restoration 

	2.5 Is the effectiveness/benefits of the chosen mitigation/adaptation stated? 
2.5.1 Where the effectiveness or the success of the mitigation/adaptation is uncertain is this made clear and is data introduced to justify their acceptance? 

	2.6 Is there indication of the significance of any residual or unmitigated impacts remaining after mitigation/adaptation?
2.6.1 Are these mitigated?

	2.7 Is there any potential for this mitigation/adaptation to cause conflict between the benefits of the mitigation and their adverse impacts.

	2.8 Is there an indication of any gaps in the required data and a means of dealing with this in the assessment?



	3. Commitment to mitigation/adaptation


	3.1 Is there evidence of commitment to implementing the mitigation/adaptation?

	3.2 Is there evidence of a mechanism to be followed to ensure that adequate mitigation/adaptation would be delivered?

	3.3 Is it detailed how the mitigation/adaptation measures will be implemented and will function over the necessary time span?

	3.4 Are monitoring arrangements proposed to check the mitigation/adaptation is functioning properly?




