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Workshop response regarding the overall conference theme:

I. Planners are not always happy about impact assessment, when and why is that and where is what sort of improvement most needed.

1. Training on the link between the IA and physical planning.  Training should be simple and understandable

2. Regulate in screening phase so that instead of a Yes/No box for ticking, they are given options of seeing the link between the benefits of IA and the decision to be made.

3. Provide planners with good indicators  concerning location and technical solution as well as mitigation measures

II. Time is money, do we need more quick scans rather comprehensive impact assessments ?
Depends on type of project, screening process determinative,  in some cases quick scans may be better than comprehensive IA. Often required in general approaches

III.  A reports can be voluminous is IA sufficiently focused on the issues relevant for decision making ?

1. No, the focus is mainly on environmental issues and other vital issues are merely add ons

 2. In some cases yes, the scooping  phase determines the most important and amount of issues to be addressed in report

IV. Decisions have to be made even when their impacts are uncertain; what do policy and decision makers expect from IA in dealing with uncertainties ?

The IA should assist leaders in getting the opinion of the stakeholders even amidst uncertainities.  Decisions based on the opinion of the stakeholders’ are defensible.

Specific Workshops Outcomes

I. What lessons can be learnt ?

A. Diversity of Legal Systems

      It was clear that due to the varying economic, social and political factors, it is not possible to come up with an ideal model EA legislation that would apply to all countries in the worlds.  Therefore, ideal is to develop baseline principles that govern each level of the EA process as a basis for a good EA legislation.  Countries can rely on these principles to improve their EA legal frameworks.  Examples of principles were presented from colleague in Australia (integration of environmental sustainable development principles in planning, ensure EA is timely for decision-makers, ensure a thorough and credible assessment e.g. with a focus on both environmental and social issues, enable the participation of stakeholders to provide relevant input of knowledge and value into projects or programs, promote integrated evaluation, ensure transparency in decision-making, ensure a comprehensive framework for adaptive management of action, ensure accountability for the actual outcome of decision makers.

B. Eastern Europe Economies and EIA Legislation
1. Legislation from Turkey, Poland, Kosovo was presented at the workshop. It was evident that Poland and Turkey had made substantial progress.  In Poland with a more progressive framework, social issues is a requirement of the scoping phase of the EA process.  In Kosovo, EA policies of donor communities were feeling gaps to implement environmentally sound projects but it was evident that there is an emerging environment NGO movement thereby enhancing civil society activism. The challenges were still the same in other countries such as the Netherlands.

2. Legislation of economies in transition will benefit from accession to EU and the adoption of the EIA directive. 

C. International Commission for Impact Assessment and Quality Assurance: 

 A briefing on a proposal to establish an independent commission that will be responsible for assessing the quality of EA reports was made. It will conduct ad hoc reviews of EA reports.  Commission will highlight areas of concern.  The funding will come from the various stakeholders. Section agreed that in principle it was a good proposition although there were issues such as whether it will improve the quality of EA systems in country and how it would work with local institutions.

II. What are the future opportunities ?
(a) IAIA - Future opportunities to learn and share on impacts will be based on extent to which these types of conferences can continue to take place.

(b) Environmental Legislation Section

(1) Link to IAIA web-site 

(2) Email: chat room in order to promote sharing of information 

and challenges in IA.    

(c) Regional Initiatives (use existing EA centers to convene workshops/conferences for training of professionals facing similar challenges in the EA arena in region. 

(d) IAIA 2003 topics (explore new grounds)

i. Judicial activism in the EA process, common  framework for EA assessment, Enforcement, consideration of alternatives (??)

ii. Bottlenecks in the legal frameworks in the EA decision-making process.

iii. Capacity building in EA in LDCs (training of judges, Environmental Law Socities and training of environmental enforcement officers)

III. What should be IAIA’s role ?
1. Continue to provide the forum to exchange ideas and network and to assume a leadership role in providing technical support to those countries that need it.

2. Keep track of EIA legislative changes and share information with other countries that may need the information

3. In report of IAIA……and code of  best professional practice, certain recommendations were made for countries to achieve by 2012. e.g. strengthening policies and institutions to attain minimum international standards: In most countries regardless of region, the problems are in implementation. Therefore, IAIA’s contribution should be as follows:

- capacity building (regional capacity building programs e.g. MATRA), international regional partnerships offer a forum for understanding the EIA process.

· Amass donor support to enable IAIA to take lead on studies and share information (through study tours with professionals exchanging information), finance citizenry awareness both at the government and civil society level (e.g. Nigeria).

Quality Assurance

· quality of reports (can legislate process but not quality), quality assurance is vital. Still need capacity as well as the institutions to be able to do this.

· quality of decision ( should there be a decision-making framework e.g. even a political decision should be based on sound tech reasons as well. 

Legislation vital why not the feasibility in IAIA that it deserves ?

Focus on main topics and let the role of law in these topics such “as participation “ be assessed at that level.

