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Summary
The International Association for Impact Assessment (IAIA) is a multi-disciplinary organization set up in 1981 and now with members from 110 countries. The mission of  IAIA is to advance innovation and communication of best practice in all forms of impact assessment to further the development of local, regional and global capacity in impact assessment. IAIA promotes the application of integrated and participatory approaches to impact assessment, conducted to the highest professional standards. IAIA believes the assessment of the environmental, social, economic, cultural and health implications for proposals to be a critical contribution to sound decision-making and to equitable and sustainable development. 

This document was prepared by IAIA through consultation with its international members. It is intended to brief policy makers, practitioners, researchers and other participants of the World Summit about the latest directions in the field of impact assessment with specific reference to the major challenges identified by the World Summit preparatory processes. It highlights and calls for actions by all nations on the following:

· Impact assessment is an important tool for achieving sustainable development. A family of assessment tools has been developed in the past decade to facilitate the journey to sustainable development.

· Strategic linkages are needed to meet the major challenges identified in the World Summit preparatory processes and meetings, and ensure that sustainability considerations are not just buzz words or catch phrases, but become a reality in many proposed policies, plans, programmes and other actions or decisions.  Five important links, which impact assessment can facilitate in the context of making sustainable development a reality, are

· Linking sustainability considerations to policies, plans and programmes through Strategic Environmental Assessment

· Integrating trade, environmental protection and sustainable development through impact assessment

· Integrating ecological, ecosystem and biodiversity considerations into development decision-making through environmental impact assessment and strategic environmental assessment

· Integrating health considerations into sustainable development through impact assessment

· Integrating community involvement into sustainable development through impact assessment

· These five strategic linkages need to be dealt with in a systematic and integrated manner in order to achieve real sustainable development. A number of scientific and institutional challenges to achieving integrated assessment for sustainable development still need to be addressed.  

· The IAIA calls for actions by all nations participating in the World Summit to

· Strengthen impact assessment policy and legislation to ensure that all countries have effective, operational systems to identify the major impacts of development proposals, mitigate adverse effects, consider major alternatives and evaluate them with reference to sustainability goals and targets

· Promote community involvement in all stages and for all types of impact assessment, with readily accessible information, opportunities for all relevant sectors of the community and a decision-making process that explicitly addresses concerns raised by individuals and groups affected by the proposal

· Ensure appropriate impact assessment training and capacity building programmes to be set up through international and regional partnership, with measurable results and specific targets and to devote sufficient resources to the area of training and capacity building

For further information, contact IAIA (info@iaia.org; www.iaia.org).

World Summit on Sustainable Development

IAIA’s Statements and Policy Brief

Impact assessment is a process and assessment tool, which promotes sustainable development and is used to help ensure actions are economically viable, socially equitable, and environmentally sustainable.  Impact assessment is a generic term that includes environmental impact assessment, strategic environmental assessment as well as many specialized assessment processes such as health and social  impact assessment. It describes a process and tool which can be applied across the spectrum of planning and development activities, from policies and plans to programmes and projects, from national policies to regional or local projects.

Use of environmental impact assessment (EIA) is one of the key principles of the Rio Declaration on Environment and Development (1992). Five years earlier, the Brundtland Commission identified the integration of  environmental considerations into the mainstream of policy-making as one of the key institutional challenges of the century. The preparatory documentation for Johannesburg makes clear that this challenge still remains to be addressed. Impact assessment (IA) is an important vehicle for such integration.

During the past decade, major innovations have taken place in the arrangements, methods and scope of impact assessment. Essentially, these developments have been made on four fronts:

· Expansion of impact assessment regulation - many developed, developing and transitional countries have enacted legislation or strengthened their EIA procedures. Over 100 jurisdictions around the world have established formal EIA systems in the past two decades. Because EIA has a legal and/or mandatory status, it is the appropriate mechanism by which to formally address sustainable development issues.
· Integration of new information and issues into existing IA tools - for instance, the biodiversity agenda set by the Rio Summit has expanded the scope of traditional EIAs. There is an increasing application of  health impact assessment, social impact assessment and gender impact assessment processes. There is also inclusion of indigenous peoples and the use of  traditional knowledge in impact assessment.
· Impact assessment has moved on since 1992 and now has a stronger explicit recognition of the social/human dimension, reflecting Principle 1 of Rio Declaration and Principle 1 from the Brundtland Commission.
· Application of IA to more levels of decision-making and early stages of policy and plan making processes – IA is now a tool for assessing policies, plans and strategic decisions and has been applied in the context of decisions regarding global issues and policies such as climate change, trade, privatization and structural adjustment.  
THE MAJOR CHALLENGES IDENTIFIED 

BY THE WORLD SUMMIT PREPARATORY PROCESS

As stated by the Chairman of the Preparatory Committee for the World Summit on Sustainable Development (WSSD), the three goals of the WSSD are poverty eradication; changing unsustainable patterns of consumption and production; and sustainable management of natural resources for development. The Chairman’s Paper to the Preparatory Committee for WSSD also emphasizes the importance of a ‘holistic and inter-sectoral approach’ for implementing sustainable development.  The Chairman’s report to the Third and Fourth Preparatory Committee meetings for the World Summit on Sustainable Development identified the following major challenges related to impact assessment:

· achieving the International Development Goals in the Millennium Declaration of the United Nations;  

· promoting integration of three mutually reinforcing pillars of sustainable development: economic growth, social development and environmental protection

· involving stakeholders, especially those vulnerable groups, in the policy making and decision making processes and in sharing the benefits

· eradicating poverty

· changing unsustainable patterns of consumption and production

· protecting and managing the natural resource base of economic and social development;

· achieving sustainable development in a globalized world

· promoting health

· searching for effective means of implementation of the sustainable development initiatives

Five key components have been identified, namely, water, energy, health, agriculture and biodiversity. These components need to be integrated into decision-making at the policy, plan, programme and project level.

THE IMPORTANCE OF IMPACT ASSESSMENT

TO MEET THE MAJOR CHALLENGES

Impact assessment provides a key means of implementing sustainable development when major actions are proposed and before decisions are made. A family of tools can be combined in order to systematically address the social, cultural, economic and environmental impacts, both positive and adverse, and to involve the people who are directly affected by or interested in a proposed action.  Most countries have gained some experience in these areas already, particularly through provision for environmental impact assessment (EIA).  Because of its widespread use, EIA offers a practical basis for leveraging an integrated, participatory approach that can help achieve the three goals of sustainable development. 

	Broad Scope of Impact Assessment

	Impact assessment is an umbrella term which encompasses a family of tools, including sustainability assessment, project evaluation, technology assessment, health impact assessment, ecological and biodiversity impact assessment, environmental management systems, public consultation/public participation, environmental impact assessment, demographic impact assessment, climate impact assessment, cultural impact assessment, gender impact assessment, social impact assessment, environmental auditing, risk assessment, strategic environmental assessment, trade policy assessment, and natural disaster planning.




In the decade since Rio, the  practice of impact assessment has evolved and expanded in many countries around the world. The evolution of impact assessment has often occurred in a segmented manner, with many new specific areas of focus. In support of sustainable development, this broad scope of impact assessment processes and tools will be most effective when applied in an integrated manner, to help decision makers understand the linkages between environmental, social and economic dimensions of development. In support of more sustainable development, impact assessment must be carried out in a participatory manner, involving stakeholders and affected peoples at all levels.

Impact assessment is an important tool to understand and manage the five key components (namely, water, energy, health, agriculture and biodiversity) identified by the World Summit and to integrate these components and the related sustainability considerations into decision-making.

Strategic linkages are needed to meet the major challenges identified in the World Summit preparatory processes and meetings, and ensure that sustainability considerations are not just buzzwords or catchphrases, but become a reality in many proposed policies, plans, programmes and other  actions or decisions.  There are five important links which impact assessment can facilitate in the context of making sustainable development a reality: 

· linking sustainability considerations into policies, plans and programmes through Strategic Environmental Assessment;
· integrating trade, environmental protection and sustainable development through impact assessment;
· integrating ecological, ecosystem and biodiversity considerations into development decision-making through environmental impact assessment and strategic environmental assessment;
· integrating health considerations into sustainable development through impact assessment;
· integrating community involvement into sustainable development through impact assessment.
FIVE STRATEGIC DIRECTIONS FOR NAVIGATING A JOURNEY TO SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT THROUGH IMPACT ASSESSMENT

1. Linking Sustainability Considerations into Policies, Plans and Programmes through Strategic Environmental Assessment

The Significance of the Link

Strategic environmental assessment (SEA) is a pro-active instrument for integrating environmental considerations into spatial and sectoral policy, plan and programme formulation for sustainable development. 

The application of SEA potentially results in environmental benefits (avoiding environmental harm), social and cultural benefits (increasing the overall wellbeing of the population) and economic benefits (saving time and money). Benefits accrue to proponents of policies, plans and programmes, decision makers as well as society as a whole. SEA is accountable and participative and, when properly applied, leads to an increase in wealth and well being through informed and sustainable decision making. SEA helps to create a better local and regional environment, at the same time ensuring overall sustainability aspects of global importance are considered at all administrative levels of decision making. 

As a pro-active instrument, SEA supports more systematic, participative and sustainable decision making, aiming to evaluate proposed actions in terms of previously identified sustainability objectives and targets. In this context, it considers direct, indirect, cumulative, synergistic and induced impacts. 

SEA is a suitable instrument for integrating aims and objectives of different administrative levels and sectors and can potentially act as an instrument for reconciling different aims and objectives of different tiers. Applied at the regional level, for example, SEA pinpoints conflicting national and local goals and helps to reconcile them.

SEA makes the decision making hierarchy more efficient by helping to streamline tasks and substantive aspects for the three main strategic decision tiers: policies, plans and programmes. In this context, SEA complements project environmental impact assessment (EIA). SEA helps to make project EIA more efficient, as projects are based on more sustainable policies, plans and programmes. Furthermore, SEA helps to protect and preserve the natural environment in the interest of future generations.
SEA promotes policy, plan and programme formulation that is participative and transparent. At the same time SEA helps stakeholders focus on overall policy and sustainability objectives and targets. Therefore, SEA is an instrument in support of good governance.
Strategy for Moving Forward

Strategic environmental assessment should be more widely applied at international, national, regional and local levels to policies, plans and programmes for all sectors likely to have a significant effect on environmental and social sustainability. Particular emphasis is required in developing countries given their dependence on practical, cost-effective arrangements linked to socially and environmentally sustainable policies and strategies.

Recently, an IAIA task force on the SEA Protocol to the Espoo Convention prepared  proposals based on a number of principles and premises: 

a. SEA should be linked to overall goals and objectives and to the baseline environmental data, and give explicit consideration to those established by the Parties for environmental protection, health and sustainable development.

b. SEA should be initiated at the earliest stage of the decision-making process at which significant environmental effects can be reasonably identified and when alternatives are still open.

c. The scope of application of SEA should be comprehensive yet realistic; including all types and levels of strategic decisions that have environmental, social, health-related, sustainability and trans-boundary consequences.

d. SEA should be carried out with reference to the nature of the decision as well as its potential significance for the environment, taking into account the difference between broad policies on the one hand and more concrete plans and programmes on the other. SEA is a process for supporting good governance and meeting what the Brundtland Commission called the “chief institutional challenge of the 1990s”.

e. SEA should be integrated with strategic decision-making processes and reinforce the promotion of environmentally sustainable development.

f. SEA should be applied in accordance with widely agreed principles and standards of good practice, recognising these can be specified in the protocol only as discretionary guidance. 

The Board of Directors of the IAIA has approved the IAIA Strategic Environmental Assessment Peformance Criteria and promulgated them widely to all members in over 100 countries. This represents the first set of international benchmarks established by an international professional body. This set of international performance criteria should be widely applied by all countries around the world to guide the development of SEA systems and good practices.

There should be formal provisions for SEA in all countries. Without formal requirements, SEA is not able to develop its full potential and is bound to be toothless. Therefore, in the interest of sustainable development, politicians and decision makers should be encouraged to formalise SEA and to provide guidance on how it should be applied under different circumstances. SEA should either be fully or partially integrated with the underlying policy, plan and programme, starting as early as possible. Whilst SEA is usually going to be applied in a flexible manner, procedural stages are likely to include screening (objectives and target setting), scoping (identification of assessment tasks and options), impact assessment, monitoring and follow up. Participation and consultation are at the core of SEA and should be applied at different stages throughout the process.

2.  Linking Trade, Environmental Protection and Sustainable Development through Impact Assessment

The Significance of the Link

With increasing globalization and the desire to remove trade barriers, to be effective, liberalization of trade policy must take account of the human and environmental impacts to ensure sustainable trade and sustainable development.  

Consequently impact assessment of trade-related policies is a promising and emerging new form of assessment, which can be used to help improve our understanding of the impacts of increased trade, and to improve coherence between trade and environmental, social/cultural and development polices. More recently, the Doha Ministerial Declaration (November, 2001) recognized the efforts of member countries to conduct national environmental assessment of trade policies on a voluntary basis. 

This submission uses the generic term impact assessment in relation to assessments of trade-related policies.
 

Impact assessment of trade-related policies can assist policy makers and negotiators to develop policy packages and to increase transparency and stakeholder involvement in decision-making.

Impact assessment can provide important insights into the relationship between trade and poverty alleviation, conservation of natural resources, and social and cultural aspects of trade-related policies.

Impact assessment of trade-related policies provides developed, developing and countries in transition with tools and mechanisms to improve their competitiveness providing positive economic, environmental and social/cultural benefits and at the same time contributing to achieving their sustainable development goals.

Strategy for Moving Forward

A proposed strategy for moving forward to integrate trade, environmental protection and sustainable development through impact assessment is set out as follows.

Encourage countries to:

a) Commit to adopting some form of impact assessment of trade-related policies to attain sustainable economic development. While realizing that there are advantages of explicit and open efforts to foster integrated considerations of sustainability-related matters.

b) Seek collaboration and partnership with other governments, institutions, developers and relevant stakeholders to learn from experience recognizing the need to adapt and create an assessment process to meet their own needs.

c) Address the scientific, technical and institutional challenges within their own countries.  Capacity building initiatives—in the form of financial contributions and/or technical support—can help to overcome some of these challenges.

d) Practice ‘learn by doing’ impact assessments.  Start with an issue that is not too complex, data that are not too difficult to obtain to ensure that the assessment is doable.  

e) Be clear about the purpose of trade policy goals in order to inform the   impact assessment process.  

f) Establish an open, information-sharing assessment process, which involves academia and civil society as much as possible.  These groups can provide important insights to solutions where there are conflicts between trade, environment and social/cultural issues.

g) Ensure that impact assessment does not become an objective unto itself.

3. Linking Biodiversity Considerations to Environmental Impact Assessment and Strategic Environmental Assessment

The Significance of the Link

An important outcome of the Rio Summit in 1992 was the Convention on Biological Diversity (CBD; www.biodiv.org). Biodiversity loss and ecological disruption and degradation has become a major challenges globally, and reversing them is vital to the future viability of our planet and for human survival. 

The last two decade has seen a rapid expansion in two distinct yet closely related fields, namely: ecological impact assessment and biodiversity assessment.  The first seeks to define the impacts of development proposals on overall ecosystem structure and functioning; the second aims to provide an understanding of the role and importance of biodiversity and the consequences of its reduction, alteration or deterioration.  Importantly, both initiatives work to take IA beyond the traditional deficient approach of simply measuring changes in a list of species to assessing impacts of ecological changes in dynamic systems and impacts on values (monetary and non-monetary) of those systems and their components.

Traditional sectoral approaches present the biophysical environment as a set of discrete components, usually ignoring linkages between them.  As a result, integration and thus assessment has been limited.  Ecological impact assessment should explicitly consider the linkages between components and feedbacks within and between them in an interlinked series of “cause – effect” relationships, thereby providing a comprehensive, integrated evaluation of overall consequences for ecosystem structure and functioning over time and space.  Recent developments in “ecological footprinting” have dramatically enhanced our understanding of the extent and complexity of ecological linkages.

Improved methods used in recent ecological impact assessment include versions of Pressure – State – Response models, which specifically consider linkages within a system as well as between systems.  Examples of such approaches can be found in recent State of the Environment reports which provide explicit information on the capacity of ecosystems to continue to deliver goods and services against their sensitivity and vulnerability to external pressures and demands.

Another important advance in ecological impact assessment has been to better model the distribution of costs and benefits across different levels of society. 

Improved understanding of ecosystem functioning enables us to make proactive recommendations on “carrying capacity” and the cumulative effects of development options.  This directly improves our ability to define precautionary options and guide society’s transition towards sustainable development. Strategic environmental assessment (SEA) can be used to proactively consider the full range of space and time scales of ecological processes, including links that span the needs of current and future generations.

Finally, rapidly expanding initiatives to develop suitable bioindicators of ecosystem health, integrity and resilience, as well as measures of ecosystem change over time, provide extremely important inputs to the development of adaptive management strategies.

Strategy for Moving Forward

Our current ability to undertake ecological impact assessment is constrained by inadequate understanding of ecosystem processes and the biodiversity components.  Whilst this is a cause for concern, new data collection and analysis tools and technologies are developing rapidly. These facilitate better baseline data and improved understanding of the linkages between ecosystem components, especially using ecological footprinting.  Clearly, huge scope for improvement exists, not least in educating decision-makers to appreciate the urgency with which these priorities need to be addressed.

The IAIA has approved, developed and implemented a series of biodiversity action programmes over the past decade. These programmes have contributed both to the global policy debate (the CBD, Ramsar and Convention on Migratory Species) and to development of new and/or  improved tools for addressing biodiversity in IA and thus in decision making processes.

Most recently, the Sixth Conference of Parties (COP6) of the CBD meeting held in the Hague from 7 - 19 April 2002 endorsed guidelines for incorporating biodiversity-related issues into impact assessment legislation and /or processes and in strategic environmental assessment. The decision calls for follow-up work from the CBD secretariat and IAIA.

The action programme recommended by the IAIA, and the initiatives arising from the COP 6 under the Convention on Biological Diversity should be implemented through genuine international collaboration and partnership among all international, regional and local stakeholders. 

4. Linking Health Considerations through Impact Assessment to Sustainable Development 

The Significance of the Link
Human health and well being are at the centre of sustainable development. According to the official WHO definition, health is not merely the absence of disease and infirmity, but a state of complete physical, mental, and social well-being.

Two models of health are often confused. The bio-medical model of health  is concerned with the absence of disease.  It is a model of disease causation and is generally used in the context of the provision of health services. Some adherents to this model believe that health is the responsibility of the individual alone through their choice of life style. The socio-environmental model of health  is concerned with the root economic, social, psychological and environmental determinants of health. In this model, health of the individual is not the responsibility of the individual alone. It is the product of biological factors plus the society and environment in which the individual lives. Health impact assessment has strong links with environmental and social impact assessment but it is more than these. 

Impact Assessment draws on the socio-environmental model of health. In this model, health outcomes such as absence of disease or presence of well-being are the result of changes in the determinants of health.

The determinants of health can be grouped into individual/family; bio-physical, social and economic environment; and institutions and policies. They include: clean air and water, access to food, reduced exposure to vectors and pathogens, a pleasing physical environment, a supportive social environment, economic opportunities, absence of poverty, absence of fear of crime and war, access to basic services, biodiversity, lifestyle, and safe working conditions.

The determinants of health are found in all areas of the Environment and Development Negotiation.  Human health is not the concern of the health sector alone. It is vitally important that the Negotiation does not isolate health concerns from other issues or confound health promotion and protection with delivery of health services. Health must remain a cross-cutting issue.

Poverty and inequality are two of the primary determinants of health and the relationship is circular. The key issue is the need for a public health policy, in which all policy is health supportive and sustainable. This includes the distributional effect: there are gross health inequalities in each society which policies should narrow rather than  increase. At the policy level, impact assessment is viewed as an instrument for ensuring healthy public policy. At the project level, impact assessment is concerned with the reduction of health vulnerability and inequality.

Strategy for Moving Forward

Development cannot be sustainable if human health is damaged. Countries should adopt a healthy public policy that includes equity considerations. They should adopt instruments, procedures, methods, and tools to implement that policy at all levels. Article 152 of the Treaty of Amsterdam provides a model. The following strategy should be pursued through the best possible efforts:

a. An integrated approach to impact assessment should be developed combining environmental, social, and human health considerations, among others. 

b. The capacity of nations to undertake health impact assessment is very limited and a concerted approach to capacity  building is needed; the role of the health sector needs special attention.

c. Health impact assessment requires considerable research inputs to develop improved methods and tools.

d. Countries should plan to review and revise their environmental laws to include human health considerations.

e. The economic costs and benefits of health changes should be incorporated using the new indicators associated with Burden of Disease analysis and other tools. Economic development should not transfer hidden costs to the health sector.

5. Linking Community Involvement to Sustainable Development through Impact Assessment

The Significance of the Link

Public Participation is a process through which stakeholders influence and share control over development initiatives and the decisions and resources which affect them.

 External specialists made early IA reports usually without inputs from the affected local communities. As a result, their predictions and evaluations of the effects of development proposals were often in error. An international conference in 1983 on "Public Involvement and Social Impact Assessment" provided evidence of the role which public participation can play in impact assessment.  Since that time, stakeholder consultation has been an essential tool in the process of impact assessment.  Community consultation and participation (a more intensive form of community involvement) contribute to impact assessment in the following ways:

a. Those directly affected by development decisions are afforded an opportunity to express their concerns or preferences.

b. Some baseline data can be provided by local residents on, for example, climate (temperature, rainfall and sunlight) and seasonal cycles (flood levels), seasonal activities and use of resources.

c. Some social data needed to assess impacts is only available from local people.

d. More effective and creative options to manage the effects of a new proposed policy, program or project can be identified and developed by local people and community organizations, (including indigenous groups) through their specialist knowledge.

e. A sound community involvement process will increase a community’s sense of ownership, commitment or support to a policy or project.  Conversely, if those affected are excluded from the process they may become involved in a negative way. 

The development of trust and shared responsibility between the proponent and the affected communities are a powerful contribution for managing the effects of a proposal, through the planning, construction and  operation phase - i.e., the focus of community involvement should be wider than just preparing an IA report. Citizens, informed and active about impact assessment, can act as advocates for its use in decision-making processes affecting their lives to their political leaders who will then require it of regulatory bodies. 

Strategy for Moving Forward

Sustainable development can hardly be achieved without stakeholder involvement in the impact assessment process. The World Bank recognizes the importance of "community-driven development" for sustainable development. Impact assessment with public consultation is an essential part of the process and system needed to make sustainable development happen. 

In the Principles of Environmental Impact Assessment Best Practices jointly developed by the IAIA and the Institute of Environmental Assessment, two of the basic principles of IA are participative and transparent process. The participative process should provide appropriate opportunities to inform and involve the interested and affected publics, and their inputs and concerns should be addressed explicitly in the documentation and decision-making. The process should also ensure public access to information. Such principles and practices should be further strengthened and enhanced in all IA systems in each and every country, taking into account the social, economic and environmental characteristics. 

In the IAIA’s Strategic Environmental Assessment Performance Criteria, a good quality strategic environmental assessment process should be participative. That is to say: the strategic environmental assessment process should inform and involve interested and affected public and government bodies throughout the decision making process, should explicitly address their inputs and concerns in documentation and decision making, should have clear, easily understood information requirements and ensure sufficient access to all relevant information. Such good practice guidelines and principles relating to public participation should be adopted and applied in all impact assessment systems and processes in order to ensure the achievement of sustainable development goals.
RECOMMENDATIONS AND PROPOSALS 

FOR ACTION AND PARTNERSHP
These five strategic linkages need to be dealt with in a systematic and integrated manner in order to achieve truly sustainable development. A number of scientific and institutional challenges to achieving integrated assessment for sustainable development still need to be addressed.  These are evident, for example, when addressing global change issues or environment-poverty linkages.  Impact assessment practice would benefit particularly from improved sustainability frameworks (rules and criteria) and better multi- and inter-disciplinary approaches to evaluate the interrelationship between social, environmental and economic issues.  However, much can be done by exploiting what we know already and by making better use of the procedural, analytical and participatory approaches that are available. 

We hereby recommend the World Summit to address the global environmental issues requiring a cross-sectoral and multi-disciplinary approach.  Specific actions should be identified that will strengthen and institute integrative frameworks and tools and to build capacity in their use and application.

Some immediate steps could be taken toward integrated assessment of development proposals at all levels by encouraging governments, international agencies, industry and other development proponents to:

· Build on the strengths of the EIA systems that have been established;

· Assess the full range of impacts associated with development options and proposals.

· Evaluate them against sustainability goals, principles and criteria (as updated at WSSD).

· Take particular account of any large-scale, long-term implications for the biophysical and social environment, including the possibility of significant or irreversible consequences.  The precautionary principle must be used explicitly to impart an appropriate level of sustainability assurance.

Concerted and coordinated actions are needed to improve the use of impact assessment in order to give effect to integrated decision-making.  An agenda for the next decade should be agreed at Johannesburg, with particular emphasis given to fully integrating environmental and social goals into the development mainstream.  In this regard, the highest priority should be given to strengthening institutions and   supporting good practice in impact assessment in developing and transitional countries. Impact assessment should also be regarded as a vehicle for strengthening institutions.

actions are therefore required to:

· Ensure appropriate levels of impact assessment and evaluation are utilized in decision making, to promote the sustainability of projects, programmes, plans, and policies

· Ensure that the full range of impacts associated with development proposals are understood and taken into account at all stages of the process

· Encourage international agencies, donors, industry, and governments to adopt policies requiring the implementation of impact assessments and to provide the resources necessary for undertaking adequate impact assessment including stakeholder consultation, including meaningful public participation.

The following actions are recommended to be implemented by all nations by 2012:

1. Impact Assessment Policy and Legislation: Strengthen impact assessment policy and legislation to ensure that all countries have effective, operational systems that meet international standards or, at a minimum, have a basic capability to identify the major impacts of development proposals, mitigate adverse effects, consider major alternatives and evaluate them with reference to sustainability goals and targets. Impact assessment should be used to address the social, economic and biophysical impacts of development proposals;
2. Strategic Environmental Assessment: Apply strategic environmental assessment to policies, plans and programmes for all sectors likely to have significant effects on environmental and social sustainability and set up a formal system to give effect to this requirement, including an open and publicly accessible decision-making process;
3. Health Impact Assessment: Apply impact assessments to address potential health and safety hazards associated with development proposals and integrate health considerations into all major policies and plans;

4. Social Impact Assessment: Apply social impact assessment to address the human impacts of development proposals in relation to social goals and targets, with priority attention in developing countries given to poverty reduction;

5. Ecological and Biodiversity Impact Assessment: Apply ecological and biodiversity impact assessment for all sectors likely to have a significant impact on natural resources and ecosystem processes;

6. Integrated and Cumulative Impact Assessment: Promote integrated assessment of the cumulative social, environmental and economic impacts. Move towards a broader concept of assessment which provides for the assessment of ecological and biodiversity impacts, social/human impacts and economic/institutional impacts in support of sustainable development goals;

7. Improving the impact of impact assessment: make impact assessment processes fit for purpose and more focused for decision-making regarding environmental, social, health and economic issues; streamline the processes; maintain flexibility and effectiveness; and allow continuous feedback. 

8. Participatory Processes: Promote community involvement in all stages and for all types of impact assessment, with readily accessible information, opportunities for all relevant sectors of the community to participate, and a decision-making process that explicitly addresses concerns raised by individuals and groups affected by the proposal;

9. Capacity Building: Ensure appropriate impact assessment training and capacity building. There should be an extensive training and capacity building programme set up through international and regional partnership, with measurable results and specific targets. Such training should aim to build up expertise among professionals and officials, local NGOs and community-based organisations and to share good practices and practical skills between countries. Every country should devote sufficient resources to the area of training and capacity building. 
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� Other terms in use include: integrated assessment (UNEP), sustainability assessment (EU), environmental assessment (Canada) and environmental reviews (U.S.).  Environmental assessment, environmental reviews are environmentally focused forms of assessment, whereas integrated assessment and sustainability assessment are broader and consider social and/or wider sustainable development issues.
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