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PREFACE

The Canadi an Environmental Assess-
ment Research Council (CEARC ) was
established on January 30, 1984, by
the Federal Minister of the Environ-
ment to advise government, Iindustry
and universities on ways to improve
the scientific, technical and proce-
dural basis for Environmental Impact
Assessment. CEARC is currently in
the process of establ ishing research
programmes related to improving the
practice of environmental
ment.

assess-

The Council has chosen social impact
assessment (S1A) as one important
focus of research and this prospec-
tus descr ibes CEARC's approach to
possible research activities in this
field.

In prepar | ng th 1s prospectus,
Council has begun the process of
consultation with Individuals and
organizations working in the field

of SIA, A draft of this document
was the focus of a very product i ve
one day consultation with several
members of the SIA community held in

Ottawa, in January 1985, A | ist of
participants attending this workshop
Is included as an appendix. The

assistance of Diane Erickson in the
development of the initial review of
issues is grateful iy acknowledged.

For more Information on the Coun-
cit's general programme of environ-
mental assessment research or on the
details of SIA research outlined in
th is prospectus, p | ease contact:

Dr. M. Husa i n Sadar, Manager
CEARC Secretariat

13th Floor, Fontaine Bui Iding
200 Boulevard Sacre Coeur

Hul |, Quebec

K1A OH3

Phone (819) 997-1000



1.0 INTRODUCTION

Social considerations have become a
progressively more important element
of environmental assessments. In
the case of major projects referred
for publ ic review, social issues
often drive the process and can
exert an important bearing on final
decisions. The first and best known

example s the Mackenzie Val ley

Pipeline Inquiry, in which the rec-

ommendatlon of the Commissioner for
deferment of the Arctic Gas project
was based largely upon the potential

social and cultural effects on
native peoples. As a matter of
routine, various Impact assessment

processes now incorporate a focus on
social and economic quest ions that
goes beyond the social changes
directly related to ecological or
natural resource concerns.

Yet, many quest ions remain about the

legitimate content of social impact
assessment (S1A), and about the
effectiveness of procedures for
analyzing and incorporating social
considerations into impact assess-
ment, Ten years have passed since

the first SIA reports were completed
in Canada. However, there is little
consensus on the appropriateness of
the content of such documents, the
most reliable <concepts and methods
for organizing SIA research, and the
application of study findings to
decision making. There is a wide-
spread agreement that SIA has not
deve | oped as initially expected and
that significant changes in its
practice are required.

For these
Environmental

reasons, the Canadian

Assessment Research

Council has identified SIA as a
major area of attent ion. The pur-
pose of this prospectus is to
identify the major research issues

in this field and to outline the
role CEARC hopes to play in addres-
sing some of those issues through a
research program that wi !l begin
immediately. It is CEARC's inten-
tion to collaborate with existing
funding and research bodies to the
maximum extent possible so that its
own modest research budget can be
stretched to greatest effect.

The prospectus is organi red Into
three sections. The  first is a
frame of reference around which the
discussion is organized, This is
fol lowed by an overview of major

issues for SIA research. In conctu-
sion, a statement of the priorities
favoured by Council is presented
along with a strategy for their

implementation.

2.0 A FRAME OF REFERENCE

CEARC is committed to the view that
social impact assessment is an inte-
gral component of environmental
assessment. The not ion of separa-
ti ng the two into separate and d is-
tinct fields of research has been
rejected by CEARC as unreal istic and
damag ing to our evolving knowledge
of environmental change. The Coun-
cil believes that the 1 i nkages be-
tween social and blo-physical
assessments must be strengthened and
that the
soc | eta |

crucial importance of

va | ues must somehow be
reflected in the scope, focus, and
methods utili zed in al |

mental assessment research.

environ-

Social analysis at all levels would
be enhanced by more rigorous atten-
tion to the nature of SIA itself and
to the range of possible ways of
conducting such assessments. For



instance, a number of recurring
problems in the field stem from
different views of what SIA is.
Many interpretations of SIA can be

found on library shelves. It is not
our purpose in This section to
review or re-def I ne these views.
However, it seems wuseful to set out

the perspectives which guide CEARC's
discussion of research re | ated
issues of SIA.

SIA is considered primarily to be an
area of systematic
seeks to invest igate and understand
the social consequences of planned
change and the processes involved in
that change. It involves the appli-
cation of various methods of ana-
lysis and the documentation and
communication of findings. The SIA
statement may be wused as a basis for
decision making and as a source of
publ 1c information. Such character-
istics may be helpful in different-
iating SIA from related processes
for achieving the same purposes,
notably various forms of publ ic
consultation.

inquiry, which

SIA, above all, should be about
peop le. It should be community
based, rooted in the prob ! ems and
needs of those who are faced by

change or dislocation, Often they
are "people in the way"™ of various
kinds of development schemes. The

rationale for the emergence of SIA
is to make their concerns clearly
understood and so make the decisions
which affect them both responsive
and responsible. Four types of
social ~change are wusually investi-
gated as part of SIA:

(a) Demographically - re lated

Changes, e.g. the effects of
increases o r decreases in
population growth on local

facilities and services,
neighbourhood cohes ion and
community stabil ity;

(b) Economically - related

changes, e.g. the effects of
new patterns of employment
and income on the financial
stabl | ity of residents,
municipal tax base and the
vliabi | ity of local business
and social service organiza-
tions;

(¢c) Resource = related changes,
e.g. the effects of changes
on natura | resources upon
which peop le depend for
subsistence, emp loyment or
recreat ion;

(d) Culturally related

changes, e.g. the effects of
demographic, economic and
resource-related changes on
community institutions,
trad it ions and va | ues and on
the way of Il fe of indivi-
duals in communities;

CEARC 's primary Interest is to
encourage research that will make
practical Improvements to the way

SIA is conducted and the effective-
ness of the results of SIA in influ=-
enci ng decisions. In addition,
CEARC will be concerned with the
more substantive quest ions related
to knowledge of the actua | social
consequences associated with differ-
ent types of development projects.
Consequentl vy, CEARC wi || initiate
one or two SIA research projects.

If possible, co-sponsors for such
research will be obtained. In
add 1t ion to its own modest research
programme, the Council wi || make

every effort to encourage other
research bodies and funding groups



to focus some much needed attention
on the special problems of SIA as an
area of research.

3.0 ISSUES FOR SIA RESEARCH

SIA is an emerging field of theory
and practice that is the subject
already of a sizeable literature.
The state of the aft for example,
has been reviewed extensively at
recent national and international
conferences held in Canada. What
emerges from these reviews is a
long list of "problems" that charac-
terize SIA, that largely
unreso | ved and that threaten the
continued development of the field.
The Council has identified five
Issues of major importance which are

candidate areas for research to

remain

improve the theory and practice of
SIA. These involve questions about:

* ORIENTATION TO SIA

' BOUNDARIES OF THE FIELD
RELATIONSHIP OF IMPACT PREDICTION
AND MONITORING
THE EVALUATION OF SIGNIFICANCE
THE INSTITUTIONAL ARRANGEMENTS
FOR UNDERTAKING AND UTILIZING SIA
STUDIES IN DECISION-MAKING.

3.1 Orientation to SIA

Some practitioners and community
groups believe that SIA is a commu-
nity development activity, aimed at
political

that make decisions about projects.

influencing the forces

Others, wusual ly including regulatory
agencies, consider SIA to be a tech-

nical component of the planning
process. Each of these two orienta-
tions embod i es quite different

research assumptions, methods and

approaches.

The technical/planning approach

stresses the value of the scientific

method as an objective means for
providing information for decision-
makers. Emphasis is placed on

rigorous analysis, methods grounded
in the social sciences, clear and
"unbiased" statements of social
gains and losses.

The political/community development
model is based on the conviction
that "interests" | fe at the heart of
decisions about the environment and
is a means of making the community
"interests" visible and
This model al so

powerful.
emphasi zes the
dynamic nature of impacts which are
determined in part by people’'s per-
ceptions of whether the anticipated
changes w i1l be in their best inter-
est or not. This approach does not
require r1 gorous scientific analysis
so much as it requires a high level
of communication and organizational
ski | s, and the ability to make
known the attitudes, bel iefs and
val ues of those who might be affect-
ed by proposed projects in such a

way that al | interests are openly
debated by the involved decision-
makers.

Table 1 on the fol lowing page ii lus-

trates some of the dimensions of
these two different ways of looking
at SIA.

CEARC is interested in the follow-
ing, related questions:

Under what conditions and for
what types of projects is the
technical/planning approach to
SIA appropriate?

Under what circumstances is the
community development/pol itical
model more suited to the

exploration of issues involved in
anticipated social changes?



* What research techniques and
methods might be common to both
approaches?

3,2 The Boundaries of the Field

The geograph i c, content and time
boundaries of SIA studies are not

wel |l-establ ished, For instance, in
defining the geographic focus of an
SIA  study of a waste management
plant, shou Id one concentrate on

those communities adjacent to the
site only, or should one extend the
study’s geographic
include al | communities in which
residents feel they might be affect-
ed by the plant? In a similar man-
ner there is the matter of content

boundar i es to

boundaries. The term "social" can
be so encompassing as to be useless
as a guide to the appropriate con-
tent of an SIA study.
elements to be considered around the
issue, The first is the matter of
the proper social unit of analysis.
Should the SIA study focus on change
at the level of the individual, the
family, community
interest groups?
change <can Dbe anticipated at al |l
those levels but whether or not each
should be assessed as part of the
study is a most difficult question.

There are two

institutions or
Often, social

For example, in addressing the
possibility of forced relocation
associated with a hydro-electric
project, there may well be antici-
pated changes at the individual
level (loss of control, feel ings of
powerlessness, increased anxiety);
at the family level (stress among

family members resulting from dif-
ferent priorities that surface as a
result of the need to move); at the
level of community institutions
(closure of the local school because
of the loss of 60% of students); and

at the level of special interest
groups (the particular plight of
farmers compared to those living on
land that wi Il be flooded but not
living off that land). There are
difficulties of time, resources and
scope if one addresses change at al |

these levels. There are problems of
arbitrariness and loss of vital
I inks if one doesn’t address change
at al | these levels.

The second element to be considered
with regard to content boundaries is
the matter of project justifica-
tion. To what extent should the SIA
study consider the very basic ques-
tion of the need for the project.
If it is to be part of the study,
then one has to examine al ternat ives
to the project under review and the

anticipated social consequences of
those alternatives. How far is it
reasonable to consider al | these
possibi | ities?

Then, there s the matter of i me

boundaries in SIA. Social change is
dynamic. There is no point at which
it “stops”. What, then, is the
appropriate time-frame for studying,
for instance, the social impl tca-
tions of introducing a wage-based
economy into a traditional native
community? Does one look at the
possible social ramifications of
such an Initiative over a 5 year
period? A 20 year period? The

solution of the appropriate time
horizon <can be a highly continuous
issue.

The scale of the analysis in SIA in
terms of geographic, content and
time boundaries can surely be
expected to vary depend i ng on the
nature of <changes generally asso-

ciated with specific types of pro-



Ph I | osophy

of Science:

on Sociallmpact Assessment ,"
Planning,

TABLE 1

A COMPARATI! VE PERSPECTI VE ON SI A

THE TECHNICAL MODEL

THE POLITICAL MODEL

Logical positivism; social Critical Theory: Social
science patterned on natural scientists seek to under-
science; search for discoverable stand the processes and

regularities. on which to base

School

Uu.B.C., Vancouver, B.C., 19

structures of change In

prediction and planning order to develop a more
humane society.

2, Role and Responsible; to maximize net Responsive; to achieve a
Purpose of social welfare by efficiently more equitable process of
Planning facilitating development and development by empower | ng

minimizing its adverse impacts the community to take
control of |It.

3. Concept of Rational; choice improved Open; choice I mproved
Decision through the provision of com- through citizen participa-
Making prehensi ve, accurate, factual tion; emphasis on art icu-

information; emphasis on the lation of needs and
scientific method values.

4 . Nature of Technical component of the Community development
SIA planning and decision making component of the political

process ; product focus on the process; process focus on

social impact statement; reli- the quality of partici-

ance on experts, processed and pation; rel lance on the

f actual inputs publ ic, persona | exper-
iential inputs.

5. Mode of Reductionist and objective; Holistic and subjective;
Research detached, value and free involved, value-laden

analysls to identify and predict intervention to clarify

impacts; oriented to quantlf i- the issues; oriented

cat ion of information; concern towards qual tficat ion of

with improving research tools information; concerned

and capabi | itles with Improving communica-
tions between local people
directly affected and
externa | decision makers

Sources:

B, Sadler, "SIA and Environmental Assessment: Some Lessons from the Canadian

Experience," ERDA, 15, New York, 1985.
P. Boothroyd, "Overview of the Issues Raised at the International Conference

of Community and Regional
83.



jects, Publ ic percept fon of risk
and danger shou Id be an Important
consideration in defining the
boundar i es of SIA studies even
though the M"scientific" basis for

such perceptions may be weak.

The Council would | ke to see the
following questions pursued:

- What guidelines could be applied

to determine the appropriate
geographic, time and content
boundaries of SIA studies asso-
ciated with different types of
projects and different types of

communities?

- What s the role of those most
likely to be impacted upon in
deciding what are the appropriate
boundaries of each S IA study?

- How can socio-economic issues be
scoped to revea | the most criti-
cal quest ions? What are the cur-
rent and preferred entry points
for SIA in the
assessment process?

environmental

3.3 The Relationship of Impact Pre-

diction and Impact Monitoring

As a tooo to anticipate the vital
social changes assoc i ated wlith pro-
ject development, SIA has generally
failed to Impress decision-makers
and community members a | i ke. Recent
efforts at monitoring the actua |
socio-economic changes associated
with particular projects, and com-
paring actual changes to those that
were predicted in the SIA studies,

reveal | arge discrepancies between
the two. Several reasons can be
advanced to explain this lack of fit
between actua | and predicted im-
pacts. Some concerns regarding

methods used in SIA preparation seem

val id. Equal ly Important, however,
is the possibility that the difficu-
Ities of anticipating social change
will be reduced significantly only
when the whole field has built up a
stronger basis of know | edge about
the processes of social change and
their cause-ef fect relationships.
Careful monitoring of impacts is one

way of adding to this know | edge
base.
Some peop le in the field would like

to see SIA shift more emphatically
towards a monitor i ng/management of
impacts function. In other words,
the purpose of SIA would be to track
the changes associated with a parti-
cular proposal during its implemen-

tat ion. This information would then
be used as a basis for negotiating
and managi ng soci al impacts. Other
individuals, however, would Ilike to

retain the use of SIA as a type of
assessment that wou Id be conducted
largely prior to a decision and one
that would assist in determining
what that decision should be.

It seems clear that SIA has to move
in both directions at the same
time. Through more refined concep-
tua | approaches and more reliable
methods, it must seek to (increase
its predictive capabi | ities, At the
same time, project monitoring will
add bas ic know | edge about the
processes of social ~change and it
might provide the beginnings of a
quite different approach to project
planning, involving sett | ement of
disputes and negotiated positions
during the decision-making process.

The Council wou |d | Tke to see a
great deal more work done in the
areas of social impact predictions
and monitoring. The quest ions asso-

ciated with this type of research



are;

- To what extent can socialimpacts
be pred i cted? What methods are
most appropriate? What are the
implications of unpredictabi ity
of SIA practice?

constitutes an effective

impact monitoring pro-

- What
social
gramme for various project tvpes?

- How can communities become more
effectively involved in impact
monitoring: What support do they
require from publ ic agencies and
proponents to monitor and manage
change?

- What appropriate themes, methods

or perspectives in the social
science disciplines might be
uti | ized to improve our ability
to monitor patterns of social
change?

- What kinds of frameworks and

techniques currently ex | st for
undertaking post impact eva |l ua-

tion? How well have they worked?

3.4 The I nstl tutiona | Arrangements

for Undertakings and Uti | izing
SIA Studies

SIA studies are not conducted in a
vacuum. They are required by var-
ious regulatory agencies; they are
conducted by various proponents;
they are appraised by various gov-
ernment officials and community
groups. The wusual "life" of an SIA
starts with a requirement for such a
study. Specific terms of reference
are drawn up by the organization
that requires the work, and a pro-
cess is instituted to have these

terms of reference

implemented.

There follows a period of implemen-
tation and field work followed by a
process of writing up, in a format
usually estabi ished by the review
period of review, a decision and,
possibly, a period of monitoring
during which the actual as opposed
to the pred icted socio-economic
impacts are described and analyzed.

Al | these proced ura | and poi icy
arrangements under which SlAs are
conducted have an enormous influence
on the final outcome of SIA in terms

of scope, methods, comprehensive~
ness, integration with other ele-
ments of the environmental assess-
ment, and even on findings. These

arrangements can also be a signi-
ficant determinant of the extent to
which the impact assessment process
itself can generate positive or
negat i ve social consequences. For.
examp le, unduly constrained terms of
reference, set by proponent or gov-
ernment can have a profoundly nega-
tive effect on community attitudes
to project development.

Consider, for examp le, the <case of a
provincial Ministry of Transporta-
tion request i ng an SIA study of a
new highway proposa | in a remote
part of the province. The M ini stry
has prepared a hal f page Terms of
Reference document in wh i ch the
consu | tant s asked: a) to study
the "soci al consequences" on commun-
ities X and Y; b) _NOT to take into
account the question of land claims;
c) to concentrate on the question of
community members’ access to servi-
ces and centres at each end of the

proposed stretch of road; d) to
comp | ete the  study in 2 months.
That SIA study will be very differ-
ent from one that is  based on a>

broader terms of reference, b) a



longer time frame; c) a more
explicit set of factors to explore,
and so on.

| f those who are
affected by the proposed
a | so regard the SIA terms of refer-

!l T kely to be
highway

ence as too little, too fast, they
may come to feel victimized by the
very process that is i ntended to
serve their needs. Social conflict,

psychological stress and alienation
are in this case inevitable conse-
gquences of "processes"™ rather than
potential social change resulting
from the project.

Experience suggests that the insti-

tutional inf | uence on the credi-
bi 1 ity and the final outcome of an
SIA study is high. Some types of

institutional arrangements seem more
likely to produce competent SIA work
than do others. The procedures for
determining terms of reference, the
review process, the standards ap-
plied to that review, the role of
publ ic consultation, financial re-
sources allocated to this exercise,
all these are essential factors in
the production of SIA studies.

The Council would like to explore
what types of institutional arrange-
ments are most likel y to produce the
most competent SIA studies. In par-
ticular, the fol lowing types of
quest ion wou Id be addressed:

- Are there inherent limitations to
proponent-sponsored SIA studies?

- What do senior representatives of
major social I ntergovernment
agenc ies consider to be the
proper f ocus of SIA work?

- To what extent do present insti-
tutional arrangements for social
impact assessment cause the pro-

cess itse | f to produce negat i ve
social consequences?
- What is the structure within
particular organizations (propo-
nent, government, communities)
for defining the SIA terms of
reference and how do different
units within these organizations
participate in that process?
- What internal procedures and
pol icies have different institu-
t ions developed to review SIA
studies, determine deficiencies
or adequacy, and decide on study

recommendations?

3.5 The Question of Significance

Eva | uat ion of the significance of
impacts constitutes the heart of
environmental assessment. 1t
involves the assignment of values to

impacts, making implicit or explicit

trade-offs, and arriving at some
overall judgment about the social
acceptability of a project. This is
a complex procedure that creates
problems on two levels: how to

determine the important, project-
induced social changes per se; and
how to compare and weigh significant
social effects in relation to the
overa | | balance of environmenta | and

economic benefits and costs.

Who decides what
"significan t" social

constitutes a
impact and on
what basis? As with so many other
elements of SIA, this 1s a highly
contentious area. There are those
who believe that the judgment of
significance must be made by the
people who will be subject to such
impacts, i .0, if the communi ty
believes that impact A is signifi-
cant, then it is significant, and
must be recogni zed as such by
Others

decision-makers. be | i eve



that the author of the SIA statement
has some obligation to provide a
judgment on significance, making
explicit the rationale for weighing
one impact differently from ano-
ther. And again, there is an
increasing people who
believe that the matter of signi-
ficance is essentially a political
issue, not a technical one. In

number of

other words, the decision-makers
must accept the respons i bility for
deciding which of the many potential
impacts of a project are the mo st

important,

The Council recognizes the political
dimension of the matter of "signi-
ficance", particularly in trying to
weigh social,
physical impacts against one ano-
ther. At the same time, it al so

economic and bio-

believes there is a role for inform-
ed expert judgments. For Instance,

the social consequences of forced
relocation are longer lasting, | ess
eas i | y "managed" and compensated for
than the social consequences of
increasing the town's dentist/
population ratio. It would seem a

wasted opportunity and "neutral" in
the extreme to simply | ist these two
types of 1Impact without comment on
their relative importance.

Some of the questions for research
around this question of significance
are as foi lows:
- How is the significance of
impacts on biological, social and
economic systems establ ished by
the major participants in the
project 1impact process (govern-
ments, proponents,
publ ic)?

communities/

- How can SIA be strengthened

together with other forms of

analysis -- such as benefit/cost
analysis, to establ ish values of
project impacts? What other
methods can be used to pl ace

values on impacts?

- What is the appropriate role for
the SIA practitioner in assigning
val ues to potential

What are the ethical cons idera-

tions involved?

impacts?

4.0 CEARC RESEARCH PRIORITIES AND
| WPLEWENTAT | ON

4.1 Priorities

The five areas of research descri bed
in the previous section do not
encompass all the issues attached to
SIA that deserve research atten-
tion. There are many quest ions with
regard to the reliability and
val idity of specific research
methods that need answering: for
example, the wvalue of structured
guestionnaires to native communities
as an attempt to establ ish recrea-
tional values versus a more anthro-
pological, participant observation
approach. The emergence of simula-
tion model | Ing and its appl ication
to SIA is another very interesting
development that could be Investi-
gated with worthwhi le results.

However, the five areas of enquiry
| isted in this prospectus represent

what Councilbe |ieves to be the most
pressing concerns in the field
today. These <can be expected to
change over time as will Council’'s

priorities.

Council resources will be dlirected
immediately to two of these areas:



Research on institutional
arrangements for SIA; and

¢ Research on improved impact pre-
diction, monitoring and manage-
ment capabilities.

A) Strengthening Institutional

Arrangements

Institutional
the

existing administrative

on the function, scope and
SIA, and
components of
ment. The fol
particular

revolve
imposed by

prob | ems
around constraints
frameworks
timing of
with other
environmental assess-
lowing themes are of

CEARC.

its integration

interest to

¢ The effectiveness of government
guidel ines and terms of reference
for conducting SIA and wutilizing
the results in decision making;

¢ The nature of mechanisms for
Il inking socio-economic and bio-
physical analysis of the assess-
ment process;

* The fairness and efficiency of
the procedures wh 1 ch currently
govern the roles, relationships
and responslbi | ities of key
parties in social impact studies;

* The potential for applying a more
focussed process for scoping
issues and clarifying values in
the SIA.

These studies on institutional

arrangements shou Id use case study

analysis and also bui Id upon exper-
ience gained from more general
evaluation of current SIA practice

(see references). I+ will be an

important aspect of this research to

compare the boundar | es of SIA

10

with those
per _e and

institutional
of public
mediation

processes
consul tat lon
procedures.

B) Research on Improved Prediction

Monitoring and Management Capa-

bi lities
CEARC considers the development of
strong social impact monitoring
capabi | ities to be a basic require-
ment for advancing SIA. Monitoring
resu 1ts should prov ide the founda-
t ion  for a more organized under-
standing of cause and effect rela-
tionships. This foundation will be

of value in predicting impacts o f
with greater
possible at
Monitoring should also
the increasing
management

tion.

future projects confi-

dence than s present.
contribute to
emphas i s on

post-project

impact

and evalua-

The
these

Council wishes

trends. At
fol lowing themes
attent

t o reinforce
present, the
appear to requi re
particular ion:
°* The
sently
pred ict
agement;

adequacy of approaches
integrate

monitoring and

pre-
used to impact

ion, man-

* The effecti
grammes

veness of
monitoring

current pro-

for impacts in
terms of

tives

achieving social objec-
defined by government,
proponents or

when
communi ties.

* The current and potential role of
Impacted communities and groups
in monitoring programmes; and

* The

between social
monitoring,

nature of the

and

relationship
biophysical
the opportun it ies
achieving better

and

for integration



between the two.

4.2 Implementation

CEARC will implement its priorities
in several ways. First it will
commission and undertake research
and development. Most of the Ilimit-
ed funds allocated to SIA wi Il go
directly to the support of research

projects. The main mechanism for
delivery will be requests for pro-
posals circulated to interested
individual's, institutes and private
firms. The council will also liaise
with other funding bodies such as
the SSHRC* and ESRF**, to encourage
their formal support for this
research programme. The Council
also intfends t o consult actively
with institutions and agencies in
the public, private and educational
sectors that are interested in SIA
research. 1t will encourage,
wherever possible, initiatives in
* Social Sciences and Humanities
Research Council

** Environmental Studies Revolving

Fund

11

support of this research programme.
CEARC will al so sponsor workshops
and symposia to review new trends
and findings in SIA research. Such
consultations wi || generally be
requi red as part of the research
contracts sponsored by CEARC. In
addition, the Counci I will <convene

symposia wh ich cover the broad areas

of interest discussed above. Final-
ly, the Counci | will act as a
vehicle for the promotion, dissemi-
nation and appl ication of new ideas
and practices in SIA. The Council
wi Il try to achieve this leadership
role through a network of contacts
with practitioners and others inter-
ested in the field.

This prospectus s both a notice of
the Counci lI's general approach to
research in the field of SIA and an
invitation for involvement by those
interested in its future activities.
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