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National Environmental PoliEY:

= Framework

PNEENEs, Survey and Environment Act 1989
sheatedl the Environment Division tasked
WibAtmanagement of environmental

B COMCErNS.

-—f“NatlonaI Environmental Management

s

o

~ Strategy” (NEMS) in 1994
® Samoa Development Strategies;
1996-to present




etwéen 1962 to 1992, a total 7 Development Plans
( JHJ awere produced e —

< Comprehensive '(fad both Natlonal Sectoral
Corparate objectives & strategies )
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2. 1596 —to date 6 Strategic Plans developed

1996 -1998 (A4 New Partnership)

1998-1999 (Strengthening the Partnership)
2000-2001 (Partnership for a Prosperous Society)
2002-2004 (Opportunity for All)

2005-2007 (Enhancing peoples choices)

2008-2012 ()




Mainstreammgihrough
land=useplianmng.

Planning and Urban Management Act 2004
RiEnRREeREN R RNV ENEgEMERNACERCY =~ SEHUPN
2002, legally’ established 2004.
== Development Consent Process
= ‘the Act
SCIM Strategy 2001/ 2006
741 CIM District Plans 2001/2006
*Codes of Envtal Practice 2006
-Parking Standards 2006
;Housing Guidelines 2006
,EIA Regulation 2007
Disability Guideline (draft)
; Sanitation policy (ongoing)

;Other planning policies /
guidelines




The G'o'a??ftal 'n'fr ru ol e
2006 dervee 1' | DIStHC (“ M J')JrJJ'

SRIOIGLES| the Detter management of coastal
]n'f;_f trlicture and development of greater
n/- iésilience for Samoan communities.

= =k oked at impacts on infrastructure and
| "“*’fet)mmunlty vulnerabilities to coastal hazards —
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some of which have become further exacerbated
by Climate Change, such as strong wave action,
storm: surges, coastal inundation, flooding, food
security, quality/shortage of drinking water...
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Samoa’s Coastal Infrastructure
Management Plans ¥
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As part of a World Bank initiative, the Governmient of Samoa in
conjunction with Beca International Consultants developed Coastal
infrastructure Management (CiM) Plans for the Country. 41 plans
were developed, one for each district. This involved meeting with
283 villages and approximately 6,000 people over 7 years. The scale
of consultation was very extensive with appmxlm'atelyf'é%- of the
*otal adult population of the country being directly consulted.
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VFPlanrdevelopment:

SHIDEVEIOPEd througha, Precess ofi%
SHilermation gathering;

SEOESicIN e ZalE ZORENTIZR
_ flooding / erosion /" land slips’/
S Walk-through withi communities;
loss of land, freshwater pools, waste water, rubbish,

=3 loss of mangroves, housing, fishing techniques...
=(Eonsultation (problems & solutions);
= | ocal communities;

® Discussion with infrastructure providers; and

e Other public and private stakeholders.

= Evaluation of findings — village / district problems,
priorities, responsibilities

— District Committees
— District Acceptance and Endorsement
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=l fReportlng description of existing
Shviionment, methodologies used, impacts
ecognition, mltlgatlon measures.

e

j%eferral role of Agency

- Development Consent conditions — a legal
document that binds the developer

® Monitoring of consent / EIA conditions
e Compliance and Enforcement
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biodiversity: =
lifiprevineReialityAEIA reporting — we (planners and biediversity: personnel) need to specify. exactly what it is the
EIANREUStRAShouId be looking at when reporting on biodiversity, the accuracy: of biodiversity baseline data

ey UsSISem eier literature), the methodologies needed for certain areas, and anj acceptable and practical
ronitoririe) plasl Witeanlolitorlsie] delfelpgeierss S

sSIeVINEREIANREVIEWS — We need to be critical when reviewing EIAs...my review would be different perhaps from
el olgdivers

}
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Weexpert who knows the area — here the referral process must be improved

Moritoririg) P_OJL_:- joint effierts intmonitoring the application of mitigation measures particularly in sensitive areas.

ific data — inform planners about crucial sites — MPA boundaries, nesting sites, native forests,

areas, Valuable habitats etc

Development of biodiversity conditions / standards for enforcement
- -Need effective and practical planning controls

Taking legal action or legal proceedings for non-compliance

Invest in planning agencies/authorities as the key drivers in mainstreaming — may wear different hats but we all
have the same goals....Planners also need capacity building on environmental issues
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CONCLUDE by saying that
Wherereurnetionalidevelopment
Strateégies have not been fully

s sliccessful, PUMA's role as a

regulator is crucial in
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mamstreammg environmental

values through to the ground

level — biodiversity and climate
change issues included.




