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ABSTRACT

Development projects (DPs) have contributed to industrialization and
economic growth which provided man with material comforts and
luxuries of life. Ilowever, DPs directed at improving levels of material
comfort have had unintended detrimental effects on people and the
environment. In the past, DPs were undertaken without any
consideration 1o their environmental consequences, thus, resulting to
environmental pollution and degradation  which  has reached a
threatening level. Water, land, and air have been degraded to the point
where they can no longer sustain existing levels of development and
quality of life. In view of the colossal damage to the environment caused
by DPs, people are now concerned about the environmental impacts of
these projects. Environmental impact assessment (LIA) enables the
decision makers to examine the cffect of developmental activities or
projects on the environment prior to their execution. This paper, which
adopted the doctrinal research methodology, provides a comparative
overview of the ElA regimes in Nigeria, South Africa, India, and
Canada. The paper reviews the legal, regulatory and procedural
frameworks of each LIA regimes and proceeds to a detailed comparison
of same. This paper finds that the Canadian, South African and Indian
EIA regimes allows for robust public consultation and participation in
the EIA process as agains! the Nigerian EIA regime which only allows
opportunity for public comment on the environmental impacts of
proposed projects. The paper recommends that the Nigerian EIA regime
should allow for more robust public consultation and participation in its
EIA process in line with the practice of the Canadian, Indian and South
African IEIA regimes.
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I.. INTRODUCTION

Ever since the passage of the National Environmental Policy A, by th
of America (USA) in 1969, more than 100 countrics including Nigeria g

and South Africa have tread the part of the USA. For cxamplc, lll\l'la’ c
implemented EIA in 1992, India in 1994, Canada in 1973, and Soygy, ;\frilge.na firg,
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) is an assessment of the possible Ca in 1999
negative impact that a proposcd project may have on the environmen; ! I;;’Ismyc ang
considered as the formal process of identifying, predicting, c"aluating and Als alsg
the environmental, social, cconomic and other relevant effects of dei;nllllgating
proposals prior to major decisions being taken and commitments made.? A ;0‘}3.111cm
the systematic consideration of environmental issucs as part of d evelopment dzlllltfllcs
making. It does so primarily by assembling and analysing information oy the oct1810.n.
environmental cffects of development proposals and how they can be best pl‘cvi mc:dtlzl
l r

¢ Unifeqg

‘a‘cs
anada

mitigalcd.3
EIA is an instrument of preventive environmental management® thy the glob
socicty is currently using to achicve sustainability by dirccting developmeng away frgal
unsustainable alternatives.” EIA is considercd globally to be a key tool for sustainabrln\
development and uscd throughout the world to ensure that all planned Projects arz :
economically feasible, socially unbiased and environmentally sustainable EIA s the
most commonly known, used, and globally widespread environmental planning apq
management tool. It is the only cnvironmental policy tool that is required by mogt
countries around the world and whosc results arc regularly publicly acknowledged ang
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