Figure 10: Indicators: The Drivers-Pressures-State-Impact-Responses Framework

Responses

e.g. clean production,
public transport,
regulations, taxes,
information

Drivers

e.g. industry and
transport

Pressures

e.g. pollution, natural
resource extraction

Impact
e.g. ill health,

biodiversity loss,
economic damages

State
e.g. air, water, soil
quality

Source: Lisa Segnestam, Indicators of Environment and Sustainable Development (2002)




Figure 11: Advantages, Risks and Common Success Factors
for Intersectorial partnerships

Advantages

e Access to financial resources.

e Access to (often local) knowledge and expertise.
e Creative, innovative solutions.

e Eco-marketing.

e Legitimacy.

Risks/challenges

e Blurring of tasks and responsibilities.
e Legitimacy loss.

e  Cultural differences between parties.
e Insecure outcomes.

Common Success Factors

Careful choice of subjects.

Careful choice of goals.

Careful choice of partners.

Respectful, open way of working.

Trust.

Facilitating factors, e.g. support from the media or politicians.

Source: Mariétte M. van Huijstee et al., Environmental Sciences (2007)




Figure 7: Areas for Business Action on Adaptation
Action to minimize risks Action to leverage

Inside the fenceline opportunities

* Redesign to minimize water use

e Redesign for resilience

* Emergency response preparedness Inside the fenceline

* Supply chain balancing and * Design of new products and services
contingency planning

Beyond the fenceline

¢ Community
emergency response

¢ Infrastructure
planning

* Logistics contingency
planning

e Community health
plans

» Watershed
management

Beyond the fenceline
* Enter new markets
for products and
services

Beyond the horizon

* Support of global
health programs

e Improved information
systems

Beyond the horizon
* Enter new markets
for products and

services
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Adapted from Dell, Jan. CH2M HILL. “Business Working on Water: Beyond the Fenceline” presentation at the 2007 World Water Week, Stockholm International Water
Institute. 14 August 2007. Dell, Jan. CH2M HILL. “The Role for Business in Managing Water: The Undervalued Resource” p tion at The Conf e Board's Business and
inability Conference, Washington, D.C. 30 May 2007.

Source: WBCSD, Adaptation - An Issue Brief for Business (2008)
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Figure 9: US Pulp & Paper Companies’ Aggregate Financial Exposure to Environmental Issues

Financial exposure
(as a percentage of current market value)

Source: Robert Repetto and Duncan Austin,Pure Profit: The Financial Implications of Environmental Performance (2000)
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