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Environmental protection and precaution are the most frequently considered issues in the recent research fields
for our present and future surroundings. However, it seems that these environmental issues were less reflected in
local-level development plans, and caused several cases of environmental pollution, therefore it became a major
concern of local governments and the communities. The role of a 'Local EIA(Environment Impact Assessment)
can be a core issue for the positive preferences of the local-level development plans. Cases of Local EIA in
Germany which have been implied successfully are reviewed to generate a local EIA movement and to produce a
guideline for Korean local governments. The local EIA in Germany was broadly commenced in the middle of
1980s, and a decade later it was carried out for over 200 of local governments. To produce a better suggestion
for Korean local EIA, comparison and analysis of detail data of the German local EIA was carried out, and
tested for fourteen cities in Korea based on five categories: i) assessment subject, i) assessment procedure, iii)
main office for assessment, iv) assessment factor and v) assessment standard. Prior suggestions for greater
preference of local EIA in Korea are: it is necessary that I) launch of a support system in central government to
help the movement of local government; II) a knowledge-based expert group in local government which has by
all means of exclusive responsibility for any action(new application or performance of local EIA) ; III)
establishment of 'environmental protection measure' in local government level for environmental precaution based
on individual environmental character and values in their communities.

Key words: local Environmental Impact Assessment(EIA), local level, effective execution
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Table 1. Comparison of the local EIA and national EIA in Germany
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local EIA national EIA
office regulations of town commissio-
. ner/mayor Environmental Impact Assessment
Legal basis local authority municipal ordinance Act(1990.2.12)
local assembly decision
Contentwise early, systematic, complete understa- early  comprehensive determination,
definition ndable determination of environmental description and assessment of the
consequences environmental conseguences
project in accordance with plant to
ng)ronmental Impact Assessment Act
3):
L o - industrial plant
inprinciple total local resposibility - nuclear power plant
in practice prevailing range of application: | ~ stock farming plant
Range of -Bauleitplanung - waste disposal plant
application - - waste water treatment plant
road plan

—-procurement department
-building construction

- mining treatment plant

- federal railway treatment plant
- tram plant

- federal freeway

- federal canal

- airport

Function in
proceed

dependent, but closed element of
decision preparation

dependent part of administrative
authorized permission

Function of the EIA

result with the
consideration

information for decision about the
prospective environmental
consequences

information of the procedure
prominent authority about the
evaluated prospective environmental
impact

Table 2. Range of application of the local EIA in comparison

. Biele- Dort- |Diissel Hanno- |[Karls| .. . Lever- | Ludwigs- | Stutt— | Wies-b{Wupper-
Range of application feld Bonn mund | ~dorf Essen ver | -ruhe Kiel |Koln kusen |burg gart |aden  |tal
Special plannings and ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° °
programs
Bauleitplan procedures [ ° ° ] ) . [ ° ) . [} ° .
Plan establishment
procedures ° ° ° . ° ° ° o ° °
Procedure after ° ° e ® ° ° ° ° ° °
special laws
Bau-and development Py ° ° ® ° . ° ° ° °
projects
Local right with
environmentalim- L4 ® o o b 4 b L4
portent effects
Internal-official regu-
lations with environ- L4 L4 ° L L
mental reference
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. Environmental relevance
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v

. Result statement for
preliminary assessment

Preliminary
assessment

y

. Environmental relevance
investigation

v

. Result statement for
main assessment

Main assessment

Fig. 1. Procedure of the local EIA.
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Table 3. Main office for execution of the local EIA
City Name of the main office City Name of the main office
Bonn Town planning office Ludwigsburg Town planning office
Dortmund Office for environmental protection Stuttgart Town planning office
Diisseldorf Town planning’ office Wiesbaden Office for environmental protection
. . i Office for town development and
Essen Office for development planning Wuppertal environmental protection
Hannover townl devzfoé?;ei?wommal protection and Koln Office for environmental protection
Karlsruhe Department for law and environment Achen Office for environmental protection
Kiel Town planning office
Table 4. Assessment factors of the local EIA in comparison
Biele- Dort- |Diissel- Hanno- |Karls| | Lever-|Ludwigs- Wies-| Wupper-
factor feld [P | dort [P e |-rue | € RO en Jourg | P paden |1
Soil/water ° ° ° ° ° ° ° e | o ° ° [ ° °
Air/climate o ° ) ° [ o ® e | o ° ° ° ° [
Noise L] [ ] [ ] ] ® [ ) ° [ ] [ [ ® [ ] [
Flora/fauna e | o ® ° ° ° ° °
Man )
Nature/landscape ° ° ® ° ° o | e ° ° ° ™ °
C;Z;{landscape . . ° ° ° ° ° .
Waste/wastewater | @ | ® ° ° ° o | @
Energy [ ) [ ) [ ] "
Special goods ) °
Interactions [ [ [ ® ) ) i ] °

468



59 APAABABEG PR A7

Table 5. Assessment yardsticks of the local EIA in comparison
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vardsticks fd | PO g | dort [P e [rune | K ROM e Tburg gart |baden |tal
ig‘g];tl ‘ézls‘;‘ses on ° . . ° ° ° ° o | o ° ° ° ° .
target predi-
cates of prog- . . ° ° ° ° ° ° ° ° *
rams and plans
technical-scientific ° ° ° ° . . ° ° ° °
discussion values
city-specific
environmental ° [ . °
protection program
local environmen-
tal protection o L4 L L] L
concepts
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