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Abstract

Korea has 30 years of experiences in environmental impact assessment (EIA). Although EIA
includes sanitation-public health factor, considering health impacts, among 74 unit projects of
17 sections, health impacts haven’t been properly considered or have been ignored in many
cases. The increasing awareness on the importance of health impacts has triggered this study to
seek an optimal introduction scheme of health impact assessment (HIA).

The processes of EIA already include screening, scoping, analysis, impact assessment,
consultation, document review, decision making and monitoring, in which they would be the
essential parts of HIA. In this context, integrating HIA into the existing EIA process could be the
most effective way to use the benefits in both legal and procedural processes existed and to
avoid the confusion and overlapping since the close relationships between environment and
health impacts might be. Furthermore, it is desirable that the existing sanitation-public health
factor should be substituted by and extended to environment-health factor with sufficient
determinants to properly consider health impacts.

When considering the first step of HIA, the prospective and qualitative approach is suitable
more than the retrospective and quantitative one due to the lack of database accumulated.
Similarly, an approach based on epidemiology and toxicology could analyze the limited
evidences and impacts related to human disease, whereas one based on socio-science and
psychology could provide the effective means available for predicting how the people and
community will act by the change of surroundings.
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Checklist approach with various and comprehensive health determinants focused on
prospective and qualitative methods will be very useful for more convenient and progressive
dissemination of HIA. Various checklist approaches of toolkits could be found from HIA
documents elsewhere, for example Westminster Toolkit, and they would be helpful to figure out
how to develop common procedures and health determinants for checklist, in which the unique
characteristics on korean cultural and political context compared to abroad should be carefully
considered since checklist would be the most basic and essential part of HIA.

After the establishment of checklist and procedural processes, the pilot projects should be
conducted. Main purpose of pilot projects is to apparently prove the effectiveness and
profitability of HIA. Pilot projects should be implemented to decide the effectiveness and
suitability of HIA for future projects, programs and policies, and should be provided as the
positive cases that can be achieved through the proper implementation and progress.
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