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Abstract

This study presented politic proposals and diverse utilization-type in coastal areas by
analyzing results of reviewed related-statements of marine environment during the one year
period of 2007 by Marine Environmental Impact Assessment Center. Total of 358 cases were
reviewed, which was a significant increase from 270 in 2006. Consultation on the utilization of
sea areas (CUSA) accounted for the largest number of 165 (46.1%) and it was followed by 104
cases of environmental impact assessment (EIA) (29.0%) and 89 cases of prior environmental
review (PER) (24.9%). As such, evaluation statements (EIA+PER) related to consultations of the
Ministry of Environment accounted for approximately 54% of the entire cases reviewed. To
analyze the overall results of reviewing marine-related evaluation statements, utilization and
planning were conducted by 47.9%, 38.4% and 13.7% in the South Sea, West Sea and East Sea of
Korea, respectively. In evaluation statements (EIA+PER), port construction, industrial complex
construction, urban management plan and road construction took up most of the part by 40.9%,
20.2%, 10.4% and 7.3%, respectively. In terms of CUSA-statement, it was evaluated that
consultations were mostly carried out on use and reclamation of public water surface in coastal
areas and on sea aggregate extraction process in EEZ. The largest number of plans for coastal

use were established for Jeollanam-do, followed by Gyeongsangnam-do, Chungcheongnam-
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do, Gyeongsangbuk-do and Gyeonggi-do. In particular, development plans were concentrated
on Jeollanam-do and Gyeongsangnam-do with stable marine environment and outstanding
view of the nature. In most cases, these regions are adjacent to the areas designated as a sea area
for environmental management and fisheries resources protection zone. Therefore, conflicts
exist between development and preservation. Also, rather than random development, more
detailed marine environmental impact assessment, gathering of public opinions and politic
harmony are essentially required. For efficient coastal management and environmentally sound
and sustainable development, fulfilling consistent and transparent coastal policies as well as
active and reliable decision making to center on coastal environment by management bodies

will be important.

Key words : Marine Environmental Impact Assessment Center, consultation on the utilization
of sea areas, environmental impact assessment, prior environmental review,
coastal management

LA E AR 5L A 99 S BRAE S 4
ARE Ausiel K84 AY 23 AR
alogol Tigt 7tole] 4 7 9} AU LALE o) zgg oy 4 Y e Aol

N
N
D)

[
o
sk
E O
&

N
N
i:
£,
£
A
o
on, }‘
)

x,
ozi
=)

S~

>,

3]

ko oA sfol gl FES PRI} AT
AL A=t on 0394 ol 43} 7ol haiA

2

HE]_

A SHelA oo]8 b;.ﬂﬁﬂlz— 7% éfﬂ—% ZyaksfoF staL,
ST G et Brke vEe] dadglar BRI A BelAe &R Bk fAsHs vt
olFALS 1t FAE wET = Qe 2R oto] ZpEoiA|n Qe (o] 5, 2008), T HEA
& Aol Fastrh(yd, 2007; o] &, 2007). SoFE Tl Felo] 9le ALo= TEA O oF

A euetolA sl 9= & o+ )] FRH Aol LEF PR o2 AH 1

= 7Ht‘e”}‘§ﬂr 74]§1 E°ﬂ EHOHHL Apdof B AL WY dof f{
] K Gl Bk
f%k%‘ﬂxﬂih rii“oé%k%ﬂ‘ﬁﬁl 37% of ofsf 7 EX)2 FofA (3
1}5}

A—;d

FOR QG SUTANY WekE A o ApA)E Tejora
e e S

At Aol HAsA Mesh s Aol (o]3 sjolol gAR T B B4 AR
T ARBANAES BARA R o SAS A8 SEE F AAsis 35E AR et 24
of BAGYHIIL AQlAZe] S ol F AT sabaskvlo] selo] g AT MIENE 20074 1
A ofol7) g el @3 Ak URE FHAOR 2 AR Sl S o0
23 A% ARA A3 vgRge] FsHe £ ol oo AR B8 nyl @y



o[cHo! - 2713

JO

Selutet okt dlololx ol Folx|k 2%
whARglolut A3 S0 Hrot ol gAY W WY 5
& okt 4 olu B HAA Bt 249 7|2
AR B2 4 9 Aol
Hehd £ 2o 3
20074 19 <t 9
mm Folx o AEAAS
Sy thorg olg@eel AUAY AR
xﬂAla}ﬁu}.

B =R A YR gt A
E7|1HR1 S aeatatet el o] o do]-8-d 37t
oA FAAORZ ek =83 20074 19 1
El 129 3197HA] 19 53 B FFE71A, A
ZAHEAS dlldol 8o Aol diel] HES
g v R PO 43, Akt
S P FOoR B
AiE 15t B2 240 ol8d A=
et AgteflA] o]Foix)= RE 3o
Fol A7} ohdet 7t AR di A9l
of afdst= eS8kt

Sl

>
ool 4z g

il ri e e
o

oE 2ot &2 e

N ot rlo

IS
©
Q
@
LJ
&
lil
_,d
Ff?l
o,
2
E

[e] D
ola’it}. %73—‘%4 ﬁﬂ% HHH 3 Wﬂ ZMH
oF 54%% AHA|5FGITt, o] 2fgh #E= 2006199 &

27079 AAET F7ie=, B GFE A e
MNARAGAEA = A Z7IANE ol &3

OAs T ZHaslednh gl 39 Ha 11
Yol HYEEZS KB S| R Z4hE QaR o

7 2715 %S Yehat,

m2006d 358
350 | m20074

HEHF

BFSYUIM ATBBYHEM #HoIBHAM & HEAH

HEAE((AH)

20074(®)

MEHASHIM BANSZLHEM O HoIBH2AM

Fig. 1. The annual report of statements-review of marine
environmental impact assessment center in 2007
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Fig. 2. The consultation-types of sea area utilization in 2007
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Fig. 3. Sea area, using type, and regional analysis by
consultation on the utilization of sea areas in 2007
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Fig. 5. Sea area, contents type, and regional analysis by the
environmental impact assessment in 2007
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