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Abstract

This paper seeks for the set-up plan in the reasonable target area of environmental
assessment. Domestically, the target area of environmental assessment is set up by the
adjustment of opinion collection about the assessment scope result of an environmental factor.
In a foreign country, the boundary of the target area for a development project is established
with the environmental, economical, and social viewpoint based on the standard for
significantly environmental impact. Based on the analysis of the present condition at home and
abroad, the first set-up plan for the reasonable target area of environmental assessment is the
preparation of the detailed term definition related to the target area of environmental
assessment. The second is the arrangement of the judgement standard for significantly
environmental impact. The quantitative assesment item can apply the present standard or
regulation, and the qualitative assessment item can establish the standard based on factual and
objective data. The last is the preparation of the reference material or the guideline for deciding
the initial target area by the judgement standard and determining the final target area by

opinion collection in the stage of scoping.
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Table 1. Selection of review item and scope in PERS of administrative plan
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Table 2. Determination of assessed target area, item, and scope in protocol of EIA
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Table 3. Example of assessed target area in EIA of urban development project
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Table 4. Set-up on threshold of significance in environmental impact
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Table 5. Definition comparison of terms on target area of environmental assessment
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Figure 1. Example of target area set-up in environmental assessment
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