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7k A1) o] HAA gL Slrh %Woi = HH i@%@—% e g 9l 2l
JO =0
t ‘é‘

A A7 |

A

19 £04¢ BAS0 ), B4 AdAS Al He 9LuA, 3
A, e ouiA) 2w, SeHEA0) Ak ov] Bom e Relel 4ol
bz et e A kel AE AAE AR AN Az

A §EETe AA o] A7)Ea gk

A= ol et AZMIE Q1A A8 it fﬁa AFLAE At
g-e ke BAE sttt 19929 g -ulAfdlo] 2ol A o] 373} stk ek Al
47439, 2002 Qa2 oM o] ALTbeE BAS
ojofA]= ThEH A&7Fs ek e AdETEA gAY, ofdlti2lo] nlE 1
WSSD(World  Summit for Sustainable Development) 41913} o]dA|goz
BEgE 20006 119, 129 AARAZITeE =A% 8E 718k (International
Association for Impact Assessment, IAIA)= A7tRA 2 ¢S F59 &
AR St FEEE S A BAOE FAAE AARIT ofd A
uherd 797K Environmental Assessment, EA)9] Z%7] ejel g3
WP AE7bss B e A dNETE PR A A9 ¥ Z2as
Ao g sl AEEs ¥ 7K (Strategic  Environmental Assessment, SEA)
2 e o) e SR AQtE AL Qtkd)

1 873571 2007, 5. 15, Yolast SERAY AALe “SAAd A3s dd 4%
3 AR Sood 2199 5 100U il 400 Bel o0
o S5t} AYTE Ao 2N BARANNING Aol AH BARI| WAFE 2
gho= Aostar 9l

2) s, *%@Jé%ﬂ/l A} vl 0 AeFEAETE] AAAQ St ] B9 o
2 AN, A3 A9 ek srew T 7)2AA 2004,

3) AYedEurd, fYdge] EAol HFHE =l JEFHIME ARl 3+
k7183« 15(2), 2006, 139-155%.
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F& HehheAd did 97} & Ad9FE7e A8 olfAA g ik
e Fgo] A, g, ok w3 g2 Aeso] Bo T
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shaL gl ole @ Aol gele] o] W A el

Astal § s 7108t AT
o] S7ketaL glen, EUs AIARZYT9} g5d 23t Ad=7telA &
Aoqo] AhtAe| 25-33% A% 71 drial FASIrh

7= 2004 e aAT AR WAL w3 N ey &
o) At B Bl TuEoR 09, FUUAd ol Y Ao AV|H
of whet A o AR, AHFR T3 FEALE el FUiG
FFEAFE AAT vk gk $AFE 1 A9 FH 1399 3T SteE s
7F AA RIS 718 dBlehs Aog AT BRI o] 3 A
ol AFo] & w) o= AARAel Sloj Bado] tid J3 % thalvtdo]
Aoz throxjop & Ao dasv o= A3YFR7t =Y Bads AT

= ool Al R Hofxi

AARAZT & AV IFEE 0498971 B9s F6k o 7He A
sta Stk AlAEA 7] = 19909 #7477 7HEnvironmental - Health
Impact Assessment) OV} S Aorergon, 20019 HIAME E5 A

Hl% A% ol9l9] %01]*1

A FF7 e = 1995 NLEZRZAEA *}ﬂd EAS, A, A8
R g R o 0 e = i 5 s = IR A

7 BAF BEAR, A 247 H3 PR AE AT, 2004, 12. 10,

8) WHO, Health Impact Assessment as part of Strategic Environmental Assessment,
2001. 11.

9) Birley, M. H., Health impact assessment of developmant projects. In: Impact

Assessments involving people in the management of change towards a sustainable
future, 1996.
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2 AR AZA mel diak e s ste] A79FH] A ES
o

Hlom teoldst & Baqs Axadn

ole g FAlol H-ato] B4 20079 59 BAYIAAA A2 A,

Aol A FRAg vAE e Fhdtel G, BHES e 3
APFEHAEE AT B

A3FH 7= 8o adz A7 mA= 9GS ks As Tohe,
773 8K health impact)9t 8% 7Himpact assessment)ghe F 719 71d
A oag s girt A7dgTgold it o R Byol A%E ol
He dAH Jg AAY Al g AAE FE4 dFE BT 1
dh= Zidoltt Gzt dAs Aol Ego] Abgolu 5444 Fo v
A= AEFS fdehs QoA A4 e AYd 239 2492 o w1 g%
o Aig Hrlele AL witth12)

7 gka) Jegrte 3d A7) Al disiae kel A7)
nit} M2 o2 A4S Weal AR 19999 ol AAIR A7l Gothenburg

=2
T I HOt 585D Uk FOINE ARG oJuR 4, =

10) IAIA, The Linkages Between Impact Assessment and the Sustainalbe Development
Agenda, and Recommendations for Actions, 2002.

11) 845 BeAs, 314 ofEy] o e 3o d9o=, 2007. 5. 15.

12) WHO, Health Impact Assessment, Glossary tetms of used.
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< 7RG delN A %i}‘é}*‘éfﬂ gt AR 55 FHAAs)
7] gt AR ETY] 2ol & 4 gloH, ol ¥ o AR
A st “EARAS D] Yot FAE= A A e ikks T A
9139 wistel gk 7} etaL ol s F AL itk ofH gk o] ARG =
5789 227} FAA R A7) e BA SikdAA Ba) A o] 1%
of WA= TAA dEE Adistetal FEAQA G2 Hasle] et Y
Y= “AbAA A7 8 7 Hprospective HIA)" 9 A8, A3 wet So] A1F
o]% X == Argdell tigh td AE AT F& Al TR ARA 1739

8 7HRetrospective HIA)"E BF ¥3HetA Hof14)
il o“’éﬁoﬁﬂﬁ 7HHW‘3°]‘/} T2AES Fdd A S AAHeR
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7
8] B0 AR A QBT B4 2k IR AT
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ABIFHLE A Az WEYHo] A Agel VAL JFE B
ste A99 2ol 549 44, A me welo] BT YT Aol
vRE 9 Bk AN ol WA, 53 AsD el A%
A oplsks A8 Wk AN AT 2459 WY 2 AARTEA Go]
A AHSEE FAAY A4S 23] AT SR aadehs gS Ay
4l 5402 /M3 Yekl)

13) WHO, Health Impact Assessment: main concepts and suggested approach,
Gothenburg consensus paper, 1999, 1-11.

14) S84 A7t T4, S4RARA HHAA At T 2006, 116%:.

15) Jack Dowie, Health Impact: its Estimation, Assessment and Analysis, in
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ol gk W& F= A fsid Hrkol #ek feow AW F
ARG, WAk B9 wE2 QI ek Feted wEE Qg ofdd
O o] 7 oo oiel] YA B7F Al sk Aaakato] AAE AL QlTt.20
ul=t ATSDR(Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry)<
FEHAY HIE HM07 o)1 Q). o] E 93 HATA sk} 314
o] FrellEdY] mER QI a4 A4S AAIIAY A P9E
gt A74H7HE AANE 7H-AEdEESS Aot Aok Ay FeErE
FAG AEE0] Ao Rl dgEFe v ¢ °’71 )] ATSDR
& oltelA, F7E Hat] TFEA P97 A = ARehe &
FAAE 7FAaL Qlefof gt} ATSDRo] A€t WH-E F5 R A 7HPublic
health assessment)$l¥] o= FallEde] 543 HelE 7]€3} TTHA P9
7t 2ed AdFEAE ERlElET o TFEAgrE o (Public Health

Aa7191% %

ruz mz =

Assessment Guidance Manual)% %

%Tiﬁﬂéﬂ Qb UH‘IT A %%%Eﬁéol 7FeetEs AR Ao d-

FAYAA 7| AP 2R, APAZY, F97]e wlaEEnh ATSDRS
7] 7]EA 9l Aeda} B el et FahA ol Axuiote] Al djg
Folo] Qit}, o] e ARE 4 2 B4, A28 TEeh TR o

& AaARE A G lotd dE7ke] At Ragrake] AR tA
al7] g3k 502 AR AL oprt Al o w2 #dl #vIE FAe
x

20) US DOE, Recommendations for the Preparation of Environmental Assessments
and Environmental Impact Statement. Epidemiology September, Vol. 10, No.
3., 1993.

21) ATSDR(The Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry), Public
Health Assessment Guidance Manual(Update), Draft for Public Comment, U.S.
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<Abstract>

A Legislative Study on the Health Impact Assessment

Han, Sam InKang, Hong Kyoon

The paradigm of environmental policies in 21 century has shifted from
post-management and recovery of environmental pollution to the precautionary
approach. Considering that damages from environmental contamination are
characterized by deadliness, difficulty to recover, broadness, and irreversibility,
the prior-to-accident principle is more heavily emphasized.

Diseases, caused by environmental pollution in particular, will have a
critical impact on the life and health of human beings. The appearance
of new environmental harmful elements such as sick house syndrome, toy
products for infants and kids, which contain harmful chemical substances,
antibiotics, and electromagnatic waves, have brought serious problems to
society.

Such environmental disorders as asthma, atopy, infant cancer and lung
cancer are spreading, and people around industrial complexes or abandoned
mines has increasingly suffered health damages so that an extra—strengthened
management of environmental harmful elements is desperately needed to
protect weak and sensitive classes on the level of social equality and
environmental justice.

Few assessments, however, has been made of harmfulness of the effects
of huge scale development on human health. Historically, harmfulness to
human physical health in treating chemical substances has been deeply
dealt with but assessment of harmfulness to ecosystem has been ignored.

The international society recognized the severity and has tried to find
dealing plans, diagnosing threatening elements of the whole earth environment.



World summit talks were held on environment and development in Rio
de Janeiro in 1992 and for sustainable development in Johannesburg in 2002,
with Rio Declaration and Agenda 21 declared for a means of realization
of sustainable development, complemented with WSSD Declaration and
carryout plans.

In November and December, 2000, WHO and IAIA contracted MOU with
a view to mutual cooperation in the common interest of human health
and development. In harmony with this trend, EIA, which is an early
type of EA, was focused as a core means of sustainable development. EIA
was developed into SEA, which targets policies, plans and programs. And
other various types of EA have been proposed.

The government introduced Total EIA on environment, traffic and disaster in
2001 and changed the previous PERS to the system complemented with SEA.
In addition, it launched a research on the introduction of HIA, which
had been neglected.

The Ministry of Environment has given an order for developing assessment
devices, planning to start HIA in 2010. HIA literally refers to the
assessment of the effects on health, which consists of two conceptual factors
of health impact and impact assessment.

HIA must be introduced as it aims directly at the protection of nation
health. In terms of legislation, it is desirable that HIA should be provided
in current Total EIA Law through the approach of integrating EIA and
HIA.

F A o L ARG, FBAFHY, AEBAE, AFREHL FHA A

Keywords : Health Impact Assessment, Environmental Impact Assessment, Prior
Environmental Review System, Strategic Environmental Assessment,
Integrated Approaches




