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W. NEPARE47el diat pabee] BAR (6) FHsy FEMBA Eh
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I. ¥

2R BEBWSEEYE: (National Environmental Policy Act of 1969:
o]3} NEPA g geh)V8 A& 1960 e Fuf BERES T4 o
T REERS Wi B #Rolvt. NEPA £ EMABUAS BEHRE
BEA le] e M2E BRE /MR Ste. NEPA = 4t y-e 77
Bog st F Aot HEE ALYl o] 2 BREMN fHS KEY
AE @5t glvh,? 288l NEPA A1022(2) (o)l &AL REMET
{fi (Environmental Impact Statement: o]} EIS®l 3leb)fike HFY

ERpEA o] Mg fixzs 345494,

* ARV 1984 7Y 219 BBEPBESS THREARGAN LI AL 2R FR
T A4,

K A - i
1) Pub. L. No, 91—190, 83 Stat. 852(1969), 42 U.S.C. 4321~4347 (1870), as amended by

Pub. L. No.94—83 (1975).
2) Ibid., Sec. 102(2) (C).
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NEPA = BB #F|3 i (Magna Carta for the environment) o84
A4Ha gon,? 1 4T HEE 98 Aas 4.9 53 NEPA
% @& A Lynton Caldwell 243 o ol w& ol AR Fag &
Aol A AW &iFel BLE Foickn AAsla o, F, A, BEME
2@ R, BE ¥ AHE Jo ASF =HAA F3, A4, BAIE
B7HA AR ARAR S obEel RS BRE 2N T, A, 4
SR BRAEHR BES ststda, dH, B RS BEBREK
gkl o & F T FERe] HevE AP

NEPA = 48 7[x 7158 HEo® BATEERS MR 9 & =X
A & el slE dhe© FaslRo 24 = BEE A& (Council on Envi-
ronmental Quality: o}& CEQz} &t=}), B#E{E#p (Environmental Pro-
tection Agency: o]sl EPA =} &tv}) HEZEHEM, “1ete 714 2 &
#E T+ 47 2¥d s 783 &bl ikklEel 48 £ NEPA
o] By, B35 {TEE4IMY ik (action-forcing procedures) & EIS fix
E EAETA ol % T4 AT g ALY HRE wkshh

NEPA 7 & £& 1 UERdAE Ff FEL A 34
ggleh.? 2de s 27dta NEPA #ifTol glol s A S4q M

3) Eva Hanks and John Hanks, “As Environmental Bill of Rights: The Citizen Suit and
the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969," 24 Rutgers L. Rev. 239 (1970).

4) R. Peterson, “The Impact Statement—Part 1.," 193 Science 193 (16 July 1976); L.
Caldwell, “Is NEPA Inherently Self-Defeating?” 9 Envirommental Law Reporter 50003
(1979); R. Cramton and R. Berg, “On Leading a Horse to Water—NEPA and the Fe-
deral Bureaucracy,” 71 Mich. L. Rep. 511, 514~.517 (1973) %=,

5) L. Caldwell, “The Naitonal Environmental Policy Act: Retrospect and Prospect,” 6 Env.
L. Rep. 50030(1979).

&) W. Rodgers, Jr., Handbook on Environmental Law (St. Paul: West, 1977), pp. 704~
716; N. Orloff and G. Broocks, The National Envirommental Policy Act: Cases and
Materials (Washington, D.C; Bureau of National Affairs, 1980), pp. 39~62. #x,

7) o] & 7] 3to] NEPA o HifFol »lal < 4ol FAstedE W. Rodgers, Environmental Law,
pp. 704~716; Y.C. Koo, “NEPA: A Critical Evaluation, of Its Legislative Scheme,
Decision-making,” (Ph. D. Dissertation, Univ. of Wisconsin/Madison, 1984).” pp. 185~
234 3=z,

8) N. Orloff and G. Brooks, NEPA, pp. 63~258; R. Stewart and J. Krier, Environmental
Law and Policy (Indianapolis: Bobbs—Merrill, 1978), pp. 747~771 % %%,

9) NEPA of 3t3} wel§t BRETEF BEm FEd 3¢ BRL o8 shifeld, diE
R. Liroff, “NEPA Litigation in the 1970's: A Deluge or Dribble?” 21 Natural Res. [
317 (1981) #=,
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BB Mo = sled 2 NEPA ¢ #iks 24858 fesiqas
TrEEEROE AT B AR ke A4 MEE EISgi%d &
B, HRBHEY 7HER Fol /1o zi NEPA TS Mk Rl
2 4 ge FY 0 ofutw o]l o] Mol HMATA T 4 FE F I
#:9 ol NEPA & Alslslnt Fotns] §% A 2+

BE B9 NEPA fifiol 8 A 34q ME: EIS (pRe 1 ¥ BHst
+ A58 s gon, ojAe NEPA 8 HAHWS 244 <58 ojal
BEge 7hA v Fgivhe ¥k W% @5 2 58 B 1A
A4S 2 Bk g WfFel ol d& BEHl glol, o= o] felA
222 o} %A wBiel MiERsE NEPA iffel & 93¢ & 4 Q9718
A - HES BrbE A "WesluE AT 4d A 2

weld ARl AE 9 zelx o9 kBie] NEPA fhifel ote] of
o 2o HEE st 2Bl gone BUE JWgsE AEH B
CER

I. BRBERREA 1 1T

(1) NEPA 2| #iElt B

NEPA #iEs EEIR A4 F /Mg e 20 284 e
2 REAd 235R Aeeq AMBSES 1o HiEsA BES g
| opRv: BAT SRk A W BMABNY s1dEe]
e A MEE Adste Aol ohlel w3 BLALZ vte BB
& FReId e AY dlFE BAEMe HED BHE TIA 1 A

10) R. Druley, Federal Agency NEPA Procedures: Monograph No. 23(Washington, D.C.:
Bureau of National Affairs, 1976), p. 3.

11) Note, “Implementation of the Environmental Impact Statement,” 88 Yale L.J. 596, 597
~601 (1979).

12) NEPA 9] Hifiol =%t alutyql A E ¥ R. Andrews, Environmental Policy and Admi-
nistrative Change: Implementation of NEPA (Lexington, Mass. Heath and Co., 1976);
R. Liroff, A National Policy for the Environment: NEPA and Its Aftermath(Bloom-
ington, Ind.: Indiana Univ. Press, 1976); Y.C. Koo, “NEPA: A Critical Evaluation,”
pp. 94~248 2 E,
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8 AAHg e, 2ok AR B HEE FEA Ll HMEAY H
il ok vty £H7 FoA A &yt '™ NEPA Y AR 3
Hoz olsiyt EAIAH #FEsHE REA. oJ¥E NEPAY Fa
A< @ REMEY AT BRBKE ABHUSE A5 @ o] BES &
fTeprl fleted Aol okl TEEIXE FHFUAE A4 2 +
DER

NEPA ¢ #HiEr Bt oM 719 F8 HBE 2 Bhd 7Higa
e uk, 1P BfEe NEPA Y S8 TAH84E dA 4 A2 2o} '®
AA £ B A3 REREE) BOKS A<= (§101(a)), E# € EIS
BRE T LA FTHREHALS wzel(§102(2), A+ BIERE
o et K#EES BTt NEPA #ifT-&¢ Ry BEFAEFCEQY
Fragel =k (§201). o] € Al Bt HEZZEMIL MMM RAozA ¥
7l o] &l INEPA 7l E7¢ TAEA Ak, $19 A 7Ax FH84
T AA S Al A2 2 FLE A FANE Ydsiv Ao NEPA
AlAak R AL ohis, zelvd EAY A &S ITEBEHN HE
(action-forcing provisions)-& NEPA & H# #BR-& mEEsH7) $lstd %
AR obF BHFHILE EHI7F AR Aoleh ol AL HWMY FBEHe
st e kA HENCR o4 BIES SA3le HEoEAE AF
3 2437l §& NEPA 9 BEE @ik LY BES 53l 246 29 &
RE Aelet, 2l o] TREHN HEhdA s BERVETEE EIS
94w fERE 3k Al022 (2)(©7F 714 Fasch, Ak TAMBLE
of T BEE A BE T8 WAKMTEN EISY R 84

13) R. Andrews, Environmental Policy and Administrative Change, pp. 2~4.

14) R. Liroff, A National Policy for the Environment, p. 81.

15) Semate Report, No. 91296, 91st Cong. lst Sess. 3, 9, 10, 14(1969) 3=,

16) R. Andrews, Environmenial Policy and Administrative Change, pp. 16~17.

17) NEPA o] 71 &2 NEPA S} 2 7% #13 Hilsin & #8HE 29, 5 NEPA
Aol (b) o] BURBAEE 246ty fsle CEQY BB T EISfixst #EEAS: HEE
g@tet, CEQ#E A1508.213%9 NEPA Process ¥ v} F-& 713 ole},

18) Ibid., p. 7. EXHEES) BHBUGHRE 2 T ololet,

19) EISo] =l o & HFHozA dAS D g AL O Add #E - 789 BELE,
@ 78 Aol 44 A4 2T F g WEEY PHR Q BRAE A KK O
ARBHRS] MIRE) HEAST ROE £EES #5 - ALkt WK © Aks HEst
AAH e Aol H4SA A B - LETAEL R LY S,
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22 o o]Eul EISHiXE QA2 Aolr}h,®

]9 & NEPA o A ¥ 2 Wf7BEE 5819 dehd A& 24, NE-
PA = THEIRE AMES sFqon, R #ikdd 2HRE 153
A AFQ, £ TERENS ke REEe 138 s S0
wheb4 TEEB, R R BB WMo 244 9kl A NEPA 9 B
B7E ohJ ek fik, 53 EISEikgw 44 Bad & dd9= AL %Y
£/ Hivol ohdel EIS = =447 o Folglel,

287 A& B 7l R BEBRe] BEEE sgv. 2y
NEPA o 33+ H#H Bl o=, NEPA &= Aoz @ £24H
@i (a full disclosure law)e] opw], @ HEBHE ¥ FHE M,
@ TBHEMY BxEBEE obd Ao, NEPA L AAH slo] o] & A
Be} Ze =24 ldsta & Adelth, 2y o] AEL NEPA ¢
T3 Aol FEE ZolH, 2 ok AR M HEY EAMQ Ehb
£ obd Aol ? NEPA & Z 542 444 BEMEAER = <4
& fERSHE Ae] ol EISHikE Fslo TEEMY BRRES %
Foe & Adel = 9 AA7 gek, WA wboF EIS7 e BR
TRES FESA gedd ElS e §72 224 BREERERL FA4
BEROIRERY fEF Avkx oA Ao, 2

(2) NEPA 2] FEsaEry He{7

BERZ A3 BRY HEY 543 & del NEPA ST AR gAqE
o WETH RS W RS BEERIEE NEPAC A3 &#d SAs
A7t =lel $eb, ®EETY el e EISER <A EEkrtA=E A4
ARk 23 el AvkEA AE HES T kel FohiTh® 1

20) ° @iz CEQs Al%sle] EISHikan Zelgkesl, ol ey AEBFER A&
2 v) 5l Ao] olx}, P. Erickson, Envir tal Impact Asse. t: Principles and
Applications (N.Y.: Academic Press, 1979), p. 30 #=x,

21) L. Caldwell, “Is NEPA Inherently Self-defeating?”, 6 Env. L. Rep 50001.

22) N. Orloff and G. Brooks, NEPA, p. 259; A. Miller, F. Anderson and R. Liroff, “The
National Environmental Rolicy Act and Agency Policy Making: Neither Paper Tiger
nor Straitjacket,” 6 Emv. L. Rep. 50020(1976).

23) W. Hill and L. Ortolane, “NEPA’s Effect on the Consideration of Alternatives: A
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v}k 106313728 NEPA W/T#s-¢ %o BARMS Eel o8¢ 54
o Aze] AL AL @A F vk awlsted NEPA 8 ffF
ol @i ol & 43 s NEPA o wit lr 2484 741
ALA Y FEF B 4L BAQosw g,

wol Bkt A WAEAE A3 4% 2L ok, B8 BEUETHR
Aol 2 Ve mERRE, THRES, MEED, EEMEAEEE
BR, ol £, B 29T BRY BEER S ohrw 2A 2 %
o BHMEBE 2A A9k olde BEES 39 A 2AAe]
%i°1 TR ARk RERSE 1 A A 6 T Aol AL v

< deld AxAel WA ek,

ulad el BEMEEST B =q HEY sldld = NEPA 9 734

2 EAMES e Mo HAY HWHol Mol vk, NEPA 9 wiss e
FAoz 2 fomikel w8 36l 9ol ol NEPA S fist slx
Sl NEPA ul 7k 2% a4 o) gl A 2¢ 4+ sl¢ A 2.2

AR ¢ Ag-e NEPA W{THRE EIS fizol &5tz gloe Holt,
1970 4:4¢8] NEPA #iff8Ro] ol shn FRH%L 98 wke Rm 2 4
) BEHE WHAZIE Aol 7H4 vlgAstin @5.? e NEPA
7 AR 1960 el Yl AL B 28 FIEY HFo] Hof
Sgleh Wb BeE THHES 4% oA A do) 9 Eae FH
¥ Heldem, A0l upz EIS kel Aot EIS ik Mmilst

Crucial Test,” 18 Natural Res. J. 285, 308~.303(1974).

24) R. Andrews, Environmental Policy and Administrative Change; R. Liroff, A National
Policy for the Environment; A. Wichelman, *Administrative Agency Implementation
of NEPA: A Conceptual Framework for Explaining Differential Response,” 16 Natural
Res. J. 263~300 (1976) =,

25) G. Wandesforde-Smith, et al., “Policy Impact Analysis and Environmental Manage-
ment: Review and Comment,” 3 Policy Studies J. 81, 82 (1975).

26) Supra 3 17) F=E,

27) 2% AE gol ¥ BB LSS FERC 9l e Wie! 29" 4 At 28
v 7] 4 NEPA 2t# o] aeledmk ARt 716l ERol wtsle] & Y.C. Koo, “NEPA:
A Critical Evaluation,” pp. 121~148 %=,

28) S. Fairfax and B. Andrews, “Debate within and Debate without,” 19 Natwral Res. J.
508~509(1979); R. Liroff, “NEPA—Where Have We Been and Where Are We Going?”,
46 American Planners’ Association J. 154, 156 (1980).

29) EIS@izke] A3t 4L srE&E ol A9 Jackson B A} Muskie BAMS F¥s] Eol
2l=}. R. Andrews, Environmental Policy and Administrative Change, pp. 12~13 3%,
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g lolete REN FEA 4349 O REEEAHE, © T2AMH,
® W AE, 2 @ HRBHeE W A JleE BEAR Aol P

28y EIS ikl ZE54-¢ BENe R v ¢ FRARES Fr=d
B8 d gtk 2 EISgikrst of BRBREA 9% =5 @kl
£ HE-& NEPA L et @+t CEQY EPA = RAEHIV #F
W S BT HHN S 9% 5 geh debabd NEPA S B
BERE $15led NEPA &= Bifel MM BEK Sl (self-executing) el
23 Qe Rolrh,* o7lel NEPA o Hgdkel = HFAFe RAS
A Aol

S5 ¢ Ag-e CEQ$ EIS ikl ol gt HAM einol 4 28 <+ o,
NEPA ¢ o8 A& #f7st7] S1ste] CEQ7F 4AH g Ank, CEQellA
£ EISE %&& =t HAT T U #Ro Fox UA 4+.% CEQ
= w4 NEPA fif7¢ %iflste 715 3o Wz ¢ ofolvh, HR
AE WITHHET 9 BTRRFEI D Ads 1 Badkol HIRE +
ael @ Aol

A58 A2 NEPA 9 Bffjol JFu mKstxe vh4zk FTHBSE A
o] glvtE Aolvh, NEPA ¢ HMERE Sstd #F@w EISgxs 87
He WRER ] #He 5§ % fiFE BEY = U4 283
o2 R2EN BEHES Yl @A T 9 FE sXE ZE BN
WS TRE 2 #HEow 99 % %k BRNERS AT B 2o

30) H. Jackson, “Environmental Quality, the Courts, and Congress,” 68 Msch. L. Rev. 1079
(1970).

31) R. Andrews, Ewvironmempal Policy and Administrative Change, pp. 153~154; H.
Ingram and S. Ullery, “Toward a Framework for Evaluating the Impact of Procedural
Change upon Policy: A Case of the Kaiparowits Environmental Impact Statement,”
Lake Powell Research Project Bulletin, No. 53 (Aug. 1977), p. 6; Comments, “Enforcing
the ‘Commitments’ Made in Impact Statements: A Proposed Passage Through a Thicket
of Case Law,” 10 Env. L. Rep. 10153 (1980) &z,

32) . Curlin and H. Hughes, National Environmental Policy Act of 1969: An Anmalysis
of Proposed Legislative Modifications—First Sess. 93rd Cong.(Washington, D.C: GPO,
1973), p. L.

33) R. Andrews, “NEPA in Practice: Environmental Policy or Administrative Reform,”
6 Env. L. Rep. 50006 (1976).

34) N. Orloff and G. Brooks, NEPA, p. 39.
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FESA AL o)A ool AE FEAMA LB 3 SSHES wHE
Al §te] NEPA & A4 A ¢ty AstE e i1

#rl ohzk NEPA of £8% HREE S BRITER sl 3 1 AT
HEE B 5 gA s A HED EES FAAstE F8e
b Azbg a8l solx B, BT Bl 53 kel ¥d
Hiie 9714 3¢ 5 & A 2o,

(3) NEPA Hf72| BtEE1

NEPA {7 EIS fix#EN FoF @& EIS 7}- e ol 3, % EIS 9
By mkel vk, 2oy ol e EiKke B BERE sl X
o) ®LE frEdtdEex e BEE BMR=] $7h%0 of SEd o
ol = BEEX AN HRKI RES 19 FF 35

CEQ = NEPA, 53] EIS7t Bifipiel BBRE o] FE= 9%
4 FYEHE BEAA e AT olHun Agstw Ak ol T 8
%y B5rok NEPA o K8l BE ZRM & vt A7 A€
gotll 7+ v of R H

EE AF7AA BFAHMY NEPA o] 9 Kol o1¥A RBE= &
/MR AR - EAT WA AA g9 28y 2 Tl A5 A Wichel-

35) J. Curlin and H. Hughes, NEPA: An Analysis of Proposed Legislative Modifications
p. V.

36) A. Wichelman, “Administrative Agency Implementation of NEPA,” p. 268 3tz

37) NEPA A8 % 10147 <k 10,0004:2] EIS»} 2t 5o} £ 1,0004¢] 4ol & 2
o8 F4dd, CEQ: 1975@HEED PRBERATE 44T 45E 30,0000 52
B3l ¢, 4k R. Liroff, “NEPA Litigation in the 1970s," pp. 320~.321 #%=,

38) G. Wandesforde-Smith, ef al, “Policy Impact Apalysis and Environmental Manage-
ment,” p. 82 F %,

3¢) Ibid; L. Caldwell, “NEPA: Retrospect and Prospect,” 50030; J. Pease and R. Smar-
don, “Environmental Impact Assessment: A Framework for Local Participation and
Decision-Making,” Final Report (Oregon State Univ. Extension Service, 1977), p. 1 &
#z,

40) CEQ, Environmental Impact Statements: An Analysis of Six Years' Expersence by
Seventy Federal Agencies, Report of CEQ (March 1976), p. 21.

41) T. Finn, “Conflict and Compromise: Congress Makes a Law, the Passage of NEPA,”
(Ph.D. diss., Georgetown Univ., Washington, D.C,, 1972); F. Anderson, NEPA in the
Courts (1973); W. Rosenbaum, The Politics of Environmental Concern (N.Y.: Prae-
ger, 1973); A. Wichelman, “Administrative Agency Implementation of NEPA®; R.
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man & 5/t HRSR S, 2+ NEPA 9 WfT8EE 409 Bl BES
3te] Ak gl P

Wichelman &| 4 Byfsah-¢ NEPA 8<r2aro =he)l BsDmme S8stx,
vobrh #ikny HEfTo R4 KB KT 29 BITEES A9 2y
T Mol v, 2] sk} Wichelman & fTEUS TRE L Gk W) K
B MEY HNMEE JasA Mzl Aold ® ot BEY 4B
e 2d-& @ M Bt (interpretive phase), @ HRK B e BRE
(formal compliance phase), @ ‘{gﬁé}%}_ SH# B (integrated planning pha-
se), ® Z=aysly HEEMH(programmatic planning phase)z T3
v,

A oAl R B NEPA A9 A &9 g4l 24 CEQ 9 EIS{ER
B EmBrRIRe] gl 271 whAlel vk Y MMM S-S HErt NE-
PA & WifT¢ ¥ ZHT A Ipetd 7k Bxte BEE 3
e Aol BaAelglel P wetA o] wHAldl A HESTE ST WM
B BB 2 e, o) o fERAE EIS & o) BTt BEn ®
El A EEglel REd BERES 9BL WA EElde xB=
A8 oful g FHale 40

A A BRE BT HHle BEREEY T4 mERes
CEQ ¢ EIS fefkét@ e sear=t dnl AA=H7 Azstadnl, ¥ TEm
< BEREEY ®iF 48 FREEL J&] sl e 94T BRE,
HMBLEY BES 53ld A AP ELRE e BFHA god ohH

Andrews, “Environment and Bureaucracy,” 6 J. Env. Education 1(1974) 5 %=,
R. Andrews & Bi#f#Mc] NEPA of diste] olga KEE - HBA%tE4E 409 whA

2 FEA Hotala s, &, 43 A (symbolic), @ik (procedural), #l %Ay (allocative)
PG (substantive) Q1 HELABE BREA 3 ek, 44l R. Andrews, “Environment
and Buareaucracy,” pp. 1~2 %z,

42) A. Wichelman, “Administrative Agency Implementation,” pp. 266~296 ¥z,

43) Ibid., pp. 266~268 &=,

44) Ibid, p. 268 ¥z,

45) C. Lindblom, “Incrementalism and Environmentalism,” in Managing Environment (U.S
Environmental Protection Agency, 1973), pp. 83~84. 23+ %

4¢6) H. Ingram and S. Ullery, “Toward a Framework for Evalvating the Impact of Pro-
cedural Change upon Policy,” p. 8.

47) A. Wichelman, “Administrative Agency Implementation,” pp. 273~274.
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Ao EIS@ikHEs) A4, BEEE, EISHAS I3 BARH 3o
2 AHEA ERAS. w2 EIS7 Y39 g7 FERE
K #MEL bR T Gtk 28y o] WAl R BT AA
Aol BESE 3 AL EpE A S WHEAS.

A S AR HERES fd49 2 bl BRE A7 528
of Wt BITH7 A dAl 24, ¥ & @HHEAHA R oL HEEke
- A% FEE 7] SRk o] B REEA BEBRE 9 %e FA 1
o}, 50 o] .‘%l—zﬂiﬂ BTS ®El 4% MEY R EE BE el #t
HE 3)9lsks] S Bhol A Bk oh 2, WEAY BRERE 28
713l A @< FIEE 7H e S5 Bl Az 2x5A 55 0

vk et Al =2 o sty FHEEEE BMaEE £8ste £ iAol
o, 714 BENS HET BiRel v FEHH 59 MR WA &
#5A "}, NEPA o 254 245 & iAo/ & &),

Wichelman o] ] &l 919 HifTol glei Al BB REMoleba &e,
BE T4 BfEY B AlSH AL ol A EE BET SM5AE
A grh, 2y AR FRRES @iz oe NEPA & BHiE9
BRS Fote HRUIT AR g * o] 4 B dtd = 1A
o] AVAA Aol ek #te] 97l 3het, ¥ ey o] EH#-> NEPA
Eo kel KHEHY MG BN BToE2N BEM RfTozs B
PIARS 43 glo] CEQY e B gl FA oz w2y Yo,

Wichelman ¢ o] 4 Bpg#acl =43t NAPA #if79] BAk#ES £+, A
o] o) B-Bo B A 2 <AQl BAN T e dod ez
74w, Ao Fl ol A & B w4 e Al 3Ald Bl

48) H. Ingram and S. Ullery, “Toward a Framework for Evalvating the Impact,” p. 9.

49) F. Anderson, NEPA in the Courts, pp. 15~19.

50) A. Wichelman, “Administrative Agency Implementation,” pp. 291~.292.

51) Ibid., pp. 292~294.

52) Ibid., pp. 266~267.

53) Ibid., p. 267.

54) H. Ingram and S. Ullery, *Toward a Framework for Evalvating the Impact,” p. 10.

55) Ibid; G. Wandesforde-Smith, et al, “Policy Impact Analysis,” pp. 83~84.

56) CEQ, Environmental Quality: The Fifth Annual Report(Washington, D.C: GPO
1974), p. 378; The Sixth Annual Report (1975), p. 635.
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Re Ao AT Yo ¥ 28y A -£8 REELS 7MHE A7 g
of A 4=AlY BITE AF3] oA& Aoz Arstzn fleon, 2 WEEK
AAE AEAN 2 e P

Il. NEPA #f7al =13t #:beel B

(1) &fRel SRy RS

(1) NEPA fr&el 2§ NEPA & ol glo] brel @l &
3 Az o] £v1. % w4 NEPA ¢ HRell Hbie] o= Ax=z FH
S A8 HEEhr] $18te = NEPA o} aldl sl B3RS B Bol =
& ¢otE "ast gk, NEPA S alds #Hfke] He 19779 % dA
2 9384, zElx 19799 A2+ 1,191 #kel givk. NEPA A18) o}=)
103 7kell <F 10,000 #4:9] EIS 74 fERE 9leuh, o] Sxboll ¥ abwd #RiFF=
S T 10%e Eabs}e), @

CEQ7} 5 el 34 NEPA 3FI-& RE - #3817 A3 A2 1971
W 8] Calvert Cliffs Coordinating Commitiee v. Atomic Energy Com-
mission AF7 Y o] el g vk, et 197434 E CEQS. H£AWESR
of BT e dseh. CEQY |&HEA =had, 1970~19734
Akeloll 370 £, 197413 189 #F, 19751 152 #F, 19760l 119 #, 1977
ol 1084, 19783l 114 zEla 1979wWel 1394 & 1,191 ffe]
o}, ¢

57) CEQ, Envirommental Impact Statements, p. 23; Note, “Implementation of the Environ,
mental Impact Statement,” 88 Yale L.J. 596, 611(1979).

58) H. Ingram and S. Ullery, “Toward a Framework for Evaluating the Impact,”pp. 17~
20; Victor Thompsom, Bureaucracy and Innovation(University, Alabama: University
of Alabama Press, 1969), pp. 22~23 3 =Z

59) R. Druley, Federal Agency NEPA Procedures: Monograph No. 23 (Washington, D.C.:
Bureau of National Affairs, 1976), p. 3.

60) 1975 WETEE o BUEREFABIFRES M (environmental assessment) 9] $o] =
FrREs 2 BB <2171 30,0000 9 w32 CEQ 71 Rk gl (R. Liroff, “NEPA Litig-
ation in the 1970s” pp. 320~321 HZ), o] £xE uw ®FY FHY +E o}F P
ol o},

61) 449 F.2d4 1109(D.C. Cir. 1971).

62) CEQ, The Ninth Annual Report(1978) pp. 330~333, 407; The Temth Annual Report
(1980), p. 383.
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CEQ 9 1978 = FERFEBEINA £ 1977 124 31 4744 ®RF A
938 #:2] A4Ael AlEte fFEAMY FHE S 3lE o] oHrd A
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