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Does the "object”
[plan/programme/project] fall
within the scope of the SEA
Directive (Arts. 2&3)'7?

SEA not required

:> under the SEA

i No I Directive, but
consider whether

the object might

Does exactly the same object also instead fall within
require EIA under the EIA Directive the scope of the
(Arts. 1, 2, 4, Annex T & I1)27? EIA Directive?

Consider whether <:| ﬁ ﬁ
joint EIA/SEA

procedures would be
appropriate

Is the object very clnsely related to an
object which will require EIA e.g. is it
a large project, sub-projects of which
will require EIA? Or does it set the
strategic outline/route for a
project/series of projects which will
then require EIA?

Q SEA only required

Consider the nature of the
relationship between the object
that will require SEA and the
projects that will require EIA
(timing of assessments, scale,
and complexity). Will the
SEA/EIA be carried out at the
same/similar time?
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procedures might be ) arrangements can be
appropriate maximised

a1, AL Aol wE EIA, SFA 9A} A2 A

. el Bl o5t

2001l EUE=
o] F-3slol FHH



oA} A4 Tl AP,

-

o] e
*

ol

[e)

¢ 3151

[e)

g ool 7] z3}ed

—_—

0

e
™
o

il

T
o

ﬁo
W

bjn

)

%

A
el
oH
ol
_w_mo

pase)

T

o}

T
o

A

ol

(o3}
=

=
2

ofw ol% gle]

= O
=2

9o An

=

7A

PN
T

ol

prs

Z12ke] eJAr A 2o

ze)

T

o)

ol
e
N

A el

o}
X
~

Mo
Mo

A el

o
oo
T
fron!

0
N

.

jant

—r

0

G

b

oF
ol

A Al At

=
=

A%

=

s}

=
=

L=

H
LA

Sl

W

7}

|

EU9]
[e)

3

&}of

)

E

=

=

o=

1

ofe et =

T

T

Far ek, EU

°©

o] &

S|
s

=
=

A 2}

e

S|
oSk delA] o] ol
CEERER

T

el

T

T

7}

st

—_
110

—_
o

‘mo
W

Al e ol

Ko
=]

S Al oty o



ANEF

http://ec.europa.eu/environment /aarhus/

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/eia/index_en.htm

www.fao.org

www.bmu.de/en/topics/strategy-legislation/environmental-assessments/general-info
rmat ion/?cHash=708635¢8a9f 766bc5d0c165b53867c44



3AE

7}H (Canadian Environmental
3]t} (National Energy Board Act)

h s

3

A 2

At &4 9% F7F &%
I.

Environmental Impact Assessment Trend in Canada

2018 1 2 €9 8 ¥,
Assessment Act), 2012 3 =7} oYX ¢

"B oK N R o P Y AR 5O
S = - £ W N R oy BO
R < 2 B3 w5
X gy o)X o) S, W SN
oy XK m . A T A o) B or G0 R W X ok
0 Sy o i == — 3o To
o oy o i = o o B8° W g X
ooy of = ol D o = Y
B N 0 = S = W o 20
~ 5 = o N @R
T o ~ oo o i =8 — P B
B BT T om S EXw X
Qo " 1T~ T O X
— ; T o° X B A
R CawT Tuz
ORI W o N I = W B ooom X = &
I R RN~ o 8T i
RS oo = —~ & Bl RS
0 E I -2 ER w
ﬁoﬂh&lwr\u_lﬂqmaﬂlﬁo @ = < ﬁﬁ%do
—_— o 70 -
R T R i A I
ﬂ»_ﬂ_ — l X Y fak .Wr,._ O_l T ,HL.._ £y = 17_.0
T R e
gPrewk X . = ¢ o
dr7d.| Eﬁo%} N =] 7 _%L .
ﬂM nvn H_.E EE ‘q 1—._A|O ‘Ul ‘uﬂ_ < N \.__AO O_W !
ER R o
o =) X o yil S O —
D o 2 o SESHm G TR
N %ﬂw_gaﬁﬁ_dl% ™ Ao%m»@l%@ﬂ
T 3 N oo oo B 7P T ooy ™ Moo
e i E
SNy K Ay X T X ._._mo o — W
s msp R N m PR R T
— S m o we W R o o W W o N o
T 0 o 3 B o BB W
o) s o o ) N« U B | s
~3 ‘_ﬂuyo or ﬁi N =Y oF MMU ZL AT.E ﬁo J_mv_.o K o ﬂ/l »A:._ o 2| 7: D.fv To-
O o = ! NBo - el
X zm ol ﬂ]ﬂ SN ® Ml X ._ﬂw_._ B° i ,mo W,M el i m%“ B "
Tw_ T mw o, T e R R Ay
B TP W dlaﬂ N S AT~
S A Sl I o © T Tk
= e L] N ‘ILF —_ B my o) T o "
HTHRT oo T T = DN R Dgomom o oo
TYIEREZZEN Y K5 Eeme
wol T W T R BB ﬁ =

7] gl

3



Els

to] & HE A

=

(2) 7]

Ho
Ho

SA=

= %27 AF

3t

SEER:

i

)

Mot E

A ol

= A 180 9]

A, ol

7+ oF

]

S

n}

% o

a2y

oo A

Z

FgAbastel 27 AF @

0] &

3]0

7 A A

3

D

T
=

7 @A

ﬂn_wo

wK

SEEE

zepe)

7= 717+l

g

&

FAY AR el 5%

PN
T

3)

9

AE dde 35 #

<)
“

sl opgtet .

=
=

A

=
=

300 olujell A A HaiA

719

A HAE HEE 6004 ool

ox

M
A

Hr

;oo

37} &

b

(3)

J

A

ol L
T =

to ole] 747 &

ok

o <
= X

v

=

-
il

el

&)
qmo

O

-

o oke] Aol o

]

=

=
T

2]

)

B!

(

Hr

o
a

H)

(HH) A1 Abs]ol] g R

QN i )

37}

Els

g tel] o

A A AL

PN
T

3

g o

)
2AET} A

=H &=
(=h

7}

e
=

hya

&+
o

g]

Nfo

(7h) o

(Bh) 44 QA 8



| .

T

2

°©

Zlo] oA} AA WAl 4]
ARE sdol

-

h A

A

o o
pu
TC

=M=
T

7 71

T
| .

o

|

o ek, %

T

34

A
AR BN 7Hg FEeA
sio] 3] Hgleh

DRREE:
(1) 94}

1}

=

B

B

o ofejre

el 71

o

T

7}

e

Al BFS (Minister or the Governor in Council, "GIC")ol A

[¢)

=

=

L
i L T
v

TC
ZAET}L A

hyA

o
o A

2

Oh QFN zote] Ao o

o}, e
()

al

Z
-

M

rze)

o

B

Top k&g 477y

o}

ﬁo
B

o

3

v

#7h 715 A5}

zAEY &

3

(™h)

TH
i

~
10

o

N

—

Ef

;511115

=

Ay

1
3]

0
it

&

R84
s

o

s, 1 9)

S

of o

=

j

T

3} zepe] e

= u
=

39"

QA

S

o) o

LN

1t

9

PAY Rl o

=

¢

O]

=

90 oJujel

3]

p s

3

2 @A

‘?4

=
) LN

R

77 ol A

o

B

il
FA

=
=2

Ae YAl

F

)
T«

QA

)

120) o)

77 &

(e}

|

hy2

)
4

2k



Agizel meme 2 A2
i

!

| AmAmoA |

30¢
Eoistol Hos A8 ST —
7| o] @7t H oo 5ol ]—*
RV "é'g’_%’f > :?!:
XAl
"o / — "
H o] o5 Y7} H Gicel 52l ’—'
o A A % A o
90%

TP AR A Bt i

. Ay A FAHY
(1) W7 et v&

71E =7 oAUAIIE3ES HAAEHIL olF Al & Ayt oluA] Al 7]
("Regulator")& A®stAl HAtk. #A] 7]3#e] AT A AT 9 oA 9
25, FEde Pt B &FS arAlskes Aotk o] B v olyx] wd
ZRAE 9 Qlxg} /S fAlsHA 2 Zloltt.

A2 Heke Fholzelel, HHMd H g AKX oA ZRAES} B
dfolxzeely} Hdste] At AR 9
BHow 93] wE Z2 S MYseE 1A} &}
AT Ee AW 2w 3 1 39 olsjdHAE tiEcshke e A

1

oujetnr 99sE w3 @ % 9.

(2) o
ateel i@ e oldlel AGALE KE ol 2 ol Aol ek sl
AAAe dme W L skl oid 242 Bl Sddsith. =9, 49,
=telolol S A olglst FIE A7) ol BE A s ez
sfojstoleh. gl o9} wel @ Ba) nEel ofg 2| £e Aol A%
BeE gl W A AT S Yt U= Polugnh ARl sﬂook el
BAT BB BN ohje} offel A R olife] el B AR L
AR 5 e ofah/l sigieh. Wegel wek AL el gere Aol
Z

A5 =
Qs zofe] Hele] M Q= PN T welslekictn YAska gk,

411

rl

_’IO_



o O
%ﬂﬂbﬂ
o%ﬂ%ﬂ
EEEE% Moo R
of U ok Wmﬂ@%? L
daun_LuLlfﬂVl NF R oF B o o o]
2 AF R = ol o} o W e ) T
i o o o+ B iJ]ﬂE._
5 4 3 xO mﬂJ.E ﬂﬁow OM_ﬂq%
5T L E ﬂm%%ow« TEAETE
Waz%%ﬁ SN RTE 0o B s %0
= = 5_§1%1r1o1 HTE_EV]%
.M.b o ‘m OﬁE 0 ,HL U_K . 0 ‘N_l .m = ﬂ&l O_I [m _ZTI q
m%@_@% = s B Al%ﬁawﬂ '
.Waﬂﬂaﬁom ZEEzuﬂﬂArﬂLEo zw.oﬂﬂw'# oT_,Dlﬂa/_HMM % JIVM
—_ 0
Waq_o'viﬂﬂ mr@%ﬁﬁjlﬂlﬂ@ ﬂo.ﬁuzoﬂmbti.m -~ mﬂA
NrJEELl p 760 = A aﬂjlqj n I
5 %7 To fie i o o & G 3 oy R
e T F o W s s el = G
s R g J| 40 g o X
megﬂ%o e + ﬁ1mu_1urﬁ e I
S moR i ﬂzﬂﬂr% S VALL:_X W —
m(ﬂgmf% Wz E@Wﬁ o ﬂum}ﬂﬂn@ do e o
i w N MWV%%% War..ﬂ%lﬂau % mow
4@@%@ iy WQEWQ% nﬂﬂ@a%g% = - o
oF KW ® - ‘Iﬂ.‘_nn_‘l nry —
s —~ ZH TE _*oo,. E -~ EA TR 04 %O ol
00 o AR m ace) —_ ™ ﬂu.,._ — X 1;,._ ‘m_ﬂ T T Lf E._ WO ) =
qn_xa;o o;7ﬂqq ﬂurﬂaﬂﬂa:]Aam o
]Eovv_}. ﬁooﬁﬂﬂ W Ao o ﬂ%ﬂﬁ]ﬂol Mmﬂqo NE o X ,Ae =
P e 273 r%ﬂAWwam@Aw%ﬂLﬂiu_éwm
O.|_ — ) ~
%%%E% 4%@%@% %XUTmﬁE%a@wiLLohﬂqﬁﬁ o ov
o)/ < R o TR = X B g ob ol oF 2 T oy
@ﬂ#ﬁ%z TR~ O N wa%%%.ﬂo%%ﬁ@ W
o B T 5 MW%%W? d7%4§q}xﬂ%5ﬂyﬂ¥@
N E.E_Luﬂ ~ = JoLoL 5917]2@7}}1_ ﬁu}_bﬂwPﬂ.ﬂmH
B o 51 o & R o S T X SR I B o
R &m o P F o — w B o - X R o ARy e ™ " o N eyl Boo W
mlAma o ﬂmﬁﬂp‘ﬂwo T r%ZTuL:__oLaJoiE.ﬁo\Jma 53
I o < ER o waﬁo%@a#HV o 5 = 4%
%%ﬁoﬁﬂ ovmﬁﬂmqﬂ%ar@%@ﬂago%w7g LT TR
L ) _, J|]_ ~ N =
ST LR o TR ol IR « BT
uﬁfz%o 5%%%%%% %Wﬁ%ﬂgafw%% N anx o =
i M@ﬁesﬁ%lﬂrmmxﬁﬁm @.EWEM@&E%%
4i1r§%§%ou|xmﬂ%%mﬂzm%ﬂﬁ%%moi;l;ﬂwlmo
%wwﬂ%yﬂﬁoﬂﬂm@%%z&o@ Hoa o om
owrbﬂﬂum_/_@]&ﬁomg«wmﬁdo]ﬁoﬂi m
A X o) H)xaﬁ_qﬂkoo
ﬂﬂOWi oTﬂw‘._ L:LH_/,UI\)\) z,* KO ;ﬁ o =
@WP%((M%D))%@

-1 -



ANEF

Govermment of Canada (2018) Better rules for major project reviews, to protect
canada’ s environment and grow the economy, A Handbook.

Government of Canada (2018) Consulatation Paper on Information Requirements and Time
Management Regulations: A Proposed Impact Assessment System.

Government of Canada (2018) Government of Canada takes steps to ensure a clean
environment and strong economy.

Price, Mae (2018) Canadian Impact Assessment Act, Regulations and the Duty to Consult,
JFK Law Corporation,
http://jfklaw.ca/canadian-impact—assessment-act-regulat ions—and-the—duty-to—consult/

Robert B. Gibson, Meinhard Doelle & A. John Sinclair (2016) Next generation
environmental assessment for Canada: basic principles and components of generic
design. University of Waterloo,
https://uwaterloo.ca/next—generat ion-environmental-assessment/sites/ca.next-gener
ation—environmental-assessment/files/uploads/files/gibsondoel lesinclair_nextgenea

_monograph_3augl6.pdf

_‘|2_



3% $HGYI AAEY

Environmental Impact Assessment Policy in Australia

I_/ﬂi

3733 7} (Environmental Impact Assessment: ©]3} EIA)+ A& Fo| A}t
Ag GAE AR Y Z2AET S nEH AP GEFs Hrtste VEE
ZRAE AAAE D o BRIl Al dAws AA e 7o Hr.
929 “The Assessment of the Effects of Certain Public and Private Projects
on the Environment as amended by EC Directive 97/11/EC” oAl A]Z}t=]| Q1o
u)=+2] US National Environmental Policy Act(NEPA) (1969%d)2} d=r2] Town and
Country Planning(Assessment of Environmental Effects)Regulations(1999%d)o]
B2 yeket wA 719 EIAFARC Tuigh S R ez d4EA o,

AR 7E MAAQ Sabkat Aol HA Kol g &Rl Aot V=
SHES Hs] fd kg tickEe] AAEO] Stk ol HIAE IF

7d

=
GG} A B A9 YA BHL Basa A

2
0 1

d7@ggH7E a4 ‘ZRAEZNE 7P Project-based  (EIA) 3

‘AeFsl A7k HWFH Strategic  environmental — assessment  (SEA) =

BEth(Macintosh 2010). A7 ¢ dg AlLEs Rz wog EA3)

ZeAE sty Hr7E olFA= FHEQl Wbl $A= i ZRAERG

A9lel iAo B A9Y 8 F AAA S AEst] ZAA9

Wyos  dedr. T owWel Aol AAE
L
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(#FH=)1delA Adgetzol 44, Al
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Difference between EIA and SEA

Environmental Impact Assessment Strategic Environmental Assessment
of projects of strategic initiatives
A instrument related to activities A inistrument related to caricepts

with geographic and technical specifications

A approach A approach
- at the end of the decision-making process - at earlier stages of the decision-making process
specific impacts in the environment issues of sustainable development
Limited of cumulative effects Gives early of cumulative effects
Prevention

Emphasis on mitigating and minimizing in terms of identified environmental

Least strategic Most strategic
Most detailed Least detailed
GRID-Arendal

a9l

A FH7HEIN) 9} A3t H 7H(SEA) W o] =fo] ™
(Z*]: http://www.grida.no/resources/6287)

2. IFAFY SFI¥H BH

T g 19999 =7 A B3 FFAA Aq¥3s 3T
‘Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999 (EPBC
Act) (BHHT9 AEOYES BAE A% H) HE AAsL 97HA TF
Are Aelstnt (A W T A, BEA/IE, TeolE Helo]

[e)
). o] Wbl FAR - AR dad SEy mEHo] YAHE

N = fol
rr e A

ot
=
o
N
i
mlﬂ
o,
o
X,

ol

“Under the Environment Protection and Biodiversity Conservation Act 1999
(EPBC Act), environment assessments are undertaken to enable
environment and heritage protection and biodiversity conservation”
(Department of the Environment and Energy)

olfet 55 HeA fAFFHE AAE FIEFE BFFHD Qs
AAAR BeoR Fste myor oY & £ Jdu. E e 1970d S
AA Hz2 ZRAE 7N @497 e =96

= o
Act oFl FAAGFAHE A=st k. EPBC Acte] 374 o
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EPBC Act environment assessment process—referral

Deciding if a proposed action needs fo be refenned
* Is tho proposed action likedy b have a significant impact on a matier of nabonal
norironenandal significance?

Thed matiors of naticnal orvironmantal Sigricance an:
- i herilage proparties

* national haritnge places

+ weotlands of inbermaticnal imponance

= ihratemed spectes ard ecoligical communities

! Appioreal i el requered
i from e minishor,
= GrANY SHcias ——
= Commorrsealth maring ansas
* the Great Barrier Ree! Maring Park, ard
= nischear SEoRS (inciudng wankm mines)
* I the proposed action lkely to have a sigrificant impact on the ervironment in general
(for anctions by Commonmasalih agencies of actions on Comenonwaalth land) of the
enviromment on Commormyealh band (for actions oulside Commorraaalth and)7?
= If you are not cortain about whather your proposed action requires approreal undor
tha EPBL Act you mary refor the proposal for a decision by the minister,
Parsan proposing e take i Bcticn makes a referral 1o the Ackion is claarly unaccoptabie
rinisbor via tha departmsant. ——*  Thoministe makes & decison within 20 businoss days.
Thio minister makees a decision within 20 busingss days on Persan informed of decision.
whethar approval ks requined under the EPBC Act and on
Mot Praraan Prersan may Pa
R action Lol raturral ard aned submit inistar to
‘partaiular atlion ok o a8 miodifiesd reconsidar
e actian proposal as P—
o nirw refoerral.
! : ¥ !
HiErusi [0, rhod.
Action s Appreval bs Approvalis ey puthc pod
Sulgec! o e ol reduined nof reguined 3
RSO AATERE il tha pction If e Schicn
8rxd Bpproval sl s L b This deparment prepares repan on
Procoss BoOHancs accomdance i
et Rt s relervant impacts and comments.
EFBC Act, LT referral. I
S sparcilied, -
AReEArons The minister makss a reconssdecalion
asistn decison within 20 business days.
wivediay o
appove
Baracieart)
Aclion 5 e Bod
ey action
UnACCaplabia

92, 35 379 dH 7} Referral A (A4
https://www.environment .gov.au/system/files/resources/d60cdd6a-8122-473a-bbd0-d483
662cef3e/files/assessment—process_1.pdf )
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Is the project
a_ within the boundary of a sirategic assessment; or

b. potentially covered by a ‘class of actions’ undera
strategic assessment?
1 YES

Policy applies (discuss with the department before

making & referral) _
OR l OR

Has the strategic asssssment

NO Normal EPBC Act
—— & considerations for
refarral apply

OR

Have the sirategic
assessment ‘classes of

Has the strategic

assessment gona out for public exhibition or

commancad? boon endorsed? actions’ been appraved?
The project assessmaent should Decision on assessment Referral is not required
address requiremants in the approach and approval must take if thes propesal is within
Strategic Assessment Agraement ints account relevant strategic the approved ‘class.
and Terms of Reference assassmant documants. of actions’.

_'11‘3]:13 ST ﬁ%éﬂ_—%}ﬁé7}g} A=A Azaf
(%4 http://www.grida.no/resources/6287)
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