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Abstract

197186
The objective of this study was to gather problems and suggestions from various related parties
regarding the preparation and review of the environmental impact assessment (EIA) report of
residential building projects in Bangkok. The suggestions and comments regarding the EIA reports
from four relevant groups: project owners, consulting firms, environmental scientist of Office of
Natural Resources and Environmental Policy and Planning (ONEP), and Expert Review
Committees (ERCs). After that, the result of opinion survey was analyzed by using statistic method.
It was found that the guidelines and regulations regarding the EIA report preparation were not
sufficiently publicized and should be improved by establishing an internet-assessing channel. Most
obvious problem from the project owners’ and consulting firms’ prospect was the delay in the
reviewing process deriving from the lack of ONEP officers and over burden ERCs. On the other
hand, ONEP officer and ERCs correspondingly identified the major defects to be inadequate
information of the EIA report, unjustified data as the consultants tried to please the project owners,
and lack of knowledge/understanding of the project designers. Nonetheless, all parties mutually
agreed on the proposed solution measures in that the consultants should provide wisely and
correctly advices to the project owners; ERCs should provide clearly re\-/iewing procedures and
assess all EIA reports under the same standard; ERCs should submit their suggestions and

comments to the meeting secretary in advance if they cannot join the meeting; authorized party

should impose certain punishments to project owner and consultant who submit a fault report; and
finally ONEP should provide annual training to concerned personnel who takes charge in the EIA

report preparation.





