


14

11

12



= A N WM~ ~©

WAl

11
11
...16
19
w27
.29
.29
.29
.29

— & M <

—

.23l

31
32
40
A4
55
63

OECD
EU

S e R S o Ve

.67

67
68
....68
69

= N o<

w13






1992
21

21

1986 1994

WTO
1996

WTO

2002 8

GATT

WTO
CTE
WTO

OECD

CTE

91(d)

2001

21

1995

11 4

1991

1991

91

WTO

CTE
10



11

1994

OECD 1994

"The Environmenta Effects of Trade”

OECD




12

OECD 1994 "The Environmental Effects of Trade”

13




PIC Prior Informed
Consent

EU
ACEA 1999
CO;







2001 11 4 WTO

2002 8 9

91

91(d) OECD  UNEP
EU

12 14 EU OECD



2.1






1
FTA
FTA 2002 1 13
FTA 1999 12
2000 9
2001 1 1
ASEAN
FTA FTA
ASEAN
2002 10 FTA
“ ASEAN” NAFTA EU
FTA
WTO
2001 11 4 WTO
2002 2 1 1 TNC
TRIPS 7
3 22 1 2 3
6 10 3
31
WTO MEAs
MEA
WTO MEA
WTO




MEA WTO

32 2003 9
3
5
SEA
policy plan program 3 P
policy
EU
EU OECD EU
WTO
NAFTA




31

FTA
2001.11
WTO
EU WTO SIA 3
2002.4
EU FTA SIA 2003.10
OECD 2002.1.15
2002.1.15




a0t 0



GATT WTO

SEA

SEA

11

SEA

SEA

SEA



41

SEA

12



SEA

13




4.2

EU

OECD

UNEP

4.3

SEA

SEA

14




4.4

EU

OECD

UNEP

SEA SEA

15




WTO

FTA

SEA
FTA

1)
SEA

16

NGO




2)
NGO

NGO

45

EU

OECD

UNEP

17




3)

SEA SEA

4.6

NGO

4.7

USTR TPSC Trade Policy Staff Committee

EA Environmental Assessment Committees

EU

18




OECD

UNEP

1)

4.8

WTO

etc.

19

WTO




4.9

EU

TPSC Trade Policy Staff Committee

EU

WTO

OECD

UNEP

SEA

20




2)

WTO

EU

EU

4.10

21



EU

EU

WTO
OECD
UNEP
[ ]
2.
[ ]

SEA

NGO

22




411

SAGITs

EU

OECD

UNEP

3)
SEA

412

EU

EU

OECD

UNEP

23







4.13

25




5)

4.2

26




6)

1)

27



2)

FTA

28






SEA

FTA

FTA

29



OECD
EU

“ o o 1 ©



North American

OECD 1994

2 OECD 199%4

EC
1992 NAFTA

Free Trade Agreement 1994

1993 NAFTA 1994

3

NAFTA

OECD EU

31

EU OECD



1990
1995 Canadian Environmental Assessment Act, 1995
Policy, Plan, Program
1999 Cahinet Directive on the Environmenta Assessment of Policy, Plan
and Program Proposals 1999 1999

2001 2

DFAIT Department of Foreign Affairs and International Trade

Environmental Assessment Committee for Trade Negotiations

2001 2 1990
NAFTA

1)

WTO FTAA

Free Trade Area of the Americas

32



2)

3)

BOX
1

33



3

4)




1 NAFTA

1
1992 10 NAFTA 1990
NAFTA NAFTA
2
° 1
® NAFTA 2
2)

DFAIT Department of Foreign Affairs and Internationa Trade
NAFTA

35



NAFTA

B.

i. 75

3 1
NAFTA3
NAFTA104
NAFTA
10
NAFTA904
NAFTA

ii.

iii.

iv.
C.

i

ii.

( )

iii.

iv.
D.

i

ii.

iii.

iv.

V.

vi.
E.

i

ii.

3)

1 North American Commission on

Environmental Cooperation

4

2

36




® NAFTA

NAFTA NORTHAMERICAN FREE TRADE AGREEMENT
l.
.

. NAFTA
IV,
NAFTA
A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F
V.
VI,
VI,
1)
1994 4
NAFTA NAFTA
1990
4 1986
[
° WTO

37




2)

NAFTA

DFAIT Department of Foreign Affairs and International Trade

V.WTO

WTO

VI.

VII.

VIII.

TBT

IX.

TRIMs

XI.

GATS

XIl.
TRIPs

TRIPs

XIII.

3)

38

BT

SPS




SPS

39

WTO

CTE



1970 NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
1991 NAFTA 1994

2 NEPA
1999 11 16 WTO
13141 1999 11 16
FTA
13141
TPSC Trade Policy Staff Committee
TPSC
Federal Register




2000

12

13141

13141

41




Appendix C:

@
@
©)
(4)
©®)

(6)
@)
(8)

1)

2)

FTA

13141

16

USITC U. S. International Trade Commission "Economic Impact on the

United States of aU. S. — Jordan Free Trade Agreement”

usITC
Agreement”

"Economic Impact on the United States of a U. S. — Jordan Free Trade

16

42




TBT

SPS

3)




4, OECD

OECD 1990
1994

2000
2002 1

1994

and/or

%ﬂ—

1 OECD 1994

44



OECD

BOX OECD 1994

or




BOX

46



TRIPs

TRIPs

NGO

OECD 1994

2000

47




GATT



4 OECD 2000

GATS

OECD 1994

49




BOX:

GATS

MEN

GATS

2

MEN

BOX:

50




PPM

BOX:
GATS
GATS
GATS 6 4 GATS 6 4
GATS 6 4
GATS 6
GATS
GATS

51




BOX:

1993
A)
B) )
BOX:
2002
GATS 2000
2

52




GATS

1

2002

WG

WTO

53




CGE

WG




EU

EU WTO EU
SIA SIA
SIA
WTO
SIA
SIA
1999 10
SIA 1999 11
SIA 2002 4
1999 11
SIA

‘ ’ SIA
SIA

55



SIA

SIA

SIA

1)

2)

SIA

SIA

SIA

56

SIA




SIA

A1

v

N

4)

SIA
BOX:SIA
SIA “ ”oou » oo ”
EC

EU

57




SIA

SIA
GATS
WTO

TRIPs
10 TBT
11
12
13.
14.
15.

SIA
7. WTO
°
2
WTO PPM WTO
° WTO
° EU EU
EU
WTO
WTO PPM LCA
MEA WTO

58



SIA
| SIA: EU

@

WTO

(b)

WTO
PPP

(©

| SIA:
@

(b)

59

WTO

EU

WTO



©

WTO

SIA:

EU

SIA

WTO

60

WTO

EU



7 WTO
B A B A
EU 0 0(-1) +1 0 0+1 +1 +1
0 0(#1) -1 0 +1 +1 +1
0 0 -1 0 +1 +1 +1
0 0 0 0 +1 +1 +1
A ( )
B ( )
c (
0
1 2 =
+ J— = + =
() ! =
SIA
SIA 4
CCA
CCA
WTO
WTO
MPE

61




SIA CCA

SIA
SIA

62




1)

WWEF

EU

OECD

SIA

EU

EU WTO

OECD

63

OECD

13141

WWEF  UNEP

EU



2)

EU
WTO
OECD 1994
3)
EU WWF
OECD 1994 2000
OECD 1994
4)

EU

EU OECD

WTO



5)

6)

EU

65



— o o <



OECD

TRIPs

67




@] [¢]
O O X

68



69




70



TRIPs

71




72







1995

2 3 4
1980 GATT
5
SO
1995 EDEN Data Base® 1985
ROW 2
SO
1985
2
3
4
5 (1997a)(1997b)
1987 1985
1985 1995 EDEN 1995
1995 1985
1985 SOz 1995
SO2 1985

® EDEN DataBase

(2002)

73



1985

1985

(1994)

(2000)
(2000)

1987

2
3

SO2

1985

(2001) 1995 85
1985

74

95




X'=AX +Fd' +E'-M' (i=C,J)
X'=(I-A)*(Fd'+E'-M")

A
Fd

E
M
X

AX" = A'AX' + AE' =AM

SO2
S =¢'X!
s SO»
SO2
AS' =5 AX'
5
AE® =a) E;
n=1
a=05

6
AM® =bY M;
=1
AX® = (I = A°) " (AE® =AM °)

AXT=(1 -A)AE' -AM )

75



AE' =AM ¢

AM ! = AE®
SO2
AS! =s/AX!
SO2
95 6.3 76.2
SO2 33.5
3.1 SO SO2
1.47 SO 0.39
30.4 SO
SO 0.99
1 85 95 SO 100
85 95 85 95
-738 633 2728 7626
S0, -564333| -335429| 25781| 31176
85
85
GDE
85 SO2
56.43 257
2.92 0.73 85 90
95 85
SO 85 53.85
90 30.42

76

SOz



2.36 0.99 95 85
SO2

2 SO2 t
1 -160188| 1 114587
2 -159107( 2 51002
3 -69802( 3 27658
4 -55688( 4 24233
5 -38800{ 5 21618

SO2 SOz
SOz
16
48 5
3
2
SO2 43 11
2 5
SO2 5 SO2 5
3

3 SOz t
1 -2104]1 20055
2 -966] 2 5278
3 -9281 3 4541
4 -344( 4 4209
5 -258( 5 1176

SOz
2t

77

SOz



SO2

SO

SO2

SO2

SO2 0.99

85 95

33.5

3.1

SOz

85

78

SO2

SOz
2100t
3
SO2 1.47
SO2 0.39

30.4

SOz

95

1985

GDE



SO

[1JHE. (1994) 1994 1

[2] (1994) KEIO Economic

Observatory Occasional Paper,J.No0.34

[3] (1997a) SOx
KEO Discussion Paper,No.47,KEO Economic Observatory

[41 (1997b)

Discussion paper, No0.G-12

[5]1 (2000)

[6] (1995)

| Working Goup1(2002) EDEN

[8] (1994) 2000 5 3

Bl (2000)

[10] (2001) 1995
-0 10 1

[11]JOECD(1994) The Environmental Effects of trade, OECD

79

KEO



85 95 total 100 t)
2
85 95 85 95 85 95
-738 633 2728 7626
SO, -564333 -335429 25781 31176 -538552 -304253
SO, 19318225| 22798772| 3492368| 7839791 22810593| 30638563
SO, 18753892| 22463343| 3518150 7870966 22272042| 30334309

80




95 5
1 ~160188[ 1 114587
2 ~159107| 2 51002
3 -69802| 3 27658
4 _55688| 4 24233
5 -38800] 5 21618

95
1 2104[ 1 20055
2 -966| 2 5278
3 -928| 3 4541
4 ~344 4 4209
5 -258] 5 1176

81



1995 S02 1995 S02
t t

669622 691241 21618 13568 13429 -139
55733 55924 191 33696 33438 -258
102924 101695 -1229 0 9 -1
4 73628 61430 -12198 4 4 105 81
5 262958 256344 -6614 97 106 10
6 129317 128857 -460 1727 1732 5
7 720052 747709 27658 31806 31462 -344
8 512755 627342 114587 1993 1027 -966
9 105206 129439 24233 11317 9213 -2104
57166 56729 -437 0 2328 2332 4
708985 670185 -38800 258554 263095 4541
11215 11164 -51 751 750 -1
8603434 8443246 | -160188 6162055 | 6167333 5278
4 158473 157797 -676 4 8430 8414 -16
345457 327700 -17757 228178 232387 4209
6 1525050 1576052 51002 71777 70849 -928
7 59261 59754 493 863 863 0
57064 55713 -1351 7570 7604 34
9 1691337 1685834 -5503 110248 110529 281
2612457 2542654 -69802 35088 35204 115
1167859 1008752 | -159107 386897 406952 20055
242862 187174 -55688 12916 14092 1176
82809 81765 -1044 4670 4679 8
4 263408 257872 -5536 4 4217 4222 5
25 108444 95784 -12659 5 8297 8430 133
26 6552 4951 -1601 26 114 124 9
27 75210 59070 -16140 27 5406 5573 166
8 12333 11518 -814 434 434 0
9 84201 84758 557 496 496 1
140454 139574 -880 1253 1243 -9
173966 173938 -28 28492 28495 4
387155 380130 -7026 2301 2301 0
140707 139625 -1082 205468 205448 -20
4 7766 9426 1660 34 3018 2901 -117
35 66880 66138 -742 35 102657 102596 -61
36 42654 42216 -438 36 656 656 0
37 301123 298391 -2732 37 21965 21964 0
38 94039 96937 2898 38 5041 5029 -12

39 146604 146483 -122 39 24960 24959 -

40 259424 260200 775 40 24637 24678 4
4 143389 142994 -395 41 3025 3024 -2
4 188837 188837 0 42 12791 12791 0
43 0 0 0 43 0 0 0
22798772 | 22463343 | -335429 7839791 | 7870966 31176

82




100

95 95

Ae e Aele Am m A m/m Ae
0 3373 0.00 0 5867 0.00 0
0 922 0.00 0 419 0.00 0
0 2349 0.00 0 2356 0.00 0
4 0 301 0.00 0 1855 0.00 4 0
5 0 1144 0.00 0 72 0.00 5 0
6 0 737 0.00 0 62 0.00 6 0
7 3478 6956 0.50 0 5660 0.00 7 0
8 5069 10139 0.50 0 9858 0.00 8 0
] 15980 31959 0.50 0 307 0.00 9 0
0 0 045 0.00 0 464 0.00 0 0
| 11 0 513 0.00 1451 938 0.75 1451
2 0 1149 0.00 0 108 0.00 0
3| 0 332 0.00 0 3 0.00 0
| 14 0 2585 0.00 0 4484 0.00 4 0
| 15 0 913 0.00 0 0.00 0
16/ 0 2449 0.00 0 931 0.00 0
7 0 2320 0.00 0 3 0.00 0
| 18 0 5965 0.00 0 8239 0.00 | 18 0
9 0 1171 0.00 0 35 0.00 d 0
20[ 0 2079 0.00 0 111 0.00 20| 0
1 0 4386 0.00 5226 698 0.75 21 5226
22 0 857 0.00 2311 308 0.75 22 2311
23| 0 5569 0.00 0 208 0.00 23 0
24 0 12228 0.00 0 29189 0.00 24 0
25 0 2539 0.00 4036 5392 0.75 25 4036
26/ 0 3700 0.00 3440 4597 0.75 26 3440
27, 0 13250 0.00 9863 13178 0.75 27 9863
28 0 443 0.00 0 1930 0.00 28 0
29 0 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 29 0
30 0 346 0.00 0 43 0.00 30 0
31 0 759 0.00 0 80. 0.00 31 0
32 0 1199 0.00 0 75 0.00 32 0
33 0 768 0.00 0 7 0.00 33 0
34 970 941 0.50 0 1136 0.00 34 0
35 0 422 0.00 0 0 0.00 35 0
36 0 138 0.00 0 1066 0.00 36 0
37 0 130 0.00 0 0 0.00 37 0
38 829 658 0.50 0 501 0.00 38 0
39 0 046 0.00 0 361 0.00 39 0
40 0 059 0.00 0 904 0.00 40 0
4 0 718 0.00 0 224 0.00 41 0
4 0 700 0.00 0 58 0.00 42 0
4 0 0.00 0 0 0.00 43 0
26326 145257 26326 138755 26326




1985 1995 EDEN
1985 1995 EDEN
1 1 1
2
4
5
3
7 )
2 2 8
1 1 10
5 5 11
3 3 9
6 6 12
7 7 14
13
15
16
17
18
19
8 8 20
9 9 21
22
23
10 10 24
25
11 11 26
12 i) 27
13 13 52
53
54
55 (
4 14 32
15 15 33
16
16, 17 28
30
31
17 18 29
18] 19 34
35
19 20 36
20 21 38
37
21 22 39
40
22 23 41
23 24 2
43
24 25 50
25 26 76
47
48
26 27 a4
27 28 45
28 29 29
29 30 73
74
30 31 51
31 32 56
57
32 33 59
33 34 60
35
34 36 62
35 37 61
63
36 38 66
37 39 58
38 20 64
65
39 a1 6
72
75
20 22 69
71
41 43 67
68
2 a7 70
43 45 76




	05.pdf
	貿易自由化の環境影響評価の基本的考え方（論点とその考え方）
	貿易自由化の環境影響評価の意義
	貿易自由化プロセスと貿易自由化の環境影響評価との関係
	評価の手続等
	
	評価の主体
	公衆や専門家の関与
	評価の審査


	スクリーニング・スコーピング及び評価
	
	1\)　スクリーニングの考え方（対象とする貿易自由化の考え方）
	スコーピングの考え方
	評価のベース（複数案の設定など）
	評価の技術手法
	予測の不確実性
	予防・緩和措置の検討


	意思決定への反映
	
	意思決定への反映
	事後評価・フォローアップ



	今後の課題
	基礎情報の整備
	我が国への戦略的環境アセスメント導入に向けた進展
	ガイドラインの策定



