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Abstract : This study aims to examine whether Marine sand mining business is Maritime Traffic Safety Audit and priority between Maritime Traffic
Safety Audit and Sea Area Utilization Impact Assessment because development and action to use in the ocean is ambiguous, it is overlapped with
system of environmental aspect, and priority is not designated. Therefore, the way to improve to settle the overlapping problem etc. between
Maritime traffic Safety Audit and Sea Area Utilization Impact Assessment was suggested and legal ground for sand mining is suggested. Because
management department for Maritime Safety Act and Marine Environment Management Act is Ministry of Oceans and Fisheries, the solution for this
is both embodying co-experts on each committee for determinant of system with maintaining contact and radical revise of law. If revised, the

possibility of accident in ocean is decreased, and it can be a way to protect marine environment.

Key Words : Marine sand mining business, Maritime Traffic Safety Audit, Sea Area Ultilization Impact Assessment, Maritime Safety Act, Marine

Environment Management Act, Marine accidents
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Fig. 1. Framework of Maritime Traffic Safety Audit.
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Fig. 2. Framework of sea area utilization impact assessment.
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Table 1. Comparison and analysis of the two system

Sea area utilization
impact assessment

Maritime traffic
safety audit

Marine environment

Related Act
management act

Maritime safety act

Administrative | A mandated central administrative agency or
Organ local government
Approval - .
PD Ministry of oceans and fisheries
agency
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Review Maritime safety environmental impact
Organization research center, KST | assessment center,
NFRDI
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Fig. 3. Consultation process of marine environmental impact
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