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Abstract: This paper aimes to establish logic framework for
the analysis of planning coordination, which includes three
steps, the collection and screening of target plans, then the
assessment of planning coordination, and finally the
harmonization of the conflicts or inconsistency among plans.
And two dimensions should be involved in the analysis process
according to the concept of coordination, namely the plan
interactivity and plan consistency. A measurable index system
is set up to evaluate the level of planning coordination via
Delphi approach together with the theoretical study mentioned
above. Finally, a case which applies this framework to
conducting a planning coordination analysis in the practice of
environmental assessment  further

planning impact
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demonstrates that the analysis of planning coordination serves
not only as an assessment tool, but also an effective
mechanism to stress the conflicts among correlative decision-

makings.

Key words: planning environmental impact assessment;

planning coordination; working framework

FRA BRI 43 B o] LA BRI T A R R SR
T RGN TR 1 AS TR) J2 B R Bl 2 42 L
w5 B I AN AT Bl e () B2 A R B 5
TR H A 5 i B2 R PR 5. 2009 4F 10 A 1 H 52 Y
CHRRIPAIE SZ M P 25051 ) S FLER AL 1 (R 422 A 7L AR
. BT TR i A o B 0 5 3 A AR S R
B Bi/D O PR Y AR S v A A D BT A
ARGk AR kﬁﬂwfﬁ“%’i&ﬂﬂ}gm&%ﬁlﬂ

REIIRE )L AR SR P X R R R 43 A A 4
JWJ%/FEE%,ﬁ@ﬂkﬂfﬂﬁ]ﬁﬁ*ﬁﬂm\ﬂ%‘aiﬂz
.

1 *E lp\?ﬂ?‘"ﬁﬁ*[

“PREPE” (coordination) J& A Rl S 1E— & A R
T RMER S AN S, B
(interactivity) FIFH % (consistency) A4~ PG (& 1) .
F) I I P ] B A Ry AR I [ S T R R A
FkE 2 8 U5 U N AN [R) R K P 258 — 50R B AR A2 2F
YRR EE™ s A 5 B K0 AH 25 VA B Sl M A N TR R
S HA ) S 06 R Ja B R B X3 i — 2 P
FEGR D AR  HAREN R BAES 380
. HET TR IR PR 53 B i BEIS RN S A AT )R

—fE# ] FEQ983—) A AR FREEWFSETT ] FRBE LR RN B PR PP . E-mail: emmah417@hotmail. com

MIRMER : A7 58 (1971

) L R LA S, T RS A R FREE LRI A S PR 85 A . E-mail: Baock@ tongji. edu. cn



%1

il AR 4 LRI ERBE L R A o MR B 1 S AE 22 95

BR T LRI AR A E

AL DR IRTE 73 M7 LA 5 - D 57 LA e 58
1 s QAL PRIEPE AN s ©HLI vh 2 Bl (] 2) . i
PRI PP 522 B Bk /D X6 1 SRR 1) R G 0 A s ELRLK
PR 0 A AN L 1 25 T LA IR 1 2 i % R K
i S R BEAT TR A 23T s Il 3R H 50 1 R T
Braliil.

> HA

ks | WIS

B1 =WhARS

Fig.1 Coordination condition
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Tab.1 Coordination condition and approaches
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Fig.2 Working framework for analysis of planning coordination
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Tab.2 Plan coordination level and grade
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Fig.4 Conflicting scenario and harmonizing approaches
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Fig.5 Evaluation index system for planning harmony
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Tab.3 Evaluation indices for planning consistency analysis
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