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Abstract R elocation of polluting ndustries has been taking place n mapr Chnese cities Environmental
site assesanent risk assessment and possb le ram ed iation w ere required by environmental legislaton Sam e soil
screenng values taken fum foreign countries werem isused for site assessnent criteria or soil remed rton goals in
China Theman reasonswere analyzed for the variation between soil screening valie fran USA, the Nether
lands andUK. This paper is ammed to provide gudance forw ise use of foregn soil screenng vahies and its derr
vatbnm ethodologies and to give sane suggeston on the derivaton of soil screening valies forChna
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