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An empirical study on public participation in environmental impact assessment

HAO Liang' YANG Weishan®

(1. Policy Research Center for Environment and Economy Ministry of Environmental Protection Beijing 100029; 2. Chinese Academy For Environ—

mental Planning Beijing 100012 China)

Abstract: Through questionnaire survey the current situation of public participation in environmental impact as—
sessment in Shandong and Yunnan provinces was studied including public awareness disclosure and access to
information public opinion advice accountability and feedback mechanisms. The results of statistical analysis of
1952 valid questionnaires showed that: the levels of public’ s awareness and participation in environmental im—
pact assessment were not high nearly half of the respondents thought that the necessary documents were not a—
vailable the construction of information open channels and the time of public participation lagged behind as
well as the information integrity needed to be improved. In addition the insufficient representation and capacity
of participants the imperfect feedback mechanism also restricted the public to participate better in environmental
impact assessment. The reasons for this were the poor endowments of relevant groups and the imperfect laws and
regulations as internal and external barriers to public participation in environmental impact assessment.
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