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Abstract

The key objective of the institution of Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) isto
resolve the conflict between economic development and environmental protest. Ironically,
the protest activities do not decrease because of the implementation of the EIA in Taiwan.
The development for industrial zones still causes violent protests coming from local
communities. Why the EIA does not work? The paper argues that it is because the EIA is
still based upon the ideology of technological determinism, and local communities are ex-
cluded from the EIA ingtitution. Land development and the EIA should be in the domain of
public policy decision, and citizens participation is therefore very important in this sense.
The choice of public policy is usually related with subjective value, never restricted only
within objective facts. Thus, power of choice should be kept in the hands of citizens. Citi-
zens and local communities should be empowerment to own a relative autonomous position
related to the state government and business conglomerates. Nowadays, the major short-
coming of the EIA islacked of democratic participation, which is the best way for the
success of the EIA. The paper maintains that local communities should have the power for
the preparation of the EIA reports. In addition, many other suggestions are also submitted
in the paper. Above all, the authors believe that with the inclusion of citizensin the institu-
tion of EIA the conflicts within economic development and environmental protection could
be resolved.

Keywords: land development institutions, environmental impact assessment (EIA),
technological determinism, empowerment, citizen participation.
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