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ABSTRACT

A study of NGO's role in the process of
the Environmental decision making

Young Joo Song

Dept. of Environmental Management
The Graduate School
Yonsei University

(Directed by Professor Dong choen Shin M. D. Ph. D)

Meaningful involvement by environmental NGOs is an increasingly
important aspect of environmental decision making. Today, members of
citizen groups often participate along with government officials, business
leaders, and other stakeholders, in decisions about whether and how to
deal with environmental hazards and related risks.

This study describes an important aspect of NGO to better
community based environmental decision making. A way to look at
NGO's power and leadership is to focus on recent important
community decisions.

The objectives of this study are following. First, the characteristics of
Environmental decisions and the structure of  Environmental policy
making process are analyzed.

Second, the activity of environmental NGO is examined and the
mgor action and spectrum of environmenta NGO are analyzed.

Third, the role of NGO' s case study in the policy of the
environmental policy formation, how the government decide to give up

- 64 -



their construction plan of Tonggang Dam. And this chapter deas with
how to perform Citizen group's activity with the change of times and
how to improve their plans of Citizen group's activity.

For this analysis, this study takes a regulatory case in battle against
Tonggang Dam Construction, showing that the This study is tested
through the roles of the related groups and NGOs as counterparts. This
study consisted of four chapters.

The first chapter deas with the scope and method of this study.
The second chapter deals with the structure of environmental policy
making process and the role of NGOs in the environmental policy
making.

The third chapter deals with the case study of Youngwol Dam on
the Tong River. It shows how the campaign to stop the damming of
the beautiful Tong River at the heart of the government's outdated
water and wetland policies. It documents the quiet revolution in
environmental decison making that is occurring today to improve the
process and the outcomes of environmental decisions. This ends many
years of national debate over the controversial project. The mgor aim of
the government's multipurpose Youngwol dam construction was to meet
future water shortage in the Han River valleys. Many civic
organizations and environmental groups have fiercely opposed the plan
fearing the destruction of the regions's natural treasures, preserves, and
rich archaeological sites as well as wildlife.

The fourth chapter is the summary and conclusion of this study.

In conclusion, it is becoming clear that the public is increasingly
dissatisfied with environmental decisions that affect them but in which
they do not participate. It is imperative , therefore, that we involve
communities and citizens meaningfully in environmental decisions that
affect them. NGO's involvement should be built to the institutional
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frameworks of regulatory agencies and businesses in ways that foster
integrated decision making, promote understanding, and build trust.

It is now apparent that our future well-being and the welfare of
generations to come depend on environmental decisions we make today.
Confronted with difficult, interconnected choices about technology,
energy, environmental quality, population growth, human health, and
economic prosperity, we can no longer afford to make ill-considered,
short-sighted decisions that bring short -term benefits to a few, and
long-term problems to everyone. Unless and until we find ways to
overcome these obstacles, solutions will come slowly, despite the need
for swift action.
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