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Purpose

The purpose of our res
establish how selected EA laws faddress
public participation an@ to explore the

opportunities for chaff%g these laws In
ways that would res nc\ll to some of the
key weaknesses INEA p \ticipgtioill

activities.
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Approach

s Literature Review

» Legislative Analysis - f7€US on |&Rslative
provisions s 7

= Interviews - 1AIA
= Survey - Draft reforms for comment
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EA Participation Issues

= Purpose of participation
= Timing
= Notice
= Information provision
= Speed of decision p
m Lack of resources

m Narrow scope




Legal Context

s Defining the public role - Participatig
assessment as opposed
AB).

= Notice - Most provinces
report or EIS stage. ON

g strongest.
= Information provisions rlms provinces leave
this to regulation and 'ncI/ude eneral reference
of the need for accesé to infor\aticﬂ CEAA has

the strongest provisiéns.
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vide for notice at the




Provision for public comment - Repealed BC Act
provided most detail. Some such as ON, NFLD
and MB make provision for comment wi
detail on timing or quality. —
Nature of involvement - Ljitle or no direction

outside of panel review. ost leave this in the
hands of the Director.

Panel review provision st have provisions
CEAA, BC, ON and NS provide the most de?.

Participant resources/~ Number of provinces
provide for it in a variety jof forms e% Inister
may... Only CEAA nd/ B use.
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Essential Components

m Access and purpose - Establish “overriding
objective”. EA law should mak :
purpose Is to exchange iff0rmation Mcilitate
participation in decision mpaking meamningfully.

= Notice - For consistency \A law should place
obligation on agency wi hl a\oproval authority,
should establish form df r[\oti\se and should
require notice before de isioH\ = 1
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m Access to information - EA law shou
provisions regarding tran L gelivenient
access should be a fundamental prinFipIe.

= Provision of resources - law should
recognize the imbalance/fgtween proponents
and public. Resourcees/s oﬁld be provided at
stages. Assistance neéed not\always be
monetary. my -l
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Process Activities

= TiIming and opportunities for exchan

“Public participation sho
box... it should be holisticiand part o
EA process”.

f7the whole

This runs contrary to the ortunities for
participation that tend to be at discrete points.

EA statutes should re¢ognize\the need for
participation to begin ear/ly - at the @ign=_

development stages/and continue th ugh
operational stages, |mplf,émenta¥ion, fbllow-4e
and decommission Q




s Types of engagement and dispute resolution
EA law should not dictate a toolbox of
techniques but should “encoF@g
of participation characterized by an
constructive exchange ofdnformationland ideas”.

Default forms of participation, such as open
houses and town hall me tings, would therefor
e viewed as on-ramps/ to more participatory
iInvolvement.

EA law should reco?/dze that éarioﬂﬂ farins {f
dispute resolution cguld be used at any poiE In

the process. /
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s Facilitation and reporting

Proponent control of part
EA laws should make go nment ag
responsible for ensuring eanrngful '

participation. Criteria sh d be established in

law to inform evaluation.
s Accountability

There should be gre er acco ntab
how public input Is u ded.| This ould
the reporting procedure .
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Conclusions

s Legal reforms suggested in regard to
components are modest angdgianifee
thinking.

m Process-related changes

require not only legal refor
reconceptualization of pﬁrt

but a
i&ipation from

proponent driven opport nities at discrete points
to public driven partici ation fhrough thﬂoroject

cycle.

s Review of other jurisdictions did not reveal
legal provisions that could be imglem nted
quick fix. 7
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