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Abstract

This study examines 20 environmental conflict cases that are related to waste treatment facilities. Nowadays
it is highly recommended for local government officials to engage local residents in the process of siting
and constructing NIMBY facilities in order to prevent and manage conflicts. The results of this study show
that local residents protested against the decision of local governments in many cases. However, there
were also many cases where local residents participated in communication with the officials in negotiation,
mediation, Dutch reverse auction, and citizens’ jury. On one hand, the participation of local residents helped
the officials design a better policy in implementing the facilities. On the other hand, their participation in
the communication were also favorable to themselves since it helped diminish their concerns on toxic gases
and provide appropriate incentives for the local communities.
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Table 1. List of public conflict cases on waste treatment facilities

Id Location Period Type of Facilities
1 Busan Haeundaegu 1990-1990 Landfill

2 Seoul Nowongu 1992-1996 Incinerator

3 Gunposi 1992—-2000 Incinerator

4 Seoul Gangnamgu 1995-1996 Incinerator

b) Busan Sahagu 1995-1999 Incinerator

6 Pohangsi 1996-2002 Landfill

7 Seoul Mapogu 1998-2005 Incinerator

8 Yeongwolgun 1999-2001 Landfill

9 Anseongsi 2003—-2005 Incinerator

10 Ulsan Bukgu 2004-2004 Incinerator

11 Icheonsi 2004-2005 Incinerator

12 Namyangjusi 2005-2010 Landfill

13 Yeongcheonsi 2006—2006 Incinerator

14 Eumseonggun 2006—2008 Incinerator

15 Gongjusi 2008-2008 Incinerator

16 Jeonjusi 2008-2009 Incinerator

17 Hamyanggun 2008-2009 Incinerator

18 Goesangun 2010—2011 Animal waste treatment facility
19 Jeungpyeonggun 2011-2013 Animal waste treatment facility
20 Buyeogun 2012-2015 Landfill
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Table 2. Participation of residents on waste treatment facilities conflict cases

43

Id Location Period Type of Facilities Participation type
1 Busan Haeundaegu 1990-1990 Landfill Protester
2 Seoul Nowongu 1992-1996 Incinerator Negotiation partner/ Residents™ council
3 Gunposi 1992-2000 Incinerator Protester
4 Seoul Gangnamgu 1995-1996 Incinerator Negotiation partner
b) Busan Sahagu 1995-1999 Incinerator Negotiation partner/ Mediation partner
6 Pohangsi 1996—2002 Landfill Protester
7 Seoul Mapogu 1998-2005 Incinerator Negotiation partner/ Residents council
8 Yeongwolgun 1999-2001 Landfill Protester/Bidder
9 Anseongsi 2003—-2005 Incinerator Negotiation partner/ Residents council
10 Ulsan Bukgu 2004-2004 Incinerator Protester/ Advocate
11 Icheonsi 2004-2005 Incinerator Protester/ Bidder
12 Namyangjusi 2005—2010 Landfill Protester/ Residents council
13 Yeongcheonsi 2006—2006 Incinerator Protester
14 Eumseonggun 2006—2008 Incinerator Negotiation partner
15 Gongjusi 2008-2008 Incinerator Protester
16 Jeonjusi 2008-2009 Incinerator Protester
17 Hamyanggun 2008-2009 Incinerator Protester
Animal waste
18 Goesangun 2010-2011 treatment facility Protester
19 J 2011-2013 Animal waste Negotiation partner
eungpyeonggun treatment facility egotiation partne
20 Buyeogun 2012—2015 Landfill Protester
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Table 3. Results of public conflict cases on waste treatment facilities

Id Location Participation type Resolution Results

1 Busan Haeundaegu Protester Accepted Project canceled
2 Seoul Nowongu Negotiation partner/ Residents council Negotiation Implemented
3 Gunposi Protester Not accepted Implemented
4 Seoul Gangnamgu Negotiation partner Negotiation Implemented
5 Busan Sahagu Negotiation partner Mediation, Negotiation Implemented
6 Pohangsi Protester Negotiation Substituted

7 Seoul Mapogu Negotiation partner/ Residents council Not accepted Implemented
8 Yeongwolgun Protester/Bidder Dutch reverse auction Implemented
9 Anseongsi Negotiation partner/ Residents council Negotiation Implemented
10 Ulsan Bukgu Protester/ Advocate Citizens’ jury Implemented
11 Icheonsi Protester/ Bidder Dutch reverse auction Implemented
12 Namyangjusi Protester/ Residents’ council Judicial decision Implemented
13 Yeongcheonsi Protester Not accepted Implemented
14 Eumseonggun Negotiation partner Dutch reverse auction, Negotiation Implemented
15 Gongjusi Protester Accepted Project canceled
16 Jeonjusi Protester Not accepted Implemented
17 Hamyanggun Protester Judicial decision Project canceled
18 Goesangun Protester Judicial decision Implemented
19 Jeungpyeonggun Negotiation partner Negotiation Implemented
20 Buyeogun Protester Judicial decision Project canceled
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Table 4. Representativeness of residents and the results of negotiation
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Id Location Representativeness Results of Negotiation*
2 Seoul Nowongu Resident Issue Committee Fac,, Env,, Incen,

4 Seoul Gangnamgu Resident Representative Fac,, Env,, Incen,

5 Busan Sahagu Opposition Committee Env,, Incen,

9 Anseongsi Opposition Committee Env,

14 Eumseonggun Opposition Committee Incen,

19 Jeungpyeonggun Opposition Committee N.L., Incen,

Fac,: Facility related issues / Env,: Environmental issues / Incen,:

Incentives / N.L..: New location
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