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But Public Participation Is not a
Sliver Bullet

e More to methods off pelicy: analysis
and technology assessment than
partieipation

——l‘ﬂore to tool of participation than
- Impact on the policy process

e More to policy outcomes than new
—laws.orregulations
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= How do llinfluence the development of such
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Public pa cipationimandated by
Congres y

F‘@} 13V of chLLEJQELJ and normative
sons to want public partici i
plicity of impacts public participation

can |
= Significant desigmn challenges to marry the
mandate;the motives, and the impacts
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