The experience of Chotanagpur Adivasi Sewa Samiti,  Hazaribag Dt., Jharkhand with public hearings, the context being coal mining and sponge iron plants
A:  Our focus is on local public hearings, which is one of the few spaces left for pubic participation.  Even that is manipulated:- 
1. Small project are precluded from the purview (less than Rs 1 Crore, less than 5 Ha acquired for mining projects).   E.g.  in our locality we presently have 5 sponge iron ore plants under construction.  These are very polluting (turn off ESPs at night etc), yet they do not need Environmental clearance. 

2. We have had experience with  public hearing for the CCL coal mines of Magadh-Amrapali, for the North Karanpura Super Thermal Power station (both in Chatra District), and for TISCOs coal mine expansion of West Bokaro (Hazaribag District).  In these we see that 

· The majority seats of the venue are early occupies by vested interests (industry/company reps,  contractors etc), and the local people to be affected are left standing at the back or outside,  because there is no room.

· There are long speeches by those on the dais, giving technical data, telling about the needs for energy, it is their input, long and deadening, no dialogue.

· A person who is seen to be objecting is not allowed to speak by the chairman.
· The questions about where the displaced people are to be relocated, under what terms, what is to be the alternative source of livelihood,  these questions are not answered, or a brushed aside with promises of “development”. 

· Sometime during the session the chairman asks who wants the project, and all the vested interests occupying the hall raise their hands (this is video graphed, which is sent to MOEF Delhi as evidence of the agreement of the people).

· The notice re the hearing says that a brochure of information on the project will be available at various offices, but when requested it is not available there.  It is distributed just at the hearing, when there is no chance to study it.  

· For the TISCO hearing, their Social Service section (TSRDS) brought all their women’s SHGs,  gave them lunch, and had them supporting the project. 

· The convener of the hearing, the State Pollution Control Board director, is a political appointment, has no interest in environment, and serves the company interests. 

B:   The main problem is information control.   Nobody in the area knows what is going on,  secrecy,  jumbled/contradictory information is the rule.   NGOs who can do a lot for the people have no access to MOEF to present correct ground conditions.  We present here one  Design of Participatory Process for drawing up RAP,  based on what we found as mandatory one place in Australia:
One such suggested design is as follows (with points of public consultation marked *):

*1. There is to be a Public Meeting for Information in the Gram Sabhas and Development Block of the affected area, after timely publicity.  At this meeting there be the Presentation of Brief, time‑bound process presented. To coincide with first Notification.

2.   Commissioning of the Consultant for Base Line Survey

*3.  Data Collection and Survey in participation with the people.

4.   Cost‑benefit analysis and social‑benefit analysis.

*5.  Community Liaison and analysis of points 3 & 4.

6.   Discussion of Issues and Strategy Development by Company  Management.

*7.  Present Draft of RAP to Government for approval to put on  public exhibition.    If not approved, back to 6.

8.   Approved.

*9.  Place draft report on Public Exhibition, opportunity for  public comment.

10.  Company review of submissions made by public.

11.  In light of 9, review draft  made by management.

12.  Present Final RAP for adoption by Government.    If not adopted, back to 11.

13.  Adopted.

*14. Preparation of people for 1 year before RAP and main 

project begins. 

15.  Beginning of project.                      

  C:  We agree totally with what you say about changes being made to remove difficulties for company play out their agenda. 
