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“NIMBY” Syndrome, Technocracy and 
Democratic Deliberation 

 

Chung-Hung  Chen 
 

     By characterizing the “NIMBY” “syndrome” as a plague, many anlaysts 

argue that we would be better off collectively relying on bureaucratic 

decision-making guided by policy experts rather than leaves us at the mercy of 

uninformed citizens. 

     In this paper, I criticize this argument and show that many of the sources of 

the disagreement between citizens and officials involve value tradeoffs, 

agenda-setting, and problem definition, rather than technical issues, and I further 

contend that officials and experts’ views on these matters should not take 

precedence. Finally, I argue that only by adhering to the principle of social justice 

and through the process of democratic deliberation, can we beyond the nightmare 

of “NIMBY” syndrome. 

 

 

Keywords: “NIMBY” syndrome, social justice, Technocracy, political 
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