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WFZepk RoMEE (330) : This study examined the long term effect of citizen participat
ion, which acts as a measure of procedural fairness, on public acceptance. Results i
ndicated that participatory programs and communications had effects on procedural
fairness and public acceptance, but the effects of each program and communicatio
n were not lasted long. People accept the new rule more after its implementation
not because of the procedural fairness at the planning stage but because of the c¢
ontinuous opportunities to participation.
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[ GFI=.928, AGFI=.901, CFI= 933, RMSEA= 07, X =1057.02 (p<.001), df ind. M=171, AIC=779.02 |
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