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Starting from the year 2010, after experiencing a decade or so of stagnation,
coinciding with the Chen Shui-Bian administration (Ho, 2011), Taiwan’s
environmental movement has seen a phase of resurgence and has enjoyed
numerous successes. Among these, is the victory in obtaining - via a public
referendum - the abandonment of a plan to have a Casino built on Penghu
Islands and, on an even bigger scale, environmentalists successfully opposed and

halted the construction of Taiwan’s controversial eight naphtha (- #£) cracker

(Guoguang Petrochemical Technology Co. ) in Zhanghua county. While in this
first case we have a brilliant example of how social groups played a successful
role in advocacy and protest organization, sadly, failures and defeats are still
frequent in the life of Taiwan’s environmentalists. This article compares two

famous disputes, the KPTC ( B % i*, guo guang shihua) and the Taipei Big
Dome (% # * E 3 Taipei Da Judan), and tries to understand the reasons behind

the success of the green movement in one case and its failure in the case of the
Big Egg controversy. Through a comparative analysis involving a close study of
the green movement, its methods and tactics as well as those of the other actors
involved, this study hopes to clarify the role of the different agents and the
delicate web of entangled powers and relations that are involved in the

environmental governance field.
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