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Deliberative Democracy in Environmental Protection
Introduction
The current environmental problems like global warming, extinction of indigenous plants and animal species, and degradation of land have increasingly attracted concerns by modern societies. However, people tend to hold opposing views concerning public policies influencing natural environments. There is a need to come up with ways of bringing reconciliation on debates regarding these policies as well as making the public accept the policies that affect environmental management. One of the ways that we can achieve this is through deliberative democracy. 
This paper, therefore, explores how deliberative democracy can be applied as a strategy to solve environmental conflicts and issues in contemporary societies. The paper is divided into two sections. The first section investigates the sources of debates related to environmental policies and how the deliberative democracy responds to these debates, as well as some of the mistakes in such responses. The second section evaluates the characteristics of deliberative democracy proposals in terms of environmental protection as well as the impacts of these proposals. In the third section, the paper will examine how the deliberative democracy concepts can be applied in contemporary environmental issues.  The main argument of this paper is that deliberative democracy, in both practice and theory, can have an exceptional contribution to solving environmental problems. 
Section I: Environmental Debates and their sources
In contemporary societies, most countries involve in very thoughtful debates when it comes to proposing policies related to environmental management. Such debates include public constructions and land development projects. These debates must have comprehensive solutions that must involve all the stakeholders and come up with lasting solutions. To come up with the best solutions to these debates, it is important to explore where such debates come from. The following are two major sources of environmental management policy debates. 
1. Value Conflict
Environment sustainable development is associated with various values. According to Quoqab et al (2018, p.205), the General Assembly of the United Nation established a set of essential values of environmentally sustainable development. These values include respecting nature, shares responsibility, tolerance, solidarity, and equity. These values play a significant role in international relations because they form a foundation for guiding environmental decision-making, organizational actions as well as public behavior. Conflicts often occur when considering these values and the economic value. For instance, environmental policies land-use conflicts occurred in two East-Europe over two big cities, Chisinau in the Republic of Moldova and Bucharest in Romania (Ianos, Sirodoev, & Pascariu, 2012, p.125). Both of these cities had a common communist past. The two cities experienced a strong conflicting environment regarding land use. They created elements of pressure on the environment in which they are built and the urban environment. This pressure was in terms of demographic pressure caused by about 2.5 million and 900,000 urban dwellers in Bucharest’s and Chisinau’s cases respectively. The two cities faced such pressure because of the complexity of their surroundings. The lands surrounding them were dominated by agriculture and fragments of other land uses such as forest covers, military destinations, transport infrastructure, and water bodies.  In these two cases, these categories of land uses were the main sources of conflict. Some of the issues that generated heated debates and conflicts included the procedure of returning urban properties and buildings, the resulting buying and selling procedures, transferring lands to local authorities from public estates, and loss of property previously owned as public estates (Ianos, Sirodoev, & Pascariu, 2012, p.14).  In many such cases, the economic value and environmental value tend to end up in conflicts, and favoring one of the values seems to be suppressing the other. 
2. The complexity posed by environmental problems
When it comes to the environmental policy-making process, many complex issues and concepts are involved. Such issues include technology, economics, ecology, political disagreements, and science (Alamgir et al., 2017, p.13). According to (Bako & Moumouni-Moussa, 2019, p.3), the environmental policy-making process involves regulations, laws as well as other mechanisms of policy making related to environmental preservation and sustainability. These issues can sometimes be very complex and make the second source of debates on environmental policies. Besides, the complexity of these issues calls for informed and knowledgeable people to be involved in the process of environmental policymaking. However, it is important to note that in such cases, it may be very difficult to arrive at a solution, bearing in mind that experts tend to hold divergent opinions and contrasting judgments when it comes to discussing controversial issues.  When we allow the experts to make decisions, the enforcement of such decisions can become a challenge due to a lack of public participation and approval. At this point, deliberative democracy can play a great role in arriving at inclusive decision-making. 
Democratic Response to Environmental Problems
For environmental policy-making processes to be democratic, it must ensure that all people affected by the policies participate in the making of these policies. Theoretically, a democratic society emphasizes self-governance and ensuring that citizens have political equality.  Practically, democracy implies that actions taken consider and acknowledge fair processes of making decisions and voting. The decision-making must respect the views of the majority. Representative democracy involves using legislators to represent the views and needs of the majority, whom they represent (Butzer, 2017, p. 9). Although governments or can use plebiscite to consult the public directly, voting has remained the most common method used to solve controversial debates in democratic societies. Voting is commonly done through a secret ballot, where people vote to represent their solid interests. Thus, this type of decision-making remains a mechanism through which individuals aggregate their self-interests. In this type of democracy, for the government to come up with effective decision-making, it must respect the interests of the majority in the decision-making process. The government, therefore, has a responsibility of formulating policies that satisfy the majority of people. As a result, opinion polls, voting, and cost-benefit scrutiny help the government in making decisions. 
The shortcomings of Democratic responses
One of the problems associated with voting as a practice of democracy is that people may have irrational preferences related to policy options or have preferences based on inadequate information. According to an article by Carothers, (2019), voter ignorance is one of the major flaws associated with elections and democracy. It argues that depending on ordinary citizens to make such decisions as choosing leaders and making judgments on policy-making and performance may lead to poor performance, which reflects irrational and misinformed voter decisions Carothers, 2019, p.14). Voters may have insufficient knowledge about policies and end up making irrational political decisions. The government will take the presence of an ill-informed majority, which is likely to cause detrimental outcomes even in the issues related to the environment. For instance, people may tend to consider economic values at the expense of environmental values.  It is hard for people to sacrifice economic considerations to protect the environment. Besides, people may not take considerations of future generations, therefore not valuing sustainable environmental development.  
Secondly, those that advocate the aggregate conception of democracy may not understand the variations of human preferences. Humans respond to serious environmental issues through individual conception. However, the responses have to be approved groups. Individual responses are based on the perceived circumstances of individuals (Butzer, 2017, p. 9). As a result, most societies find themselves trapped within accommodative systems that would provide a window of opportunities and restrict the diversity of possible behavioral variations.  Consequently, such societies are forced to keep readjusting immediate problems such as drought. However, responding to major environmental challenges may require extensive modification of adaptive policies. It is, therefore, important to acknowledge that some individuals may change their environmental preferences depending on government policies made, which advocates of aggregate conception tend not to consider. Furthermore, (Jäger's et al., 2017, p.303) argue that different people have different levels of vulnerability to environmental changes. The vulnerability varies depending on individuals’ exposure, ability to adapt to the changes as well as sensitivity to the outcomes of the changes. As a result, there is the need to see environmental policies through the global framework of health, poverty patterns, demographic patterns, governance, conflicts, and globalization. 
The third shortcoming of democratic response to environmental policies is. based on confusion f roles. When thinking about the use of government and business services, (Medium, 2017, p.4) argues that there does not exist any difference between a citizen and a customer. The only difference that occurs is based n choice. He argues that people do not have a choice to using government services. That is because they will use these services depending on a set of circumstances in their lives. On the other hand, businesses have to convince people to use their services. Individuals can make decisions individually depending on their needs and preferences. However, when it comes to choosing government policies, it is not based on individual preferences but rather a collective act of changing power that has impacts on millions of people. Thus, it is irresponsible to change government policies based on the interests of individuals. Citizens must, therefore, consider public interests and take them seriously.  
Section II: Deliberative Democracy in Environment Policies
According to Li (2017), the concept of deliberative democracy started to attract the global academic communities in the late 1990s. This type of democracy implies that decision-making and making of laws `in public affairs are arrived at through a consensus and universal participation of the public based on a pluralistic society.  Deliberative democracy appears to be a good answer to the problems associated with representative democracy or democracy through voting. Contrary to voting democracy, deliberative democracy puts more emphasis on the process of public deliberation before voting. 
Deliberation in deliberative democracy
Different theorists have given different opinions and claims about deliberative democracy as well as public deliberation. However, three main points define public deliberation. First, public deliberation involves thinking and exchanging information for the interests of the public. While democracy through voting does not involve public thinking and negotiations, deliberative democracy is based on thinking and negotiations. (Cherniak, 2012, p. 15) argues that deliberative democracy finds it important to discuss consensus as it is seen as the preferred result of deliberative discussions.  That is because it is not logical to expect that citizens will be open and respect the values of others intrinsically. Instead, we should expect the citizens to cultivate and have these values in themselves. This means that the majority thinks and acknowledges the values of the minority while the minority remains committed to their opinions in the face of the majority and fight and persuade others the importance of considering certain perspectives. 
Secondly, deliberative democracy means that decisions are arrived at through arguments and reasoning by the participants. Parola, (2009) adds that deliberative democracy will involve public reasoning, where the participants must persuade others through proposals to come up with the best policies based on reasoning reached through public discourse. There is a great need for arguments and reason-giving by citizens when it comes to decision making or policymaking (Parola, 2009, p.2). The public or their representatives need not appeal to the authority when it comes to debating public affairs. Instead, they should provide the authorities with reasons justifying their reasoning and come up with effective decisions based on the benefits and shortcomings of their reasons.  Parola, (2009) further argues that deliberation is best achieved when the participants are oriented to achieving mutual understanding. That means that people do not have to always agree but they should motivate each other to resolve their conflicts through arguments. Deliberative democracy has been emphasized in the management of the natural environment. Thus, deliberation is viewed as a participatory communication approach that must be deliberative e as well as democratic. As a result, not all participatory techniques can be called deliberative. 
Thirdly, for deliberative democracy to be effective, it must involve the public. Lafont, (2017 p.3) puts it that in the ideal of deliberative democracy, policy decisions need to be made on the background of public deliberation by citizens. As a result, political policies must be not only democratic but also deliberative. Moreover, citizens must participate by giving reasons and hold discussions with other people on public platforms. Besides, these platforms must be open and accommodative to anyone that wants to take part in the discussion. As argued by (Abdullah & Abdul Rahman, 2015 p.22), deliberative democracy should involve more than just discussions. It must pay attention to the fact that discussions can result in wildly mixed outcomes differing from the model deliberative standpoint. In such cases, the resolutions must differentiate between discussion and deliberation. Deliberation can also be more complex than it may appear to be as it involves both procedural and dispositional components. Landemore (2017 p.52) also argues that deliberative democracy must involve democratic legitimacy that traces the policies and authorities through the exchange of discussions among free citizens with equality before the law. The deliberative democracy was developed to serve as an alternative to the aggregate democracy that was then dominant. In a deliberative democracy, citizens must consider the public while making their decisions. 
Impacts of public deliberation
Although many scholars have studied matters of democracy, there is little emphasis that has been put in understanding how deliberative democracy can help in arriving at decision making. However, deliberative democracy provides an effective way of finding effective solutions in making public policies. Deliberation is considered effective for two main reasons. The first reason is that it involves a brainstorming process, which has the effect of improving limited public capacities and their imperfect judgments. According to (Abdullah & Abdul Rahman, 2015 p.1), deliberation is arrived at through discussion between citizens and the government to come up with a collective decision making. It allows the capacity of communities to come together and involve in a meaningful dialogue where people give reasons and end up at a decision to solve public issues. From the citizen’s viewpoint, deliberation helps in making difficult choices from a multiplicity of alternatives that will best serve public needs. Through deliberation, citizens can discuss and bring together groups of individuals to put their agenda in matters relating to public policy. 
Secondly, deliberation is effective because it carries a transformative effect. It has the power to influence individuals to change their private preferences and consider public preferences. According to (Susskind, Gordon, & Zaerpoor, 2018, p.4), deliberation is one way of creating public value. That is because people tend to be pressed to meet their interests and interests of others. They end up completing this process by creating public value in that they are concerned about achieving a mutual benefit. This process results in moving away from a zero-sum attitude. Thus, he argues, the interests of one party are ignored to put into consideration the interests of others. In this manner, the preferences are transformed from private to public. This transformation is achieved through engaging in extended dialogues and exchange of views on shared public challenges. This type of process has the power to make people susceptible to considering public values over their values. 
Section III: How Deliberative Democracy is used in Solving Environmental Issues
While there was the need to analyze deliberative democracy without focusing on any specific agenda, the section is going to focus on how deliberative democracy theory can be applied in solving environmental conflicts and reconciling the environmental issues. Deliberative government policies are best suited for dealing with environmental challenges and environmental governance. Since the development of deliberative democracy theory, people have benefitted by advancing their conceptual understanding of the theory (Baber & Bartlett, 2018, p.8).  The theory has also enriched the understanding of possible influences it has on environmental protection. To understand the relationships between democracy and the environment, most scholars have linked deliberative democracy with green political theories. The act of involving the public to participate in environmental decision-making has the effect of bringing legitimacy as well as good performance of green regulations. According to green political thinkers, deliberative democracy is expected to increase critical awareness related to the ecological concepts that support lives (Kronsell et al., 2010, p. 1).  Deliberative democracy supports a free and inclusive argument and reason-giving on common issues affecting the public, which allows reflective citizens to bridge the goals of environmentalism and strong democracy. 
Concerning the environmental outcomes and democratic processes, green political theories provide interesting connections to environmental governance debates that try to answer the question of how we can achieve democratic legitimacy and effectiveness of environmental policies (Kronsell et al., 2010, p.13).  Deliberative democracy is also expected to solve the dilemma of effectiveness and democracy, which result from environmental debates. That is because deliberative democracy allows public and private sectors participation and promotes collaborative decision-making. Iwinska, Kampas, and Longhurst, (2019) argue that there are many positive relationships between democracy and environmental quality. In this argument, some of the positive links between the environment and democracy are referred to as "green democracy”. Green democracy is characterized by citizenship, protection of human rights, respect for the law, and the existence of such groups as environmental protection groups and free scientific communities and finally, the presence of green consumerism (Iwinska, Kampas, & Longhurst, 2019, p.3).  In environmentally democratic societies, citizens exercise such rights as gathering and sharing environmental information, advocating for environmentally friendly projects as well as excreting pressure to support environmental values. 
Deliberative democracy can also be applied and play a significant role in environmental justice. According to Ross et al., (2020), there is a great need for a fast economic and political transformation regarding the environmental and climatic change, which must involve justice. The current emergencies in climatic change are a reflection of failing environmental leadership at national levels. This failure is accompanied by dissatisfaction in international discussions meant to achieve progress. Issues of justice and environmental values occur very often. For instance, the development of low carbon transition policies raises environmental justice issues. As a result, it is very important to know about policy engagement in environmental policies to ensure that we achieve environmental, political, and economic goals simultaneously (Ross et al., 2020, p. 1). In such cases, citizen’s juries act as tools of deliberative democracy by representing a demographic sample of the public to investigate contested issues, negotiate and come up with inclusive recommendations. As a result, deliberative democracy serves to bring environmental justice and solve conflicts related to environmental governance. 
Deliberation of environmental-related policies is highly inclusive and combines a wide range of knowledge. Thus, decisions reached through deliberative democracy can be reliable by the current and future generations. According to (Berg & Lidskog, 2018, p. 9), despite the validity of scientific knowledge in deliberation, it is never sufficient and requires other forms of information. It argues that science cannot be fully sufficient in resolving problems in the real world. For instance, science alone cannot guide political action on reducing climatic change on basis of carbon cycle knowledge only. Instead, there is the need to understand the origin of certain social behaviors and the impacts they have on such issues as global warming. As a result, environmental deliberations should not only rely on contextual aspects related to the environment. Instead, it should also consider the most important matters and the way to frame them.  Furthermore, democratizing sciences should not only focus on scientific claims but should also consider broader environmental perspectives as well as try to answer questions related to the underlying causes of environmental issues. 
Deliberative democracy can be applicable in responding to issues relating to urbanization and the negative impacts caused by the growth of urban areas on human life. Over time, many scholars have studied the conflicts that occur during urban planning processes. That is because the processes tend to attract divergent political and moral opinions. In such cases, deliberative democracy can approach these opinions through inclusive debates among the parties affected instead of using the voting process. The deliberative debates will promote fairness and effectiveness in solving issues of urban planning. According to Hartz-Karp, and Marinova, (2021 p. 3), life in cities involves complex influencing elements, many of which are interrelated while others are unknown. The complexity of urban lives is a result of the interaction of multiple components, which do not follow a directional or linear way of interaction. Cities as presented in these two articles face controversial sustainability challenges. To solve these challenges, the deliberative democracy approach is used to bring about operative results for decision-making. The analysis in this article provides that deliberative democracy is essential in solving urban environmental issues by promoting collective reasoning and listening. As a result, affected parties can develop deliberative mindsets while remaining open-minded and representing the views of all participants. This enabled them to reach an informed decision to resolve complex issues related to urban sustainability.  
The conditions of deliberative democracy ensure that there is mutual satisfaction among debating parties in environmental conflicts. Based on the information from Resnik (2010), deliberative democracy must meet five conditions. The first one is political legitimacy, where parties involved in deliberation see the process to involve legitimacy and they are ready to abide by the final decision (Resnik, 2010, p.2). The second condition is mutual respect, in which parties involved in an issue commit themselves to respect each other and their contrasting opinions, political goals, moral and religious standings. The third one is inclusivity, where all parties affected by the contesting issue are accommodated to participate in discussing the controversial issues. Inclusiveness makes special efforts to involve those people that may lack education, financial strength, or other factors used to influence people politically. Fourth, deliberative democracy must involve equity, which ensures that all parties involved in the deliberative discussion are standing at an equal ground to criticize and defend arguments. It does not involve any presumed linear authority or hierarchy.  The last condition is the public reason, which emphasizes giving arguments acceptable by the public during the deliberative discussions.  By satisfying the above conditions, deliberative democracy remains an effective method of resolving controversial environmental topics.  
Limitations of Deliberative Democracy
While we have so many benefits of deliberative democracy, it is not without some shortcomings. One of the shortcomings is based on two contradictions related to collective decision-making and collective action. In efforts to develop a solution for these two contradicting positions, some shortcomings of deliberative democracy are observable especially if there exist divergent structural inequalities. This discourages equity in public participation. As a result, Young, (2011) emphasizes the need to develop democratic virtues of contentious and non-deliberative political practices to achieve an effective social change based on inclusion. 
Conclusion
As this paper analyzes, we can say that deliberative democracy is essential and plays a very significant role in solving environmental-related conflicts. That is because it allows participation by all citizens. The advocates of deliberative democracy imply that people can access good information regarding the contested issues, conduct an analysis, criticize and share the information regarding the issues that affect them. All these processes must involve rationality and come up with effective decision-making. The argument of deliberative democracy provides that citizens can deliberate even the most complex issues related to the nonmeat.  As a result, it is possible to have citizens too. The paper shows how deliberative democracy works in general as well as how it works in solving environmentally-related conflicts. It is applicable in solving environmental issues such as land-use conflicts as well as urban planning procedures. Deliberative democracy does not only focus on solving the immediate environmental issues but also emphasizes environmental sustainability efforts that take care of the coming generations. The analysis in this paper concludes that deliberative democracy remains one of the most effective ways of coming up with solutions to solve the current environmental-related challenges and conflicts. It serves as just a beginning of a long journey towards environmental consensus and effective environmental decision-making. 
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