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附錄 32：正式問卷之結構說明 
 

Variable Factor / Item note 

Publicness  
61. A basic requirement for a public plan is that it should reflect the different interests of various stakeholders. 
53. The interest of minorities should be protected in the planning process of public policy. 
51. A public plan should aim to reduce existing inequities among different planning zones/neighborhoods/communities.
50. The first priority of a planning process should be to maximize the public interest. 
55. All public needs should not be ignored by related public projects. 

 

Accountability  
64. It is necessary to set up an accountability structure for a cross-section involvement project.  
54. It should be clear who is accountable for public decisions. 
52. "Transparency" is a key to obtain public support in a public project. 
60. The vision of a public project should reflect what people want. 

 
治
理
原
則 

Public Participation  
57. Sustained interaction with the affected population should be an important feature in a public project. 
62. There should be two-way communication between planners and stakeholders in the planning process. 
63. Diverse participants should be represented in planning processes. 
56. Active participation should be promoted in the planning process. 
59. Local residents should participate in the process of making planning decisions that affect them. 
58. It is important for planners to receive information from stakeholders in a public meeting. 
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Variable Factor / Item note 

Publicness in the process of LARRMP  
22. At the workshop(s) I attended, there was discussion about how to resolve the homelessness problem in the planning 

area. 
16. The eviction of homeless encampments was discussed at the workshop(s) I attended. 
23. At the workshop(s) I attended, there was discussion about how to resolve the gang violence along the River. 
1. The interests of minority groups were discussed in the LARRMP planning process. 
20. The priorities regarding the LA River revitalization that were presented at the workshop(s) I attended matched those 

of the stakeholders present. 
2. The distribution of the five recommended opportunity sites supports the goal of equitable development in Los 

Angeles. 

 

Accountability in the process of LARRMP  
13. There was a clear accountability structure in the LARRMP planning process. 
4. The reasons why some opportunity areas were omitted from the plan were explained to participants. 
18. At the workshop(s) I attended, an explanation was given for why the 20 opportunity sites were chosen for 

discussion. 
3. The planning process of LARRMP was transparent. 
19. At the workshop(s) I attended, the duties of the consultant team were explained. 
17. The issue of gentrification was addressed at the workshop(s) I attended. 

 

治
理
結
構 

Public Participation in the process of LARRMP  
6. All the stakeholder groups with an interest in the LARRMP were well represented in the planning process. 
5. The LA River Team members had sufficient interaction with the affected population in the LARRMP planning 

process. 
12. Planning for the LARRMP was shaped through a participatory process. 
8. Communication in the LARRMP planning process was two-way. 
7. The LARRMP planning meetings were well-attended. 
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10. Representatives from the public agencies involved in the planning process had NO preconceived ideas about the 

LARRMP plan before public input about the project was articulated. 
11. There was sufficient discussion of the criteria used to select the opportunity areas included in the LARRMP plan. 
21. The "table exercise" at the workshop(s) I attended was helpful for receiving information from stakeholders. 
24. The facilitator(s) at the workshop(s) I attended allowed adequate dialogue between planners and participants in the 

Q&A session. 
9. Participants at the meeting(s) I attended actively offered their recommendations concerning the LARRMP plan. 
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Variable Factor / Item note 

Legitimacy  
41. The "three main selection criteria" for "the 5 ultimately-chosen opportunity areas" addressed in the LARRMP draft 

plan are appropriate. 
46. The "LA River Team" has the legitimate authority to propose the 239 potential projects that are identified in the 

LARRMP draft plan. 
48. It is good to see the City Council had approved the LARRMP draft plan. 
45. The five chosen pilot "Opportunity Areas" addressed in the LARRMP draft plan are appropriate. (They are Canoga 

Park, River Glen, Taylor Yard, Chinatown-Cornfields area and Downtown Industrial area.) 
40. I support the "three-tiered river management structure" included in the LARRMP draft plan. 
43. The distribution of parkland and open space among the River-adjacent communities addressed in the LARRMP 

draft plan is appropriate.  
38. The $3 million spent preparing the LARRMP draft plan was a worthwhile expense. 

 

治
理
結
果 

Commitment  
49. I am satisfied with the extent to which public comments were included in the LARRMP draft plan. 
42. I am satisfied with the alternatives proposed in the LARRMP draft plan for each opportunity area. 
39. I am satisfied with the goals of the LARRMP. (They are to revitalize the river, green the neighborhoods, capture 

community opportunities, and create value.) 
47. I believe the funding resources identified in the LARRMP draft plan are sufficient to implement it.  
44. I believe the economic benefits estimated in the LARRMP draft plan will be achieved. 

 

 


