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DISCLOSURE IS KEY IN MAINTAIN-
ING PUBLIC TRUST OF FRACKING



This chapter compares and contrasts 
the efforts by China and US to have 
greater disclosure efforts of hydraulic 
fracturing practices, in their respec-
tive nations. In the US, there is sig-
nificantly greater levels of disclosure 
from the companies participating in 
this industry. In China, there are rela-
tively few legislative requirements of 
these similar companies to disclose 
the techniques and methodology for 
public consumption. It may be a sim-
ple prescription to simply just copy 
the US policies for warehousing data 
related to some of the chemicals used 
by the fracking companies, but this 
may not be similarly effective in Chi-
na. First, there are different political 
philosophies in China and the US. 
The US is often on the side of disclo-
sure for the greater information of the 
public. There are still trade secrets to 
be protected, which is reflected in the 
laws that require some, but not all, of 
the chemicals be disclosed in the fluid 
composition. Some it could be similar 
types of disclosure requirements be 
introduced in China. It would be espe-
cially helpful for the regulatory agen-
cies to have access to the composition 

of the fluid mixture, allowing them 
to know what impacts could be pre-
sented on water management efforts 
in the surrounding areas. Eventually, 
these data sources could be present-
ed to the greater populations, allow-
ing effective transparency of the in-
dustry by the populations affected by 
the practices. Unfortunately, this is a 
scenario in which specific policy must 
be crafted for the nation, and copying 
other examples may not be the most 
effective strategy for those concerned 
with better water resource manage-
ment in the era of hydraulic fracturing.
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