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4 2005

N s.e. p
(T1) (12)

160 0.825 0.924  0.098 0.023 0.000
116 0.688 0.554 -0.134 0.054 0.015
111 0.742 0.706 -0.036 0.063 0.571
96 0.578 0.505 -0.072 0.042 0.084
90 0.543 0.510 -0.033 0.045 0.458
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109 0.696 0.744 0.048 0.034 0.158
176 0.663 0.618 -0.045 0.025 0.076
136 0.590 0.491 -0.099 0.035 0.005
194 0.829 0.921 0.092 0.017 0.000
‘n=235.
3.
(1) 2003 2004
10. 2% ~ 20. 1%
33.7% ? (2) 5
12 .20 30 2 (3)
)2 (4) 0.1.2.5 7
w6
11%
o 33.7% 12 N 2

65



( )

http: //www. xbskb. cn;

http: / /skxb. xjtu. edu. cn

6 2005 ( )
o 7
T2 - Tl s. e p
(T1) (T2)
2003 - 2004 3/5

0.204 0.315 0.111  0.037  0.002

4/5 o
0.391 0.528 0.136  0.039  0.001
0.421 0.494 0.072  0.038 0.028 5
0.230 0.362 0.132  0.036  0.000 .
0.312 0.424 0.112  0.026 0.000 “ ( polarization) ”

'n=235 p o
1. °
(173
13
» o
12 ? 8 16
10 o 160
“ - 7 47.5%
(43 b4
7 2005
N (T1) (T2) T2 - Tl p Tl Tl / Tl
153 0.623 0.610 -0.130 0.656 0.606 0.618 0.632
158 0.597 0.538 -0.500 0.066 0.618 0.661 0.601
173 0.624 0.604 -0.199 0.433 0.625 0.609 0.632
121 0.642 0.562 -0.798 0.015 0.651 0.650 0.657
160 0.825 0.924 0.988 0.000 0.805 0.841 0.760
174 0.714 0.684 -0.295 0.270 0.698 0.732 0.728
109 0.696 0.744 0.477 0.158 0.668 0.722 0.698
176 0.663 0.618 -0.464 0.076 0.650 0.664 0.645
136 0.590 0.481 -0.993 0.005 0.619 0.638 0.642
194 0.829 0.921 0.092 0.000 0.830 0.873 0.835
40.0% 50.0% 20.0%
60.0% 50.0% 80.0%

66



o 8
70.6% ¢ - 7
8 2005
T
(%) (%)
43.8 75.0
37.5 62.5
50.0 68.8
50.0 43.8
43.8 50.0
43.8 75.0
0.0 100.0
87.5 87.5
87.5 87.5
75.0 81.3
47.5 70.6
? o
o 7 85.4% 7
67.8% - 30
0. 429; 10
0.142,

43

(2006

@

320

15

2005 -2015

5, 2008

10
17
") 14
100 o
7
75 )

67



)

http: //www. xbskb. cn;

http: / /skxb. xjtu. edu. cn

43 ”»
1.
~ N
®
2.
“ ”»
o
3.
o
o
4.

68

4

1

» 17

[13
2006 5 14
2009
70%

« ”»
o
A)
«
”
«
N
,
2-3
70% "
N N N



(a=0.66):
(r )
(r )
. (1 )
(@ =0.64):
(3 )
(2 )
(r )
(a=0.73):
(r )
(2 )
(2 )
(2 )
(2 )
(r )
(a=0.54): o
(2 )
(r )
(4 )

MANIN B STEIN E MAMSBRIDGE J. On Legitimacy and
Political Deliberation J . Political Theory 1987 15 (3):
338 - 368.

2008(7) : 71 -78.
BESSETTE J. Deliberative Democracy: The Majority Princi—
ple in Republican Government C //GOLDWIN R A
SCHAMBRA W A. How Democratic is the Constitution?
Washington: American Enterprise Institute 1980: 102 - 116.
J.

6. .
(4 )
7. (a=0.60): .
(3 )
(3 )
(3 )
8 (a=0.67):
(5 )
(5 )
(5 )
(5 )
9 (a=0.60):
(2 )
(2 )
(2 )
(4 )
10 (a=0.37): (
)
(4 )

2003(4) : 19 -25.
GUTMANN A THOMPSON D. Deliberative Democracy Be—
yond Process J . Journal of Political Philosophy 2002 10
(2):153 - 174.
MILLER D. Is Deliberative Democracy Unfair to Disadvan—
taged Groups? M . Manchester: Manchester University
Press 2002:201.
STEFFEK J. The Legitimation of International Governance: A
Discourse Approach J . European Journal of International
Relations 2003 9 (2):249 -275.

69



( ) http: //www. xbskb. cn;  hittp: //skxb. xjtu. edu. cn

8 . I 2005 14 . : c//
(3):13 -21.
9 . : M .
2017: 13 - 14. 2006: 227 - 228.
10 . M . . : 15
1982:78 =79 171 —173. J. 2008(4) : 102 - 112.
11 . J. 2017 16  FISHKIN J] HE B LUSKIN R C et al. Deliberative De—
(5):93 -106. mocracy in an Unlikely Place: Deliberative Polling in China
12 . M. : J . British Journal of Political Science 2010 40 (2):
2006: 445 —449. 435 -448.
13 LUSKIN R C FISHKIN J S JOWELL R. Considered Opin— 17 OGDEN S. Inklings of Democracy in China M . Cam-
ions: Deliberative Polling in Britain J . British Journal of bridge: Harvard University Press 2002:257.
Political Science 2002 32 (3) :455 -487. ( : )

Practicing Process of Deliberative Democracy and its Effectiveness Assessment:
Analysis of Institutional Change of Participatory Budget of Wenling City
HAN Fuguo' * Siu Alice”*
(1. School of International Relations and Public Affairs Fudan University Shanghai 200433  China;
2. CDD of Stanford University USA,;

3. Comparative Research Center of Urban Governance Fudan University Shanghai 200433 China )
Abstract Deliberative democracy ( DD) is an effective way of collecting public opinion and integrating public inter—
ests especially in the governance of China’s grassroots society. By reviewing the practicing process of deliberative de—
mocracy in Wenling City of Zhejiang Province in the past 15 years we have conducted an empirical analysis of its effec—
tiveness in grassroots governance. Deliberative democracy in Wenling demonstrates a typical experimental sample of DD
in Chinas local governance from the initial democratic forum of the public affairs ( Minzhu Kentan) to the Deliberative
Polling of the major projects® budget and finally the participatory budget of towns and municipal departments of Wen—
ling. The paper examines the validity of sample the change of participants” attitudes the influence of status of partici—
pants and discussion groups. Finally we summarize the preconditions of practicing process and some problems existing
in this practice.
Key words deliberative democracy; grassroots governance; the democratic forum of the public affairs; deliberative

polling; participatory public budget; effectiveness assessment
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