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Abstract

There generally exist the inequalities of deliberative resources, deliberative capacities
and decision—making status between the government and the public affected by its decision—
making and management activities at different degrees. The critical feature of these inequalities
is the relative strength of the government and, at the same time, the relative weakness of the
public. They can cause a series of negative impacts, which making the otherwise reasonable
inequalities mentioned above themselves problematic. This is a theoretical issue of great
importance, also a practical issue of great importance, that is unavoidable and must be
responded.

With the purpose of preventing the government from abusing its deliberative advantages
in the corresponding decision-making and management activities, and then letting the
deliberation between the government and the public carried out effectively, thereby making
the corresponding decision-making and management activities more scientific and more
democratic, and contributing to the benign relationship between the government and the public
to a certain extent, this paper explores the solutions to overcoming the deliberative inequalities
hetween the government and the public with normative research method and other correlative
research methods based on the existing relevant literatures.

This paper is consisted of six chapters, and other two parts respectively named
introduction and conclusion. The introduction is about what issue to research, the reason for
choosing this issue, and how to study it. Chapter one describes the deliberative inequalities
between the government and the public. After discussing the meaning of the deliberative
democracy and the deliberation between the government and the public briefly, the first
chapter illustrates the main contents of the deliberative inequalities between the government

and the public and their potential negative impacts. Chapter two analyzes the logic foundations
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for overcoming the deliberative inequalities between the government and the public. This
chapter, firstly, states the necessity of the “overcoming” , then points out that the essence
of the “overcoming” is to do our best to avoid the so—called potential negative impacts
rather than to eliminate the deliberative inequalities themselves. After that, the second chapter
explains the key reasons why the inequalities of deliberative resources, deliberative capacities
and decision—making status between the government and the public cause the so—called
potential negative impacts based on the “actor—institution” framework, which include the
deliberation within the government is not enough, the unionization of the public is at a lower
level, the intervention of the actors outside the relevant deliberation field does not exist or is at
a lower degree, the relative deliberative institutions are not established or imperfect. According
to the reasons explained in the second chapter, some solutions are recommended in the
subsequent chapters. Those are the reinforcement of the deliberation within the government
in chapter three, the unionization of the public in chapter four, the intervention of the actors
outside the relevant deliberation field in chapter five, the innovation and improvement of the
relative deliberative institutions in chapter six. Each of these solutions has its own effects and
limitations, they are interrelation and independent, work together to form a  “four—in—one”
solution aggregation. As for the conclusion, its main task is to summarize the whole paper,
present the possible innovations and deficiencies, and prospect the further study about this
paper's research issue.

Of course, this study is mainly a preliminary theoretical analysis. Accordingly, although
the four solutions to overcoming the deliberative inequalities between the government
and the public is not only of great significance but also very essential, their combination,
undoubtedly, can not solve this problem completely. As a result, it is a long—term work that
need the academic researchers and the practitioners to delve into persistently to overcome the
deliberative inequalities between the government and the public and thereby to achieve and
maintain the effectiveness of the deliberation between the government and the public.

Keywords: deliberative democracy; deliberative inequalities; government; public;

overcome
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