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1 The Theoretical Construction of Public Reason Decision—-Making Model
Zeng Zhimin'  Li Le® 1+
1. School of Public Policy and Management Tsinghua University Beijing 100084 China
2. School of Government Peking University Beijing 100871 China
Abstract ID 1672-6162 2014 02-0001-EA
Abstract The objective of this paper is to examine the existing decision—making model and construct a public rational decision—
making model. This paper uses a normative theory study involving the event of panyu garbage incineration which is taken for an
example to explain the public rational decision-making model. Firstly we find that the basis of the existing decision—making theo—
ry is individual rationality. Beyond individual rationality public rationality means the public act in a rational way in public do-
main. The nature of public rational decision—-making model is scientific democratic and procedural. And there are three parts of its
main body including public authorities specialist institutions and public opinion agencies. The way of decision-making is dynam—
ic open and constrained. When putting the theory into practice it needs three conditions democratic government civil society
and affordable cost of decision—making. As a normative theory the key limitation of the study is that as a normative theory the
public rational decision—-making model need empirical test and amendment. From study we can know the public rational decision—
making model can help to alleviate the populism inclination of current Chinese political society. We get some conclusions Firstly
on theoretical assumption with the existing public decision—making theory based on hypothesis of rational man derived from the
modern economics theory public rational decision—making theory is based on empirical hypothesis of humanity and introduces
public rationality of modern philosophy to decision—making theory which opens up a new path of public decision—making theory
research. Secondly on research methodology which different from individualism methodology of existing public decision—making
theory the public rational decision—making model is based on the methodology of holism. Moreover the public rational decision—
making model is trying to find a institutional way to solve the internal conflicts of scientificity and democracy which are the prob—
lem of existing decision—-making theory.
Article Type Research paper

Key Words Scientificity Democracy Public Rationality Decision—making Model Panyu Waste Incineration Events

2 What Kind of Trust and Why Do We Trust

An Empirical Analysis on the Status and Origin of Chinese Political Trust
Li Yanxia *16*

School of Public Affairs Xiamen Unviersity Xiamen 361005 China
Abstract ID 1672-6162 2014 02-0016-EA
Abstract The objective of this paper is to explore the level type stability and origin of the public political trust in contemporary
China. On the base of this analysis the paper aims to explain why there have been some different conclusions on the level of Chi-
nese political trust in contemporary social research. An quantitative study by taking the data of East Asia Democratic Survey 2008
as data was conducted by this paper. The result of quantitative analysis indicates that the public have more trust to the central gov—
ernment than to the local government and have more trust to the governmental ability of the political system than to the quality and
motivation to serve the public of the political system. And there is a "double structure of grades" both at the perspective of "cen—
tral-local" and at the perspective of "ability—morality". In addition the political trust of Chinese people due more to the past prop—
agation and contemporary performance than to if there is a system to punish the action depart from the promise. This indicates that

the stability of public political trust is not so good that it tend to change with some social thoughts and event. At the aspect of ori—
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