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Community Consultation: Making the Urban
Grassroots Governance Work

Min Xueqin

Abstract: Under the conditions of new pattern urbanization the community construction is en—
tering a new governance lifecycle. Faced with the problems of community multi-institutional coordi—
nation weak participation conflict and self-government in the new normal deliberative governance
can encourage public participation and respond to the openness and reactive of social governance on
the largest scale. Now Chinese needs is the scale and normal of community consultation’ s experi—
ment. As a potential society’ s reform there isn’ t enough experience on a global scale. How to ac—
tively make the urban grassroots governance work and turn to deliberative democracy promotion we
must deal with the plight of legalizing fairness and efficiency platform design and full participation
of community consultation.

Key words: community consultation; urban grassroots governance; deliberative democracy

61



