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Outline of Final Sharing 

(1400-1500) 

• Moderation in “d-events” 

• Presentation of Deliberative Survey Findings 

• More Concepts on “deliberation” 

• Development of “d-events” in Hong Kong  

• Open Discussion 



Moderation in “d-events” 

5 key principles 

 Balance - The organizer should provide the participants with balanced 
information for and against all arguments before the deliberation. 
 Ensuring balanced materials and panel experts 

 Engagement - Deliberative meetings target to promote active citizenship by 
engaging the public into the discussion and/or decision making process.  
 Ensuring active participation by a randomly selected representative sample 

 Civility - Discussion and deliberation must be based on mutual respect. 
 Ensuring a safe environment for participants to express their views, and using 

anonymous questionnaire survey 

 Equality - Deliberation should be conducted fairly, each participant should 
be considered equal. 
 Ensuring fair and equal conversation led by moderator 

 Rationality and openness - Individuals are not called to give up their own 
interests, but they should also consider other views before building or 
adjusting their opinions. 
 Ensuring rational conversations between people with different background 

(education, social, cultural, etc.) 



Presentation 

of Findings 



Experimental DP on 

Old Age Income Protection 

 

Survey Findings 



Contact Information 
 

 

 

 

 

Survey date: 17 January 2015 

Target population: 
Participants of Experimental 

Deliberative Poll on Old Age Income 

Protection  

Survey method: Self administered paper questionnaire 

Sample size: 31 participants 



Question: Please rate on a scale of 0-10 how much do 

you agree or disagree with the following suggestions. 

(0 = very much disagree, 10 = very much agree, 5 = 

half-half) 

Results (mean) 

Pre Post Diff. 

i)  
Introducing a new mandatory and contributory 

scheme that provides all, or almost all, elderly of age 

65+ a fixed monthly income. 

4.5  4.0  - 0.5  

ii) 
Change the current welfare system for the elderly so 

that all, or almost all, elderly of age 65+ will receive 

some monthly income. 

5.8  5.4  - 0.4  

iii)  
Revamping the MPF system into a wholly or partly 

annuity scheme. 
5.5  5.4  - 0.1  

iv)  
Selling public housing units to tenants at no or very 

low cost as a means to improve old-age income 

protection. 

5.6  5.7  + 0.1  



Question: Please rate on a scale of 0-10 how much do 

you agree or disagree with the following suggestions. 

(0 = very much disagree, 10 = very much agree, 5 = 

half-half) 

Difference 

+ve -- -ve 
Miss- 

ing 

i)  
Introducing a new mandatory and contributory 

scheme that provides all, or almost all, elderly of age 

65+ a fixed monthly income. 

8 12 10 0 

27% 40% 33%   

ii) 
Change the current welfare system for the elderly so 

that all, or almost all, elderly of age 65+ will 

receive some monthly income 

7 13 9 1 

24% 45% 31%   

iii)  
Revamping the MPF system into a wholly or partly 

annuity scheme. 

10 11 9 0 

33% 37% 30%   

iv)  
Selling public housing units to tenants at no or very 

low cost as a means to improve old-age income 

protection. 

9 12 8 1 

31% 41% 28%   



Deliberative Surveys 

慎思民調、協商民調、 

商議式民調、商討民調 



Deliberative Surveys 

Recommended Readings 

• Fishkin, James S. When the People Speak: Deliberative Democracy and Public 

Consultation  (USA: Oxford University Press), 2009.  

• Neijens, Peter, „The Deliberating Public and Deliberative Polls‟ (Chapter 2), in 

Wolfgang Donsbach and Michael W. Traugott (eds.) The SAGE Handbook of 

Public Opinion Research (Los Angeles, London, New Delhi & Singapore: Sage 

Publications), 2008, 25-33. 

• Ackerman, Bruce and James S. Fishkin, Deliberation Day, (USA: Yale University 

Press), 2005. 

 

Online References 

• The Center for Deliberative Democracy http://cdd.stanford.edu at Stanford 

University. 

• The HKU POP Site http://hkupop.hku.hk “Deliberative Polling Feature Page”. 
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http://cdd.stanford.edu/research/whenthepeoplespeak/ 

When the People Speak 

http://cdd.stanford.edu/research/whenthepeoplespeak/


The Deliberating Public and Deliberative Polls 

Normative questions regarding deliberation 

 What is „good” deliberation? Equality, diversity, reflexivity, 

respect, empathy, sincerity, freedom, quality, openness, free-

flowing, uncensored, well-informed, balanced, conscientious, 

substantive, comprehensive, tolerant, autonomous, reciprocity… 
 

Empirical findings 

 Deliberation expands knowledge 

 Forces people to defend their views 

 Fosters understanding of multiple points of view 

 Motivates engagement 

 Increases cooperation 

 More coherent views of an issue 

 



Deliberation Day 

Book Description 

 Bruce Ackerman and James Fishkin argue that Americans can revitalize 

their democracy and break the cycle of cynical media manipulation that is 

crippling public life. They propose a new national holiday—Deliberation 

Day—for each presidential election year. On this day people throughout 

the country will meet in public spaces and engage in structured debates 

about issues that divide the candidates in the upcoming presidential 

election. 

 Deliberation Day is a bold new proposal… Ackerman and Fishkin 

consider the economic, organizational, and political questions raised by 

their proposal and explore its relationship to the larger ideals of liberal 

democracy. 

http://www.amazon.com/Deliberation-Day-Bruce-Ackerman/dp/0300109644 
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 DP Workshop, Feb 2009, HK 

 Deliberative Forum, Feb 2010, HK (on policy reform) 

 DP Workshop, Mar 2010, HK 

 Deliberative Forum, Nov 2010, HK (on 2023 Asian Games bid) 

 DP Workshop, Jan 2011, Beijing 

 DP Workshop, Jul 2011, HK 

 Deliberative Forum, Sep 2011, HK (on LegCo vacancy filling mechanism) 

 Deliberative Poll in Macau, Dec 2011 

 DP Workshop, Jun 2012, HK (parallel workshop with WAPOR HK Conference) 

 Deliberative Forum, Dec 2012, HK (on citizens’ expectation of Policy Address) 

 OCLP Deliberation Series – DDay 1 [comprised of Deliberative Poll (DP1) and Deliberative 

Meeting (DM1)], Jun 2013, HK 

 Deliberative Forum, Aug 2013, HK (on landfill extension) 

 OCLP Deliberation Series – DP 2, Sep 2013, HK 

 Deliberative Forum, Mar 2014, HK (on civil nomination) 

 Deliberative Forum, Sep 2014, HK (on decisions of SCNPC on the universal suffrage of CE) 

POP’s Involvement in Developing DP 



“POP Deliberation Day participants agree with civil nomination” 

Hong Kong Economic Journal 30-9-2013 



New Technologies 

Electronic platform and smartphone app 



New Technologies 

Smartphone app for registration and instant data 

processing  



Open Discussions 


