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E-Government and the Realization of Deliberative

Democracy

Tong-yi Huang and Don-yun Chen

Abstract
The main purpose of this paper is to examine the possibility of utilizing ‘‘delibera-

tive democracy’’ as the core vision to Taiwan’s e-government endeavor. In the first

section, we review literatures on deliberative democracy and examine the possible

opportunities and challenges that ICTs will bring to the realization of it. Then, by

presenting three cases on electronic participation, we try to illustrate the possibility

of running democracy on-line. In the third part, we propose three on-line participa-

tion prototypes to evaluate their relative merit on realizing deliberative democracy

on cyberspace. Lastly, we conclude by calling for more small-scale experiments on

these prototypes in order to collect enough information to make the realization of

deliberative democracy on-line possible.
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