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Should the 1975 Public Affairs Act should be repealed? 
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However, the 1975 Public Affairs Act never existed 



Unanniversary of the Public Affairs Act of 1975  



Selectivity of Sources 

 

 



The Conventional Opinion Poll 

Gallup, 1936 

• “mirrored” the public’s voice 

• Newspapers, radios, sampling method 

• Partnership between newspapers & polls 

• Bringing the public voice to the newspaper 

and media 

• Changing media environment & concerns with 

conventional polling 



Mobilization 

Rational Ignorance 

Phantom Opinions 

Selectivity of Sources 
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 Public consultation:  

 Two basic questions 

•Who is consulted? 

 

•What kind of opinion is solicited? 



Key components: 

•Balanced information 

•Small group deliberation 

•Expert Q & As 

 

 



 

•Random sampling/     

 representative samples 

 

•Control groups who do not 

 deliberate 

 

 

Key components: 





 

 
 

 • 23 Countries 

• 2015 

– Ghana, city of Tamale 

– Brazil, Internet Governance Forum (online + face-
to face) 

– Mongolia, capital city of Ulaanbaatar (Dec) 



August 2012, National Deliberative Poll in Japan 
on Energy and Environmental Policy Options  



• Sample Representativeness, Demographics 
– 285 participants, 6564 non-participants 

– Representative in Age, Prefecture 

– Sample was slightly more male and had fewer 
housewives/part time workers 

• Attitudinal Representativeness 
– No significant differences on 3 policy scenarios 

regarding nuclear power  

– Some differences in importance of issues such as 
stable supply, safety, and global warming 



Three proposed energy options 
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• Event Evaluations 

– 86% felt the event as a whole was valuable 

– 87% felt the small group discussions were 
valuable 

– 78% agreed that “my opinions became clear” 

– 76% agreed that “I could understand complicated 
issues” 



• 83% disagreed that “moderator sometimes 
tried to influence” 

• 82% agreed the “moderator provided the 
opportunity for everyone to participate” 

• 73% agreed “I learned a lot about people very 
different from me” 





Pilot DP in Guangzhou, China 

• Topic: Electricity Tariff and Demand-side 
Management 

• 1 day event, random sample from Guangzhou 
city 

• Held at the Guangzhou Institute of Energy 
Conversion, Chinese Academy of Sciences 

• December 2015 


