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Which Kind of Democracy is More Important?

He Junzhi

( School of Government Sun Yat — Sen University Guangzhou)

Abstract: Different measurements led to conflicting findings in previous surveys of the Chinese Peoples demo—
cratic values. Based on a distinctive sample of local Chinese government officials and a new measurement this
survey finds that local government officials have three democratic values: traditional populist democracy ( We—
imin Zuozhu) direct democracy and represent democracy. Most of the respondents believed electoral democra—
cy was as important as deliberative democracy. Those who believed that democracy was either traditional popu—
list democracy or direct democracy tended to think that deliberative democracy was more important that electoral
democracy; while those who preferred representative democracy were inclined to electoral democracy rather than
deliberative democracy.
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