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Abstract: With the ambition to go back to“the policy science of democracy”, most of the newly-
emerged theories, methods and approaches in policy inquiry emphasize the citizen participation in the
policy process. The consensus-building in the policy argumentation is a methodological issue for
citizen participation. This paper aims to discuss the application of practical logic in policy
argumentation, analyze the experts’ role as facilitators in consensus-building and illustrate the specific
methodological tools for achieving consensus, so as to explore the consensus formation mechanism in
citizen participation.
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