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The Mechanism of the Digital Governance Platform
Promoting the Co — Governance between Government and Society

Shen Yongdong & Bi Huirong
( Zhejiang University Hangzhou)

Abstract: Accelerating digital development and building intelligent platforms has become the fundamental ideas of strengthening
and innovating social governance. The current research has discussed the effect of digital technology on the interaction between
government and society and the phenomenon and processes of the digital governance platform promoting the co — production be—
tween government and society but few studies have discussed why the digital governance platform can improve the effectiveness of
co — governance between government and society. According to the function dimensions of digital governance platform this article
proposes three mechanisms of digital governance platforms to bridge the “Dual Circulation” between government and society: par—
ticipation intermediation and mobilization. Based on the investigation of digital governance platform in Zhejiang Province it
finds that the participation mechanism of the digital governance platform connects multiple subject elements for the co — govern—
ance between government and society. The intermediation mechanism promotes the interaction and cooperation among co — govern—
ance stakeholders. The mobilization mechanism enhances the goal sharing and resource integration of multiple stakeholders pro—
viding a base for the co — governance of government and society. Finally the article discusses the potential risks and future devel—
opment of digital governance platform in the co — governance between government and society.

Key words: Social Governance; Digital Governance Platform; Co — Governance between Government and Society; Technology

Empowerment
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