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The Definition of Scope of Major Administrative Decision-making
HUANG Xuexian, GUI Ping

(Law School y Suzhou University , Suzhou, Jiangsu 215006, China)

Abstract; As to the definition of scope of major administrative decision-making, there are some dilemmas in the legalization of ad-
ministrative decision, such as the difficulty of categorization of administrative decision-making, the inconsistency of the items of ma-
jor administrative decision-making and the low degree of public participation in the decision-making process. To get rid off the di-
lemmas, we should first distinguish between the characteristics of major and ordinary administrative decision-makings, and then
probe into these standards from the values of the “major” ones. The scope of major administrative decision-making should be objec-
tive and standard as much as possible. Free-wheeling the discretion of the scope of major administrative decision-making could
greatly undermine the administrative rule by law.

Key words: administrative decision-making; definition standards; vital interests; rights of citizens



