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[ Abstract] Ensuring the reliability of scientific basis and preventing the abuse of it in
regulatory decision-making involving scientific information has become a core difficulty faced by
modern regulatory science. Peer review, as the golden standard of quality control in the field of
science, has also broad scope of application in the field of modern administrative regulation. In-
troducing peer review into the regulatory process is very conducive to controlling the quality of
scientific basis, increasing the transparency of administrative process, strengthening political re-
sponsibilities, and expanding the source of information and the scope of deliberation in the regu-
latory process. On the other hand, it will also inevitably lead to such institutional risks as con-
fusing science with policy, increasing the decision-making costs, delaying the decision-making
process, shifting political responsibilities, and intensifying potential conflicts. The frequent oc-
currence of public incidents in China shows the possibility as well as the reality of abuse of sci-
entific basis by administrative organs and the institutional defects in the structure of administra-
tive regulation procedure. Appropriately introducing peer review mechanism into the regulatory
process through careful theoretical analysis and sophisticated institutional design can greatly in-
crease the reliability of scientific information and prevent its abuse by administrative organs in

China.
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