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from the Southern-West the Central-South and the East China to adopt nonditigation than those from the
Northern-West China. All in all in China “Mechanism of Perceptual choice” is more persuasive in

explaining people’s approach in the Civil Dispute.

State-made Society: the Production of Society in the provision of Public Service at

Community Level seeveeeeeennniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii it Shi Yuntong 47

Abstract: The residents” self-organization in urban community has been seen as a promising path for the
production of society. But in recent years the reform of the supply front carried out by local
governments in providing public service in urban community seems to have explored a new path for the
production of society. Analyzing the concept motivations tactics and effects of state-made Society this
article argues that although producing the society is an unintended consequence it has indeed increased
the mutual empowerment between the state and the society and brought more opportunities for the
production of society. The outer empowerment of the state does not always lead to the inner
empowerment of the society but sometimes deepens the dependency of the society on the state sharpens

the fragmentation of the society and strengthens the domination of the state on the society.

Strong Government Dilemma and Local Governance Innovation: Based on A Case Study

of District H Clty A RN Shan LL(]LTLg 67

Abstract: In the context of China’s governance transition there have been various kinds of innovation
regarding social construction in the area of local governance focusing on reconstructing the relationship
between the state and society as a response to the strong government dilemma. Under the circumstance
of strong government and weak society the government still takes charge of the social constructions
process. Based on a case study of District H of City Z in the Southeast of China this paper analyses the
logic of governance innovation in local context. The co-building process in District H is the result of
mutual interaction of top-down force and the bottom-up one. We stress that the reconstruction of state—
society relationship which was turned into a partnership instead of the “ruler and the ruled” lies in the
local governance innovation. Through examining the process of idea formation and actual policy

practices we discuss the possibility and limitation of social construction by government.

Social Exchange and Social Relations in Workplace: A General Theoretical Framework of

“Embedded” Employment Relations —«««+seeveeseeremminenmiiiinn.. Zhu Yan 84

Abstract: Existing studies analyzing the role of social ties in work place have pointed out the “social
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