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implementation. It is found that on one hand the grassroots government forms the nets
of the power and interest structure by combining power control and interest exchange in
order to keep the village cadres in line with the government during policy
implementation. On the other hand the grassroots government combines political ethics
and social ethics to weave a web of public and private ethics in order to ensure that the
behavior of village cadres act as expected. The power mechanism and strategy of
“politics first” is used at the front stage because it is compatible with the administrative
system and the political system whereas the mechanism of interest exchange and “moral

appeal” is used more often at the back stage.
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Abstract: This study takes an approach of Science and Technology Studies ( STS) and
opens the black box of a particular technology to examine the technological controversies
of anti-incineration movements. Based on the arena analysis framework it analyzes the
technical controversies of waste incineration which is the release of the highly toxic
substance named dioxins and answers why this technology triggers controversies.
Furthermore ethnography leads readers into two society worlds: the world of garbage
incineration facilities and their supporters and the world of the anti-waste incineration
activism. Subsequently it shows how knowledge about waste incineration is produced

applied recycled and competed by different social actors in different social worlds.
From the perspective of scientific knowledge production this research provides a new
approach for environmental movement research. Moreover this study provides a useful
method package for subsequent environmental governance environmental campaigns and

research on technological disputes.
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Abstract: Based on observation and interviews conducted from 2011 to 2015  this paper
argues that the drinking culture among Chinese cadres were shaped by three dilemmas in
Chinese local governance including information deficiency caused by the pyramid
hierarchy structure non-institutionalization of governance task and the lack of
organizational incentive. The embeddedness of the drinking behavior played a role in
trust-building and providing incentives thus was able to promote governance
performance. In other words the drinking culture did not violate the formal institution

but made up to the defections of the formal institution. In recent years the “Anti-four



