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The Vertically Decentralized Authoritarianism and the Mechanisms of Po—

litical Stablhty In China cececececccccecccecccacencnes Cao Zhengh(m 1

Abstract: From the standpoint of governing people the basic characteristic of the
Chinese political system is the separation of the power to govern officials from the
power to govern people which forms “the vertically decentralized authoritarianism”.

The central government controls the power to govern officials which includes appoint—
ment supervision rewards and punishment of the officials. With regard to governing
people it is the responsibility of local government. As long as the local officials do
not violate the principles of the central government they can decide how to govern
people under its jurisdiction. This system contains two mechanisms to reduce the po—
litical risk of the central government: One is to disperse the political risk and the
other is to adjust the degree of the centralization of state power spontaneously. As a

result the two mechanisms contribute to longterm stability of the political system.

The Community Characteristics of Community Social Movements: A re—
sponse to the current theories of community social movements —+v<<+==2+

teeereseeee e eeeneees. Huang Xiaoxing 41

Abstract: The paper first analyzes the applicability of the theories of community so—
cial movements. Political opportunity structure resource and organization are expla—
nation variables but the community characteristics are the key variables that should
be paid more attention to especially in the first step of the community movement
when resources and organizations are not enough. Community characteristics include
space population and organizations which are correlative to one another. The three
factors promote or restrain the community social movements and lead to the structur—
ation of the community characteristics. The interior community and the exterior social
control structure are the dimensionalities of community characteristics which directly
explain the trend of community movements. Based on the analysis the author argues
that only if the government arranges the factors of community characteristics reasona—

bly and changes the zero-sum game relation of government and community can the
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win-win cooperation of community governance be achieved.

Visible and Invisible State in Grass — roots Society: Episodes in a com—

mercial housing enclave «+++=s+ee+eee-« Wang Hansheng & Wu Ying 63

Abstract: Based on the case study of a commercial housing enclave this paper focu—
ses on the interaction between the state and society. By tracing and analyzing the role

trajectory and action strategy of the state and the growth of civil society under its in—
fluence the authors explore the transition of the state since 1978 the change of state
invention on society as well as how it affects the society and the relationship among
various stakeholders. The study illustrates the growth path of society and how the state

— society relations in China greatly differ from their counterpart in the west.

Social Capital Government Performance and Urban Residents’ Trust in

Government  +s+eeeeeeeeeeeeeee Hy Rong Hu Kang & Wen Yingying 96

Abstract: The decline of citizens’ trust in government in many countries since the
1960s has become a major concern of academic research. Based on survey data in Xia—
men this paper explores urban residents’ trust in government and further analyses fac—
tors influencing their trust. Taking social capital and government performance as major
predictors a regression model is set up to explore how components of social capital and
indicators of government performance influence government trust. The result shows that
both social capital and government performance influence urban residents’ trust in gov—
ernment positively. Therefore improvement of government performance and construction

of social capital will increase urban residents’ trust in all level of governments greatly.
On Civil Religion «+++++seeeeeseereereennennennennennenenninnians Ji Zhe 118

Abstract: By a strategic return to Rousseau’s political philosophy and Durkheim’s so—
ciology of religion this article discusses the fundamental theses implied in Robert N.

Bellah’s reinterpreted notion of civil religion and analyses the nature function and
constructive principles of a desirable civil religion. The author argues that civil reli—
gion is a non-religious expression of the sacredness of modern society and that it
should be based on a rule-ofdaw state and a civil society. Both the starting point and
the aim of such a civil religion consist in defending a society worthy of the name. Ac—
cording to this view republican values must be insisted on and national morality

must be compatible with humanity’s morality.
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