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ratism thats to say we should find out the ideological and societal foundations of
corporatism and its institutional characteristics. Based on the comprehensive under—
standing of corporatism the author points out that although the institutional forms in
the relationship between state and society in China are highly similar to those of the
corporatist model the corporatist model cannot be applied in China properly due to
lack of societal foundations.

“The Trajectory of Up-Down-Fragmentation-ntegration”: The producing

of community space ++++ssseeerreeseeseiiinaeeeiiiees Huang Xiaoxing 199

Abstract: The author first analyzes the applicability of the western organizational par—
adigm of the producing of community space in the context of the ambiguous-strategic
relationship of state and society in China and then points out that we need to con—
struct a new theory better matched to the transition period of China. The paper focu—
ses on the story of the planning and construction of Guangan Cancer Hospital in
Nanxin Garden Community and analyzes the mechanisms of the producing of com—
munity space under the structured context of the reframing of the urban space. The
author points out that when the layout of urban space was being carried out power
was hidden in the market system and the discourse of procedure legitimacy and prop—
erty rights were used to acquire the monopoly position. Simultaneously people in the
community fought the government with the consciousness of rules and rights but
failed in the end. The paper analyzes the strategies of the hegemony of space the
tactics of space protest and the tracks of the producing of community space. Based
on the analysis the author suggests that we should shift to the producing of the space
of socialism in order to acquire space justice.

REVIEW

Propensity Score Matching and Causal Inference: A methodological re—
VIBW  oveeeeemeeanenentaeenentae ettt eeaans Hu Anning 221

Abstract: Propensity score matching method has attracted more and more attention as
sociological studies begin to pay closer attention to causal relationship. This article
reviews the method from the following aspects. First the author systematically re—
views the history and development of propensity score matching as well as its implica—
tions for sociological survey research. Second this research demonstrates how to per—
form propensity score matching using an example. Third based on Mills discussion
on causality and statistical counterfactual framework this article shows how propensi—
ty score matching contributes to causal conclusion by controlling for confounding vari—
ables and satisfying the unconfoundedness assumption. Fourth this paper compares
propensity score matching with regression discontinuity design and instrumental varia—
ble method. Finally after summarizing the major limitations of propensity score
matching this article discusses the newly development of propensity score matching
in recent years.

246



