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begging gospel and seeking national-state for the lepers the medical missionaries
brought the hygienic modernity to China which was different from the old tradition in
Ming-Qing. In a word they gave up the “forced-isolation institution” in Ming-Qing
and introduced the “humanistic-isolation institution” for lepers and to both relieve

leper” s physical sufferings and christianize them.
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Abstract: This article explores the dynamics of Homeowners’ Committees and their
influence on urban local governance. The paper finds that although the
establishment of these associations was due to the formal institutional change which
had been initiated by the state their actual operation is affected by local social
networks. As far as their “external” effects on the wider polity is concerned the
establishment of homeowners ’ committees provides citizens opportunities and
channels to participate in neighborhood politics and enhances interest articulation and
interest aggregation which in turn promotes community autonomy. Internally

however the extensive deployment of informal networks within the associations may
lead to the oligarchy of a few privileged citizens the exclusion of other citizens and
the formation of faction politics undermining local governance and community

democracy.
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Abstract: Based on the case study of interactions between government and different
types of non-governmental organizations (NGOs) in the social service field this
research attempts to make an in-depth examination and comprehensive analysis of the
interactions and develop a preliminary typology from the perspectives of corporatism
and civil society theory. By integration of the interaction types into the discussion
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government and non-governmental organizations.
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Abstract: With the method of content analysis the paper systematically analyzes the
image of the Only Child in mass media news reports. The result shows that the image
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is mainly a negative one. Compared with the survey results obvious difference was
found between the image and preferment of the Only Child. With the analysis of
formation mode narrative logic and the materials used in media reports the paper
reveals that there was obvious demonizing tendency in the construction of image of the

Only Child by mass media.
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chages. In terms of methodology the simplistic typology of traditional versus modern

has been rejected.
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