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The Four Models of Community Governance in Urban China

GE Tian-ren, LI Qiang
(School of Sociology, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, PRC)

[ Abstract] According to the sociological theory of government, market and society, this paper analyzes
the four models of Chinese urban community governance and their advantages and disadvantages by
investigating the community governance innovation in the mega-cities in China. The results show that the
government-led model has institutional advantages but cannot create self~governed community by more
governmental intervenes with less public participation and community vitality. The market-led model has
capacity for better resource allocation and better community development, but it cannot overcome market
failure problems. The social self~governance model has been subjected to multiple difficulties because of
lack of resources and restricts, although it is expected to be realized by the current institutional design.
The scholar-led model is helpful for community to find an effective way to make the right decision, but it
is unsustainable because it cannot solve problems when scholars leave from such a community. Finally,
this paper makes a conclusion that government is supposed to encourage civic participation and innovation
in local community level, by using more social resources and plural strengths to create more effective
mechanism of supervision, accountability, response and participation, and to make an autonomy and
vibrant grassroots society through further reforms.

[ Key words ] community governance; government-led model; market-led model; social self-~governance;

experts’ participation
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