2018 7 July. 2018

4 C 226 ) JOURNAL OF GRADUATE SCHOOL OF CHINESE ACADEMY OF SOCIAL SCIENCES No. 4
[ )| . . ,
[ ]
C J D630 C JAC J 1000—2952 (2018) 04—0058—08
» Scharpf ,
,@ Bentley s

@ Scharpf, Fritz, Interorganizational Policy Studies: Issues, Concepts and Perspectives. London: Sage, 1978, pp 345—370.

58



.D Rhodes ,

@
Y hY A} o b
b o Y
hY ’
©)]
o
o
s . @ Meule
man ~ ~ ~ N ’
.@ Lavenex . .
b
,© Considine N .
b hY Y
. @ Provan s N N
®
o
’ Y
o
b b o .
.
O]
b N o
b .
@ b
)]
b Y Y o

@® Bentley, A. F, The Process of Government: A Study of Social Pressure. Cambridge, MA. Harvard University Press, 1967,
pp. 35—47.

@ Rhodes, R. A. W. and Marsh, David, Policy Networks in British Government. Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1992, p. 14.

@ Skelcher, Chris, Klijn, ErikHans, Kiibler, Daniel, Sgrensen, Eva and Sullivan, Helen, Explaining the Democratic Anchorage
of Governance Networks: Evidences from Four European Countries. Scandinavian Political Studies, Vol 33 (1), 2011, pp. 7—
38.

@ [ ] : : ) . 2008 . 58~163

® Meuleman, L., Public Management and the Metagovernance of Hierarchies, Networksand Markets. Germany: Physical-Verlag
HD, 2008, pp. 45—51.

© Lavenex, Sandra and Schimmelfennig, Frank, EU Rules Beyond EU Borders: Theorizing External Governance in European Poli-
tics. Journal of European Public Policy, Vol 16 (6)., 2009, pp. 791—3812.

@ Considine, Mark and Lewis, Jenny M., Bureaucracy, Network or Enterprise Comparing Models of Governance in Australia,
Britain, the Netherlands and New Zealand. Public Administration Review, Vol 63 (2), 2003, pp. 131—140.

® Provan. K. G and Kenis, P., Modes of Network Governance: Structure, Management and Effectiveness. Journal of Public Ad-
ministration Research and Theory, Vol 18 (2), 2008, pp 229—252.

©® s ( b« ) 2017 7 40~49, 177
W) : ( s 2000 , 55
() N N : Y« ) 2010 1 ., 138~149

59



( » 2018 4
b b
O} @)
o b
b
©)
b Y Y Y
b
@
o b
®
o b N
“ ”»
Y ’
“ ”
b b b
o b
(
o ’
b b
”» ”»
o b b
Y b Y
) o ’ ’
~ b Y
b ~ b
b Y o
b
O} : ( Y 2013 30~50
® : ( Y, « ) 2015 8 . 72~78
©)] : ( Y « ) 2008 5 106~109
@ . : ( Y, « ) 2017 1 87~93
® N : ( . Y « ) 2015 4
, 83~89
© : ( — * ” »s « ) 2016 8 . 76~80



®
@ [ ]

2015

s

2014

s

61



( )
Lo
N ( D,
:— rh LB
LA B
TR BN
AR THEAS /.\ ¥ RETBUE
X B X B
1
()
® ( : Vs 2012
@ 2 : Ds 2014 . 150




o ’

(Public Private Partnership, PPP)

° ’
’
’
’ N
.
“ ”
’
N
“ ”
’
app
o
H
N
A}
N
N N
°
° .
° ’
’
’
°

63



(

)

2018

4

64



An Analysis on the Networking Model of Social Governance

in China’s Transition Period
Wu Yun

Abstract: Chinese society in the transition period is a highly complex and uncertain socie-
ty. Traditional social governance models, such as hierarchical governance and market gov-
ernance, could hardly cope with the complex predicaments in the process of social govern-
ance in China’s transition period due to their own limitations. As a new model of social gov-
ernance, network governance is able to adapt to the need of the comprehensive, conven-
ient, and high-quality social governance. The networking model of social governance in Chi-
na still needs to be improved from three aspects of promoting resources sharing within plu-
ralistic participating actors in social governance, building a variety of networking govern-
ance tools, and further adjusting the interactions between the grassroot governments and
autonomous organizations.
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