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action logic of governance subjects attempts to unify the two sets of opposing logics and innovates and
solidifies the theoretical basis of governance. At the same time based on the four-dimensional analysis
framework the paper analyzes the evolution and trend of the township government’s action logic in the
rural governance since the reform and opening-up and clarifies the action choices of the contemporary
township government in the rural governance under the background of the rural revitalization strategy.

Key words: governance; the logic of body’s action; four-dimensional analysis framework;
rural areas

Social Integration and ‘Tiao-kuai’ Collaboration: the Dual logic of Urban Community Party
Building in the New Era «---ccoeeveeemimiimiiiiii. Zhao Jujun Wang Zhirui( 95)

Abstract: Since the 18th National Congress of the CPC  Party building in urban communities has
been highly valued and is considered as an important means to strengthen the CPC’s legitimacy and
solve problems of community governance. By taking two model communities of Party building in Tianjin
as an example this article finds that there are two complementary guiding logics in community Party
building. Among them political logic is the dominant logic: the basic idea is to strengthen the control
capabilities of Party members to improve the ability of community Party committees to serve the masses
thereby improving the Party’s social integration capabilities. Administrative logic is the derivative logic:
it refers to alleviating the ‘tiaokuai’ conflicts as well as enhancing the public service ability of com—
munity Party committees via regional Party building. The ultimate goal of both political logic and ad-
ministrative logic lies in enhancing the ability of communities to respond to and serve the masses
thereby strengthening the ruling legitimacy of the CPC. With the greatdeap forward development of
community party building in the New Era The social integration mechanism of cities is witnessing new
trends from mobilizing groups to mobilizing individuals from national priorities to people orientation
from community development to sub-district office reforms. This situation not only shows that the com-
munity governance has entered the new stage but also has a high value for the discourse system con—
struction of the grassroots social governance in China and even for the grassroots social governance
program of the whole mankind.

Key words: community party building; community governance; social integratiof ‘tiao—
kuai’ collaboration

Frontdine Governance: the Mechanism Adjustment and Practice Foundation of the Moderniza—
0N Of RUFAL GOVEIIIAIICE -+ v v v e eerrrerenemnmaemmmneeneneaentenenenenenenenns Du Peng( 106)

Abstract: The governance system and the governance mechanism are two dimensions of rural gov—
ernance structure. The complex space-time condition condition of rural society during the transition pe—
riod limit the governance efficiency brought by the expansion of rural governance system and activate
the scene of frontdine governance. Frontdine governance is a form of governance that faces up to prob—
lems and responds to the masses. It is problem-oriented and practice-oriented and presents a flexible
governance structure. Along the line of party-mass relations the firstdine governance broke through
the village governance unit and went deep into the rural governance system laying the practical foun—
dation for the adjustment of the governance mechanism. The firstdine governance has the tendency of
political integration because of the difference of system constraint conditions. In the process of moderni—
zation of rural governance frontdine governance bridges the governance gap of bureaucratic system
promotes the coordination of political logic and administrative logic and maintains the effectiveness
and legitimacy of rural governance structure. Therefore it is necessary to focus on the institutional ad—
vantages of the party and government system adhere to the dialectical unity of system stability and
mechanism flexibility based on the basic principle of “invariable system and variable mechanism” and
steadily promote the modernization of rural governance.

Key words: governance system; governance mechanism; firstdine governance; rural society,
modernization of rural governance
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