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social embeddedness this paper constructs four ideal types of project operation
including “pressure push-overall mobilization”  “hierarchical subcontracting-large
project priority  “hierarchical responsibility release-micro engineering” and “technical
governance—key breakthrough”. All types are unstable solutions therefore constantly
changing. By conducting multicase analysis this paper compares four rural and

agricultural projects and expounds the microdevel mechanisms.
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equality. It was found that during the period of capitalist industrialization the core of

> of labor force which

the “welfare state model ” was the “de-commodification’
successfully responded to the “common interests” of economic growth and social
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Abstract: Evidence-based practice model argues that the social work profession should
be based on results of positivist research and adopt valid strategies to provide service to
clients. However practice in everyday life including professional practice is a process
of urgent improvisation triggered by the subjects” habitus which is shaped by the
structure of the social field and masked by the symbolic system. Our case of community
correction demonstrates that social work profession can integrate positivist knowledge of
criminal psychology with the habitus of clients and their life trajectory follow the
contingent life events to help client reflect on his/her habitual coping strategy re-choose

new coping strategy change the life model gradually and reduce recidivism.
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