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Interactive Governance of Multi—party Cooperation in Social Poverty Alleviation

—A Case Study of a Rural Creator Project
PENG Yun' HAN Xin® GU Xin’
(1. Chinese Public Administration Society Beijing 100017 China;
2. Graduate Public and International Affairs University of Pittsburgh Pittsburgh 15260 America,
3.School of Public Affairs Zhejiang University Hangzhou 310058 China)

Abstract: The key to the success of social poverty alleviation projects lies in the establishment of network
—based collaborative relationships among government departments social public welfare organizations
grass—roots community organizations and purely market—oriented organizations. As a new governance par—
adigm the community mechanism market mechanism and administrative mechanism are embedded in a
complementary and enhanced way so as to play a synergistic role in public governance. Governments play
the role of legalization and meta—governance. Social welfare organizations play a cross—border role. Local
market and grass—roots autonomous organizations promote the institutionalization of relational contracts.
The formation of interactive governance can rationalize the logic of political social and economic action
in the practice of social poverty alleviation and truly achieve the “Great Poverty Alleviation” pattern led
by the governments and coordinated by the society.
Key Words: social poverty alleviation; interactive governance; non—governmental organizations; commu—

nity governance; relational contract
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