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The Theoretical Perspectives of Observing China’s Social Governance and Its Transcendence

Xin Zigiang

Abstract: At present there are three theoretical perspectives on the changes of Chinese social governance practice. In terms of po—

litical and social relations it advocates a shift from state integration to a moderate separation of politics and society; as far as social

governance model is concerned it advocates a shift from the overall domination to the technical governance; and the idea of social gov—

ernance advocates a shift from hard governance to soft governance. These three perspectives are not only similar in content but also fol—

low a similar logic of binary thinking ignoring the human factors in social governance. Therefore the future research should observe the

real process of social governance practice in the special time—space context and pay attention to the social governance concept centered

on the "human".
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