2014 1 ( ) Jan. 2014

46 1 Journal of Inner Mongolia University( Philosophy and Social Sciences) Vol.46 No.1
1 2
(1. 100876;
2. 021008)
20 80
. D67 DA . 1000-5218(2014) 01-0048-06
20 80 o “
”»
1
Al o
20 80

1 ( ~ ~ ) N

20 80 S ) ( .
) ) . \OECD
“«
( R. Rhodes) . ( G. Stok-

1 20134017

e 48 o



er) . * L N . N

( Tony Bovaird) . ( Elke Loeffler)
o ( G. StOkeI‘) << ~ ~ ~ ~
>« ) - 1999 9 (1999—
o 2000 ; »
Al Al AY AY o 21
”E ( Tony Bovaird)
( Elke Loeffler) D
( local stakeholders) { »
o (2000 . ( 2(2002)
6
2.
3 o
( Pierre) ( B. Pe-
ters) N ; N
o ( B- y )
Peters)  { » ; ;
ot N ( James N ¢ Rosenau)

( -

» o o

o 20 90
5
§ — 21 »

. 1996 ( Manage— N N
ment Development and Governance Division UN- N o ° N
MDGD) ( United Nation Capital N N
Development Fund UNCDF) - N

N 30
6 ®
®

e 40 »



( ) 2014 1
( outward)
@ 8
N N . . @
. (3 AY Y (
ob) ) R .
2.
( Osborne) ( Gaebler)
1. » 20 70
N N N 9 AY N
(1)
6
( J. Cohen) ( S. Peterson)
1999 o ~ ~ ~
o ’ ®
o ( B. Peters)
10
. « « ? N <<
...... PN ¢
»
(2) o
e ( Pi-
erre) ( B. Peters) N »
( upward)
; ( downward) N : .

e 50



(

(

113

13
14
»
9 Y N
Y( 1991)
(2002)

(

(

13

»

)

30

e 5]



) 2014 1

«

3.
o (
R (

¢ 5D .

«

[43

)

\ >>OGD

(

)
1998 ; ¢ )
1991 . ( p)
1999 ¢ )
2001
@ ( )
2000 ¢ 30 (1978-2008) )
2008 ¢
— ) 2007
( bl ( 2002
4 ),
@) ( )]
2004 ¢ —
30 ) 2009
@ ¢ )]
2006 4 :
)] 1999
® { )
2003 ¢
)
2002 ¢ p)
2009
© ) ¢
N ( Y2012 6 );
( ) 2004
@ (
N ¢ 2009 12 ); (
M ¢ 2010 6
) (
N ( 2012 6 ).
(
¢ ( 92008

5 ), ¢
»



( { »2008 5 ); { ternational Review of Administrative Science 2003 69( 3) .

N ( ) 4 B- . . M .
2009 24 ), { : . : 2001.
N ( »2011 50); 5 N . —
( » M .
( { $2008 10 ); ( 2006.
M ( ) 6 ) — 21
2010 1 ). M . : 2004.
©) ( >>( 7 Cohen J. S. Peterson. Administrative Decentraliza—
{ $2009 6 ); { : tion: Strategies for Developing Countries M . Oakwood: Ku-
y 2007 marian Press 1999.
() 4 8 ] Pierre B Peters. N M .
N ( )2011 9 ); € S 2002.
— N € 9 . M .
$2004 4 ), N { : 1996.
b { 2011 5 10 . —
)i« N ( J.
»2004 5 ). 2011 (2).
) € : ) 11 :
2008 § I 2004 (5)
: b 12 : —
2008 N § : J . 2009 (1).
30 ) 2009 342-383 13 .
J. 2011 (4).
: 14 . I
1 : : M . 2012 (2).
: 2009. 15 . M .
2 G. Stoker. The New Management of British Local 2004.
Governance: Association with the ESRC Local Governance Pro— 16 . ]
gramme M . New York: St Martin’s Press 2000. 2008 (2) .
3 Ird T Loefeler E. Evaluating the Quality of Public [ ]

Governance: Indicators Models and Methodologies J . In—

A Study of Contemporary Local Governance: Review and Prospect

LI Qiao' ZHANG Da-wei’
(1. School of International Studies Rinmin University of China Beijing 100876 China;

2. Hulun Buir Development and Reform Commission Hulun Buir 021008 China)

Abstract: Since 1980s with the rise of local governance movement and China’s reform and opening—up policy a great
number of studies on local governance have been achieved. On the basis of reviewing these achievements we can come to a con—
clusion that the research of contemporary local governance has been focused on how to implement the orderly governance in local
area and how to achieve the right governance in local level. At present domestic and overseas scholars focus on the decentrali-
zation reform which is the basis of institution and local government reconstruction  which plays an leading role in the local gov—
ernance and the participatory network built by polycentric governance subjects. Compared with the overseas research local gov—
ernance research starts relatively late. How to regulate and make up the deficiencies during the research in order to make the the—
ory more explainable is a question worth thinking about. Therefore it is proposed that the concept of local governance should be
clarified the object and the research field should be extended and the innovation of research methods should be emphasized in

the future domestic research.
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