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In tegrated Governance: Grassroots Formalism from the Perspective of Process Management
—Analysis of Deviation Based on Local Practice of Rural Revitalization

................................................................................................... Gui Hua( 98)

Abstract: In the context of modernization of rural governance grassroots formalism is not only
derived from changes in rural “institutional organizational” systems but also related to changes in the
substantive content of “agriculture rural areas and farmers” work. The rural revitalization strategy
constitutes the overall focus of the “agriculture rural areas and farmers” work in the new era. Based
on the grassroots governance activities carried out by rural revitalization it has the characteristics of
strong planning strong standardization and strong assessment. In the process of implementing rural
revitalization the country continuously strengthens the top-down management system reshapes the
hierarchical relationship of the government and the operational logic of rural organizations and
promotes the integration of rural governance. The high-intensity “process management” from top to
bottom has solved the problem of “chaos as soon as policies are implemented”. While promoting the
institutionalization standardization and proceduralization of rural governance it has also triggered
formalism issues. The grassroots formalism characterized by deviations in rural revitalization practices
reflects the shortcomings of integrated rural governance. The rural revitalization with farmers as the
main body should take into account the bottom-up dimension promote rural revitalization and break
through grassroots formalism. The key is to build a situation where national top-down management is
integrated with grassroots mobilization and achieve an organic match between rural work content and
rural work methods.

Key words: integrated governance; process management; local practice of rural revitalization,

grassroots formalism

Incorporating Governance into the Bureaucracy: An Interpretive Framework for Grassroots
Compliance Behavior in INSpections ««+««++eeeeeerrntiiiiiiiniiii, Cui Jing( 111)
Abstract: Grassroots compliance behavior in inspections is a unique and interesting phenomenon

in Chinas national governance. The evolution of compliance behavior in inspections provides a new
perspective for understanding contemporary grassroots governance in China. Based on a longitudinal
case studies of U Villages 17 - year inspection preparation process this article explores how grassroots
compliance behavior in inspections have gradually evolved from a passive response to inspections into
an institutionalized form of proactive governance. Grassroots compliance behavior in inspections has

gradually achieved compatibility and mutual construction with supervision-inspection and grassroots

overnance under the mechanisms of “representing the image of cities and counties’  “mimickin
& p & g g
Ly “ . . . L « . o .
formal organizations actively attracting inspection and cooperating with inspection
performances”. Furthermore under the mechanisms of “integrating into daily life” and “developing

the village” grassroots compliance behaviors have ultimately become institutionalized. Governance
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