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This research project, in an attempt to seek better local governance, explored
how local society can better mobilize resources in three areas, government (re-distribution mechanism),
market (exchange mechanism) and community (reciprocity mechanism). During research ﬁeriod, the project
leader implemented intensive fieldworks in inland villages in China which include Shanxi, Guizhou, Henan,
Jiangxi and Gansu. Based on these field date and comparative analysis of village governance among
different regions, our major findings are; (1) “ Collective” resources, as a form of community resource
are more available and accessible in Northern villages than in Southern villages, SZ) under the present
market economy, private business is playing a crucial role in rural governance, and (3) in some areas,
government are intentionally employing the combination of government resource and community resource,
which would eventually lead to the empowerment of village community.
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