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*1 GSS2010 RiIELZERE FRHEZE S Pearson tHX RH
S 1H 7 i 4 R /'\g‘ Eﬁ] *’gﬁf‘ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 |10
LIRBE LR 42 747 4 (CB) | 3615 5.65 | 3.71 | 1 10.097]0.36™|0.34™|0.27"|0.28™| 0.02 | -0.06|0.30|0.31"
2. fg HEIR I (health) 3615|3.64 | 1.09 [0.09”| 1 |0.1870.07"|0.09| 0.01 |0.08™| -0.38"|0.24™|0.07"
3B AR (EK) 3615|5.17 | 2.74 |0.36™(0.18"| 1 [0.20™|0.26™|0.14™|0.117| -0.23™|0.49|0.31"
4 IRBE I TEE (EC) 3615 3.67 | 0.99 |0.3470.077|0.20™| 1 ]0.26™|0.33"|0.06™| -0.08™|0.22"|0.13™
AT (5. A FRALRE K (SE) 3615 3.08 | 1.23 |0.2770.0970.26™0.26™| 1 |0.21™| 0.03 | -0.15|0.27"|0.17"
Level 1 |6.3R554k (R 4= & (CI) | 3615 | 8.90 | 2.81 [0.28™| 0.01 |0.14|0.330.21"| 1 |0.04"| -0.03"|0.117|0.07"
745 (sex) 3615| 0.47 | 0.50 | 0.02 [0.08™|0.117/0.06™| 0.03 |0.04"| 1 | 0.06™ |0.12|-0.02
8AF ML (age) 3615 |47.21]15.71|-006™-038"|-023"|-008"|-0.15| -003°|0.06™| 1  |-038"-006™
9.ZHUE B (edu) 3615 5.00 | 3.02 |0.30]0.24™|0.490.22*0.27"|0.11™|0.12| -0.38™| 1 |0.40™
10,5 £ (resident ) 3615 0.65 | 0.48 |0.31]0.07"0.310.13*|0.17|0.07"| -0.02| -0.06™ | 0.40™| 1
LB 5 YR B A (EPL)| 31 | 136 | 0.61 | 1 |-0.13| 0.09
28K i .
*E;é&(EQI)z.%b%ﬁﬁaéﬁz(EQI) 31 |61.55|6.13 |-0.13| 1 |-0.16
3. MBI E ML % F (GPE) 31 |539]1.240.09 |-0.16| 1
x®2 CGSS2013 SRIBL B E KR MEZE S Pearson #5E Z % O
=311] A A4 R AR P | bR zE ) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
LIBE S [E 4 =474 (CB) | 11328 | 13.54 | 2.94 1 ]0.15%]0.36™| 051" -0.01 |-0.16"| 0.38" | 0.29"
248 HER AL (health) 11328 371 | 1.08 0.15%| 1 |0.25"]0.117]0.06™ |-0.39™ 0.27" | 0.13"
3FABLHIR (EK) 11328 | 4.69 | 2.86 | 0.36™ | 025" | 1 |0.35"|0.12" |-0.33"] 0.52 0.34™
AMRZ T 45O (EC) 11328 | 1.62 | 0.70 | 0.51"|0.11"|035%| 1 |0.07"|-0.13"| 0.34" | 0.24"
Level 1 5.1:4 (sex) 11328 0.50 | 0.50 —-0.01|0.06™ | 0.12" | 0.07" | 1 0.02 | 0.12 | 0.00
6.4F % (age) 11328  48.55 | 16.39 |-0.16"|-0.39"|-0.33"|-0.13"| -0.02 | 1 |-0.45"-0.10"
7.ZHE R (edu) 11328 491 | 3.05 0.387(0.27"|0.527 | 0.347 | 0.12" |-045™| 1 | 0.40”
8. S5 1T 27 (resident) 11328  0.61 | 049 | 0.29"|0.13™ | 0.347 | 0.24™ | 0.00 |-0.10"| 0.40" | 1
I 1.$ff%??%%ié%$f%A(EPl) 28 1.60 | 0.68 1 |-0.13 —0.31”
Level 2 2R BT R AR H(EQD) 28 | 8230 594 |-0.13| 1 [-0.38"
3 EALHE (GPE) 28 13.14 | 1.34 | -0.31]-038"| 1
FEH A Mraf B 2 X 2w, ™ E RT3 R
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Abstract: The common point of view in academic and practical circles is that the judicial review of ad-
ministrative promise is an action of performance of responsibility based on the recognition of administrative
promise as unilateral administrative act and the separation of promise itself and fulfillment of promise. Cui
Longshu v. Feng County People’s government’s administrative promise case published in the communique by
the Supreme People’s court in 2017, the court broke the dichotomy review framework of administrative
promise based on the legitimacy of administrative act, identified the administrative promise as an administra-
tive agreement directly, and then applied the relevant rules of administrative agreement to review. Thus,the
court formed a model of one part law review based on administrative legal relationship. Administrative
promise has something in common with administrative agreement, so it has its applicable logic to examine its
contractual nature according to the relevant provisions of administrative agreement. It is more appropriate for
the court to examine the administrative promise by the way of the legal relationship of administrative
promise the action of performing obligations, which can better safeguard the legitimate rights and inter-
ests of the opposite party, balance the legal status of both parties of administrative promise, and achieve the
public service or administrative management objectives of administrative promise. Under this review path, the
theory of the first judgment right of the administrative organ does not become an obstacle for the court to de-
termine the establishment of the legal relationship of the administrative promise; in the judgment of perfor-
mance of promise obligation, the specific content of the court judgment depends on whether there is discre-
tion space and the size of the discretion space.

Key words: administrative promise; legal duty; administrative legal relationship; administrative agree-
ment

From Technology Empowerment to System Reconstruction :
Innovation of Emergency Management Institution and Mechanism in the Digital Era (66)
Yu Jianxing', Chen Shaohui®
(1. Zhejiang Gongshang University , Hangzhou 3100185 2. School of Public Affairs, Zhejiang University ,
Hangzhou 310058)

Abstract: Under the dual background of risk society and digital era, the application of digital
technology to enhance emergency management capacity and promote institutional innovation have become the
obvious choice. Most researches and practices have been conducted from the perspective of technology
empowerment, neglecting the change of governance model and institutional remodeling behind the improvement
of emergency management capacity. On the one hand, digital technology has the key characteristics of massive
data aggregation, algorithm model—driven, open source ecological construction, ete. It is helpful to form the
thinking of “holistic and intelligent governance” in practical application and promote the adaptation of digital
technology and traditional mechanisms, leading to “clear governance”, “advanced prevention”, “open sharing”
and other model innovations. On the other hand, in order to eliminate the contradiction between digital
development and the obsolete institutional system, the governmentshould follow the platform logic to promote
institutional remodeling. The platform can build a flexible system, which is more adaptive and growth —
oriented, based on adaptive power structures, flexible division of labor reorganizations and more inclusive
forms of participation. On this basis, the platform can promote the structural transformation of emergency
management information and collaboration mechanism.

Key words: digital era; emergency management; innovation of institution and mechanism; platform
organization

Factors Influencing Citizens’ Coproduction:
A Multi-level Analysis on Environmental Behavior (76)
Wu Jiebing', Qian Qianyanhui?
(1. School of Public Affairs, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058 ; 2. School of Humanities and
Management , Yunnan University of Chinese Medicine , Kunming 650500)

Abstract: Promoting citizens’ participation in co—construction, co—governance and sharing is consid-
ered as an important aspect of reducing the cost of public services and improving the efficiency of social gov-
ernance. Therefore, exploring the factors influencing citizens’ co—production behavior is fundamental to im-
prove the social governance system of co—construction, co—governance and sharing. Based on CGSS2010 and
CGSS2013 data, this paper uses a hierarchical linear modeling (HLM) to examine the influence of organiza-
tional factors and individual factors on coproduction behavior of citizens. The results show that the strategies
to promote coproduction behavior benefit from both individual and organizational contributions. At the orga-
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nizational level, the environmental publicity and education from government has a direct positive impact on
coproduction behavior of citizens. At the individual level, individual capacity and motivation both affect co-
production behavior. Especially, the impact of individual motivation to behavior is more stronger than capac-
ity does. This research addresses a sizeable gap in coproduction research and deepen our understanding of
citizens’ behavior on environmental coproduction. It also provides a basis through to explore how to motivate
citizens’ participation in co—construction, co—governance and sharing in practice.

Key words: coproduction; environmental behavior; influencing factors; multi-level analysis

“Social Market”+Digitization: A Path to Common Prosperity
——Based on the Practice of "Watermelon Farmers over the World” in Huangyan (86)
Feng Ting
(Department of Sociology and Culture Study ,Zhejiang Provincial Party School, Hangzhou 311121)
Abstract: The abolition of the market or completely laissez —faire market, cannot lead to common
prosperity.Conscious of the market “embedded”in society, and the positive and negative nature of the
market, the Huangyan District administration and the Melon Farmers association, on the one hand, respect
the rights of melon farmers as market agents and do not interfere with their rational choices in the market
according to their own will, on the other hand, by providing them with services such as resolving barriers to
entry into the market, obtaining the necessary market information, to overcoming possible market risks,
resolving social disputes, etc., turn a spontaneous market into an inclusive “Social market”,so as to
minimize the negative effects of the spontaneous market, such as cannibalism, differentiation and exclusion,
and maximize the positive functions of market,in discovering, creating, and sharing wealth opportunities.
Digitalization empowers this “Social market”. The realization of common prosperity needs the cooperation of
primary distribution, secondary distribution and tertiary distribution, but the key is the primary distribution
dominated by market mechanism.As an active and positive way to common prosperity, the path of “social
market+ digitalization”presented by “Watermelon Farmers over the World” provides a model for reference.
Key words: social market; digitalization; common prosperity; “watermelon farmers over the world”

Nature as Path——On Heidegger’s Conception of Nature (94)
Chen Yong
(School of Humanities , Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200240)

Abstract: During the development of Heidegger’s philosophy, there is also a Kehre (turn) in his con-
ception of Nature. In his early thoughts, nature is considered as a part of the life—world, which is in accor-
dance with the practical turn of metaphysics in Kant’s philosophy. Both philosophers stand against the con-
ception of nature in modern metaphysics and nature science. However, in Heidegger’s later thoughts, his
conception of nature returns to its original meaning physis, which he interprets as emergence and path. Hei-
degger’s later thoughts and Chinese philosophy share a consensus that nature is a way of being, nevertheless
there are also big differences between them.

Key words: Heidegger; physis;world; path

Three Patterns of Marx Life Subject (101)
Gao Binliang
(School of Marxism, Huaqiao University, Xiamen 361021)

Abstract: In all the past times, including the capitalism, the real life subject of human life was cov-
ered by all kinds of life theories. Therefore, life subject was marginalized and instrumentalized in the fiction-
al life world. When observing human life world, Marx, holding on to the core question of “human”, revealed
what is true life subject from the levels of daily life, real social life and ideal life. Starting from “real man”,
Marx revealed the three patterns of life with man as subject. The first pattern is the “real man”as the carrier
of daily life, when the common life subject is observed from macro historical perspective. The second pattern
is “class stamped man”who shouldered historical mission, when capitalist social life subject was observed from
real life. The third pattern is “all-round free man”, when idea life creator was observed from frontier theory.
Marx’s profound enunciation of life patterns not only consisted of the theoretical basis of Xi Jinping thought
about “Promoting all-round human development and all-round social progress”, but also provided theoretical
guidance for creating a better life by people.

Key words: Marx; life view; life subject; subject pattern
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