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Trapped or Independent: Structural Holes of China’s Charities
Zhang Qilin (Wuhan University)
Shi Lei (PICC Hubei Branch)

Abstract: Ronald Burt’s theory of structural holes provides a theoretical frame to analyze and deconstruct social capital and
social network needed by China’ s charities to survive and develop. The existence of structural holes centred around
government makes charities to get resources through government, which forms the dependent relationship between charities
and government. In a certain historical period. this kind of structural holes has positive effects on China’s charity. But it may
be not beneficial to charity’s innovation and independence from a long-term perspective. In the presence of structural holes,
China’s charities are in a dilemma of falling into or independence.
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