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Organization Mobilization Governance System and Social Guidance:

Discourse Effects in Public Governance of Poverty in China
ZUO Ting' JIN Jing® LIU Wening'
(1. College of Humanities and Development Studies China Agricultural University Beijing 100193 China;
2. School of Humanities and Law Zhejiang A&F University Hangzhou 311300 China)
Abstract: China has made great achievements in poverty reduction. By reviewing the development process of
China’ s poverty reduction it is found that the poverty reduction at different stages was achieved by embedding
political discourse into organizations to provide mobilization and social guidance which can form a complex
mode of poverty public governance. Since the reform and opening up China’ s public governance of poverty
has experienced three main stages: before 2000 it was characterized by the initial formation of a Chinese com—

prehensive public governance framework of poverty under the discourses of “Poverty is not socialism” and
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“Common Prosperity”; from 2001 to 2013 economic policies and social policies were formed through the dis—

” and “Harmonious Society”; from

course mobilization of “Building a Well-off Society in an All-ound Way”
2014 to 2020 a comprehensive public governance mode for poverty alleviation was formed under the mobiliza—
tion of “No one is left behind on the road to a well-off society” and “the Essential Requirements of Social—
ism”. The anti-poverty discourse system was embedded into government system and society to generate the
effects of organization and mobilization which is one of the important reasons for the success of China’ s public
governance of poverty. The discourse system affects the public governance system from different aspects and
the governance of the discourse system is also an important content of public governance. Specifically the an—
tipoverty discourse system affects the public governance paradigm of poverty from four aspects: promoting the
unity of national political consciousness and action expressing governance objectives and transmitting govern—
ance information lubricating governance structure and weakening bureaucratic limitations playing a role in
building social consensus and scheduling social resources. The mode innovation of poverty public governance
is essentially promoted by the discourse system. The governance of relative poverty will not only face the diffi—
culty of establishing a governance mode but also the governance dilemma of discourse poverty. Political dis—
course systems such as “People Firs{’  ‘Shareable Development” and “A Community with a Shared Future
for Mankind” can guide the public governance of relative poverty in the future.

Key words: discourse system of anti-poverty; political and social mobilization; public governance of poverty;

institutional change; relative poverty



