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From Local Governance and Town Corporation
Analysis the Equilibrious Development of Urban
and Village in R.O.C.

Chang Kuei-Mei

Abstract

The new challeges of democracy governance in local government, in the past twenty years has
developed by local governance at the sub-national level. The historical background of town is special
in R.O.C,, In the view of comprehensive administration, What is the status of town in local
government How continuous the corporate status of town In the view of intergovernmental
interaction, what are the functions of town In the orientation of globalization and localization, how
to break the difficult position of limited resources in the development of town Corporate citizenship
and local governance of town is very important, the Equilibrious Development of Urban and Village is

most urgent. Above all, are the focuses of this paper.
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Power for
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Service councillors
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Central or state government
(incentives for action:
political support)

/

Infor mation and support
Stimulate local development
initiatives

Raise aspiratons, generate
Demand

Offer information on services

\

Communities
(incentives for action:
development and political
empowerment)

Organizational streamlining
Political and economic incentive
structures
Srategic use of resources

Local public agencies and
grassrootsworkers
(incentives for action:public
image, material benefits)

/J

Pressure for quality services and
peer monitoring
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5 {TEIZTTERE

Planning and Preparation
Pre-meeting engagement of participants at village,block,district and state levels
Preparation of discussion documents and presentations on earlier academic research

'

Village-level meeting
(and participant’s

feedback)
Local stakeholder Local stakeholder Local stakeholder Local stakeholder
Meeting 1: Meeting 2: Meeting 3: Meeting 4:
NGOs Politicians Civil Servants Social Activists

Local stakeholder
Coordination meeting

v

District
Stakeholder meeting

v

State-level
Stakeholder meetings

OUTPUTS:tangible and
‘controlled’within project OUTPUTS:intangible and
Lists of participants; evidence of dependent upon participants:
their participation < > Changes in attitude/perception.
The Project report: list of Inter-stakeholder learning and
recommendations and analysis engagement.
circulated to particiants Momentum for change.
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