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Fittedness and Adjustments:
the Practicing Logics of Implementing

Digitalized Grassroots Governance in Rural China
—A Case Study of Deqing Zhejiang

LIU Neng LU Bingzhe

Abstract Among all the elements of digitalized rural construction digitalized grassroots governance is
definitely one of the most important tasks for the purpose of advancing a successful digital transformation
in rural China. This paper examined the governance practices in Deqing County Zhejiang Province and
found out that the expansion of digitalized governance schemes into rural society is not based on the logic
of developmentalism technological penetration but depends largely on the mutual fittedness of the digital—
ized governance tools within the social contexts of rural governing realities and the necessary adjustments
of the new system with the traditional governance model. Mechanisms such as panoramic visibility real—
time feedback and platform-mediated connectivity are seen as innovations that bring revolutionary chan—
ges to the local governing regime that facing challenges of overloaded governing tasks complex governing
ecologies and environments and increasing population mobility. Meanwhile the “Spatio-temporal disem—
beddedness” of digital governance and its role as an “institutionalized expert” have tensions with the le—
gitimacy of grassroots authority and the daily life of peasants demonstrating the necessity and possible di—
rection of adjustment. Therefore the relationship between digital rural governance logic and the traditional
rural governance model is not a progressive alternative and a new balance between digital governance and
rural society should be explored.

Keywords Digital rural construction; Rural governance; Social governance modernization; Rural revi-

talization



