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(1) (2) (3) (4)

S.E. S.E. S.E. S.E.
1.320%** | 0.031 | 1.272*** | 0.029 | 1.122*** | 0.026 |[1.127***| 0.026
1.030 0. 069 1.085 0.070 1.064 0.068 0.973 0.062
1.000 0.003 1.006" 0.002 1.003 0.002 1.005 0.002
1.273%* 0.109 1. 111 0.091 1.034 0.084 0.943 0.077
1.147 0.113 1.070 0.102 0.822" 0.078 0. 860 0.081
1.207 0.189 1.334 0.203 1.002 0. 149 0.996 0.148
1.540 0.370 1.321 0.297 1.599" 0.357 1.149 0.254
1.929%* 0.416 1.847** | 0.373 1.116 0.215 1.203 0.231
1.051 0.104 0.974 0.092 0.963 0.090 1.036 0.097
1.030 0.223 0.878 0.181 0.716 0.152 0. 866 0.181
0. 966 0.119 0.902 0.106 0.949 0.111 0.892 0.104
0.301** 0.125 0.502 0.205 0.296" 0.142 | 0.355" 0.162
1.674 0.716 2.470" 0.994 1.630 0.621 1.781 0.681
0.971 0.274 1.282 0.337 1.080 0.284 1.376 0.363
1.010 0.315 1.633 0.477 1.277 0.372 1.738 0.508
0.816" 0.067 | 0.744™** | 0.059 | 0.735*** | 0.058 |0.713*** 0.056
0.582*** | 0.079 |0.556*** | 0.073 | 0.685** | 0.091 |0.454*** | 0.062
0.820 0.103 0.869 0. 104 0.757" 0.089 |0.587*** | 0.070
0.973 0.116 0.834 0.096 | 0.781*** | 0.061 |0.550*** | 0.062
3~6 0.927 0.134 0.941 0.132 | 0.611°** | 0.087 | 0.727" 0.102
6 ~12 1.160 0.108 1.067 0.095 0.823" 0.073 1.022 0.090
1.401%** | 0.101 | 1.289*** | 0.089 1.187" 0.081 |1.376*** | 0.09%4
0.828" 0.076 | 0.724*** | 0.064 | 0.740*** | 0.063 |0.683***| 0.058
0.770*** | 0.061 |0.776*** | 0.060 | 0.787** | 0.061 |0.772*** | 0.060
0.234*** | 0.044 |0.331°** | 0.060 1.264 0.228 | 1.658** 0.298
1.420%** | 0.123 1.184" 0.095 | 1.450*** | 0.114 | 1.246** 0.098
0.757** 0.085 0.853 0.094 0.756" 0.083 | 0.769" 0.084
0.769*** | 0.063 0.872 0.068 | 1.367*** | 0.106 | 1.245** 0.096
1.650*** | 0.177 | 1.503*** | 0.155 1.144 0.116 0.970 0.098
1.256 0.127 1.033 0.101 0.853 0.083 0.871 0.084
1.711 1.387 0.578 0.445 | 0.047*** | 0.036 [0.075*** 0.057

Log likelihood —2951. 144 -3152.6196 -3201.5106 -3214.5102

Pseudo R’ 0.0566 0.0448 0. 0402 0.0387
N 4839 4839 4839 4839
p<0.001 ** p<0.01 ° p<0.05,
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Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
R’ 0.1035 0.0796 0. 1444 0.1010 0.0796 0.1512 0.0839 0.0796 0.1103
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Sobel 7=5.461>0/97 7=5.53>0.97 7.=5.256 >0.97
Bootstrap 95% 95% 95%
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Factors Contributing to Successful Policy Implementation:
An Interpretation Using the Attention — Ideas — Timing Framework

Xu Guochong' Xia Yu® & Lu Yuhua'
(1. School of Public Affairs Xiamen University Xiamen;
2. School of Public Policy & Management Tsinghua University Beijing)

Abstract: In recent years theoretical research on policy implementation has encountered significant bottlenecks. Scholars inclu—
ding Howlett have proposed incorporating policy process theory into the study of policy implementation. In response to this pro—
posal this paper moves beyond the previous approach of merely applying conceptual elements from the policy process framework
to policy implementation. Instead it identifies common threads among collective action perspectives and other policy process
frameworks introducing an integrated “attention — ideas — timing” framework specifically designed for policy implementation.

This framework is exemplified through an analysis of the implementation of the policy for opening school sports facilities in X City.

By doing so it addresses the issues of “theoretical silos” and “false naming ” bridging policy process theory with policy imple—
mentation and offering a new theoretical narrative for research in this area. The “attention —ideas — timing” framework along
with the “chemical integration” of the three main elements of the policy process provides new insights into these elements within
the context of policy implementation capturing the key characteristics and dynamic changes of the implementation process.

Key words: Policy Implementation; Policy Process; Multiple Streams Framework; Punctuated — Equilibrium Framework; Advo-

cacy Coalition Framework
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Social Regulation in Building a Chinese — Style Modern Welfare State:
Transitioning from Subjective Welfare to Social Integration

Hou Huili & Wang Xiaoyu
( Institution of Population and Labor Economics CASS Beijing)

Abstract: The construction of welfare states often emphasizes the scale of social benefits while overlooking the critical role of so—
cial regulation. This article examines precision poverty alleviation as a case study to explore the role of social regulation in welfare
redistribution within China’ s national governance framework. The research demonstrates that “precise” measures in poverty gov—
ernance as a form of social regulation ultimately foster social integration. The underlying logic is that increased satisfaction
among the impoverished population with targeted poverty alleviation efforts leads to enhanced subjective benefits improved public
affairs engagement and heightened grassroots political participation. This progress narrows the gap between the rising demand for
a better quality of life and the current challenges of unbalanced and insufficient development ultimately promoting social cohesion
and unity. This approach provides valuable insights for the future construction of a Chinese — style welfare state. The development
of such a welfare state involves not only expanding the scale of social payments but also establishing a precise and efficient redis—
tribution system that embodies social regulatory power. It further reflects China’ s governance capacity in the journey toward build—
ing a robust welfare state.

Key words: Social Regulation; Chinese Welfare State; Social Integration; National Governance
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