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ABSTRACTS

Emotional Governance: Traditional Origin and Modern Application of the Fengqiao Experience
WANG Yong ZHOU Yandong
Rationalism is dominant in the modern governance system but it also causes sentimentalists to reflect on
the problems of “excessivecriticism and doubt’”  “developing into extreme irrationality ” and “not generating
motivation by itself” in rationalism. Sentimentalists believe that rational utilitarianism often faces a predicament
when interpreting social disorder proposing to understand it based on emotional stimulus or emotional experi—
ence. Whether it is the culture of emotional governance supported by kinship rural Geo — relation and religious
worship or the style of emotional work like drama performance case —making of collective complaint emotion—
al education and reform and “heart — warming” projects they are all traditional elements for the generation and
development of the Fenggiao emotional governance experience. Through empirical research it is found that some
problems exist in the modern rational system and the operation system such as “break and bundle risk of the
governance linkage mechanism”  “disconnect between the state and individuals” and “fragmented regula—
tions” which are difficult to address the public’s concerns. In this regard the paper argues that new four rela—
tions — “one —way crime tackling by public security agencies and multiple prevention by society’  ‘procedural
justice and effect and efficiency’  ‘the public’s satisfaction and national security” and “basic public safety
products and selective safety products” - should be coordinated. The Fengqiao emotional governance experience
shows that specific measures including widening the path of joyful experience building a comprehensive plat—
form reshaping collective memory emotionally connecting the government with individuals and in — depth ex—
ploration of governance can promote the integration of emotion and rationality.

Development of Self — control Theory and Native Test of Its Generality YANG Xuefeng

Self — control theory as a recent development of control theory in the field of western criminology has
attracted much intellectual attention and been tested empirically. Grasmick’s scale is the most used test instru—
mentation of the core construct. After outlining the theoretical development of Self — control theory the re—
vised Grasmick’s scale based on psychometric properties takes samples of drug addicts in mainland China to
test its generality assumption. It concludes that although Self — control theory significantly explains all of the
dependent variables its rejection of other positivistic criminological theories has been proven to be groundless
because of a lower variance ratio. In sum the generality assumption of Self — control theory garners overall
support however it may be overstated at least in one direction.

International Experience and China’s Path of New Psychoactive Substances Regulation BAO Han

Invention and abuse of new Psychoactive Substances is not an evolution of the listed drugs but a conflict
between flaws of the drug control system and high demand for drug abuse. The new Psychoactive Substances
bring challenges to legalization and constitution of the drug control system. It is a plaguing problem how to
control the new Psychoactive Substances protect the rights of the citizens respond to potential threats to so—
cial order and avoid structural destruction of the existing drug control system. Strategic or legislative modes are
formulated by international communities to solve the problem of abusing new Psychoactive Substances which
in turn brings new problems despite of producing a marked effect. China has embarked on planning and build-
ing a new system for the new Psychoactive Substances regulation. Although China has made efforts in legisla—
tion and specific measures but there are still some points to be reviewed and improved. The regulation system
of new Psychoactive Substances in China should based on the existing legal resources and international expe—
rience and reasonable plans effectively control the new Psychoactive Substances without drastically changing
the existing drug control system and measures.
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