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An Investigative Research on Regulation and Control of Social Disputes
in Guangzhou in the Early 20" Century

Xing Zhaohua

Keywords: water conservancy disputes; property disputes; worker group disputes; fund raising disputes; government
regulation

Abstract; Chinese traditional mode of social control had experienced deep changes in the early 20™ century, and a
mixture of various contradictions and conflicts appeared especially in urban society. In the case of Guangzhou city,
government and civic organizations were complementary in dealing with disputes,yet regulating work was out of order
and influenced by various interests. Many social forces who sought to play a part in public affairs paid attention to and
took active role in solving disputes involving water projects, property, temple fund raising, worker organization and
conflicts between labor and capital. Government, public service organization and social elites had different yet ever-
increasing contributions in solving water disputes because the gentlemen were more familiar with the issues and
involved in more deep and had higher expectation. Government were accustomed to ambiguous appeasing method in
dealing with property disputes at the cost of interest equity. Since rigor of regulating precedence was questioned in
temple fund raising issues so this kind of dispute can not be effectively silenced. Government played dominant role in
solving worker organization and struggle between labor and capital, but social elite’s role should not be underestimated.
In the whole there had no collaborative mechanisms for comprehensive and systematic cooperation between government
and civic organization,no sufficient macroscopic integration of social regulating resources. No system civilization came

into being in the Republic of China.



