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Summary
Japan is now entering a stage of transition from a centralized society to a decentralized one

through the first and the second decentralization reform. The actors who share with public activities
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consist of not only public sector but private profit and nonprofit sector in local communities. It is
necessary for them to collaborate and form ‘new public space’.

The purpose of this paper is to examine how platforms can be managed sustainably and advance
a model of organization management, financial basis, the function and role of ‘public management
platform’ by a case study. In a case study on ‘Chiyoda Platform Square’ at Chiyoda-ku, where a
residents’ association is active historically and social capital base remains, we find that ‘Chiyoda
Platform Square’ as bridging social capital can be activated. Moreover, we analyze that promoting
citizens activities can produce social capital and enhance ‘community power’ sourced social capital
because social capital and citizens activities are interactive relationship.

For local communities to achieve sustainable development, it is important for existing platforms
to be developed into ‘public management platform’. It can produce opportunities which each actors
of public sector, private profit and nonprofit sector collaborate to solve community public issues

and can enhance ‘community power’ by promoting citizens activities and producing social capital.
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