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Famers’ Petition and Erosion of Political Tmuist in Government — +«-+-+ +=++-+

.................................................................. Hu Rong 39

Abstract Based on survey data, this paper explores the relationship between fammers
petition and erosion of political trust in govemment in China. Factor analysis shows that
famers trust in government can be divided into two componenis: the grassroots
govemment trust component, which covers farmers  trust in township govermment, county
govemment and city govemment, and the high level government trust component, which
includes trust in provincial govemment and central govemment. The grassroots government
trust is much lower than that of the highrlevel government trust. Further multi-regression
analysis shows that besides factors such as age, sex and political efficacy, petition
influences political tst significantly. The higher level of government famers go to for
petitions the more famers twst in governrment ewdes. The author agues that in spite of
the substantial flaws in the existing petition system, refomns should not be limited to the
petition sy stem but should be implemented more broadly to find solutions.

Deliberative Democracy in Rural China: A case study
.................................... He Baogang &Wang Chunguang 56

Abstract Villagers self-govemment has been cartied out in rural China for almost 20
years and laws and policy regulations relating to it have become more detailed concrete
and standardised in recent years. Howeves villagers basic rights and interests cannot be
guaranteed and villagers”  self-govemment has not built fimm institutional protective
barriers for villagers basic rights and interests. To improve village democracy and give
villagers access to basic rghts going further with democratic decision-making,
management and supervison is as important as holding democratic elections. Based on a
successful democracy experiment in a small village in Zhejiang Province, the paper argues
that in order to advance development of Chinese deliberative democracy, it is necessary to
establish several institutions or procedures such as chairing meetings by independent
moderators, random selection of participants, issuing information in advance, survey-
based decisomrmaking, and democratic consultation on significant affairs.

Consumption Institutions, Incentives to Labor, and Legitimacy Resources:
The change of institutional arrangements regarding consumer lives and laborer

motivations in urtban China =+ ++e+eseeeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeeees Wang Ning 74

Abstract: Employing the method of govemmental documents analysis this paper dedls
with the logic undedying the transformations of consumption institutions in China from the
early 1950s to the late 1990s from a macwo-perspective. It is argued that in a totalitarian
state, consumption is not something totally at individuals disposal but rather something
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