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1. Institutional Design
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2. Selectoral Connection
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TABLE 2.2. Hypotheses

Hypotheses Generated by Theory

Hi: two selectorates, namely, the Communist Party and ordinary citizens. In
exercising veto power over which candidates appear on the ballot, party-led election
committees select voter nominees and party nominees with distinct features that
reflect preferences for different types. Voter nominees on the ballot are “good
types”; party nominees are “governing types.”

H2: post-election contacting of “good types.” Ordinary citizens disproportionately
contact elected “good types” (over “governing types”) to report local problems
because “good types” are more reliable representatives of local interests.

Alternative Hypotheses

Hr1a: conventional wisdom, one selectorate, namely, the Communist Party. Because
local party committees exercise veto power over which candidates appear on the
ballot, they can ignore distinct voter preferences and select voter nominees who are
the same type they would choose without voter input. Voter nominees and party
nominees on the ballot are indistinguishable and reflect party preferences for
qualities that identify them as “governing types.”

H1b: strategic nomination, one selectorate, namely the Communist Party. Because the
regime has overwhelming influence over the allocation of resources, ordinary
citizens suppress their sincere preferences and nominate individuals who are close to
the regime. Voter nominees and party nominees on the ballot are indistinguishable
and reflect party preferences for qualities that identify them as “governing types.”

Hic: radical alternative, one selectorate, namely, ordinary citizens. Cognizant of voter
power as electoral veto players, local party committees select candidates who best
insure against failed elections and election of write-in candidates. Voter nominees
and party nominees on the ballot are indistinguishable and reflect voter preferences
of ordinary citizens for qualities that identify nominees as “good types.”

Hza: betting on power, post-election contacting of “governing types.” Ordinary
citizens disproportionately contact elected “governing types” (over “good types”)
about local problems because “governing types” have better access to regime
resources.
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TABLE 2.3. Voter Nominees and Party Nominees, Township Congresses:
Differences between Group Means (t-tests)

Voter Nominees Party Nominees

)
Subjective efficacy* 2.674 (0.028) 2.451 (0.033)
Perceived constituent monitoring 3.448 (0.040) 3.367 (0.055)
Voting district priority? 0.377 (0.018) 0.308 (0.025)
Years lived in voting district* 34.346 (0.732) 26.809 (r.125)
Communist Party member 0.865 (0.013) 0.865 (0.013)
ighest Communist Party school* 1.587 (0.044) 1.910 (0.072)
Male 0.783 (o.015) 0.792 (0.022)
Age §6.036 (0.418) 56.970 (0.712)
Junior high school or below! 0.396 (0.018) 0.295 (0.024)
Senior high school* 0.391 (0.018) 0.278 (0.024)
Vocational school (K%)* 0.153 (0.013) 0.246 (0.023)
KC(‘.plleege.-* 0.061 (0.009) 0.181 (0.021)
Agricultural worker 0.159 (0.014) 0.198 (0.022)
Andustrial worker 0.008 (0.003) 0.c08 (0.005)
Self-employed entrepreneur (/44 /7)! 0.041 (0.007) 0.017 (0.007)
Private businessperson 0.046 (0.008) 0.034 (0.010)
Enterprise manager 0.036 (0.007) 0.040 (0.010)
Enterprise or agency staff 0.017 (o.005) 0.006 (0.004)
Skilled worker or professional 0.022 (0.005) 0.020 (0.007)
Teacher 0.017 (0.005) 0.034 (0.010)
Military or police 0.004 (0.002) 0.008 (0.005)
Community leader* 0.535§ (0.019) 0.317 (0.025)
_Party or government official* 0.054 (0.008) 0.144 (0.019)
arty or government leader* 0.037 (0.007) 0.161 (0.020)
Other occupation 0.02§ (0.006) 0.0T1 (0.006)

Observations: 1,063—1,195

Note: Standard errors in parentheses; variable descriptions in text
*p < .oo1I. 'Ip < .0I. ip < .05.
Source: Author’s surveys.
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TABLE 2.6. Constituent Contacts about Local Public Goods Provision
Mixed-Effects Linear Models, Random Effects Clustered at Congress Levels

Township County
Congresses Congresses
~Subjective efficacy in voting district —0.353 (0.629) 0.081  (0.599)
Perceived constituent monitoring 1.278% (o.401) 1.869° (0.342)
Voting district priority 0.997 (0.914) 0.032 (0.728)
Years lived in voting district 0.096" (0.030) 0.037 (0.024)
Communist Party member —0.2I7 (I1.291) —0.114 (0.980)
Highest Communist Party school 0.821F (o.412) 0.435 (0.279)
Standing committee member —0.698 (1.165)
Male —0.969 (1.043) 1.209 (0.854)
Age 0.4I0 (0.319) 0.501 (0.268)
Age-squared —0.003 (0.003) —0.004 (0.002)
Senior high school 0.695 (1.040) 1.503 (r.318)
Vocational school (%) 0.917 (1.544) 3.324" (1.368)
College —o0.026 (2.177) 0.617 (1.503)
Industrial worker —2.318 (4.991) —3.371  (2.636)
Self-employed entreprencur (4~ ) 5.922! (2.256) 3.992  (2.959)
Private businessperson —2.0I4 (2.555) —o0.307 (1.766)
Enterprise manager 4.996' (2.368) —2.117 (1.875%)
Enterprise or agency staff 5.252  (3.473) —1.891 (3.863)
Skilled worker or professional 2.941 (3.061) 1.039 (2.525)
Teacher 4.702  (3.138) 3.394 (1.996)
Military or police 4.070 (5.130) —0.712  (2.499)
Community leader 2.366 (1.252) 2.701 (1.681)
Party or government official 3.880 (2.219) —1.263 (1.937)
Party or government leader 2.294 (2.381) 0.485 (1.927)
Other occupation 2.716 (2.742) 3.430 (2.511)
Constant —13.033 (8.567) —14.748" (7.424)
Observations 566 814
Wald chi-square statistic (df) 55.61 (24), 114.46 (25),
p = .0003 p = .0000
Likelihood ratio tests: comparison p = .0002 p = .0000

with one-level model

Notes: Standard errors in parentheses; variable descriptions in text.

Analysis excludes delegates with concurrent seats. Township congresses do not establish standing
committees. Reference educational category is junior high school completion or below; reference
occupation is farmer.

*p <.cor. 'p <.or fp < .os.

Source: Author’s surveys.
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3. Authoritarian Parochialism
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TABLE 3.1. Delegate Views of Congressional Representation, Percentages

Mandate Leninist Trustee

Agree 60.2 29.§ 21.6

Basically agree 31.8 34.0 30.2

Somewhat disagree 6.1 27.6 28.1

Disagree 1.9 9.0 20.2

Observations 4,912 4,810 4,802

View closest to own view 59.8 23.0 17.2

Observations 4,005

Notes: Percentages may not add up to 100 because of rounding,.

“Percentages for agree—disagree items are categories chosen in response to each of the following
statements, respectively, by column: “Congress delegates should side with (f£ff—%{) the majority
of their constituents, because constituents best understand their own interests.” “Congress dele-
gates should obey (iR M) the decisions of the [communist] party organization, because the party
best represents the interests of constituents, and constituents do not always understand their own
interests.” “Congress delegates are able to represent the interests of their constituents, even if this
means not always siding with their constituents.” Percentages in the seventh row are responses to
a follow-up question: “Which of these views is closest to your own view?”

Source: Author’s surveys.

TABLE 3.2. Delegate Support for “Mandate” View of Representation, by Congress Level and Source of Nomination,
Percentages

Township Delegates County Delegates

Voter Party Voter Party Municipal

Nominees  Nominees Combined Nominees Nominees Combined Delegates
Agree 69.8 63.0 68.3 61.9 57.9 59.9 50.4
Basically agree 23.0 31.4 25.3 30.7 33.2 32.1 39.5
Somewhat disagree 4.4 4.2 4.2 5.0 7.3 6.0 9.0
Disagree 2.9 I.4 2.3 2.4 1.6 2.0 1.2
Observations 735 357 1,092 1,421 1,405 2,826 858

Notes: Percentages may not add up to 100 because of rounding.

Pearson chi-square for differences by congress level: 79.8545, p = .000.

Pearson chi-square for differences by source of nomination: 10.3405, p = .016 for township delegates; 11.3032, p = .o10 for county
delegates.

Percentages are categories chosen in response to the following statement: “Congress delegates should side with (ff#f—3) the majority of
their constituents, because constituents best understand their own interests.”

Source: Author’s surveys.
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TABLE 3.3. Delegate Views of Most Important Responsibility, Percentages

Doing practical things, solving concrete problems for the mass public 50.4
Electing government leaders 19.9
Monitoring responses to motions, proposals, criticisms, and suggestions 8.9
Reporting upward, reflecting local conditions and the popular will 7.4
Raising proposals, criticisms, suggestions, and motions 4.4
Overseeing law enforcement 3.8
Hearing government work reports 2.5
Transmitting downward, explaining and promoting official policies 1.5
Conducting inspections and investigations I.2
Observations 4,588

Note: Percentages are categories chosen in response to the following question: “Congress delegates
ave many responsibilities. ich do you think is the most important responsibility for a townshi
h y responsibilities. Which do you think is th t important responsibility for a t hip
[county, municipal] congress delegate?”

Source: Author’s survey.

TABLE 3.4. Activity as Congress Delegate, Yearly Averages by Congress Level

Concurrent Concurrent

Township  Township County County or Municipal

Only or County Only Municipal Only
Actions in direct response to constituent contacting:
Action on problem “reflected” up 7.79 9.11 7.22 9.09 22.30
Per 1,000 constituents 10.70 2.63 1.99
Help with some issue 7.76 7.93 5.37 7.23 2.85
Per 1,000 constituents 10.70 1.96 0.25
Other actions:
Proposals, criticisms, suggestions 4.82 4.64 4.32 6.23 9.76
Per 1,000 constituents 6.64 1.58 0.87
Motions initiated 2.92 2.81 2.13 3.59 3.44
Per 1,000 constituents 4.02 0.78 0.31
Motions co-sponsored 2.70 3.03 2.92 3.74 3.64
Per 1,000 constituents 3.72 1.06 .32
Motions placed on agenda 1.76 1.16 0.77 1.28 1.28
Per 1,000 constituents 2.42 0.28 0.11
Observations, range across six activities above 643—778 1,087—1,186 950—1,164 243—271 124—318

Variable construction in text

Sowurce: Author’s surveys.
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4. Putative Principals
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TABLE 4.1. Mass Public Views of Congress Delegate’s Most Important
Responsibility, Percentages

Doing practical things, solving concrete problems for the mass public 87.0
Reporting upward, reflecting local conditions and the popular will 6.5
Electing government leaders 3.5
Transmitting downward, explaining and promoting official policies 1.7
Overseeing law enforcement 1.2
Raising proposals, criticisms, suggestions, and motions 0.3
Observations 783

Notes: Percentages are categories chosen in response to the following question: “Congress delegates
have many responsibilities. Which do you think is the most important responsibility for a township
congress delegate?”

Percentages do not add up to 100 because of rounding.

Source: Author’s survey.
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TABLE 4.3. Naming Congress Delegates and Knowing Village

Heads, Percentages

Percentage

Correctly names her township congress delegate 34.4
Cannot name her township congress delegate 65.6
Observations 983

Knows (T fi#) the village head very well 21.9
Knows the village head somewhat well 38.1
Does not know the village head too well 25.4
Does not know the village head at all 6.3
Does not know who the village head is 8.3
Observations 957

Source: Author’s surveys.

TABLE 4.4. Interest in Village and Congress Elections, Percentages

Village Elections Congress Elections
Very interested 8.8 4.5
Somewhat interested 24.7 15.7
Not too interested 26.1 24.6
Not interested at all 40.4 55.3
Observations 954 818

Notes: Pearson chi-square: 1,100; p = .000.
Percentages may not add up to 100 because of rounding.
Source: Author’s surveys.
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TABLE 4.6. Voting in Village and Congress Elections: Mixed-Effects Logistic
Models, Random Effects Clustered at Township Level

Village Elections Congress Elections
Male 127 (.207) —.182 (.226)
Age 163" (.046) .250% (.069)
Age-squared —.002* (.0005%) —.002* (.0007)
Primary school —.0004 (.279) —.0002 (.311)
Junior high school .063 (.296) .025 (.327)
Senior high school —.322 (.385) 177 (.408)
Vocational school or —1.0I2 (.861) —.510 (.206)
higher (K%)
Income (in 10,000 yuan) —.008 (.048) .056 (.048)
Communist party membership —.044 (.382) 1.155* (.330)
Discusses politics .201 (.x10) .418* (.107)
Subjective political efficacy 251 (-x92) 510! (.206)
Constant —3.473 (1.159)
Wald chi-square statistic (df) 26.81 (11), p=.0049 62.24 (11), p = .0000
LR tests: comparison to p = .000 p = .0o00
one-level model
Observations 720 732

Standard errors in parentheses, variable descriptions in text

Note: Reference educational category is no schooling.
Source: Author’s surveys.
*p < .ooL. 1'p < .oI.
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TABLE 4.7. Villager and Delegate Assessments of Most Important Village and
Township Problems, Percentages

Most Important Village Most Important
Problem Township Problem

Villagers Delegates Villagers Delegates
“Slow economic growth 20.2 31.7 24.0 35.6
High income inequality 3.2 2.1 5.3 3.1
iow incomes 29.0 9.2 28.3 7.1
nvironmental pollution 6.6 9.0 6.8 10.2
Social instability (#££77 %) 3.3 6.1 3.7 8.4
Health care 3.7 1.8 3.3 2.0
Reduction of arable land 2.1 2.2 2.3 3.2
Corruption (T#BRREL) 3.3 0.9 5.7 1.0
Family planning 0.1 1.7 o 1.7
Unemployment 3.0 4.7 4.0 3.4
Care for the elderly 5.3 4.6 5.1 2.9
Clan conflict o 0.4 o o.1
Social mores (12 X)) 0.7 3.1 0.6 1.3
Transportation 14.4 12.5 8.2 10.3
Other 5.2 10.1 2.6 9.7

Observations 873 782 646 786

Source: Author’s surveys.
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5. Independent Candidates
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TABLE §.2. Electoral Objectives of Independent Candidates
Campaigning on Sina Weibo, 2011 t0 2012

Stated Objectives %
Personal catalyst only 4.9
Parochial representation only o
Big political questions only 29.5
Personal catalyst and parochial representation 32.8
Personal catalyst and big political questions 26.2
Parochial representation and big political questions o
All three objectives 6.6

Observations: 61 candidates

Source: Independent candidate posts and reposts on Sina Weibo, accessed June
2010—May 2013 (see Appendix C).
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6. Conclusion
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