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Abstract: Current researches on political participation and generalized trust are mostly based on the

process of urbanization with little attention to the group-evel variables. This paper uses the data of the

survey in rural China and Multilevel Logit Regress Model using township as the second layer—to
investigate the influence of participation in democratic elections on the villagers” generalized trust both
internally and externally. The paper finds that the participation rate at township level enhances villagers”
external generalized trust while having a curvilinear correlation with internal generalized trust. In other
words when there is a zero or high-participation rate in democratic elections villagers have a high level
of internal generalized trust; and low—participation rate brings low level of internal generalized trust.

Taking the current regimes of Non-Democracy Deliberative Democracy and Electoral Democracy into

consideration the paper reveals the inner link between democratization and generalized trust.
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Abstract: This paper studies the practice of social work for petitioning in city Z of G province and
discusses the political logic of integrating social work for petitioning into the process of local governance
process from the perspective of “risk”. Compared with the traditional methods of negotiation social work
for petitioning has its own strengths in promoting a trustworthy relationship between members
constructing fair space for negotiation as well as coordinating with Chinese culture of particularism.
These three mechanisms constitute a unique operational logic making social work for petitioning an

effective “risk-coping” strategy of social governance in local practice.
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