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plementing public policies and delivering public services. The purpose of this paper is to explore the extent to which cultural and
institutional factors as explanatory variables have influence on the perception of government quality. A comparative analysis of
mainland China and Taiwan using data from Asia Barometer Survey 2010-2012 provided by East Asia Democratic Studies . This
paper examines the cultural and institutional factors” influence on the perceived quality of government in mainland China and Tai-
wan. The results show that cultural and institutional factors have some influence on the perceived quality of government in two ar—
eas but play different roles in other two areas. The perceived degrees of democracy and Confucian values account for public’s per—
ception of the quality of government but these two variables exert a greater influence on the mainland. The key limitation of the
study is that it explores the related factors of government quality and their interpretation solely from the micro level. But need to
recognize that the quality of government is not simply equated with the perceived government quality. If in the future to better in—
tegrate macro and micro data and to perfect the measurement of government quality may enable it to better analyze cultural and
institutional factors on the quality of the government and their explanatory power. Expanding on the previous research of examining
influencing factors of government quality this study combines cultural and institutional dimensions to explore their influence and
their explanatory power. It reveals that both cultural and institutional factors have some influence on the perceived quality of gov—
ernment and studies which insisted cultural homogeneity to ignore cultural influence have flaws.
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6 Public Opinion and Local Fiscal Decision Making in Authoritarian China
Based on Survey Experiment to Local Government
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Abstract ID 1672-6162 2015 03-0057-EA
Abstract Responding to public opinion is one of the fundamental functions of a modern political system. However there are few
empirical researches to explore the effect of public opinion on policy decisions in transitional countries. The objective of this paper
is to examine the role of local public opinion on local fiscal decision making under the top—down government system. This paper at—
tempts to identify the effect of public opinion on local fiscal decision making by conducting survey experiment of 3059 Chinese lo—
cal officials in 26 prefecture cities. The experiment covers both policy domains of economic investment and social welfare and also
examines the different impact of superior government’s orders and local public opinion on local fiscal decision making. We find that
local government’s economic investment decision is significantly affected by both the order of superior government and local public
opinion but the influence of the former is slightly stronger than the latter. However both the superior order and local public opin—
ion do not affect the social welfare decision in local government. The findings are robust when controlling for the individual charac—
teristics political values and policy preference of public officials and spatial differences in economic development and fiscal in—
dependence. The key limitation of the study is that the study only covers 26 cities which threat the external validity of the exper—
iment. Author limitation is that it focuses solely on economic investment and social welfare policies. The findings show that local
government in China supplies selective responsiveness in some certain policy such as economic investment provided that the poli—
cy domain are high degree of salience and shared policy preferences existed between policy makers and citizens. So Chinese gov—
ernment should open its policy process and adjust its officials” preference through superior’s order. Expanding the public opinion —
policy making relationship in transitional countries through original excremental design. Promoting the innovative research method
like experiment in public administration.
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