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The Status and Characteristics of Peasants ' Ideology of Social
Welfare Based on the Sample Investigation in Beijing

ZHANG Rui-kai

Abstract: Ideology of social welfare plays a direct role in the field of social policy. The survey shows that the peasants ' ideology of
social welfare is close to the Welfare Pluralism. On one hand, they expect the government to take the responsibility of providing welfare; On the
other hand, they believe that the working units, families and individuals should also take more responsibility than the government. The peasants
tend to “selectivity” and “market mechanism” in welfare distribution. Analyzing the influential factors, the traditional culture of China and the
peasants' human capital have more influence on their ideology.
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