
Citation: Fan, S.; Luo, X.; Han, P.

Conflict Resolution between

Multi-Level Government and

Farmers in Land Expropriation Based

on Institutional Credibility Theory:

Empirical Evidence from Shandong

Province, China. Land 2023, 12, 844.

https://doi.org/10.3390/

land12040844

Academic Editors: Hossein Azadi,

Rando Värnik and Ants-Hannes

Viira

Received: 3 March 2023

Revised: 30 March 2023

Accepted: 5 April 2023

Published: 7 April 2023

Copyright: © 2023 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

land

Article

Conflict Resolution between Multi-Level Government
and Farmers in Land Expropriation Based on Institutional
Credibility Theory: Empirical Evidence from Shandong
Province, China
Shengyue Fan, Xijing Luo * and Peitao Han

School of Economics, Minzu University of China, Beijing 100081, China; fanshengyue@muc.edu.cn (S.F.)
* Correspondence: luoxj@bjast.ac.cn; Tel.: +86-15210516739

Abstract: Land expropriation has always been a hot spot of social conflicts. The land expropriation
policy of Merging Villages and Living Together (MVLT) in rural areas has intensified conflicts due to
insufficient financial compensation and “demolishing old houses before building new ones”. The
current research most simply assesses the degree of conflict and the influencing factors but rarely
includes farmers, governments at all levels, the strength of policy tools, and policy perceptions
in a unified quantitative research framework, which is not conducive to conflict resolution and
policy improvement. This paper adopts the institutional credibility theory, incorporates the policy
instruments of higher-level governments, administrative instruments of lower-level governments,
and farmers’ credibility of policies into a unified accounting framework, constructs a conflict stress
index, evaluates the role of each subject’s characteristics, policy perceptions, and policy instruments
in the process of conflict generation and resolution, and analyzes the methods of conflict resolution
from the perspective of different stakeholder conflicts. The theoretical analysis framework and
the quantitative analysis of the indicators are verified by using a case study of MVLT policy in
Shandong Province, China. The results show that the credibility of the policy of “village integration”
is influenced by individual characteristics and varies significantly. The administrative means and
different combinations of lower-level government are significantly related to an increase in farmers’
credibility, which can significantly improve the success rate of policy implementation. The effect of
administrative means of higher-level government on the credibility of farmers is limited. The highest
value of the conflict index was observed when the administrative instruments reached the maximum
value without a marginal increase in farmers’ credibility. Based on the quantitative evaluation of
conflict generation and resolution mechanisms, recommendations for policy implementation and
improvement were made.

Keywords: conflict analysis model (CAM); credibility thesis; land disputes; expropriation and
eviction; endogenous property rights

1. Introduction

Land expropriation in China (hereinafter referred to as land expropriation) is an impor-
tant realistic path for rapidly promoting urbanization. From 2003 to 2017, the government
expropriated a total of 5,555,297 thousand hectares of land at an average of 370,353 thou-
sand hectares per year [1]. This results in a loss of farmers’ land use and usufruct rights,
and the resulting insufficient compensation is the primary reason for land expropriation
conflicts [2–4]. Cai et al. (2020) [5] pointed out that there is an enormous deficiency be-
tween the compensation for land-lost villagers and the market value of land. Therefore,
insufficient land expropriation compensation has been criticized as a deprivation for land-
lost farmers [6,7]. It is also the most important source of social unrest and the significant
number of conflicts caused by land expropriation in China’s rural and surrounding urban
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areas [8–11]. Over the past decade, more than 65% of Chinese farmers’ petitions are due
to land issues, of which 73.2% are related to land expropriation [12]. These latter conflicts
have become a key issue affecting rural stability in China [13].

Although it is a type of land expropriation, the policy of Merging Villages and Living
Together (MVLT) is different from an ordinary one that is government led. The implementa-
tion of the MVLT is related to the policy of “ linking newly added cropland quotas with the
amount of land used for urban and rural construction (LID project)” issued by the Ministry
of Natural Resources [14,15]. In order to save land resources, the policy allows local gov-
ernments to increase the index of urban construction land by reducing the amount of rural
construction land in the same area. The specific approach of the government-led policy
for MVLT in rural areas is to demolish peasant households in several neighboring rural
areas. The homesteads will be recovered, and new rural communities will be composed of
buildings to resettle the demolished peasant households. This will achieve land reclamation
and increase the area of cultivated land in exchange for an increase in urban construction
land indicators. The original intention of the LID project was to protect China’s total control
target of 1.8 billion mu of arable land, which can change dynamically in terms of spatial
distribution but maintains a balance in terms of the total amount. Implementing the MVLT
policy can result in residents living centrally, thus effectively reducing rural construction
land that will gain urban construction indicators instead.

In addition to insufficient compensation, the most significant characteristic of the
MVLT policy is “demolishing houses first and then building resettlement houses”. Before
the new houses are constructed, the old houses have to be demolished, and the homestead
rights of farmers are, therefore, infringed [16]. The farmer must build temporary housing
on his contracted land before the resettlement housing is completed or some of them “live
in no fixed place”. Even if they live in resettlement houses, the original form of open
living becomes centralized apartment living, which leads to “separation of production
and living functions” [17]. This directly causes economic risks for migrant farmers due to
the breakdown of livelihood networks [18]. Chuang (2015) [1] believed that many land
expropriation farmers have become “homeless without three things”, that is, no land,
no job, and no basic welfare guarantee [19]. Therefore, compared with the general land
expropriation policy, the MVLT policy receives more resistance from farmers, which has
led to contradictions and conflicts that are more intense.

There are two completely opposite explanatory paradigms in academia regarding
conflicts during land expropriation in China. One is the pattern of peasant rights protections,
which suggests that lower governments violate the law and infringe upon the rights
of farmers during land expropriation, leading to their resistance and defense of their
rights [20–22]. The other explanatory paradigm is the interest conflict paradigm, which
suggests that there are many vague interest spaces in the process of land expropriation.
All interest entities involved in land expropriation engage in intense interest conflicts to
maximize their benefits, resulting in land expropriation conflicts, including petitioning and
group conflict events [23–26]. In addition to the above two explanatory paradigms, there is
a third explanatory paradigm for land expropriation conflicts. It suggests that the main
reason for conflicts is the unreasonable land expropriation system, which is characterized
by low compensation, excessive scope, and lack of negotiation, and non-public interest
expropriation is the main cause of land expropriation conflicts. This explanatory paradigm
can be called the institutional paradigm [27–30]. These three paradigms analyze the causes
and resolution of conflicts in the process of land expropriation from different perspectives
and need to be studied from a more comprehensive perspective.

Regarding the degree of conflict in land expropriation, Liu Haoran and Liang Fachao
(2020) constructed a framework of factors that affect the intensity of land expropriation con-
flicts and qualitatively analyzed the intensity of 12 land expropriation conflicts [31]. Lin et al.
(2018) classified China’s land conflicts into four types based on four indicators: direct economic
losses caused by conflicts, number of participants, injuries, and deaths [32]. These types are
massive land conflicts, serious land conflicts, ordinary land conflicts, and non-land conflicts.
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Obviously, this quantitative classification is inaccurate and difficult to apply because there
is no transitional state between these four types. It is difficult to show the degree of conflict
without personnel casualties, and it is impossible to show the interaction between farmers
and government in land expropriation based on the scale of conflicts.

As China’s most controversial land policy, the MVLT has resulted in numerous con-
flicts, and the degree of conflict involved in MVLT is far greater than that of regular land
expropriation. However, MVLT has not incited sustained and large-scale social conflicts
and unrest. Although MVLT has become a profound problem, there is a lack of quantitative
analysis of the degree of conflict and its resolution mechanism. Therefore, how to resolve
MVLT conflicts is the main focus of this article.

This paper will analyze the policy credibility of farmers, the policy tools used by the
upper government to implement the policy objectives, and the administrative means used
by the lower government to organize farmers. It proposes a theoretical analysis framework
for the conflict between farmers and the government that explains how the conflicts were
generated and how they can be resolved. The conflict pressure index and the conflict index as
well as their calculation methods are constructed, and the changes in these indexes reflect the
role of administrative means of lower government and policy tools of upper government.

There are three innovations in this paper: (1) The farmers’ behavior will, the upper
government’s will, and the lower government’s administrative means are brought into the
theoretical framework of a conflict analysis, which provides a broader vision for conflict
generation and solution. (2) The conflict pressure and the conflict itself are distinguished,
and the conflict pressure and conflict index are quantitatively measured, which provides
a quantitative basis for the analysis of conflict intensity. (3) This paper discusses the
mechanism of conflict resolution, analyzes ways to resolve land expropriation conflicts
with the change in policy tools of the upper government and administrative means of the
lower government. This also explains why there are no continuous and major conflicts
leading to endangering social stability in the implementation of the MVLT policy.

This paper is divided into six sections. The first part is the Introduction. The second
is the theoretical analysis framework and hypotheses, including the mechanism of how
farmers’ willingness and government behavior affect the generation of the conflict. The
third section comprises an overview of the study area, the acquisition of data, and the
introduction of research methods. The fourth section is an analysis of the results, the fifth is
a Discussion, and the sixth is the Conclusions.

2. Theoretical Analysis Framework and Hypotheses
2.1. The Stakeholders in the MVLT Conflict

During the MVLT process, various major stakeholders are involved [33]. Fan et al. (2016)
believed that the stakeholders involved in rural land expropriation include expropriated
farmers, lower governments, upper governments, rural collective economic organizations,
netizens, and the media [34]. Tan and Tu (2009) stated that the stakeholders in land expropria-
tion conflicts mainly include farmers, enterprises, lower governments, and rural collective
economic organizations [35].

The stakeholders involved in land expropriation are directly related to the causes of
conflicts and the ways to resolve them. The method for determining the main stakeholders
in the land expropriation process is to judge whether they have the right to directly dispose
of land interests. Farmers have the right to use land, and the economic benefits of land
production are the farmers’ personal property. However, land expropriation deprives
farmers of their land rights, including disposal rights and other related rights, resulting
in a significant increase in their living costs. When farmers’ own interests are damaged,
they often develop a confrontational mentality against the government, which can lead
to conflict. Therefore, expropriated farmers are one of the main stakeholders in land
expropriation conflicts.

Rural collective organizations are the owners of collective land. However, since the
promulgation of the “Opinions on Improving the Separation of Rural Land Ownership,
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Contract Rights, and Management Rights” 1 by the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of China and the State Council in 2016, which established the “separation of three
rights” of rural land ownership, contract rights, and management rights, and gave farmers
the right to dispose of land contract rights, rural collective organizations can no longer be
considered as independent stakeholders.

Netizens are not direct stakeholders in land expropriation and are more concerned
about the disadvantaged groups in the process of land expropriation due to psychological
identification. Similarly, the media are not a direct stakeholder in land expropriation and
obtain attention or satisfaction of professional missions from the process. Therefore, neither
netizens nor the media are stakeholders in land expropriation.

The government is the producer of land expropriation policies. In implementing
land expropriation policies, the government can adopt both market and administrative
approaches. Generally, the government uses demolition or real estate companies to carry
out land expropriation development projects that are urgent and have high land prices.
The benefits of this approach are that it can ensure efficiency and avoid direct confrontation
with expropriated farmers. However, the downside is obvious: companies are not familiar
with the specific situation of expropriated farmers, lack channels for communication with
farmers, and administrative capabilities, which often exacerbate land expropriation conflicts
and lead to serious conflicts. According to Lin et al., most land conflicts are caused by
companies implementing land expropriation [32]. Therefore, to ensure social stability and
protect the interests of expropriated farmers, since the promulgation of the “separation
of three rights” of rural land in 2016, the frequency and scale of market-oriented land
expropriation implemented by upper governments have been significantly reduced.

2.2. The Conflict of the MVLT and Farmers’ Credibility

The Conflict Analysis Model (CAM) originated from the study of land tenure and
forest conflicts [36] and was gradually developed to include a set of different variables [37],
notably, timing, source, nature, frequency, intensity, duration, and outcome of conflicts.
This was later expanded with additional indicators such as the different actors involved
in a conflict [38]. The model is a heuristic tool to which indicators can be added, adjusted,
and operationalized according to the needs of the study. Its aim is to approach conflict in
a multi-dimensional and temporally and spatially sensitive manner by going through a
reiterative process of hermeneutical data interpretation. In effect, it is a flexible, analytical
instrument for assessing the relevant variables, rather than a rigid model in which each
indicator needs to be present. To date, the CAM has been applied and tested through a
variety of studies, such as on urban commons [39], grassland [40], and indigenous land
rights [41], and has become a tool to evaluate the conflict of farmland systems [38,42].

The CAM also has certain areas for further refinement: (1) It mostly describes the
conflict extent and the results and focuses less on the drivers of the conflict; thus, there is a
lack of a basis for taking effective measures to resolve conflicts. (2) For a land conflict that
is a result of public policy and public governance, the role of the government as a policy
maker and promoting executor is important. What role the government plays in conflict
generation and resolution has not been studied. Thus, solutions could be found from the
credibility theory to resolve the above problems.

The “credibility thesis” provides a corresponding relationship between institutional
credibility and behavioral response. Grabel (1994) pointed out that, when the policy is
“credible”, a rational economic man will respond to market signals as described by the
neoclassical theory [43]. Peter Ho systematically proposed the theory and measurement
method (institutional credibility thesis) of institutional “credibility” and defined it as
follows: When a certain institution exists and persists, it likely plays a certain role or
fulfills a function in society [36,37,41]. Social and economic executors have a certain degree
of perception and support for the system, believing that it is credible, will implement
it, and it is efficient. Otherwise, the efficiency of the system is relatively low. Farmers’
credibility consists of the perception of three dimensions: profit and loss, conflict, and
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institutional change [40,41,44]. According to the value of the credibility, institutional
credibility is divided into five levels: high, medium-high, neutral, medium-low, and low,
corresponding to the different levels of policy intervention [45]. Thus far, institutional
credibility theory has been widely used in public policy and has successfully explained
numerous phenomena [38–41,45–48], indicating the wide application of the theory.

The credibility thesis and its underlying theory hold that credibility is endogenous.
It is significantly affected by the characteristics of farmers’ age, gender, education level,
household income, and income sources [45,49,50]. Diniz et al. (2013) [51] found that the
five types of livelihood capital of farmers, including human, material, natural, social, and
financial resources, have an important impact on farmers’ livelihood strategies and are an
important driving force for farmers’ willingness to participate in land reform. Fan (2022)
analyzed the implementation of grassland ecosystem service policies and believed that the
livelihood capital and livelihood type of farmers are endogenous to credibility [52]. It is
sufficient to observe that the credibility of policies will be different if the characteristics of
policy implementers are also different, and the policies’ results will vary. There is a causal
chain between individual characteristics, credibility, and policy results (Figure 1). In this
context, the following hypothesis for the MVLT policy is proposed:

H1: There is a significant correlation between the individual characteristics of farmers and the
credibility of the MVLT. If the individual characteristics of farmers, such as living place, income
level, and social capital, are different then the credibility of the policy is also significantly different.
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2.3. Government Behavioral Will and Generation of Conflict

Public choice theory holds that the government is also an “economic man” with its
own pursuit of interests [53,54]. Therefore, the analysis of the government’s willingness
should be based on the pursuit of the interests (utility) of land expropriation. Government
has a hierarchical structure (Tirole 1986) [55], and it is simplified into two levels for the
MVLT, i.e., upper and lower government.

The upper government formulates the policy of the MVLT. There are two major
driving factors for upper government to do so: one is to develop the local economy and
reduce fiscal deficit [5,56–58], and the second is the motivation to promote government
officials [59–61]. Li and Zhou verified the significant correlation between the promotion of
local officials and local economic performance [62]. In addition, with the intensification of
social contradictions in recent years, the risk of social stability caused by possible major
conflicts has also become an important factor to be considered in the upper government’s
policy formulation [10,63]. Therefore, it will assess the social stability problems that may
be caused by the MVLT before formulating it [64]. When the risk can be controlled, the
upper government will depute the lower government to implement the MVLT. In order to
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ensure its effective implementation, the upper government uses policy tools, including task
assignment, inspection and acceptance, incentive measures, and performance assessment,
to ensure the lower government’s policy implementation [65–67].

The lower government is also an “economic man”, which is self-interested in the
structure of the principal agent in policy implementation [68,69]. Under the restriction of
the policy tools of the upper government, lower-government officials implement the MVLT
and achieve the policy objectives in their pursuit of political achievements. To achieve this,
the lower government will use all administrative resources to complete the policy of the
upper government within the prescribed timeframe [70,71]. Administrative means, such as
land compensation discretion, administrative penalties, and organizational mobilization,
are used to mobilize farmers to implement the MVLT.

Various major stakeholders are involved in the MVLT [33–35]. There are three primary
actors: upper government, lower government, and peasant households. The process of
conflict and interaction among them promotes the implementation of the MVLT but also
produces prominent contradictions (Figure 2). In Figure 2, the upper government entrusts
the MVLT to the lower government and, at the same time, urges the lower government to
implement it for the policy objectives through policy tools. The lower government acts
on behalf of the upper government’s policy and mobilizes farmers to participate through
administrative instruments. Farmers decide whether to participate in the policy according
to their own assessment of the policy’s credibility. The conflict pressure in the process of
the MVLT comes from the gap between the credibility of the upper government and the
farmers, which will lead to conflict under the promotion of the policy tools of the upper
government. We use the conflict index to measure the degree of conflict.

Land 2023, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 6 of 23 
 

The upper government formulates the policy of the MVLT. There are two major driv-

ing factors for upper government to do so: one is to develop the local economy and reduce 

fiscal deficit [5,56–58], and the second is the motivation to promote government officials 

[59–61]. Li and Zhou verified the significant correlation between the promotion of local 

officials and local economic performance [62]. In addition, with the intensification of social 

contradictions in recent years, the risk of social stability caused by possible major conflicts 

has also become an important factor to be considered in the upper government’s policy 

formulation [10,63]. Therefore, it will assess the social stability problems that may be 

caused by the MVLT before formulating it [64]. When the risk can be controlled, the upper 

government will depute the lower government to implement the MVLT. In order to ensure 

its effective implementation, the upper government uses policy tools, including task as-

signment, inspection and acceptance, incentive measures, and performance assessment, 

to ensure the lower government’s policy implementation [65–67]. 

The lower government is also an “economic man”, which is self-interested in the 

structure of the principal agent in policy implementation [68,69]. Under the restriction of 

the policy tools of the upper government, lower-government officials implement the 

MVLT and achieve the policy objectives in their pursuit of political achievements. To 

achieve this, the lower government will use all administrative resources to complete the 

policy of the upper government within the prescribed timeframe [70,71]. Administrative 

means, such as land compensation discretion, administrative penalties, and organiza-

tional mobilization, are used to mobilize farmers to implement the MVLT. 

Various major stakeholders are involved in the MVLT [33–35]. There are three pri-

mary actors: upper government, lower government, and peasant households. The process 

of conflict and interaction among them promotes the implementation of the MVLT but 

also produces prominent contradictions (Figure 2). In Figure 2, the upper government en-

trusts the MVLT to the lower government and, at the same time, urges the lower govern-

ment to implement it for the policy objectives through policy tools. The lower government 

acts on behalf of the upper government’s policy and mobilizes farmers to participate 

through administrative instruments. Farmers decide whether to participate in the policy 

according to their own assessment of the policy’s credibility. The conflict pressure in the 

process of the MVLT comes from the gap between the credibility of the upper government 

and the farmers, which will lead to conflict under the promotion of the policy tools of the 

upper government. We use the conflict index to measure the degree of conflict. 

 

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the implementation of the MVLT and conflict generation. 

When the MVLT is promulgated by the upper government, it means that the policy 

is completely credible. The value of credibility of the upper government is 1 on a value 

Figure 2. Schematic diagram of the implementation of the MVLT and conflict generation.

When the MVLT is promulgated by the upper government, it means that the policy
is completely credible. The value of credibility of the upper government is 1 on a value
range of credibility between 0 and 1. If farmers also believe that the policy is credible,
they will actively cooperate with the implementation of the policy [37], and the pressure
of conflict will be minimal at this time. On the contrary, if farmers think that the policy is
not credible and their willingness to implement the policy is very low, there will be a fierce
conflict between the government and farmers in the MVLT process. With a greater gap
of credibility, there is greater conflict pressure; the smaller the gap, the lower the conflict
pressure. The expression is shown in the formula below:

CFI = Cg − Cf = 1 − Cf (1)
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In Formula (1), CFI is the conflict stress index; Cg is the government’s credibility; and
Cf is the farmers’ credibility.

The high pressure of conflict does not mean that the conflict is strong because it also
depends on the intensity of the implementation of policies by the lower government. Its
driving force to implement policies comes from the policy tools of the upper government.
If the upper government proposed the task of the MVLT to the lower government without
corresponding policy tools, that is, without taking any governance measures, that means
the policy is “a dead letter”. Consequently, the lower government may not act. In this
situation, there is no possibility of conflict.

The conflict index is defined as:

CFindex = CFI × PTI = PTI × (1 − Cf) (2)

In Formula (2), CFindex is the conflict index; PTI is the policy tools index.
In the value range of a conflict index between 0 and 1, 1 is absolute conflict for which

there is no possibility of reconciliation and land expropriation is either enforced by the
government or terminated; 0 means that there is no conflict, and the land requisition is
carried out smoothly.

The Pareto 80/20 rule is very important for the revelation of land expropriation
conflicts. In studying these conflicts [8,12,13], all of the focus will be on analyzing the
significant role of the people who have the least willingness for land expropriation that
causes conflicts and rural stability problems. In addition, there will be an examination of
Lo’s (2021) research on the new poverty problem caused by insufficient compensation for
the prohibition of logging in China [72]. The attention to Hu’s (2020) [73] research on the
violation of voluntary and consent rights of an individual in the “coal-to-gas” project in
rural China will be centered on vulnerable groups. Therefore, we need to pay attention not
only to the willingness and conflict of all of the land-expropriated farmers but especially to
the conflicts caused by the 20% of farmers with the lowest willingness to have their land
expropriated. We define the conflict value of the latter group as:

CFindex (≤20%) = PTI × (1 − Cf ≤ 20%) (3)

In Formula (3), Cf ≤ 20% is the arithmetic mean of the credibility of the lower 20% of
farmers in the sequence of all land-expropriated farmers from low to high.

2.4. Administrative Means of Lower Governments and Conflict Resolution

The biggest feature in the implementation of land expropriation policies is the negotia-
tion and bargaining between government and farmers in the process of the implementation
of the land expropriation policy [64,74]. Most of these conflicts are alleviated or resolved
through bargaining between the lower government and farmers in various stages, and the
land expropriation policy is finally implemented for all or most of the farmers.

From Formula (2), it can be seen that the resolution of the conflict depends on reducing
the PTI of the upper government or improving the credibility of farmers. Generally
speaking, the PTI of the upper government is not easy to change; thus, changing the
credibility of land expropriated farmers becomes key to resolving conflicts and completing
land expropriation tasks.

How do farmers determine credibility? According to Peter Ho’s credibility mea-
surement [37,45], the credibility of land expropriation policy depends on three secondary
indicators, specifically, farmers’ perception of profit and loss, conflict, and institutional
change (Figure 3). The perception of profit and loss is an estimation of whether the amount
of compensation for demolition can balance the loss. The perception of conflict is the
estimation of the contradiction with the local government, other farmers in the same village,
and relatives. The perception of institutional change is the prediction of possible policy
changes if they insist on refusing demolition. These three indicators of credibility fully
reflect the overall perception of farmers with the land expropriation policy and determine
their willingness to act.
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credibility of farmers.

How do administrative means affect the credibility of farmers? Those used by the
lower government primarily include the discretion of compensation, the power of adminis-
trative punishment, and the ability of organization and mobilization (Figure 3). It is easily
discerned how the administrative means affect the credibility of farmers when we further
divide it into three levels of indicators (Table 1). The separate or combined use of these
three administrative means in Table 1 may have an effect on the perception of profit and
loss, conflict, and institutional change, thus affecting farmers’ credibility. Under the threat
of administrative means, the value of this may increase and resolve the conflict. To this end,
we propose the following hypothesis:

H2: There is a significant correlation between the administrative means of the lower government
and an improvement in farmers’ credibility, and different administrative means or combinations of
them have different effects on the credibility of policies.

Table 1. Index setting of administrative means.

Level 1 Index Secondary Indicators Level 3 Indicators

Administrative means

Discretion in compensation expenses Adopt the way of increasing or reducing the compensation
standard for demolition and removal

Authority of administrative penalties
(hard means)

Use a way of limiting freedom

Way that threatens the employment or welfare of family members
or relatives

Take water disconnection, power cut, and road closure

Threat forced demolition

Organization and mobilization ability
(soft means)

Constantly sending people to persuade them

Party members or village cadres to take the lead and asked to
persuade other farmers

People whose family members work in government and business
persuade their family to agree to the demolition.

Ask your relatives to do the persuasion work

The administrative means of the lower government can improve farmers’ credibility
and reduce the pressure of conflict. However, the role of administrative means in resolving
conflicts is limited. When all means fail to achieve the goal of improving farmers’ credibility,
the lower government under the strong restriction of the time node of land expropriation by
the upper government will use administrative power to force demolition for the remaining
farmers with lower credibility without consent. This type of administrative means goes
against the wishes of farmers, which will inevitably lead to fierce conflicts and a rise in
conflict pressure. To this end, the authors propose the following hypothesis:
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H3: Improvements in the credibility of farmers via administrative means is limited. When the
lower government using the maximum administrative means also fails to increase the credibility of
farmers, the degree of conflict is highest.

Generally speaking, the upper government cannot easily change the MVLT after it is
promulgated; thus, the PTI is relatively stable. According to Formula (2), when the PTI is
constant, the size of conflict is related to farmers’ credibility index. Based on hypothesis
H1, H2, and H3, we propose the following ratiocination:

Ratiocination 1: Conflict is determined by the individual characteristics of the behavioral
agent, and there are different conflict values with various places of residence, income levels,
social capital, etc.

Ratiocination 2: The separate and combined use of different administrative means will
effectively resolve the conflict.

Ratiocination 3: The conflict index reaches its maximum when the administrative means
of the lower government are completely used up, and the conflict breaks out.

When the policy credibility gap between the government and farmers reaches its
maximum, the greatest conflict pressure occurs, which will inevitably lead to fierce conflict.
When information, such as the degree and scale of conflict, in the MVLT is transmitted
to the upper government, it will assess whether the conflict seriously endangers social
stability. The central government retains “veto power” and the accountability system over
the decisions of the lower government that pose a major risk to social stability [10,63]. When
the upper government assesses that the continued implementation of the MVLT will greatly
affect social stability, the MVLT will be terminated, and the PTI will become zero. According
to Formula (2), the conflict index is 0 at this time, and the conflict disappears. It can be seen
that the upper government’s timely termination of the MVLT is an effective way to resolve
conflicts. At the end of the MVLT, the remaining farmers become “nail households” [75,76].
In this changing governance system, the phenomenon of the existence of uncompromising
nail households reflects the important role of the social stability mechanism that ultimately
controls land expropriation conflicts within a certain range.

3. Overview of the Study Area, Data Acquisition, and Research Methods
3.1. Overview of the Study Area

Tancheng County is a county under the jurisdiction of Linyi City, Shandong Province.
Tancheng County is located in the low mountains and hills in central and southern Shan-
dong Province and in the hinterland of the Tancang Plain (Figure 4). Tancheng County is a
jurisdiction with 13 towns. At the end of 2020, the total number of households was 314,700,
the total population was 1,045,400, the urban population was 308,500, and the rural popula-
tion was 736,900. It is an agricultural county for which the GDP was CNY 32.094 billion in
2020. The added value of the primary industry was CNY 3.587 billion accounting for 11.2%
of GDP; the second was CNY 8.408 billion accounting for 26.2% of GDP; and the third was
CNY 20.099 billion accounting for 62.6% of GDP.

In Tancheng County, the villages of Shengli Town, Lizhuang Town, Gangshang Town,
Gaofengtou Town, and Miaoshan Town were selected for implementing the LID project with
the MVLT in March 2018. Compensation for house demolition shall be implemented in
accordance with the “Notice of the Office of the People’s Government of Tancheng County
on Publishing the Compensation Standards for Ground Attachments and Green Crops in
Land expropriation” issued on 6 January 2016. It is publicly announced that the MVLT is
the project LID. Prior to its initiation, the local government entrusts the relevant real estate
estimation company with measuring and registering the houses and ground attachments of
each household and estimates the total compensation. Various compensation amounts will
be paid for different housing types and construction standards, and they are approximately
equivalent to the replacement construction cost; however, there is no compensation for
the homestead area. In order to promote rapid implementation, the county government
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established a leading group for the work of the LID project. It is headed by the executive
deputy head of the Standing Committee of the County Party Committee, with a special office
under it that is responsible for the specific activities of farmers’ housing demolition and
resettlement housing construction as well as inspecting and supervising the project’s progress.
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3.2. Data Acquisition

In this paper, Q village in Shengli town was selected from five villages in Tancheng
county as the investigation area. The first author’s parents live there and investigated the
entire process of the implementation of the MVLT as a local and acquired first-hand data in
its process.

Q village is located in the northwest of Tancheng County, ten kilometers away from the
county seat and one to two kilometers away from Shengli Town. There are 1215 households
in the village, and 351 of them participated in the project, accounting for 28.9% of the total
number of households in the village. Beginning on 12 April 2018, 15 staff members (all
civil servants) in charge of demolition in Shengli Town and 50 village cadres in Q village
formed a working group for the LID project. They began to distribute publicity materials,
issued compensation standards of demolition to each peasant household, and persuaded
them to sign demolition agreements. Since 14 April 2018, our survey team has conducted
a full sample follow-up survey on the 351 relocated households, primarily based on a
Participatory Rural Appraisal (PRA) [77,78]. We use PRA tools, such as questionnaires,
observations, and semi-structured interviews, to finalize our survey. See Table 2 for basic
information on the relocated farmers.

Table 2. Basic feature descriptive analysis of the samples.

N = 351 Classification of Farmers Number of Household Proportion

Head of household, age
Under the age of 30 18 5.11%

30–60 year 261 74.47%
Over the age of 60 43 12.34%

Source of income
Non-agricultural income ≤ 30% 87 24.68%

30% < Non-agricultural income < 90% 194 55.32%
Non-agricultural income ≥ 90% 70 20.00%

Housing structure
Brick mix 229 65.11%

Brick wood 55 15.53%
Steel mix 68 19.36%

Monthly income per household (CNY)
≤2000 90 25.74%

2000–4000 221 62.98%
≥4000 40 11.28%
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3.3. Research Methods
3.3.1. Measurement Index of Farmers’ Credibility

We refer to the credibility measurement of Peter Ho [37,45] and divide the credibility
into three secondary indicators of profit and loss perception, conflict perception, and
institutional change perception, according to the specific situation of MVLT. Each secondary
indicator is subsequently broken down into three-level indicators.

The indicator settings are described as follows:

(1) The value of the profit and loss perception is obtained from the following three-
level indicators:

a. Can the compensation fund for land expropriation policy balance profits and losses?
Value of loss balance = amount of compensation -increased cost. If the value is >0, it is
income; if the value is <0, it is a loss. This is set as follows (single choice):

The compensation given by the government is completely sufficient; sufficient; enough;
not enough; insufficient.

b. Is there any delay in the gain compensation funds for the land expropriation policy?
This is set up as follows (single choice):

Immediately, half a year, 1 year, 2 years, and more than 2 years.

(2) The value of the conflict perception is obtained from the following three-level indicators:

a. The possible size of the conflict? This is set as follows (single choice):
No conflict, agree to land expropriation; minor conflict; moderate conflict; fierce

conflicts, petitions, and appeals; serious conflict, vicious fight, and death.
b. In which groups does conflict occur? This is set as follows (multiple choice):
Between farmers and local governments; among farmers in the same village; between

farmers and their relatives and social relations.

(3) The value of institutional change is obtained from the following three-level indicators:

a. Whether the land expropriation policy is consistent? This is set as follows (single choice):
No change; resist for a while, the government will raise the compensation standard;

after a period, the land expropriation policy will come to an end.
b. If farmers refuse to change, what is the possibility of the government changing its

policy? This is set as follows:
Impossible, maybe possible, possible, very likely, and completely possible.
The analytical hierarchy process (AHP) is used to determine the weight of the evalua-

tion index [79,80]. The calculation steps of indicator weight are approximately as follows:
The farmers’ credibility index is determined by questioning the farmers involved

in the MVLT in the survey area. Fifteen farmers that are involved in it were invited to
form an expert group to solicit their opinions on the role of task allocation, inspection and
acceptance, incentive measures, and performance appraisal. The judgment matrix table for
the four indicators of the second level in the policy tool according to the scale description
(Table 3) was filled in, and 15 judgment matrices were obtained.

Table 3. Scale explanation table.

Scale Explanation

1 Equal importance
3 Weak importance
5 Essential importance
7 Very strong importance
9 Absolute importance

2, 4, 6, 8 Intermediate value
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The judgment matrix table obtained in the above process was inputted into the YAAHP
(analytic hierarchy process software V.6.0) 2. The judgment matrix and weight value of
each index were obtained. In order to eliminate the deviation of personal understanding of
the index weight, the average value of the index weight in 15 judgment matrices was taken
as the final weight.

Set mi as the weight of the index xi. For i, the credibility is Ci:

Ci = mixi (4)

where Xi is the standard value of the index i. The credibility index intuitively reflects the
degree of trust in a policy. The value of credibility is between 0 and 1, which is continuous.
The higher the value is, the greater the credibility.

3.3.2. Indicators for the Measurement of Policy Instrument Indices

The following indicators are established for the policy instruments of the MVLT. Each
indicator was assigned by the Likert level 5 scale according to the degree of the problem,
from minimal to significant.

1. Task assignment: the MVLT has the time node to finish.
2. Inspection and acceptance: the superior established a strict assessment system before,

during, and after the event.
3. Incentive measures: according to the completion of the MVLT, there is a certain amount

of incentive funds.
4. Performance assessment: the completion of the MVLT shall be included in the annual

performance assessment, and those who fail to pass it shall be degraded.

We investigate the lower government’s perception of the upper government’s policy
instruments and ask the former’s personnel in the MVLT to complete the questionnaire.
The weight of each sub-index of the policy instrument is obtained using a method similar
to that for the credibility weight.

Let wi be the weight of the policy instrument indicator pi. For i, the policy instrument
value of the indicator is PTIi:

PTIi = wipi (5)

The value of the policy instrument index reflects how strongly the upper government
pushed the lower government to finish the project, and the value range is [0, 1]. It is also
continuous, and a higher value indicates greater efforts from the upper government to
promote the implementation of policies.

3.3.3. Administrative Means of Lower Governments and Evaluation of
Farmers’ Characteristics

The evaluation methods of the division of the administrative means from Table 1
and the peasant household characteristics are shown in Table 4. In the implementation
of the MVLT, the situation of each household and the administrative means that they
perceived are different. According to the classification of administrative means in Table 1,
we requested each household to fill in the specific sheet and subsequently calculate the
value of administrative means perceived by each household according to Table 4.

In order to study the impact of individual characteristics of farmers on the credibility
of the policy, we used the method in Table 4.

A regression model is constructed by taking the credibility of farmers as the depen-
dent variable and the characteristics of farmers and the administrative means of lower
governments as the explanatory variables as follows:

Credibilityi = β1xi1 + β2xi2 + β3xi3 + . . . + βjxij + γjgij + β0 + εi (6)

In Formula (6), Xij is the standard value of the characteristic index of the farmer j with
the sample i, and gij is the standard value of the administrative means perceived by the
farmer j with the sample i. β0 is a constant term, and εi is a residual term.
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Table 4. Evaluation of main variables.

Proxy Index Proxy Index Symbol Proxy Index’s Calculation

the characteristics of farmers

residence X1 Do you live in the village?
Yes, 1; No, 0

structure X2 What is the housing structure like?
Brick and wood, 1; brick concrete, 2; steel concrete, 3

source of income X3 What is the source of income?
Pure agriculture, 1; part-time industry, 2; Non-agricultural, 3

income X4 What is your monthly income?
less than 3000, 1; 3000–5000, 2; more than 5000, 3

social capital X5 How about your social capital?
no, 0; relative, 1; family member 2; relative + family member, 3

administrative means

compensation means G1 Mainly for three degrees:
no, 0; light, 1; heavy, 2

hard means G2 Here are 4 options, one point each, for a total of 4 points

soft means G3 Here are 5 options, one point each, for a total of 5 points

3.3.4. Classification of Conflict Index

In order to better describe the degree of conflict, the conflict index is divided into five
equal parts between 0 and 1, corresponding to the change in conflict from low to high. Fan
and Yang [40] classified the credibility according to the credibility scales and intervention
(CSI) checklist of Peter Ho [41], which is the basis for the timing and mode of government
intervention (Table 5). Following the credibility classification and intervention checklist
setting, we obtained the Conflict Degree Intervention (CDI) checklist (Table 6).

Table 5. Grading standards for institutional credibility and CSI.

Credibility Index 0.0000–0.2000 0.2001–0.4000 0.4001–0.6000 0.6001–0.8000 0.8001–1.0000

Level Low Medium low Neutral Medium high High
Institutional efficiency Poor Medium Poor Neutral Medium Good Good

Institutional intervention Ordaining Prohibiting Facilitating Co-opting Condoning

Table 6. Grading standards for conflict degree and CDI.

Conflict Index 0.0000–0.2000 0.2001–0.4000 0.4001–0.6000 0.6001–0.8000 0.8001–1.0000

Conflict level Low Medium low Neutral Medium high High
Policy efficiency Good Medium good Neutral Medium poor Poor

Policy intervention Condoning Co-opting Facilitating Prohibiting Ordaining

In Table 6, we divide the degree of conflict into five levels according to the size of the
conflict index and propose targeted policy intervention measures for different degrees of the
MVLT conflict, providing a basis for timing and intervention measures of conflict governance.

4. Result Analysis
4.1. Credibility and Level of Conflict in the Initial Implementation of the MVLT

At the initial stage of the implementation of the MVLT in Q village, the working group
of the LID project led by the town government distributed propaganda materials to each
farmer; relayed the benefits of the MVLT, the policy of demolition, and the compensation
standard; and persuaded them to sign the demolition agreement. At this time, we investi-
gated the credibility of 351 farmers in the project of the MVLT. We also investigated the
perception of the policy instruments of 12 staff members in the town government who
participated in the MVLT and calculated the value of policy instruments.

We conducted a follow-up survey on the credibility of 351 households participating in
the program of MVLT, analyzing changes in the credibility of all households at different
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stages. Considering household characteristics and the administrative tools used by lower
governments, there are three groups. The first group consists of 61 households (Group 1)
with high credibility who did not face any administrative tools in the early stages of
policy implementation. The second group consists of 242 households who eventually
signed the demolition agreement, with 85 households signing the agreement when the
government used “soft means” (Group 2-1) and 157 households signing the agreement
when the government used “soft means and hard means” (Group 2-2). The third group
consists of 48 households with the lowest credibility who did not sign the demolition
agreement, regardless of the measures taken by the government. We further analyzed the
characteristics of this group and found that 36 households had low income and little social
capital (Group 3-1), and their main reason for not relocating was that the compensation
amount did not meet their expectations. The remaining 12 households had higher income
levels and corresponding social capital (Group 3-2), and their reason for refusing relocation
was not the compensation standard but their dissatisfaction with the policy of MVLT.

It can be seen from Table 7 that the credibility of all farmers is 0.4763, and the corre-
sponding risk index is a neutral (upper) level, which is a relatively high level. After ranking
the credibility, 20% of farmers (70 households) had the lowest credibility at only 0.2117,
which is a medium-low (lower) level, and the corresponding conflict index is 0.7736, which
is a medium-high (upper) level of conflict. It demonstrates that the willingness of farmers
to participate in the MVLT is very low. Forced participation will inevitably lead to a higher
level of conflict. Our survey also shows that the work group is under substantial pressure
to implement the MVLT.

Table 7. Credibility and conflict index in the initial stage of the implementation of the MVLT.

Group (%) Credibility Credibility Level Policy Instrument Conflict Index Conflict Level

Full sample (351) 100.00 0.4763 Neutral (lower) 0.9813 0.5139 Neutral (upper)

Full sample × 20% 20.00 0.2117 Medium low (lower) 0.9813 0.7736 Medium high (upper)

Group 1 (61) 17.38 0.8790 High (lower) 0.9813 0.1187 Low (upper)

Group 2-1 (85) 24.22 0.5467 Neutral (upper) 0.9813 0.4448 Neutral (lower)

Group 2-2 (157) 44.73 0.3827 Medium low (upper) 0.9813 0.6058 Medium high (lower)

Group 3-1 (36) 10.26 0.2185 Medium low (lower) 0.9813 0.7669 Medium high (upper)

Group 3-2 (12) 3.42 0.0512 Low (lower) 0.9813 0.9311 High (upper)

Note: In order to reflect the change of the credibility level in Table 5 and the conflict index level in Table 6 in a
more detailed manner, each level of classification is divided into upper and lower levels.

After measuring the credibility and conflict index in the full sample, it is ascertained that
there is an enormous difference in credibility among farmers. This can be divided into three
groups, from high to low (Table 7). Among them, 61 households have an average credibility
of 0.879 for the MVLT, and the corresponding level of credibility is high (lower). They directly
accept the policy requirements and sign the demolition agreement, which we divided into
the first group. It is worth noting that the 12 households in group 3-2 have a credibility of
0.0512, they are completely against the MVLT, and the conflict level is very high. According
to Formula (2), when the PTI value is fixed, the credibility is inversely proportional to the
conflict index. The analysis of the factors affecting credibility will reveal what causes the
change in the conflict index.

4.2. Individual Characteristics and Credibility of Farmers

The implementation of the MVLT depends on the extensive participation of farmers.
Their individual characteristics are different, which determines their varying degrees of
willingness to participate and also establishes the credibility of the policy. Individual
characteristics are distinguished into whether to live in a policy implementation area,
housing structure, income source, income level, and social capital, and these variables have
different effects on credibility. The characteristics and credibility of farmers were analyzed
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via regression. Column (1) in Table 8 shows the relationship between the credibility and the
characteristics of the full sample of farmers. The results demonstrate that living in a policy
implementation area has a significant negative correlation with credibility, indicating this
living situation will reduce the credibility of the policy. In addition, there is a significant
correlation between credibility and monthly income; the higher the income, the higher the
credibility. There is a negative correlation between the credibility and social capital; the
richer the social capital, the lower the credibility. Hypothesis H1 is verified.

Table 8. Regression results of the credibility of the MVLT and the individual characteristics of farmers.

VARIABLES (1) Credibility (2) Credibility (3) Credibility (4) Credibility

residence −0.501 *** −0.076 ***
(−21.37) (−12.41)

structure 0.031 ** −0.006 0.055 *** −0.003
(1.97) (−0.66) (4.64) (−0.49)

Source of income 0.010 0.014 0.044 *** −0.002
(1.03) (1.38) (5.92) (−0.38)

income 0.046 *** 0.004 0.050 *** −0.002
(4.85) (0.46) (7.47) (−0.19)

Social capital −0.039 *** 0.003 0.001 −0.056 ***
(−3.11) (0.61) (0.07) (−9.30)

Constant 0.740 *** 0.845 *** 0.140 *** 0.225 ***
(17.09) (21.29) (6.17) (22.55)

Observations 351 61 242 48

R-squared 0.737 0.250 0.544 0.872
Robust t-statistics in parentheses; *** p < 0.01, ** p < 0.05.

The full sample is divided into three groups according to the level of credibility in
order to find the factors affecting the credibility in more detail. Table 8 (2) is the first
group with higher credibility greater than 0.8; Table 8 (3) is the second group with middle
credibility between 0.3 and 0.8; Table 8 (4) is the third group with lower credibility than 0.3.

At the initial stage of the policy implementation, the lower government did not
undertake the use of any administrative instruments; however, there were 61 households
with high credibility of 0.8790, which is at a high (lower) level. Table 8 (2) shows the
regression results on the credibility and the individual characteristics of the 61 households,
showing the impact of different individual characteristics on the credibility. The most
important individual characteristic is whether they live in a policy implementation area,
and the p value for this passed the significance test. It indicates that farmers who do
not live in a policy implementation area have higher credibility. A further survey of the
61 households supported the regression results, of which 49 were unoccupied, and the
owners lived in other cities for many years. Another 12 households moved to the county
town, and the cost of demolition can subsidize the cost of a house there. This is why this
group has such high credibility in the MVLT.

There are 242 households in the second group. At the beginning of the implementation,
their credibility of the policy is not high, ranging from 0.3 to 0.8. Table 8 (3) shows the regression
results of the credibility of the second group and the individual characteristics. It can be seen
that the credibility of this group is significantly related to the housing structure, income source,
and monthly income. This indicates that, for this group, the index of the housing structure,
income source, and monthly income will have a positive impact on the credibility.

There are 48 households in the third group. The regression results of the credibility
and individual characteristics of this group are shown in Table 8 (4). It illustrates that the
credibility of this group is significantly negatively correlated with social capital. The richer
the social capital is, the lower the credibility. The credibility of this group is only 0.1742,
and the corresponding conflict index is 0.8104. The conflict is at a high (lower) level, and
there is a possibility of a conflict developing.
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4.3. Administrative Instruments and Credibility

At the beginning of implementing the MVLT, the second group’s credibility was at
a low level. However, when the lower government imposed administrative instruments,
the credibility of the 242 households was improved, and this group signed a demolition
agreement. Through the follow-up survey on the credibility of the second group and
the administrative instruments of the lower government, we found that the credibility
of these farmers did, indeed, change. The regression results in Table 9 (1) show that
improvements in the credibility are related to all of the three administrative instruments,
and there is a significant correlation with hard and soft means. This fully demonstrates
that the administrative instruments of the lower government can improve the credibility of
these farmers and reduce the risk of conflict. Thus, Hypothesis H2 is verified.

Table 9. Regression results of credibility and administrative instruments.

(1) (2) (3) (4)

VARIABLES
The Change of
Credibility of

242 Households

The Change of
Credibility of

48 Households

The Change of
Credibility of

19 Households

The Change of
Credibility of

29 Households

compensation means after 6.041 * −0.426 −0.652 −0.390 ***
(1.69) (−1.10) (−0.84) (−4.75)

Hard means after 15.947 *** 0.016 −0.310 0.062
(8.48) (0.04) (−0.29) (0.30)

Soft means after 10.047 *** −0.685 * −0.276 −0.740 ***
(5.98) (−1.96) (−0.35) (−4.37)

Constant −20.796 *** 1.851 2.147 1.563
(−4.58) (0.71) (0.51) (1.20)

Observations 242 48 19 29

R-squared 0.497 0.113 0.088 0.498

Robust t-statistics in parentheses; *** p < 0.01, * p < 0.1.

There were 48 households that did not sign the demolition agreement. The regression
results of the credibility of these 48 households and the use of administrative tools are
shown in Table 9 (2). It indicates that the credibility of these 48 households is not related to
the use of administrative tools by the lower government. At this point, these administrative
tools are limited in improving the credibility of this group, indicating that the use of
administrative tools is limited. When the lower government cannot improve the credibility
of this group or uses all administrative tools to reduce the conflict index, the degree of
conflict is highest. Therefore, Hypothesis H3 is verified.

The 48 households can be further divided into two subgroups. The first group consists
of 19 households who are “strong nail households” because they strongly oppose the
demolition. Among them, 12 households have relatively strong social capital, with close
relatives working in government departments or influential public utility departments.
This group has a higher income, so the residents’ objection to the demolition is not due to
compensation but rather their disagreement with the MVLT policy. There are also seven
households whose houses were demolished. Because their compensation demands exceed
what the government can offer, they refuse to lower their compensation goals. The lower
government chooses to use its administrative power to completely clear the houses without
their consent, making them the most strongly opposed farmers. The second group consists
of 29 households whose income is low and cannot afford to purchase new buildings with
the demolition compensation. Therefore, these farmers have been in conflict with the
lower government, hoping that the compensation amount can meet their demand for
purchasing new buildings in the same area. Otherwise, they refuse to have their property
demolished and will do everything to protect their houses. The author calls this group
“weak nail households”.
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Table 9 ((3) and (4)) shows the regression results for the two groups (strong nail
households and weak nail households) on policy credibility and changes in administrative
tools. Table 9 (3) shows that there is a significant negative correlation between the credibility
change in strong nail households and compensation measures. Further investigation found
that if the lower government adopts extreme measures to exert pressure, it will inevitably
lead to intense conflicts. The author conducted structured interviews with the strong nail
group and then assessed their credibility. The credibility value decreased from 0.1742 to
almost 0, and the conflict value reached the highest level.

Additionally, Table 9 (4) shows a significant negative correlation between credibility
change and soft means for the weak nail households. Their credibility value decreased
from 0.2185 to 0.0712, with a corresponding conflict index of 0.9114, which is a high (high)
conflict level. This means that the conflict has reached its highest level, and conflict may
erupt at any time, endangering social stability. Thus, Hypothesis H3 is verified.

4.4. Conflict Pressure after the Policy Stop

The MVLT has been implemented on a pilot basis in different regions of Shandong
Province. The dissatisfaction and struggles of affected farmers are made public through
various channels. An enhancement in online public opinion began on 12 May 2020, when
He Xuefeng published an article titled “Merging villages and Living together, Why should
Demolish Farmers’ Houses?”. On 6 May 2020, the government affairs dynamic column
of the Department of Natural Resources of Shandong Province announced that it held
an expert seminar and technical regulations on projects such as the Special Plan for the
Layout of Villages in Shandong Province. According to the news, the Office of Land
and Spatial Planning will “draw up a special plan for the layout of villages in the whole
province, guide all localities to complete the layout of villages at the county level, and
formulate a plan in the whole province to steadily promoting the for MVLT”. It aroused
widespread concern 3 and created substantial social pressure on public opinion. Liu Jiayi,
secretary of the Shandong Provincial CPC Committee, stated: “Those policies that are being
implemented but bring out strong opinions from the masses, those that are being studied
and prepared for implementation, and those that have been studied but have not yet been
implemented will all be suspended and re-screened.” 4. In this way, the MVLT in Q village
was stopped, and the household that had not been demolished was retained and became a
nail household.

Since the MVLT was stopped, the conflict index decreased to 0. In order to study
the change in credibility after the termination of the MVLT, the authors continue to track
and investigate 48 households (including those that have been demolished, strong nail
households, and weak nail households). The survey results show that, before stopping
the MVLT, the credibility of this group was 0.1750, the conflict pressure was 0.8250, and
the level of conflict was high. With the disappearance of the policy tool, the credibility is
adjusted to 0.6943; it does not disappear but it also does not increase close to 1. The conflict
pressure is 0.3057, which is at the neutral (lower) level. This shows that, even if the MVLT
is abolished, the negative impact of the policy on farmers will not disappear completely,
and there is a lag effect of administrative instruments that buries hidden dangers for the
government’s follow-up policy formulation.

5. Discussion

Based on the credibility thesis and underlying theory, this paper aimed to explain the
key to conflict generation and resolution. The authors also examined the willingness of
farmers to participate in the MVLT quantitatively by calculating the credibility that reflects
the degree of the conflict index. In previous studies, it was assumed that farmers had
complete freedom of choice, and their individual characteristics and preferences determine
the credibility and, thus, establish their own behavior choices. The authors ascertained
that those farmers who moved out of the village received compensation to improve their
income, and they had the highest credibility. For those farmers who live in villages, the
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reasons for the different credibility are due to the different preferences and livelihood levels.
It is necessary to implement refined and different policies.

In the implementation of public policy, the credibility of farmers is not only endoge-
nous but also affected by the external environment. In the implementation of the MVLT
with low credibility, the lower government imposed different administrative instruments
to increase the credibility of 242 households that finally signed the demolition agreement,
accounting for 68.9% of the total number. That means that the lower government imposed
different administrative instruments or combinations of those with a comprehensive inves-
tigation of the characteristics of different farmers, which will increase farmer credibility and
achieve the goal of conflict resolution. Based on the study of the MVLT’s implementation
process, this paper calculates the change in the credibility of the farmers involved and finds
that the administrative instruments of the lower government changed the credibility of
some farmers. It also effectively depicts the change in the strength of governance means
and accurately describes how the conflict of the MVLT is resolved using the administrative
instruments of lower governments. This will bring new enlightening significance to the
study of conflict theory. For those farmers who do not have social capital, the government’s
forced demolition not only fails to improve their credibility but also brings the possibility of
conflict at any time, endangering social stability. Those farmers whose family income is not
high and cannot afford new buildings with no social capital will fight for their lives in the
face of forced demolition. In this situation, the lower government cannot use administrative
instruments to achieve policy objectives indefinitely under the unchanged policy tools. The
role of upper-government policy tools is also very important as it is the key to promoting
policy implementation and resolving conflicts. The nail households after the termination of
the policy are precisely the manifestations of conflict resolution.

Theoretically, the authors believe that an important contribution of this paper is to intro-
duce the “credibility thesis” into the analytical framework of policy implementation and to
prove that the conflict is the result of the interaction between the credibility of farmers and the
upper government’s policy tools. Additionally, the administrative instruments of the lower
government affect the credibility of farmers and become an important measure for resolving
the conflict. The authors also find that under the same land expropriation policy, the difference
in farmers’ preferences and livelihood status leads to a difference in credibility, which results
in different behaviors in the implementation of the MVLT. For the methodology, the authors
developed the method of how to measure conflict pressure, policy tools, administrative instru-
ments, and conflict index as well as evaluate the relationship between credibility, government
behavior, and conflict in a quantitative way. This provides theoretical and methodological
support for the emergence and resolution of public policy conflicts and also contributes by
establishing a basis for adopting differentiated policy interventions.

6. Conclusions

This paper began with an analysis of the credibility and willingness of farmers, the
upper government, and the lower government to implement the policy of MVLT. It also
established an explanatory framework for policy formulation, implementation, and conflict
generation; defined the connotation of farmers’ credibility, policy tools, and administrative
instruments; and constructed a corresponding index system and quantitative measurement
methods. A unified and accurate description of conflict generation, conflict intensity, and
conflict resolution was provided. Through the case analysis, the following key conclusions
can be drawn:

Table 7 shows that there is a significant variation in the trust levels of farmers towards
the MVLT, with credibility levels ranging from the lowest to the highest. The author found
that the farmers who had already relocated had the highest credibility levels. For those
living in the village, the variation in credibility levels was due to differences in farmers’
preferences and livelihoods (Table 8).

The use of administrative tools by lower governments can change the credibility of
farmers and effectively resolve conflicts. The degree of conflict caused by the MVLT is neutral
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(upper); however, the 20% of farmers with the lowest credibility levels contribute more to the
emergence of conflicts, and the conflict index is at a high (upper) level (Table 7). Based on a
comprehensive investigation of the characteristics of different farmers, lower governments
choose different or combined administrative tools (such as “hard means” or “soft means”)
to improve their perception of profit and loss, conflict, and institutional change, thereby
increasing their credibility levels (Figure 3, Table 9) and achieving conflict resolution.

The ability of lower governments to resolve conflicts using administrative tools is
limited. When all administrative tools have been used but the credibility levels of farmers
cannot be increased or the conflict index cannot be reduced, the degree of conflict reaches
its highest level.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, S.F.; Data curation, P.H.; Formal analysis, X.L.; Funding
acquisition, S.F.; Investigation, S.F.; Project administration, X.L.; Visualization, P.H.; Writing—original
draft, X.L.; Writing—review and editing, S.F. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by Chinese Academy of Sciences and the people’s Government
of Qinghai Province under a Grant (number: LHZX-2022-01).

Data Availability Statement: The datasets analyzed during the current study are not publicly
available due to the personal private information involved but are available from the corresponding
author on reasonable request.

Acknowledgments: Thanks to Peter Ho for his useful suggestions for the paper, which greatly
improved the quality of this article.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript; or
in the decision to publish the results.

Notes
1 The General Office of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China and the General Office of the State Council. 2016.

“Opinions on Improving the Methods of Separating Ownership, Contractual Rights, and Operational Rights of Rural Land” 11
November. http://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2016-10/30/content_5126200.htm (accessed on 11 November 2021).

2 YAAHP (Yet Another AHP) is an AHP software that provides convenient functions such as hierarchical model construction,
entry of judgement matrix data, computation of weight, and export of computational data (http://www.yaahp.com/ (accessed
on 1 December 2021).

3 He Xuefeng. 2020. “Why Demolish Peasants’ Houses When Shandong Villages Live Together”. The guancha, 14 May. https:
//www.guancha.cn/HeXueFeng/2020_05_14_550296_2.shtml (accessed on 5 December 2021).

4 Liu Shimeng. 2020. “The Whole Story of Shandong’s ‘merging villages and Living together’: Shandong’s Leading Group
Responds Quickly to Official Demands for Rectification” The chinatimes. 30 June. https://baijiahao.baidu.com/s?id=1670882730
150930750&wfr=spider&for=pc (accessed on 13 December 2021).

References
1. Julia, C. Urbanization Through Dispossession: Survival and Stratification in China’s New Townships. J. Peasant. Stud. 2015, 42, 275–294.
2. Benjamin, V.R. The Return of the Landlord: Chinese Land Acquisition Conflicts as Illustrated by Peri-Urban Kunming. J. Leg.

Plur. Unoff. Law 2007, 39, 211–244.
3. Song, Y.N.; Wang, M.Y.; Lei, X.T. Following the Money: Corruption, Conflict, and the Winners and Losers of Suburban Land

Acquisition in China. Geogr. Res. 2016, 54, 86–102. [CrossRef]
4. Yep, R. Containing Land Grabs: A Misguided Response to Rural Conflicts Over Land. J. Contemp. China 2013, 22, 273–291.

[CrossRef]
5. Cai, M. Land for welfare in China. Land Use Policy 2016, 55, 1–12. [CrossRef]
6. Brockmann, H.; Delhey, J.; Welzel, C.; Yuan, H. The China Puzzle: Falling Happiness in a Rising Economy. J. Happiness Stud. 2009,

10, 387–405. [CrossRef]
7. Hui, E.C.M.; Bao, H.J.; Zhang, X.L. The policy and praxis of compensation for land expropriations in China: An appraisal from

the perspective of social exclusion. Land Use Policy 2013, 32, 309–316. [CrossRef]
8. Cai, M.N.; Murtazashivili, J.B.; Murtazashvili, I.; Wang, H. Sugarcoating the bitter pill: Compensation, land governance, and

opposition to land expropriation in China. J. Peasant. Stud. 2020, 47, 1371–1392. [CrossRef]

http://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2016-10/30/content_5126200.htm
http://www.yaahp.com/
https://www.guancha.cn/HeXueFeng/2020_05_14_550296_2.shtml
https://www.guancha.cn/HeXueFeng/2020_05_14_550296_2.shtml
https://baijiahao.baidu.com/s?id=1670882730150930750&wfr=spider&for=pc
https://baijiahao.baidu.com/s?id=1670882730150930750&wfr=spider&for=pc
http://doi.org/10.1111/1745-5871.12158
http://doi.org/10.1080/10670564.2012.734082
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.03.014
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10902-008-9095-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.11.004
http://doi.org/10.1080/03066150.2020.1824180


Land 2023, 12, 844 20 of 22

9. Cui, E.N.; Tao, R.; Warner, T.J.; Yang, D.L.L. How Do Land Takings Affect Political Trust in Rural China? Political Stud. 2015, 63
(Suppl. S1), 91–109. [CrossRef]

10. Lin, H.C. Deviation and Correction of the Causes of Major Administrative Decision-making Responsibility—Focus on the Control
of Social Stability Risks in Decision-making. Adm. Law Rev. 2019, 6, 37–50. (In Chinese)

11. Liu, Y.S.; Fang, F.; Li, Y.H. Key Issues of Land Use in China and Implications for Policy Making. Land Use Policy 2014, 40, 6–12.
[CrossRef]

12. Liu, J.W.; Sun, M.X. The Occurrence and Governance of Rural Land Acquisition—Triggered Mass Incident: An Analysis Based on
Conflict Process and Typical Cases. J. Public Manag. 2014, 11, 101–114+143–144. (In Chinese)

13. Huang, B.; Xu, W.X.; Chen, G.L. The spatio-temporal analysis of the coordinated relationship between urbanization and
environment in China. Stud. Econ. Prob. 2016, 3, 86–92.

14. Huang, J.; Chen, H.X. Evaluation on the Linkage Policy of Increase and Decrease of Urban and Rural Construction Land—Based
on Literature Review. Nat. Resour. Econ. China 2021, 34, 82–89.

15. Wang, L.Y. On Increase and Decrease Connection of Urban and Rural Construction Land. Sci. Technol. Manag. Land Resour. 2007,
6, 155–158+154.

16. Chen, M.Q.; Ma, W.N. Guaranteeing the Farmers’ Interests in the Balancing Between the Increase and Decrease of Urban and
Rural Construction Land: Based on the Survey in Jiangxi Province. China Land Sci. 2012, 26, 9–14.

17. Chen, R.Z.; Li, M.L. Integrated governance of communities that have been evacuated from villages and cohabited communities
under the perspective of urban-rural relations. Jianghan Trib. 2018, 133–139.

18. Zhai, K.Z.; Wang, G.M. The Practical Logic and Empirical Analysis of the Concentrated Residence of Migrant Farmers in China:
A Practical Review of Chengdu. Study Pract. 2016, 94–106. [CrossRef]

19. Sargeson, S. Villains, Victims and Aspiring Proprietors: Framing ‘Land-Losing Villagers’ in China’s Strategies of Accumulation. J.
Contemp. China 2012, 21, 757–777. [CrossRef]

20. Yang, L.; Xianjin, H.; Xiaojie, W. Behavior of Peasants in Protection of Their Own Rights Involved in Land Requisition—A Case
Study of Tieben Incident. China Land Sci. 2006, 20, 16–20. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]

21. Hongjun, J. Struggle for Citizenship: A Political Interpretation of the Struggle of Landed Farmers. Zhejiang Acad. J. 2013, 121–126.
(In Chinese) [CrossRef]

22. Wei, L. Discussion on “Nail Houses” Protestation in the Transition of Governance: Rethinking on Related Debate and Its
Limitation. J. Nanjing Agric. Univ. Soc. Sci. Ed. 2015, 15, 123–129+141–142. (In Chinese)

23. Congmei, S.; Hu, S. “Enthusiasm in Politics”: A Realistic Picture of the Interaction and Game between Government and People in
Land Acquisition and Demolition. Jianghan Trib. 2014, 39–44. (In Chinese)

24. Hua, Y.; Xingzuo, L. Farmers’ Action Strategy and Rational System of Government—Analysis on the Naoda Phenomenon of
Land Acquisition and Demolition. J. Soc. Sci. 2016, 77–86. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]

25. Hua, Y. The Interest Game of Land Requisition and Removal: Space, Subject and strategy. J. Southwest Univ. (Soc. Sci. Ed.) 2014,
40, 39–49+181. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]

26. Xiaoru, Z.; Ru, C. Farmers’ “routine” protest behavior in land expropriation conflicts: An explanatory framework. Hubei Soc. Sci.
2017, 34–39. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]

27. Xuefeng, H. Understanding Conflicts over Land Requisition—With concurrent comments on revision of the Land Management
Law. Thinking 2018, 44, 111–117. (In Chinese)

28. Hongping, L.; Yuan, Z.; Yuan, Z. The Conflict of Land Expropriation and Its Resolution from the Perspective of Institutional Fit
Theory—A Case Study of Land Expropriation for the New Airport Construction in Beijing. Chin. Public Adm. 2017, 117–122.
(In Chinese)

29. Tianzhi, Z. Outbreak Mechanism and Resolution of Land Acquisition Conflict from the Perspective of Exit Cost. Lanzhou Acad. J.
2019, 127–135. (In Chinese)

30. Jie, L. Institutional Anomie: A New Perspective on Land Conflict. Soc. Sci. Beijing 2018, 60–67. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]
31. Haoran, L.; Fachao, L. A Qualitative Comparative Analysis of the Causal Paths of Rural Land Acquisition Conflict Intensity

Using Clear Sets. J. Yunnan Adm. Coll. 2020, 22, 31–36. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]
32. Lin, Q.W.; Tan, S.K.; Zhang, L.; Wang, S.L.; Wei, C.; Li, Y.N. Conflicts of land expropriation in China during 2006–2016: An

overview and its spatio-temporal characteristics. Land Use Policy 2018, 76, 246–251. [CrossRef]
33. Bao, H.J.; Wu, X.H.; Wang, H.W.; Li, Q.X.; Peng, Y.; Lu, S.B. Conflicts Induced by Different Responses to Land Expropriation

Among the Farmers Involved During Urbanization in China. Jasss-J. Artif. Soc. Soc. Simul. 2019, 22, 1460–7425. [CrossRef]
34. Fan, H.; Liu, W.D.; Zhang, H.Y. Study on Land Rights and Interests Protection of Landless Farmers Based on the Stakeholder

Theory. Areal Res. Dev. 2016, 35, 137–142. (In Chinese)
35. Tan, S.K.; Tu, T. The game theory analysis on the stakeholders involved in farmland-acquisition conflicts: Taking the local

government and land-lost peasants as an example. China Land Sci. 2009, 23, 27–31. (In Chinese)
36. Ho, P. In defense of endogenous, spontaneously ordered development: Institutional functionalism and Chinese property rights. J.

Peasant. Stud. 2013, 40, 1087–1118. [CrossRef]
37. Ho, P. The ‘credibility thesis’ and its application to property rights: (In)Secure land tenure, conflict and social welfare in China.

Land Use Policy 2014, 40, 13–27. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1111/1467-9248.12151
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2013.03.013
http://doi.org/10.19624/j.cnki.cn42-1005/c.2016.10.011
http://doi.org/10.1080/10670564.2012.684962
http://doi.org/10.13708/j.cnki.cn11-2640.2006.01.004
http://doi.org/10.16235/j.cnki.33-1005/c.2013.03.018
http://doi.org/10.13644/j.cnki.cn31-1112.2016.02.008
http://doi.org/10.13718/j.cnki.xdsk.2014.05.005
http://doi.org/10.13660/j.cnki.42-1112/c.013990
http://doi.org/10.13262/j.bjsshkxy.bjshkx.181606
http://doi.org/10.16273/j.cnki.53-1134/d.2020.01.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2018.05.018
http://doi.org/10.18564/jasss.3931
http://doi.org/10.1080/03066150.2013.866553
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2013.09.019


Land 2023, 12, 844 21 of 22

38. Yang, X.Y.; Zhao, H.; Ho, P. Mining-induced displacement and resettlement in China: A study covering 27 villages in 6 provinces.
Resour. Policy 2017, 53, 408–418. [CrossRef]

39. Arvanitidis, P.A.; Papagiannitsis, G. Urban open spaces as a commons: The credibility thesis and common property in a
self-governed park of Athens, Greece. Cities 2020, 97, 102480. [CrossRef]

40. Fan, S.Y.; Yang, J.F.; Liu, W.W.; Wang, H. Institutional Credibility Measurement Based on Structure of Transaction Costs: A Case
Study of Ongniud Banner in the Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region. Ecol. Econ. 2019, 159, 212–225. [CrossRef]

41. Ho, P. Empty Institutions, Non-credibility and Pastoralism: China’s Grazing Ban, Mining and Ethnicity. J. Peasant. Stud. 2016,
43, 1145–1176. [CrossRef]

42. Heyuan, Y.; Jinrong, Z.; Yan, S. Assessing conflict of farmland institutions using credibility theory: Implications for socially
acceptable land use. Land Use Policy 2022, 112, 105817.

43. Grabel, I. The Political Economy of Theories of ‘optimal’ Financial Repression in the third world. Rev. Radic. Political Econ. 1994,
26, 47–55. [CrossRef]

44. Fan, S.Y.; Zhang, T.Y.; Li, M.Y. The credibility and bargaining during the process of policy implementation—A case study of
China’s prohibition of open burning of crop straw policy. J. Chin. Gov. 2021, 6, 283–306. [CrossRef]

45. Ho, P. An Endogenous Theory of Property Rights: Opening the Black Box of Institutions. J. Peasant. Stud. 2016, 43, 1121–1144.
[CrossRef]

46. Ho, P. Myths of Tenure Security and Titling: Endogenous, Institutional Change in China’s Development. Land Use Policy 2015, 47,
352–364. [CrossRef]

47. Ho, P. Who Owns China’s housing? Endogeneity As a Lens to Understand Ambiguities of Urban and Rural Property. Cities 2017,
65, 66–77. [CrossRef]

48. Zhang, Y. The credibility of slums: Informal housing and urban governance in India. Land Use Policy 2018, 79, 876–890. [CrossRef]
49. Sun, L.; Ho, P. Formalizing informal homes, a bad idea: The credibility thesis applied to China’s extra-legal housing. Land Use

Policy 2018, 79, 891–901. [CrossRef]
50. Zheng, Y.; Ho, P. Unpacking the paradox of insecure housing rights in China: Urban residents’ perceptions on institutional

credibility. Cities 2020, 97, 102485. [CrossRef]
51. Diniz, F.H.; Hoogstra-Klein, M.A.; Kok, K.; Arts, B. Livelihood strategies in settlement projects in the Brazilian Amazon:

Determining drivers and factors within the Agrarian Reform Program. J. Rural. Stud. 2013, 32, 196–207. [CrossRef]
52. Fan, S.Y.; He, M.; Zhang, T.Y.; Huo, Y.; Fan, D. Credibility measurement as a tool for conserving nature: Chinese herders’

livelihood capitals and payment for grassland ecosystem services. Land Use Policy 2022, 115, 106032. [CrossRef]
53. Blumm, M.C. Public Choice Theory and the Public Lands: Why Multiple Use Failed. Harv. Environ. Law Rev. 1994, 18, 405–432.

[CrossRef]
54. Engelen, B. Thinking Things Through: The Value and Limitations of James Buchanan’s Public Choice Theory. Rev. Political Econ.

2007, 19, 165–180. [CrossRef]
55. Tirole, J. Hierarchies and Bureaucracies: On the Role of Collusion in Organizations. J. Law Econ. Organ. 1986, 2, 181–214.
56. Pan, J.N.; Huang, J.T.; Chiang, T.F. Empirical study of the local government deficit, land finance and real estate markets in China.

China Econ. Rev. 2015, 32, 57–67. [CrossRef]
57. Su, F.; Tao, R. The China model withering? Institutional roots of China’s local developmentalism. Urban Stud. 2017, 54, 230–250.

[CrossRef]
58. Zhu, X.H.; Wei, Y.G.; Lai, Y.N.; Li, Y.; Zhong, S.J.; Dai, C. Empirical Analysis of the Driving Factors of China’s ‘Land Finance’

Mechanism Using Soft Budget Constraint Theory and the PLS-SEM Model. Sustainability 2019, 11, 742. [CrossRef]
59. Blanchard, O.; Shleifer, A. Federalism with and without Political Centralization: China vs. Russia. IMF Staff. Pap. 2001, 48,

171–179.
60. Whiting, S. Power and Wealth in Rural China: The Political Economy of Institutional Change; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge,

UK, 2001. (In Chinese)
61. Zhou, L.A. The Incentive and Cooperation of Government Officials in the Political Tournaments: An Interpretation of the

Prolonged Local Protectionism and Duplicative Investments in China. Econ. Res. J. 2004, 33–40.
62. Li, H.B.; Zhou, L.A. Political turnover and economic performance: The incentive role of personnel control in China. J. Public Econ.

2005, 89, 1743–1762. [CrossRef]
63. Kong, X.W. The Plight and Outlet of Life-long Accountability System in the Important Administrative Decision-making: Analysis

Based on the Text of Local Legislation. Adm. Trib. 2018, 25, 88–95. (In Chinese) [CrossRef]
64. Xue, L.; Xu, J.H. Improve the ability to communicate emergency management risks. China Emerg. Manag. 2020, 14–16.
65. Gilley, B. Authoritarian environmentalism and China’s response to climate change. Environ. Politics 2012, 21, 287–307. [CrossRef]
66. Beeson, M. The coming of environmental authoritarianism. Environ. Politics 2010, 19, 276–294. [CrossRef]
67. Zhou, X.G. Movement-based Governance Mechanism: Rethinking the Institutional Logic of China’s State Governance. Open

Times 2012, 105–125.
68. Yu, J.X.; Gao, X. The Service-Oriented Government in China: Past, Present and the Future. Chin. Public Adm. 2012, 22–27.
69. Zhao, J.; Chen, L.; Xue, L. Role Archetypes, Interest Choices, and Behavioral Differences of Local Governments: A Local

Government Theory Based on The Study of Policy Processes. Manag. World 2013, 90–106. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2017.07.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2019.102480
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2019.01.019
http://doi.org/10.1080/03066150.2016.1239617
http://doi.org/10.1177/048661349402600306
http://doi.org/10.1080/23812346.2020.1765453
http://doi.org/10.1080/03066150.2016.1253560
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.04.008
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2017.02.004
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2017.05.029
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2016.10.024
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2019.102485
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2013.06.005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2022.106032
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1749-6632.1994.tb12834.x
http://doi.org/10.1080/09538250701256714
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.chieco.2014.11.003
http://doi.org/10.1177/0042098015593461
http://doi.org/10.3390/su11030742
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpubeco.2004.06.009
http://doi.org/10.16637/j.cnki.23-1360/d.2018.01.013
http://doi.org/10.1080/09644016.2012.651904
http://doi.org/10.1080/09644010903576918
http://doi.org/10.19744/j.cnki.11-1235/f.2013.02.008


Land 2023, 12, 844 22 of 22

70. Rong, J.B.; Cui, Z.Y. Transformation from the Pressurized System to a Democratic System of Cooperation—Reform of the Political System at
the County and Township Levels; Central Compilation & Translation Press: Beijing, China, 1998.

71. Yang, X.D. A Pressure System: A Brief History of A Concept. J. Soc. Sci. 2012, 11, 4–12. (In Chinese)
72. Lo, K. Authoritarian environmentalism, just transition, and the tension between environmental protection and social justice in

China’s forestry reform. For. Policy Econ. 2021, 131, 102574. [CrossRef]
73. Hu, Z. When energy justice encounters authoritarian environmentalism: The case of clean heating energy transitions in rural

China. Energy Res. Soc. Sci. 2020, 70, 101771. [CrossRef]
74. Xue, L.; Zhao, J. Adaptive Reform and Limitations of the Public Policy Process in the Course of Transition. Soc. Sci. China 2017, 45–67.
75. Li, C.; Wang, M.Y.L.; Day, J. Reconfiguration of state-society relations: The making of uncompromising nail households in urban

housing demolition and relocation in Dalian, China. Urban Stud. 2021, 58, 1581–1597. [CrossRef]
76. Zhou, J. Production Mechanism and Treatment of Nail Households in Rural Land Acquisition and Demolition. J. South China

Agric. Univ. Soc. Sci. Ed. 2019, 18, 35–42.
77. Chambers, R. The origins and practice of participatory rural appraisal. World Dev. 1994, 22, 953–969. [CrossRef]
78. Cramb, R.A.; Purcell, T.; Ho, T.C.S. Participatory assessment of rural livelihoods in the Central Highlands of Vietnam. Agric. Syst.

2004, 81, 255–272. [CrossRef]
79. Saaty, T.L. The Analytic Hierarchy Process; McGraw Hill: New York, NY, USA, 1980.
80. Xu, J.H. Metrology Geography; Higher Education Press: Beijing, China, 2006; pp. 226–253. (In Chinese)

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2021.102574
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101771
http://doi.org/10.1177/0042098020912151
http://doi.org/10.1016/0305-750X(94)90141-4
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.agsy.2003.11.005

	Introduction 
	Theoretical Analysis Framework and Hypotheses 
	The Stakeholders in the MVLT Conflict 
	The Conflict of the MVLT and Farmers’ Credibility 
	Government Behavioral Will and Generation of Conflict 
	Administrative Means of Lower Governments and Conflict Resolution 

	Overview of the Study Area, Data Acquisition, and Research Methods 
	Overview of the Study Area 
	Data Acquisition 
	Research Methods 
	Measurement Index of Farmers’ Credibility 
	Indicators for the Measurement of Policy Instrument Indices 
	Administrative Means of Lower Governments and Evaluation of Farmers’ Characteristics 
	Classification of Conflict Index 


	Result Analysis 
	Credibility and Level of Conflict in the Initial Implementation of the MVLT 
	Individual Characteristics and Credibility of Farmers 
	Administrative Instruments and Credibility 
	Conflict Pressure after the Policy Stop 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

