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Internet Political Attitude and Non — Institutionalized
Political Participation. An Empirical Analysis
of 1953 Netizen Respondents

Wang Heng' & Ji Chengyuan®
(1. School of Marxism Studies Renmin University of China Beijing;

2. School of Government Peking University Beijing)

Abstract: Netizens” different surfing purposes and information preferences in internet using shape different polit—
ical participation behaviors and the intervening mechanism lies in political attitudes which contain political
trust and democratic conception. To be more specific the social use purpose and political information prefer—
ence online significantly weaken netizens” political trust and strengthen their procedural democratic conception
thereby promoting non — institutionalized political participation. On the contrary the egocentric use purpose and
entertainment information preference online significantly strengthen netizens” political trust and substantive dem—
ocratic conception thus restraining non — institutionalized political participation. This finding signifies that as
a media of information dissemination and organizational mobilization the internet is neutral which means there
is no positive connection between internet and non — institutionalized political participation. In the information
era the government has nothing to fear when it comes to the internet. Rather it should take advantage of the
internet in order to institutionalize citizens” political participation. Our understanding on the political conse—
quence of the internet should go beyond the debates between technological and political determinism and turn
into the users” political psychology.

Key words: Internet; Political Trust; Democratic Conception; Political Participation



