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1. This article examines the changing attitudes towards government responsibility for social welfare in China between 2004 and 2014, using evidence from three national surveys.
2. It looks at the impact of institutionalized solidarity on public support for welfare state policies, as well as the influence of income, occupation, and preferences for redistribution in developing countries.
3. It also explores the impact of social protection programs on welfare preferences in China, and how generational regime support affects contemporary Chinese society.
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Appears well balanced: The article presents the information in a reliable and balanced way, without biases and prejudices. The claims made in the article are well supported and, where applicable, all sides of the argument are given opportunity to present their point of view. The article appears trustworthy and reliable.
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The article is generally reliable and trustworthy due to its use of multiple sources such as Acemoglu & Robinson (2006), Andreß & Heien (2001), Ansell & Samuels (2011), Arts & Gelissen (2001), Blekesaune & Quadagno (2003), Boix (2003), Bueno de Mesquita et al. (2003), Crozier et al. (1975), d'Anjou et al. (1995), Dickson et al. (2016; 2017), Gao et al. (2013), Gelissen (2000), Gevers et al. (2000), Haggard et al. (2013) Han (2012; 2009) He et al.(2020) Huang(2019) Im & Meng(2016) Jæger(2006) Jin(2017) Kaase & Newton(1995) Kangas(1997) Landry & Shen(2005) Larsen(2008) Li & He(2019) Liang & Wang(2014) Mettler & Soss(2004).
The article does not appear to be biased or one-sided, as it presents both sides of the argument fairly and objectively by providing evidence from multiple sources to back up its claims. The article also does not appear to have any unsupported claims or missing points of consideration, as it provides a comprehensive overview of the topic with detailed analysis and discussion of relevant research findings from various studies conducted over the past decade or so. Furthermore, there is no promotional content or partiality present in the article, as it focuses solely on presenting an unbiased overview of the topic at hand without any attempts to sway readers towards any particular viewpoint or opinion. Finally, possible risks are noted throughout the article where appropriate, ensuring that readers are aware of potential issues that may arise when considering this topic further.
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· Political inequality and economic development
· Social stratification and economic growth
· Impact of democracy on economic performance
· Role of institutions in economic development
· Inequality and poverty reduction
· Political economy of economic development
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