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Research on the Present Situation Difficulties and
Reform of Discipline Inspection Agencies
at the County Level in China

Guo Yong & Song Wei
( School of Public Policy and Management Tsinghua University Beijing; Integrity Research

Center University of Science and Technology Beijing Beijing)

Abstract: The reform of discipline inspection agencies is one of the most important innovations on anti — corrup—
tion systems and institutions in China which is also regarded as a key issue for improving the efficiency of anti
— corruption. The discipline inspection agencies at the county level are the basic components and play an irre—
placeable role in bridging the top and gross roots of its system. However there are numerous difficulties and
challenges discipline inspection agencies at the county level are facing. In particular the work of dispatched
discipline inspections at the county level and discipline inspection agencies in townships are restrained by many
factors. Taking T County as an example this paper adopts field interviews and questionnaires to analyze the
present situation and dilemma of discipline inspection agencies at the county level systematically and explore the
theoretical issue around that deeply. Based on the above analysis the paper raises the innovation model ( T
County Model) for reforming discipline inspection agencies which may serve as a potential policy reference for
reforms in the future.

Key words: Discipline Inspection Agencies at the County Level; Promoting Integrity; Anti — Corruption



