2010

C913
210098
» (
( 2001)
2007)
( 2007) .
?

A 1001 -8263(2014) 08 - 0073 - 07

210098;

( CGSS2010)

2011) .
20 60.70
()
(
2010 1997) .

73



2014 8

. 2002)

2011) .

(Shi 2001

2007) o

2014) .

74

~

(
”( Weber
(
2014) .
(
(
2012)

»

( Mishler & Rose 2001)

2001;

2001) .

2a:
2b:
2c:

2d:

2001) o

(

2013) .

(Shi 1999)

2011)

( Mishler & Rose



(
4:
( CGSS2010) »

5178
5578 51.8% »

» [ (

‘1 )
?)7 (13

) ”
2014) 5 “ 2 O 113 . 2 — 6 ” — 9 “
N » — 11 “ N » — 12 ‘“ » -
15 ¢ 7=16 * 7 =19,
0 18
70 o
1,
2010 1
( ) ( ) ( )
/ / /
11785 . W07 4.06 S161 4.25 5554 3.87
1.71 1.727 1.684
18 =70 (1.716) (1.727) (1.684)
35.5% 37.8% 33.2%
48.1%: 10754 s 18 02 M .50
27.4% 34.1% 21.1%
« 10716 new W 65.00 ) 78.9%
9.02 11.25 6.95
r)” “
7 10755 (4.399) 5168 (3.879) 5575 (3.785)
)" ° 7.58 7.66 7.52
_— v« 06y M sy P (L)
« ” « 44.56 4.67 44.48
68 sy M sy PP (13.0)
“ ”
° 52.2% 51.4% 53.0%
« 10768 nse M sew OB 47.0%
R ‘10 »
?” R ( )
“ 2 88. 7%
“ ”» [13
” [ ”» ” 3 5% “@ ”
Y . o
»” 13 ” “
) [ ”»
o]
“ 63. 9% (43 ”» (13
@ ” “ ”» 16 7%
”» @« ” 3 ”
o
”» [ ”» 14 ”
o
“ (Li 2004; 2007, N 2013) .

75



2 ” 92.2%
7. 1% “ ”» [13 »
65% 2.1%
(%) 0.8 4.7 1.2 4.0 0.5 5.3
(%) 2.7 12.0 3.5 11.3 1.9 12.7 «
(%) 7.8 19.4 10.2 21.9 5.4 17.1 “«
(%) 37.3 409 4.3 4.8 327 393 ” 7.8%
(%) 51.4 23.0 42.8 20.1 59.5 25.7 19‘4% . .
4.36 3.66 4.22 3.64 4.49 3.67
0.804 1.098 0.854 1.047 0.728 1.142
10724 10709 5154 5148 5578 5549
2
85 1% “ ”» ( )
“ ”
62 9% 113 » 113 °
7 15.3%
4.7%
3.
[43 ”» [43
3
1 2 3 4 5 6
B B B B B B
(Exp(B)) (Exp(B)) (Exp(B)) (Exp(B)) (Exp(B)) (Exp(B))
166" L1637 % .2057 2015 111 134
(1.180) (1.178) (1.227) (1.235) (1.117) (1.144)
-.011 -.013** -.012 -.016 -.012 -.012
(.989) (.987) (.989) (.984) (.988) (.988)
1.004*** L8007 ** L9617 * % L8257 K 1.075%** L7817
(2.730) (2.226) (2.615) (2.283) (2.930) (2.184)
3R .022 L139%x .056" J118%* -.009
(1.140) (1.022) (1.149) (1.057) (1.126) (.991)
—.044%** -.002 —.045%* .008 —.043" -.015
(.957) (.998) (.956) (1.008) (.958) (.985)
b LTI F K L6227 ¥ 8037 * ¥ 589 % * ¥ JT6 TR L6517 %
(2.177) (1.863) (2.233) (1.802) (2.045) (1.917)
. — 4677 %% -009
(.627) (1.009)
.016 -.025" .007 .001 .024 -.050%**
(1.016) (.975) (1.007) (1.001) (1.024) (.951)
.000 .000* * .000 .000 .000 .001 ***
(1.000) (1.000) (1.000) (1.000) (1.000) (1.001)
P .047 - 142FF .056 -.137" .028 -.1337
(1.048) (. 868) (1.058) (.872) (1.028) (.875)
.092 - .431 -.799 —1.451%%% -.317 .486
(1.096) (. 650) (.450) (.234) (.728) (1.625)
-2 Log likelihood 6630. 338 13084. 839 3892.201 6326. 654 2726. 465 6737.606
Na 770.101%**  639.509***  375.639%**  336.099***  268.934***  3]6.842%**
Nagelkerke R? . 140 . 081 126 . 088 114 .078
10496 10485 5040 5036 5456 5449
(1) « " « " « "
“ 7d COT(2) x x % p<0.001 * % p<0.01 * p<0.05,

76



( odds)

. 37%
. (1-e-.467=0.371 p<0.001)

o

173% ( el.004 — 1
=1.73 p<0.001)
123% (e.800 -1 =1.23 p <0.001) . : . .

0.05 . .
. (2014)

4.4%(1 —e—.045 =0.440 p <0.01)
4.2% :
(1-e-.043=0.420 p<0.05) . .

. ( 2012)
( 2014) .

77



2014 8

CGSS2010

. 2004

78

(1)Li L. J. 2004 “Political Trust in Rural China” Modern Chi-
na 30(2):228 —258.

(2) Mishler W. & Rose R. 2001 “What are the origins of politi—
cal trust? Testing institutional and cultural theories in post —
communist societies” Comparative Political Studies 34( 1) : 30
-62.

(3)Nye J. S. Jr. Zelikow P. D. & King D. C. Eds. 1997
Why People Don’ t Trust Government M A: Harvard University
Press Cambridge.

(4)Newton K. 2001 “Trust Social Capital Civil Society and De—
mocracy”  International Political Science Review 22(2) :201 -
214.

(5)Shi T. J. 2001 “Cultural Values and Political Trust: A com—
parison of the People”’ s Republic of China and Taiwan” Com~—
parative Politics 33(4) :401 —419.

(6)Shi T. J. 1999 “Generational Differences in Political Atti—
tudes and Political Behaviour in China” World Scientific.

(7) Weber Max. 1978 Economy and Society California: Universi—

ty of California Press.

(8)A.]. K4 :
) ( 2012 0 .
9) . 4 : >
2001 .
(10) . K« —

)« 2014 1



. (17) K¢ — 8
an) N K )« by )« 2007 5
2013 2 (18) ¢ :
12) ¢ . p) » « 92014 2
4 2011 1 (19) . ( » «
- D. 4 : 92002 3
) . 2001 (20) . . . I
(14) . K )«
PIKS 2012 2011 9
3 . 1)  ( ) 2001
(15) : ( )«
2011 4 (
(16) ¢ : )«
$2007 4

Government Trust and Its Influencing Factors
of Urban and Rural Residents in China

Wang Yijie & Qiao Wenjun

Abstract: Based on the data from the 2010 Chinese General Social Survey this paper compares
differences of the central and local government trust between the urban and rural residents and to
explore the influencing factors from four aspects of egoism culturalism household registration sys—
tem and generation. The findings are: Overall there is still the trust structure of weak local and
strong central government in China however there are significant differences between urban and ru—
ral residents’ trust in government under the household registration system. Class status of egoism di—
mension authoritarian values and interpersonal trust of culturalism dimension significantly affect the
central and local government trust. The years of education and the cognition on government responsi-
bility have significant effects on the central government trust and generation factor affects the local
government trust significantly.

Key words: government trust; comparison between urban and rural residents; egoism; cultural-

ism; generation
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