i 3E AT 2012 F R AT — AR, RATEL I, £ FEALIRLET X T AR
ANGEMRFA RF REREAA, P EAZEGISAEZILRR P E R £ 4L, A
RFEI/RE A EANETBEELSRKEINMBEAAFEEMAXLZ, MATHLSZAARCH A B
A RBIEN S REMMAMALT , KBS EBAEIEA ISt ERARGBE AL, mILA L
R ZRGFEAGZMEEELR ZHRAR-CHEGABSIE A EEL R EZMILZE
B R X A A4 b Il 2L . K L0 5 AT 2 AR A W ORI 0I5 AL B A 89 — R X,

ANFRfE4E KE Z5HKE A2 H A
DOI:10.13858/j.cnki.cn32-1312/¢.2014.02.015
AR F | T K SE B R BT S R R R 210008
WA E B KR P BT E R FRBOUE S RS IR 210008

20 90 N N N

« » “9g5”"
“ 7 NJU985JD09 o

[1]Inglehart, Ronald. 1997. Modernization and Post-Modernization: Culture, Economic and Political Change in 43 Soci—

eties. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

[2]Fukuyama, Francis. 1995. “Confucianism and Democracy.” Journal of Democracy 6(2):20-33; Delhey, Jan,Kenneth

Newton and Christian Welzel. 2011. “How General is Trust in “Most People”? Solving the Radius of Trust Problem.” Ameri—

can Sociological Review 76(5):786-807.
— 112 —



2014 2

~
o
[
N (e}
“ ” World Values Survey el
(e} o
o]
131
. 90 14
o (e}
15
]
Y o
]
(e} N

[1]Putnam, Robert D., Robert Leonardi and Raffaella Nanetti. 1993. Making Democracy Work: Civic Transition in Mod—
ern Italy. Princeton: Princeton University Press.

[2]Inglehart, Ronald. 1977. The Silent Revolution: Changing Values and Political Styles among Western Publics.
Princeton: Princeton University Press; Inglehart, Ronald. 1997. Modernization and Post—Modernization: Culture, Economic
and Political Change in 43 Societies. Princeton: Princeton University Press; Inglehart, Ronald and Christian Welzel. 2005.
Modernization, Culture Change and Democracy: the Human Development Sequence. New York: Cambridge University Press

E)[QN - € ) C ) 1988 65 .

[4]E.g. Putnam, Robert D. 1995. “Tuning In and Tuning Out: The Stranger Disappearance of Social Capital in Ameri—
ca.” PS: Political Science and Politics 28 (4): 664-683: 675; Skocpol, Theda and Morris P. Fiorina. 1999. Civic Engagement
in American Democracy. New York: Russell Sage Foundation.

[5]E.g. Newton, Kenneth. 2006. “Political Support: Social Capital, Civil Society and Political and Economic Perfor—
mance.” Political Studies 54:846-864; Zmerli, Sonja and Ken Newton.2008. “Social Trust and Attitudes towards Democra—
cy.” Public Opinion Quarterly 72(4):706-724.

— 113 —



(1]
o

121 [3]
° o

4 5]

° ”(the loyal opposition)*!

[7]

[1]Chen, Jie and Chunlong Lu. 2007. “Social Capital In Urban China: Attitudinal and Behavioral Effects on Grassroots
Self-Government.” Social Science Quarterly 88 (2):422-442; Steinhardt, H. Chrisoph. 2012. “How is High Trust in China
Possible?” Comparing the Origins of Generalized Trust in Three Chinese Societies.” Political Studies 60:434-454.

[2]Delhey, Jan, Kenneth Newton and Christian Welzel. 2011. “How General is Trust in “Most People”? Solving the Ra—
dius of Trust Problem.” American Sociological Review 76(5):786-807 789.

[3]Portes, Alejandro and Julia Sensenbrenner. 1993. “Embeddedness and Immigration: Notes on the Social Determi-
nants of Economic Actions.” American Journal of Sociology 98:1320-50.

(4] . € >y X 21999 2

\ ( >y X 12002 3
(- b )« 2003 1 ¢
— > X )2006 3
[5] € > L X 2007 1 (
) 2012

[6]Inglehart, Ronald. 1997. Modernization and Post—-Modernization: Culture, Economic and Political Change in 43 Soci—
eties. Princeton: Princeton University Press: p54.

[7]Cheibub, Jose Antonio. 2007. Presidentialism, Parliamentarism and Democracy. New York: Cambridge University
Press: p26.

[8]Uslander, Eric M. 2002. The Moral Foundation of Trust. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press: p190.

— 114 —



2014 2

1]
o

12]

3]

[1]Putnam, Robert D. 1995. “Tuning In and Tuning Out: The Stranger Disappearance of Social Capital in America.”
PS: Political Science and Politics 28 (4): 664—683:173-174; Kwak, Nojin, Dhavan V. Shah and R. Lance Holbert. 2004.
“Connecting, Trusting, and Participating: The Direct and Interactive Effects of Social Associations.” Political Research Quar—
terly 57(4):643-652: 645.

[2]E.g. Nannestad, Peter. 2008. “What Have We Learned About Generalized Trust, if Anything?” Annual Review of

Political Science 11:413-436; . € > X )
2002 3

[3]Granovetter, Mark S. 1973. “The Strength of Weak Ties.” The American Journal of Sociology 78(6): 1360-1380.

(4] € ) 2010 26 .

[S]E.g. Tu, Wei—Ming. 1998. Humanity and Self-cultivation: Essays in Confucian Thought. Boston: ChengandTsui Com—
pany.

[6]E.g. Nisbett, Richard E. 2003. The Geography of Thought: How Asians and Westerners Think Differently ------ and
Why. New York: The Free Press; Fukuyama, Francis. 1995. “Confucianism and Democracy.” Journal of Democracy 6(2):20-33.

— 115 —



2012
560 2399 .
1199 .
GDP 15 .
1. 154589 2 455 .
EHEEE | N | P[5 2| RO RAML
« 1 10 FA | 1141 958 [1.03] 1 10
EMAF A | 1127 870 |1.38 1 10
» N [l % 1036 7.76 |1.57 1 10
2 F M4 A | 1080 6.92 | 1.76 1 10
) L ) INETIIN
B ¥ 1052 6.80 |1.89 1 10
N 1087  4.28 [2.22 1 10
1. 2 1
1
9.58 78% 100% 9 -
12.45% . T
9.58 8.7 A O l
7.7 6.9 6.8 42, oot
5 69.27%  17.48%
1 — 0.92% 10 = =
[ | —

[1]Shin, Doh and Jason Wells. 2005. “Is Democracy the only Game in Town.” Journal of Democracy 16(2): 88—101.

— 116 —

?71994-2014 China Academic Journal Electronic Publishing House. All rights reserved.

http://www.cnki.net



2014 2

2
: BEEREA | BEEAEA
B WE| T | WE| BHK
| 1 | 3 |026% | 190 17.48%
° 2 1 1 1009% | 92  8.46%
301 1009% | 120 11.04%
4 | 3 1026% 106 9.75%
° 5 | 11 | 096% | 245 22.54%
5 6 | 8 | 070% 166 15.27%
7 115 | 131% | 93 8.56%
° 8 | 67 | 587% | 53 @ 4.88%
9 | 142 |1245% 12 1.10%
10 890 | 78% | 10 | 0.92%
it | 1141] 100% 1087 100%
3/ 2 Pearson Chi2(81)=90.59, p-value=0.2
3 (N=970)
99 fEAEXA | FHE FE R |RKME
FA 0.220 | 0.036 | 005 | 0.52
10 | F N A 0.198 | 0028 | 002 | 038
Fl % 0.176 | 0.026 | 0.03 | 0.64
MAANBHA | 0156 0031 | 003 | 030
. RA¥ 0.151 | 0031 | 0.19 | 029
1 A 0.097 | 0.044 | 0.19 | 045
i 2 (N=970)
[ ]
[J
[ ]
1, .
' .
| LA
] B ] ’ A i ;
2. W £ ¥l 5 R EME 1
(| [
| =
| |
o o t
““ 1 2
3 .7 1
4 100 o
1
N N N N 7 =1 =0 o 2
2l «

[1]Also see Freedom House Dataset: http:// www.freedomhouse.org; and Polity IV dataset: http://www.systemicpeace.org/

polity/polity4.htm.

[2]Anderson, Christopher, and Christian Guillory. 1997. “Political Institutions and Satisfaction with Democracy: A

Cross—National Analysis of Consensus and Majoritarian Systems.” American Political Science Review 91 (1): 66-81; Evans,

Geoffrey and Stephen Whitefield. 1995. “The Politics and Economics of Democratic Commitment: Support for Democracy in

Transition Societies.” British Journal of Political Science 25: 485-514.

— 117 —



“ ” 10 ]
o 4 [l]o “
” O 1
. 3 « ”» 2]
4: 1=
. 6
=1 :O
(interactive effect)
i =4 =0 . 7
=1 =0 . =2012- N 1-7 =1 =
7 1-6 3000 =1 38001 6 .
o Regression with Robust Standard Error
Robust Regression
4,
4
. x% N | CE#HE| £ | FAME R K
i 1188  42.47 | 18.68 | 18 92
M A 1192 049 | 0.50 0 1
5-6 REXHE 1094 50.72 | 14.40| 8.33 | 83.33
R R EE 10400 6.15 | 2.08 1 10
B AE A 1106 18.14 | 5.98 3 30
ASAA AL 1149 0.09 | 0.29 0 1
5 3 1175 025 | 043 | 0 1
BE KL 1115 090 | 1.73 0 15
& 1162 3.39 | 0.86 2 5
° G AR 1124 290 | 0.83 1 4
14 . Rk B EA& 1079 334 | 066 | 1 4
& WA & 1099 6.32 | 1.79 2 10
~ HEHRE 1176 = 0.50 | 0.50 0 1
B Fm iR 1198 1.49 | 1.56 0 4
: BRI AE 1112 1393 | 229 | 5 20
T HAT W 1198 0.86 | 0.34 0 1
ES Y 1171 440 | 1.17 1 7
° AR I 1121 1.57 | 0.92 1 6
F W F AR B 1149 0.59 | 0.49 0 1

[1]Mattes, Robert and Michael Bratton. 2007. “Learning About Democracy in Africa: Awareness, Performance, and Ex—
perience.” American Journal of Political Science 51(1): 192-217.
[2]E.g Bell, Daniel A. 2005. Beyond Liberal Democracy. Princeton: Princeton University Press; Shin, Doh. 2012. Con—

fucianism and Democratization in East Asia. New York: Cambridge University Press.

— 118 —



2014 2

4 (Regression with Robust Standard Error) ( : )
B 1 ) A3 A4 A S A 6

HEFTALFE

BIEREA .13(.44)
1548 7 M4 A .70(.42)

fZAEF) % -.04(.39)

1S AE IR Z A48 0 A A45(.32)

FERF .67(.38)

Bl A A . A5(.26)
HAEURLE -2.29(1.76) —-2.42(1.75) -2.10(1.83) -1.80(1.85) -1.58(1.78) -2.32(1.86)
BUEEFEFE

N RSN Y .03(.44) .001(.44) .28(.46) -.02(.45) .16(.45) -.03(.45)
5% 3 7.64(4.08)" 7.63(4.08)" 8.38(4.15) 7.52(4.10)° 8.55(4.07) 6.94(4.14)
56 AR L -.76(.63)™ -1.75(.63)" -1.88(.65)" -1.77(.63)" -1.86(.63)" -1.62(.65)"
g AE -.06(.12) -.09(.12) -.10(.12) -.06(.12) -.18(.12) -.10(.12)
NRINEF
DR .39(.37) A47(.36) .37(.40) 46(.36) A5(.37) .38(.37)

Kok B & R -1.85(.93)" -1.75(.92) -2.22(.97)" -1.91(.94)" -1.88(.94)" -1.92(.93)"
1 R XLACI &) 1.17(.26)™ 1.12(27)™ 1.15(.28)™ 1.04(.27)" 1.08(.27)™ 1.05(.27)™
MAHREE

i 12(.03)™ 12(.03)™ 11(.03)" 11(.03)™ 11(.03)” 13(.03)™

DEX 1.19(.97) 1.13(.96) 1.48(1.00) 1.32(.98) 1.32(.98) 1.25(.98)
HH AR -1.38(.64)" -1.41(.65)" -1.38(.72) -1.30(.67)" -1.29(.66)" -1.5(.65)"

N .61(.57) .66(.57) .82(.57) .67(.57) .59(.56) .58(.57)

F R 40.45(6.99) 36.66(6.65) 42.51(6.46) 40.57(6.32) 39.35(6.20) 43.08(6.17)

N 809 806 751 779 764 785
R-square 0.1335 0.1341 0.1239 0.1206 0.1253 0.1308
“ "(the radius of trust) .
”[1]
1 6 o
° 0.03 7.64 -0.76,
(0.03)
-0.73
o 1_6 o
o 2012

[1]See World Value Survey questionnaire: “Generally speaking, would you say that most people can be trusted or that

you need to be very careful in dealing with people?” http://www.worldvaluessurvey.org/; also see Asian Barometer, http://

140.109.171.198/chinese/eng_intro.html.
— 119 —



robust standard error,

logistic model with

o 5. 6 o
5 (Logistic Regression)
AT A8 ) B 10 B 11 B 12
PBHERA 15(.12)
1542 7 R 4F A .20(.09)
1EHER 5 .02(.08)
ASHEI A8 A -.08(.06)
1SR F .09(.07)
FAErE A A .10(.05)
SRS h 3 -.11(.06)" -.12(.06)" -.12(.06)" -.08(.06) -.16(.07)" -.12(.06)"
BT R R A47(.13)™ AT7(.13) 440147 ST7(.14) A43(.14)™ A46(.13)™

A FE A R -.34(.25) -.38(.25) -.27(.25) -.23(25) -.29(.26) -.27(.25)

K.k B 7 & 40(.20) 40(.20) .50(22) A1(21) .55(.22)" 3921y
HR R0 -.38(.31) —-.40(.31) —-.35(.32) -.32(33) -.39(.32) -.36(.32)

Ak .005(.00) .005(.00) .004(.00) .002(.00) .001(.00) .002(.00)
DER -.49(.24) -.52(.24) =51(.24) -.54(.25) -.50(.25)" —.46(.25)
HEH 27(.13) 27(.13) 3113y 31(.14) S1(13) .26(.14)
AN A1(11) A2(.11) A1(11) .09(.12) A2(.11) A1(.12)
F AR -7.00(1.83) -7.11(1.38) -6.10(1.18) -5.71(1.20) -6.32(1.18) -5.82(1.14)
N 882 878 818 844 829 853
Pseudo R—Square .0632 .0675 .0635 .0699 .0708 .0683
(Logistic Regression)
B 13 B 14 B 15 B 16 B 17 B 18
HAETALE
BEREA .01(.06)
15 4E 3 IR 4 A .09(.05)
1SR % .04(.04)
1S AE IR Z A28 0 A .03(.04)
1EER ¥ .001(.04)

FiETE A A .08(.03)
HAEUMBALL .80(.16)" .86(.27)" T3(.27) 73(27) TJ4(27) 73(.28)"
BEEEEE

Bk it R .01(00)" .01(.00) .01(.00) .01(.00) .01(.00)" .01(00)"

T WA & -.09(.04)" -.08(.04)" -.08(.04)" -.08(.04)" -.08(.04) -.07(.04)"
HiEikmEF

560 & .50(.18)” .52(.18)" .59(.20)" .53(.19)" .53(.19)" .50(.19)"

B Fm iR .04(.05) .03(.05) .04(.05) .04(.05) .04(.05) .03(.05)
B TR A .26(.09)” .25(.09)" .30(.10)" .26(.09)" .25(.09)" .26(.09)”

Bk AR R -.01(.00)" .12(.09) .14(.09) .11(.09) .16(.09) .18(.09)
B HEzE .05(.04) ..06(.04) .04(.04) .06(.04) .06(.04) .05(.04)
MHEREE

it -.01(.00) -.01(.00)" -.01(.00)" -.01(.00)" -.01(.00)" -.01(.00)"
el -21(.14) -21(.14) -.25(15) -.17(.15) -.20(.15) -.22(.15)
HE .14(.09) .14(.09) 13(.10) .18(.09) 15(.09) .13(.09)
N -.38(.08)™ -.38(.08)™ -.39(.09)™ -.40(.09)™ -.37(.09)™ -.38(.08)™
w R -1.00(.97) -1.67(.85) -1.29(.83) -1.33(.78) -1.12(.80) —-1.44(.78)
N 908 899 830 863 842 867
Pseudo R—Square .0832 .0863 .0925 .0882 .0911 .09336
5 6 o
( ]

— 120—



