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An empirical analysis of the impact of villagers® participation in the election of villagers’

committee: Based on the perspective of rural social trust
L1 Zhougiang
(School of Public Administration, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: Using 957 samples of the national rural democracy and governance survey database, an empirical study on the
influencing of rural social trust on villagers' participation in village committee elections shows that: 72.2% of the
respondents expressed trust in most of the village people; the more the villagers trust their common village people, the
higher voting enthusiasm they show in participation in the village committee election, the rate of villagers’ trust with their
families, relatives and good friends is significantly higher than that with strangers, business partners, the community,
universal trust has a significant positive effect on the villagers’ participate in the village committee elections, while
particular trust has no significant effect. In addition, ethnic, age, political status as well as the annual income of the
villagers have significant effect on the participation in the village committee elections.
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1 4
KMO=0.694 Bartlett’s
=1251.838 (1]
1 =63.425%
( 3) 6 3.75 352 3.39 1
1.74 258 245
*=3 HHSEENEFSIHE
-0.095 0.401 0.656 3.75
-0.066 0.422 0.758 3.52
0.030 0.371 0.679 3.39
0.472 -0.138 0.554 1.74
/ 0.441 -0.002 0.584 2.58
0.438 0.003 0.575 2.45 2
2.372 1.434 3.806 3 2
(%) 39.533 23.893 63.425 2 1 P< 0.05
KMO=0.694  Bartlett’s =1251.838 P< 0.05
(P<0.001) 3
2.26 3.56 4
F 4 EFHRESEMHNESIRZEIHER Logistic [E)IERIFE
1 2 3
B(S.E) Exp(B) B(S.E) Exp(B) B(S.E) Exp(B)
0.501(0.147)* * 1.573
0.173(0.144) 0.841 0.106(0.156) 0.900
0.316(0.126) * 0.729 0.217(0.136) * 0.805
0.093(0.145) 1.098
-0.378(0.145)* 0.685 -0.400(0.147)* * 0.670
-0.633(0.065)* * * 0.531 -0.627(0.065)* * * 0.534
-0.523(0.249) * 1.687 -0.532(0.248) * 1.703
-0.125(0.037)* * * 0.883 -0.121(0.038)* * * 0.886
-1.160(0.649)* * * 3.189 0.881(0.529)* * * 2.414 2.122(0.832)* * * 8.349
* P< 005 **  P< 0001 ***  P< 0.0001
P< 0.001
R 0.25(Cox&Snell R =0.28 P< 0.05 (B=
Nagelkerke R =0.32 B= 0.501 P=0.001) -0.378 P=0.009)
P< 0.0001 (B=

-0.633 P=0.0001)
[24]
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