


































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































514 

CHINA VALUE SURVEY 123 

Table 6: National Target.“Which of七hefollowing do you yourself consider mosむimportantin 
the long run?" (%) 

stability of the sociai(political) order 
economic stability and growth 
justice (in politiω) 
fair distribution 
employment 
fighting rising prices 
freedom of speech 

2.5 NIαtional Target 

Beijing 
'rotal Eliむe
36.0 34.2 
13.4 23.7 
27.4 25.4 
3.3 3.1 
13.6 9.2 
4.0 1.3 
0.9 2.2 

Shanghai 
Total Elite 
28.6 22.9 
22.9 33.1 
19.6 18.5 
1.6 0.6 
18.6 19.1 
6.5 3.2 
1.2 2.5 

A question concerning national target was asked as“Which one of the following do you 
yourself consider most important in the long run?" with the list of items shown in Table 6. 

This table shows some difference between Beijing and Shanghai with respect to politics 

and economy. Among others this may be clearly seen in the comparison of the younger 

elite on "the stabi1ity of the social condition" and “出eeconomic stability and growth." 

The younger elite of Beijing are more concerned with the former whereas the younger elite 

of Shanghai are with the latter. The higher level of concern is also seen on the ぺjustice

in politics (more explicitly， fighting against corruption and promoting integrity) for boωむh
the younger elite and the七ωota叫.1sample i泊nBeりi泊ng

There is some d必i恒scぽre句p釦 c句ybetween 七h恥eyounger eliむ旬e釦 dth恥e色ωo凶 s飢創釦n却1甲plei泊nBe吋ijingon 

“%色“ぬheemployment" . and “the economic stability and growth": the elite are concerned with 

the economy and growth ofぬestate where路 theordinary people are concerned more 

with one's own employment. This reflects the fact that the socialis七sむatehas been now 

producing many unemployed workers since 1997 or so in their shift to capitalism. 

As for the formal declaration of national target， one should see the Tenth Five-Year 
Plan approved by the People's Assembly of M紅 ch2001. One of the main parts w鎚 the

realization of the rapid advancement of science and technology in various areωincluding 

economy， daily life， military， and transportation， as well 鎚 economicprosperity. 

2.6 Anxiety 

Table 7 shows the data on people's sense of anxiety. The question was “To what extent 
do you worry， either for yourself or for your family， about each of the following? Would 
you say very much， somewhat， slightly， or not at all?" 
People in both Beijing and Shanghai were very much concerned with unemployment， 
but the elite groups' sense of anxiety was lower thanむhatof the toむalsample. As for 

serious illness， only Shanghai showed their anxiety. This may remind us ofむhe仕equent
propagation of epidemic dise鎚白suchas AIDS or SARS at the region in their long history， 
alむhoughthe survey w鎚 conductedbefore the occurrence of SARS. The way of fighting 

with SARS by the local governments w鉛 criticizedbecause they are suspected to hide 

the seriousness of the disease and the propagation. On the other hand， it should be noted 
that their anxiety with w釘 Wぉ lowestthan with any other item in the list. This seems to 
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Table 7: Anxiety:“To what extent do you worry， either for yourself or for your family， about 
each of the following? Would you say very lnuch， somewhat， slightly， or not at all?" 
Each figure shows the percentage of combined categories “very much" and “、somewha抗.t."
(The remaining categories are “、alittle b凶it"and '“'n∞oωta抗ta剖11.'ア"

Serious illness 
'fraffic accident 
U nemployment 
War 
Nuc1ear plant accident 
Multiple Total % 

i Bei出j封in略1屯g S泊h釦 g凶ha剖
Tbtal Elite Total Elite 
69.1 71.5 73.7 56.7 
65.4 66.7 67.5 60.6 
52.8 39.9 62.2 54.8 
45.3 41. 7 43.0 45.2 
45.6 49.5 37.7 40.7 
279.9 269.3 284.1 258.0 

reflect the critical situation in the current China. China is now rapidly transforming itself 

and probably will exemplify another successful "eapitalist" country of Asia in the near 

future. Although a sort of military or political tension between the mainland of China 

and Taiwan (or other neighboring countries) frequently occurs， iもisnot surprising that 
China avoids a serious conflict in order to maintain their economic developnlent which 

necessitates the social order in the Asia. 

3. Sense of Trust 

The lastもwodecades have seen extensive studies on “trust" in the aftermath of cold 
Wむ.It is now the time to reconsider how we can develop international trust in order to 

prevent conflicts between different cotintries， races， or religious groups rele槌 edfrom the 
control of the political ideologies of old world system. 

There may be various possible definiもionsof“trust" (see Hosmer， 1995). For exam-
ple， Z ucker (1986) cl笛 sifiedthree ways of trust production: 1) process-based trust tied 
to P鉛 texchanges， 2) characteristic-bぉedtrust tied to personal characteristics， suchぉ
family background and ethnicity， and 3) institutional-based trust tied to formal so悦 tal
structures. Although Shapiro (1987) criticized the third category because he believes that 

trust cannot be institutionalized， it would be possible that institutions such as a legal 
system can function where people cannot rely on interpersonal trust. This w鎚 actually

happened in the time of industrial revolutions.. It may be important to note that the 

Chinese government is attempting to shift itself from the leader-oriented regime in the 

past decades to more legislation-oriented social system. 

In his comp釘 ativeeconomic theory， Fukl判 na(1995) focused on of trustぉ aprop-
erty of national character， and contrぉtedJ apan， USA and Germany as highly trustful 
countries with China， France， and ltaly as less trustful countries. In the above-mentioned 
paper， Zucker questioned on the direct scalability of subjective trust. Although it might 
be questionable w hether trust can be directly me鉛 uredor not， people's responses in ques-
tionnaire surveys must provide us with some information on their sense of trust in a certain 

way if adequate items are chosen and response data are adequately analyzed. 

Three iむemshave been used七oscale people's sense of trust by the Institute of Social 

Research at the University of Michigan in their survey on “Americans' Quality of Life" 
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(NORC-ROPER， 1986) or in GSS (General Social Survey). The three items of GSS trust 
scale were stated as follows. 

a) Would you sayもhatmost of the time， people try to be helpful， or thaむthey釘 emostly 
just looking out for themselves? 
1.τ'ry to be helpful， 2. Look out for themselves， 
3. Other (PLEASE SPECIFY) 4. Don't know. 
b) Do you think that most people would try to' take advantage of you if they go七the

. chance， or would they try to be fair? 
1. Take advantage， 2. Try to be fair， 
3. Other (PLEASE SPECIFY)， 4. Don't know. 
c) Generally speaking， would you say that most people can be trusted or that you can't 
be too careful in dealing with people? 
1. Can be trusted， 2. Can 't be too careful， 
3. Other. (PLEASE SPECIFY)1 4. Don冗know.

Our survey of the J apanese N ational Character also hぉ adoptedぬethree items since 

1978 for' the J apan Survey (Yoshino， 2002a). 
Miyake analyzed the trust scale of GSS in our seven nation survey (Hayぉhiet al.， 1998， 
Ch.7)，ωd he found七hefollowing. 
1) People wiぬ somereligious faith， whatever i七is，have more sense of trust. 
2) In the western countries， there is a weak correlation between sense of trust and 
income， and education level. 
3) Women are more opμtir宜凶I

As to the correlation be 七tweωenincome and e“du凹ca抗州t“io∞nlevels in the Western world， we did 
not necessarily find such a correlation in the Asia. Banfield (1958)'s claim that“distrust 
is the culture of the poverty" may not necessarily be applicable七othe Eastern people 

(Yoshino， 2002a). These observations must be closely connectedむothe exte凶 ofappli-
cability of the GSS items as a trtist scale in cross-national comparative studi白 (Yoshino，
2003). 

Yoshino reported (2002a， Fig. 1; 2003) about the stability of rate of the Japanese who 
chose optimistic categories in all three items (‘'1"， "2" & "1" of items a， b & c). (1 
frequently use the rate 鎚 atrus七scalethus defined， although there may be some other 
possible definitions of a trust scale bぉedon the three items. For example， it is possible to 
use the average of respondents'. scores where 1 point is邸signedto each ofぬeoptimistic 

categories. 1 have， however， confirmed the consistency between the two scales: the trend 
is not changed so much， whichever one of these scales is used. For another example， it is 
possible to use the three items ωindependent1y. 1 have found， however， that items a & b 
are closely correlated in the USA whereas items b & c are closely correlated in Japan.) As 

farωthis pa此iculartrust scale is concerned，もheJapanese people's sense of trust has not 

shown a remarkable change at leぉtover the 1ぉttwo decades. Thi 
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Table 8a: Trust and Age. The older has the higher sense of trust in Beijing， whereas the nliddle 
age (the generation of Cultural Great Revolution) has the lower sense of trust than 
the younger and the older generations in Shanghai. (The figures of Table 8 show the 
percentages of those who chose opthl1istic categories in all three itenlS of GSS tritst 
scale. See the text.) 

Age 
(years old) 
18-39 
40-55 
56-

City 
Beijing S】langha.i- (%) 
13.6 24.5 
16.5 . 17.1 
22.0 26.0 

T包.ble8b: Trust and Education. There seems no significant difference between educationallevels. 

City 
School Beijing Shangha(%) 
Primary jSecondary 
High 
CollegejGraduate 

16.5 18.6 
16.9 21.0 
18.0 . 24.0 

Table 8c: Tr¥胤and(関lιreported)Family Income. There seems no significant difference in sense 
of trust between categories of family income in Beijil1g， whereas the middle category 
showed higher rate in Shanghai. 

Family Income (Chinese Yen) 
Uppe (>40，000) 
Middle (20，000-40，000) 
Lower (く20，000)

City 
Beijing Shangha(%) 
21.0 18.5 
18.1 24.7 
17.5 18.4 

Table 8d: Trust and (self-reported) Social Cl舗 s.There seems no significant difference between 
social classes. 

Social Class 
Upper 
~!fiddle 

Lower 

City 
Beijing Shangha(%) 
16.8 20.2 
17.4 23.1 
16.6 17.1 

Hawaii， the USA (26.6%)， Britain (23.6%)， the West Ge釘rnlan町lザ.y(ρ21.7%)，Sha釦n屯g俳h泊凶a剖i(ρ20.1%) 
andBe吋iりji泊ng(ο17.1%)， the Ne抗th恥1児erlan工nd白s(1凶6.7%)，Japan (13 
and the J apanese Brazilian (μ4.2%)ト.Note 色山ha叫.tthe two cities of China are located in the 
lniddle of the ranking. This nlay be against F¥tkuyalna's thesis previously lnentioned 

(1995). There are some alternative interpretations for it. One is that Fukuyruna is wrong 

on this regard. Another interpretation is that the scale may not be adequate for the 

cross-national comparison. The validity of scale and the object t.o scale have a cOlnple-

mentary relationship， therefore， we need to carefully analyze the results with substantive 
data froln various perspectives. Evel1 if a certain scale is not valid for direct cross-national 

cOlnparison， however， it may be still valid for donlestic comparison (as a relative scale) in 
each country. 

Here it seems worthwhile analyzing more details of Chinese data on this scale as in 

Table 8a， b， c， and d. These tables show cross-tabulation of sense of trust with respect to 
age， educationallevel， (self-reporもed)family income，制ld(self-reported) social class. 

517 



518 

CHINA VALUE SURVEY 127 

Table 9: Attitudes towards Political Leaders.“The besもwayto improve the country is for the 
people to leave everything to s同.tesmen，rather than for the people to discuss things 
among themselves. Do you agree with this or disagree?" 

Beijing Shanghai 

“agree" "disagree"“depends“ag一ree"“disagーree"“dependsagree--on ~ase" "agree" "Qlsagree" on ~ase" 

Gender M 27.9 42.7 26.1 21.3 36.7 37.4 
F 28.4 39.5 26.8 24.2 36.1 35.9 

Age -19 10.8 64.9 24.3 15.8 52.6 21.1 
20- 20.4 48.0 28.3 18.4 38.0 41.1 
30- 30.3 32.1 32.1 26.1 32.6 39.1 
40 35.7 37.5 23.8 24.0 32.5 37.1 
50- 30.5 42.7 23.8 25.4 36.5 34.6 
60- 22.0 44.5 26.4 22.1 36.1 39.3 
70+ 29.0 41.9 22.6 14.5 53.2 27.4 

Education NA/Others 20.0 20.0 20.0 42.9 21.4 28.6 
Elementary school 36.9 40.8 15.4 33.9 27.4 32.3 
Middle School 32.6 39.0 25.0 23.6 31.1 39.9 
High School 29.1 39.1 25.5 22.5 37.6 36.4 
College 20.1 45.0 33.1 17.3 45.7 35.8 
Graduate School 30.8 38.5 30.8 18.2 72.7 9.1 

Income Less than 10000 Yuan 31.0 39.1 24.9 23.8 32.6 38.0 
(personal 10001-20000 Yuan 25.8 43.2 27.1 20.4 38.7 39.6 
yearly 20001-30000Yuan 20.9 45.1 33.0 20.3 46.1 28.1 
income) 30001-40000Yuan 14.3 47.6 38.1 22.9 45.7 25.7 

More than 40000 Yuan 41.7 33.3 25.0 20.5 43.6 35.9 
DK/NA 24.2 42.4 25.8 32.0 24.0 36.0 

Note th叫 theresponse data of item b) of GSS scale show a low inverse-correlation 

between sense of trust and education level，鎚 well鎚 income:the higher education level 

shows the lower trus七;the higher income shows the lower trus七.

Although we were noむallowed七0鎚 ksensitive ques七ionsconcerning politiωand religion 

in China， we included an item concerning a七ruston politics in our questionnaire. The 
question w錨“Somepeople say thatもhebest way to improve the country is for the peo-
ple to leave every七hingto statesmen， rather than for the people七odiscuss things among 
themselves. Do you agree wiぬぬis，or disagree?" . (The original wording was:“Some 
people sayザweget outstanding political leαders， the best way to improve the country is 
for the people to leave every七hingto them， rather than for the people to discuss things 
among themselves. Do you agree with this， or disagree?" Unfortunately， the question was 
re-worded by a local supervisor of the survey in Beijing鎚 mentionedabove， and it injured 
cross-national comparabili七ywith our p舗も surveydata. This is an example of limitation 

tha七weface in surveying political attitudes in the curre凶 China.For another remark， 
note that the Chinese wording is ambiguous about the distinction between singular and 

plural， such as“statesman" and“stat邸men".)
o verall ， for people of any age， any educational level， and any occupation， the rate of 
“disagree" to the above-mentioned question is larger than that of“agTee." A七thispoint 
of research， 1 am not sure鎚 towhether the resul七shouldbe" interpreted as distrust to 
politicians or鎚 achange of the China仕omthe virtue-goverr山gsystem (a governr閃凶by

virtuous leader 鎚 aConfucius ideal， but it often tends to be a personality cult in reality) 
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to a democratic state where people have good critical spirit. 

4. Concluding Remarks-The World as a Cultural Manifoldー

The 20th century was the tIlne of expansion of western civilization. Differences of cul-

tures occasionally prevented us f1'on1 our n1utual understandil1g each other. In this time of 

globalization， 1 would like to emphasize the fact七hatthere are various ways of successful 
social develoPlnent; therefore， we should not in1pose one's own social value 011 any other 
country if we intend to develop a peaceful world. 

The globalization necessarily changes SOlne institutional systelns and customs towards 

lnore ul1iversal ones under the influences of tr加 sl1ationalexchange or trade. On the other 

hand， SOlne other systelns are becoming more and n10re sensitive to cultural differences， 
ぉ areaction to the globalizatiol1. 

In order to facilitate the n1utual ullderstanding between the Eωt and the West， we need 
to keep in mind the di証erencesof social values betweel1 thelu. The study on the scale of 

trust (Fig. 4) may caution us on the applicability of a certain “single" scale invented by 
the Western cultures to the Easもerl1cultures， or vice versa. For example， iもisnot a1ways 
the case il1 the Asia that “the distrust is a culture of the poverty"ぉ Banfield(1958) once 
mentiol1ed. A Chinese proverb says that“Fine n1anners need a full stomach" (or “The 
belly hぉ noears")， but another says “Be contended with honest poverty." Ga11up (1977， 
p必 1)reported that they could not fil1d a very poor but still happy people in their globa1 

survey. 1 think that they missed the reality. For example， Brazilians were very optimistic 
even when Brazil fell down to the worst debtor nation in the world (Inkeles， 1997). Il1g1e-
hart reported a correlation of .57 between economic developn1ent and life satisfaction for 

sOlue 20 countries surveyed in 1980s (Inkeles， 1997， p.366-371). But the life satisfaction 
of Japan in the 1980's was lower than 2000， although Japal1 wぉ closeto the top of the 
world economy in those days and she has been suffering from depression over years until 

recently. Thus， we need scales constructed fron1 various perspectives or social va1ues in 
order to understand various cultures in the age of globalization. 

A剖lt出ho∞ughChina had so many battles between small c∞OUI山 'ie邸s(w羽it出hi泊nthe area cor-
responding tωo t山hemodern Cα}山a吋，)over thousands years in their history， once they were 
synthesized as a large elupil'eヲtheirgovernn1ent employed peoples of various races as high 

cl 
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on political responsibility. The open attitude is a key to democracy色hatis necessary for 

succ句sfulcapitalism. The mayor of Beijing got fired because of his ill treatment with 

SARS. The government started el1couraging people to inform of the presence of the pa-

tients. This situation seems to show that China is changing rapidly， but in a Chinese way. 
Here it may be important to quote Dogan (2000)'s statement “…Erosion of confidence is 
first of all a sign of political maturity. It is not so much that democracy has deteriorated， 
but rather the critical spirit of most citizens h鎚 improved..." 

I~ spite of prevailing confusion in the EぉtAsia (actually in the entire world)， 1 hope 
七hatthe Eωt Asia will advance towards the peaceful development without serious con-

flicts. For the mu.tual understandi加ngwith Asian c∞oun色位riぬes叫， one should keep in mi泊ndtheir . 

ways of t“ぬωhi叫in此ki泊n碍gsuch鎚“Men凶ts印u(仰face吋)"組d“官Ho叩nneand 'τTa 
p似ri泊nciple)"of the Chinese， the Japanese， and the Korean. This is also the cωe with the 
Asian countries for the understanding of the west. 

Once upon a time， Weber (1904-05) argued that Asian countries were l10t able to de-
velop capitalism in his theory on religion and capitalism. Now we know so many counter-

examples such as Japan， Korea， NIES， and China， againsむhisargument. Some people 
argued that the J apanese adaptation of Confucius philosophy adapむedto J apan functioned 

槌 a~'eplacement of Protestant ethics and lead J apan to a successful development of cap-

italism (NIorishima， 1984). But the p鎚 tdecades have seen many examples to show that 
economic success is not linked to a particular religion. Now we have more and more data 

to consider the relationships between econonlic development， social systems and social 
values because of the rapid change of social systems in many countries over the world 

than before. 

1 hope that our survey data will be helpful for the further constructive arguments and 

the mutual understanding for the peaceful development of Asia. 
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居委会名称 頻数(小)百分比(%)

光隼京工作姑 7 0.66 
静五居委会 12 1. 13 
安貞西里社区=区工作姑 31 2.92 

曙七居委会 21 1. 98 
南=里社区居委会 13 1. 22 
双柳巷社区居委会 43 4.05 
隼威西里社区絹花工作姑 5 0.47 
六街坊居委会 27 2.54 
安隼西里社区一区工作鈷 74 6.97 
安慧北里居委会 0.09 
巧萄居第二居委会 28 2.64 
西里北居委会 4 0.38 
京暁市居委会 7 0.66 
金色池居委会 7 0.66 
鞠章居委会 23 2.17 
京宰福街社区居委会 5 0.47 
五里庖第二社区 44 4. 14 
和文京里第三居委会 13 1. 22 
至?を因社区屠委会 24 2.26 
南頂路家委会 34 3.2 
翠林=里社区居委会 39 3.67 
月援北街南社区居委会 30 2.82 
粉末社区居委会 5 0.47 
中央音呆学院社区居委 11 1. 04 
百南社区居委会 9 0.85 
天宇寺南里社区居委会 6 0.57 
演河里社区居委会 2 O. 19 
禄長街~条社区居委会 30 2.82 
二街坊志社区居委会 42 3.95 
蔚秀園居委会 15 1. 41 
藍旗菅社区居委会 38 3.58 
菊因社区居民委員会 45 4.24 
惹州街社区居委会 16 1. 51 
西一杯ニ居委会 3 0.28 
文慧因社区居委会 16 1. 51 
八家社区居委会 7 0.66 
穏香園北社区居委会 23 2.17 
永泰西里第一社区居民委 24 2.26 
京里第二居委会 8 O. 75 
八角中里居委会 59 5.56 
永八居委会 28 2.64 
永四家委会 19 1. 79 
模式口西里=家委会 23 2.17 
花園居委会 10 0.94 
紳楼湾居委会 7 0.66 
王家因犀委会 23 2.17 
南沙雄第一居委会 14 1. 32 
酉N園南里第二居委会 17 1.6 
月長南側土区居委会 16 1. 51 
鉄家攻社区居委会 2 O. 19 
五街坊社区居委会 20 1. 88 
大災社区居委会 16 1. 51 
礼士居委会 16 1. 51 
有数祥本量(人) 1062 100 



表5.r社会的機関や団体等への信頼』 環太平洋価値観国際比較(2004-2009)
(ただしシンガポールは束アジア価値観調査2004より)

信頼機関(WVS項目)各項目の『たいへん信頼jと「やや信頼jの合計の割合(%)

調査年 2004 2005 2005 2005 2006 2006 2004 2006 
調査国・地域 日本 北京 上海 香港 台湾 韓国シンガポール 米国

質問項目
宗教団体 15 24 32 60 66 46 82 69 
裁判所 79 84 86 87 63 57 93 79 
新聞・テレビ 74 61 66 46 32 59 82 44 
警察 69 72 77 78 57 50 93 80 
政府・官僚 41 81 85 63 42 29 89 45 
国会 32 82 86 61 25 11 86 51 
非営利団体(NPO/NGO) 45 40 46 64 40 31 76 65 
福祉施設 70 73 75 81 56 59 84 62 
国連 56 59 59 65 46 58 71 55 
科学技術 76 96 94 88 74 75 87 87 

(注)東アジア価値観調査(2002-2005)と重複する調査国・地域の回答は、今回の調査とほぼ同様のパターンであった。



Asia-Pacific Value Survey (2004-2009) TRUST strongly&somewhat 

2004 2005 2005 2005 2006 2006 2007 2006 
Japan BeUing Shanghai HongKong Taiwan S. Korea Singapore USA 

Religious Group 14.7 24.3 32.0 60.1 65.8 45.9 69.3 
Mass Media 78.8 83.5 85.6 87.0 63.0 56.5 78.6 
Legal System 74.1 61 .1 66.0 46.1 32.3 59.0 43.6 
Police 69.3 72.0 76.6 77.9 57.0 50.3 79.8 
Government 40.6 81.4 85.3 62.8 41.6 28.5 45.1 
Diet/Congress 31.7 81.8 86.2 60.8 25.0 11.1 50.8 
NPO 45.0 39.7 46.3 64.0 40.3 30.8 65.1 
Welfare Institution 70.1 72.5 74.5 80.8 55.6 58.7 61.7 
UN 55.7 58.8 59.4 64.8 46.4 57.7 54.7 
Science& T echnology 76.3 96.3 93.5 87.9 73.5 75.1 86.6 

East Asia Value Survey (2002-2005) TRUST strongly&somewhat 

2002 2002 2002 2002 2003 2003 2004 

Japan BeUing Shanghai HongKong Taiwan S. Korea Singapore 
Religious Group 12.2 20.1 28.7 58.9 64.3 48.5 81.5 
Mass Media 73.6 82.4 92.2 85.5 65.3 58.7 92.9 
Legal System 74.1 57.1 71.0 40.9 37.4 60.4 82.1 
Police 64.3 71.2 73.5 75.2 50.4 49.0 92.5 
Government 41.1 84.0 88.4 55.5 42.5 29.6 88.8 
Diet/Congress 33.7 84.5 87.5 54.6 29.6 13.5 85.8 
NPO 54.8 36.5 53.0 58.5 38.0 41.4 76.0 
Welfare Institution 67.6 69.6 79.8 76.5 51.9 61.6 83.9 
UN 62.0 58.5 61.9 62.6 50.4 50.5 70.6 
Science&Technology 73.4 97.2 97.2 84.2 76.4 77.8 87.2 
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