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Abstract

Political participation is a necessity of human life and the level of it reflects the degree of democracy which can
be considered not only the right but also the obligation. Hebei province as a populous province has a large
population of undergraduates, especially the expansion the university education policy carrying out in 2008. For
the undergraduates in Hebei Province, they do not have adequate political knowledge, political skills and rarely
practice in political activities. The objective of this article is to propose and evaluate students’ political
participation behaviors in Hebei public universities of China. Data of this article is based on two sources;
primary data were collected through questionnaire and 1990 informants were selected based on the cluster
sampling method, the main statistical method for evaluation of research hypotheses is on the basis of on the basis
of SmartPLS and SPSS software, meanwhile, secondary data which were collected from journal articles, reports
and so on. Findings of this study indicate that, the level of students’ political participation was low in public
universities in Hebei province in China. Moreover, the author elaborated four reasons that led to the low political
participation behaviors in public universities of Hebei Province, which were the weak economic foundation, the
backwardness of the cultural environment, the unsound political system and the influence of traditional culture.
In addition, the author suggested that political participation among Hebei province public universities students
need to improve and develop.
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1. Introduction

Political participation is a necessity of human life and the level of it reflects the degree of democracy which can
be considered not only the right but also the obligation. Hebei province as a populous province has a large
population of undergraduates, especially the expansion the university education policy carrying out in 2008.
Along with the Jing-Jin-Ji integrated policies which carried out on 2013 and have become a significant strategy
of the whole China, Hebei province plays a significant role to implement this policy and develop itself not only
in politics and economy, but also in culture and education following the new opportunity. The undergraduate is a
unique group who is able to be the elites, governor, and politician and must be the person who takes part in the
social lives. For the undergraduates in Hebei Province, they do not have adequate political knowledge, political
skills and rarely practice in political activities; however, the undergraduate is a necessary group to participate the
social and governmental activities.

In China, the history of students’ political participation can draw back to the Revolution of 1919; however, the
youth disengage in the political activities appear obviously in the modern society. Youth political participation
exist some problems as follows: their social subject consciousness is weakness and begun to appear political
apathy in the process of political participation (Zhao & Tang, 2008), their participatory motivation presents
utilitarian and purposefulness gradually (Gao, 2009), they have ambiguous cognition on political participation
and lack of political theoretical knowledge, their behavior and consciousness of political participation are
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difference, and online participation is more than traditional participation (Jiang & Liu, 2013), in order to explore
the experience and the level in the process of political participation of undergraduates and the researcher
concentrates the energy to do the investigation in undergraduates’ political participation. Thus, the objective of
this article is to propose and evaluate students’ political participation behaviors in Hebei public universities of
China.

2. Methodology

Data of this article is based on two sources; the primary data were collected through questionnaire. This research
adopted cluster sampling method to select samples, because it is very difficult to list all the undergraduates from
scattered target population and choose the sample from them. Therefore, 5 different universities and colleges in
Hebei province were chosen. The questionnaire was explained and confidentiality was promised. And how to fill
out questionnaire was instructed. In the current research, the main statistical method for evaluation of research
hypotheses is on the basis of SmartPLS and SPSS software, the G¥Power software was used to calculate the
sample size required for this research. Therefore, the sample size of the study was determined to be 1990
informants based on the cluster sampling method. Meanwhile, secondary data were collected from journal
articles, reports and so on.

3. Undergraduates’ Political Participation Behaviors in Public Universities of Hebei Province

Measuring the students’ participation level is aim to achieve the objective using eight participatory activities
including Political Participation Behavior (PPB) 1 to PPBS8 as table 1 shown in the following. Investigations of
political participation using survey techniques which confined four types including vote, campaign activities,
protest and political contact based on the concept with eight behaviors. The descriptive analysis of variables
from 5-point Likert scale is presented in 1 = never, 2 = rarely, 3 = sometimes, 4 = often and 5 = always. After
that, put the five groups into three levels: low, moderate and high in order to test the relation between political
participation and the benefit of it.

Table 1. Descriptive Result of Each Political Activity

Modes Item | Behaviors Mean | SD | Min. | Max. Never Rarelv Si:l:::i‘ o
639 700 488 126 |37
PPB1 | Antend a political meeting orrally | 2.11| 988 i 3 32.1% 35.2% |]24.5% 6.3% [19%
Low: 67.3% Middle: 24.5% | High: 8.2%
Spend money supporting a deputy Bt [652 Sy 213 - 3
pppy | SPERC MONCY SUPPOrting 2 CePULY | 539 | 990 | 1 5 [211% [328% [33.7% 10.7% | 1.8%
Campaign or party Low: 53.9% Middie: 33.7% | High- 12.5%
Activities Persuade people to vote for a 496 [ 613 624 215 42
PPB3 | particular deputy or 234]1033| 1 5 [249% [308% [314% 10.8% | 2.1%
representative Low: 55.7% Middle: 31.4% |High: 12.9%
P 545 [574 592 217 |62
PPB4 gf‘;};do:'i‘;:]i‘:lﬂi““ 23¢[1085| 1 | 5 [274% [288% [29.7% 109% [3.1%
Low: 56.2% Middle: 29.7% | High: 14.1%
248 514 824 319 |85
Vote PPBS | Vote 274| 1010 1 5 [125% [258% [41.4% 16% |4.3%
Low: 38.3% Middle:41.4% [ High: 20.3%
. 1225 310 296 117 [42
Protest | PPB6 | Ferticipate in a peaceful 17 |10s3| 1 | 5 [616% [156% [149% 59% [2.1%
Low: 77.2% Middle:14.9% | High: 7.9%
3 53 414 I E
ppp7 | Contact and understand a civi 201(1074| 1 | s i:.lm IZ'-'?I% 2(1).8% l*-.s% |[315°o
Political Low: 69.3% Middle: 20.8% | High: 9.9%
Conract o il 1068|394 349 135 |43
PPBS | i 1841075 1 5 |537% |198% |17.5% 68% |22%
P Low: 73.5% Middle: 17.5% | High. 9%

3.1 Descriptive In General

It can be seen from table 1 that voting is direct political activity which impact of citizen on governmental
performance. Vote with mean score 2.74 (1-5 scale) is the highest among the eight behaviors which stands in the
middle degree. Demonstration (PPB6) belonging to protest behavior is the lowest among the eight behaviors
with the mean statics 1.71 in general, and 1225 (61.6%) students never played. PPB1, 2, 3 and 4 are attributed to
campaign activities (CA) group, and the level tested by mean score displays lower than vote but higher than
protest behavior. At last, the political contact behavior contains PPB7 and PPBS, the mean level between the two
activities presents long distance, the former one is 2.01 and the latter is 1.84. Except election is in middle level,
other behaviors are in low level which are resulted from the statistics hint.
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Campaign activities (CA) constitutes standard political participation which can exert pressure or communicate
information with other citizens in the process of participation (Verba & Nie, 1972). Table 1 displays that slightly
from 32.1% to 21.1% of the total respondents never participate into CA domain tested by the four
behaviors .Compared to protest and PC behaviors, the level of CA improves a little bit, but it is not obvious.
Absent in attending meeting or speech is the highest with 32.1% in CA domain, which because it needs the
expense. It is possible for students to have time conflicts between participation and coursework, academic
subjects stand in privilege position, participatory activities have to shun the way except the students are obsessed
with politics. Outcome-oriented tends to be the second reason why the respondents refused to CA, the more work
for voting respondents do, the less feedback can be obtained. The core value can be attributed to the third reason,
done works in this domain, improving how many citizens to participate cannot be calculated and adding how
much competitive ability cannot be measured. Therefore, respondents reject CA behavior because of the effects
of the behavior itself.

Vote (PPB5) is not only the right but also the obligation of the citizen which required by the Constitution of PRC.
In China’ political reality, citizen can directly vote the gross representatives. Vote as the standard political
participatory behavior and some of the scholars stated “vote is the unique activity which provides equal chance
for each citizen to participate into politics” (Zhou, 2014), and the result demonstrates the assumption and citizen
more positively participate than other behaviors. Vote as the only political act presented in table 1 that can
influence the governmental behavior directly, 87.5% students are participate into rarely, sometimes, often and
always degree that indicates majority of respondents in this research are positive enough to vote in universities.
Vote is the citizen’s power and obligation, the obvious increasing tendency comparing with the other behaviors
indicates the right and participatory ideology has improved.

As for the protest behavior, the Constitution of PRC stipulates explicitly any citizen has the right to protest;
however, the rules are in fuzzy states, not all the protest behavior can be admitted by the government. And in
detail, about 61.6% students refused to participate in demonstration that indicates a majority of students did not
through protest behavior in order to achieve political participation. If cannot compare the benefit and cost, not to
do is better than do, pursuing the maximum benefit becomes an important reason. Undergraduates as the high
knowledgeable group, in case participate into demonstration, which was deemed to law breaking or social riot,
that would record into file and influence the future of students; whereas not to do, just inactive into participation
even not exercise the participatory power which cannot be judged as right or wrong. The undergraduate in
university accept, master and practice the knowledge totally in order to achieve professional future, once because
the demonstration was reported into the “black file” which bad for finding job without right political orientation.
The loss outweighs the gain, usually students choose the maximum benefits and shun bad influence, especially
being vindicated by the government; therefore, rejecting demonstration seems better for future. Therefore,
rational choice and benefit maximization are likely to be the reason why protest behavior stands in low level.

Individuals with particular concerns contact with government candidates or officials is displayed by political
contact in this research, including two behaviors, one is contacting civil servant (governor) and the other one is
contacting NPC deputy member. Closely to 55% students never contact an elected politician and 42.3% students
refuse to contact a civil servant to explain or complain issues. PC domain provides the channel to express
opinions, suggestions and recommendations in the process of political activism in order to influence government
policy making; however, students’ refusal behavior indicates PC is not an effective way to participate. In PRC
electoral and grassroots’ democracy system, citizen has the right to vote people’s representatives in primarily
(Lin, 2011), while contacting representatives is likely difficult to practice because of the internal and external
reasons. First, it is difficult to contact strategy, considering the way which is suitable public or secret, individual
or group institution, and direct face to face or electricity contact? The tough way restricts students to try to
contact. Secondly, failure experience is enough to be the obstacle no matter from students’ or others. Contacting
failure provides the hurdle to express directly lead to no chance; communication and appeal failure supply the
ineffective for influence the government. Thirdly, the undergraduate is both the student and the social human
beings; focus study is the first task for each student in university. Participation in this process without adding the
academic remarks, and even providing suggestions to the officials without achieving influence policy-making
confidence that gradually dampen the students’ enthusiasms, wherefore, never involvement in PC is because of
channel limitation and result-orientated motivations. Hence, strategy, process and results lead students take part
into politics negatively and stand in low level.

3.2 The Level of Respondents for Palitical Participation
Political participation in this research is aim to influence policy-making and participate in the process of politics,
it is wider than some scholars requires political participation is only the activities in voting and narrower than
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some scholars claimed all the activities concerned politics.

Table 1 presents the proportion of students performing each of eight acts of political participation. Items
originally containing four types of participation have been five-point for this presentation, and the division points
can be inferred from the brief descriptions given in the table. It is quite clear from these frequency distributions
that most acts of political participation are performed by most portions of undergraduates which displays by
calculating a mean score for the eight items, the minimum scale 1 was subtracted from the maximum scale 5 and
then divided by the number of group 3. Hence, the mean score range of 1 to 2 was classified as low participation,
3 as a moderate participation, and 4 and 5 as high participation.

Table 2. Level of Respondents’ Political Participation (N =1990)

Variable Mean SD Min Max
PP N N % 9.4784 6.39753 8 40
Low 8-20 1381 69.39%
Moderate 21-28 498 25.03%
High 29-40 111 5.58%

Political participation is seen as a total behavior, including four types within eight single behaviors. A total
participatory score for each respondent was computed by adding all scores from eight participatory behaviors. In
order to measure the PP, transforming the eight behaviors into a whole, hence the scale range from 8§ to 40 based
on the each behavior. After calculating a mean score for PP, the range when was less than 20 as low level, more
than 21 and less than 28 as moderate level, above 29 to 40 as high level.

The level of students’ political participation was low in public university in Hebei province in China. Because
the mean score for the political participation was Mean = 17.4784, SD = 6.39753, which was slightly lower than
21 which indicate the middle level based on Table 2. According to the results, 111 respondents taking account
into 5.58% has high level in participatory behaviors in politics as well as 25.03% students stood in moderate
level; obviously, the majority 1381 students in the whole 1990 respondents were in low level. Closely to 70%
respondents were in low level PP, hence, the respondents’ level of political participation through participatory
activities was considered low.

3.3 Background and Palitical Participation

In order to compare the scores of two different groups, t-test was used on gender and the formula for eta squared
in t-test is as follows:

t2 t2 t2

Eta squared = = =
q t2+(N1+N2-2) t2+(728+1262-2)  t2+1988

Meanwhile, in comparing the mean scores more than two groups (gender, hometown, major, interest, family
income and knowledge-store), one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) would be used to compare groups and for
the effect size statistics and the Eta square of formula in the ANOVA is:
Sum of squares between groups

Total sum of squares

Eta square =

The criteria for interpreting the value are: 0.01= small effect, 0.06 = moderate effect and 0.14 = large effect
(Cohen, 1988) in both methods of t-test and ANOVA.

3.3.1 Gender

Any meaningful analysis of PP should be determined beginning from demographic profile. Although female and
male students have significance on PP, the magnitude of difference with eta square was small or small to
moderate.

Table 3. The results of independent-samples t-test between Genders for Political Participation

Gender |V Mean for Sra.. . Mean .\{.eau 95% Confidence Interval of the Difference | T e—
Group | Deviation Difference | Lower Upper
174784 |2.82174 |2.22397 341951 9260 0.000*** 0.041

PP [male 728 192679 692808
female 1262 84461 5.82836
Note: *p = 0.05;**p = 0.01;***p~ 0.001
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Based on the results of Table 3, the mean level of PP is 17.4784, which stands in the low level. Through
independent samples t-test, it is easy to find male students are more positively participate into politics because
males (M =19.2679, SD = 6.92808) and females (M = 16.4461, SD = 5.82836) which was displayed at Table 5.3.
Male and female students have statistical significant difference on PP with t (1990) = 9.260, p = .000%**,
(two-tailed). And the magnitude of the difference in means (mean difference = 2.82174, 95% CI: 2.22397 to
3.41951) in this research, although gender has effect on low level participation, in fact, the magnitude was small
to moderate.

Compared with the mean level of the total 1990 respondents is 17.48, it is obvious to obtain that male student are
good at political participation, and the mean level is higher than female students’ and closely to middle level;
whereas female students’ level further lower than the mean level, although the mean level has already stands in
low level.

Although “The Constitution of the PRC” requires that the citizens who reached eighteen years have the equal
right to participation no matter the gender. The reality is opposite, the effect size is 0.041 that presents the
difference between female and male students’ participation level influenced by gender is small to moderate. The
result indicates the male are sensitive to politics, and explore political progress bravely; whereas the female are
likely to collect most of information, after gain the results to take action, compared with the male students,
female students are a little bit timid and intricate.

The student accept higher education at the same time, the obvious difference between male and female students
indicates male students’ ability in political participation level is higher than female’s, they are more sensitive and
energetic to participate, and the male students are good at obtaining information and improving the efficiency.
Male students are more positively to participate into politics than female students based on Table 3; however,
gender has small to moderate effect to influence students’ political participation level, which has violated the
requirements of Constitution of ROC for gender; hence, examine the other factors to influence participation is
necessary.

3.3.2 Hometown

A one-way between-groups analysis of variance was conducted to explore the impact of hometown on PP. The
participants are divided into three groups, including Groupl (CITY), Group2 (TOWN) and Group3
(COUNTRY). According to the results of Table 4, there was no significant difference among three groups of
hometown on PP, because the p > .05. The effect of hometown for the students have no influence on PP that
obeys the requirement of the Constitution of ROC and corresponded to the assumption of Benjamin, Pateman
and Macpherson.

Table 4. The results of One-way ANOVA between Hometowns for political participation behaviors

Std. 95% Confidence Interval for Mean |F i Eta
N Mean Deviation | Lower Bound UpperBound | value PYAE | square
IPPBs | City 501 171058 |  6.73667 16.5145 17.6971
Town 467 17.8223| 646918 17.2340 18.4105
Country 1022 17.5039|  6.18737 17.1241 17.8837
Total 1990 174784| 639753 17.1971 17.7596]1.533 | 216  [0.002

As for hometown, the mean level of three groups are city (N =501, Mean = 17.1058), town (N = 467, Mean =
17.8223) and country (N =1022, Mean = 17.5039), compared with the whole respondents (N = 1990, Mean =
17.4784), it is not difficult to find that students from city are unlikely to participate in the lowest level of the
three groups, although there is neither statistical significance among three groups nor effect of hometown on
political participation, because of F =1.533, p=.22 > .05, and eta squared = 0.002 which is far away from 0.01.

Students from city have more chance and channel to connect latest information and politician; however, they are
negative in politics probably because understanding and connecting penetrating lead them to be lack of joy in
participation. From the results, students from town in participation is higher than the other two-group students;
conversely, the students from city is the lowest group, that economic gap between city and country gradually
minimized, the rural students become focus on the participation which is the aggregation of right and obligation.
When the rural students more positively participate, the urban students keep the speed, that also display a picture
that the former is more active than the later students.

3.3.3 Major

A one-way between-groups analysis of variance was conducted to explore the impact of major on each political
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participation behavior. The 1990 participants are divided into four groups based on major, including G1 (Social
Science = 510), G2 (Science = 425), G3 (Engineer = 530) and G4 (Medical = 525). According to the results of
Table 5, there was a statistically significant difference on political participation at the p < .05 level, for three
groups: F (3, 1990) = 5.747, p = .001*** (two-tailed). Despite reaching statistical significance, the actual
difference in mean scores between groups was small. The effect size, calculated using eta squared, was 0.01.
Post-hoc comparisons using the Tukey HSD test indicated that the mean score for Groupl (M = 16.5647, SD =
6.05206) was significantly different from both Group 2 (M = 17.7106, SD = 6.20396) and Group 3 (M = 18.1679,
SD = 6.92848) without Group 4 (M = 17.4819, SD = 6.23170); each Group 2 and 3 was only significantly
different from both Group1, without all other groups; Group 4 did not differ significantly from all Group 1, 2 and
3, that indicates medical major students was similar to the students from major social science, science and
engineer.

Table 5. The results of One-way ANOVA between Major for political participation behaviors

[The results of One-way ANOVAbetween Major for political participation behaviors
Std. 05% Confidence Interval for Mean
; g F value p-value |Eta square
A Mean | Deviation | Lower Bound | Upper Bound
[PPBs social science 510| 16.5647 6.05206 16.0382 17.0912
science 425] 17.7106 6.20396 17.1191 18.3021
engineer 530| 18.1679 6.92848 17.5767 18.7591
medical 525] 17.4819 6.23170 16.9476 18.0162
Total 1990 17.4784 6.39753 17.1971 17.7596 |3-747 [-001%** 001
Multiple Comparisons of The results of One-way ANOVAbetween Major for political participation behaviors
[Tukev HSD
Mean Difference 95% Confidence Interval
Dependent Variable (I) MAJOR (J) MAJOR. {1-) Std. Error Sig Lower Bound | Upper Bound
PPBs social science | science -1.14588° 41869 032 -2.204 -.0694
engineer -1.60322° 39542 000 -2.6199 -.3865
medical -21720 39634 095 -1.9363 1019
science social science 1.14588" 41869 032 0694 2.2224
engineer - 45734 41508 688 -1.5246 6099
medical 22868 41596 947 -.8408 1.2982
engineer social science 1.60322° 39542 000 3865 26199
science 45734 41508 688 -.6099 1.5246
medical 68602 39253 299 -.3233 1.6953
medical social science 91720 39634 095 -1019 1.9363
science -.22868 41596 947 -1.2982 8408
engineer -.68602 39253 299 -1.6953 3233
*. The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Compared with total using by mean score, social sciences students are in the lowest level; whereas engineer
students are in the highest level among the four groups. And students from science and medical major are similar
with the mean level. Variety of majors displays the effect on students’ political participation, and the reasons
presents as follows.

Different majors provide variety of knowledge and thinking aspects, even influence students’ job choice; major
influences both the level and ability of students’ PP. Social science students should be more active and
participate more activities than other majors’ students (C. Gao, 2010); however, the reality of this research is
opposite. Science and engineer students are salient compared with social science students that indicates major
was not a hurdle to prevent or restrict students’ participatory level, only if they would like to try or practice.

3.3.4 Interest in Politics

Many theorists of participation assume that citizens are autonomous and the best judges interests in politics. A
one-way between-groups analysis of variance was conducted to explore the impact of Interest in politics on
levels of each political participation behavior. The participants are divided into three groups, including G1 (N =
487), G2 (N = 846), and G3 (N = 657).

According to Table 6, there was a statistically significant difference on PP at the p=0.000 *** < 0.001, for three
groups: F (2, 1990) = 23.079; despite reaching statistical significance, the actual difference in mean scores
between groups was small, the effect size, calculated using eta squared, was 0.023. Post-hoc comparisons using
the Tukey HSD test indicated that the mean score for Group 3 (M = 18.7839, SD = 6.22903) was significant
difference from both Groupl (M = 16.3552, SD = 6.73293) and Group 2 (M = 17.1111, SD = 6.16091); while,

137



ass.ccsenet.org Asian Social Science Vol. 14, No. 82018

there was no significant difference between Group 1 and Group 2.
Table 6. The results of One-way ANOVA between Interests for Political Participation

[The results of One-way ANOVAbetween Interest for political participation
% e B ™ Fvalue |p-value |Etasguare
N Mean Std. Deviation | Lower Bound | Upper Bound § x
IPPBs No 487 16.3552 6.73293 15.7558 16.9547
Seldom 846 17.1111 6.16091 16.6954 17.5269
Some 657 18.7839 6.22903 18.3067 19.2611
Total 1990  17.4784 6.39753 17.1971 17.7596 |23.079 [.000*** 0.023
Multiple Comparisons for Interest in Politics
[Tukey HSD
Mean Difference | Std 95% Confidence Interval
Dependent Variable |(1) g3interest |(J) g3interest (I-I) Emor Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
PPBs No Seldom -73587| 35992 1090 -1.6001 0883
Some -2.42863°| 37836 000 -3.3161 -1.5412
Seldom No 75587 35992 090 -.0883 1.6001
Some -1.67275"| .32905 .000 -2.4445 -9010
Some No 242863 37836 000 1.5412 33161
Seldom 167275°| 32903 1000 9010 2.4445
*_The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Political interest has small to moderate effect on levels of political participation, supporting by eta squared =
0.023, that indicates interest is the best teacher. Compared with the total (N = 1990, Mean = 17.48), it is no
hesitations that the more interest the students have the higher levels they participate. Different levels of political
interest have stimulated respondents’ enthusiasm in activities, and further to increase the level of political
participation.

Albert Einstein stated “Interest is the best teacher” that guide people to do which they want to do (Fowler &
Kam, 2007; Kam, 2012). Political interest leads students to participate into politics: the more interest they have,
the more positive in the behaviors. In the reality of this research, most of the results are the same like the former
study conclusion, interest drives participatory behaviors (W. L. Bennett, Wells, & Rank, 2009; Kim, 2013; Pattic
et al., 2003; Scherman, Arriagada, & Valenzuela, 2015).

Otherwise, it is no hesitate that more or less interest correlates to PPB, which probably students as accepting
higher knowledgeable and law abiding group are easily to judge the right or wrong activities to participate or not.
The more interest students have, the higher level participate they in; hence, university as the educational subject
and family likes the growth backbone should put more attention on fostering students’ interest in politics. In a
nutshell, the more interest the students have the higher level they participate.

3.3.5 Family Income per Year

A one-way between-groups analysis of variance was conducted to explore the impact of Family income per year
on levels of each political participation behavior. The participants are divided into 3 groups, including G1 (N =
778), G2 (N =764), and G3 (N = 445). As Table 7 indicates, there was no statistic significant difference between
three-groups of family income per year, because of the p value is higher than 0.05 and eta square is less than 0.01
on political participation.

Table 7. The results of One-way ANOVA between Family Income for Political Participation

N Mean | Std Deviation i:::i;inoﬁuiedm ][r;:::jBfgl:;em Fvalue p-value Eta sguare
< 30000 7781173072 6.49518 16.8501 17.7643
op 30000~79999 764 |17.3835 6.19523 16.9435 17.8235
= 80000 445117.9753 6.55585 17.3645 18.5861
Total 1987 [17.4862 6.39763 17.2047 17.7676 | 1.704 |.182 |0.002

No matter students from poor, poverty or common income family, there is no statistical difference among the
three family income groups with F = 1.704, p = 0.182, eta squared = 0.002 that indicates family income cannot
restrict the students’ participatory degree. Only the mean participatory level of students from common family (N
= 445, Mean = 17.9753) is higher than the mean level of total (N = 1987, Mean = 17.4862). The mean level of
students’ from poor and poverty family are similar, less than the average level.

Family income as an important resource in political participation, the better income they have, the higher level of
participation they take (Brady et al., 1995; Showalter, 2001; Z. Wang & Dai, 2013; Williams, 2008). According
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to Verba et al. (1995) SES model, the family-income as one of important influential factor, which had positive
relation to political participation; however, in fact, the economic element cannot influence the level of PP. This
reality indicates the participatory level of students is not related to family income that opposite to the previous
study, probably because the students accepting the higher education acknowledge the obligation and
responsibility of the political participation on the basis of understanding the political, economic and social status
that lead them to participate equally.

Only considering the mean level of political participation by family income in this research, it is easy to find that
the students from poverty family in campaign activities are higher than from poor family and lower than the
normal income family, although there is no statistical difference between the three groups that indicates although
the income of family is seldom, the students still seek the chance to participate in politics in order the right
ideology.

In conclusion, the students have difference in the mean of the behavior; otherwise, the students in public
university from poor, poverty or normal income family have no statistical difference and effects on political
participation in this study.

3.3.6 Political Knowledge-Store

A one-way between-groups analysis of variance was conducted to explore the impact of political
knowledge-store on levels of each political participation behavior. Based on the descriptive statistics, the
respondents were divided into 3 groups based on knowledge-store, including the Group 1(Low knowledge group)
is 0 and 1 right, and the Group 2 (Middle group) is 2 right answers group, and the Group 3 (High) is three and
four right group.

Table 8. The results of One-way ANOVA between Political knowledge store for PP

[The results of One-way ANOVAbetween Political knowledge for political participation
N Mean Std'. . 93% Confdence Lverval for Mews Fvalue |p-value Eta square
Deviation |Lower Bound |Upper Bound
Low 849| 18.3004| 6.63879 17.8532 18.7476
bp Middle 443| 17.5282| 6.45002 16.9259 18.1305
High 698| 164470 590777 16.0080 16.8860
Total 1990 17.4784] 639753 17.1971 17.7596]16.340  [.000*** [0.016
Table 5.5.2: Multiple Comparisons for Knowledge-Store
Tukey HSD
2 oup 3 political |(J) group 3 political | Mean Difference : 95% Confidence Interval
Dependent Variable }Elrfog\i‘le(];ge g I(m)e%\['legge 2 1-n Std Eqor  |Sig. Lower Bound Upper Bound
Lo Middle 17214 37210( 095 -.1006 1.6449
High 1.85336 32438 000 1.0925 26142
PP \ddle L?w - 77214 .3?’.‘:’10 095 -1.6449 .10':_!5
High 1.08123° 38566 014 1767 1.9858
High Low -1.85336" 32438 000 -2.6142 -1.0925
Middle -1.08123° 38566 .014 -1.9858 -.1767
* The mean difference is significant at the 0.05 level.

Political knowledge-store have small to moderate effect on levels of political participation with eta squared =
0.02. The mean level of total 1990 respondents is 17.4784, and Low knowledge (N = 849, Mean = 18.3004),
Middle knowledge (N = 443, Mean = 17.5282) and the High knowledge (N = 698, Mean = 16.4470). Students
with less knowledge-store have higher level of political participation that indicates practice can also bring
knowledge. Students without knowledge are not fearing to practice anything, including participating into
political activities.

In general, the level of knowledge-store has significant difference on most levels of political participation.
Knowledge-store as an important index in political participation, and can measure the knowledge level in politics.
The adequate knowledge can promote and increase the level of the participation (Bell & Lewis, 2015; W. A.
Galston, 2001; Kittilson & Schwindt-Bayer, 2013; Mondak & Halperin, 2008), and in this research has a
difference findings.

In detail, there is a peculiar phenomenon in this research, only taking the mean level of all the political
participation behaviors into account, the lower knowledge the students have, the higher participatory level in
mean they stand. It is a paradox reality displays by the students in public university of Hebei province China, the
knowledge-store did not increase the participation in politics; conversely, the less knowledge the students have,
the higher level of participation they take, that can directly consider as “They that know nothing fear nothing”,
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students with less knowledge-store reserve are more curious about political participation, and try their best as
well as they can.

4. Discussion

The students’ performance in politics concurs with some previous studies were low (Donat, 1991; Henn & Foard,
2012; Kalaycioglu & Turan, 1981; Vrablikova, 2010) tested by the frequency of eight behaviors. There are a
number of reasons why participation may appear this result.

One obvious reason is that definition different. In this research, political participation is as a whole behavior
which was measured by eight political activities related to the way individual chooses to influence government
or press on government. It is wider than some scholars who emphasized political participation is just election
(Milbrath, 1981; Scaff, 1975; van Deth, 2001), if only emphasized on voting behavior in the definition of PP,
students’ level of PP stands in moderate level based on Table 1, because the in this research, focus on the
common behaviors which plays important role in respondents growth process and often occurs in daily life.
Therefore, research scope of the range is one of the reasons why students are at low level.

The second reason is because that political activism is the process of collective outcome, and the personnel
influence is relative low. Political acts can influence governmental leaders by exerting pressure or
communicating information about preference (Ohme et al., 2017; Scaff, 1975; van Deth, 2001); however, single
individual’ influence is limited that’s why political contact level in this research also keep in the low level,
channel and methods restricts students’ influential power. On basis of Table 1, students are unlikely to achieve
political participation by political contact because individual neither contacts civil servant nor elected candidates
seldom. Although the Constitution of PRC alleges that citizen have freedom of association, while the result
cannot be judged legal or illegal and the influence of individual is small; therefore, students would rather be in
low participatory level without loss, but also than participate in impact of bad future.

The third reason why students’ political activism stays in low level is because of professional development.
Participants in this study are the students whose first task is to master academic skill prepared for future
development. In case immersing into participation, decreasing expense on study become a new trend and being
busy in participating, compared with the benefit and cost, in order to have a better future, reducing participation
is likely to be a no task choice.

Examining the effect of demographic information is aim to deeply on students’ low level political participation.
The effect from high to low of demographics is: gender, interest, political knowledge-store and major; whereas
hometown and family income have no effect on political participation based on Table 9. Physiological factor
(gender) plays the most important role in influencing the level of political participation; family background has
no effect on political participation that violates the assumption of Verba’s SES model. Knowledge-store displays
negative influence to participation: the less knowledge the students have, the higher level of participation they
take.

Table 9. The effect size of demographic information on political participation

Variable Eta squared Effect size

Gender 0.041
Interest in politics 0.023 Small to moderate
Political knowledge-store 0.016 (0.02)
Major 0.01 Small
Hometown 0.002
o No

Family income per year 0.002

To propose and evaluate students’ political participation behaviors in Hebei public universities was the first
objective of this research. In order to achieve this objective, this research examined eight participatory behaviors.
As the core in democratic politics and ruler to measure degree of political democracy, political participation has
been concerned by the government and public. Participatory democracy requires citizen to have public spirit,
care for public affairs and follow public rational choice. Students accepting higher education as the citizens are
more prudent because knowledge strengthens mind and thinking. Knowledge makes the students full of energy
to political activity and master the belief of “Thinking before leap” that is a good way for the participants in the
process to make choice whether to do or not to do. Students are more initiative; transforming knowledge to
practice is the motivation for students, furthermore, not considering the results to test knowledge right or wrong
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is the impetus in the process of participation.

Although “expanding citizens’ political participation step by step” is in the report of 16th, 17th and 18th NCCPC,
the students’ low level political participation has already appeared in the result. Attributed to the following
reasons:

First, the weak economic foundation restricts the range of participation. The material determines the
consciousness; the economic basis determines the superstructure. Hebei province is an agricultural province,
which provides food crops, vegetables, and labor force to Beijing and Tianjin, and surround the two cities, the
per capita GDP in 2017 was 40,367 RMB ranking 19th among 34 provincial administrative regions nationwide
(X. Xu, 2017), and is considered as the most underdeveloped in the provinces along eastern coast of China.
Compared with developed province, the backward economy of Hebei province becomes the hurdle for political
participation. “High-level political participation is always accompanied by higher levels of development, and
social and economically more developed societies also tend to give higher value to political participation”
(Huntington, 1998); therefore, increasing economic level, strengthening economic construction, creating an
energetic economic environment are suitable methods to overcome the restriction of political participation.

Secondly, the backwardness of the cultural environment hinders the high-quality conducting political
participation. After the foundation of the PRC, the education industry was vigorously developed and obtained
some achievement; however, the educational level of Hebei province is lower than average level of provinces in
China. There is no university which indicates the higher educational level in Hebei province in “Project 985 or
2117, even the replacement “Double First Class University Plan”; neither the top university nor first class
disciplines are the sorrow of education in Hebei province. Educational level is directly proportional to
participatory level (Almond & Verba, 1989), lagging high education in Hebei province produce the trouble in the
process of political participation.

Thirdly, political system in Hebei province, even in China is unsound, and need to improve and develop. In
general, system construction is unbalance to real practice. Facing emergency, the public mass need to deal
promptly, and the government should handle immediately; however, the system does not give the answer how to
deal or resolve. In the process of political activity, without policy-making chance, individual based on their
willing decides to participate, maybe influence the result. Imperfect political system becomes the obstacle of low
political participation.

Fourthly, traditional culture influence individual’s behaviors. Politics is the politician’s or political elite’s politics,
conventional representative democracy provides the concept which leads individual lost the interest because
whether participate or not, the results were not influenced or changed by their activities.

In detail from the descriptive statistics of this study, undergraduates in public universities of Hebei province in
China demonstrated a low level performance in politics. The standard political participation behavior vote is at a
moderate to high level that indicates the students prefer to vote because the Constitution of ROC claims vote is
the right and duty for each legal citizen of ROC. Every citizens should have equality in political activity not only
during elections (Pateman, 1970, 1971). Students with high knowledge are familiar with the requirements of law,
and shunning doing the activities which violate the law is the basic knowledge. The other relative participatory
activities as the affinity behavior serving to vote were in lower level. The effects of personality traits as the
internal elements are statistically and substantively significant regarding political participation. Similar as the
previous study (W. K. T. Cho et al., 2006; Salisbury, 1975; Schlozman et al., 1999; Verba, Schlozman, Brady, &
Nie, 1993b), male and female students has statistical difference on the level of political participation as soon as
gender has small to moderate effect on it. Individuals who have high interest in politics are more likely to
participate, while those who have more political knowledge are less likely to participate into politics. Therefore,
male students with more interest and less knowledge prefer to take part in low-level political activities.

Otherwise, there is no effect of family income and hometown on low level political participation, it different
from the empirically research (Feldman, 1988; Karp & Banducci, 2008; Kern, Marien, & Hooghe, 2015), the
family elements gradually lost its influence on political participation for Hebei public universities’ students. The
People’s Republic of China is a world populous country, the government focuses on people, in order to protect
and improve the people’s livelihood and advance fairness and justice; since thel7th NCCPC, government
increased the public resource into education including increasing the educational facilitates, student loans and
insurance, which provides more chances for students to contact the frontier information and political activities.
Therefore, students obtain the benefits more from government instead of family. Government policy leads them
to extend horizons and gain the equality chances of education without caring how much parents’ income per year
and where they come from, even if the family is poverty, the student loan can help to complete the study. Besides
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that it is not means the family factors is unimportant for students’ growth, probably influencing students’
psychology or other aspects is not referred in this research. It just implies family income cannot prevent students
to participate into politics.

Based on the findings, the present study demonstrate that regional differences do not have an influence on
students in the perspective of political volunteers, in this regard, outcome revealed that urbanization level also
swell with respectively. One of the results in narrowing the gap between rural and urban areas and improving
living conditions in rural is space integration, no matter where people live, the advanced communication
technology promotes to share information at the same time through traditional devices like TV, broadcast,
newspaper, or modern network equipment, especially after the requirement of “Internet Plus” policy 2015 by
primer Li Keqiang. Technology reformation decreases the distance from rural and urban students who can get the
same information and enjoy the social innovation as soon as possible. When the space integrated, hometown in
rural or urban is not important, put how much attention into politics are more decided by the students’ internal
causes, for example, interest in politics, gender and political knowledge which are discussed before.

On the basis of the results, major as one of key elements separated students in university has small effect on
political participation; however, different from the traditional result (Jin & Zhang, 2008; W. Gao, 2009), social
science students stand into the lowest-level political participation. Following the “educational extending policy”,
students have more and more chance to accept higher education as well as choose the major which like best
judging by the remarks of College Entrance Examination. Major selected is similar to participatory enthusiasm,
internal willing is critical for the result, to participate or not. The major of Engineer was concentrated the
students with quick-wittedness and operating capability, those students are more likely to focus on the new,
positively try and bravely accept failure; to some extent, political participation is new, and they do not know the
result is success or failure at beginning, however, they take part in the process in order to achieve the goal. Some
proponents claim “politics is social science”, social science students should be more expert in this part,
conversely, the result in this research indicates those students in social science are in lowest level in the four
major groups. Social science students with subtle consider the results more, after calculating the benefit and cost
and then deciding to do or not to do.

In summary, these lower levels of political participation among Hebei province public universities students are
blamed on the personal factors (internal factors) and major-selected. Due to the different definition of political
participation, law personnel influence and professional development, the students’ performance in politics
concurs with some previous studies in this study were low tested by the frequency of eight behaviors. Moreover,
there were four reasons that led to the low political participation behaviors in public universities of Hebei
Province, which were the weak economic foundation, the backwardness of the cultural environment, the unsound
political system and the influence of traditional culture. In addition, as Hebei province plays a significant role to
implement Jing-Jin-Ji integrated policies which carried out on 2013, political participation among Hebei
province public universities students need to improve and develop.
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