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(2005 12 31 ) 39.00 59.42 49.7827 4.16403

( ) 35.08 56.50 47.5273 3.81873

.00 9.58  2.2555 1.53039

N 264
2
1989* 1989* Dec. 2005 Dec. 2005
243 98.4 254 96.2
4 1.6 10 3.8
247 100.0 264 100.0
226 91.5 229 86.7
19 7.7 16 6.1
2 0.8 19 7.2
247 100.0 264 100.0
35-39 8 3.2 1 4
40-44 57 23.0 39 14.8
45-49 67 27.1 96 36.4
50-54 71 28.7 97 36.7
55-59 35 141 31 11.7
60-64 7 2.8 0 0
2 0.8 0 0
247 99.7** 264 100.0
*1989 :Cheng Li  David Bachman, (1989), p.69.
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Educational Background
5 , 2005
(% of Total)
43 138 181 (79.7%)
23.8% 76.2% 100.0%
41 5 46 (20.3%)
89.1% 10.9% 100.0%
84 143 227 (100.0%)
Value df Asymp. Sig. (2sided) Exact Sig. (2sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 67.244 1 .000
Continuity Correction 64.468 1 .000
Likelihood Ratio 69.078 1 .000
Fisher's Exact Test .000
Linear-by-Linear Association 66.947 1 .000
N 227

17



Generated by Foxit PDF Creator © Foxit Software
http://www.foxitsoftware.com For evaluation only.

83 59.1 65.3
156 31.4 34.7
239 90.5 100.0

25 9.5
264 100.0
192 2.7 81.0

45 17.0 19.0
237 89.8 100.0

27 10.2
264 100.0
156 59.1 65.0

84 31.8 35.0
240 90.9 100.0

24 9.1
264 100.0
134 50.8 56.1]
105 39.8 43.9
239 90.5 100.0

25 9.5
264 100.0

93 35.2 37.2
157 59.5 62.8
250 94.7 100.0

14 5.3
264 100.0
136 51.5 54.2)
115 43.6 45.8
251 95.1 100.0

13 4.9
264 100.0

18



Generated by Foxit PDF Creator © Foxit Software
http://www.foxitsoftware.com For evaluation only.

7
N
156 47.6761 3.73646 40.08 56.50
84 47.0485 3.88662 35.08 54.92
ANOVA F 1.498
sig. 222
231 47.6369 3.85458 38.00 56.50
33 46.7601 3.51675 35.08 52.25
ANOVA F 1.525
Sig. 218
246 47.8213 3.66609 35.08 56.50
18 43.5093 3.68255 38.00 51.42
ANOVA F 23.190
sig. .000
8 “ "
Qount 70 23 93
% 75. 3% 24. 7% 100. 0%
Qount 44 113 157
9 28. 0% 72. 0% 100. 0%
Qount 114 136 250
9 45. 6% 54. 4% 100. 0%
Val ue df Asynp. Sg. (2sided) Exact Sag.
(2si ded)
Pear son Chi - Square 52. 548 1 . 000
Gontinuity Gorrection 50. 661 1 . 000
Li kel i hood Ratio 54. 331 1 . 000
Fi sher' s BExact Test . 000
Li near - by- Li near 52. 338 1 . 000
/Associ at i on
N 250
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9

1 2 3 4
A A A A
( ) 45.150*** 45.008*** -126.478*** -125.503***
(10.135) (10.128) (-5.460) (-5.427)
2005 12 31 -1.546%** -1.539%** 5.254%** 5.204***
(-8.605) (-8.592) (5.623) (5.583)
* .01417%** .01417%** -.0437%** -.0438***
(7.774) (7.787) (-4.649) (-4.655)
2005 12 31 .0079 e -05%44 -

(.666) (-.882)
.057** .0552** -.0105 .001
(2.441) (2.386) (-.087) (.008)
3147 .305%*** -1.537%** -1.471%%%
(2.948) (2.888) (-2.773) (-2.680)
- 375%** -.367*** 2.166*** 2.107***
(-3.877) (-3.828) (4.303) (4.226)
.180* .182* -1.082** -1.096**
(1.853) (1.876) (-2.137) (-2.165)
-.193** -.180** 1.119** 1.030**
(-2.110) (-2.018) (2.351) (2.216)
-.085 -.0874 .384 401
(-.950) (-.980) (.825) (.863)
-.0703 -.0652 827 .7192
(-.648) (-.603) (1.467) (1.409)
-.339*** - 347F** 1.608*** 1.661***
(-3.609) (-3.724) (3.292) (3.428)
-.176* -.175* 701 .692
(-1.836) (-1.825) (1.405) (1.388)
R .829 .829 .832 .831]
R Square .688 .687 .692 .691]
F 38.403*** 41.965*** 39.081*** 42.608***
No. of cases 222 222 222 222
D ¥ p<.l; **p<.05; ***p<.01; t
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5} 6 7 8

B B B B
( ) 37.829%*** 37.682*** -120.992*** -119.608***
(10.659) (10.636) (-5.458) (-5.393)
2005 12 31 -1.281%** -1.273*%** 5.159*** 5.088***
(-8.945) (-8.914) (5.770) (5.691)
* .0115%*%** .0115%*%** -.0420%** -.0421%**
(7.960) (7.968) (-4.669) (-4.666)
2005 12 31 00820 - -077ry e

(.866) (-1.307)
.0460** .0443** -.0438 -.0275
(2.479) (2.401) (-.378) (-.238)
287*** 278%* -1.802*** -1.709%**
(3.385) (3.300) (-3.397) (-3.245)
116 .125% - 752% -.835%
(1.500) (1.630) (-1.561) (-1.745)
.106) .108 -.650 -.669
(1.369) (1.396) (-1.342) (-1.379)
-.173*% -.159** 1.224%*% 1.099**
(-2.369) (-2.238) (2.688) (2.464)
-.0324 -.0349 203 227,
(-.455) (-.491) (.456) (.509)
-.0342 -.0289 .607] .557
(-.396) (-.336) (1.125) (1.033)
-.139% - 147%% .978** 1.053**
(-1.855) (-1.978) (2.092) (2.266)
-.0053 -.0039 -.110 -.123
(-.069) (-.051) (-.230) (-.257)
R .836 .835 .828 .827
R Square .698 .697] .686) .684
F 40.324*** 43.974%** 38.113**% 41.284%**
No. of cases 222 222 222 222
D ¥ p<.l; **p<.05; ***p<.01; t

22



Generated by Foxit PDF Creator © Foxit Software
http://www.foxitsoftware.com For evaluation only.

11
B t. Sig.
( ) -26449.234 -2.575 .0107
( 100) 3450.321 3.900 .0001
2353.055 3.512 .0005
2005 12 31 415.337 2.561 .0111
2573.950 2.688 .0077
-2187.371 -2.085 .0382
409.924 3.293 .0012
-315.897 -.286 7748
R 424
R Square .180
F 6.910 .0000
No. of Cases 229
GDP what is the unit? ( )
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Economic Logic of Political Promotion:
Prefectural Mayors of China, 2005*

Abstract The study probes factors which actually affect officials’ political mobility by using the data of prefectural
mayors. Quantitative analysis finds that Desg’s policy of Cadre Modernization have substantial effect on political promotion
of mayors and official’s working experience influence their political mobility significantly but not systematically. In contrast
to existing studies which contends the better the economic performance, the more likely the governor will be promoted, this
study confirms an alternative explanation that the faster the mobility rate of a official, the better economic records of the city
where s/he will work as the mayor. Thus, it provides a comprehensive pattern for political promotion. Firstly, officials’
previous advantage of mobility rate will facilitate them to be nominated as the mayors of richer cities. And then, such
economic advantage also can be converted to political usefulness to advance their further political climbing.

Key Words: Political Mobility ~ Local Political Elite Economic Performance
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