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6 ) 2
o Baetschmann et al.
BUC o
1
2011/2008 201572012
road (1-5) 3.256 1.308 3.223 1.193
school (1-5) 3.389 1.086 3.702 0.756
clinic (1-5) 3.2717 1.133 3.355 1.074
drinking water (1-5) 3.5 1156 3.549 1.063
irrigation (1-5) 3.069 1.138 3.147 1.107
diff_road ( <0) (1= 0.266 0.442 0.217 0.412
diff_school ( <0) (1= 0.438 0.496 0.436 0.496
diff_clinic ( <0) (1= 0.465 0.499 0.444 0.497
diff_drinking water ( <0) (1= 0.318 0.466 0.379 0.485
diff_imigation ( <0) (1- 0.384  0.487  0.377 0.485
diff_road ( >0) (1= 0.360 0.480 0.436 0.496
diff_school ( >0) (1= 0.325  0.469  0.240 0.427
diff_clinic( >0) (1= 0.318 0.466 0.357 0.479
diff_drinking water ( >0) (1= 0.464 0.499 0.387 0.487
diff_irrigation( >0) (1 0.438 0.496 0.467 0.499
vhh ( ) 4.232 2.556 5.57 4.811
Ivine 8.462 0.624 8.945 0.647
vpavedis ( ) 0.185 0.887 0.122 0.615
veondis ( ) 6.01 8.642 5.786 5.172
hsize ) 4.066 1.630 3.980 1.837
per_off_labor (%) 0.569 0.369 0.517 0.39%4
hd_rate (%) 0.258 0.263 0.335 0.311
asset ( ) 14.464 18.213 24.652 44. 466
gender (0 1= ) 0.38 0.486 0.380 0.486
vschool () 0.507  0.709  0.717 1125
velinic () 1.374 0.785 1.569 1.315
viap_r (%) 0.708  0.398  0.756 0.366
virr_r (%) 0.547 0.404 0.507 0.417
N
()
2004—2015
(1. o
o 2004—2011 2011—
2015 ; 2004—2007 2007—2015
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2) o ( _0. 0403) o ~ N
33
30
23 32-33
2 T ( - )
0.0502(0.0312)  -0.0763™(0.0433) -0.0189*(0.0417) 0.0307**(0.0307) ~ 0.0344*(0.0344) -0.0403*(0.0424)
-0.03787(0.0452)  —-0.03427(0.0343) -0.0773™(0.0398) 0.062™*(0.041)  -0.0813*(0.0404) -0.1687(0.1193)
Fp<0.01 7 p<0.05 " p<0.1,
()
3 Logit o
o vpublic
3
Logit -
Road School Clinic  Drinking water Irrigation Road School Clinic  Drinking water ~ Irrigation
diff ( <0)  -0.446™* -0.0322  0.0523 0.352 -0.196  -0.223" 0.0377 0.0504 0.142 -0.078
(0.224) (0.199)  (0.224) (0.226) (0.253)  (0.118)  (0.084) (0.093) (0.098) (0.112)
diff ( >0)  -0.759™ -0.560** 0.0805  -0.0653 0.0149  -0.374™ -0.178" 0.0632  -0.043 0.00521
(0.191) (0.242)  (0.254) (0.224) (0.223)  (0.098)  (0.092) (0.104) (0.095) (0.104)
vpublic — 0.0926  0.056 1,521 -0.361 — 0.034 0.0295 0.661°  -0.164
— (0.139)  (0.087) (0.567) (0.348) — (0.048) (0.037) (0.227) (0.169)
hsize 0.0347 -0.028  -0.0533 0.12 0.029 0.0143  -0.0124  -0.0233 0.0575 0.0186
(0.080) (0.069)  (0.083) (0.087) (0.077)  (0.040)  (0.032) (0.034) (0.036) (0.036)
per_off_labor  0.335 0.0502  -0.00517  -0.122 0.352 0.221 0.0270 0.00127  -0.0105 0.169
(0.286) (0.305)  (0.289) (0.305) (0.295)  (0.152)  (0.121) (0.130) (0.137) (0.136)
hd_rate 0. 00805 0.0105  0.624 -0.0437 0.101  -0.0114 0.0368 0.21 -0.0942 0.0486
(0.466) (0.425)  (0.430) (0.488) (0.435)  (0.228)  (0.183) (0.195) (0.206) (0.204)
asset 0.00139 0.00107 -0.000659  0.00212 0.000905 0.00201  0.000478 -0.000142  0.000825 0. 000456
(0.002) (0.002)  (0.004) (0.002) (0.002)  (0.001)  (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
vhh 0.0478 -0.0259  0.0405  -0.0232 0.0361 0.0223  -0.00819  0.0137  -0.0088 0.0158
(0.035) (0.031)  (0.031) (0.032) (0.030)  (0.016)  (0.013) (0.013) (0.014) (0.014)
Ivine -0.338 -0.137 0.554™°  0.487™  0.257  -0.16 -0.0271 0.259™* 0,287 0.117
(0.206) (0.254)  (0.176) (0.185) (0.181)  (0.104)  (0.083) (0.088) (0.093) (0.092)
vpavedis -0.184" 0.16 0.174 -0.0725 -0.295™* -0.0922 0.0745 0.0459  -0.0451 -0.106™*
(0.107) (0.111) ~ (0.115) (0.107) (0.139)  (0.056)  (0.047) (0.048) (0.051) (0.050)
veondis -0.0208 0.0350°  0.0253  -0.0677°  -0.0182° -0.000888 0.0100*  0.00435  -0.0103 -0.00862
(0.036) (0.020)  (0.025) (0.036) (0.010)  (0.007)  (0.006) (0.006) (0.006) (0.006)
- — — - — 45177 3,622 0.947 0.552 2.013™*
— — — — — (0.914)  (0.722) (0.767) (0.822) (0.812)
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Logit -
Road School Clinic  Drinking water Irrigation Road School Clinic  Drinking water ~ Irrigation
YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
1522 1218 1200 1280 1320 1384 1384 1384 1384 1384
R — — — — — 0.045 0.079 0.025 0.04 0.022
1. p<0.01 T p<0.05 " p<0.1. 2.diff
diffl <0) 1 diff{ >0) 1
.33 BUC . BUC Stata
0 1 ( ) ( ) BUC
Blow-up cluster . 1384
4. 3 3 2.6
( vpavedis) .
I
( 3 2 1 ). (
Logit o
4 Logit 0
64% ;
46.8% -
57.1% »
( ): Logit
Road School Clinic Drinking water Irrigation
diff ( <0) 0.640**(0.143)  0.968(0.192) 1.054(0.237) 1.422(0.321) 0.822(0.208)
diff ( >0) 0.468*(0.0895) 0.571**(0.138) 1.084(0.276) 0.937(0.210) 1.015(0.226)
vpublic —(—) 1.097( 0. 153) 1.058(0.0919)  4.577"%(2.595) 0.697(0.242)
hsize 1.035(0.0823) 0.972(0.0672)  0.948(0.0790)  1.128(0.0979)  1.029(0.0787)
per_off_labor 1.397( 0. 400) 1.051( 0. 320) 0.995(0.287) 0.885(0.270) 1.422(0.419)
hd_rate 1.008( 0. 469) 1.011( 0. 430) 1.866( 0. 803) 0.957(0.467) 1.106( 0. 481)
assel 1.001(0.00215)  1.001(0.00213)  0.999(0.00406) 1.002(0.00244) 1.001(0.00211)
vhh 1.049( 0. 0365) 0.974(0.0300)  1.041(0.0322)  0.977(0.0309)  1.037(0.0310)
lvine 0.713( 0. 147) 0.872(0.221) 1.741(0.307) 1.627°(0.301) 1.293(0.234)
vpavedis 0.832" (0.0887)  1.174(0.131) 1.190( 0. 137) 0.930(0.0991)  0.745™ (0. 104)
veondis 0.979( 0.0353) 1.036" (0.0207) 1.026(0.0256)  0.935  (0.0340) 0.982" (0.0103)
YES YES YES YES YES
1522 1218 1200 1280 1320
*p<0.01 ™p<0.05 " p<0.1.
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Logit ( Average marginal effect)
( 35
(0.0521  0.0558)
(-0.0484 -0.0628)

(0.0889  0.0950) (-0.0824 —-0.107) .
(0.0251
0. 0846) (-0.0823 —0.576) .
1 o
5 ( ): Logit
Road School Clinic Drinking water Irigation

=1 0.0521(0.0262) 0.001 (0.0089) -0.004(0.0182) -0.028(0.0180) 0.020 (0.0257)
=2 0.0558 (0. 0280) 0.005( 0.0300) -0.008(0.0347) -0.049(0.0312) 0.026 (0.0339)
=3 0.00324(0.0016) 0.002(0.0107) -0.001(0.0342) -0.006(0.0041) 0.002( 0.0020)
=4 -0.0484™(0.0243)  -0.005(0.0292) 0.008(0.0342) 0.026(0.0166) ~ -0.033(0.0427)
=5 -0.0628**(0.0316)  -0.0033(0.0204) 0.0051(0.0219) 0.0573(0.0368)  -0.0147(0.0189)
=1 0.0889*(0.0224) 0.0251°*(0.0109)  -0.007( 0.2060) 0.005(0.0178)  -0.002 (0.0227)
=2 0.0950 **(0.0239) 0.0846™(0.0366)  -0.012(0.0393) 0.009(0.0310)  -0.002 (0.0299)
=3 0.00552°(0.0014)  0.0302°*(0.0131) ~ -0.001(0.0037) 0.001( 0. 0041) 0.000( 0.0018)
=4 -0.0824™(0.0208)  -0.0823 (0. 0356) 0.012(0.0388) -0.005(0.0164) 0.003(0.0377)
=5 -0.107(0.0270)  -0.0576 *(0.0249) 0.0079( 0. 0249) -0.0106(0.0365)  0.0011(0.0167)

p<0.01 p<0.05 " p<0.1.
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o (
6) ;
( 7) o 2
19 375
( ) 39 -40
41-43
18 1443,
19 401 -402
6 ):

Road School Clinic Drinking water Irrigation
diff ( <0) 0.559**(0.156)  1.058(0.260) 1.016( 0.304) 1.495(0.454) 0.886(0.263)
diff ( >0) 0.345™7(0.090) 0.566" (0.172) 0.977(0.330) 1.158(0.318) 0.903(0.234)

( <0) 1.48(0.659) 0.789(0.327) 1.082(0.493) 0.848(0.414) 0.841(0.447)
(>0) 2.207°(0.837) 1.022(0.491) 1.306( 0. 661) 0.564(0.269) 1.526(0.754)

YES YES YES YES YES

YES YES YES YES YES

1522 1218 1200 1280 1320

p<0.01 p<0.05 " p<0.05,
7 ):
Road School Clinic Drinking water Irrigation
diff ( <0) 0.536™ -0.155  1.03-0.252 1.045 -0.311 1.509 -0.481 0.919 -0.28
diff ( >0) 0.331™" -0.086 0.596" -0.183 0.958 -0.33 1.059 -0.295 0.878 -0.238

YES YES YES YES YES

YES YES YES YES YES

964 762 756 774 824

diff ( <0) 1.008 -0.39 0.751 -0.264 1.12 -0.451 1.271 -0. 467 0.778 -0.338
diff ( >0) 0.79-0.227  0.368°" -0.164 1.411 -0.549 0.663 -0.264 1.483 -0.645

YES YES YES YES YES

YES YES YES YES YES

558 456 444 506 496

¥ <0.01

*p<0.05 " p<0.1,
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Preference Difference between Village Cadres and Villagers’
Satisfaction Level towards Public Investments

ZHANG Lin=xiu' ZHOU Tian-hao®™? BAI Yundi' Tor Eriksson®

( 1. Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research ~Chinese Academy of Sciences Beijing 100101 China;
2. a. Sino-Danish College; b. School of Public Policy and Management University of Chinese Academy of Sciences
Beijing 10049  China; 3. School of Business and Social Sciences Aarhus University Aarhus 8000 Denmark)

Abstract: Based on the data of China Rural Development Survey ( CRDS) from 2007 to 2015 this study
uses the ordered Logit with fixed effect model to study the influence of public investment preference
difference between village cadres and villagers on villagers’ satisfaction level towards rural public service
from the gender perspective. The results show that the preference differences between village cadres and
villagers have a negative impact on villagers’ satisfaction level with public services which is most promi—
nent in road and school public services. Systematic differences of preference difference and satisfaction
level towards different types of rural public goods could be identified between male and female which
leads to their different focus on public services: men pay more attention to road construction while
women to school construction. This paper further enriches the literature on information asymmetry in local
governance in China. At the same time paying attention to the topic how preference difference between
village cadres and villagers would leave an impact on villagers’ satisfaction with public services from a
gender perspective could help to improve the supply efficiency and inclusiveness of rural public goods

and finally improve the well-being of villagers.

Key Words: villager; public service; village cadres; investment preference; satisfaction



