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Table 1. The contingency analysis between personal characteristics and their participant way.

$E (48 3) P
Participant way
O E% @A rizy Ofry ONLLHOIRNS OF % @OHv sum y2values
leader cadre echo Supply Fund &  objector other
effort
%(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N)
18 F # Eazsn P=000***
Served as a
cadre
(1 P3¢ 0(0) 24.6(15) 54.1(33) 3.3(2) 4.9(3) 0(0) 13.1(8) 100.0(61) 35.779
Yes
O iz 19.1(22) 42.6(49) 20.0(23) 5.2(6) 0(0) 0(0) 13.0(15)  100.0(115)
No

* % 7 it p=0.05 B ¥ K » %% 4 7 ¢ p=0.001 & ¥ -k

* Significance at 5% level, *** Significance at 0.1% level

22 BARFRIE TRERR ) ZHBELTA
Table 2. The contingency analysis between personal characteristics and their involvement level

in planning.
B ARR P
The level of
involvement
0z B 42 O B 4 OB 4 07 4 Sum x?value
high medium low no
%(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N)
(e p=.019*
gender
0y 30.6(55) 32.8(59) 9.4(17) 27.2(49) 100.0(180) 9.946
male
oL 13.2(12) 39.6(36) 11.0(10) 36.3(33) 100.0(91)
female
2. EF 4 Tapen p=.000***
Served as a cadre
(L7 =1 12.2(14) 30.4(35) 11.3(13) 46.1(53) 100.0(115) 29.140
Yes
(2 F7: 34.2(50) 37.7(55) 8.9(13) 19.2(28) 100.0(146)
No

* %51 iE p=0.05 B¢ F -k & > ** Lo if p=0.01 & F R8> *** % 5 iE p=0.001 & F -k #
* Significance at 5% level, ** Significance at 1% level, *** Significance at 0.1% level
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Table 3. The contingency analysis between the level of participating project and the
involvement level in planning of resident and cadre.

S B AR p
The level of
participation
O R % @°R%E  OMR L 04 5 Sum olie)
high medium low no
%(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N)
1B 8 48 p=.005
Resident participate in
O kst d 17.6(9) 43.1(22) 9.8(5) 29.4(15) 100.0(51) 12.825
Neighborhood-level
project
OFRGgLE B 7.8(5) 20.3(13) 12.5(8) 59.4(38) 100.0(64)
Village-level project
28830 4t p=0.006
cadre participate in
O a2 kst d 27.1(13) 47.9(23) 16.7(8) 8.3(4) 100.0(48) 12.289
Neighborhood level
project
OFRGLY Bt F 37.8(37) 32.7(32) 5.1(5) 24.5(24) 100.0(98)

Village level project

*** % o1 i p=0.000 & ¥ -k &  *** Gjgnificance at 0.1% level
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Table 4. The contingency analysis between the level of participating project and preference of
participant way of cadre.

%82 iR p
preference of participant way
Ogd+ O@NKE-F2 14O K -N4OF FE A NS OH sum % value
Fund & effort Fund & No-fund & No-fund & other
no-effort effort no-effort
%(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N)
EEY N p=0.030*
Type of project
Ok std 31.1(19) 4.9(3) 34.4(21) 3.3(2) 26.2(16)  100.0(61) 10.716
Neighborhood-level
project
@ FRELE s 44.7(55) 0.8(1) 40.7(50) 1.6(2) 12.2(15) 100.0(123)
Village-level plan
project

* %ot i p=0.05 & ¥ -k & * Significance at 5% level
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Table 5. The contingency analysis between the type of project, the level of project, and

preference of participant activities of residents.

FB N B p
preference of participant activity
CRAME BLALHELE ORLLHKE O TJRER OHv Sum ()
7 2 Opinion- forum Public service other
Announcing expressing activity
meeting ~ meeting
%(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N) %(N)

13+ 4% 47 p=.004**
Type of project

Q5 FERF R 18.8(3) 12.5(2) 37.5(6) 31.3(5) 0(0) 100.0(16) 29.222

Physical

development

O L3 E5E 26.3(5) 15.8(3) 42.1(8) 15.8(3) 0(0) 100.0(19)

agriculture

development

O it F R 9.1(2) 27.3(3) 36.4(4) 27.3(3) 0(0) 100.0(11)

culture

development

(5 B 33.3(3) 0(0) 0(0) 22.2(2) 44.4(4)  100.0(9)

other
27 Rt E A & p=0.035*
The level of project

(LRSI R N 10.326

Neighborhood 15.3(9) 22.0(13) 32.2(19) 22.0(13) 8.5(5)  100.0(59)

level project

@SR Bt F

Village level 32.4(33) 19.6(20) 27.5(28) 19.6(20) 1.0(1) 100.0(102)

project

* %ot :f p=0.05 & F K& > ** %55 :f p=0.01 & F -k #
* Significance at 5% level, ** Significance at 1% level
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The Study of Relationship between Residents’” Demographic
Characteristics and their Participation Level in Development and
Planning for Rural Areas V)
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Summary

The major purpose of this study is to understand the constraint factors of resident’s
participation in development and planning for rural areas. It is expected that the study results
provide references for related agencies and planning teams in implementing planning projects.
The study selects six survey areas where the projects of physical development, agricultural
development, and cultural development had been implemented in Nantou County. Through
sampling, the study obtains 384 valid samples. By using descriptive statistics and chi-square
test, the study obtains the following results: Gender and whether residents play a responsible
role in community development or not have an influence on residents’ participation way and

involvement level in planning.
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