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A Quantitative Study on Institutional Arrangements of Enterprises and Organizational

Trust of Employees «++eeeeeereemneeeemiininniiii, Liu Aiyu & Tian Zhipeng 1

Abstract: Based on the studies of the relationship between institutional and organizational trust

especially focusing on organizational trust a field seldom mentioned in the existing studies this paper
posits a new framework emphasizing the bidirectional conversion of personal trust and organizational
trust and verifies the framework with survey data. We have found that the internal institution of
organization has a significant influence on the employees” trust on organization at individual—-
organizational level after controlling the socioeconomic characteristics and the interpersonal trust at
individual level. Based on the ordinal logit regression analysis of the survey data of the employees our
study specifies different effects of various institutional aspects such as arrangement participation

cognition and evaluation on organizational trust. This paper bridges the gap of quantitative studies on

organizational trust and offers a valuable insight into organizational management.

Education Segregation and Educational Aspiration under China’s Household Registration

System: A Study Based on CEPS 2014 «-+-cevvevet Liang Yucheng & Wu Xingyun 22

Abstract: Based on the data of China Education Panel Survey ( CEPS) 2014 this paper studies the
condition of education segregation and its relation with educational aspiration under the Household
Registration ( Hukou) System of China. The influence of mental health is also tested as the mediating
mechanism. This study reveals that education segregation exists and has effects on educational aspiration
of the students in elementary schools of China and the effect only exists in students with normal
cognitive ability. The relation of such education segregation and educational aspiration is in inverse U-
shape which indicates that certain degree of education integration is beneficial to overall
students. Mental health is also verified to be a mediating mechanism in this relation. In addition the

students who are registered at local schools are not obviously influenced by the degree of segregation but
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