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Abstract

This paper takes college students in Hangzhou as the investigation group, conducts multi-stage
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sampling survey, and interviews college students and in-service teachers in order to understand
the current situation and satisfaction of party history education activities in colleges and uni-
versities, and find out the shortcomings of Party history education in the process of development.
At the same time, a binary Logistic regression model was established between the information of
respondents and the willingness of students to take the initiative to learn Party history. It was
found that whether students take the initiative to learn Party history in their spare time is related
to political status, the understanding of Party history, learning motivation, and their feelings about
the innovation of Party history education method, and has nothing to do with educational level.
The view of college students and the results of the survey, puts forward some reasonable sugges-
tions.
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ST IR S5 S E KB B ERN 5% R 2B 1: s T RS DL &

FATRIZE FZ T MG RAESE S SURER, RN TT SRR, S®E 7L LR, +
EitE K%, PN E TR RS, W T K%, WL E K%, Wi K5, Wi Tl K. WL E
25 R Z AN ITTE K 21X 9 T4 & 2R e A NBRATTH AT B - 5 28, [R5 800 1y, 15 iy #5h 768,
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HIF) G EEZ) 13%, BT S%IFAER TR R E . EEAREEF, 20 ERIBURTE U IE H R
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Table 1. Summary and assignment table of variables in Binary Logistic regression model
% 1. =t Logistic EVARA T =L 2 MRER

B3 Y
SR AL RN A T3 2 2 56 58 Y =1, A& =0
Xu HERL =1, Hih =0
BUf X Wi wm =1, Hih =0

Xa1 Jewlr =1, Hith =0
Xa2 tbisidy =1, Hipth =0

X ST TR

X23 —f& =1, Hih =0
Xa4 AXKEF =1, Hfth =0
Xa1 AN =1, HAh =0
X32 TAEWRZE =1, Hfth =0

223 B N
Xa3 eEmEAEAEERR =1, Hih =0
Xas KHRER =1, Hih =0

X S E 7 A Az Xa1 A&, W T ¥R =1, Hih =0

Xs1 TR =1, Hih =0

£ K Xs2 KB =1, Hith =0

Xy WIELBIFUE =1, HAth =0

Bl X, 42005 Y #EATEIE, AN EE TR X, REU0 F R, CERRENF,
F'>F,(Ln-2)
DA X BIHEITRR A Y 5 (0, ), (560X )y (60 %0 )3 O X0 ) (% Xy ) 28 AR SE TR P[RR 5 7
HRRE AN V1 RTINS RO F A IOME, R KA PR,
FZ>F,(Ln-3)
W X, BT R, R Bk, EEFTE ARSI EEER F RN T F, (Ln-p-1).
FIF SPSS #RAFHEAT AT, #3545 Tl 2 2 i,
25 R, M RS R TR oR, PRI E A R Wald K% p f449/h T 0.05, Bl
BV, BRI T Logistic [ FLMF -

|n(L] =1.158-0.157X,, —0.904X,, ~1.426 X5 — 2.03X,,, — 0.781X,, +0.194X

1-p
+0.729X,, +0.366 X5, +1.302X,, +0.448X ,, +1.983X,, —1.696 X ,,

43, BRI H-L RIS 594

HMH] SPSS B AF#EAT It Logistic [A1JH, BAFIEAT T 4 SO T AR BRI L S S8, H-L
R4 R Ik 3 o
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Table 2. Binary Logistic regression results
52 2. 3T Logistic EYILER

EXP(B)f 95% &5
A& Variable B AEEZE  wad  df  Sig.  Exp(B) X 1]
TR ot 7!

BUATIH 23.51 3 0
BUATIH(L) -0.157 0.454 0.12 1 0.73 0.855 0.351 2.083
BUATH(2) -0.904 0.491 3.388 1 0.066 0.405 0.155 1.06
BUATIH(3) -1.426 0.533 7.15 1 0.007 0.24 0.084 0.683
BT R 57.206 4 0
35T TR (L) -2.03 1.318 2.372 1 0.124 0.131 0.01 1.739
T T RFRE(2) -0.781 1.284 0.37 1 0.543 0.458 0.037 5675
BT RFRFE(3) 0.194 1.278 0.023 1 0.879 1.214 0.099  14.847
T RFEE(4) 0.729 1.361 0.287 1 0.592 2.073 0.144  29.848
AL 32.1 4 0
ZHL(L) 0.366 0.884 0.171 1 0.679 1.441 0.255  8.152
HHL(2) 1.302 0.89 2.141 1 0.143 3.678 0.643  21.056
L) 0.448 0.863 0.269 1 0.604 1.565 0.288  8.493
FhHL(4) 1.983 0.906 4.793 1 0.029 7.266 1.231  42.893
J7 N BIHTEZ (1) -1.696 0.249 46.378 1 0 0.183 0.113  0.299
o 1.158 1.52 0.58 1 0.446 3.183
Table 3. Hosmer and Lemeshow test results
5% 3. Hosmer # Lemeshow #3845 R &K

iz Ll Shiz); 3 B

1 0 0

2 0.554 4 0.968

3 10.55 6 0.103

4 15.597 8 0.061

%, H-L K461 p 1679 0.061>0.05, W] LLAJIRERS (& DL A BIZEKR, B W7 RE (1 mI A5 BERLLS
H-L RS MIBENLIEZ RN 4 Fron, AT RUE B 15 32502 51 (0 Sl 45 RO B2 A8 T L AR R 4R 1
AR ZE 57, U AR R ) 400 5 2O PR AR

4.4, BRI A

HIEAT RERT AL, SRR AR RIS R 30 2 50 L S BUa TS L) TR 3L Xt
R E T ARG K. T LR, AT m R s A 5 & F3h 2 2107 IR AT Bk
Brs IFHEAT 7> T JURPAS A 1% DU R AU o
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Table 4. Randomness of Hosmer and Lemeshow test
5% 4. Hosmer #0 Lemeshow &8 BOREH {4

REBEEHN%¥ = & REEN¥EY = Ae .
pZ 4 - - 87
e i SE i
1 55 57.918 7 4.082 62
2 84 79.066 5 9.934 89
3 55 59.83 22 17.17 77
4 60 58.092 19 20.908 79
5 47 49,556 28 25.444 75
B 4
6 23 17.006 9 14.994 32
7 60 56.994 51 54.006 111
8 22 29.217 56 48.783 78
9 16 15.972 69 69.028 85
10 7 5.35 73 74.65 80
BUATISAIEF H A o8 T i mBUA AR R IR 2] 56 5, wAS 3 L E g E 7 3 O I AR

X5 S T R AR R IR, BB S5 R L0 90.7%; 1T X e S 1 MR LA K BF IR )27
S EDE LML N 38.18%. LIS SE S T ARREARAS I [F) BT RER AR EAT S S T .

B, AT AR 5 R E RN RS, bR AR 05 BT R AR T #, TR (R
FATR S S22 SRR, R 3E s 2 N “ By B “IERT Fedh.

5. BREE5EIN
BT IR E B L A S B, BT P\ILLELS LR L AR
5.1. FERFHERIINER

A FIBRR 7 M AT A SR A AR 2 AR I 18] 3l 30 5 H 38 S 0 T SR R A2 2 2 AR 5k (AL,
N TRFEAEAA RIS, AR — 85 HFES R FIAEMBLSEHoR, @il VR 4
SR T SRR S N UREL, ShROE R AEIRIE,  GRANENS R AN BE eI SRR AR . 78 7 M FH UK HY
G HERFRN R A, 8 EBE RS SOl BORARRSEE, IR RS0 56 S0 )
T, ORS8RI . 28058 EH AT, WE AR, Bln. s A,
Pi LA . AR RN PR B IR AR S SRR T, ARSI A s A R R, SE REAd AL £ P
AR -

52. REREHEAMAKR

M ERBEAL F RF FRR DU Y, R AR ARG R, 365 T ARFR X Bl o) 58 S MR
EIEAPER.
5.2.1. B=RBBBURIEILIRE

T ARAEE 5GP A o, [FIRE, R i AR BUA VB AR E K R R
EENEWTE, HRBEEREMES . MBS, W4 & EAEBOE RS R,
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522 ARFREFEREHEESH

TIN5 58 S22 3 G B AR B R R A 58 S A RRAR R I B B30 ST T AR AR N B2 & 1T 5
SEES X, fEMEMT R LB SN A R S E T, PSRN S S E A, U] DAAE AR v
SEHIT R “ a5 e ™ “RER - UE SRS, MRS S HE WSS R A, AR AT T X
FERGF ST, A BT 58 LU RS ER it et 2 L

53. KIEELEMEAR, WERTMHSKIR, FHTEMAGHR

R, BAVEREESE DT AE R, (£ “RAER S LRIERGR” K2 ikih, WiRaEE DA
I 78%MI AL R T RN T REEREDT S, RNGERERACEIR T  SHAR RO ¢ T RS
w7y ARG FTE SR 55, UK 2 B B X 5 L BE T S B3 SR A g, A
Bomr, SRTEES . MKIERAEE . S HSE ISR, B RS AR 9 S SR S e W, ks gy
HroRZ2 A AR, AN 58 38 58 SR 80 R IR &
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