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Does legality interfere with the effects of trustworthiness on legitimacy?: Various actors’ institutional
substance and perceived substance around rights to manage commons in the islands of Okinawa

Hiroshi NONAMI (Kwansei Gakuin University)
Junzo KATO (University of the Ryukyus)

The present study defined legitimacy as approvability of others’ or one’s own rights to participate in

managing commons and proposed two kind of determinants, institutional substance as a reference frame
based on such matters as regal norms and perceived substance founded on a subjective estimation of others’
or one’s own desirability and the like. When an actor’s rights to manage commons are established by legality
as institutional substance, people will recognize their rights to be structured as a low variability. Therefore,
their cognitive process for considering the grounds of the actor’s rights besides legality will be disturbed. In
this case, it is hypothesized that it becomes difficult for perceived substance such as trustworthiness to act as a
determinant of legitimacy as a result of inhibition to attention. To examine the interference effects of institu-
tional substance on perceived substance, a research survey was conducted to measure the evaluations of ac-
tors who participate in making policies for the prevention of red-clay flow at Onna village in the islands of
Okinawa. The results indicated that the trustworthiness of actors promoted legitimacy when their legality was
evaluated as low. We offer a theoretical discussion on the legitimacy of rights and its determinants around the

management of commons.
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ot ¥EX 3.
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FHErHE < (FheihiM=399, M=394), —RFER®D
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Table 1 Means (SDs) of evaluation of legitimacy, institutional basis, and perceived basis for each of the four ac-
tors who participated in the formulation of policies or institutions for the red-clay flow problem

Evaluation of  Evaluation of members Evaluation of Evaluation of members

civil servants of fishery cooperative general residents of civic meeting
Legitimacy 4.15 (0.74)° 3.85 (0.93)° 3.55 (0.90)¢ 3.90 (0.80)°
Legality 3.97 (0.69)* 3.94 (0.79)° 3.43 (0.85) 3.66 (0.73)°
Trustworthiness 3.08 (0.95)* 2.92 (0.95)° 2.78 (0.86)¢ 3.20 (0.87)*
Expertise 3.34 (1.12)° 3.34(0.97)° 2.59 (0.90)° 3.36 (1.01)*
Sincerity 3.55 (0.92)° 3.21 (1.05)° 3.30 (1.00)® 3.59 (0.96)*
Similarity 3.09 (0.80)° 3.30 (0.95)® 3.05 (0.81)° 3.08 (0.81)°

Note 1:  All items are 5-point scales, ‘T do not agree at all (1)—I agree very much (5)°.

Note 2:

means with different subscripts.

Items for legitimacy:

Multple comparisons by Bonferroni method indicated significant differences among the

I think that civil servants (or members of fishery cooperative, general residents, mem-

bers of civic meeting) are qualified to formulate policies for prevention of red-clay flow
in the village (and another item).

Items for legality:

Civil servants (or members of fishery cooperative, general residents, members of civic

meeting) have legally or local regulational rights to propose policies for prevention of
red-clay flow (and another item).

Items for trustworthiness:

Civil servants (or members of fishery cooperative, general residents, members of civic

meeting) are trustworthy to formulate prevention policies and institutions against red-

clay flow (and another item).
Civil servants (or members of fishery cooperative, general residents, members of civic

An item for expertise:

meeting) have enough knowledge and information to formulate policies for prevention
of red-clay flow.

An item for sincerity:

On formulating policies for prevention of red-clay flow, civil servants (or members of

fishery cooperative, general residents, members of civic meeting) consider benefits for
the whole village.

An item for similarity:

I think that opinions of civil servants (or members of fishery cooperative, general resi-

dents, members of civic meeting) are similar to mine on adjustment of policies for pre-
vention of red-clay flow.
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Table 2 Results of multiple regression analyses on the legitimacy as a dependent variable in each of four actors

. Legitimacy of - Legitimacy of
Lf’.g.mmacy of members of fishery Legmmasy of general members of
civil servants . residents . .
cooperative civic meeting
Model1 Model2 Modell Model2 Modell Model2 Modell Model2
Legality 0.46***  0.50*** 0.47*** 0.44*** 0.63*** 0.63*** 0.58*** 0.61***
Trustworthiness 0.25**  0.29**  0.20* 0.18* 0.32***  0.39**  0.37*** 0.38***
Expertise —0.05 —0.04 0.03 0.04 002 -—0.01 —0.08 —0.05
Sincerity 0.11 0.09 0.05 007 —004 —005 —0.01 —0.09
Similarity 004 —0.09 0.10 0.11 0.13* 0.13* —0.08 —0.04
Legality X Trustworthiness —0.26** —0.01 —0.18* —0.27**
Legality X Expertise —-0.17" 0.05 —0.01 0.09
Legality X Sincerity —0.04 0.10 —0.07 —0.13
Legality X Similarity 0.10 —0.13 0.15 0.20*
Adjusted R 0.34%*%  (37+%%  0.49%**  0.49%*  0.53%xx  (56%** 0.47*** 051***
AR 0.03* 0.00 0.03* 0.04*

Note: § coefficients and multiple regression coefficients, *p<.05, **p<.01, **xp<,001
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Table 3 Results of multiple regression analyses on the trustworthiness of each actor

Trustworthiness of Trustworthiness of members Trustworthiness of Trustworthiness of members

civil servants of fishery cooperative general residents of civic meeting
Expertise 0.31*** 0.33%** 0.31%** 0.39%**
Sincerity 0.51**+ 0.42%*+* 0.35*++* 0.31%**
Similarity 0.09 0.15* 0.08 0.26***
R? 0.55%** 0.57%»* 0.36%** 0.60%**

Note: f coefficients and multiple regression coefficients, *p<.05, **p<.01, ***p<.001
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