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The Analysis of the City’ s New Immigrations’ Sporting Life

Based on a Survey of Ningbo City
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Abstract: By the means of literature review, questionnaire, consulting interview, mathematical statistics, etc. we sur
imm igrations’ sporting life and national fitness program.

veyed and analyzed the current situation of the new immigrations’ sporting life in Ningbo city. T he results show the
new immigrations have a right life value tow ards sporting life; also have a need for sports and fitness, survey and sur

pervision of health condition; and their motivations for participation are both mulir leveled and comparatively concer

trated. However, limited by work, organizing and management, culture, economy, society and sports resources and
so on, the actual sports life quality and consumption are mostly at a low level. As for that, some developmental meas

ures are put forward correspondingly, in order to provide the theoretical bases for the healthy developing of the new
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482.54 87. 32 479. 60 90. 15 579.10 100. 40
516.30 102. 50 521. 20 76. 32 592. 10 89. 04
526.32 84. 32 541. 20 72.32 603.30 102.06
F= 4. 175 p= 0.010 F= 3.352 p= 0.000 F= 7.49 p= 0. 042
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