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Village Governance and Kinship in South China: A functionalism analy—

Abstract: The relationship between village democracy and kinship has become a hot
topic since 1978. This paper discusses three related issues: (a) the reason of the re—
vival of kinship after 1978 in rural China; (b) the effect of kinship on village democ—
racy; and (c) how the interaction of kinship and democracy affects the performance
of village governance. Using a dataset of 800 groups conducted in Guangdong Prov—
ince the empirical results of this paper show: (a) the villagers’ functional demand
on public goods was the reason of kinship revival when village collective collapsed af—
ter 1978 ; (b) kinship does not affect the development of village election in form but
it will limit the substance of grassroots democracy; (c¢) there is no essential differ—
ence for kinship and village democracy in the provision of public goods if there is only
one of them. The better performance of village governance comes true only when they

coexist within the community.

Measuring the Labor Market Effects of Social Capital = A literature review
and research strategy of dealing with the endogeneity problem ««++«----

sessreseeessesiieniisiananannes Chen Yunsong & Fan Xiaoguang 167

Abstract: A major challenge for quantitative research in social science is the endoge—
neity problem. How to exploit various model identification strategies to alleviate esti—
mation bias to identify causality has recently been a cutting-edge research field in stud—
ies on social capital. This paper reviews the endogeneity problem and model identifica—
tion issues in existing studies on the labor market role of social capital following three
research lines focusing on using contacts used social capital and accessed social cap—
ital. Improving model specification and data collection exploiting exogenous variables

clearly specifying working assumptions and replication studies are called for.

REPORT

A Study of the Relationship between Income and Subjective Well-being
in China  s+eeseeeemremmeneeeneennennininninnicneceneees Xing Zhanjun 196

Abstract: This study systematically investigated in the existing research on relation—
ship between income and subjective well-being and examined the relationship based
on public government statistical data the survey data from six provincial capitals

and the survey data of urban residents from a coastal province for seven consecutive
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years. The main findings were as following: In the stage studied income and subjec—
tive well-being of urban residents had some relevant relationship; regional wealth
differences could affect the relationship between the two; the subjective well-being of
high-income groups was significantly higher than low-income groups; in the time span
of the studies the wellbeing index of Chinese citizen was not synchronized with the
growth of national income growth; regional wealth level and the residents association
between happiness is not obvious. The main policy proposals were as following: For a
long period of time China need for rapid and positive economic development to en—
sure the inhabitants revenue and earnings to provide material condition for individual
free and all-vound individual development to ensure livelihood establishing and per—
fecting the adjustment mechanism of people’s free and all-round development and to

increase the supply of public goods in particular the supply of social security efforts.

COMMENTARY AND DEBATE

Subalternate Perspective and Its Intellectual Genealogy: A review on the

general approaches of subaltern studies ++++++++- Wang Qingming 220

Abstract: This paper reviewed the general approaches of subaltern studies from the
perspective of sociology of knowledge. In India the issue of subaltern studies is how
to reconstruct subaltern groups’ history during the colonialism period. But in China

the subaltern issue is the changes of social structure and the differentiation of social
stratification since China’s reform and opening up. In China when we discuss the
politics of subaltern it is more important to rethink these issues: How to open the
discourse space of subaltern groups? How to listen to the small voice of the subaltern
groups and how to record the representation of subaltern groups? The most important
inspiration that the Indian subaltern studies give us is grasping the subaltern image
from the daily life of common people and regarding everyday life of subaltern groups

as basic resource to production and reproduction of academic knowledge.
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