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Abstract: Previous research on hukou-based stratification in China’ s urban labor
market has two limitations: one is exclusively focusing on inequality between urban
residents and rural migrants;the other is under-considering the segmentation structure
of urban economy. This paper conducts a more systematic analysis on whether and
how hukou system plays the role in determining individual’ s labor market outcomes
in the segmented urban economy by simultaneously examining two hukou attribu—
tions—the type of registration (hukou leibie) and the place of registration (hukou
suozaidi) . Based on the data of 2005 1% population survey in Shanghai the findings
show that each hukou attribution has its own effect. Although urban—rural divide con—
stitutes the basic pattern of sector entry occupational attainment and income inequali—
ty local and nonlocal labors are also treated differently in the stratification process. It
is also found that compared with “state vs. non-state” ownership segmentation “mo—
nopoly vs. non-monopoly ” industrial segmentation is more capable to capture such
kind of complicated hukou-based stratification.

Does Social Mobility Contribute to Reduce the Inequality of Health?

s e see e Wang Fugin 78

Abstract:There are two main theoretical points of view for explaining health inequali—
ties i.e. social causation explanation and health selective theory. The former em—
phasizes that social structural factors have determinative effects on health inequali—
ties ; however the latter considers that whether people are healthful would be a screen
mechanism for them to move up or down. In past researches many use longitudinal
data to test these two points while the present research uses Chinese General Social
Survey (2005) to analyze the inequality of health status and explain it from the per—
spective of social mobility for lack of ideal data. This research agrees that the health
inequality is the reproduction of social inequality and social mobility was thought to
be an important way to reduce the social inequality. So we develop two basic hypothe—
ses for the relationship between social mobility and health inequalities. The first one is
whether people happened to have social mobility would change their health level and
upward mobility would promote their health status instead for the opposite. The sec—
ond one is that social mobility can reduce the health gradient of different stratum. The
analysis finds that the directions and steps of social mobility have significant influ—
ence on peoples’ level of health but only long steps of social mobility can promote or
restrain works. Generally speaking in the current background of China the social cau—
sation theory has more power than health selective theory for explaining the health in—
equality. Social mobility has mixed effect in the production process of health inequali—
ties and reduces it.
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