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5 22226
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“ 71993 ¢ 7
1 N
(D)
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1
2008 1993 1983
3.3% 4.31% 17. 65%
55.8% 54.74% 58.51%
o 7.78% B
( (
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2

2000 33724 15779 2. 14 28515 16871 1. 69

1990 - 1999 11002 6632 1. 66 10586 7830 1.35

1980 - 1989 2861 1936 1.48 2508 1982 1.26

1979 384 235 1.63 249 215 1.16

3
v MS F P Eta | Noncent. b
SS Parameter
3.201E11*| 18 |[1.778E10| 27.697 | .000 . 131 498.547 | 1.000
5.575E9 1 |5.575E9 8.684 | .003 .003 8. 684 . 838
2.594E11 3 |8.645E10|134. 651 | .000 . 109 403.954 | 1.000
1.451E10 4 |3.628E9 5.650 | .000 . 007 22. 600 . 981
1. 570E10 1 [1.570E10| 24.461 |.000 . 007 24. 461 . 999
1. 117E10 1 [1.117E10| 17.394 |.000 . 005 17.394 . 986
4.509E9 4 |1.127E9 1.756 | .135 . 002 7.024 . 541
6. 359E9 4 |1.590E9 2.476 | .042 . 003 9.904 L711
2. 119E12 3301 |6.420E8
2.646E12 3320
2.439E12 (3319
ta. R2=0.131 ( R? = .126); h. a=0.05,
(P 0. 000)
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7 28 81 466 117 699
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5 (Logistic )
1 2
B Exp(B) S. E. B Exp(B) S.E.
( 20-30
)
46 - 60 1. 754 *** 5.778 . 180 1.990 *** 7.318 . 196
31 -45 . 783 2.187 . 164 1. 008 *** 2.741 . 180
(
)
1. 821 " 6.178 . 190 1.763 ™ 5.832 . 191
287" 1.332 . 124 .282° 1. 326 . 125
1. 175 ™ 3.239 .332 . 562 1.754 .392
. 858 2.357 .278
—-.221 . 802 . 162 —. 460 . 631 . 180
-2 log likehood 1874. 208 1863. 812
df 5 6
N 1952 1952
(D) 1= 0=

(2)" p<0.05 “p<0.01 **p<0.001.

6 (Logistic )
3 4
B Exp(B) | S.E. B Exp(B) | S.E.
( 20-30
)
46 - 60 2.102 " 8. 185 L211 1.993 ™ 7.334 .215
31 -45 1.076 *** 2.932 . 193 1.061 ™ 2.890 . 196
(
)

1.953 *** 7.052 .232 2.018 ™ 7.526 .235
. 167 1.182 . 135 . 226 1.254 . 137
. 860 ™" 2.363 .303 . 858 ™ 2.359 . 306

200



3 4
B Exp(B) S.E. B Exp(B) S.E.
. 294 1. 341 .253 . 381 1. 464 . 257
( )
. 251 1.286 . 186 -.240 L787 .211
-.013 . 987 . 165 -.173 . 841 L172
( )
L1112 1.118 . 198
1.151 " 3.162 . 265
. 054 1. 056 . 196
-.304 .738 . 195
—-.828 " .437 . 291 -.825™ .438 .314
-2 log likehood 1558. 283 1523. 175
df 8 12
N 1838 1838
(D) 1= 0=

(2" p<0.05 "p<0.01 “*p<0.001.

“ » (
2010:18 - 19)
( 1987h) ( 2010)
?
7 1
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2
7 (Multinomial Logistic )
)
1 2
B |Exp(B)| SE B |Exp(B)| SE
Intercept —-.804 " .255 | -.120 .279
) ( .382% | 1.465 | . 188 .224 | 1.251 |.190
) ( —.428 .652 | .252 | -.578"| .561 |.260
(
—.564" .569 | .223 | —.104| .901 |.239
-.595*1 .551 | .170 | —-.308 | .735 |.176
(
—-. 067 .935 | .210 .165| 1.179 |. 186
—-. 069 .933 | . 170 .060| 1.062 |.144
384" | 1.468 | . 178 L1651 1.179 |. 186
. 063 1.065 | . 141 .060 | 1.062 |.144
(
-L57 U213 | .225
-7 0327 ). 218
=5 484 179
=L 495 | 186
Intercept ~.688" .279 | -.509 .307
( -.283 L754 | 179 | —.298 | .742 |.182
( -. 085 .918 | .291 | —.164| .849 |.293




1 2
B |Exp(B)| SE B |Exp(B)| SE
(
)
—.716*| .489 |.234 | —.450 | .638 | .248
~.502* .605 |.178 | —.345 | .708 | .185
(
)
539 %[ 1.715 |.205 | .801*72.228 | .218
.076 [1.079 |.176 | .173 [1.188 | .179
—.061 | .940 |.186 | —.192 | .825 |.193
/ —.222 | .801 |.140 | -.271 | .762 | .142
( )
-.327 | .721 | .208
-.832" .435 | .240
-.386 | .680 | .202
043 |1.044 | .193
(1) M ?71 = 2= 3= o
) : o
(3) " p<0.05 *p<0.01 **p<0.001.
8
1 2
(sex)
o 4
( ) o
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8 (Multinomial Logistic )
( )
1 2
B [Exp(B)| SE B [Exp(B)| SE
Intercept =7 L180 | -.251 . 199
( ) .070 | 1.073 | .103 .066 | 1.068 |.103
) ( . 173 1.189 | . 161 109 | 1.116 |.162
) ( —.4347 .648 | . 158 | .54 .604 |.160
( )
-.052 .949 | . 160 .103 | 1.109 |.170
-.377" .686 | .136 | —.262| .769 |.140
( )
-.110 .896 | .162 .037| 1.037 |.172
-.019 .982 | . 124 .074 | 1.076 |.129
02657 | 1.304 | . 128 L2211 1.247 |.133
-.050 .951 | 109 | -.035] .965 |.111
( )
-.838"% .433 |.153
-.682" .506 |.156
- 723" . 485 |.142
-.638"% 528 |.144
Intercept -.832 .192 | -.439 .212
( ) 210 | 1.234 | .108 | .216°7| 1.241 |. 109
( ) |-.312° .732 | . 150 -.374" .688 |.152
( ) . 132 1.141 | . 180 .033] 1.034 |.182
( )
-.633™ .531 | .174 | -.340| .712 |.182
-.288" L750 | . 137 | -.119| .887 |.140
( ) o
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1 2

B Exp(B)| SE B [Exp(B)| SE

.297 1.345 | . 159 | .618™ | 1.854 |.170

-.132 .876 | .125 | .051 | 1.053 |.130

-.039 .962 | 138 |-.179 . 836 |.143
/ -. 156 .855 | .109 |-.175 .839 | . 111
( )
-.85 ™| .425 . 161 .000 | -.856" .425
-.962 | .382 . 173 .000 | -.962" .382
—.603 | . 547 . 146 .000 |-.603"".547
=258 .773 . 141 .067 | -.258" . 773
(D) e ?71 = 2= 3= .
) : o
(3)" p<0.05 *p<0.01 **p<0.001,
1987c; 1995b; N 1987; 2009) »
RO
9 10
s ( )
@ ( ) (
) ( )
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9 ( ) ( %)

26.4 | 21.2 | 15.1 12.6 2.1 5.6 3.8 4.3 24.5 8.4

44.5 | 48.1 | 56.2 | 57.6 |36.8 |36.9 |26.2 |31.6 57.4 71. 4

19.0 | 19.6 | 15.8 | 17.3 |38.5 |37.5 |49.2 |43.6 7.8 7.7

9.9 | 10.9 | 12.6 | 12.0 |22.5 |19.4 |20.8 |20.5 9.0 5.7

2 2 4 4 0 .6 0 0 1.3 8
100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
10 ( ) C %)
17.8 54.1 22.2 5.7 .2 0 100
9.9 45.8 30.0 12.9 1.2 .1 100
5.3 30.6 39.5 22.2 2.3 0 100
3.0 22.6 38.8 30.0 5.1 .6 100
2.2 8.8 26.4 57.7 4.9 0 100
1.9 10.6 23.8 56.9 6.9 0 100
.8 6.9 18.5 60. 8 12.3 .8 100
.9 6.0 15.4 64.1 11.1 2.6 100
21.5 58.7 16. 8 2.9 t 0 100
2.7 34.9 43.3 18.4 .4 .4 100
o 11
12 o
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11 ( ) C %)

15.5 17. 1 12.0 13.4
17.3 16.3 23.4 20.8
23.8 23.4 51.4 51.4
43.3 43.3 13.3 14.5
100 100 100 100
12 ( ) ( %)
45.2 39.4
53.1 48.3
33.4 30.5
26.0 19. 1
23.2 29.6
oD 5 (50.5%)
18. 7% ;
10. 6% ;
11.2% o 72.5%
o 45. 2%
; 63. 0% ; 21. 4%
76. 1% 0
©)
( )
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13 ( ) ( %)
65.1 41.2 36.9 66. 8
20.9 14.6 12.1 20.3
2.7 1.5 2.1 2.9
( ) 7 6 5 7
9.4 6.3 5.4 8.0
1.0 .9 .5 1.2
1 34.9 42.5 2
100 100 100 100
o 14 5 .
14 ( ) ( %)
49.4 49.7
42.9 43.9
65.6 73.2
68. 6 71.4
51.5 58.8
44.6 44.6
10.5 8.0
6.1 8.8
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ta collected in the prior wave can be used to predict the follow-up refusal.
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Family Change in Urban Areas of China:Main trends and latest

Ma Chunhua Shi Jinqun Li Yinhe Wang Zhenyu & Tang Can 182

Abstract: Based on the family survey data in urban areas of Guangzhou Hangzhou

Zhengzhou Lanzhou and Haerbin conducted by the Institute of Sociology of Chinese
Academy of Social Sciences in 2008 the article analyzes main trends of family
change in urban areas of China with the revised modernization theory of family. It
discusses the main trends and latest findings in marriage cost independence in mar—
riage  women labor participation rate and couple relationship nuclear family and rela—
tive network and difference of family change among five cities. It is concluded that
during family change process the traditional and modern factors are cooperating with
and complementary to each other instead of opposite to each other. Therefore different
group of traditional and modern factors result multiple approaches models and driving

forces of family change in urban areas of China.

COMMENTARY AND DEBATE

How Does the State Shape the Contentious Politics: A literature review on

the role of the state ceceeecccctsctttsscetctscssnenans Huang Dongya 217

Abstract: Focusing on how the state shapes the contentious politics this paper re—
views the studies on social contention. The role of state in contentious politics could
be divided into three dimensions that is the stable political structure the less stable
political environment and the changing political context. Many factors in these three
dimensions have significant impact on the social contention’ s rise such as form and
outcome as well as the identity and action capacity of the social actors. Furthermore

the paper discusses the relationship between the state and social contention in Chi-
nese scholars’ studies and reflects on the current studies based on the Chinese expe-

rience.
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