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pation. The effectiveness of social mobilization depends on whether it meets people’ s
values in the specific social backgrounds. Given the dominance of economic rationali—
ty in pension participation the effectiveness of mobilization must meet peasant house—
holds’ economic interests. In developing countries people’ s understanding and ac—
ceptance of new institutions are limited so social mobilization has a positive function
in promoting social development and institutional change.
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Abstract: Previous studies mainly took individuals as their research subjects when
analyzing why rural migrants return home while this study adopted households as re—
search subjects and examined the internal mechanism of family endowments’ effect
on the returning of rural migrants from the view of new household economics. Through
analyzing the impact of family endowments on labor return the effect of family en—
dowments on individual development is estimated. The study finds that there is a
“family endowment effect”: with effective use of family endowments the returner
could get higher return on investments at home; it is also the major way to achieve
capability development after they return; in addition another motive for return is that
the human capital and economic capital accumulated in cities could bring higher re—
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Abstract: Since China implements economic reforms and relaxes its policy toward di-
asporic communities many overseas Chinese have made donations to their hometowns
( giaoxiang in Chinese) for noneconomic purposes notably for building schools li—
braries and ancestral shrines which may be referred to as cultural remittances. This
type of transnational practice has greatly promoted the sociocultural development in
giaoxiang. But from our observation patterns of transnational practices differ among
emigrant groups from different places of origin. Informed by prior research we pro—
pose a conceptual framework of social status compensation and illustrate it by analy—
zing comparative data collected from fieldwork in two giaoxiang — Kan Town in
Guangdong Province and Wen Town in Hainan Province. We find that the gap in geo—
political positions between the sending and receiving countries reduces the transaction
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tions for noneconomic purposes. We also find that emigrants’ status inconsistency
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