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raised by Yang Ge and Wang Guangzhou ++++++++-++--+- Li Chunling 54

Abstract:This article is the author’ s response to the questions raised by Yang Ge
and Wang Guangzhou about selection bias of data used by the author’ s previous re—
search. Based on discussion and data re-testing made by Yang and Wang about selec—
tion bias of reconstructed data from population sample database the author examines
the effect of selection bias and evaluates the effectiveness of treatment methods. It
concludes that effect of selection bias has not been verified by data re-testing. The
treatment methods used by Yang and Wang could not estimate exactly the effect of se—
lection bias and also not reduce its impact effectively.

Power or Prestige? The Debates and Verifications in Measurement of So—

cial Capital <eeveeeeeceeeneeneaccacces Wer Jianwen & Zhao Yandong 64

Abstract:The paper examines the differences between power and prestige in the light
of the logic of social recognition and further proposes that when measuring individual
social capital occupational power score is a better instrument than the commonly
used occupational prestige score. Based on a social survey data in three cities in Chi—
na the paper finds that there are significant differences between occupational power
scores and occupational prestige scores. Moreover occupational power score is better
both in reliability and validity in measuring individual social capital than occupational

prestige scores.

Social Capital Financial Network and InterHirm Risk Contagion: Case
studies from Zhejiang Province — s+ssssssessesmereeimniinini

cevssesssesssesseennencness Wy Bao  Li Zhengwei & Chi Renyong 84

Abstract:The popular view portrays social capital as wholly beneficial with no signifi—
cant downside. Based on case studies of Shaoxing and Taizhou in Zhejiang Province
the paper explores the relationships between social capital structure of inter-firm fi—
nancial network and interHfirm risk contagion and provides empirical evidence for the
downside of social capital. It is suggested that the use of social capital is positively
linked with the mean value of degree centrality in the financial network and leads to a
less fragmented network structure. Moreover it results in a higher degree of network
cohesion thus exacerbates the inter-firm contagion risk. Therefore this paper at—
tempts to propose a theoretical explanation for the risk contagion in Chinese real e—
conomy from the perspective of social capital.

The House and the Dice: A case study of the wealth circulation ++----
cvesssnenesieninnicienns Zhao Bingiang & Tong Zhoubing 106
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Abstract:In the theory of gift-exchange the concept of reciprocity has always been a
dominant word which has deep influence on Fei Hsiaotungs “the Feedback
Mode”. Based on the fieldwork in Zhejiang Province this article explores the circu—
lating mode of household property and reflects the efficiency and limitation of the
concept of reciprocity. In the context of household and village the norm of reciproci—
ty plays an important role in the forms of work transaction give-and+ake and
gambling etc. Meanwhile there are some “inalienable” properties that is to say
they are like the heirlooms such as land house and tomb which can only be in-
herited and kept by generations. Therefore in the study of Chinese society Fei’ s
concept of “root (gen) ” should be considered juxtaposing complementarily with “the
Feedback Mode ”.

Interests Alignment: An analytical framework of the state and society re—
lations in transitional China seecceeceeescecctseceectettcetcenccesccenccencecns

""""""""""""" Jiang Hua Zhang Jianmin & Zhou Ying 136

Abstract: Through critical evaluations of researches on the state and society relations
in transitional China this article proposes an analytical framework centered on the
concept of “interest alignment” from the rational choice perspective and tests it with
comparative case studies of policy participation by industry associations. It argues
that the degree of interests alignment between the state and society determines wheth—
er the state supports or restricts societal organizations and attributes this to the domi—
nance of the state and its relatively high discretionary power in transitional China.
The new analytical framework puts more emphasis on strategic choices by the state
and low degrees of institutionalization of how the state handles its relations with the
society. It reveals the nature of the interactions between the state and society better
than theories originating from the West and it also expands and modifies native theo—
ries such as graduated control.

Production and Reproduction of Political Power: In the case of J neigh—

borhood election in Shanghai in 2003 --- Geng Jing & Yao Hua 153

Abstract: With the rapid changes in Chinese society the development of a variety of
social power and its autonomy has led to the change of the mode of production and re—
production of political power. The reproduction of political power takes place not only
in political organization but also extends to the reproduction of the social sphere.
This paper based on the case of a neighborhood election in Shanghai in 2003 ex—
plores the power operation mechanism in practice its acting strategy to reconstruct
power relations and its production and reproduction in social sphere.
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