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Opportunity Structures Horizontal Networks and Frame Resonances in

Egyptian Social Movements ++«------ Zhou Ming & Zeng Xianghong 1

Abstract: This paper stems from a puzzle: why the two large-scale social movements
in Egypt in 2005 and 2011 ( namely the “Enough” movement and the “January
25th” movement) that aiming at bringing the Mubarak regime down have different
political consequences? Using social movement theory this paper has found that
these two social movements faced similar political opportunity structures and
mobilized the same horizontal social networks; however the frames appeared in these
social movements had produced different frame resonances. Thereby these
differences influenced their respective mobilization capabilities which led to different

political consequences.

Social Class and Local Congressional Election in Urban China -+-------

................................................... Livw Xin & Zhu Yan 34

Abstract: Departing from literature emphasizing democratic values and political
efficacy in understanding voting behavior in China’ s local congressional election the
authors propose to explain voting behavior from the logic of class politics. The
rational choice theory of class politics argues that class position influences voting
through class interest while social psychological theory of class politics emphasizes
the importance of class identification as a mediator between class position and voting.
Hypotheses derived from both explanations are well supported by statistical findings
from Chinese General Social Survey ( CGSS) 2006 calculated using logistic
regression and Bootstrap test of coefficient difference across regression models.
Compared to working class the middle classes old or new are more likely to vote.
This is further explicated by the fact that they enjoy higher income and stronger
subjective identification as middle class. The higher income also leads to stronger
middle class identification thus stronger inclination to vote. Integrating the rational
choice and social psychological theories the authors extend the explanation of class

politics and conclude that class interest not only functions as the mediation linking
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class position and voting behavior but also explicates the causal mechanisms between
class position and voting behavior through class identification. This study
demonstrates that class politics offers an appropriate logic to understand political

participation in contemporary China.

The Judicial Spanning of Legal Structural Holes: Social network analyses

of closely related groups” legal management — «----- Zhang Hongtao 59

Abstract: When judges ( laws) face villagers and its closely related groups there is
no structural hole among villagers while legal structural holes do exiest on the side of
judges or laws which puts judges ( laws) at disadvantage in the network. Being
constrained by the distribution of legal structural holes judges ( laws) have the
village heads customary laws and mediation embedded into dispute resolution tactics
to change their disadvantageous position in the network and improve structural
autonomy by filling up the legal structural holes. When the applicable objects of law
are stranger groups judges ( laws) can improve structure autonomy by using the
structural holes of the applicable objects. But even then judges ( laws) are not in the
best position where legal structural holes are not around them but on the side of the
applicable objects of law. Hence the most urgent task for Chinas rule of law is to
realize the organic integration of particular Chinese factors and enacted laws so as to
fill up the legal structural holes increase judges” structural autonomy and make laws

more appropriate for closely related groups or stranger groups.

The Industrial Social Work Intervention Strategy under Expanded
Clinical Perspective: Targeting new employees of Factory D in

Guangdong Province «-eseeeeeeeeeenn. Zheng Guanghuai & Liv Yan 83

Abstract: With the intension of industrial conflicts in contemporary China as the
bridge between labor and capital the industrial social work has become increasingly
important. Based on the expanded clinical perspective proposed by Balgopal and the
social work practice of Factory D in Guangdong province this paper constructs a
social work intervention strategy for new employees in order to change the person and
the occupational environment simultaneously. The article also discusses challenges
faced by social work profession when social workers practiced in the world of work
and argues that the industrial social work intervention for new employees can reduce
the high turnover rate of employees and will bring a new possibility for the

development of industrial social work in China.

The State the Financial Market and the Rise and Decline of

Diversification Strategy in China: A new institutional perspective on
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