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Multinomial Logit
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P P
.419 . 000 . 058 .249 .018 . 008
-.336 .018 . 007 -.268 . 000 -. 004
. 006 .022 . 000 . 005 . 000 . 000
-.312 .413 . 105 .539 . 285 -. 006
-.879 .051 . 128 . 969 . 069 .070
-.823 . 120 117 .718 .252 . 046
2.956 185 - 1. 066 . 457
. 154 . 080 . 047 . 066 .224 -.011
-.362 .010 . 004 -. 198 . 000 -.015
. 006 . 020 . 000 . 003 . 005 . 000
. 161 . 669 . 083 . 781 .010 .074
-1.396 . 002 . 080 -.380 . 234 -. 144
-1.303 .014 .077 -.279 .432 -. 137
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—.423 .003 .012 -. 180 . 003 —-.001
. 007 . 004 . 000 . 003 . 007 . 000
. 054 . 896 . 021 . 682 . 047 . 005
—-1.699 . 000 . 086 .122 . 740 . 058
—-1.644 . 005 . 082 .317 . 429 . 087
5. 005 . 028 1. 076 . 289

Number of obs =617

Number of obs =490

LRchi2(18) =102. 1

LRchi2(18) =67. 77

Prob > chi2 =. 0000

Prob > chi2 =. 0000

Loglikelihood = -692. 0

Loglikelihood = -501. 6

Pseudo R? =. 0687

Pseudo R? =. 0633
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The Enchantment of Writing: Notes toward a philological anthropology
derreren e Wang Mingming 44

Abstract: In this comprehensive essay the author writes to create what he would
call “philological anthropology”. Drawing from philological considerations of the con—
tinuity between magic and writing (and thus civilization) the author considers
“communicating with divinities” and “signifying all things” to be the original “func—
tions” of writing. Criticizing the “illiteracisms” of structuralism discourse theory

and “writing culture school” the author aims to bring the study of writing into the

forefront of anthropology and relate it to the anthropology of civilization.

New State and Old Workers: The Democratic Reform Campaign of pri—
vate industries in Shanghai 1952 «++seeseeeeeeceecee Lin Chaochao 67

Abstract: Through investigation of Shanghai municipal archives the paper examines
the Democratic Reform Campaign of private industries in Shanghai in 1952. The au-
thor tries to find out how the nascent communist power imposed ideological and organ—
izational transformation upon the “old workers” by the techniques of mobilization
such as grievances confession and demonstration and laid the foundation for remold—
ing a new Chinese working-class from above down. The remolding of the “old work—
ers” is not only necessary to socialist industrialization strategy but also a part of the
social integration in cities at grass—toot level by the new state.

A Study of the Income Gap between Urban Workers and Migrant Workers

Ceeeereeeeee e st see e neeeees Tian Feng 87

Abstract: Based on the 2008 CGSS(CASS) data this paper uses Brown decomposi—
tion method to do the analysis on the income gap formation causes and processes. The
study has found that income disparities between the different ownership (danwei) is
the major part of the overall income inequality and household registration system is
the threshold impeding the raise of migrant workers” income level in public-owned en—
terprises. Human capital can explain 36. 2% of the income gap indicating even
though the elements of human capital can affect the income but a unified labor mar—

ket is not fully formed.

Young Rural Workers” Living Ecologies and Self-identification: From

the perspective of “information-ded” «++ceeeeeeee Cheng Chung Tai 106

Abstract: During economic reform China has been experiencing not only the chan—
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