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Solutions of the Difficulties of Exchanging Land for Social Security: A
social ethical analysis from the perspective of “resources” «+sseeeeeeeses

N A T . (L |

Abstract: In the Social transformation process “exchanging land for social security”
is an attempt to integrate two resources: land and social security. This paper
summarizes its basic types and explains its essences. From the perspective of
“resources”  the author explores the similarities and differences between “land” and
“social security” finds that the two has a meeting point at protecting and developing
human rights while differ at their resources attribute and rights attribute. Based on
those findings the paper argues that the basic benefits of social security should not
be exchanged but the added benefits can be increased by exchanging rights or asset

gains of land.

A Middle Class Community: Class formation and the building of a moral
order eeeecceceenaieiiiiinnieineninnenenevnnnes Ly Tai Lok & Liu Shuo 25

Abstract: Based upon an ethnographic study of a middle class residential community
in Beijing this paper is an attempt to understand the process of the formation of this
middle class. The focus of this paper will be placed on the construction of a moral
order in a middle class residential community. A crucial component of this moral
order is the negotiation of the boundary between public and private. Such negotiation
involves mutual respect and the acceptance of shared norms and expectations. The
residents of the community are learning to express themselves freely as well as to
accommodate differences. This ethnographic study is an attempt to look at the
residents’ everyday life and to examine the “micro—politics” of the middle class.
Through understanding their daily conversation and discussion on mundane issues
we shall see how the emerging middle class is forming a lifestyle and a moral order in

their community.
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