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.312(.297) —.127(. 147)
.071(. 210) -.309(.152)"
~.214(.395) .258(. 186)
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ges of relations of production and property ownerships but also the globalization and
information revolution. This means China’ s path to modernization may be different
from the western ones. In the eyes of young rural workers “city life” may also have
its specific meaning in the Chinese context. The paper first briefly reviews the theo—
retical assumptions and limitations of rural labor researches in a Marxist perspective

then discusses how information and communication technology (ICT) studies can be
one of the other possible ways to examine contemporary Chinese labor situation.
Based upon an understanding of the interplay of young rural workers and ICTs the
paper suggests that the living ecologies and social meanings of “work” in young work—

ers’ life courses need to be revisited.
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litical or economic elite families in rural China during the prediberated era) or new—
elite family origin (political or economic elite families in rural China during the redis—
tributive period between 1949 and 1978) had been more likely to enter elite occupa—
tions after the economic reform. Moreover although both old and new elite families
had advantages they differed in strategies. People in new-elite families tended to en—
ter wage labor or rural cadre occupations during the whole period covered (1978 —

1996). For those in old-elite families their choices varied with time: during the ear—
lier stage of reform (1978 — 1986) they chose to enter wage labor occupations;

while during the later stage (1987 —1996) they chose to enter rural entrepreneur or
self-employed occupations. To explain this the paper adopts the cultural reproduc—
tion theory proposed by Bourdieu arguing that elite culture transmitted across gener—

ations facilitates economic success during the market transition in rural China.
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Abstract: Based on the data from Chinese General Social Survey 2005 (CGSS
2005) this paper investigates how civil disputes are distributed among different so—
cial classes and how they respond to those disputes through mobilizing various chan—
nels of dispute resolution. Special attention is paid to the impact of social stratifica—
tion on legal mobilization in transitional China. Results show that Chinese citizens of

different social classes follow different paths to civil justice. Facing civil disputes
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the ruling elites resort more to legal channels than to party/government authorities.

On the contrary citizens of middle and lower classes trust and rely more on party/
government authorities than to laws for dispute resolution. Furthermore there is little
evidence suggesting that compared to other classes the rising “middle class” prefer
the legal resolution to civil disputes. Hence the authors argue that we shall be cau—
tious of optimistically linking a rising middle class to the rule of law in contemporary

China under dramatic social and economic transitions.
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Abstract: With the rapid advances of social sciences in China reaching internation—
al standards of excellence and publishing on top international journals have become a
priority for many young scholars. The purpose of this paper is to outline the methodo—
logical paradigm of mainstream western social sciences. Analyzing exemplary work
from top international journals the author has generalized an eight-component struc—
ture consisting of question literature (theory) hypothesis data measurement

methods findings and conclusion. This eight-component structure reflects the post—
positivist philosophy and can be called “the American paradigm. ” This paper dis—
sects and explicates each of the eight components their individual functions and logi—
cal relationships. As the primary focus the author discusses in detail the first three
components (question theory and hypothesis) proposing tentative criteria for good
questions and good literature review emphasizing hypothesis as the bridge linking
theory with empirical data and outlining the different strategies for constructing hy—
pothesis. The paper ends with a brief discussion of the integration of the American

methodological paradigm with Chinese home-grown substantive theories.
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