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(Sungkyunkwan University) « A K A bk kX 5 (Osaka University of Commerce) #2& Bk
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2006; Milagros et al., 1995; Momgan &Hiwsima, 1983; Pimentel & Lius 2004;
Thornton & Fricke, 1987).

(Li, 2004; McDonald, 2000; Wilkie et al.,
1998; Xu &Lai, 2004).
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al., 1997). ,

( ) ,
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Parish, 1984; Won &Lee, 1999).

2002; Limanonda, 1991 ),
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(Hirschman &Minh, 2002).
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(Cooney & Shi, 1999; Tkels, 1993).
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(Milagros et al., 1995; Mowan & Hiwsima,

1983; Thomton & Fricke, 1987). 1982 — 2000 ,
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(Silverstein et al., 1997).
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— 1= ; 0= .35
— 1= ; 0= 57. 06
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_ 1= ; 0= 46.
/

1= ; 0= 35. 68

1= ; 0= 20. 49

1= ; 0= 19. 37

FREHEG A RT ALREOERE EHMNEFT XN T AP RIE E &M & 2K
T HAr A A EHTF Tk, bl de, U AR A 09 H AL 2 4R 4 LA AR R A B
WHE A KA LS A USRI, F %, BEARL ARG X ZREG A Z
VIEN /IR R SR

35



P22 2009. 3
1
/
1= ; 0= 24. 46
1= ; 0= 30. 24
15 1= 15 ; 0= 12.33
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Gift Exchange as an Elementary Fom of Religious Life ------ - Ji Zhe 1

Abstract With his study on gft exchanges Mauss not only transcended the dichotomy
betveen the sacmd/society and the profane/individual that haunted Dukkheim’ s social
theory, but also reconciled the desimbility and obligation of momal acts and revealed the
logics of the foundation and durability of social bonds. In this way, he better answered
how society human nature is possible — a question with which Duikheim’ s sociology of
religion was primarnly concerned. Furthemore, as contemporary interpretations showed,

the gift paradigm gives us a deeper insight into the irreducible specificity of religion,

namely, in Dutkheim’ s words wreligion’ s “force sui generis”. In a sense, Mauss’ s The
Gift could be read as a response to or a rewniting of Durkheim’ s The Elementary Formms of
Religiows Life; or briefly, gift exchange is an elementary form of religious life.

Intergenerational Dynamics and Family Solidarity: A comparative study of
mainland China, Japan, Korea and Taiwan
ceeee e Yang Juhua &Li Lulu 26

Abstract: Family solidarity refers to adult child-parent relations and can be examined
from structural, social psychological, and transactional pempectives. In East Asia, the
family organization has undergone substantial changes along with socioeconomic and
demographic transitions in the past decades and consequently family solidarity may have
been affected. Using the 2006 East Asian Social Suwey, we develop a conceptual
framework of family solidarity to compare patterns of adult child-parent relations among
Mainland China, Japan Korea and Taiwan. Analytical results suggest that far from
ewnding the family organization in East Asia remains strong in coresidence, emotional
exchanges and financial support between child and parental generaions despite the
differences in relative strengths in these dimensions of family solidarity acwss the four
societies. Overall families in Korea seem to maintain the strongest coheson, followed by
those in Tawan and Mainland China, and Japanese families are the least cohesive. These
results suggest a cultural force that holds the family a solidified system during rising
modernization in economy and society.
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