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, “ 7 (Biddle &Thomas, 1966:
4), , . ,
(role),
(social position ), (expectation )
(presentation). “
” (Bates &Harvey, 1975:106), “

” (Tumer, 1979 124),

3
b

” (Allen &van de Vliert, 1984; 3). ,
(norms) (beliefs) (preferences ) (Biddle, 1986).
« 2 [©)

(A2 Bty BINE B0 4 T30 5 A 5 S 7 fr TR

, (
) . .
1. : 20 30 s (G. H.
Mead) . (J. L. Moreno) . (R. Linton)
(Biddle &Thomes, 1966:5). 1934 , «
», )

O 4o, AE £ —£ ARG X AT A (Biddle 1979 Burt, 1982), /£ % —t A #3 H iF 4L 4
45 k69 A & (Winship & Mandel, 1983), i A & A N &4 X T4 247 4 69 A A" (Bates &
Harvey, 1975; Zurcher, 1983).
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) (Linton, 1936: 113— 114).
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’ H
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, (Tuner, 1962).
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Seizing the Initiative in Economic Growth: A theoretical hypothesis and case
study of the Chinese local governments’ strategies responding to the
refomation of market economy ~ ++e-ee-e Cao Zhenghan &ShiJindwan 1

Abstract: Based on case studies and logical analysis this article provides observations on
a feature in the strategic behaviors of the Chinese local govemments since the 1980. It
argues that when the local governments make decisions on the development strategy, they
strive to seize the initiative to develop the local economy. A representation of this feature
is the strategic conversion in the development pattern taken by the local goverrments
during the year 1992 and 2000 which were their responses to the maiket reformation
policy of the central govemment. Instead of mnning enterprises the local governments
turned their attention to the overall administrative areas which they started to operate as an
enterprise.  Correspondingly, their means of contwolling the local economy turned from

“ seizing the property rights of companies” to “ seizing the rights of exploitable land”.

Fmpowerment, Interaction and Identity: Suburban famers’ urbanization
under the perspective of wle theoty «---eeeerereresceniienn s Mao Dan 28

Abstract: To employ the concept of wle to analyze farmers wbanization especialy that
of suburban ones, is an excellent proposal, but it might not be used to accuse them of
incapability of taking up new roles. The perspective of wle mplies as follows; fist of all,

complete social status explicit wle expectation favorable interaction context and smooth
shift between old and new wles are prerequisites and conditions for successful famers

urbanization; secondly, the major barriers of famers urbanization, however, are their
three constraints, that is, inefficient empowerment defect status, disable interaction
between old and new roles, unique identity strategies of fammers; thirdly, these problems
suggest that current policy with immediate impact on farmers utbanization remain a huge

question.
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Immigrant - «-+e «eeee oeeooe weeee oo Zhang Wenhong &Lei Kaidun 61
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