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State Capacity and the Dynamics of Tax Riots during Late Ming Dynasty
................................................ Xu Jin &Zhao Dingxin 1

Abstract In the late Ming Dynasty, Emperor Wanli sent his eunuch tax collectos to
Suzhou and Wuchang to implement his new fiscal measures in order to extract more taxes
for an ever shrirking state purse. This policy met great resistance and triggered riots in the
two regions. However, while rots of similar scales broke out in both regions, they had
different dynamics. The riot in Suzhou lasted only five days but in Wuchang its scale
expanded and persisted for almost two years. In this aticle, the authors argue that the
different dynamics of the riots in the o regions can be explained by the different state
capacities of the two local govermments. The Suzhou government was able to put down the
riot quickly because it maintained its autonomy and governing capacity after the arnval of
the eunuch tax collector, which in return allowed the govemment to deal with the riot with
a coherent policy. The ot continued and intensified in Wuchang because the local
govemment was unable to deal with the nots coherently after it lost its autonomy in a failed
confrontation with the eunuch tax collector.

The Technological Changes and Social Changes in Filature Industry in Pearl
River Delta: An Inter-construction Perspective -+ Zhang Maoyuan 23

Abstract: The paper investigates the technological changes happened in Filature industry
in Pear] River Delta in the late 19th century, and the related social changes, especially
the collapse of natural economic system which embodied the labor division between man
and woman. The paper also discusses all the stakeholders reactions, including the people
who introduced the new technology: the government the gentry and the famer. Finally,
the author argues that, in understanding the relationship between technology and society,
neither technology deteminates social structure, nor social structure shapes technology .
The social changes and the technological changes happened in Filature industry show that
technology and organization are inter-constructed.

The Role of Government and Famers in Land Development and Transfer
......................................................... Zhou Feizhou 49

243



Abstract Based on data collected in a coastal province from 2001 to 2003, this study
examines the types of govermment revenues from land development and transfer, and
estimates the importance of land revenue in local governments’ finance. Tt shows the
crtical importance of incomes from land for the local govemments. In some cases 60 to
80 percent of extra-budgetary govermment revenue as well as more than one third of
budgetary revenue came from land development and transfers. One key reason for local
govemments intense interests in participating in land deals is a new taxsharing
arrangement that reduces profits of local industries and this Central goverrment’ s policy
“squeezes’ to motivate local governments to find alternative revenue sources. The other
motivation for local governments to focus on land sales is the high profit margins created by
the large gap between their monopoly over land rights and regulations and the meager
compensation they pay to peasants. Based on the data collected this study also

decomposes the revenue from land deals between peasant and cadre shares.

The Dimension of Bao’ s Work in China --++-+coeeeeeeeee Zhai Xuewei 83

Abstract There are few discussions in the researches on the wok and stucture of
Chinese concept of “ Bad’. Its meaning and feature may be covered by the social exchange
theory. “ Bad’ needs to work in a closed system of a society and its culture, which has its
own traits of stability, principles and levels. Chinese tradition shows high consensus with
this requirement, but Confucianism advanced an open exchange piinciple of “ Yi” for the
officialdom market exchange, etc. However, Confucianism value hardly resists the belief

of “Bao”, which has been the basis for social relations in China.

Gereralized Recipocity:  Measurements, motive and methodological

IMPlICALIONS  ++ +ovsee eeee s e LiuJun 99

Abstract: This aiticle discusses a varety of mplications of genenlized reciprocity, and
then many methods to measure reciprocity and genemlized reciprocity in ego networks and
whole nework are analyzed respectively. Using social support data, the author measures
the generalized reciprocity defined in this atticle. Generalized reciprocity contains a
profound trait of human society, i e. “fairness’ of social interaction, and that’ s the
reason why “ free-iding” can’ t exist widely. “ Rational man” hypothesis encounters severe
challenge here. Generalized reciprocity embodies new idea of social science explanation,
which will complement the traditional one of “ causality” .

The Vicissitude of Marriage Payments and the Equilibrium of Power in Affinal
Relationships: A case study in Q county of Liaoning province — --+-«- -+

244



