(X
J

W E

c ARAXERAMT MULENE TS K BL Al MER A
BAF, Rt EMHNEE R R AT BTk it % o4t & L REX
R RUERRTTNE. BAUEET FEREA LML B —MF
BBl Beh e A F W, BEFGEEE, B EFTHA AT ZF
ACBMANBRZETREER. XEREREHRE HRAULEAIARE
P, BT A AR E R B AT AL 2 B R
AW BN MUEE HEXRE HEF QAT

, ) (gratifications ) ,

(1991 1977 208) ,“

”»

(generalized reciprocity<D ) ;

AL KA AGFOE AR AFE S AL R 005 FEEATHGFEAAR B RFE
shoRR Aeayif e, LEE RIPEALE L2006 FF RFL FEHKLE T EiE
S5 K0 L 4 O EGH,
@D “reciprocity” —HMR TR 5 & 5 A AL EAEC AW C BRI F R AT BT Rk
NHEN F, REEHBE XA RATELL,

99



P22 2007.

» 2000; 235—236). “ 7

b 2

”» « 2 «
N

” (the spirit of the gift), -
. X . . (2002 1922)

’
b
’
b
(13 ”
b ’
[43 ”»”
’
«“ ” (Potlach) R
[43 ”»”
(13
.
’ b
‘ (0, 2003/1950: 165).
’ b
(43 2 ? y
(13 2 [13 2
. . .
[43 2 (hau ) . [43 ”

, ” (the spirit of gift)
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— (Claude Levi-Strauss)

« 2 « 2

( » 2004:345),

( Ekeh, 1974). (M. Sahlins)

: (generalized exchange ).
(balanced exchange) (regative exchange) (Sahlins, 1972.193—
194; Gregory, 1994 ),

b b

) , (Hamilton,
2001) 28
) s A )
B. )
(Wasserman & Galaskiewicz, 1994; 53— 78 ) )
: (1) 3 () )
; 3) . s ,

(Ekeh, 1974)
(network-generalized exchange )

’ H ’
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1990).

2004).

1105),

(Antonucci, 1990).

b

2007. 1

?
(Yamagishi & Cook, 1993: 235)
“ ” (support bank ),
(Antonucci,
« ” ( y

” (Takahashi, 2000.
(Wellman et al., 198. 168—169).



A,

( » 2004). ,

A_>B_>C_>A9 « ”’

« »
2

) A—-B—>C—>D—>E
A B , B

- B GC A
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, 7 ( , 1997, 79— 80).
4. “ 7, , A B -B A
« ”’ B A’ A
, A « ”B ’A
B , « ”B
?

(DA P2 B P

b

K

( Wellman et al., 1988 167)

, : s A B
A B ( BB A (
); (network balancing), B A
, C. “ 7 ,
1978 33
, 33
“ ” (significant ties) 403
(intimate ties) (routine ties ).
, 164
) 96 (Wellman et al., 1988. 143).
nm ., 4

LCTRZ R R8N E
. EY— 33
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EY< )
bw#mu+ngme&

”»

2.¢ SR E R EGNF

15 , “

9

3.“R 25 457 49 M

43 2

b

<«

” (balancing reciprocity ),

K

( Wellman et al., 1988: 169—170).
(=) HER 25 BB MR

(Katz & Powell) 1955 «

(

)

” (sending score)

” (receiving scor ).

«
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ARt 2N

2007. 1
2006;211—231), (Achuthan)
( Wasserman & Faust, 1994. 518—519; ),
1 AR 3 TR 6GIRAF L
2003 3 , 52
N , 52X 32
A B , A B
“17, 0 s
A B , , A
B. B A R B A,
2. AL 3 BRI Tk
(G 7« N
7)) , 52 52
SPSS mutuality3. sps®
@ (dyad census)
C v ) C v )
. M7= , “A”
“R’= (asymmetric dyad), “N”= (null dyad).
) ( ) ,
“p” i ’ N
, , “R” (reverse direction ) . s MAA =
( ) , ( ) ( ) )
. ARA ( ) (
) , ( ) (A)

O BHEEHFRY hkF 4% Ak F % (John Skvoretz) A% 3244 742 5.
Q@ —Fitey A LA L 3 E(2006: 190).
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)s

mutuality3. sps

(MAN dyad census, A

Asymmetric dyad, M Mutual dyad, N Null
dyad) > AMM . ARM . AMN (R
)s ;i AAM ,
ANN . ,
AAA . mutuality3. sps
( .
1 “ 7\« 7o« 7 MAN
MAN IMAN MAN
MMM 1. 000 . 000 ANM 1. 000 . 141 ANR . 000 L 865
AMM 8. 000 . 005 AMN 11. 000 . 183 NAR . 000 18 94
AAM 3.000 .030 MAN . 000 . 076 MNN . 000 . 209
AMA . 000 .070 AAA . 000 . 439 NMN 58. 000 21 45
MAA . 000 . 007 AAR . 000 .41 NNM 23. 000 4 016
ARM 3.000 .025 ARA . 000 . 326 NNA . 000 116 131
AMR . 000 . 060 ARR . 000 . 332 NAN 124. 000 267 634
NMM | 25.000 127 AAN 6. 000 | 4 891 ANN 6. 000 26 685
NAM (24000 | 1.436 ANA . 000 | 2032 NNN  [1030. 000 89 709
NMA .000 | 334 NAA . 000 (20 773
MNA . 000 .032 ARN 3.000 | 4 294
;¢ » ;¢ g 371; ¢
? 176; 1326.
» AMM 8 ARM 3 . AMN 11,
0.005 .0.025 0.783 ; AAM 3
. 0.030; ANN 6
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giving strategy ),

(2005)

« »

7 ( , 2005 108),

108

)s

b

” (puregeneralized exchange )
)

(Takahashi, 2000)

b

9

2007. 1

(faimess-based selective-

(Takahashi, 2000 1127).
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. 14 ,

¢ . . 2005; 11),
1991 . .
50 %G
60%5, 40%. ,

b
o M
26%, 45 %6, )
K
9 9
b b
) “ 7 (strong
reciprocity ).
43 2
K
b ’ 9 9
’ ’ H ’
[13 ”»
b b b
« » 3 ”»

7 ( . » 2005: 72). , 7

b b

\ . 38.2% ,
24. 6% .37.2%
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3).
—60).

9

”(

b

, 2004 /1990; 130). “

b

” (recipmocity )

(intentionality ).

7 ( » 2004.
(Cohen & Wartofsky, 1983:55
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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 — --+-«- -+
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