= BER]

s ASCHE W AT 1996 < L K B A& E Btk 2K 178 & E
BHREHKE AR SR FERET R B eER, o k2 B HE
SE % TRAMKE ARARIL RRORTRAXELE, BT Faita
TUH AL AR B TR M. AR SUA A X A AR o E R P AR LR
HRAE. X —HEERAN T AFERRL. BERE 0 ERANKRT L
REREHK AR AN FXARGHAWARBRFTAO . KARIE
PLAERIR T AL B AL 2 sl BH R 7 & B B H ARk B MR IR. AW
AMAERUALEXEAREL S RALE FHER L FERELRAZ
WK AR, REET — AT LAL

: AFE PHEFE AR

(Featheman et al., 1975; Ganzeboom et al, 1989; Erikson & Goldthorpe,
1992). s s
(' Parsh, 1981; Blau & Ruan, 1990).

, (Deng & Treiman,
1997)., )

(Parish,
1981D) 20 70

) 1966 « 7
(Blau & Ruan, 1990) 1986

* R RAGHFEL, MH B E BT Y B AT L ORE 69 L A R EE KA P
MK F (UCLA) A% A 424 F % Domald J. Treiman) #4% 3F A T 3k 69 32 30 B BT Ristos
MR AL A R AT 504 36 55 R #13F A SUPT R AR
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(Lin & Bian, 1991). (Lin &Xie, 1988)

b

” (de-stratification) ( Parish, 1981).

19%

(Walder, 1992). (Lin &Bian, 191; Bian, 1994)

b K

9

(Grusky &

(Lin &

(work

1985 ,
(Chinese exceptionalism ) . ,
Hauses 1984; Garzeboom et al., 1989; Treiman & Yip, 1989; Erikson &
Goldthorpe, 1992), )
7 s
Bian, 191; Bian, 1994) )
unit type) s
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, (Wu & Treiman,

(positive selection)

50 .
1.5—2.0% ( , 2003:
144—146); ,
, ( , 1986 1958).
(Wu & Treiman, 2004, 367) R 11%
. (D)
, : ()

(Wu &Treiman, 2004 ),

b

(selection bias) (Winship &Mare, 1992).

b 2

) (Cheng &Dai, 1995)
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6 , ,

(inter-generational immobility ).

”»

O]
“ ” (Cheng & Dai, 1995;
28). . . 7 “
7 , 1988  (Cheng &Dai
) ; (Zhou &Hou, 199).,

(Blau &Duncan, 1967),
Logistic ” (multinomial nditional logistic regression model ),
() ¥

1996 « 2
(Treiman &Walder, 1996). )

D oo, ERXFRE L HRAR GZ5H b, 8% 89 B M A= 23969 Stk £ R Bk £ F
RERE WL H ZF, 3808 B M Aw 2604 49 dotk & R Rk (Cheng & Dai, 1995: % 3.
4.
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( )20— 69 s 6096 (
Treiman, 1998). s

3 ’

()&
) 14

) 1968 ( International
Socioeconomic Index [ ISEI],  Ganzeboom et al., 1992) . )
( Featheman & Hauser, 1978;
Goldthorpe, 1987) 7 , 6
EGP (Erikson et al., 1979; Ganzeboom et al., 1992; Gamzeboom &
Treiman, 1996). (Erikson et al., 1979) 10
EGP 6 EGP

10 6
. KFAR . GEELHRAR EHEA

. KBE LHRKAR o2 BA

L % MAEKRAT S

Va #AERGLE

Vb, ZAHER 6L E

V. KB RRAR foik & 324

VI 3 %4k 1 TA

Vi B3 AEHK G0k TA

Ne 8 B RF L 1
Vb, (RH#AM) R 5% 1

N W W kA B~ NN D

14

(1996 ). ,
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1941

14

1955 , 1941

14
199  20—55 . 14
:1)0 ’ ’
( =1,
(Walder et al., 2000). s
( ) s
. . 83%
, 199% 74%C 2

40% s

2 9

. 66%(=0.25 0.395)
« 2 , 34% «
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1
( 1996 20— 55 o 1996 )
(ISED 20. 1 23.5 45.2
(17.2) (14. D (15.3
7.92 7. 15 10. 15
(3. 40) 3.2D (2.90)
14 (ISED 24. 3 2.1 36.7
(15.9 (11. 7D (19.3
3.49 2.75 5.66
(3.84) (.19 (4. 66)
( ) 59.6 59. 4 60. 2
(9.79) (10. O 9. 12)
14 : . 831 . 980 .39
19% : . 744 . 951 . 141
.03 . 035 .259
. 743 - -
. 118 . 083 .218
14 . 150 . 105 292
N 2133 1586 547
2133 1133 1000
HO) 14 1955 ,
1941 . 199% 55 s 14
21 1H1 14 s 9
1%1
()2 Zoul 24 E, Hhr A5 ARV 3)
. (
) (Blau & Duncan, 1967: 170)
; .
. ,
(Blau & Duncan,
1967 Chapter 8). ) ,
s 14



2
( 1996 20— 55 )@

la 1b 2a 2b 3a 3b
=36 [ — 37 | — 1059 | — 101Y | — 061® —. 1079
110 (112 | (126 (12D | C1o® (.098)

ISEI L0557 16 157 .039° 121 121
03D o | (058 | (04D (039

2 648 2 602 1162 1152 1.15 1.82
(186 C170) | 16D (168) | (14D (145
® — 6 842 — —5046 |—6.483 —3.049
(2 064) (2.066) | (1.416) (1.510)

14 — — — — — —7.709
(1.376)

18.41 12 62 12 40 19.16 15.82 2071
(L73D | (2449 | (1183) | (3.236) | (216D (2302

R 244 . 267 095 .100 279 . 2%

: @ Stata (survey estimation procedures) ,
(Stata Corps 2003).
, . (PSU). .
. ® 14 6] p
. . 005 p 0.413. @ p 0,435 ® p

0.558. ®p 082. @p  015L ®p 0.507. @p 0 05l

. la (
Blau &Ruan, 1990; Lin & Bian, 1991 ) .
. 1996 , 14
36. 2%.
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2a

70%

BEI ;

3a

, 14
SEI

46

SEI

ISEI

EGP

1b

la

. 169 43

14

2007. 6

BEI

(8%

”)o
Qb)’ ’ ’

5
)
6

—14
8
A 14

(outflow mobility table).



3 1996 20—55 6 EGP )
1,1 I | IVa/IVb| V, VI | Vla |INe/VIb| Total
A
a. 1 / 41.8 13.4 20. 8 15.2 10.9 9.7 14.1
CIID 6.9 12.5 00 3.7 14.5 1.2 2.9
(IVa IVb) 11.6 24.2 46.3 12.4 19.8 10. 4 12.3
B Vv, VD 16.5 14.2 39 28.2 2.6 7.3 10.9
/ (Vlla) 8.6 15.9 85 15.9 18. 1 5.4 7.5
(IVe, VIb) 14.7 19.8 20. 6 4.5 4.2 606. 0 52.4
100. 1 100.0 100. 1 9.9 100. 1 | 100.0 100. 1
N (234) (28) (56) (179 (110) 1519 2126)
N (B5 | @46 | (660 | | (A2) (130D  [2126)
B
/ 48.3 16.7 43.7 2.5 14.0 2.4 31.5
a, m
CIID 8.5 17.9 00 5.5 17.5 6.7 9.4
(IVa IVb) 6.6 31.0 50.3 11.0 19.7 3.9 12.5
, V, VD 22.0 13.1 0.0 39.9 27.8 10. 0 24.9
/ (Vlla) 11.4 21.4 60 21.2 21. 1 5.1 15.2
(IVe. VIb) 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.8 6.4
100.0 100. 1 100. 0 100. 1 100. 1 9.9 99.9
1B | a9 | a2 (89) (6) | (@) |58
N 207) (35) @D (145 C108) (53) (569)
C
/ 33.5 5.6 14.9 8. 1 6.1 9.2 10.5
a, I...
CI1ID 4.8 0.0 0.0 2.0 10. 1 1.1 1.6
(IVa IVb) 18.0 8.4 45.3 13.9 20.0 10. 5 12.2
s VvV, VD 9.6 16.8 4.9 16. 8 15.0 7.2 8.0
/ (Vlla) 5.0 2.8 9.1 10. 7 14.6 5.4 6.0
(IVe, VIb) 29.2 66.4 259 4.5 3.3 66. 6 61.8
100. 1 100.0 101 1 100. 0 100. 1 100. 0 100. 1
(104) () (45 (90) (4) 1477 1768)
(128) (1D (45 (75 (44) 1254) 1557)
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4 14
( 1996 .6 EGP )
I. 1 M | Va/Vb | V., VI| Via |IVe/Vib| Total
A ;1996
T / 48.4 | 20.0 | 293 | 17.6 | 4.2 52.6| 46.0
(11D 7.5 0.0 00 | 17.0 | 10.6 54| 6.6
(IVa IV 18.6 | 20.0 | 340 44 | 42 7.6 | 10.7
, (V, VD 154 | 60.0 | 189 | 3.0 | 3.3 15.7| 18.5
/ (Vi) 6.4 0.0 | 129 | 2.0 | 4.8 12.5| 13.6
(e, VIb) 3.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 [ 0.0 6.2| 4.7
100.1 | 100.0 |100.1 |100.0 [100.1 100.0 | 100.1
N (38) &) (5 © (o (109 | (174)
N a3 4 ® e e (200|317
B_ 1996
G / 22.7 0.0 | 126 6.9 | 6.8 52 6.1
(11D 2.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 9.9 0.7 0.9
(Va IVb) 17.6 3.9 | 471 | 151 | 5.2 10.8 | 12.4
. (V. VD 5.4 0.0 26 | 3.9 | 8.9 6.5 6.7
/ (V) 4.0 3.9 7.7 9.2 | 2.3 4.8 5.0
(Ve Vb 47.6 | 92.2 | 300 | 4.9 | 46.9 72.1| 68.8
100.1 | 100.0 |100.0 |100.0 [100.0 100.1 | 99.9
N (53 3 |Gy | |2 |19 [1383)
N (55 M | GD | |[(® |04 [1240)
(
):14.7%
; ,

19.8% 20.6%.

o

) (Cheng &Dai, 195) .
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b

¢ 14 ) ,

(Wu &Treiman , 2004). )

) 3B.C
B , C
B ,
( ) (
), 199
, c
4
A ,
» 52.6%
. B . (
) L 30% ; 46%
( ) , ;
. “ 7 ( )
, (Chan, 1994; Wu &

Treiman, 2004),

(ORISR WHTC A 20 sh o M 5
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(
)s (sectoral barriers) ,
« ”» [13 14 ”»
“ Logistic ” (DiPrete,
1990; Hendrickx, 2000),
s 6X 6
, (
» Hendrickk & Ganzeboom, 1998). )
SOR (Stereotype Ordered Regression) (DiPrete, 1990)
Logistic (ordinal logistic regression) , SOR
3 , (scaling)
. SOR
K
PY =) | T
IOg[W:jLS} = log 1t[7;/] =ag—qg +(&— ¥ );Bka D
,Y (_]:176)7 (07 ?4)/
( j) s Xk s Br
9 Xk l j
(log odds) . 6— OB .
logit (multinomial logit model) Bx
; ¥

Z‘i} = Oandz‘ﬁ =1
SOR , (Goodman, 1979) T (Row
& Column Model 11)

bog it| = = o — o+ (4, — B p, 2)
J
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SOR , o;

. M,
(1) Bk ° s ’ Oi
Db =>16=0 and >, = Dloi=1
H :
- T K
log it[rc_'/] = o — o + (— ) (Ho+ 2#;Xt)6i+ (4 — )ZBka
J =1 =1
3)
’ !J“O 9 ‘ut )_(t °
Stata O
3 . s
, i

(immobility effects)
6 r
log it Titlj’ = o — ‘|—Z Yid: + (4:'/_ ‘1’]’ ) (Mo + Zlut.Xt)Gi
J i=1 =1

K
+ (=) 2 B @
, i=j, di=1; di =0,
4 : (1) (inheritance
parameter) Y ( s =]
); () (association parameter) ;
(3 B i J
; Y "
H s
“ Logistic (4
A ), ,

D AL Stata F 49 melgeFomelest- 4 4, X 2 & 4 B m ey B T A T 4% 42 T . hp: //
www. xsédall. nl ﬁjhckx Imel/statal
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( , =1), ( s 14
1’ 0)0
1 ,
5 ,
4 . (1)6
3 (2) ; (3)
3 4) ( 5.
EGP ( 6,
1)7 4>/ v 5
, (log
odds) . 5A ,
(—0.827), ,
(43 / ”»” R
91%).
(Ganzeboom et al. , 1989)., , (Gerber
& Hout, 2004), ,
1 - s
a. 317,

(—1.232=1.317—2 549).
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5 Logistic
( 1996 20— 55 ,
1 2
A - (H
/ (I, 1 .310 454
(1ID .375 3R
(IVa, IVb) —.173 —.19
, (V, VD 178 131
/ (V) 136 . 069
(Ve VI —. 827 —.7
B . )
.703 671
(. 096) € 100)
(IVa, VIb) 1.979 2.039
(332 (257
o — M
1.317 34®
(439 (38D
* —2.549 —1.819
(. 440) (41D
D . stereotype ordered effects (3)
3,981 3,418
(29D (25D
14 —3.554 —2.82%
(282 (. 236)
— 250
02)
E
N 12930 12930
Log Likelihood —25%. 1 —2519.3
LR ¥ 2800. 6 2042.2
11 12
:@ ,
p (p=0. 360), p 0.05.
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K b

(extreme upward mobility),

( ) ,
«C 4 ¢C >
s SOR
(—3.554), s
(3. 981), .
, (Wu &Treiman, 2004) (Walder
et al , 2000) . 2 «“ ”?
— (0.250).
. / /
1. 33 (1.33 =

(454—.00) (250 (12—9))
e o

(relative likelihood)
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, 5 2 “14
” « ” ’
4 .
6
( 1996 20— 55 )
1.1 M Na/Vb V/VI Ve  IVa/Vlb
vs. ( )
/ (I, 1D 1.4 633 249 297 B.M
(1ID 71 448 176 210 3.6
(IVa IVb) 16 .2 .39 .47 5.8
. (V, VD .40 .57 2.54 L19  1B.4
/ (Vla) .34 .48 2.13 .84 11. 27
(e, VIb) .03 .04 .19 .07 .09
vs. ( )
/ (I, ID . 9B . 68 .83 .80 .48
(1D 1.07 .7 .89 .86 .32
(IVa IVb) L4 L3 L2 L17 .7
. (V, VD 1.21 1.13 .8 .96 .38
/ ( Vi) 1.26 1.17 .8 1.04 .60
(Ve Vib) 2200 1.9 142 172 166
vs. ( )
/ (I, ID L2 932 302 373 ®.7
(1ID . 66 6.14 199 246  45.%8
(IVa IVb) 11 .16 .32 . 40 7.49
. (V, VD .33 .50 3.09 L24 2B.13
/ (Vlla) .27 L4 2.50 .81 18. 71
(Ve Vb .01 .02 .13 .04 .05
)
C 6 )
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=1 =D )
(454—.332)(G 418 *0+(—26) *0)
1’ 1: e °
(454—.332)(3 418 *0+(—286) *1) )0 , lk) 71:1 410
6 -
; /
6 , ,
33
/ : 3,
2
’ 6 ’
2
,» 6 1
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(DA Fh7e Hr: AR AL A ARRR 17 T 50

5B
(Wu & Treiman, 2004) («
2 )o y
(discrete-time hazard model ),
14
7 ( ). 1996
(right-
censored ) . , 2370/
logit (binaty logit model) (Allison,
1982), 7.
7
6 EGP s
’ ( =1 ) o
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7
( ) (N=237100 7
1 2 3 4
: ( / (1,
i )
(1D . 806 347 71 218
70D ¢ D (706 | (736
(IVa IVb) —. 059 |—7n7 |—.921 |[—.977
(. 433) (. 460) C488) | C4a8h)
. (V. VD 509 L4 | —o145 0 |13
(. 366) 41D (44 | 43D
/ (V) . 746 . 678 655 .65
(. 423) (415 (43 | (44D
—. 069 |—.070 |—. ou® |—.08%0
oD &0:7)) (03 | Co4D
418 . 280 250 23
(. 364) (. 364) (37 | (376
(= )
— —. 77 | —.646 |—.5%
(. 408) (438) | (459
- —1. 83° |-1.4%Y +1.126°
(. 469) (4500 | (488
- —2. 0% |-1.516% 1 1.4409
(. 563) (.58) | (725
0] _
— —1.43 |—.827 |—.706
(1. 107 | (1L.070) | (1.09)
—. 279 | —. 2189 |—. 2759
(45 (045 | (045
— — — 11719 125
34) | 98D
* — — — - 1.283
(1.084)
* — — — 2 4089
(1.15D
* — — — 1. 264
(1.425)
—2 439 | —. 87 268 205
<7D (. 706) (736 | (7000
: @ Stata (survey estimation procedures ) s
. . @
. ® p s
0. 05. p 0.001. @ p 0.0l. ®p 0.05.
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(Wu &Treiman, 2004),

( )
« =1.
14 , s
( _1>o ’
7 1 )
7 s
2 ( )\
. 46 %
o . —1.833 O
(=e ), 16% (=e ), 13%
(= 2 ’
) 4%
(= "7 1)
(Wu &Treiman, 2004) .
. 3 [43
—umy 3 ’ ’
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b

91% (=e ““*—1).

(
).
(extreme selectivity )
20—55 (
). , ,
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Logistic

20
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(

61



SR 2007. 6

14 . )

9 9 9

(Parish, 1981; Blau & Ruan, 1990; Lin &
Bian, 191 )., ,

b ° b

(Featherman et al, 1975;
Erikson & Goldthorpe, 1992),
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Class Structure and the Middle Class Location in Urban China ~ -+-+-+ «+++-
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Abstract In this papes the author atiempis to develop a scheme of class soration in
urban China and locate the middle class within this framework. The author argues that the
dynamic basis and mechanism of social stratification in socialist China are different from
those in the capitalist market economies. Public power, contol rights over assets (public
and private), and human capital (professonal assets) constitute the dynamic bass for
class differentiation in contemporary China. Based on these dynamics, 17 class positions
and 5 classes can be identified in urban China. The five classes are the top classes
(command class), upper middle dasses, lower middle classes skilled workers and nom
skilled workers. Statistical findings from a national sampling survey data from urban China
(CGSS 2003) suggest that, the proposed class framework can significantly reduce
variances of variables such as income and housing, subjective class identification, and
perception of happiness. These research results show the validity of the proposed class
scheme in contemporary urban China.

“Different Ways to Different Types”: Typological analysis about the middle
class in present China’ s towns ==-eeceeeeseeeeee e Li Lulu &Li Sheng 15

Abstract This atticle analyzes scial functions of China’ s middle class against the
background of institution transformation. Using the dua analytic framework of
“ reallocation to market” and logic of “ social structure- class experience - class identity -
class character”, the writer makes typological differentiation between present China’ s
middle classes and defines this kind of differentiation as “ endogenous vs. exogenous” .
Also, based on the data of CGSS 2003, the writer discusses different characters and social
functions of these two different types from three aspects i.e., generational continuity,
political consciousness and consumption consciousness, providing a typological mode for
analyzing the differentiation of present Chind s middle class.

The Chinese Household Registration and Intergenerational Social Mobility
......................................................... Wu Xiaogang 38



Abstract: Using data from a 1996 national probability sample of Chinese men, this paper
analyzes the effect of family background on occupational mobility in contemporary China.
The author has paid particular attention to the muraburban institutional divide. China has
an unusually high degree of mobility into agriculture and also, apparently, unusual
“openness” in the uthan population. Both pattems are explained by China’ s distinctive
population registration system, which simultaneously fails to pwotect peasants from
dowrward mobility and pemits only the best educated mral men to attain urban residential
status, resulting in severe sample selection bias in previous studies restiicted to the de jure
urban population. In this artidle, new lights are shed on the relationships between the
socialist egalitarian policies and social fluidity and between inequality and mobility.

On “Living a Life of Forfune” - seveesoimsinins s Wu Fei 66

Abstract This is a theorwtical reflection of the author s field study of suicides during
which the author found that suicide in China is significantly different from those described
by Western suicidologists. The reason for this difference is that the western suicidological
paradigms are based on the ideas about human nature and life of the Western culture. In
order to find a theoretical framework to interpret suicide in China, the author applies an
idiom in spoken Chinese: “ living a life of fortune” (guo 1nz). According to this idea, life
is a process from biith to death, and each step of it happens in the family. Hence the
family is not merely a social organization, but constitutes one’ s existential living
condition. Oné s happiness depends on the balance of family life, and the fundamental
elements of family life are persons propertys and rtuals. Suicide usually happens when
an imbalance of power in family life leads to injustice.

A Study on Migrant Workers' Permanent Migration Intentions ««« ««««xx«xee
Cai He &Wang Jin 86

Abstract Based on research of the household registration system, this article discusses
what factors might affect migrant workers decisions to choose city household regstration
and migrate to city pemanently. We found that among different groups with different
migration intentions, individual inclinations to move and institutional pressures work in
different ways. If using willingness to give up land as the indicator for behavioral
pemanent migration intentions, then the main factors affecting migrant woikers intentions
are individual inclinations to move, which mainly include individuals human capitals and
their inclination towards wban life style so the choice is mainly based on economic
rationality. If we use the willingness to change one’ s household regstration to the city
where they are working as the indicato, then the main factors are mostly about localities
and institutional pressures which point to the social rationality underlying the migrant
woikers pursuit for institutional protections to impwve their living conditions in the cities.
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