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(Nee, 1989) (Lin & Bian, 1991;
Walder, 1990. 1995; Rona-Tas, 1994; Zhou, 2000; Xie & Hanmm, 1996)
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& Nee, 2002 ); , (Cao &Nee, 2002).
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s 2005
(Verhoeven, 2005).
, 2003 (
CGSS 2003)

(—) HR [ gkt B T 308 25 558 530 1R ASE
) 1978
(Nee, 1989; Bian & Logan, 1996; Walder, 1990; 135).

b

, 25,
. << 2003»
<< 2004) , ,
1979 78 47%, 2003 37 54%,
, 1978 0.5% 2003 oy ¢

O @EFRAEFHIXRTVEBAF 3 AT 0 69 9 AT 134 AR, T %it FEE
HHEEMZFERAEILE ZAFHEL TR, AXRPAETLAN B, B2 FER
FEILE AP E T wE BT 100%. 2003 5 BAH 2% & 37.54%, B4R % Fh
6 65%, #F BiF& 80.36%, KEA 24% K E Lt A,
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, 1978 2003
30. 8%, 13.7%; . .
40% ( . s
: 1990 s
; 1990 s
1 (1978— 2003 )
: %

1978 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2001 2002
4.2 4.3 5.1 5.8 56 6.8 6.8 6.5
75.0 72.9 66.6 66.2 61 4 50. 4 48.2 4.2
20. 6 22.0 24.6 22.7 17.1 9.3 8.1 6.9
0.2 0.7 3.3 3.9 85 13.3 13.4 14.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 2.6 7.9 9.6 12.3
0.0 0.0 0.0 1.0 4.8 12.3 13.8 16. 0

2003 »( , 2003)
1990 s
, 1950
21.08 , 1990 2003
35
s 20
2003 CGSS 2003 s
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1995 . 2 3 .
1989 1995 s
2
(1989—1995 ) : 0
1989 1990 1991 192 193 1994 1995
.3 79.6 70.5 60. 2 40.2 35.8 24.5
12.9 12.3 9.6 7.5 5.7 4.8 4.2
1.3 7.0 18.8 311 47.1 53.0 57.2
0.3 03 6.4 5.9 13.4
1989 1990 1991 192 193 1994 1995
8I. 1 78.9 72.5 71.6 5.2 47.2 45.8
16.5 15.0 13.1 1.3 8.6 8.1 7.5
1.0 5.0 12.5 17.1 2.2 M“.7 46.7
1996 (Czech Statistical Office, 197);
196 (Statistical Office of the Slovak Republic, 1997).
3 (1990— 2004 )
: %
1990 1991 1992 1993 195  |2000 |2001 2002 (2003 poo4
8.6 | 75.5 | 66.9 | 58.5 | 421 37.9 | 37.4 | 37.0 | 36.4 |36.0
12.5 | 13.3 | 20.4 | 23.4 | 344 | 46.1 | 47.6 | 9.7 | 50.2 |50.7
0.8 1.0 0.8 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.7 0.7
4.0 | 10.2 | 11.5 17.0 | 22.2 12.5 1.6 9.4 9.2 8.9
' 0.1 | 01| 03] 04| 06| 27| 26| 3.1 | 3.5]| 3.0
: 191, 192 , 193—2004 2005
(State Committee of Statistics of Russin, 2005).
2 3 , 1989 1995 6 ,
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fBIX 2. 2 #rdt 452 0 F BAL 22, RNRFTA #1%7 50 /7301189 & iE
PR3 BB AR A, £ R h R IR A6 27 B8, R NIRF6 B

ARl
’ ’
, (Nee,
1989)
, CGSS 2003 ,
logistic (
) ,
H N .
4,
4 logistic
/ /

( =D L3107 | — 4 | —.203™ L2267 | —. 028 .073

L0327 L33 004 [—.085 7 | —. 087 | —. 112"
( =0

L4 LOo79TT | L196 | —.67lTT | 14 . 965

1.oo1 ™| 2.287"" | —.028 =149 | —.139 1. 157

L6237 303547 | 79317 [F29897 | —.552 1. 789"

=1 L4617 | —. 017 .001 —.5437 | —. 109 —.559

= 2.597 " —5.255"" [~ 2.070™" L. 419" 125 —1.917

I *,p<< 010; * *, p<< 0.05 * * % p<_ Q0L Do

2:
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, logistic
b
. / .
. ; L
’ b b
, logistic
1 .
2, .
(Nee &Cao, 2002) , 3 ,
1H8 . 1948— 1959 . 1959
s 3
( 5. 6.7
5
1948 1948—1959 1959
1074 86.20 | 1090 75.17 | 1480 60. 81
4 3.77 122 8. 41 47 19. 60
& 4.82 164 1. 31 347 14. 2
45 3.61 43 2.97 ) 2.71
— — 13 1.04 18 1. 24 0 .23
— — 4 32 11 .76 % 1.03
N 5 3 24 2 14 9 37
1246 100 1450 100 4% | 100

O XEZHARAAER A AT @ ARIE FIETT HHF R 092 MNER R 5 Tk, RFE 2] ik
Fo FIAES AR E T . BT R TH R LF K KL 1990 5F AT, W AR AR A
LR 6935 ¥ AT ERTEAENT A TH, AR L4l B ARR 2 MK
BRI R AN T FHOEM. MARXZRANRKRAT 2RO GR DT k. T
it 52 MRS TEEAD R BX DAL ZE KRNETHELAT 2 4
ARG X k. LAY R 5 69 IL I ARAE R AR AT F ey Rk £ JE P IS P E ) LA,
DA Fy 1948 R AT th A 69 R 2 7 i R AKAT; 1948— 1959 SR I] th A 6y X 2 it ALK ¥
451959 SF B AR RN AR ERAEKRF B AR/, AR, RN 9 Tk A FK
8% A H AT ARARE P 1959 SFA GRS HAK, HE A AP AR R ARIK.
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210 |17 | | 2 1 0 0 1 53
8 |502 | B |14 |10 8 1 5 | 571
1|27 |16 | 4 0 0 0 3 | a1
226 | 11 |2 |15 1 0 0 | w7
0 3 o o |1 0 0 0 21
1 6| 3| 2 0 2 0 1 15
0 1 0] o 0 0 1 0 2
32| 7] s 0 1 o |13 41
46 [594 |221 |19 |4 | 12 2 |23 1061
21 5 5] 1 2 1 0 0 35
15 (568 | 25 |14 |27 |17 6 |15 | &7
5 7 |10 | 8 4 2 1 2 | 3o
4 |28 |10 |12 |1 8 1 3 | 185
2 2 1|2 | & 1 0 0 49
0 0 1| o 2 |16 1 0 20
0 o| ol o 0 0 2 0 2
4 | 13 71 9 5 0 0o |17 55
51 |623 |15 |146 [100 |45 | 11 |37 |1163
84 2| 3| 3 1 1 0 1 95
8 |74 | 8B |19 | |3 |18 |15 | 929
8 | 10 [286 | 8 |17 8 2 7 | 36
712 | 9 |18 |4 | 4 3| 219
4 9 3| 4 12 | 16 2 1| 21
1 9| 5|3 |5 |16 4 4 | 167
3 6| 0| 4 1 4 |3 0 49
0 2 3| 2 8 2 2 |29 43
s [792 |3277 |21 [346 |20 | & | 60 |2134
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s ) 1
3.8% 3 19.6 %, 5 )
, 1 4.8%
3 14.2%. 3
3 89.9%.83.6% .
80. 4%. ; ;
» 3
4.89%.11.3%  14.3%,
60%. 2
2, CGSS 2003 3
( 6),

s 3

duncan , 3
( 7.
, ( 8),
7 3 duncan
1948 1H8—1959 1959

1A8 0
1H8— 1959 36.73% 0
1959 63.65% 57.14% 0




(Nee & Cao, 2002).

1948 1H8— 1959 1959
7. 41% 79.14% 71.91%
2. 59% 20.86% 2.00%
4.46% 9.83% 10. 2%
16. 14% 10.75% 12. 07%

1010 1088 2055

1 2,
3
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(Wang, 199%)

A ETHRELRBICEED 90 BA A A B K F69 T35 4 R 50 L #k 8 META 4
M, H R F A 2005 FL B AR 25 1) T (Verhoeven, 2005). VA £ 69 #ek % 31, &8 A

AN ARE 249 L3, K Ab 8 Ldked 0% k.
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2 X1 X2, , X1 (
)y X2 3 (
3 )s Xa X2,
y=at bixthixuntbixnte (O
X2, Xl
y=a +bx+e 2
7bl b
bi :va(xpy)
Vixi)

_ GvGita + bixt + b2xu + b3x2 + e)
N Vxi)

7va(x1,a)+ b1Cov (x1, x1)+ b2 Cov(x1 + x2)+ b3Cov (x1, x22) + Cov (x1,e)
o Vixi)

70“!’ by V(x1)+byCov(xysxy )+ by Cov(xysx2)+0

Vixi)
by Cov (x15 x21 )+ b3Cov (x1, x22)
=b+ 3)
V(x1)
3), ;
X1 ’
b2 Cov (x15 x2 )+ b3Cov (x1, x22)
V()C]) ° ’
. CGSS 2003
. , ( D
s 1

47



P22 2006. 4

( 9).
CGSS 2003 , 9
H 35 ,
9 ,
, Cov(xiy x2)
Cov (x1s x»)
) bZ b3 ’ ) (3 )7
s (Lin &Bian, 191). (Zhou, 2000),

b

ORI 1 5780 8 TR 52 BAE A0 sk Ik T S50 )l

b

, (Becker, 1975).
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1. 3 AxFe T AR 1996 F & & 69 L3 P, SF#b shlk N 69 %oh 2 7
H.

1978 1983 1988 1993

L1487 L1517 .100™ 031"

: %, pl0.10; % %, pl0.05; X X %, pl0.01

(Bian &logan, 1996. 4)

b

2. B'E k& 2000 69 L3,

1960 1965 1975 1978 1984 1987 1991 1993

*

.09° L0777 [ Lo | o6 | Lo1 .02 0 "R B 1 VR

2K p0.10; % %, pl 0,08 ¥ ¥ %, pl 0,01

(Zhou, 2000,

51



P22 2006. 4

1960 1978 006 .
» 1993 .
’ 4:
BAR 4. 2 P B 69 7 b4 AP OMON SRR A b A £ F S TR
P #1555 /) R 112 6 A AR

4 s
, s
, .
4 s s
35 35 s
,
s
. 10,
10
35 35 35 35
. 054 .136 . 010 —. 031
« =o
- 074 168" L1 .18
. 406" 3177 .38 . 110
L6637 483" . 498 .08
( =0 . 012 25777 —.019 . 050
( =0 L1017 082" " L1390 .23
N 667 2371 345 311
Adj Resquared . 210 .213 k) . 092
I % p<< 0.10; * ¥, p<< 0.05 * * *, p<C 0.0l ( ).
2; ,
,
35 35 , , 3

52



° H
’ N ’
o
’ ~ o N
’ D ’
o
) 35 N
°
, 35 ,
° ’
. H )
@
’
H ’
. 35
’
o
. N ’
3 ’
, 4,
, 3 4, ,
’
. N
’
— o ’

© AT X Zhou 20000 K I, £ F B ahl 69 5] U & ey & £ 31 %, R4 35 F A
Loy AE EL 27 T AT,

33



54

11

CGSS 2003 s

9

(W ang, 1998)

11

4,

2006. 4



11 (
(35 =0
35 —.1m" —. 132"
( =0
4057 . 4057
657" L7567
—.004 —.019™"
* —.oR™ - 009
* —.015™" —.012™"
.000 . 000
« =0
.206"" 206"
4517 . 470"
876" .3
( =0
A1 . 1487
« =0
1637 L1787
0427 L0327
.017 . 015
8177 8. 177"
N 3731 3706
Adj Resquared A9 . 186
: %op<< 0.10; * %, p<C 0.05 * * ¥, p< 0.01(
,
, ,



SR 2006. 4
b
b b
b b
« ¢ , 2005; , 2005),
b
b o
. , 2002 € 1988 1995 »,
4 » 5
, 2002, € — » :
2005, § — » » 1
, 1995,4 », ,
, 2002, € .« » 3
—, 2005, » € » o1
, 2003, € »
, 2003 € 2009,
—, 2004, € 20049,

Beckers G. 1975, Human Capital. New York: N ational Bureau of Economic Research.

Bian, Y. 2002, “Chinese Social Stratification and Social Mobility.” Anmial Review of Sociology 28.

Bian, Y., X. Shu &J. R Logan 2001, “ Communist Paity Membership and Regime Dynamics.” in
China Sodal Forces 79.

Bian, Yanje & John W. Logan 1996, “ Market Tramsition and Persistence of Power: The Changing
Stratifi cation System in Urban China. ” American Socilogiail Review 61.

Caos Y. & V. Nee 2000, “ Comment: Controversies and Evidence in the Market Transition Debate.”
American Joumal of Sociology 105.

——2002, “ Remaking Inequality: Market Expansion and Income Stratification.’

3

in Reforming State
Socialisn. Louisiana: Louisiana State University.

Czech Statistical Office, 1997 Statistiaal Yearbooks of the Czech Republic 199 .

Hanly, E. &D. J. Treiman 2001, “Dual Career Paths into the Eastern European Communist Elite.”
Presented at the Rescarch Commitee on Social Stratification and Mobility (RC28), Berkeley.

Hawer, S. M. &Y. Xie2001, “Temporal and Regional Variation in Eamings Inequality: Urban China

in Transiton between 1988 and 1995.” Presented at the Research Commitee on Social Stratifi cation

56



and Mobility (RC28), Berkeley.

Lin, Nan & Yanjie Bian 191, “ Getting Ahead in Urban China.” Ameriain Jownal of Sodobgy 97.

Nees V. 1989, “A Theory of Market Transition: From Redistiibution to Martkets in State Socialism.”
Ameaican Sodobgical Rview 54.

— 191, “ Social Inequality in Reforming State Socialism: Between Redistribution and Markets. in
China.” Ameriain Sociolbgical Review 56.

— 1996 “ Symposium on Market Transiton. The Emergence of a Market Society: Changing
Mechanisms of Stratification in China.” Ameriaan Jownal of Sodobgy 101.

Nee, V. &Y. Cao 199, “ Path Dependent Societal Trandormation: Stratification in Hybrid M xed
Economies.” Theory and Sodety 28.

— 2002 “ Postsocialist Inequalities: The Causes of Contimuity and Discontinuity. ” in Leicht K. T.
(ed.) The Futwe of Market Transition. Kidlington: Elsevier Science.

Nee, V. &R. V. Liedka 1997 “ Makets and Inequality in the Transition from State Socialism.” in
Midhsky M. 1. Ced.) Inequality, Denoaag, and Ewnomic Development. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Nees; V. & R. Matthews 1996, “ Market Trarsition and Societal Trarsformation in Reforming State
Socialism.” Amnual Review of Sociology 22.

Peng, Y. 1992, “Wage Determination in Rural and Utban China: A Comparison of Public and Private
Industrial Sectors. ” Ameriain Sociological Review 57.

Fona-Tas d. 199, “The First Shall Be Last ? Entrepreneurship and Communist Cadres. in the Transition
from Socialism.” Ameriaan Jownal of Sodobgy 100.

Stark, D. 19923, “From System Identity to Organizational Diversity: Analysing Social Change in Eastem
Europe. ” Contemporary Sociology 21.

— 1992h, “ Path Dependence and Privatization Strategies in Eas Ceniral Furope. ” East Ewopean
Politics and Sodeties 6.

— 1996 “ Recombinant Property in Fast European Capitalism. ” Ameriain Jownal of Sodobgy 101.

State Committee of Statidics of Russia 2005 The Statistical Yearbook of Russia 2004 .

Statistical Offi ce of the Slovak Republic, 197, Statssticka Rocarka Slovensak 1996 .

Szeknyi 1. 1988, Socialist Entrepreneurs: Embowgeoisement in Rural Hungary. Madison: Universily of
Wiscorsin Press.

Szeknyi I. & E. Kostello 1996, “ The Market Transition Debate: Towards a Synthesis 7" American
Journal of Sociology 101.

Szeknyi 1. & D. J. Treiman 194, Social Smutification in Easern Eurmpe afta 1989. General
Population Surey. Provisonal Codebook.

Treiman, D. J. & P. A. Roos 1983, “Sex and Eamings in Industrial Society: A Nine-N ation
Comparison. ” American Journal of Sociobgy 9.

Verhoeven, Willenr Jan 2005 “ Income Attainment During Transformation Processes: A Meta-A malysis of
the Market Transition Theory.” Ewrgpean Sociologial Reviev 21(3).

Veroeven, Willem-Jan, Win Jansen & Jos Dessens 2005, “ Income Attainment During Transformation

57



P22 2006. 4

Processes; A Meta-Analysis of the Matket Transition Theoty. ” Ewrgpean Sociobgical Review 21(3).

Waldes A. G. 1990, “ Econanic Reform and Income Disribution in Tianjin, 1976— 1986. ” In Davis
D. &Vogel E F. (ed), Chinee Society on the Eve of Tiananmer: The Impact of Reform.
Canbridge MA: Harvard University Press

— 1995 “ Career Mobility and the Communist Political Order.” Ameriain Sociological Reviev 6.

— 1996 “ Markets and Inequality in Trarsitional Economies: Tovards Testable Theories. ” Amarican
Journal of Sociblogy 101.

— 2002 “ Markets and Income Inequality in Rural China: Political Advantage in an Expanding
Economy.” Ameican Sociological Review 61.

—— 2003 “ Elite Opportunity in Transitional Economies. ” American Sociologial Reviev 68.

Wang Fei-Ling 1998, From Family to Maiket: Labor Allocation in Contanporary China. Lanham.
Rowman & Littlefield Publishers, inc.

Wu, Xiaogang & Yu Xie 2003, “ Does the Matket Pay Off? Earnings Returns to Education in Utban
China.” Amerian Sociological Review 63.

Xies; Y. &E. Hamum 1996, “ Regional Varation in Earnings Inequality in Reform-FEra Urban Chima.’
American Joumal of Sociology 101.

Xu L. C. & H. F. Zou 2000, “ Explaining the Changes of Incane Distribution in China.” China

J

Ewnomic Review 11.
Zhou, Xueguang 2000, “ Economic Transformation and Income Inequality in Urban China: Evidence from
a Panel Data.” Aneaican Sodobgical Raview 105.

T B BERBEAF AL FFE
RERE: KIEW

58



The Different Patterns Between the First Occupation Attainment and Intra-

generation Mobility in Gradualist and Radicalist Transition: A revised model

of market transition theory applied to the study of China’ s tranformation
......................................................... Liang Yucheng 34

Abstract: M arket transition theory and its following debates share the same main thought
which is the relationship between the market development and social stratification order.
This thought leads to a general empircal research and debate model. Based on this
general model, Verhoeven did a metaanalysis in 2005. However this paper argues that
the general empirical research model of market transition debate has defects when applied
to China the model lacks of the contwlling the labor sectors with different ownership, and
an interaction effect betveen age and the labor sectors with different ownership. The
absence of these two important vanables leads to the biased estimation in previous
empirical research. This paper also aigues that the general model need a revision when
applied to China for the different market transition-gradualist transition in China and
radicalist transition in Eastern Europe — which eventually leads to the difference in social
stratification order between China and Eastem Europe in tems of the first job entry and
intra-generation mobility. The data from GSS 2003 support the theoretical analysis of the
paper.

The Information-pooling Mechanism of ROSCAs: Preliminary evidences from
Wenzhou and Taizhou -+ -+e--eweooee weves wovereveee e Zhang Xiang 59

Abstract: Why does someone borrow money from ROSCAs but not from every lender in
the ROSCAs one by one ? The author divides the lenders in the ROSCAs into two types
according to their infomation about the bormower: the more informed and the less
informed. The less informed get information about the borrower from the behavior of the
more informed. And the meeting also facilitates information communication and the
supervision among the members in the ROSCAs. The information pooling mechanism in
ROSCAs can lower the transaction cost and help the capital demander borrow money from
the less informed. Using data and cases from Wenzhou and Taizhou, the author suppoits

some deductions of the Information-pooling mechanism.

Social Capital of Chinese Policy Elites: An analysis in the view of

Abstract: The study of social capital theory has always been baffled by its functionalism.
To avoid logical tautology and self contradictory problems on measurement this article

243



