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Ability of Action and System Restrict: Middle class in the urban movement
......................................................... Chen Yingfang 1

Abstract In recent years It was witnessed in the cities throughout China that the
emergence of middle-class citizens’ organized pmtests had been constructed against
violations of their real estate property nights. Taking an appmach of social movements in
the investigation of this phenomenon, this study examines the major factors that affect the
coumse and results of these events and hy such analysis, illustrates changing patterns of
state-society relationship. In these omganized pmwtests, the author would like to argue that
Chinese uban middle dass has demonstrated an undemstanding of propeity rghts and an
ability to act upon it while the legal and political system that put restrictions on citizen
autonomous organization has become an obstacle to the development of citizen activism and

the growth of civil society.

The Spatial Politics of Transnational Labor Process: Dormitory labor regime
in the age of globalization -« «--eerveereeeseeen e Ren Yan &Pan Yi 21

Abstract. This article attempts to look at a specific Chind s labor regime — the domitory
labor regime in the age of globalization. Globalization of capital accumulation and
transnational production highlight a shifting paradigm in labour process theory, which
requires a theorization on spatial politics of poduction. What is emerging now in China is
a transnational political economy of production that links not only to a new scale o the
economic but a new economy of scales in which time and space are extensively
reconfigured for capital accunulation on a global scale. We explore a new spatial politics
of transnational labour process in China at the time of its rapid incowporation into wodd
economy. We look into how this new spatial politics articulate the sphere of production
with the daily reproduction of labour in expropuating swplus value in the work place. We
come to concude that this domitory labor regime is an outcome of the logic of
transnational capital and the operation of national politics — both factors contributing to
the very specific form of a new dagong class formming in contemporary China. We need to
further explore the significance of this domitory labour regime in the transnational labour

process especially in temms of labour control and labour resistance.
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