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Abstract: In this paper; the authors try to discuss the semi-structured depth interview in
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to clear up its meaning relationship and the correlative methods. The authors point is that
the interview should be constructed along with the stucture of everyday life so that we can
find and pursue the problems. Only after that canwe talk about the universal meaning of
the individual case. In that case, depth interview is not only the pure course of collecting

data, but also one part of the study.
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example to demonstrate major concepts and analytical strateges discussed in this paper.

State Power, Elite Relations and the Politics of Privatization in Chinese Rural
INdUSLEY  +eveeveres vorese somnns o s i e Zhang Jianjun 92

Abstract By comparing o different appmoaches to prvatizaion - manipulated
privatization in Sunan and relative transparent prvatizaion in Wenzhow this paper
analyzes the politics of privatization in Chinese wral industty. Though different fiscal,
administrative, and infommational constraints might explain some aspects of the variance,
the fundamental reason lies in the different political constraints the two regions faced. It is

244



local power relations between the people and government and relations between economic
elite and political elite, that determine who is in and who is out whose interests is taken
care of and whose interests is sacrificed. The paper finally implicates the impact of

privatization upon wealth distribution and political future in each region.
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Abstract: The article discusses the relationship of the scial insurance and the social
stratification of urban dwellers. Due to the level of the Chinese labour marketization having
been improved main indictors about pemonal social status are showing the obvious
condstency. At the same time the social insurance institution also affect the social
stratification of urban dwellers together with the diverse ownership of the means of
production. Based on the suwey data in 2003 this affection has different results for
different types of labour. This study finds that our social insurance have little function to
modify the worst result of market.
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Abstract: The wstication of wban educated youths became a political mass movement in
1968 and was relinquished only in 1980, after 16. 6 million young people had experenced
years in the countryside. Foreign scholars have onginally insisted on the economic
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