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IXk £ *

s AR U AT AR T A B DL SR 3 N e m B R R M R AT
RV 5ot 8170 B9 S B R A, ok, ATV A FIRE A TR 240, FRE
XT SR AL EEAN, XEERHFHEERZ AN R THTHEF T4
UL, ETHERT REURRBRRAND LREEKPH AL 0 EHEX
wE R, DARAE T RS PARESR TR BRIz kAL
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o ALEh i BIE 2 B A S H RN 2 R 8 R £ T, RS A ELEY K 10
F EARRNEZRAB KT AELT FAAZROE K. 2T 1990 FK
FHL, RN SPEBRANERERKES AR EAEETIEE. AER L
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AL B KRAEE KT

1980 , )

90 ,

O THMOMANARE HESOFKFHIT Q3 LA L RTER X ARE LR O AR
A # 4% (The World Bank, 1997).

@  Blde, # R4A4T (The World Bank, 1997) 3R F BH £ 1990 SR P G MAKXRE KA
0 347, AR EK KB P HAT H = AAUKT 35 £ Mo Bk b fo 3E il ) BB 35 K,
A RREFT PEHAR WHOERREHAN 0L, Hldo 1995 F B FTEL2FFRSE
by AEEEN G M ERAEREADMANGERE # N0 452, & HFHFHE. X
Hra Febp F R AL, TR fedf 2 K £ %7 (Khan & Rekin, 1998 247). £ H 19%
Sy K RFE #9 0.447(Ryscavage 1999 71).
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(Nee, 1989. 1991. 1996; Bian & Logan, 1996; Rona-Tas, 199%4; Gerber &
Hout, 1998; Cao &Nee, 2000; Zhou, 2000; Wu, 2002).

«

(Parish &Michelson, 1996; Walder, 1996). s

(categorical ) (individual )

10 .,
1990 ;

O FEA 190 FRFHGERLE L AKBE &, 5HRE ML B 5, 255 R KL
B RE, P EEA @ UG E KA D E G BT, P E R B K R KT
71987 5 £ 1996 SF 18] £ 10 42 38K 691k ¥ H7(Gerber & Hout 1998).
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b

(Tilly. 1998).
20 )
(Baron &Bielby, 1980) )

( , Baron &
Bielby, 1984; Hedstrom, 1991; Spilerman &lunde, 1991; DiPrete, 1993;
Baron, 1984  Kalleberg, 1988).

7. 1990 s

b

(Treiman &Ganzeboom, 2000).

9

”
9 9

« N N . 7 (Tilly, 1998: 9—

«

” (Lamont &Molmar, 2002).
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b

(Parkin, 1979).

(opportunity
hoarding) (rent-seeking) .

(Tilly, 1998;Sgrensen, 1996).

159



SR 2005. 3

; 1980

(—) Hindzk

( N » 1995).

K

(Riskin, 1987).

b

: 1980 (Granick, 1990;
Wong, 1992; Walder, 1992.1995;Wang, 1995; Oi &Walder, 1999).

20 )

b

(Granick, 1990; Hammer,
1990)., 1990 )

) ( » 1999).
, (Oi,
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1993; ; 1999), . 190 1994 .
46% 60 % ( , 1996. 33), 1980
1990 , 70%.
. 1996 5000
GNP  7%.
( , 1997.9),

(AT AT HlE 50

b

(Walder, 1986; Bian, 1994;Naughton, 1997).

, . 1980 ,
964
(Naughton, 1997.134).

(=) T SfL
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(Bian, 1994; Naughton, 1997). ,

(Walder, 1992).

( Al )7
(Walder; 1995; Walder &Oi, 1999).
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AE FHE N, PAF FAHE L FEmiz &, RIE MNFEERL, ERLHEE
b A5 AR A B R (BT A ) AR AT ), X RF L REIHAER K FHE AL
B K EITHRRIL R, AL = MR BT RERKEE AME, 22 VT ABT
ZFERFPRRARE G TRT . T F A& 1980 FR FHHAFE T b3 BT T4 B
R AT 2F A IT A AR IR 25 ey Tk A, & F i —i% ~
RAEW fde, X AEA LR E PLEFEA RSB AF 190 SFK 7 8, W)
A RRK O 0.
FoRAE S P E AR R EH R PO A 1993 FRikE, REGIAZHX RE 10 PR
PHII0 M, BAES MEZPMIRAO MAA. BRLRAEGMFOIET = AN
%, H b, AAE S13 DNRT A E AL . XX S0 2 N R B KRR
FoMAETa; F —F Fa = W) RS PO IR T A AE PaB L R AL AR Tk A
10 ANEAfA2d0 ASPAL
Xk AE HFRIR 3293 Ak EE P 3130 Ak S5 HEd o B 94 ANE4E, AKX 3130
MER, &AM —F B RT BN Rl T 5 A (r=560; £ F 40 HHHME T
BN, BF ALK IE TEE A0 R, BMGSH RTS8 E 19— &4
RA EXIAEGF ShF M % n=14). FRN REFRERG O F 600 )44k Ml %
n=7. B BT SREAMIITE 2H5 NARH &G MK &0 AKET 2 0%
15 MEZK P 6242 % n=136). £ 532 THIE G LA 2404 AN 2B &
A4z, T B AR P 04 1538 A,
CPEMTFTRBEENAEF RS Ao Bie LR AER mC PEE ALY RiFik
TEKEALPH A EX T DA

164



W X . 19861995

40 ’

Sy AL\
LN 8938 K 5 N ey 38K
1986 195
10

1 . 5 ,
1986 1329 1995 791 . 10
b 70%0 b
70% , 1980 0.2¢( ) 1990
0.35. 10 ,
1
10
8000 0.40
7000 || SSSN A —e— BB R Y 0.35
6000 | \'Q 0.30
@ 5000 | § 035
< 4000 | § 0.20 Eié
ﬁ 3000 | S § § 0.15 %
20f § § § § 0.10
1000-I§I | “ 22(5)
O o8 1957 1988 1589 190 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995
y
1 — (1986— 1995
1980 . 1990 s

165



SR 2005. 3

1992
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10% .

1 (% ), (1986—1995)

1986 11. 3% 54% 6. 8% 6.3% 134%  16% 6 8% 6. 4%
1987  5.3% 13 3% 4. 1% 6.3% 30%  7.6% 6.6% 4.5%
1988 13.0% 11 0% 3.0% 5.6% 49%  2.9% 4.8% 1.8%
1989  86% 11 0% 2. 8% 3.4% 22%  6.3% 4.4% 3.4%

190  9.8% 14 6% 2 8% 3.6% 22%  71.1% 4.9% 3.4%
191 7.5% 105% 1. 5% 3.6% 28%  3.9% 35% 2.5%
192 10 4% 16 7% 2.7% 52% 43%  5.0% 3.8% 4.6%
193 122% 14 3% 3.5% 7.1% 31% 5.5% 4.5% 4.3%
194 9.9% 14 0% 6. 0% 7.1% 54%  12.1% 9.2% 6.7%
195  87% 125% 51% 6.8% 34%  10.2% 7.4% 4.6%
s 1985
. 80 . 6%0s
3%, 90 5%.
90 . 10%

20%.
(O BR5E 4 B 5 AR RHE

L 33 P A ) X AT 1k

( ). @

O RAIFPHTHEER T HAY YPoh, LTI LIHEL L, T/, it | F
RN, XN A 10 P S SN 40— 0%,
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2 3 1988  ( ) 1995 (
) .2
. 3 .
2 (1988.1995)
1988 1995
R df F R? df F
D . 3529 Y — . 1908 66 —
2) : L3722 87 1. 34 . 2559 84 3. 67
3) 1. . 475 8 17.43 . 447 86 290.72
4) 2: L5471 117 45. 18 . 5001 107 55.19
F— 2 , R
1988 . (
R ) 1¢ )
F 1. 34, (18,87). F .
. . 1 .
. . (
2 3), . R
, . R
F .
3 .
@

(RA—R) [(k— g)

A—RH [ n— Ckt+ D)
k— g ATRERGAE GE n— bt DA TEEAGE § A,

@ & A5 FlHEE Xie &Hannum, 1996) # 4567 % 4.

ORETY TP ER RERFERABM R 77, R2 A FAEAG R 7
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3 (1988.1995)
1988
6 67 1 6. 67 2.16 1 216 1567 1 15. 67
1 82 5 .36 2.03 5 .41 16 12 5 32
23 14 45 4.9 25462 44 579 23005 45 511
16 13 18 .9 10. 51 18 .58 2472 18 1. 37
15 62 5 312 9.63 4 2.41 92 03 4 23.01
16 13 12 2.298 13 .18 8§ 066 13 .62
21 76 30 7.39 6827 30 2.28 680 38 30 2. 68
03 79 117 5371.72 115 1371 41 116
574 38 4217 400.2 4049 1901 73 4186
1268 18 4334 937.92 4164 3273 13 4302
R2 (%) 5345 56. 12 40 29
195
Source
16 61 1 16.61 13.62 1 1362 1287 1 12. 87
15 6 252 1470 6 245 22 % 6 3.8
178 69 47 3.80 140. 88 47 300 160 55 47 34
8 % 12 .75 9.98 12 .83 1320 12 127
40 29 6 6.72 110.64 2 5832 5919 6 9. 87
29 27 12 2.44 9.32 12 .78 74 48 12 6. 21
670 38 23 2.15 29270 23 12 73 1357 62 23 5. 03
1348 12 107 874.39 103 2068 2 107
1300 16 486 1555.05 4693 3893 70 4724
2648 28 4993 2429.45 4796 5961 73 4831
R(%) 498 34.59 33.21
1988 s
( 005.
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. 53%
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1988 1. 11(7.39
1. 45; 1995 ,
. 1988
T,
[©)
@)
e® M
, 1993
%
o2 0. 081 53
T 0. 071 47

O ZFHArBEAAXFTE IR FPOIEFFREALYHLZERME —B Paih &

Busse, 2000; Bian et al., 2000).

@ eMAWAE =D, F& FHRGFFT R HFWFRAT. &P RF).

BTt

KRAE PO A L AH AR K26y A EX TAEH, ATAN#HTF K& T E4K

A,

@  FEKDHRE NEME F.300 A B TF.300— 500 A500 A ZA L, BT A& X &
¥ET . EhfhA., LEEHAMH MEME ZET: B L3RR H B A LR 5ILAR
H R AR T AR BAD. ARBAI AR, AR R Z £ K FIALCA 5000 BRI
T & AL 5000 VA ), VAR RS SR (BAF A E L 43),
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5 . 1
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1 \ .
18 %
. 2
69%.
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10 ,
90 ,

b

2

Solinger, 1999; Wang et al., 2002).

9

9

(0i, 1995; Walder, 1995; Lin, 2001).

(Wichita Falls)
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W
) 1989
4%. 35% L0
— . 1995 ,
35%  31%(
, 2000: 142—143).
. 90 , 80
« ” (Walder, 1986) . , 1990
(Lin &Zhang, 1999;
,2002). (Kung, 1999).
” (Lin &Zhang, 1999).
1988
Xie &Hamum, 1996). )
Xie &Hanmum, 1996.960). ,
— . . — (Xie & Huannum, 1996;
961—962; Wu, [ 2002] ). s

b

O EE a5 MARE A TAEFOENAG & 05 190 FAT $E6 SUHR. K 5K E &
262 AR 43T K (Metropolitan Statistical Area) 1 38T 32 A &AM R 37T A EX T4E

o, HAH 53634,
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(Wang, 2003).
, (path dependency )
(Stark, 1994.1996; Rona-Tas, 1998).
?
(Tilly, 1998). s ,
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( ) 2404 7.9 .39 6.40 9 62
2404 .3 .50 .00 100

2404 3374 9.38 19. 00 59 00

404 .33 .47 .00 1 00

2404 .15 .36 .00 100

2404 .35 .48 .00 100

404 .49 .50 .00 1 00

/100 2404 12. 26 7.04 3.61 34 81

300 81 .19 .39 .00 100
300— 500 81 .4 .42 .00 100
500 81 .37 .49 .00 L 00
81 .05 .22 .00 100

81 .15 .26 .00 L 00

81 .20 .23 .00 100

81 .30 .46 .00 L 00

81 .58 .50 .00 100

81 .4 .49 .00 100

81 .19 .39 .00 100

81 L4 .49 .00 1 00

81 .06 .24 .00 100

81 .10 .30 .00 1 00

81 12 .33 .00 100

81 . .28 . 00 L 00
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81 12 .33 .00 L 00
81 .1 .32 .00 100
81 05 .22 .00 100
81 12 .33 .00 L 00
81 .10 .30 .00 100
81 12 .33 .00 1 00
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