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Dualism of Integrated Order: A case on property dispute
............................................................... Zhang Jing 1

Abstract The thesis ties to state the orientation of differentiating between public
investment and personal investment which emeiges in people’ s idea of property. As the
principles of differentiation have not been made clear nor appwoved by all paities
unanimously, “ double recognition” which admits the legalized source of both personal
investment and public sewice and administration as property identification is adopted to
solve the dispute. The special path adopted by “ double recognition” is to deal with “ claim

”

on right of law” and “ distribution of nghts’ separnately according to different or even
contoversy principles. The author calls it “ dual principles of integrated order”. As for
social integration, “ clain on nght of law” which legalizes the identity and rghts
recognized by some institutions is symbolic and obligatory; “ distribution of interests’
which narows the difference between “ cdlaim on right of law” and civic justice
(vicissitude). For social integration, the latter is more substantially important because it

serves ultimately for the order of agreements reached by all parties.

Legal Transplants and the Conflicts of Legitimacy: Chinese grassroots judicial
practice in the context of modernity — =+--eeveevereerceneeoenins Liu Sida 20

Abstract. This is a case study of a basic-level court in a small county in China’ s Hebei
Province. Using data on the changes in the formal oiganizational structure changes in the
composition of personnel, changes in the case docket, and changes in case dispositions in
this court between 1978 and 2000, the author demonstrates that global legal institutions
have survived in China’ s judicial practice by adapting to the indigenous social and
political demands and get localized. The day-to-day grassroots judicial work of Chinese
judges is only loosely coupled with their formal wles and the judicial decision-making
process is contingent upon historical origin of the judiciary, administrative influence, and
the legal consciousness of local communities. The underlying reason for this process of
localization is the complexity of legitimacy at the local level. Global prescription,
economic pressure, political influence, and local social order all require certain types of
legitimacy from the legal institutions. As a result beyond the symbolic meaning of global

242



convergence the actual meanings of the legal institutions in the judicial practice are
socially constructed to reconcile the conflicts between these global and local sources of

legitimacy .

Becoming Stratified : Residential Spaces, Lifestyles, Social Netwoiks and Class
Identity: An empirical study of social stratums in urban China
................................................ Liu Jingming &LiLuli 52

Abstract: This paper focus on the correspondence relations between objective stratification
and its outcomes which is defined by authors in four dimensions as following: residential
pattern,  social communication, life style and class consciousness. How to understand the
consequence of social stratification is a very important theme, and authors disclosed a
complicated prospect for the relationship between the individual’ s objective position and
its four outcome dimension via applying Latent Class Analysis techniques. We find that
stratified trends are clear when dimensions of residential pattern social communication
and social identity are corresponded with class positions especialy with the top and
bottom classes. But it is not true for the dimension of lifestyle. 2003 s General Social

Survey data is used for this analysis.

Social Stratification, Home Ownership, and Quality of Living: Evidence from
China’ s Fifth Census ~ ----+-++- =eveeoeeeeooo Bian Yawjie &Liu Yongli 82

Abstract: The research of China s changing social stratification system has focused almost
entirely on the analysis of income and occupational mobility. This paper instead draws
attention to housing distribution, an aspect of social stratification that has increasing
importance to life chances under a market-driven system. The urban pottion of China’ s
2000 Population and Housing Census is analyzed to examine varation by occupation in
(1) home ownership, (2) home space, and (3) home quality. As of 2000 72% of the
urban households are private home owners which reveal a 48 % jump from the 24% in
1990. Households whose heads hold an elite occupation are significantly more likely to be
in access to private homes than other households, and they show advantages of purchasing
housing units previously rented economically affordable homes and especially, newly
constucted homes with a competitive market price. On the other hand home space and
quality also have improved tremendously since the eady 1990s. Households headed by
managerial and professional elites are in access to large home space and better quality than
are households headed by nomelites. These findings are in support of a view of power
persstence and informative about the fact that societal stability and continuity in social
stratification are behind a successful economic reform program.
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