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Xiangtan Public W arehouse and the Change of Local Politics: An analysis
based on Xiangtan Jiguyju Zhi -+ ---eeeeeeees Wang Rigen &Chen Yao 1

Abstract Xiangtan Jiguju Zhi is a book issued in 1926 which recorded the whole
process of a grain storage omganization built and maintained by local gentry, and finally
taken over by the government. The local gentry had a clese relation with the Xiang Amy,
and the managers of this ormganization were consist of gentlemen from both town and
countryside which showed that the link between the town and countiyside had set up.
This organization’ s fund came from donations from the gentry and some commercial
activities among which the Red Book Fee was a stable resource. Though this storage
organization. these managers won authority and led local affairs. Sometimes they contested
with officials, sometimes they pacified the people sometimes they could resist penetration

of the central govemment with many reasons.

The Internet and Homeowners’ Collective Resistance: A qualitative

comparative analysis — ----cseeeeeeeeee oo Huyang Ronggui &Gui Yong 29

Abstract: With its popularity, the Internet plays an important wle in mobilization process
of collective resistance. However study of the Intemet’ s impacts on collective resistance
is on its early stage. In collective resstance study of urban China, we know little about
the Intemet’ s political implications. Some existing studies test the relationship between
the use of Internet and participation by individual survey data, or examine the Internet’ s
roles in collective action by case study. Neither of them directly addressed the relationship
between the Internet and collective resistance events. By qualitative comparative analysis
(QCA), this study compares 15 cases in a systematic way, and find that online forum
(BBS) does facilitate homeowners collective resistance. It shows the mobilizing capacity
of the Internet as a new mobilization stucture.

Home Ownership and Political Activism: Democratizing neighbothood in
UIDAN CRINA c+vcvr crrerrern cnmemn cnmenn cunenn canenn cnnenn canenn cnnens LiJun 57
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Abstract  Under the backgound of housing privatization and neighboihood
democratization proceeded in urban China, this article quantitatively reexamines the
traditional topic of homeownewhip facilitated political activisn based on a nationally
representative sample. Focusing on the difference in voting for neighbothood politics
between home owners and nomowners, this research discovers that homeownership only
facilitates community-based political activism in the specific social context, i. e., the
newly-developed commodity resdence communicty. It is also found that citizens’
community-based political activism is closely associated with their engagement in the local
politics  although homeowners’ political activisn is limited within the temitory of

neighbothoods.

China’ s Cooperative; As unintended consequences of institutionalizing

PIOCESSES =+ v #reees sonmns seeees sttt et e Xiong Wansheng 83

Abstract: Ruml specialized coperative economic organization has often been viewed as
cooperatives with Chinese characteristics while its Chinese charactenstics have been
difficult for sociologists to successfully depict as a sociological image. Nudged by the
analysis strategy from Danwei study, this paper manages to describe the institutional
essence of these organizations as unintended consequence of institutionalizing processes.
“ Mingshi Fenli” (absoibing nominal institution by market organizations) is one prevalent
strategy absotbed by more and more mral specialized cooperative economic organization to
adapt to the going institutionalizing enviromnment, which can be outlined according to the
power relationship between govemment institutes and mral economic organizations. After
the launch of rural economic reform in 1978 the power concentration relationship inside
bureaucracy between govermment organs and wral economic organizations has loosened,
but now, the concentric power relationship once enclosed in government bureaucracy has
already gone across iis oiganizational border and dominated these rural economic
organizations again. Power concentration relationship outsde bureaucracy has come into
being unexpectedly. These mral economic elites and their organizations have to construct

autonomy space to survive and realize their profit maximization.

“Words-up-moving”: The new trend of China’ s rural education since late
19908 «oveeeeveeenevreene e s e e oo Xiong Chunwen 110

Abstract The most significant phenomenon of China’ s rural education is the rapid
disappearance of village schools caused by the state policy of distribution adjustment and
constuction of boarding schools since late 1990s. This study attempts to use the concept
of “words-up-moving” to summarize the new trend of China’ s rural education. Thrwough
historical retrospection, this paper argues that the factors of population decline and the
“optimization of educational resources to improve teaching conditions” are not enough to
explain the basic rural education fact as the current national policy text, pedagogy,
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