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Mobhility of Social Barriers: Intergenerational mobility in the context of
stru ctural change ................................................ Gao YOI’lg 1

Abstract: The status attainment paradigm and the class mobility paradigm, which consist
of the mainstream of intergenerational mobility research have two hypotheses. In the
temporal dmension they presume that the social structural context is static. In the spatial
dimension they assume that the mobility has a unique trend. However, intergenerational
mobility in China does not have a static stuctural context. In fact there is a “ double-
mobility” : agency s mobility between social barriers and social bariers mobility between
social structure. The key issue of Chinese intergenerational mobility is the mobility of
social bamiers. By mining the data from “The Survey of Social Charge in Urban China”,
the paper has verified these propositions. The results show that the layout of social bamriers
has changed dramatically. The discussion of the causality of those changes may have

significant influence on sociological theory.

Ethic and Faimess of Daughter’ s Supporting to Her Parents’ Family: Gender
study on intergenerational family relation in rural areas of eastern Zhejiang

Provinge -« «eeeererieee e Tang Can, Ma Chunhua &Shi Jinqun 18

Abstract Accoding to mles of patrlineal family system, daughter does not have
obligations to support her parents as the informal member of her parents’ family.
However, daughter plays an increasingly important role in the economy and welfare of her
parent$ family nowadays. Focusing on this emerging fact in rural areas the article
explores and analyzes the different ethic principles of daughter s and son’ s supporting to
their parents family, the construction process of ethic principles of daughter s supporting
to her parents and gender fairness revealed by the fact. It is concluded that daughter
patticipating in supporting her parents in mral areas show that the corflictual and

commentary traditional and modern family structure coexist during family change.

State, Market and Life Chances: Evidence from rural Guangdong -+ -+

243



Abstract: How do the changes of social structure affect people’ s life chances ? Taking the
needs of the state and its agencies — to extract enough revenue and to maintain political
support — into consideration, this study argues that the discrepancy between economic
liberalization and continued political authoritarianism increases the motivation and ability of
the state to relieve the burden on peasants. At the central level the political needs of the
central government have gradually prevaled over its economic needs and the goverrment
has proposed a series of policies to mwlieve rural societies. However changes in the
policies of the central govemment do not necessanly mean that the local govemments will
follow suit. Based on ethnographic data from three townships in rural Guangdong this
study illustrates how the township govemments respond to the state’ s needs according to

their situation and accordingly increase or decrease peasants’ life chances.

Elite Fxchange and In-group Reproduction in Urtban China -« --eceeevee
................................................ Zheng Hui &LiLulu 65

Abstract: Two theories have been dominant in the studies of elite under state-socialism.
Walde? s theory of “ divided elite” depicts two distinct elite groups as cadre elite and
professional elite. Szelenyi’ s theory of “ differentiated elite” takes on the issue of
differentiation of former elite in transitional post-socialist societies. As neither of the
theonies could fully capture or explain the dynamic of elite mobility in contemporary
China the authors propose a theoretical model of “ elite exchange and in-group
reproduction”.  Elite exchange and in-group reproduction contains two mechanisms: elite
exclusion and elite exchange. The conjunctive function of elite excuson and elite
exchange contributes to the formation of a new elite class in China. The empincal analysis

in this paper also provides preliminaty evidence for the theoretical frame.

Gerneralized Social Capital versus Particularized Social Capital: Social capital
and local governance in urban China  ------ Chen Jie &Lu Chunlong 87

Abstract: Scholars are still debating on the types of social capital and their roles in
shaping economic development and government performance in different ecoromic and
political systems. This paper examines the mpacts of two types of social capital —
generalized and particularized — on the performance of grassroots self government
institutions in wban China, based on an original survey of 144 urban neighborhood
communities in China’ s three major cities. The findings indicate that the generalized
social capital embodied in the indiscriminative trust and inclusive social networks positively
affected the performance of the self government institutions, while the paiticularized social
capital as manifested in discriminative trust and exclusve social networks has negative
impacts.

“Field of Qi” and the Occurring Mechanism of Mass Disturbances: A
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