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10 Logistic ( Odds Ratio)
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36—50 1. 085 1. 009 .813 1.198 . 891
( )
6.567" .323" . 962 . 867 . 531
/ 13.386 ™ .073" . 368 .671 . 600
( ) . 968 1.008 1.485" .761 . 968
( )
.793 .505* 13,234 L3247 1.208
. 729 . 651 10. 651 * 1.325 . 786
L6177 1.622" 2.947 . 880 1.131
. 685" 1.591" 1. 926 1.136 .975
474 277" . 014 071" 176"
df 12 12 12 12 12
1576 1576 1576 1576 1576
-2 log likehood 1984. 236 1242. 803 759. 473 656. 419 942. 061

" p<0.1 ™p<0.05 ™ p<0.01.

. 51 35
. /
( Odds Ratio) 6. 567
13.386 ( 2013)

62



13.234

10. 651

11

63



2016. 3

2012) . “« ”
[13 » [13 »
(13 » 13 b4
46% 99%
«“ ” (99.74%) .
11
( ) (Guo et al.  2012) 2015)
(2008) (2001) (2013)
2709 1715 1633
1. 1. 1.
2. 2. 2.
3. 3. 3.
4. 4. 4.
( /
) 5. 5. 5.
6. 6. 6.
7. 7. 7.
8. 8.
L. 60. 01% 1. 23%
( o) (23%) L (55%)
2. (15.94%) 2. (17%) ) (18%)
3. (7.59%) 3. (15%) N (13(;)
4, (6.08%) 4. (12%) N (15%) v
5. (10.37%) 5. (34%) ‘ Y

64



(86.20%) .

[3 ”»

[

( Silverstein & Bengtson

143

[13

“«

”»

1997)

“«

“« ”»

»

3.75%

[43

2.234

70% o

80%

65



66

( Parsons 1943) ,

[3

”»

2011) .

113 ”»

«

[

2016. 3

é“

[3

&«



( Bengtson et al.  2002) .

« »

13 ”» 113 ”»

1990 ¢ ¢ ’ Y «
2009
2010 ¢

2015 ( ?



)
1983

2006

2012

2001

2009

2002

2009

2004 (

Aldous

2014

2012

2010

2013

2008
2008
2010
2015

2006

2002

J. 1995

—-122.

Bengston

(
(

(
(
(

(
(

(
(

(
(
(
(
(

(

( »

b

2009

2013

2010

b

"o

N

2016. 3

¢ 2012) : .
) : .
y « y 4 .

b

60 ) « > o3 .
) . €

2011 y « )

> : .
p, .
p) : .

y « y 2 .

“New Views of Grandparents in Intergenerational Context. ” Journal of Family and Marriagel6: 104

V. L. & R. E. L. Roberts 1991  “Intergenerational Solidarity in Aging Families: An Example of Formal Theory

Construction. ” Journal of Marriage and Family 53: 856 —870.

Bengston

V. L

R. Giarrusso

J. B.

Mabry & M. Silverstein 2002 “Solidarity ~Conflict and Ambivalence:

Complementary or Competing Perspectives on Intergenerational Relationships?” Journal of Marriage and Family 64:

568

Bengston

68

-576.

V. L & S. Schrader

1982

“Parent-child Relations. ” In D. Mangen & W. A. Peterson ( eds. ) Research



Instruments in Social Gerontology Vol.2. Minneapolis: University of Minnesota Press.

Cai F. & D. Wang 2012  “China’s Demographic Transition: Implications for Growth. ” In Ross Garnaut & Ligang Song
(eds.) The China Boom and its Discounts pp.34 =52 Canberra: ANU E Press.

Chan T.W. 2008 “The Structure of Intergenerational Exchanges in the UK. ” ( http: //paa2007. princeton. edu/
download. aspx? submissionld =71178)

Croll E.J. 2006 “The Intergenerational Contract in the Changing Asian Family. ” Oxford Development Studies 34 (4) :
473 -491.

Daatland  S. O. & Herlofson. 2003 “ ‘Lost Solidarity’ or ‘Changed Solidarity’? A Comparative European View on
Normative Family Solidarity. ” Ageing and Society Vol.23  pp. 537 —560.

Dykstra P. A. & T. Fokkema 2011 “Relationships between Parents and Their Adult Children: A West European
Typology of Latedife Families. ” Ageing and Society Vol. 31  pp. 545 —569.

Folbre Nancy 1994  “Children as Public Goods. ” The American Economic Review 84 (2): 86 —90.

Guo Man Tris Chen & Merril Silverstein 2012 “The Structure of Intergenerational Relations in Rural China: A Latent
Class Analysis. ” Journal of Family and Marriage 74: 1114 —1128.

Hogan Dennis P.  David J. Eggebeen & Clifford C. Clogg 1993. “The Structure of Intergenerational Exchanges in
American Families. ” American Journal of Sociology 98 (6): 1428 —58.

Katz R. Ariela Lowenstein Judith Phillips & Svein Olav Daatland 2004  “Theorizing Intergenerational Family
Relations: Solidarity = Conflict and Ambivalence in Cross-national Contexts. ” In Vem L. Bengtson ~Alan C. Acock
Katherine R. Allen Peggye Dilworth-Anderson & David M. Klein ( eds. ) Sourcebook of Family Theory & Research
pp- 393 =420 Thousand Oaks CA: Sage Publications.

Lin  Ju-Ping & Chin-Chun Yi2013 “A Comparative Analysis of Intergenerational Relations in East Asia. ” International
Sociology 28: 297 -315.

Luscher K. 2002 “Intergenerational Ambivalence: Further Steps in Theory and Research. ” Journal of Marriage and
Family 64: 585 —593.

—2004 “Conceptualising and Uncovering Intergenerational Ambivalence. ” In K. Pillemer & K. Luscher  ( eds. )
Intergenerational Ambivalence: New Perspectives on Parent-child Relations in later Life pp.23 — 62  Oxford:
Elsevier Science.

Nye F.I. & W. Rushing 1969  “Towards Family Measurement Research. ” In J. Hadden & E.F. Borgatta ( eds. )
Marriage and Family. Itasca IL: Peacock.

Parsons T. 1943  “The Kinship System of the Contemporary United States. ” American Anthropologist ~New Series 45
(1): 22 -38.

——1955 “The American family: Its Relations to Personality and the Social Structure. ” In T. Parsons & R. F. Bales
(eds.) Family Socialization and Interaction Process pp. 140 —150. Glencoe IL: Free Press.

Park K. S. V.Phua J. McNally & R.Sun 2005 “Diversity and Structure of Intergenerational Relationships: Elderly

69



2016. 3

Parent-adult Child Relations in Korea. ” Journal of Cross-Cultural Gerontology 20: 285 -305.

Parrott T. M. & V. L. Bengtson 1999  “The Effects of Earlier Intergenerational Affection Normative Expectations and
Family Conflict on Contemporary Exchange of Help and Support. ” Research on Aging 127: .73 -105.

Silverstein = M. & V. L. Bengtson 1997  “Intergenerational Solidarity and the Structure of Adult-child Parent Relationships
in American Families. ” American Journal of Sociology 103: 429 —460.

Silverstein  Merril & Eugene Litwak 1993  “A Task-Specific Typology of Intergenerational Family Structure in Later
Life. ” Gerontologist 33: 258 —64.

Szydlik M. 2012  “Generations: Connections across the Life Course. Advances in Life Course Research. ” In
Vanhuysse P & Goerres A ( eds. ) Ageing Populations in Post-industrial Democracies: Comparative Studies of Policies
and Politics. Abingdon: Routledge.

Timonen Virpi Catherine Conlon Thomas Scharf & Gemma Carney 2013  “Family State Class and Solidarity:
Re-conceptualising Intergenerational Solidarity through the Grounded Theory Approach”  European Journal of
Ageing. Social Behavioural and Health Perspectives Online  Springer.

Weeden Kim A. & David B. Grusky 2005 “Are There Big Classes at All?” Research in Social Stratification and
Mobiliy 22: 3 -56.

Wenger G. C. 1989  “Support Networks in Old Age: Constructing a Typology. ” In M. Jeffreys (ed.) Growing Old in
the Twentieth Century. London: Routledge.

Wolfe A. 1989  Whose Keeper? Social Science and Moral Obligations. Berkeley: University of California Press.

70



The Structure of Adult Parent-Child Relationships in Chinese Families of Urban Areas
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Abstract: The author investigates the structure of intergenerational cohesion in Chinese families in
urban areas by examining social-psychological structural and transactional aspects of the adult parent—
child relationships. The author uses latent class analysis to develop a typology based on five underlying
dimensions of intergenerational solidarity: affinity ~opportunity structure function interaction and
norm. Five types are found: intimate and reciprocal intimate but distant utilitarian emotional and
detached. For the adult parent—hild relationship in Chinese families of urban areas the most cohesive
group is intimate and reciprocal with more than half of such relationships falling into it. The next most
common group type consisting of more than 15% of adult parent-child relationship is the intimate but
distant followed by the detached the utilitarian and last the emotional. The results show that the
strength of intergenerational solidarity is still strong in Chinese families and at the same time the adult
parent—<child relationship has multiple types. Meanwhile the author uses latent class analysis to develop a
typology based on five dimensions of social class. The logistic model shows that social class differentiates

the types of the adult parent—child relationships in Chinese families of urban areas.

Laboring Work Ethic and Migrant Workers” Empowerment
.................................................................. Li Zhigiang & Wang Yijie 71

Abstract: Theoretical analysis suggests that laboring may have causal effects on workers” empowerment
and work ethic may mediate both of them. Laboring can be measured by labor cost including time
income intensity control technology and experience. Quantitative analysis reveals that the migrant
workers have lower empowerment when having less control on their laboring or less skills. Besides work

ethic affects the migrant worker’s empowerment negatively.

Institutional Spirit and Historical Facts in the Concept of ‘Institution” in the Traditional
Chinese Society: An Analysis of the “Hereditary Titles” Institution of the Western Zhou

DYDASLY  +vvverernssseessnesstit ettt Ling Peng 85

Abstract  “Institution” has long been a key word in social sciences. This article argues that different
from institutional analysis in the contexts in Western societies the studies of institutions in traditional
Chinese context should lay more emphasis on institutional spirits social conditions and actions of human

agents. This essay aims to examine the concept of the “hereditary titles”

institution an important
institution in the pre-Qin period. It first presents two main contradictory arguments in contemporary
studies on hereditary titles concerning its historical existence as an institution and traces the origin of
this debate to the institutional spirit and historical facts. It then examines the debates on the same topic

in Chinese traditional academic fields and reveals that none of these arguments explained the existence
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