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92.22 70. 13 2.08 15. 82
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7.78 9.12 1.30 49.42

88.79 82.50 43.91 29. 12
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41.25 35.62 36. 00 38. 08
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18. 45 13.96 13.77 15.72
/100 (10.02) (9.07) (6.83) (8.71)
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2003 -2011
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L3927 . 296 -.096
(.105) (.103) (.103)
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1.151%* 1.733 7% L5817
(.136) (.130) (.143)
2. 1727 2. 1797 .007
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1.183 7 2. 6817 1. 498
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Fokk Fokk Fokk
1993 — 2002 -1.186 . 587 1.773
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2003 2011 -1.735 .942 2.677
(.249) (.287) (.245)
-.715 —4.797 -4, 082
(.994) (1.057) (.973)
4125 4125 4125
(1) o (2) e . 1978 -
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—.400 1.618* 2,018
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L2157 . 150 —. 065
(.097) (.106) (.093)
—. 1547 —. 147 . 006
(.034) (.036) (.030)
ok okl —
1100 .235 . 196 . 039
(.042) (.041) (.037)
—. 6077 L4117 1.018 ™
(.104) (.121) (.107)
b
L7227 1.501 ™ 779
(.127) (.141) (.131)
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1.695" -.578 —2.274%
(.688) (.790) (.618)
4125 4125 4125
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1 1978 -2010 ( inflow ratio)
1978 — 1992 12.89%
2003 -2010 21.69%
1978 —1992 5.07% 1993 -2002 11.99% .
1993 -2002 2.03% 1978 -
1992 2003 -2010 ;
3.48% 9.31% -

OsETins O CilkEEs

~251
% 21.60
20k 18.70
15F
12.89 11.99
10+ 9.31
712 717
5.07
sk 3.48
a1 I8
O 1 1 1 1 L ]

1978-1992 1993-2002 2003-2010 | 1978-1992 1993-2002 2003-2010 | (4E43 )

FEERE S iE7 e
1
o 4
4 -1 4 -2
o 4 -3
4
4-1 4-2 4-3
VS. VS. VS.
1.197 —.746* 1.943*
(1.109) (.433) (1.116)
1.031 -1.065" 2.096 *
(1.126) (.453) (1.137)
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1. 402 -.989" 2.391"
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1. 326 -.007 1.333 7
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-.338 1.878 = —2.216™*
(.399) (.233) (. 406)
—.422 . 866™ —-1.289*
(. 400) (.301) (.395)
.301 -.530" .831°
(.423) (.250) (.413)
d
. 246 . 399 ¥ —1.153 %
1993 — 2002 1.399 1.153
(.278) (.277) (.333)
227 L6287 —1.401 %
2003 2010 1.628 1. 401
(.283) (.281) (.326)
—6.428* -9.376* 2.948
(2.010) (1.247) (2. 146)
4125 4125 4125
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()
?
?
. 5-1.
5-2.6-1.6-2.7-1.7-2 N
5. 6 7 1978 = 1992 1993 -
2002 2003 -2011 .
2003 ;
1992 -2002
2003 ;
. 1993
?
(43 ” “« » (
2011; . 2012)
( )
5
5-1 5-2 6-1 6-2 7-1 7-2
12.55™ -.281 .202 .355 15. 527 1.256"
(1.726) (2.069) (1. 408) (. 886) (. 507) (. 530)
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5
5-1 5-2 6-1 6-2 7-1 7-2
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1.875™ | 2.329™%*| 1.179 2.4437* . 345 L727
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3.295* 41277 3.3947™ | 4.5007 | 1.994* 2. 4777
(

(1.072) | (1.005) (.839) . 823) (.767) (.390)
. 227 -.828 . 964" -. 199 2. 1477 .389
(.851) (.824) (.488) (.488) (.426) (.343)
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-1.147 -2.241* | -1.915 -1.891" -.671 -.703*
(1.009) | (1.154) | (1.313) (.779) (.743) (.376)
-7.354 12.91* 2.473 11.43% | 14527 5.473 7
(9.231) | (7.650) | (5.698) | (3.939) | (2.779) (1.585)
1514 1514 845 845 1766 1766
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The Social Context of Capital Going to the Countryside: A case study of

agriculture enterprise in northern China ««++eeeeeeeeeene. Xu Zongyang 63

Abstract: Against the backdrop of rural labor emigration the aging rural population
and the “hollowing-out” of villages agricultural modernization is practically necessary.
On the one hand the phenomenon of “capital going to the countryside” is growing
rapidly. On the other hand the urban corporations investing in agriculture are
encountered with various problems. This study analyzes the phenomenon of “capital
going to the countryside” in the context of China’s rural society and finds out that the
managerial problems of these corporations “from outside” can be partially solved by

” problem is

mobilizing social resources in the rural society. However the “unsolvable”
the mis-match between the rural society and the business culture of these corporations

who are considered outsiders. This dilemma will likely to exist for a long time during
which the capital “from outside” and the rural society will continue to interact with and

shape each other.
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.......................................... Zhu Yapeng & Ding Shujuan 88

Abstract: Literature on policy innovation and diffusion largely focuses on exploring the
patterns and mechanisms of policy diffusion while neglecting the actual attributes of the
policy being diffused and how the policy evolves after its adoption and during diffusion.
Drawing on the case of “Shantytown Upgrading” policy in China this paper explores how
policy attributes affect policy adoption and diffusion. It finds out that decision-makers
considered the different attributes of the policy when they made decision to adopt
“Shantytown Upgrading” and the specific policy attributes affected the speed and the
mechanism of policy diffusion. The scope range and nature of the policy were also
transformed and redefined during the policy diffusion and implementation process. By
highlighting how policy attributes affect policy adoption and diffusion and what happens
at the implementation stage in the political economic and social context of the transitional

China this paper contributes both to the diffusion studies and China studies.

The Dual-Track Intergenerational Reproduction of State and Market Elites
in China: 1978 —=2010  «+ceeeeeeveeneenen Lv Peng & Fan Xiaoguang 114

243



Abstract: This article aims to explore during China’s market transformation how
parents” advantaged occupations have been influencing the hazard rate of their children’s
status attainment in certain elite positions and whether these patterns show varieties
during three different historical periods of 1978 — 1992 1993 - 2002 and 2003 -
2010. Based on merged data from CSS2011 by using event history analysis we find that
although parent’s advantaged position has a persistent effect on children’s status
attainment its function in general does not break the “dual trajectory reproduction
model”  which means that state elite and market elite tend to reproduce itself without
revolving access. It is only after 2003 individuals whose parents are state elites are more
likely to become market elites. We try to explain these findings and reveal that the
mechanisms underpinning this ongoing structural reproduction have been constantly
changing at different historical periods especially for the increasingly diversified market
elites. These changing mechanisms reflect the macro transformation of China’s

sociopolitical and economic environment in the past thirty years.
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Household Arrangement during Rural-urban Migration —««ceeeeeeeeeeeenenen.

............................................. Li Dai & Zhang Chunni 139

Abstract: It is an emerging trend for China’s rural-urban migration that rural laborers
migrate with their spouse and children rather than migrating alone. Due to the lack of
representative national samples for the migrant population previous studies fail to
estimate the prevalence of different types of household arrangements during migration.
Based on data collected by the China Family Panel Studies this paper describes the
distribution of various types of family migration including the husband migrating alone

the wife migrating alone the couple migrating to different destinations and the couple
migrating to the same destination. This study also explores how different decisions on
migration made between the couples are associated with their social-demographic
characteristics and the structure of their original families in the rural area under three

hypothesized decision-making scenarios.
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Abstract: Based on the data from a 2010 survey on migrant workers in the Pearl River
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