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equality among different groups and expectation on the dominance of advantaged group over disadvantaged
group. It’s the important factor to predict individual’s social cognition and social behavior. Based on the
analysis of survey data from 4290 junior middle school students this study tries to explore the cause and
development characteristic of their social dominance orientation from the perspective of family influence.
According to the results for junior middle school students there exists no grade difference in social
dominance orientation but the boy students” social dominance orientation is higher than the girl students”
social dominance orientation significantly; the social dominance orientation from the family with high
socioeconomic status is higher than those from the family with middle and low socioeconomic status
significantly. The level of mother-child attachment could not only predict junior middle school students”
social dominance orientation directly and negatively but also lower their social dominance orientation
through decreasing their relative extrinsic life goals.

Keywords: Adolescents Social Dominance Orientation Parent-child Attachment Relative Exirinsic
Life Goals

Teaching by Precept and Example Price Guidance and Young People’s Smoking and Drinking
BERAVIOE -+ cvcvevereeeenenentntentnentneenentntenenetanerenertenetteetenenteeneenarsenerennrnons Chen Lin( 67)

Abstract: Using the data from “Chinese Health and Nutrition Survey” this paper analyzes the
relationship among Chinese young people’s smoking and drinking behavior family background and price
guidance. According to the results there exists obvious intergenerational transmission in smoking and
drinking behavior in China. However after considering the parenting style the effect of parental smoking
and drinking behavior on young people has decreased. The effect of parenting style including spoiling
ete. is significantly larger than the influence of parental behavior. Further controlling the price of
addictive substance and children’s income couldnt change the above basic conclusions. There is no
significant influence of price and income on whether children have smoking and drinking behavior.
Keywords: Smoking and Drinking Behavior Parenting Role Modeling Price Mechanism

The Study on Intergenerational Difference in Retributive Justice
........................................................................... Liu Chenyang & Ying Xiaoping(76)

Abstract: Adopting the way of “an eye for an eye a tooth for a tooth” to punish the offender is the basic
legislative principle of “the Code of Hammurabi” which is the oldest law code in human history. It is also
the core idea of retributive justice. Based on the results from experimental study this paper compares two
L €l e e “ 1o . »” -

generations” preferences for “retributive justice” and “judicial punishment” towards some commercial illegal
behaviors focused by the whole society. According to the findings the “post —80s and 90s” is less satisfied
with the punishment mode of “retributive justice” than the “post —50s and 60s” significantly. This finding
has enlightenment significance for understanding social mentality in the process of legalization.

Keywords: Retributive Justice Judicial Punishment Intergenerational Difference Experimental Study

The Study on Stereotypes of Chinese People from International Students in China
...................................................... Shi Yuanyuan Zuo Bin Tan Xuyun & Liu Li( 85)

Abstract: This study mainly explores the content and structure of stereotypes of Chinese people from
international students in China. Using open-ended questionnaire survey we firstly acquire 27 adjectives
from international students in China to describe Chinese people; then we ask 153 international students to
evaluate these adjectives. Through exploratory factor analysis we find that the structure of stereotypes of
Chinese people from international students in China contains four dimensions namely warmth
competence negative behavior and life style. On this basis this study also analyzes the relationship
between different dimensions of stereotypes and international students” favorability towards Chinese people.
This study also further discusses the difference between research results and prior results and the
implication for promoting the communication between international students and Chinese people.
Keywords: International Students in China Chinese People Stereotypes Factor Analysis
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