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The Size, Structure, and Development Strategy of the

Middle Class in China
LI Qiang WANG Hao

Abstract: This paper argues that the middle class is not the same thing as a
middle income group. We should analyze the size and structure of the middle
class from the dimensions of income, occupation, and education. Based on data
from the Chinese General Social Survey (CGSS) it was found in 2005, 2010,
and 2013 that the proportion of the middle-income group in China is relatively

large , but the proportion of the real middle class is still small. The middle class is
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more and more concentrated in urban areas and the eastern region. The social
structure gaps between urban and rural areas, and between the eastern, central,
and western regions continue to widen. The development of the middle class in
primary industries also encounters great obstacles. This paper argues that to
strengthen the middle class, it is necessary to increase income, restructure
industry and occupational structures, popularize education, promote the
development of the middle class in rural areas, central regions, and western
regions, and help migrant workers get into the middle class through the
upgrading of skills and the encouragement of independent management.

Keywords: middle class, middle income group,social structure

“ 2”6 ”

7, ( ,2015),
C )
. (2015)
25 95 . 2013
25%. ,
2 20 ( ) .

164 -



2007 . 89.1%.1

) . (Credit Suisse) 2015
{ 2015) 5 50
) , 1.09 ,
10.7%,2
( ,2016), s
, ( , 20163 ,
2016), N

( ,2010:157—165),

. ([1951]2006)
. ,2005
11.7%; ,
21.84% (¢ ” ,2008) . ( ,
20153) ’
2013 19.1%.
( ,2011.99)
( ,2001), , ,

1. “The Rise of the Middle Class in the People’s Republic of China”, *Asian Development

Bank Institute” Chttp://hdl. handle. net/11540/2043) , 2016 11 28

2. 2 2000 80. 7 ,

32%”, “Credit Suisse Research Institute” Chttps://www. credit-suisse. com/cn/sc/about-
us/press-release/pr-10132015. html) , 2016 11 28

+ 165 -



+ 2017 « 3

3
4
’ o
AY Y b
’ o
’ ’
) Y ’
N ( ,2007; R ,2000)
N ( ,2003; ,2006) ,
’ ’
o )
’ Y Y
o ’
o ’
b hY o
’ ~ b
( . ,2008) ,
“ )
“ ” s 50 % “ 2 s
50% 3 5 “ 1
s ,2012
46.02% ., . .
“ »
o ’ ’
3. :“ . 7, “ ”(http://
economy. caijing. com. cn/20161104/4195395. shtml) , 2016 11 28
1 s , . . ” “ »
(http: //www. dfdaily. com/html/63/2016/11/22/1383524. shtmD) , 2016 11 28
5. (2008)
2.5 3

+ 166 -



) 5074

”( « 7y
,2010  ,2013 ,
6. 2 s

house. qq. com/a/20151117/014417. htm) ,

,2015)

7 ( ISED ,
“ ”)’41
”),67

2016 11 28

40
66

(CGSS) 2005

”(http://news.

+ 167 -



+ 2017 « 3

2004  .2009 2012 .
¢
, (
1), 2004 41.58%,
, 2009 . 2012
46.02% ,
,2012 “ 18.89%, 27.13%
“ ”» R 1 \
(2012
27.13%), 1.7
. 1 , 2004 16. 28%, 2012
20. 86 %, 4,58 ,
2004 .2009  .2012 “
” 6.23%.9.01%.11.81%. 2012
7.44%,

+ 168 -



1: (%)
2004 2009 2012
2.11 2.22 3.01
17.19 13.16 18. 89
24. 39 20. 32 27.13
41.58 33. 48 46. 02
56. 31 64. 3 50. 97
2.94 4,39 4,89
16. 28 17.78 20. 86
80.78 77.83 74.25
(CGSS)2005 L2010 .2013
Y
b
’ N o
C
1. ,
’
o .
80%., . 1 ,2012
, 87.75%.,
91.18%, 2004 2012
. 3.56  2.39
° ’ o
b ’ b b
’ o b b
’ ’ o
. .’
’ o

+ 169 -



« 2017 < 3

2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012

oG R s
w RA T

1: (%)’

) “ 7y . 2
, “ 8 2004
48.91% ,
. . 2009 ,
. 2012 53.54%, )

o

2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012
B i
w JLARER o )RR

2: (%)

7.4 » 3 s

. 170 -



s o 2004

2012 0.38 ,
(4.63 )%
2 o
3.
b b b
o 2 b ’
1. 45 ,2012 21.20% ;
0.55 ,2012 6.06%.
’ o
2 b b
\ 2004 ,2012
°
o ’ ’
. ’
. 2 ,2004 2012,
b b
. ,2012
24.69%, 2.05%,
o ’
2. (%)
2004 2012 2004 2012
0.55 0. 44 3.63 4. 60
5.51 6. 06 28.57 26. 82
14. 24 15. 14 34. 27 34.53
19.75 21. 20 62. 84 61.35
79.70 78.35 33.53 34.05
0. 81 1.01 5.21 8.32
3.53 3.93 29. 96 35.74
95. 66 95. 06 64. 83 55.94

« 171 -



* 2017 « 3

C
1. ,
o 3 b ’
50%. 2012 65.77%,
55.33%., 2004 2012
, 15.49  14.12 ,
10.95  9.61 , 8. 40
8.37 . ’
100
90 2301 2254 el 25.50 1925 1713
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10
0
2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012
WA R Bk e
w RHR w PR e IR R
3: (%)
2 “ ”’ “ ”
4 , ,2012
53.87%, ;
, 2004 ,2012 6.14  3.19
3.
10 ,

. 172



o 3 ,2012

33.37%., . 7.96%
11.31%., 2004 2012 5.17  2.53
. 60%, 2004
2012 . .
3. (%)

2004 2012 |2004 2012 |2004 2012 |2004 2012

24.41 |33.37 [13.13 | 7.96 |13.83 |11.31 |11.52 |12.52
25.25 [32.33 |22.28 |22.78 |24.55 |21.42 |27.14 |30.62
49.66 |65.70 [35.41 |30.74 |38.38 [32.73 |38.65 |43.14
45.70 |28.46 [63.61 |68.34 |61.13 [65.69 |60.70 |55.24

19.11 [33.64 |14.11 [12.08 |14.51 |13.67 [17.98 |19.24
77.52 |57.76 |82.96 |85.17 |83.35 |83.39 |78.07 |77.33

90 3575 23451734 1731 2353 17.83 2034 26.63 26.66 29 92
80 7212 42.08 5387
70 :
60
50
40
30
20
10
0
2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012
RFRHX HER X PEARHX FRAcHX
s HAN B o TP R
4: (%)
b b b
,2012
30%, N ,
2004 , 2004 N

8.90%.7.40%

. 173 -



« 2017 < 3

6.98% . 2004 2012 .
. ,2012
25.79%,

60% . 5
.2012  .64.69% .
s 75.81%., y N

o ’ b

2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012
oA Bt
= el BN S

S: (%)

N o ’

(18.14%), (14.13%), .
(8.69%), (3.76 )
(3. 64 ). (2.71 )
(20.77%) (17.30%), .
(13.54 %), (3.18

174 -



(2.22 ) , .

6 b Al
2012 50.44%  63.94%, “ 7 o
N , 2004 2012
12.04  8.90 o s N

,2012 3.19%,
2004 2012 0.10 .

I2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012 2004 2009 2012
=k E | =k
w AR o TP R
6: (%)

0.25 o s N
o 2004 2012 ,

« 175 -



+ 2017 « 3

o b ’
’ b b
b
N ’ o
4: (%)
2004 2012 2004 2012 2004 2012
0.27 0. 30 2.95 8.03 4,42 6. 65
2.81 2.94 24.76 33.85 34. 39 36.63
10. 95 9.75 39.76 34.76 34. 35 34.16
13.76 12.69 64.51 68. 61 68.73 70. 80
85. 97 87.01 32.53 23. 36 26. 85 22.55
0. 04 0.10 0.98 7.70 8.23 10. 71
0.59 0. 34 20.73 30.59 35.37 45. 96
99. 37 99. 57 78.29 61.70 56. 39 43,33
b
, . .
2015) ,2014 .
29.5%.29.9%  40. 6%,
4.8% .47.1% 48.1%. (2015 )
, 2015 50. 5%,
50%, , ,
b ’
. A
, 2000 2012,
. 2000 11.2% 2010 9.8%,
b
. , (
2015b) , ,
““ ”
’ o
58.2% ,

« 176 -



177



+ 2017 « 3

’
N ’
b A
o
N ’
o
’ ’ ’
o N
o ’
o
’
b ’
o
b b
’
( ,2016)
b b
~
b A
’
’ N
o b
’
b
b b
b b
’
o
b b

178 -



b b A}
(References)
7 . 2008. 2000—2005
[yl (2):39—145.
. 2016. [l (6):68—70.
. 2003. [yl. (6):25—32.
. 2016. [yl (6):71—172.
. 2016. [yl (6):73—73.
. 2015, (1l (1):29—47.
. 2000. (1. (1):52—
61.
. 2008. 0. 28(2):1—18.
. 2015. — 20062013
[Jl. (1) :45—65.
. 2001. [yl (2):17—20.
. 2010. : [M].
. 2011. [M]. : .
. 2015a, 1/5, [yl ( )(8):7—8.
. 2015b. [yl (2):23—33.
. 2016. — (1l
(8):4—11.
. 2007. [yl. (6):1—14.
. 2006. [yl (4):76—88.
. [195172006. [M]. ,

« 179 -



