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The Change of Chinese Adolescents” Values ( 1987 —2015)
------------------------------------------------------ Shen Panyan Xin Yong Gao Jing & Feng Chun ( 1)

Abstract: Adopting “Rokech Values Survey” this study conducted the values survey to 1464 adolescents
in 2015 and made the comparative analysis with the investigation results in 1987 1998 2004.
According to the results regarding the adolescents” values the orientations of individualism and
actualization have been further strengthened the postmodern value orientation is obvious. From 1998 to
2004 the changing magnitude of terminal values was relatively small but it had extraordinary change in
2015 than the former three periods. During the four periods the change of instrumental values was a
gradual process. For the adolescents there were great changes in the ultimate goal they pursued in the
four periods but there were few changes in the means they pursued these goals. According to the new
emerging situation concerning the adolescents” values we should strengthen the education and guidance
towards them purposively.

Keywords: Values Adolescents Terminal Values Instrumental Values

The Status Identity of Being Excluded and Self-exclusion --------- Yu Miao & Tao Zhaoming( 11)

Abstract: In the domestic research tradition people often discuss the social exclusion faced by the
disabled group on the macrostructure level. However the level of individual experience is less concerned.
This study tries to focus on the experience of social exclusion faced by the physically impaired youth in
Shenzhen. The results suggest that the experience of social exclusion faced by the disabled youth coexists
with the experience of received social support. Analyzing social exclusion from the level of individual
experience could present the sufficient interaction between individual and society. The process of mutual
interaction could enrich the dynamic explanation of social exclusion towards the disabled people.
Meanwhile this research has presented the connotation of complex status identity including exclusion and
self-exclusion among the disabled youth and found that the formation of their status identity could come
from the interactions with different subjects and environments in micro-devel meso-evel and macrodevel.
The introduction of the concepts including subjective perspective and status identity could enrich the
theoretical explanation of the dynamics of social exclusion and provide new ideas for solving the disabled
group’s social welfare problem.

Keywords: The Disabled Youth Experience of Social Exclusion Subjective Perspective
Status Identity

The Study on Children’s Gender Structure Family’s Economic Restriction and the Floating
Population’s Fertility Intention ............................................................ Li Rongbin (23)

Abstract: For the floating population their fertility intention would be affected by both “children’s
gender structure” and “family’s economic restriction”. According to the findings the floating population
not only have clear “son preference” but also have the idea of “have both son and daughter”. The
fertility intention with same sex structure is higher than the fertility intention with different gender
structure. The limited family income has constrained the floating population’s continuous fertility
intention and the fertility intention to have son in gender structure is less than the fertility intention to
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