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The Neighborhood Effect of Adolescent Development in Chinese Cities and Towns
................................................................................................ Sun Lunxuan( 31)

Abstract: The characteristics of residential areas could have important influences on adolescents” life
attitude and social behavior. However regarding whether these influences exist and their functioning
mechanisms behind there still lack examination and presentation from Chinese data. Based on the data
from “China Education Panel Survey( 2013 —2014) " this study has found the neighborhood effect of
different types of community on adolescent development: the unit community has higher level of collective
socialization than neighborhood community; the commercial residential community has higher level of
social control than neighborhood community. These could lead to the differences in self-educational
expectation and peers” progress level among adolescents and consequently influence the development of
cognitive ability. These findings reveal the attribute of community situation in adolescent education. They
have significant theoretical and realistic implications for understanding and promoting the comprehensive
development of Chinese adolescents in the transformation period.

Keywords: Adolescent Development Neighborhood Effect Social Control —Collective Socialization

The Impacts of Migrating Parents on Academic Performance of the Rural Left-behind Children
......................................................................................................... Xu Qi( 39)

Abstract: On the basis of summarizing the related studies at home and abroad this paper suggests six
mechanisms for impacts of migrating parents on childrens academic performance. Combining with
traditional gender division of “the man goes out to work while the woman looks after the house” this
paper further explores the gender differences in these six mechanisms. Through deep analysis of baseline
survey data from “China Education Panel Study( 2013 —2014) ” we find that only mother’s migration
alone has significant negative influence on rural left-behind children’s academic performance. It is mainly
because that mother play more important role in childrearing than father in rural family. If father and
mother migrate simultaneously the children also suffer from the negative influence of mother’s migration

but the timely participation from grandparents could partly make up for the lack of mother’s rearing role.
In conclusion we should strengthen fathers responsibility in child rearing and improve the balance of
family education in both genders. This has important implication for promoting the quality of child rearing
in rural family. In addition if the parents are out for work we should affirm the grandparents” caring
function for their grandchildren.

Keywords: Left-behind Children Academic Performance Influencing Mechanism Gender Differences
Cross—generational Rearing

The Family Intergenerational Transmission of Folk Beliefs in Marriage Convenance
------------------------------------------------------------------------------ Que Xiangcai & Lu Shaomei (52)

Abstract: Using the survey data collected in rural areas of Fujian and drawing support from multiple linear
regression model this study examines the family intergenerational transmission of folk beliefs in rite of
marriage in rural areas. The examination is conducted from three perspectives namely the belief
knowledge the belief faith and ritual participation. According to the results there exists the effect of
intergenerational transmission of folk beliefs in marriage convenance; the parents” folk beliefs in marriage
convenance could positively influence their children significantly. Regarding the belief knowledge and belief
faith in marriage convenance they are more influenced by parent—child relationship children’s attitude of
mate selection and occupation. Comparing with them the intergenerational transmission effect of ritual
participation is more significant. The childrens educational level has no significant influence on
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