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( Brubaker & Cooper,

2000; Brubaker, 2004: 28— 63) “identity”  “ identificaion”
(Jenkins, 2008: 14— 15)
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“ ” (‘identity) ( Jenkins, 2008: 9)
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. (Robert Suro) ,

« ” (' Suro, 1998: 71; , 2007: 358) ; s
(Kim & Hurh, 1984: 18) “ ”
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C )
2002) «
(Massey, 1993),
, 2001; , 2002; , 2005) ,
, 1997; , 2003; , 2004; , 2005),
(20
; /

?

” ( Appadurai,
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(Jackman & Jackman, 1973: 569; ,2001)
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9 2 2
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0, , ( overidentified) ; 0,
, (just— identified) ; 0,
, (underidentified) ( , 2007)
, 0(10x (10+ 1)/2- 29= 26),
) , F1  F2 4 3
, ¢ 7 ( )
2007: 270) ,

(—) B E

, (CMIN) p 0. 05,
AGFI - (TLI) 0.9,
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B
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, ( , 2004: 229) 1
\ F2 (t= = 1.091, p> 0. 05),
(t= = 1.395, p> 0.05), F1
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0.05), \
) B} (MI,
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Seizing the Initiative in Economic Growth: A theoretical hypothesis and case
study of the Chinese local governments’ strategies responding to the
reformation of market economy ... ... Cao Zhenghan & Shi Jinchuan 1

Abstract: Based on case studies and logical analysis, this article provides observations on
a feature in the strategic behaviors of the Chinese local governments since the 1980. It
argues that when the local governments make deciions on the development strategy, they
strive to seize the intiative to develop the local economy. A represertation of this feature
is the strategic conversion in the development pattern taken by the local goverrments
during the year 1992 and 2000, which were their responses to the maiket reformation
policy of the central govemment. Instead of running enterprises, the local govermments
turned ther attention to the overall administrative areas which they started to operate as an
erterprise. Correspondingly, their means of contwolling the local economy turned from

“seizing the property rights of companies” to “ seizing the rights of exploitable land” .

Fmpowerment, Interaction and Identity: Suburban farmers’ urbanization
urder the perspective of role theory .. .cooovevniniiiinn Mao Dan 28

Abstract: To employ the concept of wle to analyze farmers wbanization, especially that
of suburban ones, is an excellent proposal, but it might not be used to accuse them of
incapability of taking up new roles. The pespective of role mplies as follows: first of all,
complete social status, explicit role expectation, favorable interaction context and smooth
shift between old and new roles, are prerequisites and conditions for successful famers

urbanization; secondly, the major bamiers of famers urbanizatbn, however, are their
three constraints, that is, inefficient empowermert, defect status, disable interaction
between old and new roles, unique identity strategies of famers; thirdly, these problems
suggest that current policy wih immediate impact on farmers wbanization remain a huge

question.

Structural Equation Model of the Social Identifications of the New Urban

243



Abstract: According to Huntington’ s categorization pattem of social identities, this paper
uses SEM to explore relations among social identfications of the immigraris, namely
culture identification, region identification, group identification, SES identification and
career identification. The new uiban immigrants’ survey data shows out that the
consistency and diversity coexist within immigrants’ identifications: career identification
plays a positive wle on SES identification and native identification the same to SES
identification on region idertification, region identification on culture identification and
native identification, and native identification on culture identification, while career
identification doesn’ t remarkably affect culture identification and region identification, nor
SES identification on group identification and cultural identification; and residing plan has
a positive correlation with local festival adoption and children developing expectation.

Occupational Gender Segregation and Gender Wage Gap in Urban China
.......................................... Wu Yuxiao & Wu Xiaogang 88

Abstract: Using data from 2003 Chinese General Survey and the occupation information
extracted from the micro data of 2000 Census, this paper investigates the effect of
occupational gender segregation on gender wage gap in uiban China and how the effect
varies with different sectors. It finds out that, in state sector, occupational gender
segregation has signficant effects on income individuals n an occupation with higher
percentage of females earn lower wages. Moreover, occupational gender segregation
explains abou 50 percent of the observed gender wage gap in this sector. While in market
sector, this link is not valid: neiher does gender segregation influence wages, nor does it
contribute to the gender wage gap. It is human capital that explains the gender wage gap
in matket sector. The findings of this paper uncover the different mechanisms of gender
stratification acwoss sectors in urban China and shed new lights on the theoretical debates

upon marketization and gender inequality in transitional China.

Interpersonal Trust and Social Interaction between People of Different Regions
QIZES  eee teeee ceeenn teeeee teeee ceeeae teeaee tanaaaaee aeaas Zhang Yunwu 112

Abstract: This study invesigates interpersonal trust and the relevance between it and
social interaction among people of different region sizes. The study finds: 1) In China,
interpersonal trust among people mn differert region sizes did not show signficant
differences, but in some regbns more or less the same. Meamwhile, the degree of trust &
between “ average” and “ very” . 2) Trust in all people in contact correlates orientation of
social interactbn and social networks. That is, the higher trust in people one has, the
weaker selective and surface orientation of social interacton § he has, and the more social
netwotks ¢ he has. Based on the characteristics of regions, the study explains the findings
whilst pointing out the limiations of Western theories when applied to China.
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