2001

Abdract : The author tries to divide the rural migration into two categories—the firsd genr
eration and the second one in termsdf their different age ,education level and agriculturad expe
rience. Then he discusses the irfluences of these variables on the differences of socid identities
of the second generation of rural migration from the firg one and the irfluences o the differenc
eson their future scid pogtions and behaviorsin rurd and urban areas. The mriciugon of the
essay isthat the socid identities of the second rural migration tend ¢ ixeocrie nore and nore
inddfinite than the ones of the fird generation of rurd migration. S it is a9 nore difficult to
come back to live in the rurd areas for the secord generation of rural migration than the firg

one infuture. Thisis a big challenge to the ociad gahility in China.
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