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marginal tendency of survival consumption among the farmers workers and old middle
class is relatively high. By contrast the marginal survival consumption tendency among
the new middle class is relatively low while the marginal developmental consumption
tendency is rather high. Thus the topdevel design for China’ s supply side structural
reform should focus on the famers workers and old middle class for survival consumption

and the new middle class and the proprietor class for developmental consumption.
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Abstract: In the mid4930s Wu Wenzao combined human ecology and ethnography to
create an influential methodology of the “community study”. In this article the author
reconsiders Wu's synthesis. As Wu emphasizes rural communities are “life worlds”in
the broad sense of the term. They are sites where the relationships between persons

persons and things and persons and divinities( sometimes overlapping with persons and
things) co-exist. These sites are parts of the larger regional and civilizations whole but
they themselves are also wholes being places where old and new traditions come to be
re-engaged in the local life. This is the very essence of the “little tradition”. Wu rightly
defined the community as a world of material ( ecological) social and “spiritual ”
existence. However being a social-centric sociologist he did not allow an adequate
space for the understanding of the material and “spiritual ”aspects of the “life world”of
the community. In this methodological critique the author reflects on the existing

theories of the “little”and “great ”traditions.
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Abstract: Education is a lasting process. Academic performance in primary education
plays a crucial role in obtaining further educational opportunities. Thus it is necessary
to examine how family background affects children’s academic achievement at an early
stage. Through statistical analysis of data from the Chinese Family Panel Study in 2010
( CFPS2010)  this paper proposes two pathways through which family influences
childrens academic performance. Firstly parents compete for high quality education
opportunities for their children. Better educational opportunities lead to better academic
performance. Secondly parenting behavior and educational support for their children

could cultivate children’s learning habits and affect academic performance. We also find
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urban students” academic performance are more heavily affected by their families”
socioeconomic status and the students” effort compared with rural students. These
findings bear important implications for how to reduce the class difference in students”

academic performance and promote educational equity in contemporary China.
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Abstract: The phenomenon of parentelier embodies the structural tension and
intergenerational ambivalence in transitional Chinese families. Two kinds of parent—relier
families in shanghai are compared including the attitudes response strategy to parent—
relier and the impact on the intergenerational relationship. In order to discuss coexistence
of conventionality and modernity in today’s Chinese family life the interaction and
tension among the pursuits for materials values and affective are analyzed. The findings
of this research suggest that the reflexive change in urban families has not resulted in the
familial individualization. On the contrary the ethic of the intergenerational
responsibility has been reconfigured in the individual reflexivity and negotiated
practices. The emotional structure of “parent—child integration”is strengthened in the
transitional society ~ which contributes to the strong cultural resilience of the

intergenerational cooperation tradition.
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Liang Shuming’s early discussion on the path of Chinese culture «-+------

............................................................... Wei Wenyi 169

Abstract: Modern China was faced with a double crisis: the collapse of social structure
and a mental confusion. The traditional gentry who played a role in social integration
and moral cultivation gradually declined. However intellectuals who tended to promote
social change took vigorous and constructive action in a positive spirit. In the context of
these crises Liang Shuming systematically constructed the philosophy of life. The
attitude put forth was “resoluteness” which integrated the theory of human nature and
historical reality and responded to the controversy over Western and Eastern cultures.
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