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The Influence of Higher Education on Youth’s First Marriage and its Gender Difference
------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ Song Jian & Fan Wenting( 1)

Abstract; Based on the data from the third phase of “Chinese Women’s Social Status Survey” conducted
in 2010 this article tries to study the effect of higher education on Chinese youth’s first marriage and its
gender difference. According to the findings the youth who have received higher education are more
likely to be unmarried; their age at first marriage would be more late. Regarding the effect of higher
education on young people’s marriage possibility there exists significant gender difference; but there is no
significant gender difference in its effect on the youth’s age at first marriage. For young women over 30
years old receiving higher education is not beneficial to enter into marriage. Hence this could verify the
hypothesis put forward in this article which is called “older women” marriage squeeze under the blended
marriage pattern”. We argue that the higher education could not only produce direct influence on Chinese
young women’s marriage possibility but also produce indirect influence through marriage market and
social gender concept.

Keywords: Higher Education First Marriage Gender Difference Older Women Marriage Squeeze

Rural Disabled Males” Marriage Opportunity and Marriage Strategy under Marriage Squeeze
............................................................................................................ Liu Lige(9)

Abstract. Using the data from “Individual Survey in Hundreds of Villages” this article tries to compare
and analyze the rural disabled males” marriage opportunity and marriage strategy. According to the
findings for rural disabled males their marriage opportunity is not optimistic the duration of being single
would last longer. For married people the degree of “similar match” has been lowered. In order to
improve marriage opportunity the unmarried people are forced to lower their criteria in selecting spouse
and adopt such marriage strategies including marrying previously married females conducting uxorilocal
marriage and marrying disabled females. This study is helpful to realize the rural disabled males”
marriage dilemma from the perspective of marriage squeeze.

Keywords: Marriage Squeeze Rural Disabled Males Marriage Opportunity Marriage Strategy

Contemporary Youth’s Internet Use and Social Trust --------- Zhao Xiaohang & Li Jianxing( 19)

Abstract: Based on the data from “2013 Chinese General Social Survey” this article explores the
relationship between internet use and level of social trust among contemporary youth from the perspective
of media contact. According to the study for the youth using internet as main source of information they
have lower level of social trust significantly than those using traditional media; the social intercourse and
specific values have buffering roles to the negative influence of internet use. With the increase in
frequency of friends gathering the negative influence of using internet as the main source of information
on youth’s level of social trust would be weakened; for the youth who are deeply influenced by traditional
culture and the youth who are the members of Chinese Communist Party using internet as the main source
of information has relatively weaker influence on their level of social trust.

Keywords: Internet New Media Media Use Trust

Time Accumulation User Behavior and Anonymous Community Capital
........................................................................... Cui Kai Liu Dehuan & YanXidi( 28)

Abstract: Different from internet community in real name the anonymous internet community couldnt
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