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extent echo the discourse of sustainable agriculture they tend to appear as a subculture. The primary
goal for participants of these networks lies in maintaining a lifestyle or an identity that is different from
the mainstream rather than engaging in macroevel social problems. We explain this situation by

analyzing the external commercial environment of the networks and their internal organizational structure.

A

Differential Power Circle Structure and the Consequence of Pseudo-Collectivism
Comparative Analysis between Two Land Expropriation and Demolition Cases in Village S

........................................................................ Shen Yi & Liu Junya 95

Abstract: The paper selects two street reconstruction and land expropriation projects in S village of Y
city in the same period. It compares and analyzes the failure of X street reconstruction project and the
success of land expropriation for western high school project which was both mobilized by collectivism
and personal relationship. The X Street reconstruction project was self-organized by the villagers. lIts
failure proves that it” s hard to put the collectivism in practice which means the individualism of the
family is often unwilling to sacrifice the interests for the large collectivism of villages. The government
directed the land acquisition for the western high school project. The local government suppressed the
conflict effectively and completed the land acquisition successfully which shows sizeable collective
priority or some appearances of collectivism. In China the priority of the massive collectivism to
individualism embedded in the differential power circle structure is not based on the village familial
Confucian ethics in the spontaneity of identity but mostly based on the state administrative power

integration in compulsion so-called Pseudo-collectivism.

Social Memory Identity Reshaping and Survival Strategy——A Qualitative Study of
Laid-off Workers in Resource-exhausted City — ++---- Liu Shiyao & Chen Guangjin 117

Abstract: In the process of restructuring state-owned enterprises in resource-exhausted cities the
implementation of policies such as diversion buyout and bankruptcy has made the identity of laid-off
workers undergo a tremendous transformation and reconstruction. The experiences events and emotions
provided by social memory have formed the basis for the reconstruction of identity. And identity is not
just cognitive construction. It acts as a source of action meaning for actors and directly affects their
further action strategies. This study finds that laid-off workers have constructed three different types of
identity the “big brother” the bottom of the society and “fighters embracing the market economic”
based on two types of social memory “nostalgia for work-unit in glorious times” and “dissatisfaction
with work-unit in decline times”. Under these three identities laid-off workers have formed three
different survival strategies: subsistence survival strategy dependency survival strategy  and

development survival strategy.

Patrilocality and Subjective Well Being of Female Youth
......................................................... Zhang Xinhui & Li Jianxin 139

Abstract: Based on traditional patrilocal culture and practical requires a high percentage of young
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couples live with husbands’ parents in contemporary China. However opinions differ on whether this
living arrangement is subjectively beneficial to the daughters-indaw. Using data from the China Family
Panel Studies 2010 we analyze the effects of patrilocality on the subjective well-being of the young
wives. We apply the IV-ordered probit model to correct for the endogeneity of living arrangement. Our
results indicate that daughters-indaw co—residing with their parents-indaw are happier than their
counterparts. Further comparisons show that both patrilocality and matrilocality are beneficial for young
wives’ subjective well-being while the latter is better. It indicates that young wives with full-time job

living with more than one under42 child and rural young wives are significantly benefiting from the
patrilocal coresidence. Multi—generational coresidence is not only imperative for parental generation it
may also have positive effects for filial generation including daughters-indaw. More gender-equal

intergenerational coresidence mode should be promoted in the future.

Family Background Occupational Mobility and Marriage Matching -+ Li Jiaxing 160

Abstract: The analysis of the marriage patterns of intergenerational migrants could be an essential
indicator to predict their future status attainment and a key to understand the influences of family
background on the marriage-matching. This paper verifies the mobility effect in occupational marriage
matching with the Chinese General Social Survey 2006. The results indicate that the privileged family
background could help downward mobile attain an excellent marital match and make up for the status loss
caused by downward mobility. Thus they have more chance of homogamy even hypergamy. While those
upward mobile find it challenging to achieve a good match the disadvantaged family background could
block the full integration on the completed status. When comparing the marital chance between
hypergamy and homogamy the upward mobile is more likely to attain homogamy. According to the
analysis of the mechanism the lifestyleelated variables significantly reduce the influence of family
background which means the match of lifestyle and culture similarity is vital for the mating pattern of
intergenerational mobiles. The mating pattern of mobile brings the multi-dimensional nature of

i

“matching door” to the fore; this hidden view of “matching door” will probably enhance the social

inequality.

Does the Populating Aging Promote the Industrial Structure Upgrading in China? An
Empirical Analysis Based on Inter-Provincial and Threshold Characteristics
................................................... Wang Xiyuan & Yang Xianming 181

Abstract: The upgrading of industrial structure is not only the change of industrial structure but also the
process of structural transformation from traditional industries with low productivity to new sectors with
high productivity. This paper explores the impacts of population ageing on the upgrading of industrial
structure. Based on the interprovincial panel data of China from 2009 to 2017 this paper uses a fixed—
effect model and non-inear panel threshold model to conduct the empirical analysis. It points out the
inherent logic defects of the mainstream view of “industrial structure upgrading” characterized by
“industrial structure servitization” in the research of ageing population effect. It also draws the following
conclusions : (1) Different from the general outcome of the existing investigation the ageing population
is not conducive to the upgrading of industrial structure which calls more study on this issue; (2) The

results of threshold regression shows that the improvement of human capital level the perfection of
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