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The Exploration and Analysis of Formation Pathway for Chinese Style Childfree
--------------------------------------------------------------------------- Gao Yuchun & Ji Yingchun ( 1)

Abstract: Regarding the deep exploration of individuals “ motivation for choosing childfree lifestyle it
would be helpful to understand the population trend and the family changes in current China. Based on
the in-depth interviews with 46 childfree people this article has the following findings: pushed by the
reality of high competitive workplace and the culture of high demanding parenthood as well as influenced
by the idea of individualism of “living ones own life” the interviewees choose to have Chinese style of
childfree lifestyle. In particular two factors not only form structural push in public—private field but also
produce conflicting cultural expectations for work and family. One factor is the precious job model and its
infringement of private life the other factor is the idea of intensive parenting and worry about childrens
physical and mental health. When restricted by structural constraints the individuals would partly
withdraw from traditional family responsibility; when restricted by cultural constraints the interviewees
would reflect on the traditional idea of child-bearing finally turn to live for oneself and live for today
seek for the freedom and autonomy of personal life and regard individual wellbeing and self-actualization
as the basis of life meaning.

Keywords: Childfree Precarious Jobs Intensive Parenting Individualism

The Government$ Dialogue Response and Youths Non-Institutionalized Political Participation
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- Meng Liyan( 14)

Abstract: The former studies argue that the government’s dialogue response should promote the good
relationship between government and the public which could often cause positive results. Based on the
relevant survey data this article tries to analyze the impacts of governments dialogue response on youth$
non-institutionalized political participation. According to the findings the governments dialogue response
could directly reduce the youths non-institutionalized political participation it could also indirectly reduce
the youth s non-institutionalized political participation mainly by enhancing government trust; with the
increase in social media’s social function both direct and indirect impacts of government s dialogue
response on youth ‘s non-nstitutionalized political participation would further reduce; after controlling
government trust for the youth using social media in middle level the governments dialogue response has
no impact on their non-institutionalized political participation; for the youth using social media in higher
level it could even improve their non-nstitutionalized political participation. This study could prove the
non-positive results regarding government ‘s dialogue response which could provide thinking for the
relationship construction of “government-youth” in digital era.

Keywords: Governments Dialogue Response Nonnstitutionalized Political Participation Social Media
Social Function

The Social Relationships in the College Students”Running Group and Its Operation Mechanisms
------------------------------------------------------------------------------ Song Qingyu & Liu Neng( 24)

Abstract: For analyzing and studying the internal structure and interaction of interestrelated
organization it is of important realistic significance for understanding its development and social
consequences. Using the method of social network analysis this article tries to mine the chat data of a
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college students”running group in social media. According to the findings regarding communication and
interaction in WeChat group different members of this running group would present selectivity namely
they prefer to communicate and interact with similar individuals; the norm of reciprocity would influence
the interaction among running group members; the internal communication network would display the
characteristic of stronger de-stratification. This study is of important significance for understanding the
interest—related organization and promoting its development it%s also helpful to recognize the relationship
between informal organizations and technology.

Keywords: Exponential Random Graph Models  Social Network = Homogeneity = Reciprocity
De-Stratification

The Study of Rural Floating Populations Gender Preference for Their Accompanying Children
.................................................................. Han Jungiang & Yuan Chengyang( 37)

Abstract: Based on the relevant data from “China Migrants Dynamic Survey” in 2018 this article tries to
explore the impact of rural floating population ~ children gender on their decision-making regarding
accompanying migration. According to the findings regarding the rural floating population s decision—
making on accompanying migration there exists the phenomenon of “preference of boys to girls”; for the
boys the probability of migrating with parents is higher than girls. Influenced by the family resource
constraint the family with lower income level and more minor children or children of school age etc.
the preference of “preference of boys to girls” is more prominent in decision-making on accompanying
migration. The lower the educational level the more traditional the gender concept in outflow areas the
more obvious the “preference of boys to girls” in the decision-making on children ‘s accompanying
migration. This study provides empirical evidence to reveal the phenomenon of gender inequality in the
decision-making on childrens accompanying migration among rural floating population and explains the
generation mechanism from the perspectives of family resource constraint and traditional gender concept.
Keywords: Rural Floating Population = Accompanying Children Gender Preference Preference of Boys
to Girls Resource Constraint

Left-Behind Experience Deviant Peer Affiliation and the Minor” Violent Crime
------------------------------------------------------ Sun Weihong Chen Gaoran & Wang Yantao( 50)

Abstract: Based on the relevant data from “The Survey of Recidivism” conducted by Ministry of Justice
of the People s Republic of China this article tries to explore the impacts of left-hehind experience
deviant peer affiliation on the minors”violent crime. According to the findings the left-behind experience
has direct relationship with the minors”violent crime significantly; due to the absence the parents lack
effective surveillance for their children they couldn ‘t timely intervene with their children ‘s deviant
behaviors hence the childrens attachment to their parents would reduce and even collapse and increase
crime risk directly; the lack of parents”surveillance could exacerbate deviant peer affiliation lead to the
minors” “crime effect” namely the left-behind experience could indirectly impact the minors” violent crime
through deviant peer affiliation. In the process of preventing and controlling the minors”violent crime we
should attach importance to the parents ” surveillance and instruction role help the minors to establish
correct values build up good social networks and hence reduce the minors’risk of implementing crime.
Keywords: Left-Behind Experience Delinquent Peer Affiliation Minors Violent Crime

The Study of Minor Victims Traumatic Experiences ------ Shen Ji Zhang Qiuxue & Li Han( 60)

Abstract: In China the protection of minor victims is one of the important contents in the protection of
minors. The country provides adequate institutional guarantee for minor victims but in real-world
situation the minor victims also face some “unspeakable” pains. Based on the participatory observation
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