(Martin K. Whyte)

2

1978
, 2004
1978 ,30
10% , ’
,1978
, 1978

* ( 9 8-9 )
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2004 )
10 , )
“ " 1993 8700 ,
2005 ’70G% ,
(Tanner ,2006 ; Chung €t a. ,2006)
2004 ,
“ " ( Xinhua News Bulletin ,2004) 2006
M ,2004 ,
0.53 , 1984 0. 26 1 , "
( ,2006 :376) ,
“ " (ocid volcamo)
" ( The Economist ,2006) ; “
1978 , 0.24

;2002 , 0.45, )
( Khan & Riskin, 2005)
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” w

" (pitchfork anger) ( Time Asia ,2006)

" (Internationa Sid Judice Roject ISP ¢ ”
, 1991 1996
, 1991
( Kuegd e d. ,1995;Man & Kluegd ,2000) 2004

—_— (atid
probakility sanpling, Landry & Shen ,2005)

, (Landry & Shen,2005)

2001 , 45 %
(GPS) :
(probability proportiona to population sze) ,
(Martin K. Whyte) : (Albert Park) (
)., (Ferre Landry) ( ). (
[Inine] ), (Jieming Chen) ( [ Kingsiille]
) ( )
( )

, (Smith Richardson) ,
(Weatherhead) (Invine)
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(sanpling weight)
18 70
3267

2004

()

(71.7 %,

(locd)
39.6% 31.8%(

(over-sanpling)

lA “

70 %,
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— , 1/3
1A (%)
N
1.4 4.4 2.5 31.6 40.1 3254
1.6 8.9 49.9 27.1 12.5 2107
1.9 10.2 56.1 26.6 5.2 3264
1B (%
43.2 30.7 26.1 3266
6.9 32.1 61.1 3265
1C (%)
N
, 3.8 15.3 20.9 34.3 25.8 3258
3.8 15.0 30.2 37.3 13.6 3263
2.9 12.5 33.5 36.4 14.8 3262
5.3 18.6 48.2 21.4 6.5 3255
5
? )
) ( 1B) )
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, 26.1%

5 )
;o S : ; "
( 10) , 60 %
' 5
1C
", 50 % ( "37.3 %" "13.6 %) ,
18. 8 %ot " 3.8 %" "15.0 %)
, 51 %
, ) 28 %
( 10) :
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(merit- based) ),
), 2A 2B
2A (%
N

2.2 4.5 32 43.5 17.8 3265 1

9.1 18.1 45.9 21.7 5.2 3265 6

8.4 19.6 40.8 22.6 8.6 3261 4

3.2 7.2 35.6 43.9 10.1 3257 3

7.2 18.8 52.8 16.9 4.3 3261 7

4.3 15.2 53.1 22.3 5.2 3261 5

54 11.8 61.8 16.1 4.9 3258 8

3 8.6 A 37.8 16.6 3239 2

2B (%)
N

1.8 3.8 25 46.3 23.2 3265 1

7 13.4 40.5 29.8 9.3 3264 6

13.3 26.7 42.6 12.8 4.6 3259 8

1.5 57 31.1 49.5 12.3 3261 2
1.4 6.3 32.3 41 19 3261 4

1.9 8.5 44.4 34.9 10.4 3262 5

3.6 14.4 56 19.5 6.5 3258 7

2.3 6.2 30.9 39.5 21.1 3240 3
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(socid injudice)

(individual merit)

]-A 1
(locd inequdlity)

1/4
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() :
2004 , 20 90
“ ” (Kluegd e d. ,1995; Maon &
Kluegel ,2000) * " : 1991
(
[ ]
) , 1996 (
) :
1991 1996 , 1996
1991 )
: 1996
1991 , 1991
, : 3 1 2
1 2
3 «
?
3A (%)
, (71. 7 %)
, ) 1991
1996 ,
95 % ,
, 1991 : )
(62.5%) ( 3A)
3A (%)

2004| 1996 199 1996 | 1996 | 1996 | 1991 [ 1991 | 1991 | 1991 | 1991

71.7] 86.3 9.6 94.9 | 78.6|72.1|69.7|65.2| 75 |70.8| 72.6
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3B (%)

5 26.1| 47.9 75.1 77.4 [n.a. | 79.6(74.5169.0(58.0]43.1| 37.2
5 61.1| 41.5 32.4 42.3 |n.a |45.1(57.9]129.1]|34.5|46.3( 36.7
3B ;
5
(26.1%vs 29.1- 57.9%) ;
(61.1%vs 29.1- 57.9%) , ,
) , 20
0 IT , 1991
2004
3 , -
4 4
L 5
, 4A 4B
“ ” “ ” (%)
(merit-based) ,
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4A (%)

2004| 199 199% 1996 |1996{1996] 199119911991 | 1991 | 1991

61.3] 28.0 26.7 39.5 |33.5(17.6134.8(35.2132.8({30.1|25.7

26.9] 28.4 38.7 30.2 |21.6[{26.9[320]15.2|122.1(23.0{24.6

31.2] 74.0 43.1 69.3 |60.0{31.3[75.3|41.7]|33.4/40.3[{63.1

54.0{ 39.1 35.6 35.4 143.2(15.8142.8(47.8|34.9(35.8]62.0

21.2| 40.8 23.0 23.4 (13.0139.3|11.1|36.4|31.5(36.1]22.8

27.5| 61.2 76.6 56.4 136.1159.2146.4]33.4136.0{41.1({23.1

21.0] 72.6 88.0 73.6 [31.9|58.2(65.2]144.9]148.1|32.0]36.2

4B (%)

2004| 199 199% 1996 [ 199619961991 1991|1991 | 1991 ] 1991

69.5( 48.3 A1 53.1 [59.4|49.4]{46 |59.7]53.9/64.2]65.1

39.1] 40.5 60.5 42.4 139.0(42.9137.4(24.6133.9{41.0|57.5

17.4] 74.1 82.4 75.7 |71.6139.1162.4]142.9]135.5/34.0]27.8

61.8] 38.1 48.9 37.3 |50.9[56.6|32.0[66.2)60.2|57.6]|48.4

60.0 84.1 89.3 83.5 |78.8(84.6|72.7(75.0|76.3[{75.1]|49.3

45.3| 55.3 82.3 75.2 [56.4|80.4|55.8|62.5|64.7(68.1|54.4

26.0] 72.7 77.5 61.6 |56.2[47.5]52.2139.4144.5|25.1{53.0

,61.3%

, 17276 % 39.5% ; , 17.4%
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) 39.1% 82.4% “ ”

E— “ ” , 60%
, , 72.7% 89.3%
(
)1
( ),
3 4 , ,
(26 2-7 ),

(meteria success) ,

()
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,21.2%

LI T

(factor andyss) ,

2009.1

"),

, 1
,31.8%
,26.1 %
27.9%
26 %
, 4
1 2
) 5 ( “
, “ " (Excesdve Inequality)
, 1C 4
(factor soore)
: “ " (Harnful Inequality)
2A 2B )

“ " [Urfar Inequaity])

, (
» [Merit-based Inequdity])

1B

a=0.77

a =0.74
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4 « o

” ou [T ”

L3t &

.25 1

14 39" 1

10" 8" 20" 1

© *p<0.01; **p<0.001( )

, (Kuegd &
Snith ,1986)
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()
12 / 4
“ "

) 8 : (un-/semi-

skilled workers) (skilled workers) (sdif-employed ,
) (routine non-mannual workers)

(profesdonal’s) / (mangers/cadres) { urban

employed) , “ " )
/
()
( =1, ( 100) , ,

( =1, =0), ( =1, =0) ,2003

, ( =1, ( =1,

( )
1
12
" (log generation) ,
U
" (access to undfficid irformetion) , 7
“1= v otg4= 7
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(Skinner ,2005) , 3

( )
8
( 0),
200 ( 7)
( ,2004) ,
, 3.61
9.67( 10)
()
( ,Kluegd |
0 7
23 0 10
23 2002 s 2
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1988 ; Kreidl ,2000) :
, (1)

( 1) - " ( 5);(2)
) 3 ,

“ ”

" (bad experience)
L 5

“ ”ou "o ”

beta (gandardized
regresson codficients) ,
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r beta r beta r beta r beta
J1271- 0117 - 197 477 - 187 - L1177 - .06 - .04
.04 [-.077]-.03 |-.07"|-.02 [-.04 [-.01 | -.03
.08 .o [ .01 |-.05 .01 |-.01 |-.01 | -.02
.1271- .127]- .06™"|- .08""[- .01 [-.01 |-.05"| - .03
L0577 - .01 .0971- .02 .07""1-.03 .06"" .01
L0771 .04 | 117 .01 04" [-.03 [ .02 | -.00
/ .05""| omitted| .09""] omitted| .07 "] omitted| .03 | omitted
.04 |-.01 [ .08 .00 L0971 .04 | .04 .00
.01 [-.00 | .03 |-.02 .03 [-.02 ]| .00 | -.05"
.07 .02 [ .o77]-.00 .0071 .03 | .01 | -.04
0771 .03 | .03 |-.04 .06™ .01 | .03 | -.01
/ .02 [-.00 |-.00 |-.04 .01 [-.03 ] .00 | -.04
(=1 .047]-.02 [-.01 .01 .01 .03 [-.01 .02
.00 [-.06 | .02 .14 |- .01 .24 |- .03 .20
/100 .00 .07 | .02 [-.07 |-.01 |-.18 [-.03 [ -.20
2147 157 1571 2157 L1671 .09 .11 .06
( =1) .00 .00 [- .00 .01 |-.05"|-.04 |-.01 [ -.00
(=1 T P Yo~ Tl Y0 .06 .00 | .07 .02
.081 .03 .08""1- .02 .10""1 .03 L0971 - .02
.0771 .03 |-.02 |-.07"]-.00 |-.03 | .03 .01
1271 .06 .1077]- .00 1271 .03 | o1 | -.04
.00 [-.097 .07""]-.03 2171 .03 [ L1471 L1077
.07 "] omitted| .01 |omitted| .03 [omitted| .01 |Omitted
.13 137 o771 117 .05 .02 | 06Tl .03
.08 .01 [-.112"] .097|-.11"7-.04 |-.1071 - .08
21071 .057]-.23""-.15""]- .197"]- .097[- .10 - .04
.02 .01 | .07 09| .04"|-.02 [-.01 | -.06"
5 .02 .01 [-.13"-.07""]- 10" - .07 097 .07""
.067-.09"[-.05""]-.03 |-.04"[-.05"] .11 .05°
.01 .04"] .03 .05"] .05™| .107[-.04" .02
R - squared .10 1 .08 .04
© *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001 ( ) beta

(Sandard Errors)
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2009.1



(intriguing puzzie)

( > :
(Kluegd & 9Qrith,1985) ,

, (p<0.05) ;

(Han ,2007)
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, “ " (Time Asia,
2006)
1 /
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" (ciaig serfdom) ,

(rowhere to go but up) ,

(procedurd injudice) ,
tive injudtice) ,

, (Berngein & Lu,2003:;0' Brien & Li ,2006)
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Gore and Periphery : A case gudy of the redructuring of rura AIDSpdtients
cid rdationshipsin eag part of Hubei province Xu Xiagun 64

Abdract: Taking the event of AIDS as a touchdone, the author ams to ingect the
changesdf ©cid relationships between the locd peasants and the rurd AIDS paients
whenfacing the AIDS. Through the andyss of the rupturing, redoring, creating of the
reationships, the author oconcludes that the rurd ocid rdationship sygem has
differentiated into a core-periphery dructure. The periphery of the cid reationship is
highly interes-orientated, mearwhile the counterpart of the core is highly enotion-
orientated.  With the dructurd snplifying process of rurd <ocid redionships, the
traditiond cid support network becomes weaker , which aggravates the risks of e rurel
life To adgpt to the market-oriented ociety in the future, a new organizad oca
relaionship sydem based on the intered-orientated needs to e built g to repiace the
traditiond socid support network.

Views of Chinex Jitizens on Current Inequalities
Martin King Whyte 96

Abgract : Are Chines citizens angry alout current inequdity patterns and trends ?Many
andyds contend that Chinese are increadndy angry about current inequdities, and that
d sadvantaged groups, and particuarly farmers, are the nog angry. Resuts of a 2004
national survey contradict this view. Mog Chinese citizens view current inequdities as
norefar than urfar , they are nore optimdic than citizens in many other nations about
the chancesfor ord nary individud sto inprove their living gandards, and in generd urban
regdents and the well educated are nore criticd of current inequdities than farmers and
other disadvantaged groups. Objective gatus characterigics and Gni inequdity datidics
are poor predictors of Chinese popular attitudes toward current inequdities.

Fom" BExdence” to° Recognition” : Issuesdf peasant workersin the view of
citizenship Wang Xiaazhang 121

Abgract : The sudesd” migrant workers’ in contermporary China have been undergoing
a trandormation from the narretive pattern o exigence-ecoromics’ in the exigence ange
to the narrdive pattern o gatuspalitics’ inthe view o citizenship. The' datus politics’
narrative pattern has reative superiority to the” exidence-ecoromics’ narrative pattern,
because it ot only cortains the care of the latter, but d awids the defaults o the
later , which degrade the’ migrant workers” and narrow the' issues of peasant workers’ .
However , many o the gudies of peasant workers under the* datuspolitics” narrative
pattern have me problems that should be moted. To a large extent , the problems are
rdated with the researchers’ subgdantidized oconprehending and handing on the
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