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years. The main findings were as following: In the stage studied income and subjec—
tive well-being of urban residents had some relevant relationship; regional wealth
differences could affect the relationship between the two; the subjective well-being of
high-income groups was significantly higher than low-income groups; in the time span
of the studies the wellbeing index of Chinese citizen was not synchronized with the
growth of national income growth; regional wealth level and the residents association
between happiness is not obvious. The main policy proposals were as following: For a
long period of time China need for rapid and positive economic development to en—
sure the inhabitants revenue and earnings to provide material condition for individual
free and all-vound individual development to ensure livelihood establishing and per—
fecting the adjustment mechanism of people’s free and all-round development and to

increase the supply of public goods in particular the supply of social security efforts.

COMMENTARY AND DEBATE
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general approaches of subaltern studies ++++++++- Wang Qingming 220

Abstract: This paper reviewed the general approaches of subaltern studies from the
perspective of sociology of knowledge. In India the issue of subaltern studies is how
to reconstruct subaltern groups’ history during the colonialism period. But in China

the subaltern issue is the changes of social structure and the differentiation of social
stratification since China’s reform and opening up. In China when we discuss the
politics of subaltern it is more important to rethink these issues: How to open the
discourse space of subaltern groups? How to listen to the small voice of the subaltern
groups and how to record the representation of subaltern groups? The most important
inspiration that the Indian subaltern studies give us is grasping the subaltern image
from the daily life of common people and regarding everyday life of subaltern groups

as basic resource to production and reproduction of academic knowledge.
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