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ABSTRACTS

of Chinese traditional philosophy. enriching and developing Marxist epistemology and
dialectics. They are models of the Sinicization of Marxist philosophy, providing valu-
ableinspiration for advancing the Sinicization of Marxist philosophy; turning abundant
practical experience into philosophical theories; learning and absorbing the newest
outcomes of contemporary Marxist philosophy; inheriting and carrying forward excellent
heritage of Chinese traditional philosophy; advancing the Sinicization of Marxist

philosophy; and making philosophy into a national enterprise.

(3) Household Registration Reform., Labor Mobility and Optimization of the Urban
Hierarchy Liang Qi, Chen Qiangyuan and Wang Ruyu « 36 -

A rational hierarchical distribution structure by rank-size is indispensable for the
optimization of China’s urban hierarchy. On the basis of the number of permanent
urban residents, using the rank-size rule test and core density estimation within the
framework of spatial economics, we set up an employment location choice model and
conducted numerical simulations. Our findings show that the structure of China’s urban
hierarchy is different from the pyramid structure of Zipf’s law. The household registration
system impedes free labor mobility and city size distribution deviates from Pareto
optimality. Household registration reform would be conducive to the optimization of
urban hierarchy. Optimizing this system should become a consistent objective in the

construction of new-style urbanization, city clusters and metropolitan circles today.

(4) An Analysis of the Changes in China’s Urban and Rural Family Structures: Based
on 2010 Census Data Wang Yuesheng « 60 -

Since 2000, changes in China’s family structure have been reflected in the fol-
lowing main areas: there has been a clear fall in the proportion of nuclear families, a
significant rise in the proportion of single-person households and a slight rise, rather
than a fall, in the proportion of lineal families (comprised of parents, their married
children and grandchildren). The changes in urban areas are different from those in
rural areas; in the former, the nuclear family component is shrinking and there is a
clear rise in single-person households, with a slight fall in lineal families, whereas in
the latter, there has been a relatively large fall in the nuclear family component, an
increase in single-person families and a rise in lineal families. There are also some
differences between rural and urban areas in terms of changes in secondary family
structure. The data show that population mobility, number of children, population
aging, marriage and housing conditions have a significant impact on family structures
and the way these change. In an era when smaller family structures predominate ,
government and social organizations should strengthen the construction of public

e 205 -
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services targeting families; improve the household registration system to reduce the
regional separation between workers and their family members; and create conditions

for improved intergenerational family relations.

(5) Cultural Institutions and the Construction of the State-from the Perspective of
“Writing the Same Script” and the “Official Language” ( Mandarin)
Sulie+ 78 -

The word “state” is not just a territorial concept, but, more importantly, refers
to political, social and cultural communities. How to link up highly dispersed agricul-
tural villages, integrate and build a political and cultural communities, and, on this
basis, set up different levels of government organizations and agencies in order to achieve
stable political governance was a task faced by every dynasty in ancient China. Once

4

unification had been “won by war ,” that is ., gained by military and political means ,
the two major cultural institutions of “writing with the same script” and the “official
language” were indispensable to the subsequent civil government; they were vital to
the formation and cultivation of successive generations of political and cultural elites
who belonged mentally, emotionally and imaginatively to this state and civilization
instead of to the agricultural communities where they had been born, resided and
passed their lives. It was because of these political and cultural elites that reading and
literacy were important to the development and expansion of historical China and had

a sustained involvement in its construction.

(6) On Canonization of Qing Ci Sha Xianyi and Zhang Hongsheng « 96

The Qing ¢z (lyric poem ) both carries on and transcends the Tang and Song c:
( ), pouring into them new elements of the spirit of the times and of aesthetics. The
Qing ¢i broke new ground in subject, creative technique, and mood, creating literary
classics comparable to the Song ci. Whether in terms of theoretical critiques or literary
creation, there was a clear awareness in the Qing of the canonical place of ¢i written
during that dynasty. From the early years of the Qing, and especially in the late Qing
and the early Republic, scholars of the ¢i constructed the canon of Qing ¢i through
anthologies, discussion and critiques of c¢i, discussing matched couplets in ¢i (jueju
), lists of poets in rank order ( ), imitative ¢z, answering ci, literary histories ,
arrangments of literary documents, and research on particular subjects. The process
of constructing the canon not only reflected appreciation of the Qing ¢i but also displayed
different facets of its value. This is of great significance for our thinking about tradi
tional literary genres from the Ming and Qing on. The multitude of works, the fact
that we are not far enough removed from them, and the suspicion and condemnation
e 206 -



