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ABSTRACTS

has a superior stabilizing effect. Since its tax-sharing reform, China has in fact implemented

precisely this “setting dual goals” model, with a bias toward expenditure demand.

(5) The “Separation” and “Unification” of Families, Households and Homes in Contemporary

China Wang Yuesheng ¢ 91 -

In this transitional period of society, families in both urban and rural areas in
China have experienced and are experiencing deep structural and functional changes.
Most existing research is simplistically based on the analysis of individual families and
households or blended studies of individual families, households and homes, which
makes it hard to identify families” constituent features and membership and prevents
us from grasping their overall state and changes in that state. That is, existing research
finds it hard to interpret and respond to the issue of the family in the new era. This
article breaks with the fragmented tendency of existing research, and, using an integrative
perspective, combines the “intra-family” analysis of individual families and households
with the “inter-family” survey of each family unit within a lineal group by introducing
the concept of “lineal group family. ” We recommend that the study of the family turn
from concentration on “intra-family” analysis of single resident carriers among the
populace to research that values “interfamily” surveys of the interactive state of multiple
independent consanguineous living units, while simultaneously taking into account
the relationship of separation/unification among the three. This endeavor will help us
grasp the “intra-family” state of consanguineous relations and the capacity for mutual
“interfamily” support and corresponding issues in this new era. This offers a thought
provoking approach to the establishment and implementation of contemporary family

policy and promotes academic research in the relevant spheres.

(6) Stratification of the School Hierarchy and Educational Expectations of Students in
Basic Education Wu Yuzxiao and Huang Chao « 111 -«

China’ s educational enterprise has had great successes since reform and opening
up in 1978, but the constraints imposed by a number of factors mean that the problem of
unequal distribution of high quality educational resources among groups from different
strata is becoming increasingly noticeable at the basic education stage, leading to the
phenomenon of stratification in school rankings. We used baseline data from the
“China Education Panel Survey” for 2013-2014 to investigate rank stratification in
junior middle schools and its influence upon students’ educational expectations. Our
findings show that marked rank stratification currently exists at the junior middle
school level. The extent of the stratification varies from region to region, and from

e 207 -



