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(9) “Precedent" in the Narrative of Chinese Legal History Wang Zhigiang * 137

The traditional way of describing the history of Chinese law, i e., fitting Chinese historical
materials into the basic framework of the Western conceptual system, needs to be thoroughly

" which has attracted academic attention both in China and abroad, can

reconsidered. “Precedent,
serve as an example in this regard. T his concept, which may have originated from Japanese kanji
in the nineteenth century, was used to translate its Western counterpart. A review of the
historical and modern practice of the Western European countries of England and France shows
that precedent has always played an important role in achieving a legal community consensus and
guiding future rulings by means of case law. T his function, which has something in common with
the relevant portions of ancient Chinese legal institutions, can serve as a foundation for
constructing a universal theoretical system. At the same time, the relevant Chinese institutions
had specific institutional contexts and functions. By combining universal and specific functional
analysis, “twoway functionalism" may be able to avoid the Westerir centric approach and futile
conceptual discrimination and turn towards the exploration and elucidation of functional issues,

so as to eventually establish a new framework for the narrative of Chinese legal history.

(10) How Does Industry Influence Income Distribution? Results of HLM A nalysis
Wang Tianfu and Cui X iaox tong * 165 °

Using the hierarchical linear model (HLM ) to analyze a specifically linked dataset with a
hierarchical structure, this paper discusses in detail two completely different logics and paths by
which industry affects income distribution: one is its direct influence on average income in
different industries, and the other is the influence of industry structural adjustment on the rate of
return to individual attributes ( gender, age, education, etc.). Results show that more than
thirteen percent of the total difference in individual incomes can be attributed to the industry
factor, and that industry characteristics ( such as the scale and age of the industry, proportion of
employees with high educational qualifications, etc.) exert multiple and significant effects on the
income returns to individual attributes. Our conclusions will assist in specifying the mechanisms
and paths through which industry influences income distribution. At the same time, the paper

also offers further consideration of income distribution institutions and structures.

(11) The East Asian Welfare Regime Viewed from the Perspective of Intergenerational
Differentiation LinMingang and Wu Xiaof ang * 181 °

The study of welfare development in East Asian societies is a major field in present-day
comparative social policy research, one that is gradually constituting a counterweight to
traditional European welfare state research. To explore changes in the productivist welfare
regime in East Asia as it enters the aging society, this paper constructs an intergenerational
differentiation perspective and conducts an analysis based on the Elderly/ Nomrelderly Spending
Ratio (ENSR). We find that East Asian welfare regimes have begun to respond to the welfare

°. 223



	Cover0001
	content
	中国法律史叙事中的判例

