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Abstract: As a useful force for market is social capital embedded into marketization
or not? This is the core of the debate between social capital and marketization. Ac—
cording to the existing literature both social capital and marketization are variables
which cannot be operated easily. And thats the reason of the appearance of different
empirical results on the relationship between them. In this paper the results of data
analysis from Jsnet 2009 in 8 Chinese cities show that different measurements of mar—
ketization have significant effects on the determination of the relationship between so—
cial capital and marketization. But we still find a consistent result among the three
measurements of time unit and city: marketization enhances the recognition of social

capital while reduces the value of this capital at the same time.
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Abstract: By making use of a nationally representative dataset collected by China
Family Panel Studies in 2010 this study applied cross—classified multilevel model to
examine how human capital and segmented labor market with three tiers affected gen—
der income gaps. The results indicated that the differences in gender distribution a-
mong industries and sectors caused by the allocative effect of education constituted
the major part of gender income gaps. There were no significant income differences
between men and women when they did the same jobs. The major reason for women's
higher rate of return to education was that the less-educated women were more likely
to suffer from salary inequality and discrimination.
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Abstract: Two research approaches namely Bourdieus network resource and
Coleman’s social closure have been dominating the field of social capital and educa—
tional attainment. Network resource approach emphasizes the resources embedded in
the social network while social closure approach focuses on the supportive impacts of
the closure of social structure. This paper attempts to explore the differences and the
relationship between the two approaches and to integrate them into one analytical
framework. The authors argue that the main difference between the two types of social
capital lies in their sources. The source of “network resource” is the social network
of the parents. The parents could mobilize their resources to provide better education—
al opportunities for their children. The source of “social closure” is the social closure
structure based on interactions among parents children teachers and other parents
from which children could directly benefit. These two types of social capital play dif-
ferent yet interacting roles in adolescents” educational attainment. Drawing upon data
from a large scale national survey on primary school and junior secondary school
students this paper empirically tested the hypotheses mentioned above.

Modes of Governance in the Chinese Bureaucracy: A “control rights”

theory — weeeeessseeeeeeeiiiiiinnanneeeees Zhou Xueguang & Lian Hong 69

Abstract: Drawing on insights from recent economic theories of incomplete contracts
and property rights we develop a theoretical model on authority relationships in the
Chinese bureaucracy by conceptualizing the allocation of control rights in goal setting
inspection and incentive provision among the principal supervisor and agent. Varia—
tions in the allocation of control rights give rise to different modes of governance and
entail distinct behavioral implications among the parties involved. The proposed mod—
el provides a unified framework and a set of analytical concepts to examine different
governance structures varying authority relationships and behavioral patterns in the
Chinese bureaucracy. We illustrate the proposed model in a case study of the authori—
ty relationships and the ensuing behavioral patterns in the environmental protection a—
rena over a S-year policy cycle.
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.......................................... Luo Jing & Wang Tianfu 94

Abstract: Using data from interviews with college students—the biggest group of vol-
unteers in China this paper aims to analyze various factors affecting the sustainability
of volunteers” will and volunteering programs. The paper finds that 1) volunteering in
China is not limited among youth from elite families and students from all kinds of
family backgrounds participate in volunteering; 2) both altruistic and egoistic motives
contribute to mobilizing volunteers; 3) social networks facilitate volunteers” participa—
tion; 4) role identity and group contextual effects promote volunteers” persistency.
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