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How to Put into Effect of the New Institutions ? “ Tongbian” as the new
mechanism of mstitutions changing -+- -« Liu Ywzhao &Tian Qing 133

Abstract: After 30 years of reform and opening to the outside Chinese institutions have
changed greatly. During this process we often find that a new institution, which was
created by Tongbian mechanism from bottom to top or created by central or local
govemments directly, should be pushed by some series of large-scale reform movements
from up to down and then put into effect from policy text. In this article, we will analyze
those institution changing mechanisms and processes by three cases during past ten years
in China. This mechanism is called Tongbian, and the process is separated into two steps:
cartying out formal performance and achieving actual performance.

Change of Inter-generational Relations and The Elderly Suicide: An empirical
study in Jingshan county, Hubei povince — -+ -eee- - Chen Baifeng 157

Abstract: Based on an empirical study in Jingshan county, Hubei province in September
2008 the paper launched a study of the elderly suicide. There were 206 suicide cases
occurred in the past 30 years in six villages. The suicide rate and suicide proportion of
rural elderly are alamingly high, and they are also rising. In the light of change of inter-
generational relations in current wral China, the paper summarizes the types of the elderly
suicide analyses the causes of high suicide rate and high suicide proportion of rural
eldedly, and shows their changing trends.

Age Structure Distorted Problem of Applying Kish Table for the Household
TALEIVIEW = cc +veee veerer merree meener meenee reeee veree veenes Zhang Liping 177

Abstract Based on the suwvey data and probability theory, the paper studied the age
structure of household during sampling survey. By comparing the age stucture characters
of the registered population Kish table population and the respondent population the
author calculated the theoretical probability distribution of Kish table and found the reason
of low proportion of the younger age gwoup in the household sample table and the distorted
age stiucture. For dealing with the problem of Kish table application using the computer
simulation methods, the author suggested the refine methods of the Kish table by reorder
the distibution of Kish table population.
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