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This is account of collectivization in a village of northern Shaanxi province by its female members. Based
on their experience, perceptions and memories, we analyze the content and characteristics of women’ s
memories and their reconstrudion of life and mind in large scale attempt at social engineering. That women
kept the ability of “feeling happy” in the face of tremendous suffering in their lives is an outcome of governance
by “symbolic power” both through recognition and “misrecognition.” Their recollections and narratives provide
important insights into state-society relations and the state governance model embedded in everyday life in rural

China.

(8) A Study on the Changing Family Structure in Rural North China: Cases in Southern
Hebei Province Wang Yuesheng * 93 °

Explored here are changes in the rural family structure in southern Hebei province during the 1930s and
the 1990s. Two major features emerge: on the one hand, composite families that made up a proportion of the
total before the Land Reform Movement decreased after it, and gradually disappeared in some villages after the
mid 1960s; on the other hand, the number of nuclear families kept growing. Nuclear families, while they had
always made up the largest portion in all village, were not the overwhelming majority before the Land Reform
Movement. Afier the Land Reform, particularly in the collective era, a smaltsized nuclear family became the
goal of most fanily members. Married children in a family wished to live separately, so did their parents in

hope of relieving themselves from the burden of a large family and avoiding conflicts. The nuclear family
became the dominant model afier the 1960s.

(9) An Interpretation of Intellectual Property Rights Liv Chuntian *109°

We analyze knowledge as an object of rights and other knowledge-related concepts, including projecting
and expressing, knowledge and its vehicles, infomation and knowledge. Knowledge is defined as man’ s
description of what he conceives. It is marmade. Knowledge as the object of intellectual property is only a
part of knowledge. Intellectual property, the rights arising from specific knowledge, is not intangible property.

A brief analysis was made of the nature of intellectual rights as private rights and their characters.

(10) A Revolution of Decorporealization of Properties and the Revolutionary Legislation
of Incorporeal Properties WuHandong *122¢

The “ revolution of decorporealization” brought about by the legislation of intellectual property presents
itself as the most profound institutional innovation and reform since the establishment of Roman law. The
development of modemn science and technology and a commodity economy led to mcorporeal wealth to becoming
amajor category of property, yet relevant aspects of the legal system are still evolving and maturing. We

discuss the jurisprudential foundation, typology and legislation styles of intellectual property rights and



