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Reconsidering China’s Housing Model: A Case Study of Housing Development in
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Abstract: Since the 18th National Congress of the CPC China’s housing policy goals and directions
have undergone important changes. The reorientation of housing development affects the changes in
housing regime. From the perspective of housing regime-welfare system theory this paper discusses
the changes of Chinas housing model based on the housing policy practice in Shenzhen. Under the
development orientation of “houses are for living in not for speculation” China’s housing model
has shown different characteristics from previous and other typical housing regime in terms of
development planning and consumption and is an instrumental developmentalist model with new era
characteristics. The study enriches the discussion of housing typology and provides policy
implications for exploring new models of housing development and promoting a virtuous cycle in the

real estate industry.

Intergenerational and Hukou Based Housing Stratification in China and Iis
Mechanism: Empirical Analysis Based on CHFS2017 Data
............................................................... Ma Xiulian & Han Junshi 23

Abstract: Prior to market and redistributive interventions the housing stratification in China based
on per capita building area was mainly between non-youth and youth. After interventions it was
mainly between local and migrants and non-youth and youth in order. The result is a categorical
structure of local nonyouth ( top) local youth and nondocal non-youth ( middle) and non-ocal

youth ( bottom)  with a maximum size gap of about ten square meters. Redistribution rather than the
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market is the main contributing factor of the housing atratification. Forms of housing redistribution
that are significantly less expensive than the market such as welfare housing allocation guaranteed
housing and planned resettlement housing play the dual role of intra-group equalization and inter—
group inequality reinforcing housing stratification between different hukou identities and between

generations.

MONOGRAPHIC STUDIES

Platform Economy and Platform Governance

The Shaping Mechanism of Online Business Price Competition under Omnipticon

Crreeeeeeee s Shao Zhanpeng & Zhen Zhihong 45

Abstract: This paper seeks to answer a paradox that has not been well answered by previous
research: Why is there low-price competition among e-businessmen despite the increasing
abundance of information? The root cause of this low-price competition is that e-commerce platforms
that integrate data and information resources shape a field of mutual surveillance between consumers
and e-businessmen and between e-businessmen and their peers. Drawing on Karl Marx’s theory of
power and Pierre Bourdieu’s concept of “field” the study introduces and enriches the concept of
omnipticon to analyze how e-commerce platforms intensify price competition among e-businessmen
in the process of promoting symmetrical information and seemingly fair competition. E-commerce
platforms in an oligopolistic or even monopolistic position reach the hidden control of the platform
over e-businessmen through three mechanisms: stimulating price attention regulating the visibility
of goods and enhancing the transparency of peers which plunge e-businessmen into the quagmire
of price competition. The concept of omnipticon helps to understand the structure of market
competition the unique ways of power control and capital accumulation in the context of network

and information technology.

The Field of Platform Governance and Sociological Engagement

ceereeeeeieeeeeeeeeos [ Peng Zhou Lyjun & Fan Xiaoguang 68

Abstract: The positive and negative effects of digital platform enterprises” participation in

governance is a major issue nowadays. From three subfields of internal governance external
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