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(5) A Change in the Desired Fertility of the Chinese Population: 1980-2011
Hou Jiawei, Huang Silin and Xin Zigiang et al. « 78 -«

On the basis of a 227-item survey of desired fertility among the Chinese carried
out from 1980 to 2011, we conducted a cross-temporal meta-analysis to examine
longitudinal changes in desired fertility. Our findings show that since 1980, the ideal
number of children in a Chinese family has been declining. After 2000, desired fertility
was mainly expressed as having two children, “a boy and a girl.” On average, the ideal
number of children is basically stable at 1.6-1.8. In the 1980s, the Chinese fertility
level was higher than the desired fertility level. With the improvement of economic
and educational development, both the fertility level and desired fertility trended
downwards, but the fall in the fertility level was faster than that of desired fertility.
Since 1990, the fertility level has been lower than desired fertility, i.e. the number of
children people actually had has been fewer than their ideal number of children. This
provides empirical evidence for understanding trends in desired fertility and fertility

levels in China.

(6) Collaborative Innovation in Social Governance in a Complex Network Structural

Paradigm Fan Ruguo + 98 -«

Society is in essence a complex network system that is open, evolving and adaptable
and possesses a coupling function. Social governance is a large-scale and complex systemic
project. Due to the complexity and uncertainty of the environment and social affairs ,
the traditional government-led linear management model cannot provide effective
interpretations and responses to complex social issues, and it is thus necessary to
introduce a new management model: a complex scientific management paradigm.
Complex system theory has an intrinsic correspondence with social governance, and
can reveal the inherent occurrence mechanism and rules brought about by the complexity of
social governance. It indicates that the more complex a system is, the greater will be
its requirements for systemic coordination and the more apparent its collaborative
effects. A complex social network system is small-world and scale-free, with a community
structure , preferential attachment and a topological structure characterized by the duality
of virtuality and actuality. All of these have a direct and profound effect on social
governance. To strengthen and innovate social governance, it is necessary to analyze
the social system’s complex network structure and characteristics, establish collaborative
and innovative mechanisms and institutional arrangements for social governance, and
carry out collaborative social governance. Complex system theory provides a new
model for research into social governance, and can serve as a reference for future work.
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