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The Suffering of New Youth from Old-style Marriage:
Exemplified by the Debates in Xue Deng in the End of 1919

RAN Yan-ie
( History Department Sun Yat-sen University Guangzhou 510275 Guangdong China)

Abstract: During the late Qing and the early Republic Chinese marriage style—parents had great power to control
they childrens marriages became a stereotype of Chinese marriage. Meanwhile love was the essential of marriage.
It was a fashion that the educated youth pursued free love and freedom to marry. This essay studies debates about
whether the new youth should admit old marriage style in the Xue Deng in the end of 1919 and rethinks the meth—
ods for the study of marriage and family. We should realize that one case may be complexity and connects with oth—
ers and view the concepts of marriage in the history context.

Key words: liberty; love; marriage; Xue Deng
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Empirical Research on a Third-party Evaluation of the Government Special
Funds for the People’s livelihood

ZHENG Fang-hui  LIAO Yi-er
( School of Public Administration South China University of Technology Guangzhou 510640 Guangdong China)

Abstract: The People’s livelihood security is a basic function of public finance. And the performance of finance for
the People’s livelihood mostly points to the governments” management and regulatory performance pursuing the
governments” credibility. Based on a third—party position a results orientation and public satisfaction orientation
we implement an evaluation to the performance of 2012 Guangdong provincial special funds for the “Ten Practical
Issues” about the People’s livelihood. Results show: its overall performance index is 0. 845 with the areas of “so—
cial security” ranking the first ( index 0. 906) and the areas of “expanding employment” at the bottom ( index
0.771) ; and the public satisfaction score exhibits a contrast with the objective indicators. In fact the government
special funds performance evaluation confronts core issues with the existing institutional constraints which on one
hand is the relationship between the process control and the results orientation and on the other hand it is the rela—
tionship between the using performance and the regulatory performance. And behind these it is the financial sys—
tem and the interests of different government sectors. From the perspective of national governance diversification
and making the development achievements shared by the people it is very important and significant to promote the
third-party evaluation on the regulatory performance of public finance for the people’s livelihood.

Key words: finance for the people’s livelihood; special funds; regulatory performance; a third-party evaluation;

government credibility



