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Abstract
This paper mainly analyzed the gap between one’s perceived status and his/her actual standing in society as measured by using objective indicators based on the data of CGSS2010. The research found that there’s a great gap between them in urban China. Overall, most residents perceived that they were in the middle status; the inconsistency shows a tendency of Centro-taxis. That’s to say, to those who are standing in the high-status, they mostly have a lower perceived status than they actually owned pessimistically. While people who are standing in the low-status mostly have an optimistic perceived status. Many factors would influence the tendency of status inconsistency. This paper mainly analyzed it from three factors. The macro-structural factors which beyond the control of individuals; the micro sub-structural factors which can get ahead by hard work; the attitudes to the society and themselves.
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Along with the process of industrialization, urbanization and modernization, the social stratification becomes more and more obvious in China. It’s a hot area in sociology. However, the social stratification is not only a social fact from the objective aspect, but also becomes a psychological fact from the subjective aspect. Based on a major survey conducted by Chinese Academy of Social Sciences in 2002, more than 90 percent of respondents can differentiate themselves into a certain class (Peilin Li, etc., 2005). That’s to say, most of Chinese residents have a strong perception of their class status. However, it is not always consistent between one’s perceived status and his/her actual standing in society as measured by using objective indicators. There would be a great gap between them. Chunguang Wang and Wei Li (2002) pointed out that the perceived status have complicated relationship with their actual status. They are consistent in some cases, while inconsistent in other cases, and they are more likely inconsistent. Peilin Li (2005) also found that there is a weak link between people’s perceived status and their actual levels of income, education, occupation, consumption. Therefore, the inconsistency between the subjective and objective status has become a consensus among the most scholars who are studied social stratification. In addition, the Chinese residents themselves also have strong reactions. Whenever the authority published the research reports about the middle class, the residents will be in an uproar. Most residents claim that the definitions of the middle class by such measures are unthinkable and irrational and they even ridicule that they are forced to be the middle class. 
Why the residents’ perceived status have such a huge gap with their actual status as measured by using objective indicators which are accepted among the scholars. Is it a universal phenomenon that there is a great gap between people’s subjective and objective status. If the answer is yes, what characteristics will the gap have? Why the inconsistency occurs? These are the research problems we want to understand in this paper.
LITERATURE REVIEW

From 1940s, lots of sociologists began to research subjective class identification in America. At first, the scholars focused primarily on the number and distribution of subjectively identified classes and their objective predictors (e.g., Tucker, 1968; Hodge and Treiman, 1968; Kluegel, 1977). Tucker found that there has been “a reduction in the use of the working-class label for fulltime employed men in the U.S. from 1945 to 1963” (Tucker, 1968). It was dropped from the 51 percent in 1945 to 31 percent in 1963. In the beginning, lots of research on subjective class identification has tended to use the same single-item measure of this construct without regard to its validity and reliability. Jackman M R & Jackman R W. (1973) using the standard single-item class identification measure, found that class identification was only moderately determined by various measures of objective class position. Then Kluegel(1977) formulated a multiple indicator model to understand people’s subjective class identification from occupation, income, life style, influence and general. It proved that the relationship between objective and subjective class was much stronger when comparing the specific subjective class identification with the corresponding objective class. But neither Jackman nor Kluegel explained the reasons about the weak relations between objective and subjective class. In recent decades, the gender issue in class identification became a major concern of some stratification researchers. They were interested in testing three alternative hypotheses—the “independence hypothesis,” the “status-borrowing hypothesis,” and the “status-sharing hypothesis”—that might characterize the relationship between married women’s class identifications and their objective class situations (e.g., Goldthorpe, 1983; Abbott, Pamela, 1987; Beeghley and Cochran, 1988; Davis and Robinson, 1988, 1998; Erikson and Goldthorpe, 1992; Luo and Brayfield, 1996).
The research about subjective class identification or status inconsistency started late in China. Until 2000, it began to popular among sociologists. These studies have been focused on two aspects, one is the current situations and characteristics of status inconsistency, and the other one is its reasons.
About the current situations of status inconsistency in China, different scholars found different conclusions. In general, the earlier studies mainly choose the following three types of status as reference to analyze the inconsistency. 
First of all, take the class hierarchy based on the subjective identify of residents in other countries as reference. No matter the data set collected all around the country or in a certain area, the researcher can found that the subjective social stratum in China has a tendency of “downward-moving” (Xin Liu,2001; Chunling Li,2003;Yandong Zhao,2005; Peilin Li,2005; Xiaohong Zhou,2005; Yilong Lu,2010). That is to say, most Chinese people think they are at the bottom of society, only very few people think they are in the middle or top class of society. While most of the residents in other countries think they are in the middle or top class of society.
Secondly, take the objective status in China itself as reference. Through the comparison of the exact proportion in each status measured by using subjective indicators and the corresponding proportion measured by objective indicators, Chunling Li(2003) and Xiaohong Zhou (2005) found that the subjective social stratum has a tendency of “upward-moving”. The proportion of perceived middle class is much higher than the income middle class, vocational middle class or consumption middle class; but lower than the comprehensive middle class, which must satisfy the above three standards. On the basis of survey in four different types of villages in Zhejiang province, Fuying Lu and Zhaoshu Zhang (2006) found that the proportions in each status measured by using subjective or objective indicators are much similar on the overall structures. But different groups present different characteristics of the status inconsistency. No matter what kind of the actual status the residents stand, most of them perceive that they are in the middle or lower middle class. It presents the trend of “Centro-taxis”. Specifically, the inconsistency of the bottom mainly manifested as “upward-moving”, while the high-status manifested as “downward-moving”. Kaichun Lei (2009) taking each resident’s actual objective status as reference. He mainly analyzed the status inconsistency of the white-collar new immigrants in Shanghai. He used one’s perceived status subtract his/her actual objective status, and then got every resident’s degree of inconsistency. The study found that, about 39.6 percent of white-collar new immigrants don’t have gaps between their subjective and objective status; 35.4 percent have higher perceived status than their actual objective status; 18.5 percent have lower perceived status. That is to say, most of white-collar new immigrants’ perceived status is inconsistent with their actual objective status, and most of them have a tendency of “upward-moving”.
Thirdly, take the previous subjective class hierarchy in China as the reference to do the trend study. Shizheng Feng (2011) analyzed the “political class identification” and “social stratum identification” of Chinese residents on the basis of CGSS in 2003, 2005 and 2006. The study found that from the perceived status of their family, the amount of bottom identify was expanding and the amount of middle class identify was reducing. Still use “Chinese General Social Survey”, just became the data set in 2006 and 2008, Yilong Lu (2011) found that most people’s perceived status has gradually shifted from the lower or lowest status to the middle or lower middle status. More and more residents tend to perceived that they are in the middle status of the society. Similar to Shizheng Feng, Yong Gao (2013) compared the situation and characteristics of residents’ perceived status in 2001 and 2005 on the basis of “Social Changes Survey in the Coastal Regions of China”, found that the status identification in China has a “downward-moving” trend.
In terms of the existing research findings, the status inconsistency has become a consensus among the scholars. But they have different understandings about the reasons of the inconsistency. Xin Liu (2001) believed that the tendency of “giving up power” but “relying on reputation” in Chinese residents can be both attributed to the class hierarchy, stratification mechanism in current Chinese society and people’s values or social psychologies which are long-term influenced by the underlying culture. Liu thought that the stepped distribution structure of reputation resources and the bisection pattern distribution structure of power resources can explain the tendency of “relative deprivation of power status identification” and “upward-moving of reputation status identification” of the residents in Wuhan. Both Peilin Li (2005) and Yandong Zhao (2005) analyzed the reasons of the inconsistency from the perspective of social structure. They thought that, because of the rising of income inequality, Chinese don’t have a mature and stable middle class. It’s a normal phenomenon that there exists inconsistency between subjective and objective status. Xiaohong Zhou thought that two reasons caused the status inconsistency. On the one hand, it was caused by that the middle class in China has a mind of relative deprivation (Xiaohong Zhou, 2005). On the other hand, it was related to the misunderstanding to the concept of “middle class” among Chinese residents (Xiaohong Zhou, 2007). Hui Shen (2008) also explained the subjective status inconsistency from the perspective of relative deprivation. He attributed the inconsistency to the unreasonable reference selected by the middle class. Fuying Lu and Zhaoshu Zhang (2006) argued that the reasons that led to the up-status has the tendency of “downward-moving” inconsistency are extremely complex, which mainly include three aspects: the mind of never show off the wealth, the self-reflection about the process of getting rich, take those who are standing much upper status as the reference. The bottom villagers mainly take their poor life in the past or villagers living in the inland provinces as reference, think they are much better at present, and then show the tendency of “downward-moving” inconsistency.
From the previous research, we find that when analyze the subjective status inconsistency most scholars take the subjective class hierarchy in other countries, objective class hierarchy in the domestic, or the previous subjective class hierarchy as reference. However, we think there are some limitations when making such comparison. On one hand, the social development level in China has not reached the level of the western developed countries. There are large gaps among their objective class hierarchies. So we can’t compare the subjective class hierarchies in different countries directly. On the other hand, we can’t analyze the long-term trend of residents’ subjective status because of lacking the data set of trend studies with the same variables and sampling frame. In my opinion, based on the existing data set, it would be much better to take the objective class hierarchies in China itself, especially residents’ own actual objective standing in society when analyze the subjective status inconsistency. Only in this way, we can get everyone’s degree of status inconsistency, and then analyze the reasons. Similar to the research of Kaichun Lei (2009), this paper take each resident’s actual objective status as reference to analyze the subjective status inconsistency. We can get a new variable called subjective status inconsistency which can show the direction and degree of inconsistency by using one’s perceived status subtract his/her actual objective status. The new variable is my dependent variable. I can analyze the reasons directly; instead of the earlier research which can only take the subjective status as the dependent variable. In this paper, I select some structural factors and attitudes as independent variable to analyze the reasons lead to the inconsistency. In this paper the structural factors contain the macro-structural and micro sub-structural factor.
Research Design
HYPOTHESE
According to Giddens' structuration theory (1998) and Bourdieu’s theory of social practice (Bourdieu, Wacquant, 1998), although people live in a society full of rules and constraints, this does not mean that people can only accept them passively. They also have subjective initiatives. They can reconstruct new rules use their internalized habitus or the logic of practice. In other words, men’s actions are not only affected by structural factors, they can play their subjective initiatives to construct the world. Therefore, when analyzing the status inconsistency between subjective and objective measures, we should not only consider the macro state policies and systems and other macro structural factors we can never change by individual efforts, but also consider the effects of micro sub-structural factors we can change by individual efforts. Then we proposed the following three hypotheses:
Hypothesis 1 The macro-structural factors determine the direction of status inconsistency: those who have urban Hukou, living in the province with higher “Comprehensive Development Index”, join more social security projects, never treated unfairly by the government mainly show the tendency of “upward-moving” or consistency instead of “downward-moving”.
Hypothesis 2 The micro sub-structural factors play an important role on the direction of status inconsistency: those who are Chinese communist party members, have longer years of schooling, have higher income and house property mainly show the tendency of “downward-moving” or consistency instead of “upward-moving”.
Hypothesis 3 The attitudes influence the direction of status inconsistency: The residents who have better evaluations of social justice, personal happiness and changes of status in recent decade mainly show the tendency of “upward-moving” or consistency instead of “downward-moving”.
DATA AND MEASURES

This paper mainly uses the data set of China general social survey (CGSS2010) to analyze the status inconsistency. As we all know, this survey adopted the multistage and stratified sampling, the investigation site covered all provincial administrative units of mainland China. It has investigated 480 village/neighborhood committees. It selected 25 households in each community and 1 resident among those who are over the age of 18 in each household probability to answer the questionnaire. It finally completed 11785 effective questionnaires. This paper mainly analyzes the situation in urban China. So we choose those who live in neighborhood committees as sub-sampling. It contains the residents who don’t have urban Hukou but live in urban full-time. We also dropped the students. Eventually, the sub-sample size is 6840. Because there are missing variables in some cases, only 5553 cases entered into the final statistical models. Since CGSS2010 has fully considered the differences between urban and rural areas when sampling. It’s one of the stratified indicators. I believe this sub-sample can represent the whole residents in urban China.
ⅠDependent Variable: Status Inconsistency
It is written that this paper mainly analyze the gap between one’s perceived status and his/her actual standing in society as measured by using objective indicators. It contains two concepts: subjective status identification and objective status. Based on the definition given by Jackmans, “The notion of subjective class identification refers to the individual’s perception of his own position in the status hierarchy.” (Jackman M R & Jackman R W., 1973). It’s a comprehensive concept. In the questionnaire of CGSS2010, it was measured by the following question: “In our society, some groups of people are in the top while some are in the bottom. In the following graph, 10 represents the lowest while 1 represents the highest. Which level do you think you should belong to at present?” In this paper, we reduced the number of status group from 10 to 5. 1-2 were renamed to 1 means the bottom status, 3-4 were renamed to 2 means the lower middle status, 5-6 were renamed to 3 means the middle status, 7-8 were renamed to 4 means the upper middle status, 9-10 were renamed to 5 means the upper status.
For the indictors which used to measure one’s objective status, we are all familiar with Weber’s (1968) classic analysis about social stratum. He thinks there are three different but interrelated indictors: wealth, power and prestige. When measure a person’s social stratum status, we should use some multiple indictors. This paper measure the objective status by using the SES (socioeconomic status) model promised by Chunling Li (2005). The model can explain 81 percent of one’s social stratum. This model consider five factors to establish the statistical model, they are education, power, income, company type, discrimination. The factor of power contains three dummy variables, whether he/she is a top manager, middle-lever manager or first-line manager. The factor of company type also contains three dummy variables, whether his/her company is party and government organization, affiliated institution or enterprise. The model is: SES=11.808+3.349*years of schooling+0.573*income per month (hundred) +16.075*top manager +11.262*middle-level manager+3.738* first-line manager+8.942* party and government organization+6.841*affiliated institution-5.694*enterprise-26.655* whether be discriminated. In this paper, I change a little about the model. The discrimination in the model of Chunling Li refers to those who are the house maid or junkmen. In this paper it refers to those who are migrant workers, housewife or other unemployed. In order to reduce the influence of the extreme value, I took 125 hundred yuan as the maximum value, only 85 cases are changed. Then I get a primary score of SES, the range is from -20.541 to159.744. In order to match the measure of subjective status, I standardize it from 0 to 100, and recode it to get the objective status with five levels. 0-19.999 is recoded to 1, means the bottom status; 20-39.999 is recoded to 2, means the lower middle status; 40-59.999 is recoded to 3, means the middle status; 60-79.999 is recoded to 4, means the upper middle status; 80-100 is recoded to 5, means the upper status.
Finally, I get the dependent variable in this paper use the score of subjective status subtract the objective status. If the result is 0, it means the case has a tendency of consistency; minus value means “upward moving” inconsistency; positive value means “downward moving” inconsistency. 
ⅡIndependent Variables
Macro structural variables: it means the state policies and systems and other macro structural factors we can never change by individual efforts. In this paper, we selected the following variables from CGSS2010 data. They are the Comprehensive Development Index (CDI) in the living province, Hukou, social security, household expenses on education, medical and old-age care
and fair treatment. The CDI is an evaluation index system of comprehensive development built by the research team of China Statistical Association. It was built on the basis of the concept and request of Scientific Development. It can reflect the degree of comprehensive development of each area in China.
 Hukou refers to the household registration status at present, urban or rural. We merge the urban, blue-seal resident and army type to urban and recode it to 1; the rural still called rural and recode it to 0; missing three cases who don’t have hukou. As the social security, there are two questions in questionnaire: (1) Have you participated in the urban/rural basic endowment insurance urban basic medical insurance/new rural cooperative medical scheme /public medical services? Yes or no. (2) Have you participated in urban/rural basic old-age insurance? Yes or no. If the resident didn’t participate in neither of them, recode it to 0; participate in one of them, recode it to 1; participate in both, recode it to 2. The larger the number is the higher level of social security they enjoys. We calculate the total expenditure of household expenses on education, medical and old-age care. In the final models we add 1 on the value of the sum and take the logarithm to improve the fitting degree of regression. Unfair treatment was measured by the following question: have you ever being treated unfairly by relevant government departments or staff in the past year? Yes (1) or no (0).
Micro sub-structural factors: it means those factors we can get and control by individual efforts; it can show the individual talents. In this paper, we selected the following variables: political affiliation, years of schooling, income, occupation and house property. As political affiliation
, 1 if the resident is a communist party member or democratic parties’ member, 0 if the resident is a youth league member or non-party. The education was measured by ordinal level variable in the questionnaire. We transfer it to the continuous variable based on the standard years of each education level. If the resident has the experience of dropping out we only add half time of the standard year. The income refers to all personal income in 2009, including occupational income and other incomes. We also take the logarithm in the final model. Occupation is classified into the following groups: responsible officer, specialized technical staff, executive clerk, business or service staff, industrial worker and unclassified group. Here occupation is a dummy variable and takes industrial worker as reference group. The house property is a dummy variable in this paper. 1 if have, 0 if don’t have.
Subjective attitude means the evaluation of social and personal problem that formed under the influence of macro structural and micro sub-structural factors. In this paper, it contains the evaluation of social justice, personal happiness and changes of class status in recent decade. The evaluation of social justice and personal happiness are measured by using five grades from 1 to 5. The higher the figure, the better attitude they are. As the changes of status in recent decade, it was get by using the score of current status subtract the score of status in ten years ago. It’s ranged from -9 to 9.
Ⅲ Control Variables
The control variables in this paper are the gender (1 if male, 0 if female), age (in the relevant year) and marital status (1 if married, 0 if unmarried). We classify the cohabiting and married into married, the never married, separate, divorced, and widowed into unmarried.
Please see details in Table 1 and Table 2 for the distribution of above variables in the ample.

Table 1. Distribution of Continuous Variables in the Sample
	Variable Name
	Sample Size
	mean
	Standard Deviation
	Minimum 
	Maximum 

	Objective Status
	6120
	2.33 
	0.94 
	1.00 
	5.00 

	Subjective Status
	6815
	2.40 
	0.87 
	1.00 
	5.00 

	Comprehensive Development Index 
	6840
	62.60 
	10.88 
	45.60 
	85.05 

	Household Expenditures 
	6509
	7241.95 
	15960.50 
	0.00 
	510000.00 

	Years of Schooling
	6823
	10.01 
	4.50 
	0.00 
	19.00 

	Personal Income
	6136
	24384.32 
	65691.16 
	0.00 
	2800000.00 

	Evaluation of Social Justice
	6826
	2.88 
	1.08 
	1.00 
	5.00 

	Personal Happiness
	6830
	3.81 
	0.85 
	1.00 
	5.00 

	Changes of Status
	6805
	0.51 
	1.67 
	-9.00
	9.00 

	Age
	6839
	47.20 
	15.60 
	18.00 
	96.00 


Table 2. Distribution of Nominal Variables in the Sample
	Variable
	Frequency  number
	Frequency（%）
	Cumulative frequency（%）

	Hukou（N=6836）

	Rural
	1671
	24.44
	24.44

	Urban
	5165
	75.56
	100.00

	Unfair Treatment（N=6816）

	No
	6244
	91.61
	91.61

	Yes
	572
	8.39
	100.00

	Social Security（N=6625）

	0
	839
	12.66
	12.66

	1
	2117
	31.95
	44.62

	2
	1418
	55.38
	100.00

	Political Affiliation（N=6832）

	Party Member
	1163
	17.02
	17.02

	Non-party
	5669
	82.98
	100.00

	Occupation （N=6832）

	Responsible Officer
	347
	5.07
	5.07

	Specialized Technical Staff
	1056
	15.44
	20.51

	Executive Clerk
	925
	13.52
	34.04

	Business or Service Staff
	1102
	16.11
	50.15

	Industrial Worker
	2531
	37.00
	87.15

	Unclassified Group
	879
	12.85
	100.00

	House property（N=6785）

	Don’t Have 
	757
	11.16
	11.16

	Have
	6028
	88.84
	100.00

	Gender（N=6840）

	Female
	3598
	52.60
	52.60

	Male
	3242
	47.40
	100.00

	Marital Status（N=6827）

	Unmarried
	1304
	19.10
	19.10

	Married
	5523
	80.90
	100.00


METHOD AND STATISTICAL MODEL
Since the dependent variables are multiple nominal variable, this paper mainly adopts the Multinomial Logistic Regression Model to analyze it. The Multinomial Logistic Regression consists of a set of simple logistic regression equation. If we take one category as the baseline, we can build the baseline model. First, we should choose the baseline category, then compare it’s odds to other’s. For example, if we take the consistency group as baseline to analyze how it was affected by a set of independent variables. Use p1 and p2 to represent the odds of “upward moving” inconsistency and “downward moving” inconsistency, then we can get the following multinomial logistic regression equation:
  
In addition, this paper uses the statistical method of chi-square test, which is mainly used for the analysis of the correlation between two nominal variables and tests it.
EMPIRICAL ANALYSIS
CHARACTERISTICS OF STATUS INCONSISTENCY

According to Figure 1, the hierarchies of subjective and objective status are much similar. They all present “onion-shaped” (Xueyi Lu, 2002). The urban residents are mainly below the middle class status. The amount of the bottom and lower middle class haven’t been narrowed, and the amount of the upper middle and upper class haven’t been expanded. It’s far from the “olive-shaped” society. However, there are still some differences between them. As the objective status, most residents standing in the lower middle class, while most perceived in the middle class. If we see the accumulative frequency, we will found that the number of objective class which below the lower middle class is more than the subjective. From the middle class, the amount of objective class is more than the objective. That’s to say, the subjective status has a tendency of “upward-moving”. It’s same to the result of Chunling Li(2003) and Xiaohong Zhou (2005).

[image: image1.png]50

40

30 +

20

_a
A=\

A\}

=

10

the bottom the lower the middle the upper the upper

middle

middle

—4—objective status
—fi—subjective status





Figure 1. Distribution Map of Subjective and Objective Status in Urban China
As mentioned earlier, we get a new variable which can reflect the degree of everyone’s inconsistency between subjective and objective status. It’s ranged from -4 to 4. According to Figure 2, we can see that, the degree of status inconsistency is a normal distribution. The amount of consistency is about one-third. Among the inconsistency residents, most of them have one or two levels gap between subjective and objective status, and little gap three or 4 levels. Based on the direction, it can be divided into three categories: “upward-moving”, consistency and “downward-moving”. It’s the dependent variable in the final models. 
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Figure 2. the Degree of Status Inconsistency in Urban China
Unlike the earlier studies which found that there’s a tendency of “downward-moving”. In this paper, we find that the amount of “upward-moving” inconsistency is more than the “downward-moving”, even though the gap is not conspicuous. It’s mainly because we take different reference to discuss the status inconsistency. Is there a tendency of “Centro-taxis” stated by Yunsheng Dong (2006), Fuying Lu and Zhaoshu Zhang (2006)? I make chi-square test just like Lu and Zhang to analyze the correlation between the objective status and status inconsistency. In order to make the results more clear, I recode the objective status, merge the bottom and lower middle class to the lower class; the upper middle and upper class to the upper class. Then get a three category variable. The results show that there’s a high correlation between them, and we can generalize it to the population. The residents who are standing in the lower status tend to “upward-moving”, the middle status tends to consistency, and the topper status tends to “downward-moving” (see details in table 3).
Table 3. Correlation Analysis of Objective status and Status Inconsistency（%）

	Objective Status
	Status Inconsistency
	Total
	χ2

	
	Downward-moving
	Consistency
	Upward-moving
	
	

	The Lower Class
	14.23
	32.50
	53.27
	100（3514）
	2300***

	The Middle Class
	43.53.
	50.03
	6.45
	100（1985）
	

	The Upper Class 
	88.52
	11.15
	0.33
	100（601）
	

	Total
	31.08（1896）
	36.10（2202）
	32.82（2002）
	100（6100）
	


THE INFLUENCING FACTORS OF STATUS INCONSISTENCY
This paper mainly adopts the Multinomial Logistic Regression Model to analyze it. We totally build three statistical models (see details in table 4). Model one and model two take the consistency group as baseline; model three takes the downward-moving group as baseline. We can find that, the macro structural factors, micro sub-structural factors and the subjective attitudes all have significant influence on the status inconsistency in urban China.
Table 4. Multinomial Logistic Regression Model of Status Inconsistency
	Variables
	MODEL ONE

Downward-moving
/Consistency
Odds Ratio (SE)
	MODEL TWO

Upward-moving/
Consistency

Odds Ratio (SE)
	MODEL TWO

Upward-moving/ Downward-moving

Odds Ratio (SE)

	Control Variables
	
	
	

	Gender a
	0.725***
	1.381***
	1.904***

	
	(0.055)
	(0.109)
	(0.180)

	age
	0.996
	1.006 !
	1.010*

	
	(0.003)
	(0.003)
	(0.004)

	Marital status b
	1.107
	1.145
	1.034

	
	(0.109)
	(0.115)
	(0.127)

	Macro-structural factors
	
	
	

	Comprehensive Development Index
	1.015***
	1.003
	0.988**

	
	(0.004)
	(0.004)
	(0.004)

	Hukou c
	2.752***
	0.408***
	0.148***

	
	(0.351)
	(0.037)
	(0.020)

	Household Expenditures
	1.032**
	0.995
	0.964*

	
	(0.012)
	(0.012)
	(0.014)

	Social Security
	0.910
	1.035
	1.137!

	
	(0.053)
	(0.061)
	(0.081)

	Unfair Treatment d
	1.105
	0.899
	0.814

	
	(0.147)
	(0.131)
	(0.139)

	Micro Sub-structural factors
	
	
	

	Political Affiliation e
	1.142
	0.907
	0.795!

	
	(0.115)
	(0.114)
	(0.110)

	Years of Schooling
	1.193***
	0.851***
	0.714***

	
	(0.018)
	(0.010)
	(0.012)

	Logarithm of Personal Income
	1.070***
	0.938***
	0.877***

	
	(0.017)
	(0.011)
	(0.015)

	Occupation f
	
	
	

	Responsible Officer
	1.337 !
	0.462***
	0.346***

	
	(0.227)
	(0.094)
	(0.078)

	Specialized Technical Staff
	0.798*
	0.454***
	0.569***

	
	(0.091)
	(0.065)
	(0.091)

	Executive Clerk
	0.781*
	0.597***
	0.764!

	
	(0.094)
	(0.081)
	(0.120)

	Business or Service Staff
	0.713**
	0.840
	1.179

	
	(0.080)
	(0.091)
	(0.156)

	Unclassified Group
	0.534***
	0.614***
	1.150

	
	(0.098)
	(0.075)
	(0.227)

	House property g
	0.773*
	1.133
	1.465**

	
	(0.089)
	(0.140)
	(0.212)

	Subjective Attitude
	
	
	

	Evaluation of Social Justice
	0.890**
	1.065 !
	1.197***

	
	(0.032)
	(0.039)
	(0.053)

	Personal Happiness
	0.698***
	1.580***
	2.265***

	
	(0.033)
	(0.079)
	(0.137)

	Changes of Status
	0.773***
	1.400***
	1.811***

	
	(0.019)
	(0.037)
	(0.057)

	Constant
	0.124***
	0.483
	3.910**

	
	(0.046)
	(0.186)
	(1.795)

	Observations
	5,553
	5,553
	5,553

	Pseudo R2
	0.244
	0.244
	0.244


Note: Standard Error in Parentheses

*** p<0.001, ** p<0.01, * p<0.05, ! p<0.1.

Reference Group: a=Female, b= Unmarried, c=Rural, d=No, e=Non-party, f=Industrial Worker, g=Don’t Have.
From the aspect of control variables, only the gender effect has statistical significance. Compared with status consistency, the downward-moving odds ratio of men is 72.5% than that of women; the upward-moving odds ratio of men is 1.381 times more than that of women. Compared with downward-moving inconsistency, the upward-moving odds ratio of men is 1.904 times more than that of women. That’s to say, the male is much more optimistic than the female to their status in society. From the age, we can find the older is much more optimistic than the younger, but it has low statistical significance (p<0.1).

From the aspect of macro-structural factors, the comprehensive development index, hukou and household expenditures all have different degrees of effect on one’s status inconsistency. Both social security and unfair treatment have slightly influence on it. The hypothesis 1 is partly confirmed, but the direction has some difference with our hypotheses. Residents who live in the provinces with higher development tend to have inconsistency between subjective and objective status, especially the downward-moving inconsistency. The rural residents who live in urban is much more optimistic than those who have urban hukou. Those who have urban hukou always have lower perceived status than their actual standing in the society, while the rural hukou residents have higher one. It’s hard to understand such results. It may have much to do with the class status of residents they can contact easily. Generally speaking, those who live in the provinces with higher development and have urban hukou would have better access to people who standing top in the society. Then take them as reference would feel stronger sense of relative deprivation and much more pessimistic to their actual standing in the society. The direction of household expenditures and social security effects are same to the hypotheses. The less they spent on education, medical and old-age care, or we can see the better social security they enjoyed, the odds ratio of upward-moving or consistency would much higher than that of  downward-moving.

From the aspect of micro sub-structural factors, all of them have some effect on one’s status inconsistency. The hypothesis 2 is confirmed, and the direction is same to our hypotheses except the house property factor. That’s to say, the tendency of Centro-taxis is obvious. Those who can get higher status through their hard work are much modest to their achievement. From model one and model two, we can see that, compared with status consistency, the downward-moving odds ratio of those who are party member, have longer year of schooling and higher income are much more than that of those who are non-party, have shorter year of schooling and lower income; and the upward-moving odds ratio of the former group residents is lower than that of the latter. But the effect of political affiliation doesn’t have statistical significance. From model three, the former group residents tend to show downward-moving inconsistency instead of upward-moving. From the occupation, compared with the industrial workers, the responsible officers tend to show downward-moving inconsistency or consistency upward-moving instead of upward-moving. The residents who are specialized technical staff, executive clerk, business or service staff tend to show status consistency instead of inconsistency than the industrial workers. The direction of house property effect is different to other micro sub-structural factors. The residents who have house property are much more optimistic to their status than those who don’t have. Compared with status consistency, the downward-moving odds ratio of those who have house property is 77.3% than that of those who don’t have; the upward-moving odds ratio of those who have house property is 1.465 times more than that of those who don’t have. Such results may have much to do with the thought of “pursuing of comfortable housing”. The house is the essential commodity to everyone. From the distribution of house property, nearly 90% of residents have house belonging to themselves. So having the house property can’t improve their perceived status. 
From the aspect of subjective attitude factors, all of them have significant effect on one’s status inconsistency. The hypothesis 3 is fully confirmed. From the evaluation of social justice, compared with status consistency, once the evaluation of social justice increases per level, the downward-moving odds ratio will changes to 89% of the original one; the upward-moving odds ratio will improve 6.5%. If we take the downward-moving inconsistency as baseline, the odds ratio of upward-moving will improve 19.7%. The effect of personal happiness and changes of status are much similar to the evaluation of social justice effect. Their degrees of the influence are much greater and the statistical significances are much stronger (p<0.001). The residents who feel happier and changed better in recent decade tend to show upward-moving inconsistency or consistency instead of downward-moving. 

Conclusion and Discussion
This paper mainly analyzed the current status, characteristics and influencing factors of the gap between one’s perceived status and his/her actual standing in society as measured by using objective indicators based on the data of CGSS2010. We found that, not only subjective social stratum structure but also the objective one in urban China hasn’t become “olive-shaped” structure which means the number of middle class group are large enough and the number of top or bottom class group are few. Lots of residents haven’t achieved the level of middle class; they are still in the bottom. But the subjective social stratum structure is much closer to the “olive-shaped”. Many residents who standing in the bottom or top of society perceived they are in the middle class. Therefore, there’s a great gap between one’s perceived status and his/her actual objective status. And there’s a trend of Centro-taxis: the residents who are standing in the lower status tend to “upward-moving”, the middle status tends to consistency, and the topper status tends to “downward-moving”.
Overall, the inconsistency between subjective and objective status is associated with the amount of the allocated resources of urban residents and their expectations for the future. Specifically, the reasons are as follows. First, the residents who achieved to top status still feel insecurity and instability or they are modest to their achievement. So they can’t fully agree with their actual status. For them, there is a big disparity between the imagined status and their achieved status in reality, not to mention the cruelty of market competition that makes them have crisis awareness. Second, those who are relative success in urban are mostly come from the grassroots family. Their achievement can improve the living standards of their original family, especially their parents. But, they can’t be proud of his achieved upper status. His parents and other family members have much lower level of social security because of the dualistic structure in urban and rural areas. They have greater burden than others. Third, although there is a polarization of wealth allocation, for most people who have a lower social status, their living standard has been improved greatly compared to their past. With a set of social benefiting policies rolled out by the government, they have high expectation for the improvement of their living status. Besides, the traditional living attitude of “fall short of the best, but be better than the worst” and the “mean” thought of “content is happiness” both have great effects on their perceived status. Their relative satisfaction to the reality and hope for the future are the main reasons caused them have the tendency of “upward-moving” inconsistency.
It can be seen from the study that although the macro structural factors produce a great impact on the status inconsistency (such as comprehensive development index and hukou system). The micro sub-structural factors that can be relatively controlled by the individual have greater influences on it. Such as the residents with party members, longer years of schooling and higher income, they always tend to show downward-moving inconsistency or consistency instead of upward-moving. That is to say, even us under the control of current macro systems, it is still possible to achieve certain success through individual efforts and obtain upper class status. It is only because the sense of crisis or burden from family make them can’t identify their achieved objective class status and then show the tendency of downward-moving inconsistency.


This paper analyzed the relationship between subjective and objective status build on the earlier studies. This paper is different from most of the earlier studies which take the subjective status as dependent variable to analyze the reasons of status inconsistency between subjective and objective status, it takes the degree of status inconsistency as dependent variable to analyze the reasons directly. We analyze it from the structural factors of macro and micros aspects. That’s the innovation of this paper. There is no doubt that this paper still has something to be improved and needs further in-depth discussion, such as the theoretical definition of macro structural factors and micro sub-structural factors. Because of the limits of the questionnaire, the measurement of macro structural factors and micro sub-structural factors are not comprehensive enough. The internal logic of why those who stand different status in society have different thoughts and take different reference when perceive their status still need further explanations.
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� In my opinion, the reason why the factors of social security and household expenses on education, medical and old-age care are considered as macro structural factors is that in urban China, these factors are still affected by the dualistic structure in urban and rural areas or other social system. Lots of people who have the same ability can’t get the same social security. The household expense on education, medical and old-age care is a supplementary variable to social security. We believe that the high level social security can reduce the expenditure.


� See details in the report of “Study of Comprehensive Development Index” issued by the comprehensive development index research team of China Statistics Association


� It is a question that opens for discussion for party members should be taken as achieved variable or power variable. In this paper, we believe that if a person can join the party means he/she is much more outstanding than others. The party member is an affirmation of their ability. Similar to the education, it’s a certificate. People can’t engage in some certain occupation if they don’t belong to a party.
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