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Introduction

............................................................................................. Yapeng Zhu
The Development of and the Trends in the Chinese Housing System from a Comparative

Perspective: An Analysis of the Marginalization of Public Housing

Abstract Since the Chinese housing paradigm became market oriented a housing
market similar to those in western developed societies has been gradually established
in urban China. Meanwhile along with the nation’s rapid economic growth the rate of
homeownership has been on the rise. China now seems to be a “Homeowning society ”.
Despite these changes international comparative housing studies have ignored the
Chinese housing system. This poses a theoretical barrier to applyinga comparative
housing framework to China and prevents other countries from effectively learning from
the Chinese experience. To fill these gaps this study presents a comprehensive
discussion of the types of Chinese housing systemsby drawing upon recent developmentsin
comparative housing theory. Focused on the association between public housing and the
market this study analyzes the transformation of Chinese housing policy according to
changes in the marginalized level of public housing in the nation’s housing system during
the process of policy transformation. Moreover features and trends of the development of
the Chinese housing system from a comparative perspective are also explored. Finally

insights from international experiences are presented that might help inform the building
of a fundamental long — term mechanism forthe Chinese real estate sector.

Key Words Comparative Housing Studies; Unitary Housing Model; Residual Housing
Model; Public Housing

Differential Effects of Two Housing Assistance Policies: Homeownership Support and
Rental Subsidy

..................................................................... Guangcan Cui & Xueting Liao
Abstract  Usingdata from nearly two thousand Chinese households this study
compared the effects of homeownership support and rental subsidies. The results indicate
that families with subsidized homeownership had higher housing satisfaction and

homeownership did more to help families with unmarried adult children. Families with
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