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Age Power and the National Discourse
—The Election of Township Mayor and Baojiahang

in Jiangsu Province Before the Anti-Japanese War

YANG Hong-yun
( Department of Ideology and Political Education Tianjin Foreign Studies University Tianjin 300204 China)

Abstract: Age and power are closely related. Before the Anti-Japanese War there was a discourse shift
from respecting the old Baojiazhang to negatively evaluating this group in Jiangsu Province. Then the state set
the upper age limit for the Baojia-zhang to make this group younger. There were there considerations for this
reform: Chen Guofu’ s progressive political ideas; selecting the rural elite received modern education; military
preparations for the Anti-Japanese War. Making the Baojia-zhang younger accelerated the communication of
national policy which had played an active role in enhancing the ability of the national social control and mo—
bilization as well as the growth of national consciousness in the rural society. Replacement between the old and
new village authority derived from the change of the election standards reflects the changes in the modern
grassroots political structure.
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