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/ Institutional Ethnic Enclave and Segmented Assimilation .

A Comparative Study on the Two Returned Overseas Chinese
Groups in Nanyong Overseas Chinese Farm of Guangzhou
LI Xiang-yi
(Sun Yat-sen University , Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract: With the two returned overseas Chinese groups from Nanchong
Overseas Chinese Farm of Guangzhou as cases of the comparative study. this pa-
per tries to discuss the reasons of the segmented assimilation. It points out that
the gathering conditions, the resources and cultural values formed in sub-group
networks of different returned overseas Chinese groups are the key elements.
The returned overseas Chinese from Malaysia, thanks to their " political re-
sume” , form the advantaged gathering. The values proposed by their sub-group
networks and their resources could guide the second generation to avoid the nega-
tive effect of the farm subculture and to integrate into the mainstream society.
While a disadvantaged gathering is seen among the returned overseas Chinese and
their second generation from Vietnam, for their subculture conflicts with the ma-
instream culture value and resources within their network are poor, causing the
individuals to be prone to the marginalized part of the local society.

Key Words: institutional ethnic enclave; segmented assimilation; returned
overseas Chinese; overseas Chinese farm; Nanyong Street
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