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Cultural Subjectivity and Its Dilemma: A sociological analysis of Fei

Hsiao-t'ung’s culture perspectives «eseseeerececeeceaceccceees Ii Youmer 2

Abstract: How to maintain the cultural consciousness and subjectivity in the
modernization process is the consistent theme of Fei Hsiao-tung’s thoughts. Fei’s idea
of “cultural subjectivity” has different forms in different historical periods. In the
1940s it was characterized by Fei-style contradictory cultural liberalism of tough
choice when facing Western industrialization wave. In the 1980s it was characterized
by the reflection and reconstruction of China’s modernization based on native culture.
In the 1990s it was characterized by taking the initiative to abandon the local living
traditions in the wave of globalization to create new subjectivity in participating and
learning the worldwide game rules and technologies. In the 21st century it is
characterized by overcoming the shortcomings of instrumental rationality in Western
culture and creating a new human world of “enjoying the beauty of others building
the wonderland together” under the guideline of Confucian culture. In all historical
periods Feis cultural feeling had always been interwoven among different kinds of
contradictions. This is rather a common situation of Chinese intellectuals when facing
the dilemma of national identity and global modernization than the tension of Feis
individual thoughts.

The History of Fei Hsiaotungs Mind: Ethnos as a clue to his

community study and ethnic study +=++seeseeeeeeeceeees Yang Qingmei 20

Abstract: Former studies about Fei Hsiao-+ung usually had his thoughts discussed
from the perspectives like his interests on economy society and culture which
separately relating to village industry “diversity-orderly structure” and “cultural
self-consciousness”. Complementary to this kind of fragmentary researches this
paper tries to make an integrated comprehension to Fei from the perspective of
culture. The author illustrates the inner connections between Feis gentry study and
magician discussion by reorganizing his relevant writings ignored before. Aiming to

re-understanding Fei the author takes effort to find the academic linkage between his

243



community study and ethnic study. The Ethnos theory advocated by Shirokogoff is a

crucial clue to stand by in this study.

Moral Resource Mobilization and the Logic of a Rising Society in China
ceerere e Chen Yingfang 50

Abstract: Based on three comparative case studies of recent “Home Protect”
movement in Mainland China Hong Kong and Taiwan this essay explores how the
social movement actors mobilize moral resources and political ethics to resist the
urban development justified by fostering national interest. By revisiting Max Webers
writing on Chinese society and drawing insights from Japanese scholars” discussion on
the “Japanese/Asian model” as an alternative path of modernization the author
elaborates the hierarchical value structure derived from the imbalanced power
relationship between the state and the society to explain the institutional constrains
the emerging of citizen activism is facing and its implication to the changing state—
society relation. Urban social movements” strategic focus on cultural value and social
norm (manifested by the use of “home” as contentious discourse against “nation/
state”) has to be understood in relation to the complicated and changing interaction
between political institution and indigenous culture. It is argued that this approach

will shed light on the internal logic and actual possibility of a rising society in China.

On the Three Great Reforms of Chinese Trade Unions since 1949 «:----

cerrreree e eeeseeneeneees You Zhenglin 76

Abstract: As mass organizations Chinese trade unions are usually criticized for
becoming divorced from the masses of staff and workers. During the initial post—
Liberation period in the late 1980s and after the 2000s Chinese trade unions
carried out three reforms taking great efforts to improve the relationship between
trade unions and the Party promote the autonomy of trade unions” activities and
strengthen the defending of workers” rights hoping to change the unfavorable images.
This paper describes and analyses in detail the social backgrounds trade unions”
ideal images and consequences of these three attempts of great reforms respectively.

The driving power and the inherent limitations of the reforms are also discussed.

Studying Determinants of Social Network Size: Comparison of different

statistical models ~ ++++eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee Hyang Ronggui & Gui Yong 106

Abstract: Whether OLS is an appropriate and effective model for studying
determinants of social network size has not been scrutinized systematically. Based on

review of statistical literature this article preliminarily explores potential problems of
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