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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
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