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Abstract: Due to the fact that China studies originated in the West China was inevi—
tably characterized as “the other” from the beginning in the comprehensive domain of
social sciences. On this stand two analytical models have appeared namely the “im-
pactresponse” and the “state-society” and both have China as the research object
and use dichotomous interpretation framework. Against the background of globaliza—
tion thanks to the rise of China itself and the variety of its researchers the etic
stands adopted in previous China studies are beginning to give way. Not only Chinese
scholars  who were once members of a nation as a research object aspire to establish
China’ s subjectivity in its studies but also non-Chinese scholars hope to mould their
own nations’ subjectivity while studying China. Besides the latter are seeking after
real understanding of “the other” through “otherizing” themselves. Therefore in
China studies the juxtaposition of subjects and objects and the possible compatibili—
ty of different subjects may provide new means of paradigm reconstruction for con—

temporary China studies.
Corporatism and Contemporary Chinese Society «+++++ Chen Jigjian 30

Abstract: As a political thought with long history ~corporatism has been emphasizing
the combination and coordination between state and society. This view is different
from pluralism which as the mainstream political thought in the west advocates sepa—
ration and opposition between state and society. The author argues that the approach
of corporatism has great potential to analyze the current Chinese society with. In Chi-
nese urban areas rural areas and local governments there are lots of organizations
with corporatism characteristics which have been exhibited through studies with cor—
poratism approach. The success of corporatism in Chinese society studies attributes to
its agreement with Chinese society in many aspects however its difference from Chi—

nese society must be clearly distinguished.
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