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Abstract: Rationalization is according to Max Weber of the universal historical
significance. It leads to the modern reformation of Lebensfiirung and social order by
virtue of its systematic subversion of tradition. This antithesis between rationalization
and tradition distinguishes the modern West from other culture worlds. This
systematic subversion of tradition Weber detects in the Western Rationalization results
from the doubt or even denial of the natural ethical relations in various philiai and
the prophetic zeal for the so—called objektlose Liebeakosmismus. The prospect of the
modern Chinese way of life depends on the possibility to revitalize her own “ethos” in

the struggle with the universal history of rationalization.
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Abstract: Based on self-interest theory the structural explanation argues that
peoples perception on distributive justice is determined by their objective socio—
economic status. The higher their socio-economic statuses the more distributive
justice they perceive. On the contrary relative comparison explanation based on
relative deprived theory debates that an individual’s comparison with others within
the same social context or with his/her own life experiences plays much more
important role than his/her objective status. This paper develops two competing
hypotheses on peoples perception of distributive justice in urban China. Statistical
findings from Chinese General Social Survey ( CGSS2005) data show that the
perception of distributive justice is mainly explained by comparison no matter
comparing with life experiences or with other people around. The relative comparison
argument is strongly supported while the structural explanation works poorly.
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