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Rationalization without Traditionz A Chinese perspective on Weber -+

feeeeeeeeeen e see s seenseeeeseesenes [ Meng ]

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.

People’s Perception of Distributive Justice in Urban China «++seeeeeeeee

ceccesecttcttttctccctccsccccnccsnccnccncncceccennes Vo [ei & Liu Xin 31

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.

Is Social Capital and Social Networks Useless? «+eeereeeeeeeeccccannnnn.
crerreeeere e Liane Yucheng 50

243



Abstract: The review on the social network of “homogeneity” published by M.

McPherson et al. has raised deep academic thinking leading to criticism given by T.

Mouw who proposed that social networks have the characteristics of homogeneity and
endogeneity and social networks may be un-significant in job search. This study re—
examined the homogeneity and endogeneity of social networks. The article explains
from the source of homogeneity - although the preferences of actors are to build a large
number of heterogeneous relationship the cost to maintain it is higher and it is hard
to respond to the interaction request which leads to the short term life cycle of the
heterogeneous relationship; therefore long4erm cumulative effect leads to the
researchers’ observation that most actors have more homogeneous networks than
heterogeneous ones. The author found when the social network has positive functions

social network user are the actors with good relations which is Endogenous Type 1
mentioned by T. Mouw; but when the network shows a negative function the capable
actors tend not to use the network which is a special Endogenous Type 11 this
research found. Therefore endogeneity proposed by T. Mouw does not have universal

application.

Stimulation and Extension: Relationship between law and society of

Homeowners” Rights Protection Movement in B city «-+-+ Liu Zixi 83

Abstract: This article describes and analyzes homeowners ’ rights protection
movement in B city and tries to answer two questions: why trajectories of the
movement are diversified and how they reflects relationship between law and society.
The author argues that in the social transformation of China due to the lack of
appropriate social space the law simultaneously plays as “rights weapons” and
“rights bottleneck ”. The tension in such dual properties expands the rights protection
movement into social action along three dimensions 1i.e. organization system and
status. Social action in expansion reconstructs the relationship between law and

society involved in the movement and accelerates the growth of civil society.

”»

“Qi” and Social Action with Rural Chinese Characteristics: A study

based on proverbs and traditional operas ++++++<++--+- Ying Xing 111

Abstract “(Qi” is a special notion about social action with rural Chinese
characteristics. This article analyses the notion in rural China where the connotation
of gi is expressed through proverbs and traditional operas. The author argues that ¢z is
both a motive force of guarding the dignity and molding the personality and some
kind of passion that fuses instinct and reason morality and interest. The connotation
of gi forms a continuum of passion from a sort of restrained passion to an erupting
passion and to the code of brotherhood. In the Chinese traditional culture the
principal aspect of its connotation is controlling gi with tolerance the second is
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