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The Changing Chinese Model of Economic Development and the Institutional
Perspectives in Economic Sociology <+« seeeeveoes soeeenvens Gao Bai 1

Abstract Institutionalism is one of the most irfluential perspectives in American
economic wciology. It resists the pre-given exogenous assunption of mtionality adopted
by economics and the rational choice theory, rejects their methodological individualism and
abolishes their pursuit of “ grand theorizing”, advocating the development of the middle-
range theories. Institutionalism in economic sociology has three important research
directions; it emphasizes the social construction of rationality, stressing the role of cognition
in this process; it regards state building and maiket building as a mutually interactive,
undividable process and maintains that the state is both an actor and a structure and it
alfects the economic life in important ways; it also highlights the role played by non market
govemance structures. When the process of globalization reverses its course, these three
research directions can provide unique angles for us to study the changes in the Chinese

model of economic development.

The Southeast and the Southwest: Searching for the connections between

“academic regions”  reeesesesseeeee s Wang Mingming 32

Abstract; This article examines two existing “ academic regions” in Chinese anthropology:
the Southeastem and Soutlwestem models of anthmwpology. The author points out that the
“bifurcation” of Southeastem “ complex” of communities lineages maikets, and folk
religions and Southwestern “ways of being ethnic” has created a serious problem for the
anthropology of Chinese dvilization. He also argues that to further “ internal
understandings” of either region, it is necessary to think “ externally” — to bring
“extemal relationships” into “intemal structures”. The author has written extensively on
sinological anthmopology and ethnolagy as well as Chinese social science in general. In this
context, he ciiticizes anthropologies in China and abwad of their common negligence of
the relationships which have played important roles in the configuration of the regions
under the empire-turned nation.

How to Go beyond the Classical Secularization Theory 7 On three post
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secularization approaches in the sociology of religion ------ -+ Ji Zhe 55

Abstract: This article explores three attempts by the sociology of religion to go beyond the
classical secularization theory: the rligious economies model based on mational choice
theorys the new seculanzation theory centered on multidimensional analyss and
deinstitutionalization, and the study of multiple religions modernities conducted by
comparing the interactions between religion culture and politics taking place in varous
societies engaged in a modernization process. The author argues that tuly going beyond
the classical secularization theory demands more than simply negating the thesis of
religious decline. Indeed, the challenge is rather to better answer the cmucial question
raised by such a dassical theory, namely how to inteipret the dynamic relations between
modernity and religious change, so as to shift the focus from the validation of modernity to

a critical examination of modemity.

Modem Individuals in Divine Society: On the relation between individual and
society in Durkheim’ s thoughts -+ -« «oeere oereeeeevenns Sun Shuai 76

Abstract; In Duikheim’ s social theory the relation between individual and society is the
central problem, the complexity of which has been fully exhibited by his argument with
Adam Smith. Their argument not only brings to light the moral functions of division of
labour; but also reveals the inherent predicaments of abstmct society. This atticle thinks
that Durkheim’ s later thoughts about religion and individualism provide some possibility
for solving the predicaments. This lies in two aspects: on one hand Durkheim insisted that
society only exists and preserves through its matenalization, individual consciousness and
its symbolic self represention; on the other hand he claimed that social integration can be
achieved by constucting a kind of moral individualisn in modern society. This article
explains Durkheim” s whole thoughts in regard to the relation between individual and
society, not only to darify the possibility he provides for modern society, but aso to
clanfy his modernity problem. Thus Duikheim’ s problem is more of sense than his
answer for us.

How Did France Say Farewell to Revolution ? Pierre Rosanvallon’ s

interprefation of the history of democracy in France  --- Yue Qiliang 101

Abstract. Constitutional democracy or elite democracy is always regarded as a panacea of
taming democracy and a safeguard of liberty in western political tradition. But according to
Pierre Rosanvallon’ s analysis of the pathology of French democracy, it is just an illusion.
In fact what succeeded in keeping France away from revolution is not political rationalism
or universal suffrage. The more decisive factor is that civil society’ s capacity of autonomy
and self government has been growing since 1890s. Moreover, the further development of

popular sovereignty in civil society is the most mportant way of protecting civil nights and
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