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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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promoting liberty for contemporary democmtic counties. Rosanvallon’ s reading and
interpretation of the history of French democracy offers for us an original perspective to
understand the limits of market society, the inadequacies of Anglo-Saxon democracy and

the antinomies of democracy itself.

Pierre Bourdieu’ s Ultimate Concern ==« «eeevrmees cenen Liu Yonghua 113

Abstract: Pierre Bourdieu remartked that the unconsciousness is to forget history. For the
question of how history forgets itself, this paper tries to trace the logic of social
legitimatization. The basc question is that how classification schema as a tool of krowledge
becomes a tool of politics? The reason is that symbolic power imposes and infuses various
classification systems, in that the dominant structure is seen to be takemnfor-granted and to
be accepted. Thus, there is a logical relation between symbolic power and classfication,
which is embodied as belief (doxa). The relation between classification and politics is

Bourdieu’ s ultimate concern.

Diversity of Social Network and Labor Market Outcome: A study on how
social contacts affect the wage of migrant workers
....................................... Zhang Chunni &Liu Linping 138

Abstract; Ted Mouw’ s article on ASR had challenged the effect of “ embeddedness” in
labor market but it ignored the diversity of social nework. Responding to Mouw’ s
mistake, this paper suggests a proposition that the effect of using social contacts on job
finding depends on how the network relates to the

«

“ inner network” of a corporation. If
oné s network highly relates to the inner network of a corporation, using contacts will
bring more benefits to his labor market outcome. Based on the data collected from migrant
wotkers on Pearl River Delta, we find that using “ inner contacts” gives an advantage to
migrant workers wages. There is no effect of their using other contacts outside the
carporation or generally using contacts. Among the cases of using inner contacts, those
migrant workers who are well connected to their contacts on very high positions or
connected to more types of inner contacts will get higher wages. The paper ends with a
concluson that how “ embeddedness” acts on labor market depends on the divemity of
social network, and we should pay attention to the level of “embeddedness” when we talk
about its effect.

Understanding the Concept of Social Policy: Reviews and reflections ~ -+----
......................................................... Huang Chenxi 163

Abstract. “Social policy” is a widely used concept yet with no internationally consensus
meaning. This atticle will firstly descibe sequence of ideas on social policy from its origin
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