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Abstract; Since the World War II, the theory of anthopology has played an active role
in the process of developing western historical research. In the field of Chinese history,
scholas paid attention to the production of anthropology in eady republican China. In
order to solve the problem of kinship term, scholars of republican China made great efforts
to absorb relative theories of western anthopology on the basis of fully inheriting the
research achievement of predecessor in Confucian classics. Then they got great
achievements in epistemology and methodolagy. They turned out to be less influenced by
the traditional value judgment. They tied to reveal the inner relationship of different
cultural aspects and introduced the materials of ethnography into the field of comparnative
study. In the process of introducing new theories they also had strong consciousness of
academic crticism and powedully promoted the advance of subject.
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Abstract In recent years some scholars are stwongly calling on bringing the class
analysis back in the research on social inequality in China. Standing by the bring-class
analysis-back-in contention to some extent this paper answers why we should get back to
class analysis. The paper specifies the formulations for social inequality of the wo
paradigms class analyss and stratification research, and the recent changes in social
situation of China. The difference of ultimate primacy between class analysis and
stratifi cation research is that the basic assumption on social inequality for the former is of
conflictualism and functionalist for the latter, thus the fomer concentrates on social
deprivation and collective action, and the latter focuses on status attainment and “market
situation” . Considering the social situation that the social conflicts tend to be more and
more intensive and radical in China since late 1990s, we should bing the class analysis
back in the research on the social inequality in China, otherwise we will fail to achieve

insightful and predictive analysis.
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