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Escaping the Trap of Indigenous Anthropology: The position and practice of
sub-indigenous anthropology — -+- -+ Zhang Shaogiang &Gu Xuebin 107

Abstract Specially referring to existing Chinese literatures this article attempts to
critically review the epistemology of indigenous anthropology. The authors point out that
there are some possible traps in the notion of indigenous anthropology and the danger is to
essentialize the subject-postion of fieldworkers and to override the reflexivity of fieldwork
research. Based on the authos’ fieldwork experiences, they show that although
indigenous subject-postions brought them advantages in conducting research in their
hometown at the same time it also caused them various unsolvable difficulties which
similarly shared with Western anthmopologists. Authors emphasze that no matter what
subject positions anthropologists taken, they ought to take numemus sensitive and careful
steps in omer to maintain rapport with their research subjects and come across their
different gaps from them. Authors develop the mtion of “sub-indigenous anthropology” to
outline such a subtle but critical situation in the actual practice and argue for the necessty
of being reflexive in the practice of fieldwork research even in the case of oné s indigenous

society.

Diasporic Home: A study of Jinjiang-Hongkong migration

Abstract This article locates Diasporic space within migrant family, in tem of home-
space to show how members re- create their space and re-configure cultural codes within
the conjeciural space of the macro structure and the mico practice. Spatial concepts that
are adopted by this article includes: 1. representation of space; 2. spatial praxis 3
spaces of representation. The juxtaposition and interaction among the three constitutes
social space. Concepts that are applied to analyze practice include habitus and intuitus.
All these concepts are adopted from Henri Lefebvie’ s theory of the production space. The

article is meant to fuither the development of anthropological spatial analyss through an in-
depth field research.

Isaiah Berlin and Liberal Nationalism: From conceptual analysis to
sociological perspective -+« «eeee sreees seee e e e Liu Qing 162

Abstract Basng on discussing the theoretical possibility and complexity of “ liberal
nationalism” by examining Isaiah Berlin' s reflection on nationalism, the author argues that
there is tension between liberal pluralisn and cultural nationalisn in Berlin’ s thought,
which is the reason why he failed to aticulate a consistent set of nomative theory of liberal
nationalism. The difficulty that Bedin confronts with cannot be solved merely through the
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