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Sociology and Cultural Awareness — -+« «oeeeevereeecoeeeeennen Su Guoxun 1

Abstract This article, taking professor Fei Xiaotong s academic thought change “ from
morphological studies to the studies of mentality” as the example and using transform of
sociolagical object from the substance of matters into the rality of relationships for
reference, aigues that sociological research is undergoing tmansformation from a
concentration of utility alone to combination of utility and humanity, and the cultural
awareness on our own civilization and its social constitution will play the important role in

the future.

The Social Transfomation and Reformation of Chinese Working Class ------
coveeeeneee Shen Yuan 13

Abstract If we adopt the view of K. Polanyi’ s so-called “ great transformation”,
especidly M. Burawoy s so called “the second great transformation” to look at the market
transformation in contemporary communist societies there fomed two different academic

({
routes —

“ neoclassic sociology” and “ sociological maxism”. The fist wute focuses on
elites while the second wute concerns about the historical destiny of working class and
underclass in the social tmansition. In China due to the inequalities of institutional
arrangement on the starting point of transformation Chinese working class might be
reshaped in two different ways in temms of market society. There are two theoretical models
of “labor study” in sociological theoretical tradition. namely “Marx model” and “Polanyi
model’, which provide effective theoretical perspective on how “migrant workers” and
“state-owned enterprise workers” form the working class in maiket society. Assisted by
these theoretical lenses, we can reconsiruct the research problem of “ migrant workers’
and bring them into the framework of class formation. Finally, Burawoy’ s concept of
“factory regime” might offer a theoretical and methodological stance to make specific,
manufacture process centered ethnographic research on working class formation in the
transformation era.

Social Reproduction and Dominance: Further study on social mobility regimes
..................................................................... LiLuli 37
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