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The" Perspective of Three Ideological States' . New
Horizon of Research on Ethnic Education

QIAN Min-hui
(Peking University; Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Ethnic education has been constantly staying in the network
jointly constructed by national ideology, local (ethnic) ideology and individual
elite ideology, and its goals, purposes, nationally unified guidelines are fixed
during the process of competition, negotiation and identification. They are per-
fected during institutionalization, acknowledged and protected by laws. The "
perspective of three ideological states”, being categorized as a field of theory, a
field of action and a kind of paradigm, can be applied to research on ethnic educa-
tion as well as on practices of ethnic theory and ethnic relationship. The perspec-
tive itself is not a macro theory, but it can expand the horizon to establish macro
theories; it is not a micro theory, but it is able to share thoughts and experience
in practice to establish micro theories. Therefore, it is a medium theoretical para-
digm, combining micro and macro theories as well as theoretical research and em-
pirical research together.

Key Words: perspective of three ideological states; ethnic education; bilin-
gual teaching; horizon; paradigm
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