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Social Transformation:The new issue on sociology of development
Sun Liping 1

Abstract: There are two academic traditions in sociology of development,one is theories of
modernization which focuses on modernization of Western developed countries ; another is
theories of development which focuses on development process of developing countries in
Latin America, Africa and East Asia. These traditions formed themes in sociology of
development, but meanwhile they limited its scape. This paper insists that transformation of
China, pre-Soviet Union and the states of East Europe provide new themes for sociolgy of
development, including varied roads of different countries and areas, relationship between
state and society, inequality in development,etc. These themes will expand theoretical
horizon of sociology of development and provide probability of building new theories. The
author suggests that sociology of development should face practical transformation of
transitional states and theories of development should include theories of modernization,
development and transformation.

On the Symbolic Boundary of Groups: Social psychological processes and
mechanism ................................................................................... Fang Wen 25

Abstract: Based on the field study of a Protestant Group in Beijing, the paper tries to discern
the mechanism and dynamic process in the formation of symbolic boundary of groups. The
paper finds that the symbolic boundary between the Protestant group and other groups is
formed by social categorization;the formed symbolic boundary is then strengthened by
social comparison;and the group style and the social representations loaded on the group
memory is produced and reproduced by the ingroup routinized and exemplar social actions,
which means that the symbolic boundary between groups is produced and reproduced at the
same time. The paper hopes render insights and stimulations for the future study on the
religion study, group study and even the construction of general theory of symbolic boundary
between groups.

Conceptualization of the Social within Sociological Knowledge:Doxa
and Bourdieu’s sociological knowledge theory
Tian Geng 60

Abstract: Criticizing scholastic point of view as the main epistemic obstacle for adequate
social science,Bourdieu’s knowledge theory stands out as “a sociology of sociology”of
which the dialectic between substantive social analysis and proposals of sociological
knowledge is the bedrock. So the paper tries to comprehend this point through his concept



of Doxa on three dimensions:practical sense,field analysis and symbolic power. We can
make it clear how Bourdieu’s conceptualization of society or“social” is embedded within his
search of sufficient knowledge theory directed to the scientific field as the problematic of
scientific reason. Moreover his knowledge theory aims at how the sociological knowledge
can be demystified and breaks with various spontaneous discourses.

Angel or Devil ; Social and cultural perspective to GM soybean in China
R -~ Guo Yuhua 84

Abstract: The genetically modified soybean has attracted more and more eyes ;around crops
genetic modification,the debate or probably war on its development, production, consump-
tion and rhetoric is red-hot. The small GM soybean has shaken the whole globe. To ana-
lyze the consumers 'response we should put the issue in the context of globalization,and Chi-
nese distinct political system and social-cultural background. Understanding this con-
sumers’place, we shall not be surprised about their “embrace” attitude to GM soybean oil or
other “high-scientific” products. They are standing outside the knowledge-power field and
their choices are actually the outcome of dominant ideology and believing of science and ex
perts. The consumers in this genetic power-relation,of course count for little when the
government is making the relevant policy.

The Practical Logic of Collective Property Rights in Rural China Life:The
process of constracting property rights from the sociological perspective
Shen Jing & Wang Hansheng 113

Abstract: This article tries to analyze a concept of economic field property rights from
the sociological perspective. Not being an explicit defined and stable structure just as the e-
conomists think,a property rights relationship under the sociological view angle should be a
continuous interaction process between individuals and the environment in which they are
located. On one hand,individuals can take use of all kinds of resources in the existing envi-
ronment to realize their own property rights according to the principle of maximizing self in-
terests;and on the other hand, their actions will be constrained by this environment and the
other actors’behaviors in it. Thus, the structure of property rights will be formed once those
actors get to a common sense about how to define it. And also, this is a dynamic-equilibri-
um process since the common sense will be broken and substituted by a new one when the
cognition of actors changes.

Durkheim Revisited: The social construction of morals in the modern
Wang Hejian 149

economy -~

Abstract: An outstanding contribution of Emile Durkheim is to discern the moral qua a con-
sequence and constitution of economy in modern economic life. It has been summarized as
“morality perspective”of Durkheim.This article is to show that morality perspective not only
is an strong criticism to “demoralization”of orthodox economics, also is a“bridge”to lead e-
conomic sociology to integrate moral analysis into the social structure analysis. On the basis
of the research, this article has extended the three theoretical propositions which can consti-
tute a foundation of the above integration from morality perspective of Durkheim. Finally,
taking the moral in relation of employment for an example, the author points out that the e-
conomic morals usually are social constructions that follow the process of Marcel Mauss’s
“gift exchange”in the enduring employment relation.
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