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Social Construction: Traditional Experience in the Face of Challenges
ZHANG Jing

( Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100871 China)

Abstract: Can social construction distill experience from tradition? At the grassroots level our history is capable of
providing two modes of experience: social bonds based on the original ancestral and geopolitical characteristics; social
bonds based on collective production and distribution. The former experience is of considerably strong features of partial and
split organization whose personal relationships based on levels of interpersonal intimacy has difficulty in functioning in the
public society; the latter experience shows passive connection hindering the establishment of active identity and belonging
based on autonomous choices made by members of the society. Therefore although the “job” of social integration is done at
the grassroots level the “reasons” lie in the field of macro-structure. It appears to resort to the managerial philosophy yet
in essence it is searching for shared interests of members of the society and the coordination mechanism of values. The key
to the issue is the building of public system. This mechanism relies on the selective identification of the people. If tradition—
al experience is not required to face public choice it is difficult to provide ready-made models for integration issues in
today’s heterogeneous society.
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