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CHINESE STUDIES OVERSEAS
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Seoul National University

Scope of Chinese Studies

The interdisciplinary field of area studies focusses on a physically bound-
ed or socio-politically constructed community, combining a theoretical
and often comparative approach to its social, economic, and political
structures and cultural systems on the one hand, with an examination of
people’s lives in their contexts on the other.

I would propose within the field of Chinese studies to include Taiwan
and Hong kong as well as People’s Republic of China. There has been a
mistaken tendency among many Sinologists to perceive Taiwan and
Hong Kong as marginal contributors to the authenticity and tradition of
Chinese culture. Chinese studies scholars therefore tend to identify them-
selves exclusively with the study of “mainland” China. From the Beijing
regime’s point of view, both Hong Kong and Taiwan are geographically
peripheral but politically and culturally integral parts of China. At the
same time, the definition of cultural authenticity and marginality in
China is still controversial and therefore a theoretical study of “marginali-
ty” itself is equally important in the field. As research in PRC was pro-
hibited at an early stage of the revolution, these two conventionally “pe-
ripheral” regions have been the most representative objects for theoreti-
cal studies of Chinese society and culture for the past forty years.

The present paper include within its scope all societies within the PRC,
Taiwan, and Hong Kong inhabited not only by the Han Chinese but also
by non-Han minorities. We know that there are 56 nationalities in the
Mainland and 10 ethinc groups in Taiwan. Many foreign scholars have
proved the importance of minority studies by paying special attention to
the importance of minority studies by paying special attention to the in-
teraction between the Han and non-Han minorities in acculturation pro-
cesses as well as in political and socio-economic problems. Though the
Han Chinese are the largest in population and are predominant in cultur-
al and political power, people distinguish the concept of “China” by re-
ferring Chinese language as “Han-yi,” the language of the Han people.
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Actually these minorities are less distinctively separated than before from
the Han in geographic, socio—political, or economic terms. As a resuit of
the demographic policies of the central government, the Han Chinese
have, through settlement programs, come to outnumber the indigenous
ethnic populations in most autonomous minority regions.

In this paper, I will focus on studies in the social sciences, although
humanities disciplines of such as history, philosophy, literature, and reli-
gion, are equally important for socio—cultural understanding of a region.
Accordingly, the present paper emphasizes academic achievements in the
fields of anthropology, sociology, political science, political economy, and
some related cultural approaches.

Historical Background of Social Scientific Studies
Before 1949

It was at the turn of the century that the Western social sciences began
to be introduced to China. Yan Fu, generally regarded as the founding
father of Chinese sociology, was impressed by Spencer’s social Darwin-
ism while a student at the Royal Naval College of the United Kingdom.
He translated Spencer’s “The Study of Sociology” into Chinese along
with Huxley’s “Evolution and Ethics” and Adam Smith’s “The Wealth of
Nations,” and introduced the new field of sociology with his invention of
the Chinese term “chiinxue”, meaning “study of the (human) group.” In-
tellectuals of this generation such as Wu Wenzhao and P’an Guang-dan,
had a strong sense of responsibility about the future of their nation. In
their enthusiastic pursuit for a solution, they received their advanced ed-
ucation in Western countries. Many majored in political science and eco-
nomics, while others became interested in anthropology, a discipline re-
garded at the time as a synthetic study of society, cultural tradition, his-
tory, and civilization.

In the 1930’s, such intellectuals of the new generation as Fei Xiaotong
and Lin Yaohua, accordingly, became anthropologists, while Chen Da
became a sociologist of population and labour problems. They were in-
fluenced by such famous Western social anthropologists and sociologists
as Radcliffe-Brown and Ogburn who taught at Yenjing University as vis-
iting professors. Structural-functionalism was introduced as the main
theoretical framework and community study, together with empirical in-
vestigation, was proposed as the ideal method.
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Of the Western scholars who stayed in China, S. Gamble, J.L. Buck,
and M. Shirokogoroff conducted social surveys which are regarded as pi-
oneering works of scientific investigation of China at that period. While
S. Gamble (1954, 1964) studied North Chinese communities, M. Fried
(1953) conducted the first anthropological fieldwork by a Western stu-
dent in a small county seat near Nanjing. Before then, an American Bap-
tist missionary, D. Kulp (1925) wrote his observations about Chinese
familism in Swatou area of Guangdong province. ].J. deGroot (1982~
1910), a Dutch missionary, published a series of books on death rituals.
It should also be noted that a British diplomat, R. Johnston (1910), con-
tributed to the understanding of North China in general through his
sketches of the social environment and institutions in the Weihai area of
Shandong province.

Ethnographic studies began to be produced abroad by native scholars.
X. Fei (1939) published his revised doctoral dissertation in Britain, which
was the first book on contemporary China written by a Chinese scholar
specifically for the Western readers. Martin Yang (1945), a Columbia
trained sociologist, also published an ethnography in English about peas-
ant life and social institution in a village near Qingdao in Shandong
province. While X. Fei concentrated on economic life and activities (later
with Chih-i Chang 1949), Y. Lin (1948) and M. Yang have paid much
attention to traditional family and kinship institutions as the basis of
sociopolitical and economic activities of the Chinese peasants.

During this period, Japanese research teams organized by the Southern
Manchuria Rail Company conducted a series of investigations in several
rural areas in Hebei and Shandong provinces during the periods of 1942
-43. The results were published later (Chuugoku Noson Kanko
Chosakankokai 1952-58), and subsequently numerous monographs and
articles appeared using data and materials provided by these investiga-
tions, dealing with such topics as laws and institutions concerning the
traditional family system and kinship organizations, properities and eco-
nomic activities, village administrative and power structure, and religions
and rituals at the communal as well as individual levels (see R. Myers
1970; K. Kim 1976; P. Huang 1985).

1949-1970's
As the Commuinst regime was established in 1949, many Western

trained scholars left China, and those who decided to remain were often
subjected to various forms of discriminations or even persecution. The
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new regime denounced all Western academic disciplines and, as they
adopted the Russian educational system in 1952, abolished especially an-
thropology and sociology at the higher educational courses. Chen Da
(1939) and others lost their job and were obliged to find work as transla-
tors. Fei and Lin were lucky enough to be given positions at the Institute
of National Minorities to engage in investigations of minorities. Ma In-
chou, a Columbia-trained economist, was at first allowed to stay at Pe-
king University to become its president, but was later dismissed when
the goverment adopted the Russian model of economic development (for
more details, see S. Wong, 1980).

Under such circumstances, research was virtually prohibited, and for-
eign scholars were not allowed to make any kind of study in the field.
Even local scholars were not allowed to do any personal academic
research work except at the government’s request. And the Cultural Rev-
olution destroyed the last vestiges of scholarship. PRC was literally closed
against the non-Socialist world until 1978 when the Cultural Revolution
officially ended. With China no logner open to foreign scholars for field-
work and with Chinese source materials now unavailable, students of
Chinese studies, in the humanities as well as the social sciences, could
only satisfy themselves by exploiting the materials collected before the
close of China. Accordingly, scholarly works in literature, history, and
folk culture focussed largely on the dynastic and republican periods.

In the field of social sciences abroad, political science and anthropology
became the main disciplines for Chinese studies. Political scientists were
mainly interested in Chinese socialism and process of socialist revolution.
Political slogans, ideological campaigns, revolutionary programmes issued
by the party, and innumberable other materials, were examined in order
to draw a picture of how an ideology was being implmented and replac-
ing the traditional ones (W. Hinton 1966; ]. Townsend 1967; B. Schwartz
1968; S. Schram ed. 1973; J. Start 1973; C. Johnson ed. 1973).

Another trend was to focus on administration and the structure of
power. Power struggles within the top inner circle and the changing rela-
tionships between the center and periphery of administration were ex-
amined from the theoretical perspective as a branch of realpolitk (see V.
Shue 1988; P. Chang 1970; M. Oksenberg 1974; Lindbeck ed. 1971; J.
Lewis ed. 1971; R. MacFarquhar 1974; H.Y. Lee 1978).

Anthropological studies, on the other hand, actively attempted to
theoretically reconstruct Chinese society, and, through their fieldwork in
Taiwan and Hong Kong, which had generally been regarded as culturally
marginal and politically peripheral regions, anthropologists attempted to
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extrapolate empirical descriptions of Chinese culture as a whole.

Studies of tradition was preferred and, in a sense, were inevitable.
First, while fieldwork in the mainland was virtually impossible, scholars
still had access to written materials and data about traditional period.
Second, it is generally advisable to have concrete understanding of tradi-
tion before attempting a study of the contemporary or changing aspects
of the society. Third, concerning the question about relationship between
tradition and revolution, anthropologists have tended to believe that tra-
dition is more stubborn than is generally realized. That is to say,
although transformation of a society is inevitable, cultural tradition at the
popular level might survive the transformative effects of political ideolo-
gy manipulated by the government. A number of studies covering vari-
ous sub-fields and historical periods under the blanket term “China” was
published (see M. Freedman ed. 1970; A. Wolf ed. 1974; W. Willmott ed.
1972; M. Elvin and W. Skinner eds. 1974; etc).

M. Freedman and W. Skinner were the most important figures in the
field of Chinese studies. While emphasizing the dynamics and diversity
of Chinese society, Freedman (1958, 1966) pioneered the theoretical con-
struction of the traditional social system and structure based on kinship,
lineage, marriage network, center-periphery relationships, central gov-
ernment and local society, and socio-political functions of economy and
religion. W. Skinner (1964-65) proposed the model of marketing struc-
ture as the basis of political and economic fabric of Chinese local socie-
ties.

Generally speaking, studies on the Chinese social structure and cultur-
al system have been made within Freedman’s theoretical framework.
Since the 1960’s, most American sinologists have taken Taiwan as their
object of study. Thus, A. Wolf (1970, 1974) and M. Wolf (1968, 1972)
carried out fieldwork in rural areas focusing on kinship and family life;
E. Martin (1973) examined the relationship between varieties of death
cults and diversified principles of social organization, while M. Cohen
(1976), B. Pasternak (1972), N. Diamond (1969), and S. Harrell (1982)
tried to test Freedman’s model through analysis of kinship and lineage
institution in adaptive practice to environmental elements. 5. Sangren
(1987) and R. Weller (1987), focusing uopn communal ritual, tried to un-
derstand the relationship between the state authority and the peasant
worldview. B. Gallin (1966) who was the first American anthropologist
to come to Taiwan, carried out his fieldwork in a community in central
Taiwan to understand regional politics and economic activities and orga-
nizations. Also D. Jordan (1972) studied folk religions in a southern Tai-
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wanese community.

As the UK. was the first to recognize the Communist regime of the
Mainland, it was difficult for British students to obtain permission for a
long term stay in Taiwan. In addition, the British in general were not in-
terested in Taiwan as a proper part of Chinese culture. Therefore, S.
Feuchtwang (1974a, b) was the first British student to be allowed to. do
fieldwork in Taiwan in early 1970’s. Kwang-ok Kim (1980), then a stu-
dent at Oxford University, was benefited from his Korean nationality for
his fieldwork among the mountain people and the Han Taiwanese in the
late 1970’s. Another British scholar was S. Thompson (1988), who con-
ducted research on religion and ritual in a rural community nearly a dec-
ade after Feuchtwang's visit.

The history of academic studies of Taiwan go back to the early part of
this century, when Japanese scholars conducted many ethnological inves-
tigations on the customs and folk life of the Han and non-Han aborigi-
nes in the island before and during the Japanese colonial occupation.

The Taiwan colonial government and Imperial University of Taipei un-
dertook the most active and detailed investigations on the aborigines(see
Taiwan Soutokufu 1913-1921, 1915-1922; Okamatsu 1918-21; Okada
1942 etc.). At the same time, Ino (1928), Kataoka (1921), Masuda (1939),
Suzuki (1934), lkeda (1944), and Okada (1937) were engaged in the
study of the Han Taiwanese. Mostly they were interested in religions,
folk customs, and social organizational institutions including the family
system (as to the early works on Taiwanese aborigines see K. Kim 1980,
and especially on the Japanese works see Suenari et al. eds. 1994).

On the basis of such earlier works, anthropologists of the next genera-
tion began to undertake fieldwork from the middle of the 1960’s. The
results included the works of Suenari (1983), Matsuzawa (1976), Shimizu
(1992) on the aborigines, Kani (1970) on the fishing village, Matsuzono
(1973) on a lineage trust in Taipei, and Suenari (1977) on lineage trusts
in a farm village, They were all single articles except for Ishida’s (1985),
which is a collection of his sociological surveys of village shrines of the
Han Chinese (about the review concerning Japanese studies on Taiwan,
see Suenari et al. eds. 1994).

Meanwhile, Hong Kong was regarded as an alternative subject to
mainland China. In New Territories, which was previously a part of
Guangdong province, one can find several large and well preserved line-
age organizations so that it is the ideal place for testing Freedman'’s theo-
retical framework. Being a British colony, it is also more favourable for
anthropological research. H. Baker (1968) was the first British scholar to



CHINESE STUDIES OVERSEAS 43

conduct an extensive historical analysis of local lineage organizations and
activities in a community in New Territories, which Freedman had to
give up due to ill health. Among American anthropologists, J. Potter
(1968) studied peasant economy; and J. Watson (1975) analyzed lineage.
D. Faure (1986) reexamined Freedman’s model through his own analysis
of historical materials concerning a rural village in New Territories. M.
Segawa (1991) also examined lineage and village in New Territories.

While most studies were concentrated on old lineage villages with his-
torical materials in New Territories, C. Osgood (1975) studied a newly
established urban community in the Hong Kong area. ]J. Brim (1974) and
J. Hayes (1977) also studied the Hong Kong areas, combining anthro-
pological and historiographic approaches.

In addition to the studies on rural areas focusing on lineage organiza-
tion, B. Ward (1985) pioneered the study of the socioeconomic life of the
boat people. Since the later 1970’s, sociologists and anthropologists have
studied socio—cultural problems in the context of industrialization, popu-
lation growth, and urbanization. E. Cooper (1980) studied the influence
of urbanization on the traditional handicraft industry while F. Leeming
(1977) examined the street and social environment. A. Wong (1972)
studied activities of a local association in Hong Kong social and economic
life. As the number of poeple actually born in Hong Kong has come to
exceed half of the total population, Hong Kong is no longer a migrant so-
ciety. Thus, people began to investigate the nature of the social structure
of Hong Konge (see S. Wong 1988; F. Blake 1981).

Apart from studies in Taiwan and Hong Kong, some ideologically ori-
ented Western scholars were allowed to visit mainland China. J. Robin-
son (1969), an economist at Cambridge, J. Myrdal (1965), a Swedish
economist, and W. Hinton (1966), an American, were among those to
uncover the mystic veil of China from the positive point of view on the
process of social revolution in the form of collectivization porgram, the
Cultural Revolution, and commune system.

However, W. Geddes (1963), and Australian anthropologist, paid a
short visit to the village which Fei studied a generation ago and revealed
the fact that the situation had not so radically changed in terms of the
economic status of the peasant, family life, and other related customs. A.
Chan, ]. Unger, and R. Madsen (1984), M. Whyte and W. Parish (1984,
1985) also attempted a kind of indirect observation: Through interviews
with refugees from the mainland, they attempted to identify significant
changes in the social sturcture of village and communal life. But at the
same time, they cautiously pointed that the traditional social and cultural
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system had still not completely disappeared. To what extent these tradi-
tional elements were still viable being not clear, they reserved to con-
clude that the Chinese revolution scheme had been successful in elimi-
nating all the traditions.

Since the 1980s: Contemporary China

As China opened its door to the world after the Cultural Revolution in
1978, many sinologists shifted their eyes from Taiwan to mainland
China. Political scientists and economists began to conduct empirical
research in order to distinguish political rhetoric from social reality. It
soon became clear that, despite the significant degree of revolutionary
transformational processes during the past forty years, traditional ele-
ments are still at work in every aspect of both the public and private
spheres. In the fields of social structure, family life and lineage organiza-
tion, and religions and rituals, we can see an increasing revival of tradi-
tional culture at various levels, a process much facilitated by the success
of the current economic reforms and consequent rapid economic
develpoment.

Under the guidance of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences,
Arthur and Margery Wolf were allowed to conduct a series of “travelling”
researches in several places in 1980. A. Wolf focussed upon population
problems and M. Wolf (1985) on changes in women'’s lives. B. Pasternak
(1986) attempted to undertake joint research with Chinese sociologists on
families in Tianjin, on the basis of which his Chinese colleagues devel-
oped their own research project on families in fiive urban communities.
He also conducted jointly with Peking University a project on the ecolog-
ical change and adaption process of the Han Chinese in Inner Mongpolia.
M. Cohen (1990) carried out fieldwork in a rural village in North China
on family and population before he launched a series of research projects
in Shanghai and Szechuan. Helen Siu (1989) was fortunate enough to be
allowed to do fieldwork in her parents’ native village, and Jack and
Sulamith Potter (1990) were able to extend their work in a rural commu-
nity in Guangdong, focusing on how Chinese peasants were influenced
by the revolution. Huang Hsu-min (1990) described the relationship be-
tween the state and society through the eyes of a party secretary in a vil-
lage near Xiamen, Fujian.

Socio-economic aspect of life in urban area had also been studied. H.
Gates has been carrying out research on business women in Chengdu,
Szechuan; and L. Rofel (1989) studied factory workers in Hangzhou.
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Meanwhile, CASS and its U.S. counterpart, the Committee on Scholar-
ly Communication with the PRC (CSPRC or CSSC), led by M. Oksen-
berg, opened a model village in Zouping county, Shandong province,
where foreign scholars are allowed to make a short visit for their
research. J. Farguhar and Huang Hsu-min carried out a research project
on the health care system (see Huang Hsu-min 1988), and J. Oi (1989)
successfully exploited this opportunity for her study on the relationship
between the state and peasant in the contemporary economic spheres. A.
Kipnis also did fieldwork for his doctoral thesis on revival of peasant cul-
ture in the village.

Until the opening of China to Western social scientists, the PRC had
been assumed to have undergone a drastic and radical transformation.
The Cultural Revolution in particular was thought to have completely e-
liminated the traditional elements which had survived the early phase of
revolution. However, the revival or re-invention of tradition in contem-
porary social, economic, and ritual life soon began to be discussed. Dis-
covering the continued existence of folk traditions in popular culture and
manipulation of private networks in the socio-economic space, scholars
(A. Anagnost: 1987, K. Kim: 1991, M. Yang 1989) began to analyze the
tension and contested power between the state authority and people’s
tradition. Thus tension between state and society was proposed as a key
to understanding the contemporary Chinese social and cultural scenes.

Issues and Theoretical Trends
Political Rhetoric and Social Reality

Untill recently, scholars of Chinese studies have shown a tendency to
focus on politics. Some concentrated more on revising and enriching our
understanding of socialism and the revolutionary process. Others focused
on selecting and perfecting realpolitik models of the regime’s policy-
making processes at national, provincial, and local levels.

Those whose subject was “the revolution” tended to study the party
more than the state, Party ideology, especially Maoist ideology, party be-
havioural norms, the party’s “mass line” work-style, and party propagan-
da were studied for what they could reveal about the essence of the rev-
olutionary process (V. Nee and D. Mozingo eds. 1983; J. Townsend
1967; S. Schram ed. 1973; C. Johnson ed. 1973).

Scholars whose subject was “the regime” yielded a rich variety of con-
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ceptual frameworks or part-theories of the dynamics of elite politics.
Although some of this work took the form of general, descriptive, or in-
stitutional studies, it was still essentially concerned to chart the formal or-
ganization of the Chinese party, state, and policy making procedures (see
D. Barnett 1967; D. Lampton 1974).

Most of these studies were approached from the top-down perspective
and, therefore, were not so successful in understanding what actually
transpire among the people who are the subject of political manipulation
by the state. Although scholars were careful to distinguish between polit-
ical rhetoric and social reality, this was not so easy in practice, especially
when empirical observation was virtually impossible. Some scholars in
the field of political sociology (see M. Whyte 1974) tried to understand
the political process at the popular level through interviews with some
selected refugees.

Political scientists began to realize the importance of the relationship
between economics and politics and thus turned their attention to the
analysis of the economic sector (see D. Solinger 1981; Perkins et al.
1977).

Recent studies display the discrepancies between the communal ideals
of social organization articulated by the party/state and the real-life
practices within social groups and subsystems—the villages, offices, work
teams, and classrooms—in which the Chinese people actually live and
work. Since the fundamentals of contemporary Chinese social organiza-
tion and differentiation were not fully studied, direct observation through
fieldwork is extremely important.

Tradition is found to have been redefined and reproduced in modern
situations (see A. Walder 1986; R. Madsen 1984) and therefore, studies
on peasant society and culture are proposed for a full understanding of
the politics and processes of social transformation in China. Already,
studies of popular culture and popular protest by social historians (i.e., E.
Perry and C. Wong eds. 1985) and anthropologists (i.e., A. Anagnost
1987, 1994; K. Kim 1991; S. Feuchtwang 1989a, 1989b) have revealed
that popular political heterodoxies and subcultures of resistance have
been manipulated by people over many decades in the face of the party/
state’s attempts to enforce its own cultural hegemony.

It should be noted that almost all local communities in China, except
some more recently settled ones in peripheral areas, have changed very
little demographically speaking, since geographical and social movement
was rather strictly prohibited by the governmental policy. Even local
Party cadres are generally recruited from the native members of their
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respective communities. Therefore, in local-level politics and adminis-
tration, such underlying socio-cultural elements as family ideology, social
relationships, customary behavioural and moral codes and so on, are all
working, albeit in informal ways. Therefore, empirical analysis of the in-
teractions between state and civil society should be attempted for a com-
prehensive understanding of Chinese social reality. Regional unit with
definable social, cultural, geographical, or economic boundaries, should
be analyzed using a multidisciplinary approach.

Up to the present, however, any in-depth empirical study of such po-
litical issues has been “discouraged” by the Chinese authorities. Instead,
foreign scholars have been guided to study the official apparatus for im-
plementation of state ideology and policies. Economists on China mainly
deal with topics like international trade relation, construction of industrial
complexes and special economic zones at the macro level. Only a small
number of industrial geographers and scholars of economic planning
have dealt with regional resources allocation and industrial structure.

Before the 1980’s, scholars were mainly concerned with the relation-
ship between state politics and economic structure. The main subject of
study was to analyze the process of socialist collectivization and manipu-
lation of the inherent individualism among the people. Since 1980, in
addition to the changing aspects of economic policies, scholars have be-
come interested in the quantitative analysis of the practice of market
economy at the national level, as well as in the experimental application
of private business and share-holding systems (see Lee Keun 1991). But
micro-level and qualitative examinations of specific local areas or com-
munities is yet to be attempted. While numerous case studies have been
done by local scholars led by Fei Xiao~tong (1989) on small town enter-
prise and rural industrialization, to date foreign scholars’ research in the
field concerned have been sparse. Along with H. Gates’ research on
women entreprenuers in Chengdu, Szechuan, O. Bruun (1992) studies
private business households in the same city, focusing on the relation-
ship between contemporary business and the bureaucracy. In the study
of small town enterprise and rural industry, one needs an extensive un-
derstanding of social structure and cultural background in the area con-
cerned. Such information is difficult to acquire, especially in a society like
China where long-term fieldwork is not facilitated. Here, political scien-
tists and economists need to adopt sociological and anthropological per-
spectives while the latter need the former’s knowledge.
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National Unity and Local Diversities

In the study of China, there have always been arguments over the ques-
tion of generalization and regional variations as China is a vast area with
varieties not only in terms of physical environment but also in the social
and cultural background of the regions concerned.

Sociological and anthropological studies have concentrated on the
south and southeastern regions, which include Shanghai and provinces
of Jiangsu, Zhejiang, Fujian, and Guangdong. In comparison, North
China has been relatively neglected, with only a few studies on Hebei
(M. Cohen 1990), Inner Mongolia (B. Pasternak), Tianjin (B. Pasternak
1986), Shandong (K. Kim 1991; K. Nakao 1990; N. Diamond 1983), and
Northeast (Y. Yan 1993; L. Nie 1992; M. Han 1993). This regional bias
reaises the issue of the relationship between ideal model and local varia-
tion of the Chinese culture.

In another sense, the academic concentration upon southeast China
was encouraged by M. Freedman’s theory of lineage development. One
can easily find materials on lineage organization and lineage village in
the Lower Yangtze region, while these patterns are regarded as not well
developed or very weak in North China (see T. Fukudake 1946). Howev-
er, it is found that lineages are ubiquitous though the patterns and de-
gree of practice are different. And principles of social structure and com-
munal solidarity beyond kinship and lineage are also found to be impor-
tant even in contemporary social life. It has been implied that socio-eco-
nomic networks based on affinal ties and intervillage relationship
through regional religious activities are more distinctive in North China
or where lineage is not so well developed (see T. Fukudake 1946; K. Kim
1976) In this regard, we should take it more seriously into consideration
that the Chinese have kinship on the one hand and communality on the
other before we draw a rough generalization or a socially and culturally
monolithic picture of China.

At the present stage, research in China appears to be deeply influ-
enced by the general political atmosphere and regional facilities: Center-
periphery theory is more aptly applied in explaining the Chinese case. It
is commonly admitted that south China is more attractive for foreign
scholars due to the lively and liberal atmosphere and local people’s per-
ceptive attitude toward foreigners (see M. Wolf 1985). On the contrary,
north China is under the direct political control of the central govern-
ment and thus foreign researchers often face difficulties by the regulation
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-bounded attitude of a rigid’bureaucracy.
Politics of Folk Culture

Folk culture (minsu) or folk tradition (minjan chuantong) has been a politi-
cally sensitive field in China during the past forty years. At first, most so
—called “folk tradition” was denounced as an anti-revolutionary feudalis-
tic legacy or as unscientific superstition. Under the banner of such slo-
gans as “scientific socialism” (kexue shehuizu-i), “let’s destroy the four
olds campaign” (p’ossujio), and the more recent “construction of socialist
spiritual civilization” (shehuizu-i jingshen wenming jianshe), traditional
socio—cultural institutions, especially folk customs, rituals, and rites have
been under severe attacks. Temples and shrines of vrious religions were
closed, destroyed, or converted to public use, i.e. into public gardens,
kindergartens, waiting roons at local bus terminals. and vilage recreation
centers. Ancestral tablets and genealogical books were confisticated and
burnt because they were considered to be symbols of feudalism and fam-
ily egoism,

It is only since the 1980’s that folk tradition has become officially
reconginzed in China as a subject of legitimate academic work. Yet a cer-
tain selectivity still remains to exercise a constraining influence upon
schoalrly inquiry. As politically sensitive areas are not permitted to be
studied, foreign scholars are encouraged to do research on “local history”
about economic development, family life, folk rituals on agricultural and
other economic production, food, and customs of material life of the tra-
ditional period.

Japanese scholars have organized several joint research teams with
Chinese counterparts to conduct long term projects on peasant customs
and popular culture in certain provinces. A research team carried out a
three-year project on peasant customs in the early 1990s in North China
including areas of Shandong, Hebei, Tianjin, and Beijing (see Sasaki
1990, 1991, 1993) while another team led by Suzuki carried out joint
research on customs and rites around rice cultivation in the lower Yangze
region (see A. Fukuda ed. 1992). Historians like J. Escherick (1987) also
conducted field researches in order to reconstruct social history of a par-
ticular region.

With the support of the Chiang Ching-kuo Foundation, which covered
all the necessary expenses of 1.5 million U.S. dollars, Taiwanese scholars
launched a three-year joint research project with scholars of the main-
land on folk customs in 1993.
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Despite its political and social importance, studies of folk tradition in
contemporary China have not yet achieved either the quality or quantity
that the subject deserves. Local folkorists are mostly occupied with “exca-
vating” old customs from the old people’s memories and from written
materials of the past. 5. Feuchtwang (1992) suggests a new perspective
to interpret structure of state rituals in the context of the implementation
of state authority down to local levels. K. Kim (1991) discusses the emu-
lation of tradition between the state and peasants at the local community
level in contemporary Shandong, and M. Han (1993), a Chinese student
at Tokyo University, reports the revival of lineage activities in the service
of economic interest in a village of Anhui. Also, J. Jing, a Chinese Ph.D.
candidate at Harvard, has conducted fieldwork among a lineage commu-
nity in Gansu of the Kung surname, descendants of Confucius, to ob-
serve how they are reviving lineage rituals and restoring their connection
with their ancestor through pilgrimages to Confucius’ temple in Chufu in
Shandong,

The Han and Non-Han Chinese

Throughout Chinese history, the relationship between the Han and non-
Han ethnic groups has been one of the most important questions for na-
tional political integration. Since the People’s Republic of China is com-
posed of 56 different ethnic groups, the issue of ethnicity and “national”
minorities continues to be of fundamental significance. This is why the
post-1949 regime recognized the importance of ethnology (minzuxue) by
establishing the Central Institute of Nationalities in Beijing and by
launching extensive investigation on minorities.

Minority studies were first conducted in order to prove the Marxist ev-
olutionary scheme of civilization and to investigate such practical issues
as political economy, health, and population, to establish a sound social
basis for political policy (see K. Kim 1985). The Chinese government has
primarily been concerned with such questions as how to define national-
ities, how to achieve national integration among the minorities, and how
to maintain harmonious relations between the Han and non-Han peo-
ples.

In 1988, Burton Pasternak and Xiao-tong Fei carried out a joint
research project in Inner Mongolia largely focusing on the problem of
environmental adaptation by the migrant Han Chinese and the influence
of changes in the subsistence economy upon the native Mongolians (see
Ma Rong 1992),
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Foreign scholars have mostly been engaged in ethnicity studies (see C.
Chiao and N. Tapp eds. 1990). They are also interested not only in the
question of cultural assimilation among the minority groups, but also in
the relationship between the state and the ethnic identity of national mi-
norities. Focusing on the issue of how minorities define “China” and
themselves, scholars have examined whether they regard themselves as
distinct from or identical to the Chinese, or how they perceive the inter-
action between themselves and a nation dominated by the Han.

M. Suzuki (1990) analyzed the meaning of the dragon symbol among
Miao people in Guizhou to show culturl similarities between them and
the Han. Through her study of the Miao people in Yunnan province, N.
Diamond (1988) suggested that the word “miao” was invented by the
Han out of their Han-centrism, by which means the Han degraded non
-Han people. D. Gladney (1987a, 1987b, 1991) revealed that regional
sub-branches of one ethnic group of Hui express different meanings of
Hui identities as a result of ecological, economic, and social adaptation in
their respective regions. D. Wu (1990) discovered that the Bai people in
Yunnan, who have themselves laragely sinicized through active
adaptation, have recently revived their Bai ethnic identity, H. Yokoyama
(1990) provides an interesting study suggesting that, although they are
culturally identified with the Han, the Bai people in Yunnan manage
their ethnic identity through manipulation of a folk religion which they
have invented by borrowing from the Han. L. Schein (1989) also re-
vealed that the Miao in Guizhou have sense of double belonging to the
state and their revived ethnic identity (for a short overview on minority
studies, see 5. Harrell 1990).

Yunnan, Guizhow, and Guangxi regions are frequented by scholars for
minority studies. Studies on the Yao and Yi nationalities are especially
popular among foreign anthropologists. An international association for
Yao study has been organized at the initiation of Chiao Chien. While T.
Takemura (1981) studied the Yao people, S. Harrell and N. Diamond en-
gaged in the study of the Miao, and H. Yokoyama has done research on
cultural conditions among the Bai in the region concerned.

Non-Han Chinese in Taiwan, the aborigines or mountain people,
were extensively studied by Japanese scholars during the Japanese colo-
nial period. Since the Nationalist Party led by Chiang Kai-shek took over
the island after the Second World War, Chinese scholars, under the aeges
of Acadmia Sinica, have conducted systematic investigation of them
through anthropological fieldwork.

Since the 1990’s, however, local anthropologists have launched many
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projects on Han Chinese and minority studies have become relatively de-
emphasized. While K. Kim (1980) conducted fieldwork to examine how
the aborigines maintain their traditional culture in the face of the Han
Chinese, J. Shepherd (1993) analyzed the historical process of sinicization
of another mountain people. J. Shimizu (1992) has also studied exten-
sively the changing aspects of a Taiwan plains aboriginal culture. These
studies have attempted to develop a theoretical understanding of how
sincization has been achieved through contact with the Chinese.

Patterns and Facilities of Contemporary Studies

Mainland China

A foreign scholar working in China is required to do research work as a
joint project with a Chinese counterpart. Before it is actually launched,
the proposal must be approved by the State Committee of Education, an
often time-consuming process. Any kind of field trip must be arranged
by Foreign Affairs Division, the administrative department in charge of
matters concerning foreigners. Also, long-term fieldwork in one locale is
discouraged, usually a visiting scholar is required to stay at a nearby
guest house and to pay short visits to villages or to conduct interviews
with people as (usually) arranged by the local authorities. The visiting
scholar is asked to cover all expenditures, including his Chinese counter-
part’s salary and research expenses. As a foreigner, he or she is required
to pay expenses at a special rate applied differently from the Chinese cit-
izen.

In China, academic research work is under the supervision of
administrative organizations. It is often hampered by Chinese bureaucrat-
ism which treats the foreigner as a “guest” and expects the “guest” to
know how to be a good “friend.” Under the lingering shadow of the
Mosher controversy, Chinese authorities have attempted to patronize for-
eign scholars” work lest it should engender another “unnecessary” misun-
derstanding of China. Problems arising from this peculiar “custom” have
been experienced by foreign scholars doing fieldwork in China (see A.
Thurston and B. Pasternak eds. 1983; M. Wolf 1985).

N. Diamond, while teaching English at Shandong University for a se-
mester in 1983, attempted a personal visit to the village which was the
model of M. Yang’'s book in 1945. Since she did not go through all the
required administrative procedures to get permission, her act caused a
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serious concerns. Her personal experience with regard to this incident
was eventually described in very critical terms by herself (see N. Dia-
mond 1983a, 1983b).

In mainland China, studies in politically sensitive regions such as Tibet
and Xinjiang are still strictly controlled, with only guided tours being
arranged within limited areas. Sometimes villages of minorities near
urban areas are allowed to be visited, but longterm fieldwork is still not
possible. Korean scholars T. Kwon and S. Han conducted a field survey
in Yanbian, the Korean minority’s autonomous region, but the data they
needed were not permitted to be taken out of China. Also, a Korean Ph.
D. candidate in anthropology at the University of Washington reported
that she was checked by the local security authorities. A Japanese an-
thropologist, Dr.H. Yokoyama, working on the Bai ethnic group in Yun-
nan province, had to conduct interviews with the natives for almost a
year as they were introduced by the local authorities at a hotel, before
she got permission to do fieldwork in their community.

At the present stage, American and Japanese foundations are most
active in establishing so-called cooperation networks in China. While
scholars from European countries mostly carry out research at the indi-
vidual level, Americans and Japanese tend to do large synthetic research
projects involving the participation of experts of various disciplines. For
joint research and academic exchange activities, foreign institutions prefer
to establish relationships with scholars at CASS and universities, where
they established Centers for American or Japanese studies. These Centers
provide students and scholars from the respective counterpart country
with useful connections for research and with study facilities.

Western institutions have supported numerous small-scale and short-
term research projects over vast areas of China. Since 1990, many long-
term and large-scale projects have been launched by American universi-
ties and Japanese foundations. Some are carried out with a specific
research topic such as agricultural folk customs or rites of passage within
a certain regional area like Jiangsu province or Hebei province. Others
are organized for the synthetic study of a certain area from various per-
spectives such as social structure, environment, industry, population,
economy, local history, literature, arts, or folk tradition and folklore.

Journals like China Quarterly, Modern China, and the Journal of Asian
Studies are leading international forums to deal with all subjects about
China in the field of humanities and social sciences.
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Regional Specialization

At the present, there are few attempts to undertake regional studies
within China. The majority of studies in the fields of politics and eco-
nomics are made on the basis of general surveys at the macro level and
mainly depend upon the governmental data and statistics. Also research
conditions vary according to the local social and political atmosphere, the
degree of modernization, access to materials and data, availability of
trained academic counterpart, and so on.

In addition to local conditions, geographical areas are selected with a
view to the interest of the supporting body in specific research topics. It
is interesting to see that most studies are concentrated it central or east
China, including Jiangsu, Shanghai, Zhejiang, and in the coastal regions
of Fujian and Guangdong in south China. Perhaps these are the most
advanced regions of China in terms of economic development and cul-
tural prosperity so that the government feels it ideal to open them for
foreign scholars, and to attract foreign investment to further their devel-
opment. At the same time, as Freedman puts it, these areas are far from
the central government and therefore people are more flexible in dealing
with non-political matters including academic cooperation with foreign
scholars.

Untill the PRC was announced in 1949, most Western countries, espe-
cially the U.K. and U.5.A., had established political and economic con-
nections over the areas mentioned above. In this regard, Anglo-Ameri-
can scholars have benefitted from the heritage of mutual relations with
their Chinese counterparts, and from the materials and knowledge they
had previously accumulated about the regions.

In addition to such favourable research conditions and facilities, central
and southeast China have been preferred because these regions are con-
sidered to have preserved more traditional socio-cultural institutions
than other parts of China. In search of “traditional” aspects of society,
scholars would try to further investigate inner regions like Jiangxi,
Hunan, Hubei, Shanxi and Shaanxi, but to date Chinese authorities have
been reluctant to allow foreign scholars to get access to the “backward”
regions.

Guangdong and Fujian are the provinces that have produced the ma-
jority of overseas Chinese. Homecoming visits and investments by these
huachiao have increased and are vital to local economic development,
and thus these regions are more favourable to foreign contact. Scholars
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pay academic visits to these provinces to deepen their understanding of
overseas Chinese.

In addition to central and east China, the Japanese became active in
their empirical studies on north China, including Hebei and Shandong,
and the northeastern region that was once called Manchuria. These areas
are mostly studied by Chinese students doing doctoral study abroad.

Taiwan and Hong Kong

As the mainland increases its attractiveness for academic research, Tai-
wan and Hong Kong have become relatively marginalized. However,
these two regions appeal in a new way with favourable research condi-
tions and funding. Culturally they are constituent parts of China and, in
a sense, more significant for the study of traditional Chinese culture.
Sangmee Bak (1994) has studied how women employed in white collar
jobs strategically manipulate the Chinese culture of gender in their male-
dominated workplace in Taiwan. Also, as economic and political interac-
tions between the mainland and the two regions increase, some anthro-
pologists and sociologists continue thier studies in the regions concerned.
In preperation for China’s takeover of Hong Kong, both scholars on
China and the business community of Hong Kong are concerned about
possible social and cultural conflict between the two parts. Therefore,
they have launched a major research program on south Chian including
Hong Kong, in which anthropologists, sociologists, political scientists,
economists, and other students of cultural studies participate. Meanwhile,
J. Watson and R. Watson have revisited the communities in the New
Territories and extended their previous studies in the context of the
newly-revived social and economic relationships between the region and
the mainland.

With funding from the CCKF (Chiang Ching-Kuo Foundation), Acade-
mia Sinica, and the Pacific Cultural Foundation, the Taiwanese are also
spreading their influence on Chinese studies abroad and promoting the
study of Taiwan as a part of “China.” Since the Han people in Taiwan
originate and have living relatives in the mainland, especially Fujian or
Guangdong, scholars like A. Wolf and M. Suenari have extended their
studies of Taiwan to include its relationships to the mainland. A. Wolf, in
collaboration with Taiwanese anthropologists, has launched a vast project
on places in southern Fujian where the people called minnanren (men
from southern Fujian) in Taiwan, originated. M. Suenari has also extend-
ed his study on the Hakka people in Taiwan to their original places in
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Guangdong province. M. Segawa (1992) examined Hakka people in
Guangdong focusing on their ethnicity. As Taiwan and Hong Kong are
capitalist and industrialized while mainland China is socialist, under-in-
dustrialized, and agricultural, most foreign scholars are more concerned
with the structural transformation of socialist China.

Japanese Approach to China

Japan is a leader in Chinese studies in the length of its involvement in
the field, the number of scholars, the quality as well as the quantity of
scholarly works. But because most of the local scholars’ works are pub-
lished in Japanese, they have not been fully recognized by the Western
academic communities.

Since Sino~Japanese relations became normalized in the 1970s, Japa-
nese scholars began to resume the research begun a generation ago,
mainly in the northeast (Manchuria) and north China, including Hebei
and Shandong provinces. They have also expanded the scope of their
empirical studies to the lower Yangze region, including Jiangsu and
Zhejiang, and to south China mainly in Guangdong province, mainly
through joint research projects with local Chinese Scholars.

Topics of their studies vary, including local history of economy and in-
dustry, regional social structure, nature of lineage organization, ethnicity,
folk tradition and popular culture, and so on. They are also engaged in
minority and ethnicity studies in southwest China and studies of the
Hakka people in Fujian and Guangdong (see Suenari et. al. eds. 1994).

The Institute of Developing Economies, the Institute of Oriental Cul-
tures at Tokyo University, and the Nationl Museum of Ethnology are
among many institutions active in area studies, and the Japan Society for
the Promotion of Science and the Japan Foundation, together with many
other private foundations, are the main funding agencies for overseas
research.

Chinese Studies in Korea

In Korea, “area studies” have remained relatively undeveloped, and stud-
ies of socialist countries in particular have been the victims of Cold War
ideology. It is only recently that the study of “foreign” countries was en-
couraged at all. North Korean studies were impossible untill the late
1980s, and remain severely restricted even today. Area studies have in-
stead been focused on the United States and Japan because these two
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countries are perceived as being the most closely related to the national
interest.

Such a situation has naturally had its major impact on the social sci-
ences. Interestingly, “social science” in Korea has been predominated by
political science and economics, a narrower intellectual focus than is
found in other countries. And though Chinese studies in Korea have
mainly focused on politics, materials on China have remained classified,
a fact that has significantly retarded the field. Thus, despite the increas-
ing awareness of China’s political and economic importance to Korea or
its inherent intellectual interest, Chinese studies in particular remains in
its infancy.

The study of China also suffers from the inadequate way in which
area studies have been conceptualized by those in a position to aid the
development. In general, area studies have fluctuated in the service of
changing governmental perceptions of the national interest. The govern-
ment and business communities have shared a singleminded and short-
term view about the relationship between the nation and the outside
world. Thus area studies have tended to follow the political issues or eco-
nomic possibilities of the moment. The government first emphasized the
study of Africa when the president visited some of the countries on that
continent in the early part of the 1980s, and South America when there
was a problem of Korean immigrants in Brazil. Then, as the USSR and
Eastern European socialist countries went into crisis, the national concern
shifted there. There followed China, and finally Southeast Asia, perhaps
in response to improving economic possibilities in these regions. Each
country was highlighted for only a couple of years, and small numbers
of scholars attracted by funding possibilities began work that waned as
that funding evaporated. Thus the number of area specialists who could
be said to have actually committed themselves to the study of one partic-
ular area has been small, and the quality of work poor.

The field has also struggled against a number of structural weaknesses,
Infrastructure remains poor, the libraries, research institutions, funds,
advanced research technology such as computer networking, databases
and so on, remain serioulsly undeveloped in comparison with Japan or
the United States. In addition, scholars suffer from lack of the kind of
rigorous training in language, culture, and history that are considered to
be the cornerstons of successful area studies scholarship in the West. In
general, there has not been the degree of communication and intellectual
cross-fertilization between the humanities and social sciences that can
deepen the insight of scholars into the cultural meaning and significance



58 KWANG-OK KIM

of factual material.

The study of China, as that of the USSR, was initiated mainly out of
the nationalistic concern for the Korean minority populations in the area.
Since the 1990’s when Russia and China opened their doors to Korea,
scholars have visited northeast China and Central Asia for their own
researches on the Koreans living there. However, mostly these researches
tended to consist merely of interviews conducted during short period of
travel. Because of such unsystematic and superficial surveys, results
mostly remain as anecdotal accounts of personal experiences. This was
perhaps inevitable considering that those who were lucky enough to be
“allowed” to visit the once restricted areas were journalists and politically
oriented scholars.

In Chinese studies, scholars trained in the fields of anthropology, soci-
ology, or regional economy and politics are very small in number. K. Kim
has been conducting ongoing fieldwork in rural Shandong since 1990,
which is the only one case of empirical study of the Han society of con-
temporary mainland China by a Korean anthropologist. T. Kwon and S.
Han (1993) jointly conducted a survey on Koreans in the Yanbian Au-
tonomous Region in collaboration with the local Yanbian University, and
K. Chang (1990), a young sociologist, completed his Ph.D. thesis on rural
population using indirect materials. In addition, a few economists at uni-
versities and governmental institutes paid short visits to some selected ar-
eas to examine investment facilities for Koreans. Although political scien-
tists flourish in Korea, China specialists among them are very small in
number, and even these scholars have concentrated on the analysis of a
particular individul like Mao Zedong, without further analysis of the po-
litical context either at national or local level.

Empirical studies of Taiwan have been attempted by K. Kim (1980,
1993) and S. Bak (1994) only. In a word, area studies are least devel-
oped, and empirical understanding still in its infancy, in Korea.

Prospects

It is understood that recent studies on China by foreign scholars are bi-
ased in favour of the fields of local politics and economy. Their interests
lie in the impact of socialist collectivization system and the implementa-
tion of market economy on peasant’s socio-cultural life. Still, we need
more detailed studies on specific certain regional community, covering
not only environment, population, industrial structure, and political
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systems, but also social structure and cultural institutions.

As mentioned earlier, empirical studies of China are still at the begin-
ning stages. This is because China was only recently opened for investi-
gation and as such, conditions for academic research by foreign scholars
are not well facilitated. Communities or local societies are not fully stud-
ied both in the context of regional distribution and in quantity. Each
researcher must rely upon his own ability in collecting all the necessary
materials because statistical data is inaccurate as well as incomplete, or
difficult to obtain even if available. A comprehensive and empirical un-
derstanding is therefore not yet possible.

It is also necessary to understand local history because, due to the
state’s strict control of geographical movement of people, peasants re-
main participants in a traditional historical world as well as within the
social, political, and economic parameters of a modernization-state. And
therefore, the social reality is still partially moulded by the traditional so-
cial networks, worldviews, and ethics.

Local dialects are so different from each other that effective communi-
cation is sometimes almost impossible without the official language,
butonghua. Also there is a deeply rooted regional exclusiveness and com-
petition among provinces. Actually, the Chinese tend to be region orient-
ed rather than state centered. The phase and degree of recent economic
development varies from region to region and thus, local difference in
economic status is threatening the national integration.

Thus, studies focusing on particular regions are necessary in order to
add depth to the national level studies usually adopted by political scien-
tists and economists. It should be noted that the traditional conflict be-
tween regional autonomy and state authority continues in many forms,
and “China” may thus perhaps best be understood as an imagined com-
munity covering all its regional and ethnic variations.

It remains a question how to resolve the discrepancy between foreign
and local scholars on the theoretical issues raised by the study of China.
My personal impression is that Western scholars are more interested in
the structural principles of society as they focus on family system, line-
age and village organization, and their practice in the fields of politics
and economy. On the contrary, local intellectuals are more inclined to-
ward the practical solutions of the problems of economic and social de-
velopment as suggested by the state. Rural industrialization, small town
enterprise, and private business are the fields with which local scholars
are most concerned. They seem not to consider the importance and func-
tion of underlying culture. In this regard, local scholars are more inclined
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to politics and state ideology than are their foreign counterparts.

As in the case of other area studies, it is prerequisite to master the Chi-
nese language. As mentioned above, people use their local dialect except
official meeting where non-local personnels are present. For the econo-
mist interersted in the analysis of statistical data or the political scientist
concerned with political structure and system, language problem may not
be so serious. However, if they want to talk with peasants and urban
peddlers on issues like economic adaptation to the newly introduced so-
cial and political environment, or to conduct interviews with factory
workers in their everyday life context, language ability if he wants to un-
derstand such issues as the actual process of decision making at local
level politics and how a political issue is presented for the public discus-
sion.

Bureaucratic patronizing over the academic research is also a burden. It
is only through fieldwork that one can distinguish lived social reality
from the imagery of state discourse. Since a research place or a unit of
analysis is mostly arranged by the authorities, and since it is usually se-
lected among the “model” or “ideal” units, one should always be con-
scious about the question of peculiarity and generality.

Needless to say, studies based on official economic and political data
may be misleading. More than this, however, we should be careful not to
be misled by our overemphasizing the importance of politics and econo-
my. That is to say, we have to realize the illusiveness of the power of
revolution. Despite vehement efforts by the government to achieve a
radical change in Chinese society, it has been found that the “revolution-
ary” programs could not completely destroy the traditional social institu-
tions which are deeply embedded in the everday life of people.

Understanding of traditional regional institutions as they are practiced
both at the formal and informal levels and in public and private space,
are still important in the study of contemporary China. In this regard,
analysis of social relationships and networks, value systems, and ethical
and moral codes embedded in cultural traditions should be made in the
study of politics, economy, culture, and society.

Again, most studies are on contemporary phenomena based on per-
sonal experiences. However, we must not forget that China is a nation of
a long history and complex civilization. Therefore, social scientists also
need to be equipped with proper understanding of historical processes
and must recognize the importance of civilization. Though the Chinese
pursue social interests, economic success, and political power on the basis
of personal strategies, they are still members of a “Chinese” culture
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which certainly guides individual behaviour. Without proper understand-
ing of the principles and meanings of Chinese social relationships
(guanxi), emotional mutuality (ganching), sense of relatedness (yanfen),
sense of fairness (gongping), manner or proper behaviour (limao), face
(mienzi), and rationality (heli), one cannot understand Chinese behaviour
and modes of thought in the fields of political, economic, and social life.

Interrelationships between history and structure, cultural tradition and
modernity, regional variations and the national unity, principle and mo-
rality in strategy, are all important conceptual frameworks for Chinese
studies. Here humanities and social science should cooperate. Theory-
building scholars tend to treat Chinese phenomena as raw material to be
separated from their cultural contexts, while non-theoretical scholars
flately describe personal experiences at a merely empirical level.

To conclude, there should be more empirical studies as contemporary
China was but recently started and “China” is a vast area of cultural, so-
cial, and ethnic variety. Theoretically, confrontation between the state
and the society, between socialist ideology and capitalist strategy, be-
tween communalism and individualism, and between morality and prac-
tice should be scrutinized in the context of people’s lived reality.
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