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ABSTRACTS

Combination of Freedom and Tradition——Rereading Chinese Anthology of Southwest Associated University
Liu Dong

Thorough careful review of historical memory I went back to the particular time and place of Southwest As—
sociated University and therefore explained its fleeting short and precious moments with both reasons of his—
torical opportunities and personal efforts; then mainly around the text of Chinese Anthology of Southwest Associated
University 1 showed the great figurines of so many important scholars in such campus and based on their target
to combine freedom and tradition Chinese and science and National scholarship and Western scholarship 1 did

resolve so-called Qian Xuesen Puzzle which has long plagued academic circle in contemporary China.

Reflections on the Issue of Expropriating Theory off Literary Field
Zhang Jiang Wang Ning Zhou Xian and Zhu Liyuan
Since the beginning of the 1980s various contemporary Western literary theories have flooded into China ex—
erting strong and far-reaching impact on the construction and development of China’s literary theory. But Chinese
literary scholars and critics have not so far recognized this due to their own limitation and weakness. From 2012
onward Professor Zhang Jiang has published a series of articles in an attempt to analyze the problems and limita—
tions of contemporary Western theory. To him its fundamental defect lies in the so-called " mandatory interpreta—
tion" which is characterized by expropriating theory off literary field to construct its own theoretical system. We
here just publish the essays by Zhang Jiang Zhu Liyuan Wang Ning and Zhou Xian focusing on the expropria—
tion of theory off literary field in the hope of pushing forward the discussion on this issue.

The Volunteering Behavior of Urban Chinese Citizens and the Impact of Cultural Capital: An Empirical
Research Based on Survey Data from 27 Cities in China Liu Fengqin Lu Weijing Zhang Xiulan

This study examines the relationship between volunteer behavior and cultural capital using data from the
2011 Chinese urban resident philanthropy behavior survey. Tobit model is used to take account of the censored
data. Findings show that cultural capital variables have significant impact on volunteer behavior. The distinguis—
hing characteristics of Chinese urban volunteers are low—and middle-income communist party members educat—
ed and working at the party and government organs. The results also indicate that there is an inverted U-shaped
relationship between age and the propensity of volunteer participation. Based on the empirical findings the fol—
lowing policy suggestion is implicated: government should improve their propensity of volunteer participation by

means of flourishing Chinese fine culture guiding people to live a life which values morality.

State Corporatism: Theoretical Implications of Grassroot Organizations and Community Governance in
Singapore Wang Xinsong

The management of grassrool community organizations in Singapore has shown characteristics of state corpo—
ratism. A peak association of grassroot organizations exists at the state level and is given legitimacy and funding
support by the state. The peak association manages its members of grassroot organizations so that state policies
are able to be implemented in communities with the help of grassroot organizations. Meanwhile community needs
are conveyed through grassroot organizations to the state. State corporatism both allows for participation by grass—

root organizations and controls the level of participation ensuring a stable statesociety relations. However state
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